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

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

f 

PRAYER 

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

Let us pray. 
God, our Father, thank You for eyes 

to see and hearts to feel the wonders of 
Your world. Lord, fill our Senators 
today with fresh faith in Your power to 
protect and sustain our Nation and 
world. 

May they face challenges with the 
triumphant confidence that no weapon 
that has been formed can prevail 
against Your eternal purposes. Lord, 
keep our lawmakers calm in temper, 
clear in mind, sound in heart, and 
strong in faith. Enable them to per-
form faithfully and well what You re-
quire, even to do justly, to love mercy, 
and to walk humbly with You. When 
this day’s work is done, give them re-
freshment of mind, spirit, and body. 

We pray in Your rejuvenating Name. 
Amen. 

f 

PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE 

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

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

f 

RESERVATION OF LEADER TIME 

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

f 

CONCLUSION OF MORNING 
BUSINESS 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Morning 
business is closed. 

EXECUTIVE SESSION 

EXECUTIVE CALENDAR 

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

The assistant bill clerk read the 
nomination of Luke Pettit, of the Dis-
trict of Columbia, to be an Assistant 
Secretary of the Treasury. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Iowa. 

FOURTH OF JULY 
Mr. GRASSLEY. Mr. President, July 

4 is supposed to be a day of celebration 
and patriotism, but earlier this month, 
leftwing domestic extremists tried to 
turn that day into a day of tragedy and 
a day of terrorism. 

On the evening of Independence Day, 
a group of antifa terrorists carried out 
an ambush attack on an Immigration 
and Customs Enforcement facility in 
Alvarado, TX. 

They drew immigration agents out-
side by shooting fireworks at the build-
ing and vandalizing cars in the parking 
lot. Unarmed ICE officials came out-
side. They came outside thinking they 
were just dealing with hooligans and 
not realizing that there were snipers 
hiding in the trees. 

The gunmen opened fire, but, thank-
fully, these leftwing terrorists weren’t 
your typical Texas straight shooters. 
Though they fired 20 to 30 rounds, they 
failed to kill or critically injure any 
law enforcement officers. 

When a shooter’s gun jammed, he 
didn’t know how to clear it so he 
dropped his weapon and fled the scene. 
The terrorists tried to hide in a nearby 
trailer park, endangering residents who 
were celebrating our Nation’s founding. 

Thankfully, the local police were 
able to detain these violent radicals 
without harm to any bystanders. 

This assault on the ICE facility is a 
direct result of inflammatory rhetoric 

aimed at our immigration enforcement 
officers. As you see every day on TV, 
leftwing street mobs constantly chant 
that ICE employees and ICE, generally, 
is a modern-day KKK. 

A Democrat Congressman recently 
compared ICE agents to Nazis. I call on 
my colleagues on both sides of the aisle 
to condemn these outrageous attacks 
and to condemn the left’s hateful rhet-
oric toward the men and women who 
enforce our immigration laws. 

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

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

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

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

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

RECOGNITION OF THE MAJORITY LEADER 
The majority leader is recognized. 

RESCISSIONS 
Mr. THUNE. Mr. President, since day 

one, the Trump administration has 
been focused on identifying waste, 
fraud, and abuse in the Federal Govern-
ment—something on which, I believe, 
the American people agree with him 
on. And last month, the administration 
submitted a rescissions package to 
Congress that would cut somewhere 
around $9 billion in wasteful spending, 
with a focus on woke and wasteful for-
eign aid dollars. 

We are going to consider that com-
monsense legislation this week. I 
would love to report that I expect 
strong support from Senators from 
both parties, but, incredibly, Demo-
crats are melting down at the prospect 
of even the most minor cuts to Federal 
spending. You would think we were 
proposing to defund the entire govern-
ment, from the way they are talking, 
instead of proposing cuts amounting to 
approximately one-tenth of 1 percent of 
the Federal budget. That is right—one- 
tenth of 1 percent of the Federal budg-
et. 
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This bill that is inspiring such 

hysteria in Democrats would cut just 
one-tenth of 1 percent, or one one-thou-
sandth of the Federal budget. 

Now, back in the day, Democrat 
President Bill Clinton signed into law a 
rescissions package that was 10 times 
larger as a percentage of total govern-
ment spending. Yet today’s Democrats 
can’t bring themselves to even con-
template cutting just one one-thou-
sandth of the Federal budget. 

And let’s remember what kind of cuts 
that we are talking about here. We are 
not talking about making difficult de-
cisions about essential Federal pro-
grams or gutting foreign aid. We are 
talking about modest cuts to funding 
that has been used for things like pro-
moting vegan food in Zambia, funding 
a pride parade in Lesotho, teaching 
children how to make environmentally 
friendly ‘‘reproductive health’’ deci-
sions, making aid more considerate of 
‘‘sexual orientation and gender iden-
tity,’’ and funding a ‘‘One Health 
Workforce,’’ curriculum, which in-
cludes material on ‘‘environmental 
racism’’ and the importance of DEI. 
The list goes on and on. 

Thankfully, the Trump administra-
tion has stopped these ridiculous 
wastes of taxpayer money. Now, it is 
time for those of us in Congress to do 
our part and make sure that the budget 
reflects these commonsense moves, 
something that every Member of this 
body should be able to agree on. 

The United States is facing serious 
budget issues. We saw an incredible 
growth in spending under the Biden ad-
ministration, which took what should 
have been a temporary elevation in 
spending under COVID and essentially 
made that the government’s new base-
line—permanent spending. 

In 2024, Federal spending was a stag-
gering 54 percent higher than 2019. My 
Democratic colleagues may not want 
to acknowledge it, but we have a seri-
ous spending problem in this country. 
And the very least we can do, in re-
sponse, is to target some of the egre-
gious misuses of taxpayer dollars that 
we are addressing today in this bill. 

In his recent ‘‘Dear Colleague’’ let-
ter, the Democrat leader claimed—in 
defiance of abundant evidence to the 
contrary—that Democrats ‘‘support 
ridding our federal [government] of 
waste, fraud, and abuse.’’ 

Well, here is a chance for the Demo-
crat leader and his caucus to put their 
money where their mouth is. If they 
really support eliminating waste, 
fraud, and abuse, they can join Repub-
licans and pass this legislation. 

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

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

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

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

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

RECOGNITION OF THE MINORITY LEADER 
The Democratic leader is recognized. 

INFLATION 
Mr. SCHUMER. Now, Mr. President, 

Americans woke up this morning to a 
troubling headline: ‘‘U.S. Inflation Ac-
celerated in June as Trump’s Tariffs 
Pushed Up Prices.’’ That is what the 
New York Times said this morning. 

We have said from the start that 
Donald Trump’s tariffs are a national 
sales tax on working- and middle-class 
families, and now these tariffs are 
causing inflation to rise, as many of us 
feared. And there is too large a chance 
that this tariff increase is just the be-
ginning as increased chaos on tariffs 
rise. 

Tariffs raise the price of groceries, 
add thousands of dollars in additional 
cost to the average household, and 
Trump’s chaotic approach does noth-
ing—nothing—to make our economy 
stronger. 

Even worse, real wages are down for 
June as Americans pay more for gro-
ceries, electricity, healthcare costs, 
and that is before the ‘‘Big Ugly Be-
trayal,’’ which will steal people’s Med-
icaid, kill jobs, and jack up people’s 
electricity bills. 

Remember what Donald Trump said 
on the campaign trail? He said that if 
elected, he would bring costs down on 
day one. It is now the middle of July, 
and inflation is going up. That is the 
definition of a broken promise. 

RESCISSIONS 
Mr. President, now on cuts, fresh off 

of handing billionaires their largest tax 
break in modern history and fresh off 
of passing the most devastating cuts to 
healthcare and good-paying jobs ever, 
Republicans want to do it again. While 
Republicans roll out the red carpet for 
billionaires and special interests, they 
want to cut funding to local news and 
cut funding for critical foreign aid that 
keeps China and Russia at bay. 

Americans rely on public broad-
casting for weather alerts, and these 
cuts couldn’t come at a worse time. 
The disaster in Texas reminds us that 
accurate and speedy forecasts are vital 
to protecting our country and the lives 
of Americans, and public broadcast is 
vital and often the only way to get the 
word out, particularly in rural Amer-
ica. So why the hell is the administra-
tion so obsessed with cutting these life-
saving services when they are critical 
for keeping people safe, when we saw, 
when we didn’t have those services 
working full steam ahead, how many 
people’s lives are endangered and lost 
in Texas and around the country. 

Public broadcasting does more. It is 
crucial for Americans to receive the 
local news for keeping track of city 
hall, for understanding what is hap-
pening in their local school boards, for 
updates on public events, festivals, 
educational programming, when we 
know that traditional television is hav-
ing a lot of trouble. 

To be clear, it is not just local news 
and public radio stations at risk; this 
package endangers national security, 

our own national security. American 
aid is vital for preventing pandemics 
and diseases throughout the world. 
Foreign aid helps farmers. It helps 
American researchers. It helps U.S. 
businesses. More importantly, Amer-
ican aid is vital to holding the line 
against the Chinese Communist Party 
and Vladimir Putin. If Republicans 
eviscerate foreign aid, our adversaries 
will celebrate America’s retreat and 
move to fill the vacuum. 

The worst part is that these rescis-
sions cuts are only the beginning. This 
package, as bad as it is, is a piece of a 
larger puzzle for Republicans. Their 
goal is to use rescissions, impound-
ment, and pocket rescissions to eradi-
cate any bit of bipartisanship out of 
appropriations and will pave the way 
for deeper and even more serious spend-
ing cuts on things like healthcare, food 
assistance, energy, and so many other 
areas. In fact, many in the Freedom 
Caucus claim that Donald Trump and 
Republican leaders promised these 
deeper cuts by these means in exchange 
for their vote on the ‘‘Big Ugly Bill.’’ 

We know that Donald Trump and 
Russell Vought want to send another 
rescissions package later this summer. 
Are they going to make more cuts to 
Medicaid? Are they going to make 
more cuts to education or nutrition 
services or aid for veterans? 

Republicans didn’t bat an eye when 
adding $4 trillion to the debt to lower 
billionaires’ taxes, but suddenly, when 
it comes to local news and rural radio 
stations, they suddenly balk. They say 
it is waste. That is disgusting. 

FEMA 
Mr. President, on FEMA, search and 

rescue efforts continue in Central 
Texas 11 days after the devastating 
July 4 flooding. We continue to pray— 
to pray—for every life lost. We pray for 
the families, and we honor the brave 
first responders who have been on the 
ground day after day after day. 

But honoring those we lost demands 
accountability. It demands making 
sure this never happens again. The 
more we learn about what went wrong, 
the more one thing becomes painfully 
clear: Donald Trump, Secretary Noem, 
and the Department of Homeland Secu-
rity have failed—failed—in their basic 
duty to protect Americans from nat-
ural disasters. 

After spending months demonizing 
FEMA, after openly calling for it to be 
dismantled, after shedding thousands 
of staff and canceling billions in fund-
ing, Trump and Noem’s disastrous poli-
cies have come back to haunt Ameri-
cans battered by disasters. 

This latest tragedy happened in 
Texas, but the problems go far beyond 
Texas. This is a nationwide FEMA fail-
ure, a systemic issue across the Agency 
that Donald Trump has made much, 
much worse. So today, I am calling on 
the Comptroller General of the GAO, 
the Government Accountability Office, 
to immediately investigate, one, how 
FEMA’s funding cuts, staffing cuts, 
and policy changes contributed to the 
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failures in Texas, and two, to assess 
the risks their actions pose for future 
disaster response nationwide. 

The facts are alarming. FEMA con-
tracts stalled while survivors called for 
help. Vital staff positions sat vacant. 
Rescue and recovery efforts were 
bogged down by bureaucratic 
chokepoints. These aren’t just break-
downs; they may constitute a derelic-
tion of duty by those entrusted to pro-
tect the public in times of crisis. 

The American people have a right to 
know: Did these reckless decisions cost 
lives? Are we now more vulnerable 
when the next storm, fire, or flood 
strikes, wherever it strikes? A com-
prehensive and urgent review is not 
just warranted, it is essential. 

Americans do not support the admin-
istration making radical DOGE cuts to 
Agencies like FEMA. These cuts have 
devastating consequences in life-and- 
death situations like a natural dis-
aster. Americans do not support chaos 
from the government when disasters 
strike. They do not support redtape 
that leaves families stranded and com-
munities battered. 

DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE AND GROK AI 
Mr. President, now on DOD and Grok 

AI, just days after Elon Musk’s AI 
model Grok glorified Hitler, pushed 
Nazi propaganda, and spouted anti- 
Semitism, Elon Musk’s company was 
handed a $200 million DOD contract to 
deploy Grok—to deploy Grok—in our 
national defense systems. Soon, the 
same AI model that called itself 
‘‘MechaHitler’’ and recommended a 
second Holocaust will be used in the 
Pentagon to ‘‘address critical national 
security challenges.’’ 

This Musk contract is not just 
wrong, it is not just offensive, it is dan-
gerous. The Trump administration 
must explain how this happened, the 
parameters of the deal, and why they 
think our national security isn’t worth 
meeting a higher standard. 

NOMINATION OF MICHAEL G. WALTZ 
Mr. President, on Mike Waltz, this 

morning, the Senate Foreign Relations 
Committee is hearing testimony from 
Donald Trump’s nominee for U.S. Am-
bassador to the United Nations Mike 
Waltz. If that name sounds familiar, it 
is because the same Mike Waltz was 
fired as the National Security Advisor 
a few month ago after sharing military 
plans in a group chat with a journalist 
on Signal. Mr. Waltz was part of the 
crack team that grossly mismanaged 
national security during the opening 
months of the administration, from 
Signalgate, to Ukraine weapons and in-
telligence pauses, to outsourcing Air 
Force One to a foreign country. 

He must directly answer for these 
debacles in front of the American peo-
ple before assuming a critical role on 
the world’s stage. With so much going 
on around the world, Mr. Waltz must 
acknowledge these failings and prove 
he is ready to collaborate with our 
partners and go toe to toe with our ad-
versaries at the U.N. 

I yield the floor. 

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

clerk will call the roll. 
The senior assistant legislative clerk 

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

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

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

RESCISSIONS 
Mr. BARRASSO. Mr. President, it is 

astonishing, as I come to the floor, to 
listen to the Democrat minority lead-
er. We just heard his comments about 
foreign aid keeping ‘‘Russia and China 
at bay.’’ If it were only the case. 

The minority leader has a long and 
spirited history of wasting American 
taxpayer dollars. Now he wants to send 
taxpayer dollars overseas to pay for 
climate projects and vegan food pro-
grams. Apparently, that is what he 
means when he talks about foreign aid 
keeping Russia and China at bay. He 
forgot to mention that he wants to 
spend half a million dollars to put elec-
tric vehicles—electric buses—on the 
streets of Rwanda. He forgot to men-
tion that he wants to spend $6 million 
on net zero cities in Mexico. He forgot 
to mention he wants to continue to 
spend over $100,000 for media training 
in Liberia. 

Mr. President, I ask, how does that 
keep Russia and China at bay? He 
failed to mention that he wants to con-
tinue to spend $3.3 million on civic en-
gagement in Zimbabwe. He didn’t say 
any of that because there is no good 
reason at all for that kind of wasteful 
Washington spending. None of that 
spending helps farmers or ranchers in 
my home State of Wyoming. None of 
this spending helps struggling families. 

In November, Americans voted to end 
this wasteful Washington spending. 
Voters got it right. CHUCK SCHUMER 
gets it wrong. How many people went 
to the polls and told politicians to 
spend $7.4 million of their hard-earned 
money on teaching foreign countries 
about environmental racism? No one. 

Democrats love to hide behind 
fearmongering, and that is what the 
minority leader has done again today. 
Democrats never stand up and defend 
their spending on the merits. I don’t 
see Democrats coming to the floor and 
talking about those projects that they 
want to see continued because they 
know it doesn’t hold up to the least 
amount of public scrutiny. The Amer-
ican people look at this, and for them, 
the issue is quite simple. Their tax-
payer dollars are being wasted and 
have been wasted for a long time. The 
Democrats in this body want to con-
tinue wasting them. 

We still have families digging out 
from the worst inflation in 40 years. We 
have cities overwhelmed by illegal im-
migrants and the crime that they are 
bringing to these communities. People 
deserve to have their taxpayer dollars 
spent on issues that are focused on 
their priorities. President Trump sent 
Congress a proposal to rein in some of 
the worst wasteful spending. 

How do the Democrats respond? Well, 
they are threatening to shut down the 
Government of the United States. 
Democrats are fighting tooth and nail 
to protect programs most Americans 
didn’t know even existed and they 
wouldn’t support if they knew they ex-
isted. That is what we are doing today: 
exposing some of these terrible pro-
grams and wasteful Washington spend-
ing. 

It is indefensible what has happened 
with spending in the past with the last 
administration. If we have another 
Schumer shutdown—we have had one 
before—if we have another one, the 
American people will pay a heavy 
price. Seniors who rely on Social Secu-
rity, military families living paycheck 
to paycheck, and border patrol agents 
will be forced to work without pay. 
Why? So the Democrats can continue 
to send Americans’ taxpayer dollars to 
foreign countries for very questionable 
projects. 

I heard the minority leader lecture 
us before about bipartisanship and reg-
ular order. Well, look at what has hap-
pened. When Senator SCHUMER was the 
majority leader of the U.S. Senate a 
year ago, the Senate Appropriations 
Committee—the committee itself— 
passed 11 of 12 appropriations bills. 
They did it by December of 2024, 1 year 
ago from now. 

Many of those bills that came 
through the committee received unani-
mous support by the Republicans and 
the Democrats on the committee. So 
what happened? Well, Republicans sup-
ported getting all these bills done on 
time through the committee on a bi-
partisan basis. What did Senator SCHU-
MER do with these bills? He was the 
majority leader. He had control of the 
agenda of the floor of the U.S. Senate. 
He sat on them for 225 days. He didn’t 
bring them to the floor of the U.S. Sen-
ate. Oh, no. He refused to bring a single 
bill to the floor of the U.S. Senate for 
a single vote not because he couldn’t, 
because he refused to. 

The American voters revolted, 
changed parties of the President, Sen-
ate, and the House. Now he wants to be 
the one to blame Republicans for grid-
lock. This is the height of hypocrisy. 

That is what we are dealing with, Mr. 
President. I am all for regular order. 
That is why I want to commend Sen-
ator SUSAN COLLINS for her leadership 
now as the Republican chairman of the 
Appropriations Committee in the Sen-
ate. She is working in good faith. She 
is committed to getting the job done. 

This debate is about more than dol-
lars and cents. It is about priorities 
and about how we spend American tax-
payer dollars. Americans didn’t vote to 
continue the Green New Deal or even 
try to force it on the rest of the world. 
The American people voted to fix what 
is broken here at home. Republicans 
have our priorities straight. Repub-
licans are focusing on making our Na-
tion safer and more prosperous. Repub-
licans are getting this country back on 
track. 

VerDate Sep 11 2014 03:13 Jul 16, 2025 Jkt 059060 PO 00000 Frm 00003 Fmt 0624 Sfmt 0634 E:\CR\FM\G15JY6.004 S15JYPT1D
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 — SENATES4348 July 15, 2025 
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. KING. Mr. President, I ask unan-

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

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. 
SHEEHY). Without objection, it is so or-
dered. 

Mr. KING. Mr. President, I would 
like to talk today about the rescission 
bill that will be coming before us in the 
next couple of days, and I want to real-
ly cover two points: what is being done 
in this bill and how it is being done. I 
think they are equally important. In 
fact, I think, perhaps, how it is being 
done is more significant in the long 
run. 

The rescission bill talks about, essen-
tially, two areas: public broadcasting 
and USAID. In my view, the rescis-
sion—the total rescission—of those two 
Agencies—and, by the way, it is a total 
rescission. It is not a selective cutting 
of certain programs or partially. It is 
the whole thing, both in the Corpora-
tion for Public Broadcasting and 
USAID. The rescissions range from bad 
policy to downright dangerous, and I 
want to talk about that for a minute. 

Public broadcasting: Public broad-
casting has a unique place in the 
United States in our media environ-
ment in that it is the only media form 
that is not driven by advertising and 
advertising dollars. It cannot be driven 
by ratings. It, therefore, is able to pro-
vide programming to the American 
people that they probably, almost cer-
tainly, would not have access to other-
wise. It wouldn’t simply find a home on 
commercial broadcasting because the 
ratings wouldn’t be there, but that 
doesn’t mean that the programming 
isn’t important. 

My kids were raised on ‘‘Sesame 
Street.’’ It made a huge difference in 
their readiness to go to school, in their 
understanding of language and num-
bers, and in the whole basis of our edu-
cation system. ‘‘Sesame Street’’ is a 
program that wouldn’t find a home on 
commercial broadcasting. This is like-
ly also with ‘‘NOVA’’—with nature— 
and, yes, with the ‘‘PBS NewsHour.’’ 

The news business today has become 
more entertainment because it is based 
upon advertising and attracting view-
ers and, therefore, is more inciteful— 
and I mean that as C-I-T-E, not S-I-G- 
H-T. It is more inciting to people’s 
anger and unrest in order to keep them 
viewing, whereas the ‘‘PBS NewsHour’’ 
is pretty much straight news. It 
wouldn’t get the ratings on MSNBC or 
on FOX News, but it provides a source 
of news both in terms of nationally but 
also in each State. The local National 
Public Radio’s kind of programming— 
all things considered—is essential to 
providing information. Now, some peo-
ple may think it is biased. I don’t 
think anything done by a human is 
going to be free of any and all bias, but 

it is pretty much straight news, and it 
is an asset to our communities, par-
ticularly to our rural communities. 

By the way, this isn’t where we have 
Federal dollars that are supporting all 
of these initiatives. In fact, the major-
ity of the support for public broad-
casting, both television and radio, 
comes from the public, from contribu-
tions. So, in effect, our Federal dollars 
are matched to a very high degree by 
the public making their own contribu-
tions. That is an indication of how 
much the public values these wonderful 
assets to our information environment 
here in the country, and to cut off Fed-
eral funding is just an essential piece 
of the funding. A lot of it goes to the 
local stations. We talk about the Cor-
poration for Public Broadcasting, and 
we think of PBS and the national pro-
grams, but a lot of this funding ends up 
going to the local stations all over the 
country that provide essential sources 
of information to their public. 

By the way, the costs we are talking 
about are ridiculously low. I did the 
calculation. The relationship between 
the cost of the public broadcasting to 
the Federal budget is—let’s see—7 
cents to $10,000. That is the ratio: 7 
cents out of $10,000. That is what we 
are talking about here, which is an al-
most immeasurable part of the Federal 
budget, but the return on investment is 
enormous. It is enormous. If this were 
a gigantic, $100 billion program, then 
we would be having a different kind of 
discussion; but this is a relatively 
small program in the context of the 
Federal budget, with a very high re-
turn on investment to the American 
people. 

Now let’s talk about USAID. The ma-
jority whip was just talking about 
that, and he listed a number of projects 
that, I think, are questionable and that 
I don’t necessarily support. USAID is 
an essential part of our foreign policy 
to help to stabilize unstable parts of 
the world; to extend America’s soft 
power; to build America’s brand; and, 
yes, to do some very essential projects. 

For example, in PEPFAR, which is 
an initiative of the George W. Bush ad-
ministration involving AIDS, the esti-
mate is that that initiative, since its 
beginning in 2005, has saved 25 million 
lives; 25 million lives were saved by 
that program that will be destroyed by 
this bill. You can’t tell me that having 
that level of benefit to the people of 
the world does not redound to the ben-
efit of the United States—the sponsor 
of the initiative. 

It is the same thing with malaria. 
The estimates are that the malaria 
program, which goes back to, I believe 
it was, the Obama administration, has 
prevented 1.5 billion cases of malaria— 
which is a real plague in many parts of 
the world—and has saved 11 million 
lives. 

Just those two programs together— 
those two USAID projects—have saved 
36 million lives. We are talking about 
cutting them off. That is not only bad 
policy, it is cruel—it is cruel—and it 

undermines the credibility of this 
country. 

Of course, foreign aid has a lot of 
benefits aside from the ones that I have 
just outlined. By the way, if Congress 
and the administration want to cull 
the programs and say, ‘‘We don’t think 
this one is necessary. This is not a 
good expenditure of the people’s 
money,’’ that is fine, but that is not 
what this bill does. This bill throws out 
the beneficial baby with the question-
able bath water. It is a total abdication 
of America’s engagement with the 
world. Vaccination campaigns, food se-
curity, nutrition programs, disaster re-
sponse, refugee support—these align 
with our American values. As I say, it 
is a relatively small part of the budget. 
It helps to stabilize fragile states, and 
it cuts the risk of extremism and ter-
rorism and conflict. 

James Mattis put it best. Gen. James 
Mattis—one of the most distinguished 
military officers of our time—said: If 
you don’t fund the State Department 
fully, then you are going to have to 
buy me more bullets. That puts it most 
succinctly. You are going to have to 
buy me more bullets because the pro-
grams of USAID tend to stabilize the 
world and mitigate the tendency to-
ward extremism and violence. 

Since we have started to gut USAID, 
which was one of the first acts of this 
administration back in January and 
February, China has stepped into our 
shoes. I am on the Armed Services 
Committee and the Intelligence Com-
mittee, and I have seen and heard testi-
mony that China is basically stepping 
in where we are walking away. We are 
handing Africa and Latin America to 
the Chinese—in some cases, to the very 
programs that we were sponsoring. 
They are the ones who are now engag-
ing with local governments, with local 
leadership, and getting the credit for 
helping with these kinds of problems 
across the world. 

We are giving away the goodwill that 
is part of the American brand. We are 
giving away the opportunity to build 
alliances, to strengthen our influence, 
especially in competition with regimes 
like China and Russia. It also creates 
markets for U.S. goods and the U.S. 
economy. A significant share of the 
foreign aid ends up going back to busi-
nesses and NGOs here in the United 
States. So it actually contributes to 
our economic development. Countries 
that are receiving this U.S. aid end up 
being partners and customers of U.S. 
goods, products, and services. 

I mentioned it saves lives, and it 
aligns with our values. There is noth-
ing wrong with talking about values. 
That is a part of what we should be 
doing. 

USAID is doing important work all 
over the world. I met with USAID peo-
ple in Kabul, Afghanistan. I met with 
them in Jordan, where they are work-
ing on a water desalinization project 
that will literally save Jordan. Jordan 
is a country that has no water. They 
are facing a tremendous crisis, so one 
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of the projects that they are relying on 
is a very large water production facil-
ity that is supported by USAID. That is 
the kind of project that, I think, we 
need to continue. 

Again, I would not say that every 
single project they have sponsored is 
what I would have agreed upon. That is 
our job as oversight bodies—to take a 
look at the projects that are being 
sponsored. The administration can also 
do that, and they can then cull the 
projects that we don’t think are a use-
ful expenditure of the government’s 
money, of the people’s money, but not 
the wholesale destruction of an Agency 
that is critical, I believe, to the foreign 
policy of the United States. So that is 
the picture on these rescissions. 

I believe the more important ques-
tion, though, as I mentioned, is how 
this is being done. The question is, Who 
has the power in our government over 
appropriations? That is the funda-
mental question: Where is the power 
over appropriations as to where Fed-
eral dollars go? 

The answer to that question, of 
course, is the Congress. Article I, sec-
tion 8: The Congress has the power of 
the purse. 

The President can submit his budget, 
and he can submit a budget that zeroes 
out USAID and that zeroes out the Cor-
poration for Public Broadcasting, but 
then the way the process works is that 
we have hearings; that we have meet-
ings with the Appropriations Com-
mittee; the appropriators meet and de-
cide and discuss and debate and come 
to the floor with a bill that represents 
the consensus of those on the Appro-
priations Committee, and then we con-
sider it here. 

This process that we are talking 
about here, this rescission process, 
turns the whole thing upside down. It 
basically says the administration can 
decide programs that are going to go 
away, and ‘‘you can take it or leave it, 
Congress.’’ I believe that it shreds the 
appropriations process. The Appropria-
tions Committee and, indeed, this body 
becomes a rubberstamp for whatever 
the administration wants. 

The deeper problem is, I believe this 
is another step in Congress’s abdica-
tion—abdication—of its constitutional 
authority, which has dramatically ac-
celerated since January. 

The war power, which is article I, 
section 8, is an express power of the 
Constitution. We barely could have a 
debate about that, and the President 
attacked another sovereign country, 
which may have been the right thing to 
do. But there was no consultation, 
there was no attempt whatsoever to 
engage Congress, which has the power 
over declaring war, before that step 
was taken. 

Foreign trade: Again, foreign trade— 
‘‘trade among nations’’ is the term in 
the Constitution—is expressly dele-
gated by the Constitution to the Con-
gress. The Congress has delegated some 
of that authority to the President—to 
a President, to any President—under 

emergency circumstances, but this 
President has expanded ‘‘emergency’’ 
to mean just about anything. We 
learned this week that he is talking 
about a 50-percent tariff against Brazil 
because he doesn’t like the way the 
current government is treating the 
prior President. It has nothing to do 
with trade. It has nothing to do with 
the trade deficit. It has nothing to do 
with tariffs. It has to do with some-
thing that the President individually 
doesn’t like. That is not the way the 
system is supposed to work. 

The up-and-down roller coaster that 
we have been on with regard to tariffs 
is a perfect example of why one person 
shouldn’t have this authority. This 
should be something that is done 
thoughtfully and systematically here 
in the Congress under article I, section 
8, to debate and decide what appro-
priate tariff levels there are across the 
world and not this helter-skelter, up 
and down, changing every other day 
that has not only already—we have re-
ports today—affected inflation in this 
country and brought it up, but it has 
also created enormous uncertainty 
both in our markets and across the 
world. 

Then, finally, we see the power of the 
purse—Congress’s fundamental respon-
sibility. 

By the way, as I have talked to my 
colleagues—particularly my Repub-
lican colleagues—about this issue over 
the last several months, one of the 
common refrains is: Don’t worry. We 
don’t have to buck the President be-
cause the courts will take care of it. 
The courts will take care of us. They 
will protect us. 

Well, that ain’t happening. The ridic-
ulous decision of the Supreme Court 
yesterday on the Department of Edu-
cation is an indication that we cannot 
count on the courts to protect us from 
the depredations of a proto-authori-
tarian regime. They basically said: The 
President can continue to gut the De-
partment of Education because we are 
going to hear the case later, and maybe 
we will decide it when it comes. 

They did the same thing with birth-
right citizenship. They punted on the 
issue and allowed the authoritarian- 
like activities to continue before they 
get to the case in their own good time. 

So we can’t count on the courts. That 
means we are it. The Congress, the 
Senate, has to stand up for the Con-
stitution. 

What this bill is, is another building 
block in the edifice of 
authoritarianism that we are seeing 
built before our eyes—a building block 
in the edifice of authoritarianism. 

Why is this important? Is this just a 
dispute between the Congress and the 
President; politics as usual; Democrats 
attacking and undermining a Repub-
lican President; and it is just going to 
be all about the midterms and the elec-
tions of 2028? No. This is much deeper 
than that. This is much deeper than 
that. 

The fundamental premise of the Con-
stitution is the separation of power, 

and the reason it is there is because 
history tells us that if power is con-
centrated, it is dangerous. 

Madison put it absolutely bluntly in 
the 47th Federalist: 

The accumulation of all powers legislative, 
executive, and judiciary, in the same [set] of 
hands . . . may justly be pronounced the 
very definition of tyranny. 

He used the word ‘‘tyranny.’’ Madi-
son wasn’t mincing words. 

History tells us that if you con-
centrate power in one set of hands, it is 
dangerous. Power corrupts, and abso-
lute power corrupts absolutely. We 
know that from a thousand years of 
human nature. That was exactly what 
the Framers of the Constitution were 
trying to prevent by this complicated, 
difficult structure where there is power 
in the Congress, power in the States, 
power in the Executive, power in the 
courts, two Houses of Congress, vetoes, 
overrides. All of those checks and bal-
ances, which have become a kind of cli-
che, are there for a fundamental rea-
son, and that is to protect our liberty, 
to protect us from the danger of power 
being concentrated in one set of hands. 

The Framers thought that they 
didn’t have to worry about this, having 
set up the Constitution the way they 
did, because they said: Never will the 
Congress give up its power. 

The phrase they used was ‘‘Ambition 
must be made to counteract ambition,’’ 
that there would be institutional ri-
valry and we would never give up. Well, 
they didn’t reckon on parties. They 
didn’t reckon on party primaries. They 
didn’t reckon on the Executive having 
such sway with the legislative branch 
that the checks and balances essen-
tially have melted away. 

This bill is important because of the 
merits, as I talked about, about the 
danger of wiping out USAID and all the 
good it does in the world and the good 
it does for our country and also wiping 
out public broadcasting and all the 
good that it does—the irreplaceable 
good that it does—for the people in the 
United States. But it is also more dan-
gerous than ever because it is one more 
step, as I mentioned, in the breakdown 
of the fundamental constitutional 
structure that says power must be di-
vided because if it is concentrated in 
one set of hands—and I don’t care 
whether it is Donald Trump or the 
Archangel Gabriel, it is dangerous to 
have the power in one set of hands. 
That is how we lose our liberty. 

Again, Madison: 
When the legislative and executive powers 

are united in the same person or body, there 
can be no liberty. 

We must listen. We must listen to 
history, to the people who brought us 
here, the people who brought us this 
government, the geniuses who formed 
this structure to protect the liberty of 
the American people. 

It may seem like a small thing—this 
is one more bill, one more item—but it 
is one more step, in my view, toward 
empowering the Executive at the ex-
pense not of the Congress but of the 
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people—but of the people—of the 
United States. 

I don’t know what it is going to take, 
but I hope this debate, this discussion, 
will lead us to finally say: This is a line 
too far. We are going to draw a line 
here, and we will establish a relation-
ship with the President that is cooper-
ative, collaborative, bipartisan, and 
sharing the power that the Constitu-
tion gives to each of us. There is noth-
ing less than the liberty of our people 
that is at stake. 

I therefore urge my colleagues to 
vote against this bill and begin a dis-
cussion in the appropriations process 
as to these two elements and how they 
should be structured and funded. That 
is the way it should be done—not by 
the dictate of a President, of one who 
is trying to collapse the authority in 
our Constitution into his own hands. 

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

ator from Rhode Island. 
UNANIMOUS CONSENT AGREEMENT 

Mr. REED. Mr. President, I ask unan-
imous consent that I be allowed to 
speak for 10 minutes and Senator 
HAGERTY of Tennessee be allowed to 
speak for 5 minutes. 

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

NOMINATION OF ANTHONY TATA 
Mr. REED. Mr. President, I rise 

today to urge my colleagues to care-
fully consider their vote on the nomi-
nation of Mr. Anthony Tata to be 
Under Secretary of Defense for Per-
sonnel and Readiness. 

The position is absolutely critical 
and crucial. The Under Secretary of 
Defense for Personnel and Readiness is 
responsible for all personnel matters in 
the Department of Defense, including 
military families, childcare, family and 
financial readiness, the military school 
system, and working with the military 
services to ensure the health and wel-
fare of the force. It requires a leader of 
the highest quality of judgment, exper-
tise, and character. 

There is no question that President 
Trump has the right to choose whom 
he wants in this critical role, but the 
Under Secretary of Defense for Per-
sonnel and Readiness should be some-
one who is capable, without question, 
to meet the demands of the job and the 
expectations of those he will lead. 

Mr. Tata was nominated 5 years ago 
for a position of similar importance in 
the Defense Department. However, the 
Armed Services Committee considered 
his nomination carefully and, on a bi-
partisan basis, declined to even bring 
his nomination to a vote. President 
Trump ultimately withdrew his nomi-
nation. I fail to understand why he now 
would be qualified to oversee millions 
of servicemembers and their families 
as the Under Secretary of Defense for 
Personnel and Readiness. 

I respect and I appreciate his mili-
tary service, but his record of public 
statements and behavior toward indi-
viduals with whom he disagrees politi-
cally is disqualifying for a position of 
this significance. 

Mr. Tata’s history of controversial 
and divisive statements is well-docu-
mented. Prior to his last nomination, 
he publicly called President Obama, 
the Commander in Chief, ‘‘a terrorist 
leader.’’ And he said that then-CIA Di-
rector John Brennan deserved to be ex-
ecuted. More recently, he made unsub-
stantiated claims that there are ‘‘muti-
nous discussions’’ within the military 
ranks to sabotage President Trump, 
and he called for a complete purge of 
Pentagon leadership, including firing 
all four-star generals and senior career 
civilian employees. 

I am concerned that Mr. Tata has a 
misguided and discriminatory view of 
the military and civilian workforces he 
would oversee. Our servicemembers and 
their families and the civilian employ-
ees who support them come from all 
backgrounds and political persuasions. 
They come from every State and terri-
tory in the Union—red States and blue 
States. Mr. Tata, to be effective, would 
need to serve all members of the De-
partment of Defense and their families, 
not just those with whom he agrees po-
litically. His public record and past 
performance at the Pentagon do not in-
spire confidence in this great regard. 

Mr. Tata failed to alleviate any of 
these concerns during his hearing be-
fore the Senate Armed Services Com-
mittee. In fact, he doubled down on his 
goal of removing leadership seen as not 
loyal to this administration and gave 
no indication he would exercise meas-
ured and independent judgment and 
seems intent on furthering this admin-
istration’s political weaponization of 
the military. 

The worst thing that could happen to 
our military is it becomes a political 
arm of the President of the United 
States—any President. Military men 
and women take an oath to defend the 
Constitution of the United States, not 
to serve a President. That has kept our 
military not only above the political 
fray but the most expert, the most 
credible, and the most dominant mili-
tary force in history. If we have per-
sonnel in key positions that are evalu-
ating people on their political beliefs 
rather than their merit, talent, and 
commitment to the Constitution, we 
are making a profound mistake. 

As I hope my colleagues know, my 
top priority has been national security 
and avoiding partisanship as much as 
one can do. I am ready and able to pick 
up the phone and talk to people in the 
Department of Defense, regardless of 
political party. We look consciously—I 
look consciously—for common ground 
in which we can work together be-
cause, ultimately, it is not about Re-
publican Presidents, Democratic Presi-
dents, Republican priorities; it is about 
the welfare and effectiveness of men 
and women who wear the uniform of 
the United States. They deserve more 
than partisanship. They serve coopera-
tion, consideration, and respect for 
their views. 

The American people also deserve 
that because they are the ones who ul-

timately are supporting these men and 
women and not just in a financial sense 
but in a very, very strong, profound, 
emotional sense of lending their sup-
port, of saluting these brave men and 
women. I am extraordinarily proud of 
that. 

Having reviewed twice and very care-
fully Mr. Tata’s record, particularly 
his political—indeed, naked political 
assertions of going after his enemies, 
placing him in this position would, I 
think, put him at a point where he 
would do more harm than good. There-
fore, I urge my colleagues to vote 
against his nomination. 

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

ator from Tennessee. 
NOMINATION OF LUKE PETTIT 

Mr. HAGERTY. Mr. President, I rise 
today to urge my colleagues to confirm 
the confirmation of my teammate and 
friend Luke Pettit, President Trump’s 
nominee to serve as Assistant Sec-
retary of the Treasury for Financial In-
stitutions. 

Luke has served on my staff for more 
than 3 years. In that time, he has be-
come a vital part of my team, but more 
than that, Luke has become a leader, 
an indispensable adviser, and, in fact, a 
close friend. 

Luke is exceptionally qualified. He 
came to the Senate with an already im-
pressive resume. He has sterling aca-
demic credentials. Luke has years of 
experience at the Federal Reserve and 
in the private sector. His background 
has given him a deep understanding of 
how our Nation’s financial system 
works, not just in theory but also in 
practice. 

Luke is a true rarity here in Wash-
ington, DC. While possessing a deep un-
derstanding of complex technical mat-
ters, Luke has never lost sight of the 
true aim of economic policy, which is 
very simply to expand opportunity and 
to deliver prosperity to Americans 
from every walk of life. 

Here in the Senate, Luke worked arm 
in arm with many of your staffers to 
write the GENIUS Act, landmark legis-
lation to regulate stablecoins and pro-
mote innovation. Many of you and 
your staff will recall the long hours it 
took to move this measure forward. 

This bill’s passage was never guaran-
teed. It passed, in great part, thanks to 
Luke’s tireless efforts to overcome ob-
stacles and to bring people together 
across the aisle. In fact, without 
Luke’s leadership and perseverance, 
the GENIUS Act, as we know it, would 
not have been possible. 

Beyond his many qualifications, 
Luke is a leader in the truest sense. He 
is admired not merely for what he 
knows but how he carries himself, with 
humility and with selfless dedication 
to the task at hand. 

Luke is beloved and respected by my 
entire team, and he mentors countless 
young men and women in the Halls of 
the Senate and beyond, including my 
own children. 
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To Senate staffers gathered here 

today, I hope you will see Luke’s con-
firmation as an inspiration and an ac-
knowledgment of the vital role that all 
of you play in shaping policy and serv-
ing this country. The strength and sta-
bility of the financial system are vital 
to our Nation’s prosperity, to our glob-
al competitiveness, and, frankly, to the 
American way of life. 

At the highest levels of government, 
we need leaders who understand the 
weight of that responsibility, leaders 
who will approach their duties with 
wisdom, humility, and an unshakable 
commitment to do what is right. 

Luke Pettit is just that kind of lead-
er. 

Mr. President, I can think of no one 
more qualified, no one more com-
mitted, and, frankly, no one more 
ready to serve than Luke Pettit. 
Therefore, I urge all of my colleagues 
to support the confirmation of Luke 
Pettit, which is about to occur. 

WAIVING QUORUM CALL 

Mr. HAGERTY. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent to waive the man-
datory quorum calls with respect to 
the Tata and Edlow nominations. 

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

VOTE ON PETTIT NOMINATION 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under 
the previous order, the question is, Will 
the Senate advise and consent to the 
Pettit nomination? 

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

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there a 
sufficient second? 

There appears to be a sufficient sec-
ond. 

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

ator is necessarily absent: the Senator 
from Pennsylvania (Mr. MCCORMICK). 

The result was announced—yeas 69, 
nays 30, as follows: 

[Rollcall Vote No. 386 Ex.] 

YEAS—69 

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

Graham 
Grassley 
Hagerty 
Hassan 
Hawley 
Hoeven 
Husted 
Hyde-Smith 
Johnson 
Justice 
Kelly 
Kennedy 
Kim 
Klobuchar 
Lankford 
Lee 
Lummis 
Marshall 
McConnell 
Moody 
Moran 
Moreno 
Mullin 

Murkowski 
Paul 
Peters 
Reed 
Ricketts 
Risch 
Rosen 
Rounds 
Schiff 
Schmitt 
Scott (FL) 
Scott (SC) 
Shaheen 
Sheehy 
Sullivan 
Thune 
Tillis 
Tuberville 
Warner 
Warnock 
Whitehouse 
Wicker 
Young 

NAYS—30 

Baldwin 
Bennet 
Blumenthal 
Blunt Rochester 
Booker 
Cantwell 

Coons 
Cortez Masto 
Duckworth 
Heinrich 
Hickenlooper 
Hirono 

Kaine 
King 
Luján 
Markey 
Merkley 
Murphy 

Murray 
Ossoff 
Padilla 
Sanders 

Schatz 
Schumer 
Slotkin 
Smith 

Van Hollen 
Warren 
Welch 
Wyden 

NOT VOTING—1 

McCormick 

The nomination was confirmed. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under 

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

f 

CLOTURE MOTION 

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

The senior assistant executive clerk 
read as follows: 

CLOTURE MOTION 

We, the undersigned Senators, in accord-
ance with the provisions of rule XXII of the 
Standing Rules of the Senate, do hereby 
move to bring to a close debate on the nomi-
nation of Executive Calendar No. 134, An-
thony Tata, of Florida, to be Under Sec-
retary of Defense for Personnel and Readi-
ness. 

John Thune, Tim Sheehy, Thom Tillis, 
Markwayne Mullin, John Barrasso, 
John R. Curtis, Joni Ernst, Lindsey 
Graham, Deb Fischer, Pete Ricketts, 
Roger Marshall, Chuck Grassley, 
Tommy Tuberville, Bill Cassidy, Jon A. 
Husted, Mike Rounds, John Kennedy. 

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

The question is, Is it the sense of the 
Senate that debate on the nomination 
of Anthony Tata, of Florida, to be 
Under Secretary of Defense for Per-
sonnel and Readiness, shall be brought 
to a close? 

The yeas and nays are mandatory 
under the rule. 

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

the roll. 
Mr. BARRASSO. The following Sen-

ator is necessarily absent: the Senator 
from Pennsylvania (Mr. MCCORMICK). 

The yeas and nays resulted—yeas 52, 
nays 47, as follows: 

[Rollcall Vote No. 387 Ex.] 

YEAS—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 
Moody 
Moran 
Moreno 

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

NAYS—47 

Alsobrooks 
Baldwin 
Bennet 
Blumenthal 

Blunt Rochester 
Booker 
Cantwell 
Coons 

Cortez Masto 
Duckworth 
Durbin 
Fetterman 

Gallego 
Gillibrand 
Hassan 
Heinrich 
Hickenlooper 
Hirono 
Kaine 
Kelly 
Kim 
King 
Klobuchar 
Luján 

Markey 
Merkley 
Murphy 
Murray 
Ossoff 
Padilla 
Peters 
Reed 
Rosen 
Sanders 
Schatz 
Schiff 

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

NOT VOTING—1 

McCormick 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The yeas 
are 52, the nays are 47, and the motion 
is agreed to. 

The motion was agreed to. 

f 

EXECUTIVE CALENDAR 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will report the nomination. 

The senior assistant legislative clerk 
read the nomination of Anthony Tata, 
of Florida, to be Under Secretary of 
Defense for Personnel and Readiness. 

f 

RECESS SUBJECT TO CALL OF THE 
CHAIR 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under 
the previous order, the Senate stands 
in recess subject to the call of the 
Chair. 

Thereupon, the Senate, at 12:54 p.m., 
recessed subject to the call of the Chair 
and reassembled at 2:34 p.m. when 
called to order by the Presiding Officer 
(Mrs. BRITT). 

f 

EXECUTIVE CALENDAR—Continued 

VOTE ON TATA NOMINATION 

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

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

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there a 
sufficient second? 

There appears to be a sufficient sec-
ond. 

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

roll. 
Mr. BARRASSO. The following Sen-

ator is necessarily absent: the Senator 
from Pennsylvania (Mr. MCCORMICK). 

Mr. DURBIN. I announce that the 
Senator from Illinois (Ms. DUCKWORTH) 
is necessarily absent. 

The result was announced—yeas 52, 
nays 46, as follows: 

[Rollcall Vote No. 388 Ex.] 

YEAS—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 
Moody 
Moran 
Moreno 
Mullin 
Murkowski 
Paul 
Ricketts 
Risch 
Rounds 
Schmitt 
Scott (FL) 
Scott (SC) 
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Sheehy 
Sullivan 
Thune 

Tillis 
Tuberville 
Wicker 

Young 

NAYS—46 

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

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

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

NOT VOTING—2 

Duckworth McCormick 

The nomination was confirmed. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under 

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

f 

CLOTURE MOTION 

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

The senior assistant legislative clerk 
read as follows: 

CLOTURE MOTION 

We, the undersigned Senators, in accord-
ance with the provisions of rule XXII of the 
Standing Rules of the Senate, do hereby 
move to bring to a close debate on the nomi-
nation of Executive Calendar No. 184, Joseph 
Edlow, of Maryland, to be Director of United 
States Citizenship and Immigration Serv-
ices, Department of Homeland Security. 

John Thune, Eric Schmitt, John R. Cur-
tis, Tim Scott of South Carolina, Bill 
Cassidy, Jon A. Husted, Steve Daines, 
Marsha Blackburn, Cindy Hyde-Smith, 
Ron Johnson, John Barrasso, Tim 
Sheehy, Mike Rounds, Bernie Moreno, 
Pete Ricketts, Jim Justice, Bill 
Hagerty. 

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

The question is, Is it the sense of the 
Senate that debate on the nomination 
of Joseph Edlow, of Maryland, to be Di-
rector of United States Citizenship and 
Immigration Services, Department of 
Homeland Security, shall be brought to 
a close? 

The yeas and nays are mandatory 
under the rule. 

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

called the roll. 
Mr. BARRASSO. The following Sen-

ators are necessarily absent: the Sen-
ator from Idaho (Mr. CRAPO), the Sen-
ator from Pennsylvania (Mr. MCCOR-
MICK), and the Senator from Arkansas 
(Ms. MURKOWSKI). 

Mr. DURBIN. I announce that the 
Senator from Illinois (Ms. DUCKWORTH) 
is necessarily absent. 

The yeas and nays resulted—yeas 50, 
nays 46, as follows: 

[Rollcall Vote No. 389 Ex.] 

YEAS—50 

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

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

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

NAYS—46 

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

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

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

NOT VOTING—4 

Crapo 
Duckworth 

McCormick Murkowski 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. 
BANKS). On this vote, the yeas are 50, 
the nays are 46. 

The motion was agreed to. 

f 

EXECUTIVE CALENDAR 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will report the nomination. 

The bill clerk read the nomination of 
Joseph Edlow, of Maryland, to be Di-
rector of United States Citizenship and 
Immigration Services, Department of 
Homeland Security. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Louisiana. 

RESCISSIONS 

Mr. KENNEDY. Mr. President, also, 
with me today is Mr. Will McCarthy, 
one of my colleagues from my Senate 
office. 

Today, we are going to start talking 
about and voting on the rescission 
package, and I want to talk about that 
for a few minutes. 

As the Presiding Officer knows, 
under our Constitution, Congress 
passes a budget. We send that budget 
to the President of the United States, 
whoever that might be, and the Presi-
dent executes, or implements, our 
budget. 

On occasion, under Federal statute, 
the President has the authority, after 
we have passed a budget in Congress, to 
look at the budget and say: You know, 
I don’t need all this money to accom-
plish the goals that Congress estab-
lished and instructed me to accom-
plish. 

So the President can contact us and 
say: Congress, I would like you to re-
scind some of the spending in the budg-
et that you sent to me. 

It is called a rescission bill or a re-
scission package. 

President Trump has sent us a rescis-
sion bill, or a rescission package, ask-
ing the U.S. Congress to cut the budget 
by roughly $9 billion, and that is what 
we are going to start voting on today. 

Now, $9 billion is a lot of money—ex-
cept when you compare it to the over-
all Federal budget. Nine billion dollars, 
despite the fact that it is a bucketload 
of money, is one-tenth of 1 percent of 
the Federal budget—one-tenth of 1 per-
cent of the Federal budget. It gives you 
an idea of how big the Federal budget 
is. 

I think most people—most adults, 
anyway—understand that in life, what 
you say doesn’t really matter. What 
you say doesn’t really matter. It is 
what you do that demonstrates what 
you believe. That is certainly true in 
politics, and that is certainly true in 
Washington, DC. Ignore what anybody 
in Washington, DC, says. Ignore it. If 
you want to understand their behavior, 
look at their behavior. In Washington, 
DC, as in life, what you do is what you 
believe, not what you say. What you do 
is what you believe, and everything 
else is just cottage cheese. 

Now, President Trump—whether you 
voted for him or not and whether you 
like him or not—ran on a platform of 
reducing the size of government, and 
the people elected him. Since day one, 
the President, if you have paid atten-
tion to the news, has been working 
very hard to reduce government spend-
ing, and he has reduced a lot. He start-
ed out with the DOGE program, with 
Mr. Elon Musk. Mr. Musk, of course, 
has left, but the quest to reduce gov-
ernment spending—wasteful govern-
ment spending, which I call spending 
porn—continues. 

Every Republican in the U.S. Senate 
has voiced approval of what the Presi-
dent has done. Every Republican— 
every one of my colleagues, myself in-
cluded—has said to the President: 
Attaboy, Mr. President. Go get ‘em. 
Keep issuing those Executive orders. 
Reduce the spending. We are spending 
too much money. We have got a $37 
trillion debt. Keep going, Mr. Presi-
dent. 

The President has, but he has been 
doing it through Executive order. 
There is only so much you can do 
through Executive order. An Executive 
order, issued by a President, expires 
when the President is no longer in of-
fice. The only way to permanently re-
duce spending is to have Congress act, 
and that is what the President is ask-
ing us to do in this rescission bill. 

What you do is what you believe, and 
everything else is just cottage cheese. 

The rescission package that the 
President has sent over—we are going 
to start considering it today. And after 
listening in some cases for years but 
certainly for the last 100-plus days 
since President Trump has been in of-
fice—after listening to my Republican 
colleagues talk about the importance 
of reducing spending, it is gut check 
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time. It is gut check time because what 
you do is what you believe, not what 
you say, and now my colleagues and I 
have an opportunity to really support 
the President. 

Now, I don’t know if this bill is going 
to pass. I do not know if it is going to 
pass. I mean, I have heard a lot of wail-
ing and the gnashing of teeth and 
whining and that civilization is going 
to melt if we cut one-tenth of 1 percent 
of the budget. That is coming from 
some of my Democratic colleagues, and 
they are entitled to their point of view, 
but I want to put this in context. 

After all of us on my side of the aisle 
have told the world that we need to re-
duce spending, if we vote against this 
rescission package and refuse to reduce 
spending by one-tenth of 1 percent of 
the budget, we ought to hide our heads 
in a bag. We ought to hide our heads in 
a bag. 

What kind of spending is the Presi-
dent asking us to reduce, to eliminate? 
That is important because not all gov-
ernment spending is wasteful, but a lot 
of it is. That is why I call it spending 
porn. I am going to read you some of 
the appropriations that the President 
is asking us to eliminate from the cur-
rent budget, and you be the judge. Let 
the American people decide. 

The President is asking us to elimi-
nate $5.1 million of taxpayer money in 
the American budget, the Federal 
budget, that is there to ‘‘strengthen 
the resilience of queer global move-
ments.’’ 

The President is asking us to rescind 
$6 million for media organizations and 
civic life for Palestinians. 

The President, in light of our $37 tril-
lion budget deficit, is asking us to re-
duce spending—to reduce a program— 
in the amount of $3.9 million for the 
lesbian, gay, bisexual, transgender, 
queer, and intersex population in the 
Western Balkans. 

The President is suggesting that we 
eliminate a program of $1 million for 
voter ID programs in Haiti. 

This is your money, folks. 
The President is asking us to reduce 

the budget by $3 million which is ap-
propriated for ‘‘sexual reproductive 
health in Venezuela’’; $3 million for 
circumcision, vasectomies, and 
condoms in Zambia. 

I didn’t make this stuff up; it is in 
the budget. 

There is $3 million for ‘‘Sesame 
Street’’ in Iraq; $833,000 for transgender 
people, sex workers, and their clients 
in Nepal; $882,000 for social media 
mentorship in Serbia and Belarus; $3.6 
million for pastry cooking classes, 
cyber cafes, and dance focus groups for 
male prostitutes in Haiti. 

How many Americans do you know 
think we should be spending their 
money to fund male prostitutes in 
Haiti? But there it is in our budget— 
bigger than Dallas—and the President 
is saying: Cut it out. 

We have $6.2 million for Venezuelan 
migrants in Colombia and $500,000 to 
buy Rwanda electric buses. 

I love Rwanda. If they want electric 
buses, they have got a budget. 

There is $300,000 for a pride parade in 
Lesotho; $300,000 for lesbian, gay, bisex-
ual, transgender, queer, intersex advo-
cacy in Uganda; $500,000 for biodiver-
sity in Peru. 

I could keep going. I could go the rest 
of the day and night. 

I know what you are thinking: How 
in God’s name—on God’s green Earth— 
did this spending porn get in the Fed-
eral Government’s budget? Why would 
Congress put it there? 

Well, I am going to tell you why: We 
didn’t. When we pass a budget, we pass 
budgets based on programs or agendas 
or line items. We don’t put in there 
that we would like to spend $5.1 million 
on strengthening the resilience of 
queer global movements. We appro-
priate money by Agency or line item. 
For example, we might appropriate 
money for the Economic Support Fund 
or, if you look at our budget, you will 
see money appropriated for the United 
States Institute of Peace. If you look 
at our budget, you will see money that 
Congress has appropriated for migra-
tion and refugee assistance. Then this 
money goes to the bureaucracy, and 
the bureaucracy takes the money that 
we have appropriated, for example, to 
the Economic Support Fund, and they 
decide to give it to their friends—usu-
ally nongovernmental organizations— 
to fund these nonsensical items that I 
just spent a few minutes reading. 

Congress didn’t vote to spend $3 mil-
lion on sexual reproductive health in 
Venezuela; we voted for a program that 
the bureaucrats took and spent on sex-
ual health, reproductive health, in 
Venezuela. That is not an excuse, but I 
get that question all the time: Why did 
Congress vote to do this? We didn’t. 
The bureaucracy did. It is a giant, 
rogue beast. 

The point is, Trump caught it, and 
his people caught it, and the President 
is saying: Get rid of it. 

With all of these programs, this 
spending porn, we would be better off 
taking this money and spending it on 
scratch tickets and blackjack. We 
would be better off taking all of this 
money that I just talked about and 
spending it on scratch tickets and 
blackjack. At least taxpayers might 
have a chance of getting a return. That 
is how out of control this is. But if you 
listen to some of my colleagues, they 
say: Oh, my God. If we cut $9 billion— 
if we cut this spending porn—civiliza-
tion is going to melt. 

There is one other thing in our budg-
et that the President is asking us to 
cut. He is asking us to cut a little over 
$1 billion for what I will call public 
broadcasting. When I say ‘‘public 
broadcasting,’’ I am talking about the 
Corporation for Public Broadcasting. I 
am talking about the Public Broad-
casting Service, or PBS. I am talking 
about National Public Radio—NPR, as 
we call it. 

We spend anywhere from $500 to $600 
million a year on public broadcasting. 

Why do we do that? Well, we started 
doing it years ago—at least 50 years 
ago—at a time when there were only 
three television stations and a few 
radio stations and newspapers. A lot of 
folks in rural areas didn’t get the tele-
vision stations. They didn’t get any 
news at all. They might live far enough 
away from a major city that they 
didn’t even have a daily newspaper. 

So Congress said: You know, we want 
everybody to know what is going on in 
the world. We are going to start public 
broadcasting, and we are going to give 
them money every year, and they 
won’t have to run ads because we are 
going to spend taxpayer money to give 
to these radio stations and television 
stations. That was 50 years ago. 

Today, American people have access 
to all forms of media: streaming, cable 
TV, network TV, TikTok, Twitter, 
newspapers—those that are left. No one 
is in a news desert anymore. So why 
are we spending money on public 
broadcasting, $500 million a year? 

The other factor is, it is undeniable 
that Public Broadcasting has become 
political. Unless you have been a huge 
disappointment to your parents, you 
understand if you listen to Public 
Broadcasting, that it is representing 
today one political point of view. 

The president of NPR—no one would 
mistake her for Walter Cronkite, I can 
assure you—her name is Kathleen 
Maher. This is her position. She is sup-
posed to be delivering the news objec-
tively, but this is what she has said: 

Trump is a deranged racist sociopath. 

The president and CEO of NPR 
thinks that America is ‘‘addicted to 
white supremacy.’’ She has denounced 
the use of words ‘‘boy’’ and ‘‘girl.’’ She 
says that is ‘‘erasing language for non- 
binary people.’’ She contends that the 
United States was founded on the basis 
of ‘‘black plunder and white democ-
racy.’’ That is who is running the show 
over there. 

She is entitled to her beliefs. This is 
America. You are entitled to believe 
what you want. 

NPR and PBS and the Corporation 
for Public Broadcasting are entitled to 
publish and broadcast what they pub-
lish, but not on the taxpayers’ dime. 
When we owe $37 trillion—and we real-
ly owe that money—we have no busi-
ness spending half a billion dollars a 
year, giving it to any form of media. 
We don’t fund CNN. We don’t fund FOX 
News. We don’t fund newspapers. Why 
are we funding PBS and NPR and the 
Corporation for Public Broadcasting? 

All the President is saying: I don’t 
want you to do that anymore, Con-
gress. I don’t want you to fund any 
form of media. PBS, for example, is 
right to publish what they want, but 
Congress shouldn’t give them taxpayer 
money to do it. Let them go raise 
money in the private sector. 

The President is right. The President 
is absolutely right. 

That is all this rescission bill is 
going to do. It is going to bring a little 
bit of sanity back to our appropria-
tions process. 
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I am going to end on this note. I am 

going to end as I began: What you do is 
what you believe, and everything else 
is just cottage cheese. 

I have been here 10 years. Every one 
of those 10 years, but especially in the 
last 100 days since President Trump 
was reelected and started talking 
about reducing spending, I have lis-
tened to all of my Republican col-
leagues encourage the President and 
say: That is great. We have got to re-
duce spending. We have got to reduce 
spending. 

Well, here is your chance. Here is 
your chance. It is gut-check time. You 
either believe in reducing spending, or 
you don’t. You either support spending 
porn, or you don’t. We are going to find 
out who does and who doesn’t here in 
about 3 or 4 hours. 

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

ator from Vermont. 
DEPARTMENT OF HOMELAND SECURITY 

Mr. WELCH. Mr. President, the De-
partment of Homeland Security has an 
extremely important mission: to keep 
Americans safe. Under that mission, 
the Department is tasked with two 
critical jobs: border security and dis-
aster response. 

Our current Secretary of Homeland 
Security, Kristi Noem, has failed both. 
In her short tenure, Secretary Noem 
has overstepped, underperformed, and 
endangered the lives of countless 
Americans. I believe it is time for Sec-
retary Noem to resign or for her to be 
fired. 

Secretary Noem has undermined 
FEMA’s work and, in so doing, endan-
gered disaster victims. Just a few 
months ago, Secretary Noem said in a 
Cabinet meeting: 

We are eliminating FEMA. 

And she meant it. She meant it. We 
saw evidence of that in what happened 
not just in Texas but in North Caro-
lina, New Mexico, California, Ken-
tucky, Hawaii, and Vermont, where 
FEMA is absolutely crucial to helping 
people in communities and businesses 
recover from disaster. 

We need FEMA. It is only the re-
sources of the Federal Government 
that can surge resources into affected 
communities. We can’t lose that func-
tion and that capacity. When you need 
safety from a flood, when you need to 
start the long road to recovery, you 
need the support of the Federal Gov-
ernment. No State, no community can 
do this alone. 

I have seen from our experience in 
Vermont that FEMA, in fact, must be 
reformed. It must not be destroyed, as 
Secretary Noem has suggested. 

In my view, we cannot have a leader 
in charge of FEMA who is committed 
to its destruction. We must have one 
who is energetically committed to its 
reform. 

We have seen the result of Secretary 
Noem’s indifference to FEMA as the 
catastrophe in Texas unfolded. As the 
waters rose along the Guadalupe River 

in Hill Country, it was the people of 
Hill Country, as my colleague Rep-
resentative CHIP ROY of Texas said, 
who responded heroically. They were 
saving lives; they were rescuing strand-
ed children; they were comforting 
those who lost loved ones; and they 
provided material assistance and con-
stant support. 

As for FEMA, it didn’t answer the 
phone. Secretary Noem had instituted 
a policy to micromanage FEMA to 
death. Under Secretary Noem’s watch, 
FEMA instituted a new policy that re-
quired the Secretary’s signature on 
any expense more than $100,000, which, 
at the time of a major catastrophe, is 
a very small amount. 

Secretary Noem had an ‘‘eyes wide 
open’’ awareness that this policy would 
mean it would take ‘‘a minimum of 
five days for front office review.’’ In a 
disaster, you do not have 5 days. 

Contractors for FEMA answered the 
vast majority of calls—about 3,000— 
from flood victims on July 5. But ac-
cording to news reports, after con-
tracts with those companies were al-
lowed to lapse, that response rate fell 
to 36 percent on July 6 and then only 16 
percent on July 7. When people needed 
someone to answer the phone, FEMA 
left 13,793 calls unanswered. 

In the aftermath of disaster, people 
cannot wait for help. Many are home-
less or living in very dangerous condi-
tions. Search and rescue teams were 
waiting to be deployed. Disaster recov-
ery centers were slow to open. Current 
and former FEMA employees have 
raised the alarm about how slow the 
Federal Government was to respond 
and support Texas. We can reform 
FEMA in very commonsense ways—and 
we must—but we cannot risk the lives 
of countless Americans under the mis-
management of a Secretary who has 
called for its elimination. 

There is a second reason Secretary 
Noem must resign. She is failing our 
country on immigration. We have three 
fundamental issues on immigration: 
border security, the deportation of 
criminals, and the status of people who 
are here without legal status but are 
working, are paying taxes, in many 
cases have families, and have no crimi-
nal record. 

I want to step back for a minute and 
acknowledge something that too many 
Democrats have been too slow to state: 
The United States does need a secure 
border, and President Trump has large-
ly accomplished that. 

In December 2023, there were 249,740 
illegal crossing arrests between official 
ports of entry. That was an alltime 
high. Last month, that number dwin-
dled to 6,070 illegal border crossing ar-
rests. I give President Trump credit for 
that change. 

The second issue is that undocu-
mented immigrants who have com-
mitted serious crimes should be held 
accountable. They should be pros-
ecuted, punished, and deported. There 
is widespread consensus on that. 

Yet on the third issue, those who are 
here without committing crimes, who 

in many cases were brought here as 
young people, we are seeing under the 
leadership of Secretary Noem that her 
response is an across-the-board embar-
kation on a massive and far-reaching 
deportation plan. There is no distinc-
tion in her policy among those who 
were brought here as children, who 
have families, who have jobs, who pay 
taxes, and who serve their commu-
nities. 

But there is a big difference between 
deporting known criminals and round-
ing up immigrants—some of whom 
have status to be here, in fact, are here 
legally—from work sites, from schools, 
and from churches. This mass deporta-
tion policy is not about serving Amer-
ica and doing what our country needs 
to be strong and safe. It is, instead, 
about Secretary Noem accumulating 
the highest possible head count of de-
portees. It is hurting those folks, their 
families, and their communities, of 
course, but it is also hurting America 
and, particularly, rural America. 

Our farmers depend on labor to milk 
their cows and to pick their crops. It is 
weakening our construction industry, 
where workplace raids are shutting 
down construction sites, including for 
low-income housing, which we so des-
perately need. It is decimating our 
healthcare workforce, in the hospi-
tality industry in every State of the 
Union. 

We need a Homeland Security Sec-
retary who will help us develop a sen-
sible policy for folks who are here 
without status but have no criminal 
record, who work, who have families, 
and are taxpayers. 

There is no restraint. There is no nu-
ance. There is no judgment being ap-
plied by the Department leader, the 
Secretary of Homeland Security, to de-
velop a policy that makes sense, a pol-
icy that balances security and our 
economy, a policy that makes a dis-
tinction between law-abiding people 
who know no country other than the 
United States of America versus crimi-
nals who should not be allowed to re-
main in the country. 

And finally, I have significant con-
cerns about Secretary Noem’s fiscal 
mismanagement and self-aggrandize-
ment as DHS Secretary. This fiscal 
issue is particularly important in light 
of the billions of dollars that were allo-
cated to that Department in the recent 
legislation. 

Secretary Noem awarded as much as 
$200 million for an ad campaign that 
she started, thanking President Trump 
for his immigration policy and warning 
migrants in the United States to leave, 
a campaign that was reportedly award-
ed to a Republican campaign consult-
ant. 

Secretary Noem spent $21 million to 
transport 400 migrants to Guantanamo 
Bay—$55,500 per person. 

Do we really need to spend that 
much? 

And several of those migrants were 
quickly transferred out of the facility. 

There are also too many instances of 
Secretary Noem putting her personal 
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ambition ahead of her mission respon-
sibility. She has posed for photos and 
videos using detained people as props. 
She has joined television interviews in 
various uniforms—as a Border Patrol 
agent. She has treated ICE raids as po-
litical theater. 

And while in Vermont at the Haskell 
Free Library and Opera House—it is a 
library that sits directly on the 
Vermont-Canadian border—the Sec-
retary jumped from one side of the line 
in the middle of the library and par-
roted terrible things about Canada; 
‘‘51st State’’—and then she jumped 
back, ‘‘United States’’; ‘‘51st State, 
United States.’’ 

That was deeply offensive to 
Vermonters who have an enormous 
amount of affection for our Canadian 
neighbors, and we have suffered the 
consequences of dramatic downsizing of 
our tourism industry—totally unneces-
sary, totally provocative and wrong. 

We have an obligation to protect the 
safety of the families that all of us rep-
resent, and I urge every one of my col-
leagues to demand better for our con-
stituents and for every American. We 
need a Secretary at the Department of 
Homeland Security who puts public 
safety and preparedness before her per-
sonal image or political aspirations. 

Secretary Noem must resign. 
I yield the floor. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-

ator from Tennessee. 
RESCISSIONS 

Mrs. BLACKBURN. Mr. President, I 
am so pleased that we are going to 
move forward today on the rescission 
package that has come over to us from 
the House. 

As I talk to Tennesseeans, one of the 
No. 1 things they talk about is the 
debt; what are we doing to stop the 
out-of-control spending and to get this 
national debt under control. 

After you look at what happened 
with COVID and with the Joe Biden 
years, we are sitting at $37 trillion in 
debt. So last November, the American 
people voted to make a change on how 
this country is running. One of the 
things they wanted to see changed was 
out-of-control, reckless spending. 

Now, if you look at this debt and 
where it stands right now and you say: 
How much am I, as an American cit-
izen, responsible for, each and every 
citizen in this country would be hold-
ing $108,000 in debt. Think about that. 
All of our citizens, each and every one 
of us—whether you are the dad, the 
mom, the children—each and every cit-
izen bears the burden of $108,000 in our 
Nation’s debt. 

One of the things that came up this 
weekend when I was at home and some-
body was asking about the rescission 
package and when we were going to get 
this done and start making some of the 
cuts, start making the DOGE cuts— 
this was a veteran, and they pointed 
out that they were aware that we are 
spending more money to pay the inter-
est on our debt than we are spending to 
fund the U.S. military. 

Think about that. Think about what 
that message is that goes to other 
countries as they are looking at what 
we are spending on national defense 
compared to what we are spending on 
our debt. 

What does that say about the prior-
ities that we have as a nation? 

So Tennesseeans know that the path 
we are on with this spending is not sus-
tainable. We can’t continue this. 

When you look at where we were 
with our debt when George Bush was 
President and we were at about $10.5 
trillion when he left the Oval Office 
and Barack Obama and Joe Biden come 
in, and they doubled that number; you 
had President Trump’s first term and 
COVID hit; and then the out-of-control 
spending by the Biden White House, 
that is how you end up at $37 trillion, 
and it should concern everyone. 

I guess we are learning the autopen 
was signing a lot of those sales receipts 
over at the White House. The point is, 
we have this debt. 

Now, the good thing is, that when the 
American people voted to get this 
spending under control last November, 
they sent President Donald Trump 
back to the White House, back to the 
Oval Office. And, yes, indeed, he has 
gotten busy looking at how we spend 
the taxpayers’ money. 

He has spent time looking at the re-
sources that we have and how we uti-
lize those resources. And indeed, they 
have targeted $190 billion in this year’s 
budget documents for waste, fraud, and 
abuse and for removing those programs 
to yield that savings to the American 
people. 

And I think the American people see 
this as a victory for them and for their 
pocketbook. Hard-working taxpayers 
want to keep more of their money. 
They don’t want to be sending it to DC 
for programs that outlived their useful-
ness, programs they have never heard 
of, programs that they don’t want. 

So we have the opportunity now to 
go in and claw back some of that 
money, draw a red line right through 
the middle of those programs in that 
budget document and make these sav-
ings permanent. 

Should we do that? Absolutely. We 
should be doing that. 

That is why you are seeing Repub-
licans here in the Senate choose to 
move forward on the rescission pack-
age that will save $9 billion out of this 
year’s budget. And you know, as you 
think about it, budgets are 10-year win-
dows so you are not going to see those 
items next year or the next or the 
next. So you are going to compound 
those savings. 

Nine billion dollars each year in that 
10-year budget—those savings mount 
up, and it is what the American people 
are wanting to see us do, to get rid of 
some of this reckless spending. 

Now there are some good examples of 
programs that we are going to draw 
that red line through those programs 
and eliminate them from this budget 
document. There is $1.1 billion for the 
Corporation of Public Broadcasting. 

Now, this is an organization that 
funds NPR and PBS. And what we 
know—think about NPR. They have 
been pushing a leftwing ideology using 
the taxpayers’ money for years. And 
my colleague from Louisiana Senator 
KENNEDY talks some about Katherine 
Maher, who is NPR’s CEO, and the 
things that she has had to say about 
President Trump. 

She has called him all sorts of names. 
Now, she is not somebody that is neu-
tral, and she is not somebody that 
wants to give you a point and a coun-
terpoint. She has an opinion, and she is 
using your tax dollars to spread her 
opinion far and wide. 

One of the things that they did ahead 
of the 2020 election, NPR refused to 
cover the revelations about Hunter 
Biden’s laptop and his overseas busi-
ness deals. And at that time, NPR’s 
leadership had this to say: 

We don’t want to waste the listeners’ and 
readers’ time on stories that are just pure 
distractions. 

Now, that was their opinion. They 
are entitled to that opinion, but they 
are not entitled to take the taxpayers 
hard-earned money and spend it to 
push their opinion. 

As we now know, they were wrong— 
they were wrong. 

Now, the rescissions package that is 
coming before us also cuts billions of 
dollars in foreign aid spending that 
really does nothing to promote Amer-
ican values and interests around the 
globe. Here are a few of these things. 

There is a $4 million item for ‘‘sed-
entary migrants’’ in Colombia. That is 
their term. That is the line item—$4 
million for ‘‘sedentary migrants’’ in 
Colombia. 

There is $3 million for an Iraqi 
version of ‘‘Sesame Street.’’ 

There is $1 million for voter ID ef-
forts in Haiti; $500,000 for electric buses 
in Rwanda; $6 million for ‘‘Net Zero 
Cities’’—that means no carbon emis-
sions—‘‘Net Zero Cities’’ in Mexico; 
and $2.1 million for ‘‘climate resil-
ience’’ in Asia, Latin America, and Af-
rica. 

I could stand here for hours and go 
through some of the ridiculous, absurd 
items that are listed and the amounts 
of your money that you have earned 
and you have sent to Washington, DC, 
to be spent on God knows what. 

So it is important that we look at 
this, and, yes, we are going to make re-
ductions in spending in the appropria-
tions process, but do you know what? 
Doing these cuts helps to push this for-
ward. 

You know, there is also some money 
in this rescission package that is going 
to be removed from some of these 
international organizations that work 
against our interests. 

Now, all during COVID, we heard 
about the World Health Organization 
and how the World Health Organization 
was covering up for China, and they 
were going to be certain that they cov-
ered for China, and we would not know 
the truth about what happened with 
COVID. 
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So in this document, we are going to 

remove $135 million from the World 
Health Organization, and from the U.N. 
Human Rights Council, $8 million. The 
reason to do this? They support dic-
tators, they support repressive re-
gimes, and they are demonizing our 
ally Israel. 

These are wise decisions to be made 
about how we spend their money. And 
do you know what? It is common sense. 
As I have had Tennesseans say to me, 
it is about time that we start to make 
these reductions. We know that Ten-
nesseans support these cuts. The Amer-
ican people support these cuts. 

This is about fiscal responsibility. It 
is about thinking about our kids and 
our grandkids and what kind of coun-
try they are going to inherit. What are 
we going to leave for them? 

You know, running up this kind of 
debt—I think it is so important to re-
member what Admiral Mullen, who was 
then Chief of Staff over at the Pen-
tagon, said in July of 2010. 

He was asked: What keeps you up at 
night? What do you think is the big-
gest threat? 

His reply to that reporter—signifi-
cant—he said: The greatest threat to 
our freedom is our Nation’s debt. 

It is time for us to stop the out-of- 
control spending. It is time for us to 
begin to turn this around and reduce 
what the Federal Government spends. 

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

clerk will call the roll. 
The senior assistant legislative clerk 

proceeded to call the roll. 
Ms. ERNST. Mr. President, I ask 

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

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

Ms. ERNST. Mr. President, all Amer-
icans can take great pride in our Na-
tion’s generosity that has saved mil-
lions of people around the world from 
starvation and disease, and our govern-
ment Agencies coordinating aid efforts 
should be eager to share details about 
how their use of taxpayer money 
makes the world a better place. Yet, 
over the past decade, USAID repeat-
edly rebuffed my request for informa-
tion, using intimidation and shell 
games to hide where money is going, 
how it is being spent, and why. 

As a result of my oversight, I learned 
that the U.S. Agency for International 
Development, or USAID, is a rogue bu-
reaucracy operating with little ac-
countability and even sometimes at 
odds with our Nation’s best interests. 

What warranted such secrecy and 
stonewalling? Here is just some of 
USAID’s questionable spending that I 
uncovered: Money intended to alleviate 
economic distress in war-torn Ukraine 
was spent sending models and designers 
on junkets to New York City and fash-
ion weeks in Paris and London at a 
cost of more than $203,000, $148,000 went 
to a pickle maker, a dog collar manu-
facturer fetched $300,000, and a custom 

carpet manufacturer collected $2 mil-
lion. 

Elsewhere, $20 million was awarded 
to Sesame Workshop, which produces 
‘‘Sesame Street,’’ to create content for 
Iraq. Two million dollars went toward 
promoting—get this, folks—promoting 
tourism to Lebanon—a nation that our 
very own State Department warns 
against traveling to due to the risks of 
terrorism and kidnapping. 

Yes, folks, 2 million bucks for tour-
ism to Lebanon when we are saying: 
Don’t travel there. 

Also, $67,000 was spent to feed edible 
insects to children in Madagascar, and 
over $800,000 was sent to China’s noto-
rious Wuhan Institute of Virology to 
collect coronaviruses. 

What exactly was our International 
Development Agency developing at 
China’s Wuhan Institute of Virology? 
Well, if the CIA, the FBI, and other ex-
perts are correct that the COVID virus 
likely originated from a lab leak, 
USAID may have had a hand in a once- 
in-a-century pandemic that claimed 
the lives of millions. 

There is no shortage of other ques-
tionable USAID projects, but President 
Trump is putting an end to this deep 
state operation. 

The foreign assistance programs that 
do advance American interests are now 
being administered under the watchful 
eye of Secretary Marco Rubio. This in-
cludes projects previously supported by 
USAID that were caring for orphans 
and people living with HIV. 

Imagine how much more good work 
like this could be done with the dollars 
that instead financed fashion shows, 
supported ‘‘Sesame Street’’ programs 
in Iraq, or ended up at China’s Wuhan 
Institute. 

Overseas projects without merit are 
being ended, and the tax dollars that 
were paying for them will be refunded 
if the Senate passes the rescissions bill. 

It also cancels taxpayers’ subsidies to 
public broadcasting. Too often, these 
programs are partisan propaganda. And 
you don’t have to take my word for it. 
A National Public Radio senior editor 
recently confessed, and I will quote 
this editor’s words, not mine: 

It’s true NPR has always had a liberal 
bent. 

He admits the organization has 
zero—zero—Republicans in editorial 
positions. Come on, folks, even CNN 
has Scott Jennings to roast the loony 
liberal lunatics on that failing net-
work. 

NPR has the right to say whatever 
the heck they want, but they don’t 
have a right to force hard-working 
Americans to pay for their political 
propaganda being masked as a public 
service. 

Defunding this nonsense is causing a 
lot of squealing from the big spenders 
around here. Washington insiders are 
more upset at this effort to stop waste-
ful spending than at the misuse of tax-
payer dollars. In fact, saving tax 
money is such a crazy concept in Wash-
ington that Democrats are threatening 

to shut down the entire government if 
this bill passes. It says a lot about the 
other side’s priorities when they are 
willing to take hostage funding for vet-
erans and senior citizens to prevent $9 
billion in unnecessary waste, fraud, 
and abuse from being trimmed from 
our $7 trillion annual budget. The in-
terest that we are paying on our debt 
alone is costing nearly $3 billion every 
single day—every day. 

If we are ever going to get serious 
about our debt crisis, Congress needs to 
pass a rescissions bill like this every 
single week—every week. 

Folks, the simple truth is, if you 
can’t find waste in Washington, it is 
because you simply are not looking. 
With our national debt now exceeding 
$37 trillion, the real question we should 
be asking isn’t why is government 
spending now being scrutinized, but, 
rather, why did it take so long? 

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

clerk will call the roll. 
The senior assistant legislative clerk 

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

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

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. CUR-
TIS). Without objection, it is so or-
dered. 

VOTE ON EDLOW NOMINATION 

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

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

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there a 
sufficient second? 

There appears to be a sufficient sec-
ond. 

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

ator is necessarily absent: the Senator 
from Pennsylvania (Mr. MCCORMICK). 

The result was announced—yeas 52, 
nays 47, as follows: 

[Rollcall Vote No. 390 Ex.] 

YEAS—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 
Moody 
Moran 
Moreno 

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

NAYS—47 

Alsobrooks 
Baldwin 
Bennet 
Blumenthal 
Blunt Rochester 
Booker 
Cantwell 
Coons 
Cortez Masto 

Duckworth 
Durbin 
Fetterman 
Gallego 
Gillibrand 
Hassan 
Heinrich 
Hickenlooper 
Hirono 

Kaine 
Kelly 
Kim 
King 
Klobuchar 
Luján 
Markey 
Merkley 
Murphy 
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Murray 
Ossoff 
Padilla 
Peters 
Reed 
Rosen 
Sanders 

Schatz 
Schiff 
Schumer 
Shaheen 
Slotkin 
Smith 
Van Hollen 

Warner 
Warnock 
Warren 
Welch 
Whitehouse 
Wyden 

NOT VOTING—1 

McCormick 

The nomination was confirmed. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under 

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

The majority leader. 

f 

LEGISLATIVE SESSION 

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

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

The motion was agreed to. 

f 

EXECUTIVE SESSION 

EXECUTIVE CALENDAR 

Mr. THUNE. Mr. President, I move to 
proceed to executive session to con-
sider Calendar No. 260. 

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 Joshua M. Di-
vine, of Missouri, to be United States 
District Judge for the Eastern and 
Western Districts of Missouri. 

CLOTURE MOTION 

Mr. THUNE. Mr. President, I send a 
cloture motion to the desk. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The clo-
ture motion having been presented 
under rule XXII, the Chair directs the 
clerk to read the motion. 

The assistant bill clerk read as fol-
lows: 

CLOTURE MOTION 

We, the undersigned Senators, in accord-
ance with the provisions of rule XXII of the 
Standing Rules of the Senate, do hereby 
move to bring to a close debate on the nomi-
nation of Executive Calendar No. 260, Joshua 
M. Divine, of Missouri, to be United States 
District Judge for the Eastern and Western 
Districts of Missouri. 

John Thune, Todd Young, Markwayne 
Mullin, John R. Curtis, Shelley Moore 
Capito, Ted Budd, Ashley B. Moody, 
Tommy Tuberville, Joni Ernst, John 
Barrasso, Cindy Hyde-Smith, Mike 
Rounds, Lindsey Graham, Pete 
Ricketts, Tim Sheehy, Roger F. 
Wicker, Ted Cruz. 

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. 

EXECUTIVE SESSION 

EXECUTIVE CALENDAR 

Mr. THUNE. Mr. President, I move to 
proceed to executive session to con-
sider Calendar No. 263. 

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 Cristian M. Ste-
vens, of Missouri, to be United States 
District Judge for the Eastern District 
of Missouri. 

CLOTURE MOTION 

Mr. THUNE. Mr. President, I send a 
cloture motion to the desk. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The clo-
ture motion having been presented 
under rule XXII, the Chair directs the 
clerk to read the motion. 

The assistant bill clerk read as fol-
lows: 

CLOTURE MOTION 

We, the undersigned Senators, in accord-
ance with the provisions of rule XXII of the 
Standing Rules of the Senate, do hereby 
move to bring to a close debate on the nomi-
nation of Executive Calendar No. 263, 
Cristian M. Stevens, of Missouri, to be 
United States District Judge for the Eastern 
District of Missouri. 

John Thune, Todd Young, Markwayne 
Mullin, John R. Curtis, Shelley Moore 
Capito, Ted Budd, Ashley B. Moody, 
Tommy Tuberville, Joni Ernst, John 
Barrasso, Cindy Hyde-Smith, Mike 
Rounds, Lindsey Graham, Pete 
Ricketts, Tim Sheehy, Roger F. 
Wicker, Ted Cruz. 

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. 96. 

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 Aaron Lukas, 
of Arkansas, to be Principal Deputy Di-
rector of National Intelligence. 

CLOTURE MOTION 

Mr. THUNE. Mr. President, I send a 
cloture motion to the desk. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The clo-
ture motion having been presented 
under rule XXII, the Chair directs the 
clerk to read the motion. 

The assistant bill clerk read as fol-
lows: 

CLOTURE MOTION 

We, the undersigned Senators, in accord-
ance with the provisions of rule XXII of the 
Standing Rules of the Senate, do hereby 
move to bring to a close debate on the nomi-
nation of Executive Calendar No. 96, Aaron 
Lukas, of Arkansas, to be Principal Deputy 
Director of National Intelligence. 

John Thune, Ted Budd, Katie Boyd Britt, 
Todd Young, Roger Marshall, Tommy 
Tuberville, Deb Fischer, Shelley Moore 
Capito, John Barrasso, Tim Scott of 
South Carolina, Steve Daines, Marsha 
Blackburn, Eric Schmitt, Pete 
Ricketts, Mike Crapo, Cindy Hyde- 
Smith, Tim Sheehy. 

f 

LEGISLATIVE SESSION 

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

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

The motion was agreed to. 

f 

EXECUTIVE SESSION 

EXECUTIVE CALENDAR 

Mr. THUNE. Mr. President, I move to 
proceed to executive session to con-
sider Calendar No. 108. 

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 Bradley Han-
sell, of Virginia, to be Under Secretary 
of Defense for Intelligence and Secu-
rity. 

CLOTURE MOTION 

Mr. THUNE. Mr. President, I send a 
cloture motion to the desk. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The clo-
ture motion having been presented 
under rule XXII, the Chair directs the 
clerk to read the motion. 

The assistant bill clerk read as fol-
lows: 

CLOTURE MOTION 

We, the undersigned Senators, in accord-
ance with the provisions of rule XXII of the 
Standing Rules of the Senate, do hereby 
move to bring to a close debate on the nomi-
nation of Executive Calendar No. 108, Brad-
ley Hansell, of Virginia, to be Under Sec-
retary of Defense for Intelligence and Secu-
rity. 

John Thune, Todd Young, Markwayne 
Mullin, John R. Curtis, Shelley Moore 
Capito, Ted Budd, Ashley B. Moody, 
Tommy Tuberville, Joni Ernst, John 
Barrasso, Cindy Hyde-Smith, Mike 
Rounds, Lindsey Graham, Pete 
Ricketts, Tim Sheehy, Roger F. 
Wicker, Ted Cruz. 

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. 
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EXECUTIVE SESSION 

EXECUTIVE CALENDAR 

Mr. THUNE. Mr. President, I move to 
proceed to executive session to con-
sider Calendar No. 91. 

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 Arielle Roth, of 
the District of Columbia, to be Assist-
ant Secretary of Commerce for Com-
munications and Information. 

CLOTURE MOTION 

Mr. THUNE. Mr. President, I send a 
cloture motion to the desk. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The clo-
ture motion having been presented 
under rule XXII, the Chair directs the 
clerk to read the motion. 

The assistant bill clerk read as 
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. 91, Arielle 
Roth, of the District of Columbia, to be As-
sistant Secretary of Commerce for Commu-
nications and Information. 

John Thune, Bernie Moreno, Lindsey 
Graham, Tommy Tuberville, Steve 
Daines, Marsha Blackburn, Joni Ernst, 
James Lankford, John Barrasso, Cindy 
Hyde-Smith, Shelley Moore Capito, 
John R. Curtis, Tim Scott of South 
Carolina, Roger Marshall, Mike 
Rounds, John Boozman, 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. 114. 

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 John Hurley, of 
California, to be Under Secretary for 
Terrorism and Financial Crimes. 

CLOTURE MOTION 

Mr. THUNE. Mr. President, I send a 
cloture motion to the desk. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The clo-
ture motion having been presented 
under rule XXII, the Chair directs the 
clerk to read the motion. 

The assistant bill clerk read as fol-
lows: 

CLOTURE MOTION 
We, the undersigned Senators, in accord-

ance with the provisions of rule XXII of the 
Standing Rules of the Senate, do hereby 
move to bring to a close debate on the nomi-
nation of Executive Calendar No. 114, John 
Hurley, of California, to be Under Secretary 
for Terrorism and Financial Crimes. 

John Thune, John R. Curtis, Tommy 
Tuberville, Bernie Moreno, Tim 
Sheehy, Marsha Blackburn, Joni Ernst, 
Chuck Grassley, Bill Hagerty, Cindy 
Hyde-Smith, James E. Risch, Pete 
Ricketts, Steve Daines, Lindsey Gra-
ham, Mike Rounds, Rick Scott of Flor-
ida, Jim Justice. 

f 

LEGISLATIVE SESSION 

RESCISSIONS ACT OF 2025—MOTION 
TO DISCHARGE 

Mr. THUNE. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the Senate re-
sume legislative session. 

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

Mr. THUNE. Mr. President, in ac-
cordance with title X of the Congres-
sional Budget and Impoundment Con-
trol Act of 1974, I have a discharge peti-
tion at the desk and move that the 
Senate Committees on Appropriations 
and Budget be discharged from further 
consideration of H.R. 4. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The mo-
tion is pending. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS 
Mr. THUNE. Mr. President, I ask 

unanimous consent that time until 8 
p.m., today, be equally divided between 
the two leaders or their designees and 
that, at 8 p.m., the Senate vote on the 
motion to discharge H.R. 4. 

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

The Senator from Washington. 
RESCISSIONS 

Mrs. MURRAY. Mr. President, 2 
weeks ago, Republicans passed the 
most expensive bill in the history of 
the Senate. Why? To cut taxes for bil-
lionaires and, at the same time, to cut 
Medicaid and SNAP for needy families. 

But now Republicans are pretending 
they are concerned about the debt—so 
concerned that they need to shut down 
local radio stations, so concerned that 
they are going to cut off ‘‘Sesame 
Street.’’ They are so concerned that 
they want to whack away at our global 
credibility and slash humanitarian aid 
in the process. 

The idea that this is about balancing 
the debt is laughable. You could cut 
every dollar ever spent on the Corpora-
tion for Public Broadcasting since it 
was created and it would not cover the 
cost of the bill that the Republicans 
just jammed through. You could cut 
every dollar we have spent on foreign 
aid since World War II and that total 
would still fall short compared to the 
cost of the Republican tax cuts. Or how 
about this? If Republicans cut the 
amount in this rescissions bill every 
single day for a year, it still would not 
equal their tax cuts to help rich do-
nors. 

So I hope I have made the point. 
Let’s stop pretending this move is 
about the debt, and let’s stop pre-
tending there is no alternative to pass-
ing a partisan rescissions package that 
cuts bipartisan funding, because I have 
declared, over and over, there is an al-
ternative, which is to do what we al-
ways do and discuss rescissions as part 
of our annual funding bills instead of 
doing Trump’s bidding. 

Let’s talk about what is at stake 
here, starting with the damage that 
these cuts would do to our commu-
nities by cutting rural areas off from 
local news and emergency alerts and 
ending high-quality kids’ program-
ming. If Republicans pass this package 
they are offering, they are going to 
slash funding for over 1,500 local news 
stations nationwide. These are stations 
that provide an enormous community 
service, especially in rural areas and in 
our Tribal communities. They cover 
stories that matter to families but that 
often get overlooked by national news. 
These stations and this funding reach 
98 percent of all Americans, and let’s 
not forget they also deliver local emer-
gency alerts. Some of these local radio 
stations are a genuine lifeline for com-
munities when disaster strikes. 

Who among us thinks our commu-
nities should have less warning when 
there is an emergency?—because that 
is what voting for this package means. 

It also means cutting off funding for 
high-quality kids’ programming. There 
is a reason shows like ‘‘Sesame Street’’ 
are beloved by kids and parents. It is 
not just entertaining, it gets our kids 
thinking; it teaches them about math 
and spelling and caring and kindness. If 
Republicans let shows like this get 
canceled, they are going to open up the 
floodgates to a wave of what I call 
brain-rot TV that is engineered to keep 
our kids watching. 

To my colleagues who think they 
have short-term temporary fixes to re-
duce cuts to one or two public radio 
stations or television stations in their 
States, that will not solve the problem. 

And what do you say to those 120 
rural stations that will lose 25 percent 
or more of their funding? What do you 
say to the dozens of rural stations that 
will shut down because of this bill and 
cut off local news, educational pro-
gramming, and lifesaving services to 
the rural communities that we serve? 

Let’s not forget: The other cuts in 
this bill would seriously undercut our 
credibility on the world stage. 

I thought American leadership was 
worth investing in; and when we voted 
for those funds, so did Republicans. Did 
Republicans forget why we thought 
that was important when we voted for 
them? Did Republicans forget that out-
breaks spread if we don’t help stop 
them? Did they forget that humani-
tarian assistance doesn’t just prevent 
death, but it prevents chaos and con-
flict and keeps our American troops 
out of harm’s way? Did they forget 
that these investments bring business 
to our American companies, and they 
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help feed the world or that building al-
liances and playing a leading role at 
international organizations allows us 
to advance our interests and counter 
our adversaries? 

Set aside the global strategy for a 
moment. We should not be voting to let 
children starve or die from preventable 
diseases. We shouldn’t be voting to go 
back on our word to the world. Saving 
a couple of pennies is not worth losing 
our credibility or causing millions of 
deaths across the globe. It is not even 
close. 

If Republicans really care about the 
debt, they can start by revisiting the $4 
trillion in tax breaks they just 
showered on billionaires. 

There is a lot more to say about how 
damaging these cuts would be for our 
country, but you don’t have to take my 
word for it because even several of my 
Republican colleagues have said it 
themselves: They don’t like this pack-
age. They are already trying to dial it 
back the tiniest bit, but I do know they 
have concerns. 

Here is a tip: If you don’t like it, 
don’t vote for it. Think about who you 
take orders from—President Trump, 
Russ Vought, or your own constituents 
and your own communities? 

And let’s be honest. For all of his 
bluster, President Trump will forget 
about this in a week. He doesn’t care 
about rescissions. He probably doesn’t 
even know what it means. 

If you don’t like this package but 
you think you should do more targeted 
rescissions, do you know what? We can 
discuss that in a bipartisan way, com-
pletely separate from this partisan 
package. 

I have been clear, and I will say it 
again right now: I stand ready to dis-
cuss rescissions as part of the bipar-
tisan spending bills just as we have al-
ways done. That is the right way to go 
about this. How many times have Re-
publicans called for regular order? 
Well, at no point in our country’s his-
tory—at no point—have partisan re-
scissions been regular order. Anytime 
we have done this in the past, it has 
been bipartisan. Republicans should 
join us to make sure this does not be-
come a bad, new first and to ensure 
that our time on the floor is spent con-
sidering important legislation, includ-
ing our funding bills, rather than one 
rescissions request after another. 

We are working right now to advance 
fiscal year 2026 bills—right now, at this 
very moment—and, hopefully, in a bi-
partisan way. We passed the first two 
out of committee last week. I want us 
to continue that work, but I really 
worry the passage of these bills is 
going to complicate the road ahead 
even more because, if Republicans de-
cide it is fine to undo the last bipar-
tisan spending deal with Trump’s par-
tisan cuts, then getting these bills 
across the finish line is going to get 
really hard. If they keep this kind of 
thing up, one of these days, Repub-
licans are going to find they have bro-
ken the process. 

Let me spell out what that looks 
like, because I think there is a mis-
conception here that wrongly con-
vinces some Members: It is OK; this is 
the straw that won’t break the camel’s 
back. 

The reality is that bipartisanship 
doesn’t end with any one line being 
crossed. It erodes. It breaks down bit 
by bit until the day there is nothing 
left. 

Don’t get me wrong. The negotiating 
table is always there. And in my expe-
rience, there are usually a few Mem-
bers willing to stick it out and work as 
hard as they can to get a result. 

But here is the thing. The Senate 
doesn’t work off of a few Members. It 
works off of consensus building and bi-
partisanship. And the more bridges you 
burn, the fewer paths you leave to get 
things done. You can’t just keep push-
ing people away and breaking that 
basic trust that keeps this place work-
ing. Not to mention, if Republicans 
pass this package of cuts, Russ Vought 
has made it abundantly clear he will 
send more. If Republicans pass this 
package now, we are going to be back 
here in a month debating whether to 
rip away funding for, say, after-school 
programs. 

Instead of spending our time doing 
the hard work and passing laws, in-
stead of considering the bipartisan 
spending bills we are working on right 
now, is this floor just going to be 
drowned in package after package of 
partisan cuts; fighting over how much 
of the last deal we are now going to un-
ravel; fighting over whose projects get 
canceled, whose communities get 
robbed. I hope not. 

I am going to end now with some-
thing I talked about during our com-
mittee hearing that we held on this 
package. 

When I first came to this Congress, 
one of the hot-button issues was the 
line-item veto. President Clinton of my 
party was asking to have it. Chairman 
Byrd of my party was organizing 
against it with Republicans. 

I was asked should a Democratic Sen-
ate help a Democratic President rip up 
the bills that we all worked together to 
pass. I said no. I said no, that is not 
how this should work. I came here to 
help my State and my constituents, 
not to weaken or surrender those re-
sponsibilities to any President. 

That is as true for me today as it was 
then. 

If my colleagues agree, which I be-
lieve many of them do, then the course 
we have to take here is clear. We need 
to reject this package outright. 

That doesn’t mean we can’t have a 
bipartisan conversation about the re-
scissions as we now write our funding 
bills. That is the way that we need to 
do that. That is the way it has always 
been done. But we have to reject this 
new precedent of partisan, stand-alone 
rescissions. 

If this place is going to work, if we 
are going to work together to serve the 
folks we represent back home, we have 

to make choices that help us move 
closer together and bring more people 
to the table, not choices that push us 
apart and chip away, bit by bit, at the 
trust that makes this place work. Oth-
erwise, one day, we will find we have 
none of that trust left. 

I urge my colleagues to protect that 
trust and join me in voting no. 

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

ator from Hawaii. 
Mr. SCHATZ. Mr. President, Repub-

licans don’t actually have to do this. I 
understand, as well as anybody, want-
ing to go along with your party’s Presi-
dent, especially in the early months. 
But being part of an independent and 
coequal branch has to mean something. 
Being part of the article I branch 
means something very specific, and it 
means that we are the legislature, and 
we control the purse strings. 

Nowhere in the Constitution does it 
say that if the President wants some-
thing, you must do it. 

What worries me the most about this 
rescissions package, if it passes, is that 
it is one thing for the President’s sig-
nature accomplishment—signature pol-
icy priority—to be supported by Repub-
licans in the legislature. I understand 
that. I understand the inevitable polit-
ical momentum behind that. But this 
isn’t that. 

We have now gone 6 months without 
a single instance of Republicans and 
Democrats coming together and estab-
lishing that there are some limitations 
on this President’s power. 

If you remember the first Trump 
term, there were a couple of moments 
when the legislature actually stood up 
to the President, overrode a veto of his, 
rejected a rescissions package. They 
stood up for their prerogatives. 

Do you know what happened next? 
Nothing. Why? Because that is actually 
how the system is supposed to work. 

We are not a parliamentary system. 
We are not a monarchy, where the 
President says, by tweet—by tweet: If 
you don’t adopt this exactly how it is 
written, you will not receive my polit-
ical support. Thank you for your atten-
tion to this matter. 

And that set us on a course toward 
passing this legislation, which I know a 
dozen—at least a dozen—Republicans 
hate, hate. 

It reduces funding for Jordan. It re-
duces funding for Ukraine. It reduces 
funding for global health. It did reduce 
funding for PEPFAR. It continues to 
reduce funding for public television 
and public radio. 

By the way, public radio is not just 
National Public Radio. If you are on a 
reservation, if you are in a very rural 
part of your State, it is often not just 
the only radio station but the only 
communications infrastructure that 
exists in a rural area. So it is the only 
platform for news; that is true. It is 
also the only emergency communica-
tions infrastructure because, still, 
many places across the United States 
lack internet. 
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So MIKE ROUNDS got his deal so that 

his Tribes will be taken care of. I am 
glad for him. But there are 49 other 
States where your emergency commu-
nications infrastructure is about to be 
defunded. Nobody likes that. 

Some people are pissed off about 
NPR’s coverage or PBS’s coverage. 
Come on. You defund an Agency be-
cause you disagree with their editorial 
choices? Which country is this? Which 
country is this? 

I want to tell you something a little 
technical, but I think it gives away the 
whole game. 

So I am the top Democrat on the 
Foreign Ops Subcommittee. What does 
that mean? We do funding for USAID, 
the State Department, and a few other 
things. When we do the appropriations 
process, we get letters from every 
other Member. They are private let-
ters. A lot of people sign them, and 
they say: Could you please give more 
money to whatever it is—maternal and 
child health, or malaria prevention or 
the PEPFAR Program, the initiative 
to prevent HIV-AIDS transmission. We 
get a bunch of letters saying: Please, 
plus-up this; please plus-up that—bi-
partisan letters. 

And we are trying to write a bill that 
accommodates all these needs. A lot of 
people who are about to vote to cut all 
this stuff are, on the side, writing me a 
letter saying: Please, increase these ac-
counts. 

And why does this matter? This mat-
ters because nobody is voting—I 
shouldn’t say ‘‘nobody.’’ Many, many 
people are not voting their conscience 
tonight, and that is just a fact. 

There is a characterization in poker: 
When you know you are beat and some-
one puts money in on the river, and 
you call anyway, it is called a crying 
call. You give away your money sort of 
crying. 

This is a crying call. This is a ‘‘I 
know I am beat; I vote aye.’’ 

And here is the thing: We don’t actu-
ally have to do this. President Trump’s 
attention is famously divided. If some-
thing pops up next week, he will be on 
that thing next week. He did not wake 
up every morning thinking: I want to 
defund UNICEF; I want to defund 
PEPFAR. 

His attention will be divided. And the 
moment the legislature stands up for 
itself, usually what he does is—he un-
derstands power—he says: OK, those 
guys were asserting themselves. They 
are a coequal branch of government, 
and I am going to have to move on 
from this. 

Why do I know this? We literally did 
the same thing. There was a rescissions 
package, which nobody remembers. 
Why? Because we quietly—with Dick 
Shelby and others, appropriators all— 
said: No, we hold the purse strings 
here. We write the laws that determine 
appropriations. We are not going to do 
this thing on a bipartisan basis—enact 
a spending plan—and then come in on a 
partisan basis and say: You know, that 
wasn’t actually the spending plan; that 

was just the spending cap. And the ad-
ministration is going to come in and do 
whatever it wants on a partisan basis. 

So what happened? They rejected the 
rescissions package on the motion to 
discharge, which is happening in about 
an hour and 5 minutes. 

Then, do you know what happened? 
Nothing—nothing politically, nothing 
substantively, except that we kept the 
appropriations process alive. We kept 
the filibuster alive. We kept biparti-
sanship alive. 

And in this instance, it is not just 
about this institution. It is literally 
about people being kept alive. 

For the last 5 months, because of the 
United States’ actions, tens of thou-
sands at least—maybe hundreds of 
thousands—of babies have gotten HIV- 
AIDS from their moms because we 
pulled funding, because Elon Musk had 
some bug in his ear about USAID, and 
one weekend he said, ‘‘We are going to 
feed this thing to the wood chipper,’’ 
and because Democrats, too, and pun-
dits decided: Do you know what? For-
eign aid isn’t so important to voters. 

I don’t care if it is important to vot-
ers, if it ranks No. 1, No. 2, or No. 3. We 
are the United States of America, and 
one of the reasons that we have such a 
strong reputation is because we do 
things that are right because they are 
right, not because our voters are going 
to reward us immediately, not because 
we get some geopolitical advantage but 
because we are the damn good guys. 
And right now, we are ratifying a 
bunch of decisions against our will. 

We don’t have to do this. Donald 
Trump will move on to the next thing 
tomorrow. And if it is not on this 
thing, which has low salience for the 
voters and is 18 months from the next 
election—if it is not on this—at what 
point are my Republican colleagues 
going to stand up for this branch of 
government? 

I remain ready to work with anybody 
on anything. I have talked to Chair-
man GRAHAM about the possibility of 
literally enacting these rescissions, or 
at least a portion of them, in the State 
and Foreign Ops markup, and yet they 
choose this legislative violence. 

We don’t have to do this. We don’t 
have to operate under the assumption 
that this man is uniquely so powerful. 
He is the most powerful President. He 
owns the legislature in a way that no 
President has ever owned the legisla-
ture, and we all act like we are just 
sort of observers, like clicking on the 
TV and seeing how our fantasy football 
team is doing this Sunday. 

We have agency tonight to reestab-
lish that we are the article I branch of 
government, and that means some-
thing. 

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

ator from Arizona. 
Mr. KELLY. Mr. President, now is 

the time that we should be investing in 
the future of our country and helping 
American families get ahead, but what 
we have in front of us this week does 

the opposite. It is a bad deal that puts 
America in retreat at home and 
abroad. It makes our country poorer 
and less safe. 

When I reviewed what we are about 
to vote on, I thought about my grand-
daughter Sage. She is 4 years old, and, 
like a lot of kids her age, she watches 
one of the many educational programs 
that air on PBS. Her favorite is ‘‘Dan-
iel Tiger,’’ a show that teaches kids ev-
erything from treating others with 
kindness to brushing their teeth, with 
Daniel’s friend Jodi Platypus. These 
are lessons every child should grow up 
learning no matter where they live or 
how much money their parents make. 

But what is in front of us today is a 
proposal to totally decimate the Cor-
poration for Public Broadcasting, 
which supports local PBS and public 
radio stations. I don’t get this. These 
are the stations that air children’s edu-
cational programs like ‘‘Daniel Tiger’’ 
and ‘‘Sesame Street,’’ which help kids 
learn how to count and how to read and 
how to spell. 

In an era where cable is getting more 
expensive and monthly subscriptions 
just add up, free educational program-
ming like this is so important. It is 
how parents in Arizona and all across 
the country give their children a head 
start regardless of their ZIP Code or 
their income. 

If anyone thinks this is just about 
cartoons, then they haven’t spent 
enough time in rural America. In Ari-
zona, my office is hearing from rural 
and Tribal leaders about how essential 
public TV and radio are in their com-
munities. These are areas where 
broadband is still limited and cell 
phone service can drop out for miles. 

In those places, public radio is often 
the only daily and sometimes even 
weekly news source, and it is certainly 
the most reliable way to receive emer-
gency alerts. During wildfire season, 
which is raging right now in Arizona, 
those alerts can mean the difference 
between safety and tragedy. Public 
radio also delivers severe weather 
warnings, road closures, and critical 
public health information. 

These cuts will lead to rural public 
radio stations laying off staff, reducing 
programming, or even shutting down 
entirely. Rural public radio stations 
are twice as dependent on Federal 
funding as nonrural stations are. 

There are dozens of stations that rely 
on the Corporation for Public Broad-
casting for more than half of their 
funding. Three of them are in Arizona, 
and they are all on Tribal land—KNNB 
in Whiteriver, KGHR on the Navajo Na-
tion, and KUYI on the Hopi Nation. 
Why on Earth would Washington take 
that away? 

While this proposal rips investments 
out of rural America, it also makes us 
all less safe. 

It is the right thing to do. It is also 
strategic. USAID and our international 
partners are often the first line of de-
fense against pandemics, wars, and 
starvation. You can’t put a price on 
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that good will and the stability that 
these programs create for America and 
the conflicts and humanitarian disas-
ters and the refugee crises they pre-
vent. 

I saw that myself when I was a young 
midshipman at the U.S. Merchant Ma-
rine Academy during my second year 
at sea. It was a voyage through the Red 
Sea, off the coast of Egypt, and I was 
carrying a load of grain on a 1,000-foot- 
long ship. These were taking crops 
grown by American farmers from the 
United States of America to feed starv-
ing children in North Africa. 

Cutting this off doesn’t just lead to 
starvation and disease and suffering, it 
also creates instability, a vacuum that 
gets filled by terrorist groups and war-
lords, a gap for China or Russia to take 
advantage of. 

One way or another, we are going to 
end up having to pay for it, and tomor-
row’s price will be higher. In the mean-
time, America is weaker, and we are 
less safe. 

This is not a serious plan for deficit 
reduction. What it really says is this: If 
you live in a rural area, your access to 
public safety information doesn’t mat-
ter. If you are a child whose family 
can’t afford streaming services or reli-
able internet, your education doesn’t 
matter. If you are someone who wants 
a safer, more stable world, you are out 
of luck. 

I don’t accept that. Arizona doesn’t 
accept that. We should be building a 
country where, no matter where you 
live, what you earn, or how connected 
your ZIP Code is, you can get the infor-
mation and support you need to stay 
healthy and informed. All of us, Repub-
licans and Democrats, should be able to 
work together on that. 

I urge my colleagues to think about 
what is really at stake here, what is at 
stake for families, and what is at stake 
for our leadership in the world, and 
please vote no, because this isn’t how 
we move forward, this is how we fall 
behind. 

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

ator from Mississippi. 
Mr. WICKER. Mr. President, what is 

the pending business before the Sen-
ate? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The mo-
tion to discharge H.R. 4. 

Mr. WICKER. What the Chair has 
just said is that we have—there is a re-
scission package which has been sent 
to us by the administration. It is in the 
committee now. The next vote would 
discharge the committee and bring 
that rescission package to the floor. At 
that point, if I am not mistaken, we 
would then have another vote to pro-
ceed to that bill; is that correct? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That is 
correct. 

Mr. WICKER. I don’t want to leave 
my colleagues in suspense. I intend to 
vote for the motion to discharge after 
much contemplation and to vote to 
then proceed to the bill, and I do so 
with reservation. 

First of all, I applaud the administra-
tion for asking for rescission of $9 bil-
lion in unnecessary spending. I have 
made the statement that I would vote 
for a bill that was twice that size and 
even larger. I think we can find that 
much waste. But this is an unusual 
procedure. It hasn’t been done by the 
Senate and the House. It hasn’t been 
successfully done by an administration 
since the George W. Bush administra-
tion in 1992. 

Nine billion dollars is a tiny fraction 
of what we spend, no question about 
it—a fraction of a fraction, actually. 
But there is a big difference that has 
troubled me, and it is the reason I 
come to the floor tonight expressing 
concern in spite of the fact that I will 
vote in the affirmative on these two 
motions tonight. 

When George W. Bush proposed re-
scissions back in 1992, he listed specific 
programs that would receive specific 
amounts of cuts, and it was a rather 
thick proposal. But Members on both 
sides of the aisle in both Houses had 
exact information about what pro-
grams would be targeted and where the 
cuts would be made and by what 
amount. 

That is not present in the proposal 
before us tonight, and that troubles me 
because it concerns me as, perhaps, ap-
proaching a disregard for the constitu-
tional responsibilities of the legislative 
branch under article I. Congress has 
the power of the purse; the President 
has the power to enforce. 

In this situation, there is a specific 
amount stated that will be rescinded, 
and then, basically, we are given a 
number of areas where the cuts will 
come from, but this Congress will not 
be allowed to choose those specific 
cuts. They will be done by somebody in 
the Office of Management and Budget 
in the White House. And in this situa-
tion, it will amount to the House and 
Senate basically saying: We cede that 
decision voluntarily to the executive 
branch. 

And so I have expressed concern 
about this. And in meetings that I have 
been in attendance with our team on 
this Republican side of the aisle, I am 
not the only one who has expressed 
those concerns. There are Members of 
my party who will vote no tonight—I 
think a relatively small number—and I 
don’t fault them for voting no. There 
are also Members who are very con-
cerned, as I am, about this process and 
who are requesting of the administra-
tion: If we do this again, please give us 
specific information about where the 
cuts will come. Let’s not make a habit 
of this. Let’s not consider this a prece-
dent. But if you come back to us again, 
Mr. Director of the OMB, if you come 
back to us again from the executive 
branch, give us the specific amounts 
and the specific programs that will be 
cut. And that has been my concern. 

Nevertheless, I choose to be mindful 
of those concerns, but to answer to a 
larger imperative at this moment, and 
that is to realize that we are in a budg-

et crisis and that we have an 
unsustainable national debt and the 
amount of this bill is a small step to-
ward addressing that. And so, at this 
moment, I think that imperative out-
weighs my concerns about the lack of 
information that this Senate and our 
brothers and sisters in the House have 
about where the cuts will be made. 

I hope in conversations with the ex-
ecutive branch today, I hope in con-
versations over lunch between the OMB 
Director and Members of the Repub-
lican Senate caucus, that the point has 
been made: Next time give us the spe-
cific information. 

And so I come tonight to express to 
my colleagues the reason that I have 
been so concerned about this, the rea-
son that I understand why some of my 
colleagues will choose to vote no. 

But realizing that we are about 
something larger and, in this instance, 
I think the message that we send to 
our fellow countrymen, to our col-
leagues in the House, and, yes, to the 
executive branch, is that the need for 
the cut in $9 billion overrides the spe-
cific objections that I have. And for 
that reason, I will vote yes. 

I expect the first motion to pass, and 
then we will proceed on. And perhaps, 
for the information of our staff and our 
pages, we may be here late tomorrow 
night. 

But I appreciate the opportunity to 
explain my concerns and my reason for 
overcoming those concerns in this in-
stance. 

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

ator from Missouri. 
Mr. SCHMITT. Mr. President, I rise 

today in strong support of President 
Trump’s rescission package. In a time 
of extraordinary debt, this bill is a first 
step in a long but necessary fight to 
put our Nation’s fiscal house in order. 

But it is about much more than just 
that. This package isn’t just about how 
much we spend but about what we 
spend it on. It is about whether or not 
we are still a sovereign nation of peo-
ple in command of our own destiny. It 
is about whether elected representa-
tives can act on behalf of the people 
they serve or whether or not they just 
yield to a vast bureaucratic apparatus 
of permanent Washington. 

We cannot accept a system that 
forces us to fund our own decline. Let 
me begin with something simple: We 
are $37 trillion in debt. We are bor-
rowing money from our grandchildren 
to fund bloated bureaucracies and rad-
ical leftwing activists. While the ac-
tual American people are working long 
hours to afford groceries and gas, their 
government has been writing checks to 
leftwing propaganda outlets and spend-
ing billions overseas on countries that 
hate us. Enough is enough. 

This rescissions package is our op-
portunity to drain the swamp, not just 
in theory but in practice. It claws back 
nearly $10 billion in spending—9 bil-
lion—including billions for radical 
NGOs, hundreds of millions for foreign 
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interests, and, yes, the taxpayer fund-
ing that props up corrupt and ideologi-
cally captured institutions like NPR 
and PBS. 

And let’s talk about that for just a 
minute because no part of this debate 
has sparked more hysteria and more 
outrage from the left than defunding 
the so-called public broadcasting. Why? 
Because they know exactly what is at 
stake. NPR and PBS are not neutral 
media outlets. They are the closest 
thing we have ever had in this country 
to Pravda. They are the arms of the 
leftwing activist class, taxpayer-funded 
platforms for political propaganda 
masquerading as journalism. 

Don’t take my word for it; take it 
from Uri Berliner, a veteran NPR edi-
tor who recently blew the whistle on 
what is actually happening behind the 
scenes there. In a stunning expose, Ber-
liner described how from COVID to 
Hunter Biden’s laptop, to the Russia 
hoax, NPR simply refused to consider 
any facts or perspectives that didn’t 
align with the progressive party line. 
Even asking questions about the com-
pany’s editorial bias was ‘‘treated as 
evidence of disloyalty.’’ 

Berliner took a survey of the ideolog-
ical makeup of NPR’s editorial staff in 
Washington, DC. The final tally was 87 
Democrats and 0 Republicans—0 Re-
publicans, not a one. 

Then there is the new CEO of NPR, 
Katherine Maher. Before she took the 
job, she spent years denouncing Amer-
ica, praising censorship, and advo-
cating for the most extreme and gro-
tesque forms of far-left politics. She 
described the First Amendment as the 
‘‘number one challenge’’ to combating 
disinformation, called President 
Trump a ‘‘deranged racist sociopath’’ 
and celebrated when he was banned 
from Twitter saying, it was ‘‘satisfying 
to deplatform fascists.’’ 

Now she is running America’s Na-
tional Public Radio, funded, in part, by 
your hard-earned tax dollars. That is 
nothing short of obscene. 

Why are Americans being forced to 
subsidize institutions that hate them? 
Why are truckdrivers in Missouri pay-
ing for Ivy League grads in DC to tell 
them they are bigots? Why are we, as 
conservatives, spending billions of dol-
lars to leftwing radicals that want to 
run us out of the public square? 

There is no good answer to these 
questions. The fact is, we shouldn’t be. 
And President Trump’s rescission 
package is a huge first step toward en-
suring that we never do it again; that 
NPR and PBS are just the beginning. 

This package also takes aim at the 
insanity of our foreign aid budget. We 
are sending billions—billions—to every 
interest under the Sun, except for that 
of our own country. 

Here is a taste of what this package 
defunds: $18 million for gender diver-
sity in the Mexican street-lighting in-
dustry; $2.4 million to make inter-
national disaster aid more considerate 
of sexual orientation and gender iden-
tity; $2.2 million to reduce xenophobia 

toward Venezuelan migrants; $3 mil-
lion for Iraqi ‘‘Sesame Street’’; $4 mil-
lion for sedentary migrants in Colom-
bia; $6.2 million to address the needs of 
Venezuelan migrants in Colombia; $33 
million for the U.N. Population Fund, 
including funding for transgender tam-
pons in Bangladesh, LGBTQ campaigns 
in Rio, and third-gender community 
centers in Southeast Asia. 

And that is not even to mention the 
$800 million that this package cuts 
from the Migration and Refugee Assist-
ance Account, which funds the U.S. 
Refugee Admissions Program, a pro-
gram that has been at the center of the 
gigantic NGO industrial complex that 
has been driving the mass migration 
crisis in this country on taxpayer 
dime. 

Americans never voted for any of 
this. They were never even asked. But 
the entire system is bankrolled by 
their money. Our own citizens are 
being pushed out of jobs, swamped by 
Third-World immigration, and told 
they are racist for complaining about 
it when people like Katherine Maher 
say something and criticize them. 

We send billions overseas to promote 
transgenderism and DEI and spend bil-
lions here at home to help import mil-
lions of illegal immigrants and pay the 
salaries of people who hate us, all while 
our own people are told there is no 
money for safe streets, decent roads, or 
a secure border. 

The people who run these programs 
see the Federal budget not as a means 
to serve the American people but as a 
piggybank for a global leftwing revolu-
tion. The administrative state in Wash-
ington, DC, is the beating heart of this 
revolution. It redistributes hundreds of 
billions of dollars a year from Middle 
America to a radical ecosystem of 
NGOs and activists working to under-
mine our civilization. 

For too long, the Federal Govern-
ment has been hijacked by people with 
no loyalty to the country they are sup-
posed to serve. Today, we have a 
chance to change that. 

This isn’t just about saving money; it 
is about taking back control. Every 
single dollar we claw back from the 
NGOs and the foreign aid swamp is a 
dollar we take away from the people 
who are waging war on our country. It 
is a dollar we can use to secure our bor-
der, rebuild our Nation, and restore the 
promise of America for the next gen-
eration. 

The left is alarmed by this bill. They 
should be. 

Unlike generations of many who 
came before us who would talk a big 
game and then get to DC and do noth-
ing, President Trump is actually seri-
ous about ending their taxpayer-dollar 
gravy train, and this rescissions pack-
age is a major part of delivering on 
that promise. This is just a first step, 
but it is a big one. 

For a long time, Washington has only 
ever moved in one direction: More 
spending, more control, and more 
power for the bureaucrats. And as per-

manent Washington grows, the citizen 
shrinks. 

This rescissions package reflects 
President Trump’s promise that the 
American Government will, once again, 
serve the American people, not the 
other way around. 

It is a time to remind the bureau-
crats, the NGOs and the foreign lobby-
ists and their friends in the media that 
the American taxpayer does not exist 
to subsidize their ideological pet 
projects. We are not a tax farm for 
global leftism. We are not the world’s 
piggy bank. We are a sovereign nation, 
and it is time we started acting like 
one once again. 

The American people didn’t send us 
here to protect the status quo. They 
sent us here because they know the 
status quo is broken. They sent us here 
to fight and deliver for them, and that 
is exactly what this bill does. I urge 
my colleagues to join me in voting yes 
on this package. 

I yield the floor. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 

Democratic leader. 
Mr. SCHUMER. Mr. President, just 

days after handing billionaires their 
largest tax break in modern history 
and fresh off passing the most dev-
astating cuts to healthcare and jobs 
ever, Republicans want to keep this 
going. They want to gut funding for 
local news stations and radio; they 
want to reward communist China and 
Putin and eviscerate foreign aid—all to 
give tax breaks to billionaires. They 
say these cuts are necessary in the 
false guise of eliminating waste, but 
anyone can see that is not true. It is 
just to pay for tax cuts for billionaires. 

Americans are done listening to Re-
publican lectures about wasteful spend-
ing after they added $4 trillion to the 
debt to cut taxes for billionaires. 

For Republicans to turn around and 
slash local news and public radio in the 
name of fiscal responsibility is a vin-
dictive swipe at rural America, where 
these stations are needed so badly. It 
will leave rural communities twisting 
in the wind. 

The Republican credo seems to be, 
cut and cut and cut now, and ask ques-
tions later. Cut healthcare for 16 mil-
lion Americans. Cut food assistance to 
hungry kids. Cut good-paying energy 
jobs. Let the CCP get ahead of us. 
Never mind the destruction these cuts 
will have. Never mind the trillions Re-
publicans just added to the debt to fi-
nance their billionaire giveaways. 
Never mind the kids who will go hun-
gry or the families that will lose insur-
ance or the people who will get sick 
and die. It is all worth it, Republicans 
seem to think, so long as billionaires 
and special interests pay less in taxes. 

Now, with this rescissions package, 
Republicans want to keep going. Cut 
local radio stations. Cut local TV sta-
tions. Cut national security funding. 
Cut funding for some of the most be-
loved programs in America. These cuts 
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are just a piece of the larger Repub-
lican puzzle, where they will use rescis-
sions, impoundment, and pocket rescis-
sions, and that will pave the way for 
even deeper and more serious spending 
cuts on things like healthcare, food as-
sistance, energy, and so many other 
areas, and other democratic safeguards 
will no longer be around. 

If you eliminate the Democrats from 
the process, there is no discussion, 
there is no argument, and there are no 
safeguards that can help the average 
American. It is just the billionaires 
running rampant, getting what they 
want. 

If you want to understand the Repub-
lican playbook, take a look at how 
they attacked foreign aid. At the very 
beginning of this administration, Don-
ald Trump and Elon Musk illegally 
shut down billions in foreign aid. When 
they were criticized for it, they 
hemmed, they hawed, and they lied 
about their actions. The courts had to 
step in. 

Now that these programs have fiscal 
2025 dollars, Republicans are trying to 
do it all over again, this time through 
a cynical rescissions package. They are 
passing this law to get the outcome 
they wanted in the first place: gutting 
U.S. foreign aid. 

Let me be clear. This is not just 
about foreign aid, as important as it is, 
this is the playbook that Republicans 
will do across the board. They will do 
it with healthcare. They will do it with 
the Department of Education. They 
will do it with our schools, our vet-
erans, our housing. They will do it to 
research dollars. They are slashing 
them. 

I have heard of more instances of 
great research projects that could have 
saved lives that are now on hold and 
can never be brought back again be-
cause of the greed of billionaires and 
the obeisance of Republicans to go 
along. It is amazing—cutting medical 
research, where America has always 
led the world. But now we are going to 
give that lead to China with what the 
Republicans are doing. 

They are already using impound-
ment. They are using rescissions. They 
are using pocket rescissions to poison 
the bipartisan appropriations process, 
to break the law to steal funds that 
Congress appropriated. They are doing 
it on a party-line vote. Worse, they are 
letting Donald Trump decide for him-
self which programs to defund. That 
puts everything at risk—healthcare, 
education, food assistance, public 
health. Everything—everything—be-
comes at risk. That is what will happen 
if a package like this is allowed to be-
come law. 

Returning to this week’s bill, what 
do this week’s cuts mean for families 
back home? Well, tens of millions of 
Americans rely on public broadcast for 
weather alerts, local news, keeping 
track of city hall, educational pro-
grams, and so much more. This affects 
most badly rural America, including 
Native communities. 

These cuts couldn’t come at a worse 
time. The floods in Texas remind us 
that speedy alerts and up-to-the- 
minute forecasts can mean the dif-
ference between life and death. For 
millions, public radio and local TV are 
sometimes the only way to stay up to 
date. 

Why the hell is this administration 
so obsessed with gutting those funds 
that save lives? It is probably because 
of some whim of Donald Trump’s. And 
he often governs by whim. But then it 
has disastrous consequences because 
Republicans just bow to those whims 
even though they are without factual 
basis. They don’t look at the facts. 
They don’t care about the facts. Don-
ald Trump wants it; let’s do it. 

Donald Trump may not appreciate 
the vital role of public media, but peo-
ple back home know how public broad-
cast is indispensable. 

It is not just local TV stations and 
public radio that are in danger. These 
ill-conceived Republican cuts can 
threaten our national security. These 
cuts indiscriminately slash billions in 
critical aid that prevents the spread of 
disease, fosters economic development, 
and expands America’s cultural impact 
on the world stage. 

Believe me, when we fight, with for-
eign aid and programs, diseases in 
other countries, in Africa or Asia, it 
benefits us because those diseases—in 
this world where people fly from one 
place to the other all the time, it bene-
fits us because it will prevent those 
diseases from coming here. 

Removing PEPFAR from the list of 
cuts was good but nowhere near 
enough. We are not fooled by a small 
tweak to this package. These cuts will 
still leave America weaker and our ad-
versaries more emboldened. After all, 
foreign aid isn’t just about good will, it 
us about our security. 

Cutting foreign aid will have terrible 
consequences for our security. It in-
creases the exposure of Americans to 
global health risks, as I mentioned. 
The cuts harm funding that directly 
benefits U.S. farmers and U.S. re-
searchers. It will damage U.S. compa-
nies’ market access abroad. It will 
make communities around the world 
more susceptible to terrorist recruit-
ment efforts. China and Russia, mean-
while, will look on with glee. 

I thought Republicans cared about 
being strong on national security. I 
thought they understood the role that 
the United States’ soft power has in 
keeping the world a safer place for our 
values. This bill gravely undermines 
Republican commitments to U.S. lead-
ership around the world—something so 
many people have prized. 

If Republicans slash more American 
aid, it will leave a dangerous vacuum 
that the Chinese Communist Party will 
continue to eagerly fill. It is a fact. It 
is happening already in Myanmar and 
Sub-Saharan Africa in the race for ac-
cess to precious minerals. These are 
places where the CCP is taking advan-
tage of America’s absence. And it will 

have terrible consequences in the long 
term for our safety, for our security. 

These rescissions are only the begin-
ning. We know that Donald Trump and 
Russell Vought want to send even more 
rescissions packages down the line, as 
soon as next month. Remember, Don-
ald Trump and Republican leaders re-
portedly struck up a crooked bargain. 
If the hard-right Members of the House 
Freedom Caucus agreed to support the 
‘‘Big Ugly Betrayal,’’ Donald Trump 
would reward them with even deeper 
cuts to healthcare and other things the 
hard right despises. 

Republicans will pursue these cuts by 
any means necessary—through rescis-
sions, impoundment, pocket rescis-
sions—even if that means taking a 
wrecking ball to the bipartisan appro-
priations process to pave the way for 
future cuts. It could pave the way for 
more cuts to Medicaid, to education, to 
nutrition, to Agencies like the VA and 
more. 

All this translates to working people 
having to pay more out of pocket while 
billionaires pay less in taxes. When 
people’s healthcare is taken away, 
when people’s local services are taken 
away, it adds to a family’s expenses. It 
makes life more expensive for people 
who live paycheck to paycheck. It 
makes it harder to see a doctor. It 
makes it harder to afford medications. 
It makes it more difficult to choose be-
tween providing for healthcare or pro-
viding for groceries. 

Making things even worse, Donald 
Trump’s tariffs coming in at the worst 
possible time is making inflation go 
up—jacking up grocery prices and eat-
ing away at family budgets. The tariffs 
have gone up more than people ex-
pected in June, but because so many of 
those who buy overseas front-loaded 
their purchases in the first and second 
quarters, it is very likely the tariffs 
will go up much more in the next quar-
ter. 

Republicans say they fight for the 
middle class. They say they fight for 
working people. Then they turn around 
and take investments away from mid-
dle America and rural America and 
make them pay—pay—more out of 
pocket. Billionaires, meanwhile, have 
never had it so good, thanks to Donald 
Trump and his Republican loyalists. 

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

MIS). The Senator from Alaska. 
Ms. MURKOWSKI. Madam President, 

I know we are approaching the hour 
that was planned for the vote on this 
motion to discharge this rescissions 
package. I just want to take a couple of 
minutes. I am going to be voting to op-
pose discharging this package from 
committee. 

It is not that I don’t think that we 
should be doing more when it comes to 
the oversight of our budget. It is not 
that I don’t think that we should be 
doing more when it comes to ensuring 
that we are working to get our levels of 
spending down, but I also think that we 
need to be doing more as legislators, 
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more as lawmakers, more as Senators 
when it comes to our own authorities, 
our constitutional authorities, when it 
comes to the power of the purse. 

We do rescissions. We do rescissions 
in our annual budget bills, in our own 
appropriations bills—in fact, bills that 
we are working on right now as appro-
priators. We have got a series of mark-
ups that are going to be coming up this 
week. We had some last week. We do 
this. We look to provisions that have 
been included in the budgets. We look 
to reprogram, and we look to rescind. 
We do that as legislators. There is a 
good reason, I think, that we haven’t 
seen a successful rescissions package 
before the Senate in almost 33 years. It 
is because we have recognized that, 
hey, that is our role here. That is our 
role here when it comes to the power of 
the purse. 

So I have several concerns, specific 
concerns, about this package. 

First, it is unclear to me how the 
specific accounts that are targeted for 
the rescission are going to be impacted. 
Neither the administration nor others 
have been able to provide that very 
clear, very transparent explanation 
about the programs and the priorities 
that are going to be cut as a result of 
the measure. Some changes have been 
proposed to protect local health pro-
grams—that is great; that is impor-
tant—but I think it is important that 
we have those details, including the 
ones that are going to be absolutely ze-
roed out. 

So how do we determine the implica-
tions for lifesaving care, for vital re-
sources for women and children 
abroad? 

We have got big, broad categories, 
but I haven’t been given the comfort, if 
you will, that we are not impacting 
maternal and child health; that we are 
not impacting HIV/AIDS; that we are 
not impacting nutrition programs and 
programs related to tuberculosis, ma-
laria, polio, neglected tropical disease, 
pandemic prevention, family planning. 
I think that we are entitled to have 
that level of detail when these funds 
that we have authorized, that we have 
appropriated, are now being clawed 
back. I don’t think that that is too 
much to ask. 

When it comes to the Corporation for 
Public Broadcasting, my colleagues 
know I have been a strong supporter, 
and I will continue to be a strong sup-
porter. If you don’t like what is going 
on within NPR and you think there is 
too much bias there, we can address 
that—we can address that—but you 
don’t need to gut the entire Corpora-
tion for Public Broadcasting. The enti-
ty—the program—that provides for so 
much support, particularly for those in 
rural places, is not just your news. It is 
your tsunami alert; it is your landslide 
alert; it is your volcano alert; it is the 
weather to let you know it is safe to go 
out and get on the fishing grounds; it is 
your educational programming. I am 
going to continue to be an advocate for 
the Corporation for Public Broad-
casting. 

So I have got concerns about the con-
tents of the package, yes. I have con-
cerns about the details that we have 
not been able to fully receive. But 
more importantly than all of that— 
more importantly—is our role here. I 
don’t want us to go from one reconcili-
ation bill to a rescissions package to 
another rescissions package to a rec-
onciliation package to a continuing 
resolution. We are lawmakers. We 
should be legislating. What we are get-
ting now is direction from the White 
House and are being told: This is the 
priority. We want you to execute on it. 
We will be back with you with another 
round. 

I don’t accept that. I am going to be 
voting no. 

VOTE ON MOTION TO DISCHARGE 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. All time 
has expired. 

The question is on agreeing to the 
motion. 

Mr. SCHUMER. Madam President, I 
ask for the yeas and nays. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there a 
sufficient second? 

There appears to be a sufficient sec-
ond. 

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

roll. 
The result was announced—yeas 50, 

nays 50, as follows: 
[Rollcall Vote No. 391 Leg.] 

YEAS—50 

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

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

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

NAYS—50 

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

Hickenlooper 
Hirono 
Kaine 
Kelly 
Kim 
King 
Klobuchar 
Luján 
Markey 
McConnell 
Merkley 
Murkowski 
Murphy 
Murray 
Ossoff 
Padilla 
Peters 

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

The VICE PRESIDENT. Are there 
any Senators in the Chamber who wish 
to vote or change their vote? 

If not, on this vote, the yeas are 50, 
and the nays are 50. The Senate being 
equally divided, the Vice President 
votes in the affirmative, and the mo-
tion is agreed to. 

The motion was agreed to. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The majority 

whip. 

RECISIONS ACT OF 2025—Motion to 
Proceed 

Mr. BARRASSO. Mr. President, I 
move to proceed to Calendar No. 114, 
H.R. 4. 

VOTE ON MOTION TO PROCEED 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The question 

is on agreeing to the motion to pro-
ceed. 

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

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there a 
sufficient second? 

There appears to be a sufficient sec-
ond. 

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

called the roll. 
The result was announced—yeas 50, 

nays 50, as follows: 
[Rollcall Vote No. 392 Leg.] 

YEAS—50 

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

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

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

NAYS—50 

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

Hickenlooper 
Hirono 
Kaine 
Kelly 
Kim 
King 
Klobuchar 
Luján 
Markey 
McConnell 
Merkley 
Murkowski 
Murphy 
Murray 
Ossoff 
Padilla 
Peters 

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

(Mr. WICKER assumed the Chair.) 
(Ms. LUMMIS assumed the Chair.) 
(Mr. SHEEHY assumed the Chair.) 
The VICE PRESIDENT. Are there 

any Senators in the Chamber who wish 
to vote or change their vote? 

If not, on this vote, the yeas are 50, 
the nays are 50. The Senate being 
equally divided, the Vice President 
votes in the affirmative, and the mo-
tion is agreed to. 

The motion was agreed to. 
f 

RESCISSIONS ACT OF 2025 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The clerk 
will report the bill by title. 

The senior assistant legislative clerk 
read as follows: 

A bill (H.R. 4) 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. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. 
SHEEHY). The majority leader. 
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AMENDMENT NO. 2853 

Mr. THUNE. Mr. President, I call up 
amendment No. 2853. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will report. 

The bill clerk read as follows: 
The Senator from South Dakota [Mr. 

THUNE] for Mr. SCHMITT proposes an 
amendment numbered 2853. 

The amendment is as follows: 
(Purpose: In the nature of a substitute) 

Strike all after the enacting clause and in-
sert the following: 
SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE. 

This Act may be cited as the ‘‘Rescissions 
Act of 2025’’. 
SEC. 2. RESCISSIONS OF BUDGET AUTHORITY. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Pursuant to the special 
message transmitted by the President on 
June 3, 2025, to the House of Representatives 
and the Senate proposing the rescission of 
budget authority under section 1012 of part B 
of title X of the Congressional Budget and 
Impoundment Control Act of 1974 (2 U.S.C. 
682 et seq.), the rescissions described under 
subsection (b) shall take effect immediately 
upon the date of enactment of this Act. 

(b) RESCISSIONS.—The rescissions described 
in this subsection are as follows: 

(1) Of the unobligated balances under the 
heading ‘‘International Organizations—Con-
tributions to International Organizations’’ 
made available by the Department of State, 
Foreign Operations, and Related Programs 
Appropriations Act, 2024 (division F of Public 
Law 118–47), $33,008,764 are rescinded. 

(2) Of the unobligated balances under the 
heading ‘‘International Organizations—Con-
tributions to International Organizations’’ 
made available by the Full-Year Continuing 
Appropriations Act, 2025 (division A of Pub-
lic Law 119–4), $168,837,230 are rescinded. 

(3) Of the unobligated balances under the 
heading ‘‘International Organizations—Con-
tributions for International Peacekeeping 
Activities’’ made available by the Depart-
ment of State, Foreign Operations, and Re-
lated Programs Appropriations Act, 2024 (di-
vision F of Public Law 118–47), $203,328,007 are 
rescinded. 

(4) Of the unobligated balances under the 
heading ‘‘International Organizations—Con-
tributions for International Peacekeeping 
Activities’’ made available by the Full-Year 
Continuing Appropriations Act, 2025 (divi-
sion A of Public Law 119–4), $157,906,000 are 
rescinded. 

(5) Of the unobligated balances in the first 
paragraph under the heading ‘‘Bilateral Eco-
nomic Assistance—Funds Appropriated to 
the President—Global Health Programs’’ 
made available by the Full-Year Continuing 
Appropriations Act, 2025 (division A of Pub-
lic Law 119–4), $500,000,000 are rescinded: Pro-
vided, That none of the amounts rescinded 
under this paragraph shall be from the unob-
ligated balances for the following programs: 
HIV/AIDS, Tuberculosis, Malaria, Nutrition, 
or Maternal and Child Health: Provided fur-
ther, That the preceding proviso does not 
apply to family planning and reproductive 
health programs. 

(6) Of the unobligated balances under the 
heading ‘‘Department of State—Migration 
and Refugee Assistance’’ made available by 
the Full-Year Continuing Appropriations 
Act, 2025 (division A of Public Law 119–4), 
$800,000,000 are rescinded. 

(7) Of the unobligated balances under the 
heading ‘‘Bilateral Economic Assistance— 
Funds Appropriated to the President—Com-
plex Crises Fund’’ made available by the 
Full-Year Continuing Appropriations Act, 
2025 (division A of Public Law 119–4), 
$43,000,000 are rescinded. 

(8) Of the unobligated balances under the 
heading ‘‘Bilateral Economic Assistance— 
Funds Appropriated to the President—De-
mocracy Fund’’ made available by the Full- 
Year Continuing Appropriations Act, 2025 
(division A of Public Law 119–4), $83,000,000 
are rescinded. 

(9) Of the unobligated balances under the 
heading ‘‘Bilateral Economic Assistance— 
Funds Appropriated to the President—Eco-
nomic Support Fund’’ made available by the 
Full-Year Continuing Appropriations Act, 
2025 (division A of Public Law 119–4), 
$1,650,000,000 are rescinded: Provided, That 
none of the funds rescinded under this para-
graph shall be from the unobligated balances 
for assistance to Jordan, Egypt, or the Coun-
tering PRC Influence Fund. 

(10) Of the unobligated balances under the 
heading ‘‘Multilateral Assistance—Inter-
national Financial Institutions—Contribu-
tion to the Clean Technology Fund’’ made 
available by the Full-Year Continuing Ap-
propriations Act, 2025 (division A of Public 
Law 119–4), $125,000,000 are rescinded. 

(11) Of the unobligated balances under the 
heading ‘‘Multilateral Assistance—Funds 
Appropriated to the President—Inter-
national Organizations and Programs’’ made 
available by the Full-Year Continuing Ap-
propriations Act, 2025 (division A of Public 
Law 119–4), $436,920,000 are rescinded. 

(12) Of the unobligated balances under the 
heading ‘‘Bilateral Economic Assistance— 
Funds Appropriated to the President—Devel-
opment Assistance’’ made available by the 
Full-Year Continuing Appropriations Act, 
2025 (division A of Public Law 119–4), 
$2,500,000,000 are rescinded: Provided, That 
none of the funds rescinded under this para-
graph shall be from the unobligated balances 
for Feed the Future Innovation Labs or the 
Countering PRC Influence Fund: Provided 
further, That none of the funds rescinded 
under this paragraph shall affect the admin-
istration of United States commodity-based 
food aid, including the Food for Peace pro-
gram and the McGovern-Dole International 
Food for Education and Child Nutrition Pro-
gram. 

(13) Of the unobligated balances under the 
heading ‘‘Bilateral Economic Assistance— 
Funds Appropriated to the President—As-
sistance for Europe, Eurasia and Central 
Asia’’ made available by the Full-Year Con-
tinuing Appropriations Act, 2025 (division A 
of Public Law 119–4), $460,000,000 are re-
scinded. 

(14) Of the unobligated balances under the 
heading ‘‘Bilateral Economic Assistance— 
Funds Appropriated to the President—Inter-
national Disaster Assistance’’ made avail-
able by the Full-Year Continuing Appropria-
tions Act, 2025 (division A of Public Law 119– 
4), $496,000,000 are rescinded: Provided, That 
none of the funds rescinded shall affect the 
administration of United States commodity- 
based food aid, including the Food for Peace 
program and the McGovern-Dole Inter-
national Food for Education and Child Nutri-
tion Program. 

(15) Of the unobligated balances under the 
heading ‘‘United States Agency for Inter-
national Development—Funds Appropriated 
to the President—Operating Expenses’’ made 
available by the Full-Year Continuing Ap-
propriations Act, 2025 (division A of Public 
Law 119–4), $125,000,000 are rescinded. 

(16) Of the unobligated balances under the 
heading ‘‘Bilateral Economic Assistance— 
Funds Appropriated to the President—Tran-
sition Initiatives’’ made available by the 
Full-Year Continuing Appropriations Act, 
2025 (division A of Public Law 119–4), 
$57,000,000 are rescinded. 

(17) Of the unobligated balances under the 
heading ‘‘Bilateral Economic Assistance— 
Independent Agencies—Inter-American 

Foundation’’ made available by the Full- 
Year Continuing Appropriations Act, 2025 
(division A of Public Law 119–4), $27,000,000 
are rescinded. 

(18) Of the unobligated balances under the 
heading ‘‘Bilateral Economic Assistance— 
Independent Agencies—United States Afri-
can Development Foundation’’ made avail-
able by the Full-Year Continuing Appropria-
tions Act, 2025 (division A of Public Law 119– 
4), $22,000,000 are rescinded. 

(19) Of the unobligated balances under the 
heading ‘‘Related Programs—United States 
Institute of Peace’’ made available by the 
Full-Year Continuing Appropriations Act, 
2025 (division A of Public Law 119–4), 
$15,000,000 are rescinded. 

(20)(A) Amounts made available for ‘‘Cor-
poration for Public Broadcasting’’ for fiscal 
year 2026 by Public Law 118–47 are rescinded. 

(B) Amounts made available for ‘‘Corpora-
tion for Public Broadcasting’’ for fiscal year 
2027 by Public Law 119–4 are rescinded. 

f 

MORNING BUSINESS 

RESCISSIONS 

Mr. WELCH. Mr. President, a June 25 
article in the New York Times cap-
tured, in a single headline, the disaster 
that the misguided policies of this 
White House are inflicting on the 
world’s most vulnerable people. It also 
illustrates the immense damage this 
White House is causing to years of 
hard-won goodwill for the United 
States around the world. 

The title of the article, ‘‘Promise of 
Victory Over H.I.V. Fades as U.S. 
Withdraws Support,’’ says it all. The 
headline goes on to describe how, ‘‘a 
new drug that gives almost complete 
protection against the virus was to be 
administered across Africa this year. 
Now, much of the funding for that ef-
fort is gone.’’ 

I remember vividly, as do many of 
my colleagues, when President George 
W. Bush announced the PEPFAR pro-
gram, a program that for the past 22 
years has received enthusiastic bipar-
tisan support, a program that has 
saved countless lives, a program that 
people and governments around the 
world have thanked the American peo-
ple for. 

Each year in our appropriations bills 
we have always, without disagreement, 
provided the funds to sustain PEPFAR 
and to fulfill our pledges to the Global 
Fund to Fight AIDS, Tuberculosis and 
malaria. The Global Fund works in 
close collaboration with PEPFAR, as 
well as in countries where PEPFAR 
does not, because HIV/AIDS and other 
infectious diseases do not pick and 
choose who they infect. No country is 
immune, and no person is safe. Millions 
of Americans travel, work, and serve 
overseas, and then they return home. 
Everyone is at risk if the virus is not 
contained everywhere. 

Now, the Trump administration is 
proposing drastic cuts to PEPFAR and 
our contribution to the Global Fund, 
two programs that by any measure 
have been wildly successful. This week 
the Senate will consider President 
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Trump’s request to cut $400 million 
from PEPFAR and another $500 million 
in other global health programs. If 
Congress goes along with that, we will 
share responsibility for sabotaging one 
of the great public health achieve-
ments of this century. 

President Trump is pushing these 
cuts at the cusp of a potential break-
through in our fight against the HIV 
epidemic. 

There is a new preventative therapy 
for HIV; it is called lenacapavir, and it 
is a twice-yearly injection that pro-
tects against infection. This drug was 
supposed to be getting rolled out in 
eastern and southern Africa. 

Not many years ago, preventing HIV 
infection altogether would have 
seemed impossible. Now it is real—and 
it is being derailed by these reckless 
cuts. 

Peter Sands, the executive director 
of the Global Fund, put it this way: 

If you want countries to take on the re-
sponsibility for their H.I.V. responses, in 
terms of both leadership and funding, it’s a 
very different thing to take on a problem 
that is still growing than a problem where 
you have made a significant dent in the 
numbers of new infections. . . And 
lenacapavir gives that opportunity to dra-
matically reduce new infections. 

We don’t even know what the full im-
pact of these cuts will be because fund-
ing for collecting the data needed to 
track infection rates is on the chopping 
block. 

So I can’t help but wonder why? Why 
is the White House walking away from 
these lifesaving programs that every-
one agrees have been a huge success 
story? It would be one thing if HIV/ 
AIDS had been eradicated. But we are 
a very long way from that. There are 
an estimated 1.3 million new HIV infec-
tions every year. 

We cannot let down our guard. We 
cannot be so shortsighted to think that 
we would save money by cutting fund-
ing for PEPFAR and the Global Fund. 
Prevention is far less expensive than 
treatment. If Congress does not reject 
these funding cuts there will almost 
immediately be more infections, not 
fewer. More Americans will get sick. 
Mother to child transmission will expo-
nentially increase. Many more people 
will die needlessly. 

A drug developed by an American 
biopharmaceutical company that can 
prevent HIV/AIDS finally exists. Let’s 
do again what President Bush did near-
ly a quarter century ago and show the 
world that the United States can be 
the world’s leader in saving lives from 
a deadly disease. 

f 

VOTE EXPLANATION 

Mr. BLUMENTHAL. Mr. President, I 
was unable to vote on Executive Cal-
endar No. 81, Scott Kupor, of Cali-
fornia, to be Director of the Office of 
Personnel Management for a term of 
four years, due to my participation at 
the Ukraine Recovery Conference in 
Rome, Italy, on July 10, 2025. I am 

working with Senator GRAHAM to build 
international support to advance our 
bipartisan Sanctioning Russia Act in 
an effort to end the bloodshed in 
Ukraine. I would have opposed con-
firmation of the nomination had I been 
present for the vote. The vote was roll-
call vote No. 379. 

I was unable to vote on Executive 
Calendar No. 58, William Briggs, of 
Texas, to be Deputy Administrator of 
the Small Business Administration, 
due to my participation at the Ukraine 
Recovery Conference in Rome, Italy, 
on July 10, 2025. I am working with 
Senator GRAHAM to build international 
support to advance our bipartisan 
Sanctioning Russia Act in an effort to 
end the bloodshed in Ukraine. I would 
have opposed confirmation of the nom-
ination had I been present for the vote. 
The vote was rollcall vote No. 380. 

I was unable to vote on Executive 
Calendar No. 64, Jonathan Gould, of 
Virginia, to be Comptroller of the Cur-
rency for a term of five years, due to 
my participation at the Ukraine Re-
covery Conference in Rome, Italy, on 
July 10, 2025. I am working with Sen-
ator GRAHAM to build international 
support to advance our bipartisan 
Sanctioning Russia Act in an effort to 
end the bloodshed in Ukraine. I would 
have opposed cloture on the nomina-
tion had I been present for the vote. 
The vote was rollcall vote No. 381. 

I was unable to attend the cloture 
vote for Executive Calendar No. 261, 
Whitney D. Hermandorfer, of Ten-
nessee, to be United States Circuit 
Judge for the Sixth Circuit, due to my 
participation at the Ukraine Recovery 
Conference in Rome, Italy, on July 10, 
2025. I am working with Senator GRA-
HAM to build international support to 
advance our bipartisan Sanctioning 
Russia Act in an effort to end the 
bloodshed in Ukraine. I would have op-
posed cloture had I been present for the 
vote. The vote was rollcall vote No. 382. 

I was unable to vote on Executive 
Calendar No. 64, Jonathan Gould, of 
Virginia, to be Comptroller of the Cur-
rency for a term of five years, due to 
my participation at the Ukraine Re-
covery Conference in Rome, Italy, on 
July 10, 2025. I am working with Sen-
ator GRAHAM to build international 
support to advance our bipartisan 
Sanctioning Russia Act in an effort to 
end the bloodshed in Ukraine. I would 
have opposed confirmation of the nom-
ination had I been present for the vote. 
The vote was rollcall vote No. 383. 

f 

VOTE EXPLANATION 

Ms. ROSEN. Mr. President, on July 
14, 2025, due to unavoidable travel 
delays because of the weather, I missed 
rollcall vote No. 384. Had I been 
present, I would have voted no on vote 
No. 384, cloture on the confirmation of 
Whitney D. Hermandorfer to be United 
States Circuit Judge for the Sixth Cir-
cuit. 

On July 14, 2025, due to unavoidable 
travel delays because of the weather, I 

missed rollcall vote No. 385. Had I been 
present, I would have voted yes on vote 
No. 385, cloture on the nomination of 
Luke Pettit to be an Assistant Sec-
retary of the Treasury. 

f 

MESSAGES FROM THE PRESIDENT 

Messages from the President of the 
United States were communicated to 
the Senate by Mr. Hanley, one of his 
secretaries. 

f 

EXECUTIVE MESSAGES REFERRED 

In executive session the Presiding Of-
ficer laid before the Senate messages 
from the President of the United 
States submitting sundry nominations 
were referred to the appropriate com-
mittees. 

(The messages received today are 
printed at the end of the Senate pro-
ceedings.) 

f 

PRESIDENTIAL MESSAGE 

REPORT OF THE CONTINUATION 
OF THE NATIONAL EMERGENCY 
THAT WAS ORIGINALLY DE-
CLARED IN EXECUTIVE ORDER 
14078 OF JULY 19, 2022, WITH RE-
SPECT TO HOSTAGE-TAKING AND 
THE WRONGFUL DETENTION OF 
UNITED STATES NATIONALS 
ABROAD—PM 32 

The PRESIDING OFFICER laid be-
fore the Senate the following message 
from the President of the United 
States, together with an accompanying 
report; which was referred to the Com-
mittee on Foreign Relations: 

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

gencies Act (50 U.S.C. 1622(d)) provides 
for the automatic termination of a na-
tional emergency unless, within 90 
days prior to the anniversary date of 
its declaration, the President publishes 
in the Federal Register and transmits to 
the Congress a notice stating that the 
emergency is to continue in effect be-
yond the anniversary date. In accord-
ance with this provision, I have sent to 
the Federal Register for publication the 
enclosed notice stating that the na-
tional emergency with respect to hos-
tage-taking and the wrongful detention 
of United States nationals abroad de-
clared in Executive Order 14078 of July 
19, 2022, is to continue in effect beyond 
July 19, 2025. 

Hostage-taking and the wrongful de-
tention of United States nationals are 
heinous acts that undermine the rule 
of law. Terrorist organizations, crimi-
nal groups, and other malicious actors 
who take hostages for financial, polit-
ical, or other gain—as well as foreign 
states that engage in the practice of 
wrongful detention, including for polit-
ical leverage or to seek concessions 
from the United States—threaten the 
integrity of the international political 
system and the safety of United States 
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nationals and other persons abroad. 
Hostage-taking and the wrongful de-
tention of United States nationals 
abroad continue to pose an unusual and 
extraordinary threat to the national 
security, foreign policy, and economy 
of the United States. Therefore, I have 
determined that it is necessary to con-
tinue the national emergency declared 
in Executive Order 14078 with respect 
to hostage-taking and the wrongful de-
tention of United States nationals 
abroad. 

DONALD J. TRUMP.
THE WHITE HOUSE, July 15, 2025. 

f 

MESSAGES FROM THE HOUSE 

At 2:42 p.m., a message from the 
House of Representatives, delivered by 
Mrs. Cole, one of its reading clerks, an-
nounced that the House has passed the 
following bill, without amendment: 

S. 1596. An act to rename the Anahuac Na-
tional Wildlife Refuge located in the State of 
Texas as the ‘‘Jocelyn Nungaray National 
Wildlife Refuge’’. 

The message also announced that the 
House has passed the following bills, in 
which it requests the concurrence of 
the Senate: 

H.R. 410. An act to extend the Alaska Na-
tive Vietnam era veterans land allotment 
program, and for other purposes. 

H.R. 504. An act to amend the Miccosukee 
Reserved Area Act to authorize the expan-
sion of the Miccosukee Reserved Area and to 
carry out activities to protect structures 
within the Osceola Camp from flooding, and 
for other purposes. 

H.R. 900. An act to direct the Director of 
the United States Geological Survey to es-
tablish a program to map zones that are at 
greater risk of sinkhole formation, and for 
other purposes. 

H.R. 1044. An act to amend Public Law 99– 
338 with respect to Kaweah Project permits. 

H.R. 1455. An act to codify the Institute for 
Telecommunication Sciences and to direct 
the Assistant Secretary of Commerce for 
Communications and Information to estab-
lish an initiative to support the development 
of emergency communication and tracking 
technologies, and for other purposes. 

H.R. 1618. An act to require the Federal 
Communications Commission to review cer-
tain rules of the Commission and develop 
recommendations for rule changes to pro-
mote precision agriculture, and for other 
purposes. 

H.R. 1709. An act to direct the Assistant 
Secretary of Commerce for Communications 
and Information to submit to Congress a re-
port examining the Cybersecurity of mobile 
service networks, and for other purposes. 

H.R. 1729. An act to amend the John D. 
Dingell, Jr. Conservation, Management and 
Recreation Act to allow for additional enti-
ties to be eligible to complete the mainte-
nance work on Bolts Ditch and the Bolts 
Ditch Headgate within the Holy Cross Wil-
derness, Colorado. 

H.R. 1770. An act to direct the Consumer 
Product Safety Commission to establish a 
pilot program to explore the use of artificial 
intelligence in support of the mission of the 
Commission and to direct the Secretary of 
Commerce and the Federal Trade Commis-
sion to study and report on the use of 
blockchain technology and tokens, respec-
tively. 

H.R. 1765. An act to direct the Assistant 
Secretary of Commerce for Communications 

and Information to take certain actions to 
enhance the representation of the United 
States and promote United States leadership 
in communications standards-setting bodies, 
and for other purposes. 

H.R. 1766. An act to amend the National 
Telecommunications and Information Ad-
ministration Organization Act to establish 
the Office of Policy Development and Cyber-
security, and for other purposes. 

H.R. 2037. An act to provide outreach and 
technical assistance to small providers re-
garding Open RAN networks, and for other 
purposes. 

H.R. 2316. An act to amend the Pittman- 
Robertson Wildlife Restoration Act to pro-
vide that interest on obligations held in the 
Federal aid to wildlife restoration fund shall 
become available for apportionment at the 
beginning of fiscal year 2033. 

H.R. 3657. An act to amend the Federal 
Power Act to require the Federal Energy 
Regulatory Commission to annually submit 
to Congress a report on the status of ongoing 
hydropower relicensing applications. 

ENROLLED BILL SIGNED 
At 5:46 p.m., a message from the 

House of Representatives, delivered by 
Mrs. Cole, one of its reading clerks, an-
nounced that the Speaker has signed 
the following enrolled bill: 

H.R. 517. An act to amend the Internal 
Revenue Code of 1986 to modify the rules for 
postponing certain deadlines by reason of 
disaster. 

f 

MEASURES REFERRED 

The following bills were read the first 
and the second times by unanimous 
consent, and referred as indicated: 

H.R. 410. An act to extend the Alaska Na-
tive Vietnam era veterans land allotment 
program, and for other purposes; to the Com-
mittee on Energy and Natural Resources. 

H.R. 900. An act to direct the Director of 
the United States Geological Survey to es-
tablish a program to map zones that are at 
greater risk of sinkhole formation, and for 
other purposes; to the Committee on Energy 
and Natural Resources. 

H.R. 1044. An act to amend Public Law 99– 
338 with respect to Kaweah Project permits; 
to the Committee on Energy and Natural Re-
sources. 

H.R. 1455. An act to codify the Institute for 
Telecommunication Sciences and to direct 
the Assistant Secretary of Commerce for 
Communications and Information to estab-
lish an initiative to support the development 
of emergency communication and tracking 
technologies, and for other purposes; to the 
Committee on Commerce, Science, and 
Transportation. 

H.R. 1618. An act to require the Federal 
Communications Commission to review cer-
tain rules of the Commission and develop 
recommendations for rule changes to pro-
mote precision agriculture, and for other 
purposes; to the Committee on Commerce, 
Science, and Transportation. 

H.R. 1709. An act to direct the Assistant 
Secretary of Commerce for Communications 
and Information to submit to Congress a re-
port examining the cybersecurity of mobile 
service networks, and for other purposes; to 
the Committee on Commerce, Science, and 
Transportation. 

H.R. 1729. An act to amend the John D. 
Dingell, Jr. Conservation, Management, and 
Recreation Act to allow for additional enti-
ties to be eligible to complete the mainte-
nance work on Bolts Ditch and the Bolts 
Ditch Headgate within the Holy Cross Wil-
derness, Colorado; to the Committee on En-
ergy and Natural Resources. 

H.R. 1765. An act to direct the Assistant 
Secretary of Commerce for Communications 
and Information to take certain actions to 
enhance the representation of the United 
States and promote United States leadership 
in communications standards-setting bodies, 
and for other purposes; to the Committee on 
Commerce, Science, and Transportation. 

H.R. 1766. An act to amend the National 
Telecommunications and Information Ad-
ministration Organization Act to establish 
the Office of Policy Development and Cyber-
security, and for other purposes; to the Com-
mittee on Commerce, Science, and Transpor-
tation. 

H.R. 1770. An act to direct the Consumer 
Product Safety Commission to establish a 
pilot program to explore the use of artificial 
intelligence in support of the mission of the 
Commission and to direct the Secretary of 
Commerce and the Federal Trade Commis-
sion to study and report on the use of 
blockchain technology and tokens, respec-
tively; to the Committee on Commerce, 
Science, and Transportation. 

H.R. 2037. An act to provide outreach and 
technical assistance to small providers re-
garding Open RAN networks, and for other 
purposes; to the Committee on Commerce, 
Science, and Transportation. 

H.R. 2316. An act to amend the Pittman- 
Robertson Wildlife Restoration Act to pro-
vide that interest on obligations held in the 
Federal aid to wildlife restoration fund shall 
become available for apportionment at the 
beginning of fiscal year 2033; to the Com-
mittee on Environment and Public Works. 

H.R. 3657. An act to amend the Federal 
Power Act to require the Federal Energy 
Regulatory Commission to annually submit 
to Congress a report on the status of ongoing 
hydropower relicensing applications; to the 
Committee on Energy and Natural Re-
sources. 

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–1303. A communication from the Senior 
Advisor, Department of Health and Human 
Services, transmitting, pursuant to law, a 
report relative to a vacancy in the position 
of Deputy Secretary of Health and Human 
Services, received in the Office of the Presi-
dent of the Senate on July 9, 2025; to the 
Committee on Finance. 

EC–1304. 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 
amendment for the export of defense arti-
cles, including technical data, and defense 
services to Austria, Italy, Slovenia, and 
Qatar in the amount of $1,000,000 or more 
(Transmittal No. DDTC 24–095) received in 
the Office of the President pro tempore; to 
the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

EC–1305. 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 Israel in the amount of 
$1,000,000 (Transmittal No. DDTC 23–066) re-
ceived in the Office of the President pro tem-
pore; to the Committee on Foreign Rela-
tions. 

EC–1306. A communication from the Senior 
Bureau Official, Legislative Affairs, Depart-
ment of State, transmitting, pursuant to 
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section 36(c) of the Arms Export Control Act, 
the certification of a proposed license 
amendment for the export of defense arti-
cles, including technical data, and defense 
services to Canada, Germany, and Norway in 
the amount of $100,000,000 or more (Trans-
mittal No. DDTC 25–030) received in the Of-
fice of the President pro tempore; to the 
Committee on Foreign Relations. 

EC–1307. A communication from the Acting 
Director of the Directorate of Standards and 
Guidance, Occupational Safety and Health 
Administration, Department of Labor, trans-
mitting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule 
entitled ‘‘Construction Standards - Advisory 
Committee on Construction Safety and 
Health’’ (RIN1218–AD72) received in the Of-
fice of the President of the Senate on July 9, 
2025; to the Committee on Health, Education, 
Labor, and Pensions. 

EC–1308. A communication from the Acting 
Ombudsman, Energy Employees Occupa-
tional Illness Compensation Program, De-
partment of Labor, transmitting, pursuant 
to law, a report entitled ‘‘2024 Annual Report 
to Congress’’; to the Committee on Health, 
Education, Labor, and Pensions. 

EC–1309. 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 26–80, ‘‘1333 M Street, SE Tax 
Abatement Amendment Act of 2025’’; to the 
Committee on Homeland Security and Gov-
ernmental Affairs. 

EC–1310. 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 26–81, ‘‘Child Fatality Review 
Committee Temporary Amendment Act of 
2025’’; to the Committee on Homeland Secu-
rity and Governmental Affairs. 

EC–1311. 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 26–86, ‘‘Open Meetings Clarifica-
tion Temporary Amendment Act of 2025’’; to 
the Committee on Homeland Security and 
Governmental Affairs. 

EC–1312. 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 26–87, ‘‘Certified Business Enter-
prise Program Compliance and Enforcement 
Support Temporary Amendment Act of 
2025’’; to the Committee on Homeland Secu-
rity and Governmental Affairs. 

EC–1313. A communication from the Sec-
retary of Labor, transmitting , pursuant to 
law, the Department’s Semiannual Report of 
the Inspector General for the period from Oc-
tober 1, 2024 through March 31, 2025; to the 
Committee on Homeland Security and Gov-
ernmental Affairs. 

EC–1314. A communication from the Direc-
tor, Administrative Office of the United 
States Courts, transmitting, pursuant to 
law, an annual report to Congress concerning 
intercepted wire, oral, or electronic commu-
nications; to the Committee on the Judici-
ary. 

EC–1315. A communication from the Direc-
tor, Office of Management and Budget, Exec-
utive Office of the President, transmitting, 
pursuant to law, a cumulative report on re-
scissions dated June 3, 2025; to the Commit-
tees on Appropriations; the Budget; Com-
merce, Science, and Transportation; and 
Foreign Relations. 

f 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES 

The following reports of committees 
were submitted: 

By Mr. WICKER, from the Committee on 
Armed Services, without amendment: 

S. 2296. An original bill to authorize appro-
priations for fiscal year 2026 for military ac-

tivities of the Department of Defense, for 
military construction, and for defense activi-
ties of the Department of Energy, to pre-
scribe military personnel strengths for such 
fiscal year, and for other purposes (Rept. No. 
119–39). 

f 

EXECUTIVE REPORTS OF 
COMMITTEE 

The following executive reports of 
nominations were submitted: 

By Mr. COTTON for the Select Committee 
on Intelligence. 

*Christopher Fox, of Virginia, to be In-
spector General of the Intelligence Commu-
nity, Office of the Director of National Intel-
ligence. 

*Matthew Kozma, of Virginia, to be Under 
Secretary for Intelligence and Analysis, De-
partment of Homeland Security. 

*George Wesley Street, of Virginia, to be 
Director of the National Counterintelligence 
and Security Center. 

*John Dever, of Illinois, to be General 
Counsel of the Office of the Director of Na-
tional Intelligence. 

*Peter Thomson, of Louisiana, to be In-
spector General, Central Intelligence Agen-
cy. 

*Nomination was reported with rec-
ommendation that it be confirmed sub-
ject to the nominee’s commitment to 
respond to requests to appear and tes-
tify before any duly constituted com-
mittee of the Senate. 

f 

INTRODUCTION OF BILLS AND 
JOINT RESOLUTIONS 

The following bills and joint resolu-
tions were introduced, read the first 
and second times by unanimous con-
sent, and referred as indicated: 

By Mr. COTTON (for himself, Mr. 
HAGERTY, Mr. MORENO, and Mr. 
CRAMER): 

S. 2274. A bill to amend section 301 of the 
Immigration and Nationality Act to clarify 
those classes of individuals born in the 
United States who are not nationals or citi-
zens of the United States at birth; to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. BOOKER: 
S. 2275. A bill to provide for research and 

education with respect to uterine fibroids, 
and for other purposes; to the Committee on 
Health, Education, Labor, and Pensions. 

By Mr. WELCH (for himself, Mr. 
HAWLEY, and Ms. KLOBUCHAR): 

S. 2276. A bill to address patent thickets; to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Ms. HASSAN (for herself and Mr. 
LANKFORD): 

S. 2277. A bill to require the Secretary of 
Defense to submit a report on risks to the 
Global Positioning System and associated 
positioning, navigation, and timing services; 
to the Committee on Armed Services. 

By Mr. SCHMITT (for himself, Mr. 
HAWLEY, Ms. HASSAN, Mrs. MOODY, 
Mr. RISCH, Mr. CRAPO, Mr. CRUZ, and 
Mr. HAGERTY): 

S. 2278. A bill to amend title 18, United 
States Code, to punish criminal offenses tar-
geting first responders, and for other pur-
poses; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. HAWLEY: 
S. 2279. A bill to repeal the changes to Med-

icaid State provider tax authority and State 
directed payments made by the One Big 
Beautiful Bill Act and provide increased 
funding for the rural health transformation 
program; to the Committee on Finance. 

By Mr. JUSTICE (for himself and Mrs. 
CAPITO): 

S. 2280. A bill to transfer administrative 
jurisdiction over certain parcels of Federal 
land in Harpers Ferry, West Virginia, and for 
other purposes; to the Committee on Home-
land Security and Governmental Affairs. 

By Mr. WELCH (for himself, Mr. SAND-
ERS, and Mrs. SHAHEEN): 

S. 2281. A bill to direct the Secretary of 
Agriculture to establish a program to pro-
vide to rural communities technical assist-
ance in recovering from disasters, and for 
other purposes; to the Committee on Agri-
culture, Nutrition, and Forestry. 

By Ms. BALDWIN (for herself, Ms. 
ERNST, Ms. SMITH, Ms. COLLINS, and 
Mr. BOOZMAN): 

S. 2282. A bill to amend the Food, Con-
servation, and Energy Act of 2008 to reau-
thorize the Farm and Ranch Stress Assist-
ance Network, and for other purposes; to the 
Committee on Agriculture, Nutrition, and 
Forestry. 

By Mr. LANKFORD: 
S. 2283. A bill to designate the facility of 

the United States Postal Service located at 
201 West Oklahoma Avenue in Guthrie, Okla-
homa, as the ‘‘Oscar J. Upham Post Office’’; 
to the Committee on Homeland Security and 
Governmental Affairs. 

By Mr. BUDD (for himself and Mr. 
LEE): 

S. 2284. A bill to prohibit Federal agencies 
from restricting the use of convertible vir-
tual currency by a person to purchase goods 
or services for the person’s own use, and for 
other purposes; to the Committee on Bank-
ing, Housing, and Urban Affairs. 

By Ms. BLUNT ROCHESTER: 
S. 2285. A bill to direct the Secretary of 

Health and Human Services to study and re-
port on the relationship between hair 
straighteners and uterine cancer, particu-
larly among women of color; to the Com-
mittee on Health, Education, Labor, and 
Pensions. 

By Mr. MARKEY (for himself, Ms. 
WARREN, Mr. MERKLEY, and Mr. 
PADILLA): 

S. 2286. A bill to amend title I of the Pa-
tient Protection and Affordable Care Act to 
authorize the establishment of, and provide 
support for, State-based universal health 
care systems that provide comprehensive 
health benefits to State residents, and for 
other purposes; to the Committee on Fi-
nance. 

By Ms. BALDWIN (for herself, Mrs. 
CAPITO, Mr. MERKLEY, Mr. MAR-
SHALL, Ms. CANTWELL, Mr. BARRASSO, 
Mr. WELCH, Mrs. HYDE-SMITH, Mr. 
REED, Mr. ROUNDS, Ms. ROSEN, Ms. 
MURKOWSKI, Mr. KING, Mrs. BLACK-
BURN, Mrs. GILLIBRAND, Ms. COLLINS, 
Mr. WHITEHOUSE, and Mr. BOOZMAN): 

S. 2287. A bill to amend the Public Health 
Service Act to increase the number of per-
manent faculty in palliative care at accred-
ited allopathic and osteopathic medical 
schools, nursing schools, and other pro-
grams, including social work, physician as-
sistant, and chaplaincy education programs, 
to promote education and research in pallia-
tive care and hospice, and to support the de-
velopment of faculty careers in academic 
palliative and hospice care; to the Com-
mittee on Health, Education, Labor, and 
Pensions. 

By Mr. BENNET (for himself and Mr. 
HOEVEN): 

S. 2288. A bill to reauthorize the Joint 
Chiefs Landscape Restoration Partnership 
program, and for other purposes; to the Com-
mittee on Agriculture, Nutrition, and For-
estry. 

By Mr. GRASSLEY (for himself and 
Ms. HASSAN): 
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S. 2289. A bill to amend titles XIX and XXI 

of the Social Security Act to improve mater-
nal health coverage under Medicaid and 
CHIP, and for other purposes; to the Com-
mittee on Finance. 

By Mr. TILLIS (for himself and Mr. 
LUJÁN): 

S. 2290. A bill to clarify certain regulations 
to allow for the installation of pulsating 
light systems for high-mounted stop lamps, 
and for other purposes; to the Committee on 
Commerce, Science, and Transportation. 

By Ms. KLOBUCHAR (for herself and 
Mr. RICKETTS): 

S. 2291. A bill to require the Administrator 
of the Environmental Protection Agency to 
ensure that flexible fuel vehicles may use 
certain gram per mile carbon dioxide values 
for purposes of determining fleet average 
carbon dioxide standards for certain vehi-
cles; to the Committee on Environment and 
Public Works. 

By Mr. BANKS (for himself and Mr. 
KAINE): 

S. 2292. A bill to amend the Federal Food, 
Drug, and Cosmetic Act to revise and extend 
the user fee program for over-the-counter 
monograph drugs, and for other purposes; to 
the Committee on Health, Education, Labor, 
and Pensions. 

By Mr. CRUZ (for himself, Mr. COTTON, 
Mrs. MOODY, Mr. SCOTT of Florida, 
Mr. MCCORMICK, and Mr. BOOZMAN): 

S. 2293. A bill to require the President to 
designate the Muslim Brotherhood as a for-
eign terrorist organization, to direct the 
Secretary of State to submit a report to Con-
gress regarding such designation, and for 
other purposes; to the Committee on Foreign 
Relations. 

By Ms. COLLINS (for herself, Ms. 
SMITH, and Mr. KING): 

S. 2294. A bill to reauthorize the Kay 
Hagan Tick Act, and for other purposes; to 
the Committee on Health, Education, Labor, 
and Pensions. 

By Mrs. MURRAY (for herself, Mr. 
KAINE, Ms. HIRONO, and Mr. KIM): 

S. 2295. A bill to increase the quality and 
supply of child care and lower child care 
costs for families; to the Committee on 
Health, Education, Labor, and Pensions. 

By Mr. WICKER: 
S. 2296. An original bill to authorize appro-

priations for fiscal year 2026 for military ac-
tivities of the Department of Defense, for 
military construction, and for defense activi-
ties of the Department of Energy, to pre-
scribe military personnel strengths for such 
fiscal year, and for other purposes; from the 
Committee on Armed Services; placed on the 
calendar. 

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. MERKLEY (for himself and Mr. 
DAINES): 

S. Res. 321. A resolution commemorating 
30 years of diplomatic relations between the 
United States and Vietnam on July 11, 2025; 
to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

By Mr. SULLIVAN (for himself, Ms. 
BALDWIN, Mr. CRUZ, Mr. 
HICKENLOOPER, Mr. BUDD, Ms. KLO-
BUCHAR, Mr. HOEVEN, Mr. VAN HOL-
LEN, Mr. SHEEHY, Mr. KING, Mr. 
CRAMER, Mr. GALLEGO, Mr. HUSTED, 
Mr. WARNOCK, Mr. JUSTICE, Mr. 
PADILLA, Ms. COLLINS, Mr. MULLIN, 
and Mr. KAINE): 

S. Res. 322. A resolution expressing support 
for the designation of the month of June 2025 

as ‘‘National Post-Traumatic Stress Aware-
ness Month’’ and June 27, 2025, as ‘‘National 
Post-Traumatic Stress Awareness Day’’; con-
sidered and agreed to. 

f 

ADDITIONAL COSPONSORS 

S. 199 
At the request of Mr. CRAPO, the 

name of the Senator from Indiana (Mr. 
YOUNG) was added as a cosponsor of S. 
199, a bill to amend the Internal Rev-
enue 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. 237 
At the request of Ms. KLOBUCHAR, the 

name of the Senator from Maryland 
(Ms. ALSOBROOKS) was added as a co-
sponsor of S. 237, a bill to amend the 
Omnibus Crime Control and Safe 
Streets Act of 1968 to provide public 
safety officer benefits for exposure-re-
lated cancers, and for other purposes. 

S. 275 
At the request of Mr. MORAN, the 

name of the Senator from Texas (Mr. 
CRUZ) was added as a cosponsor of S. 
275, a bill to improve the provision of 
care and services under the Veterans 
Community Care Program of the De-
partment of Veterans Affairs, and for 
other purposes. 

S. 326 
At the request of Mrs. BLACKBURN, 

the names of the Senator from Ten-
nessee (Mr. HAGERTY) and the Senator 
from California (Mr. SCHIFF) were 
added as cosponsors of S. 326, a bill to 
amend title 17, United States Code, to 
provide fair treatment of radio stations 
and artists for the use of sound record-
ings, and for other purposes. 

S. 349 
At the request of Mr. PADILLA, the 

name of the Senator from Washington 
(Mrs. MURRAY) was added as a cospon-
sor of S. 349, a bill to authorize the 
Secretary of Agriculture to permit re-
moval of trees around electrical lines 
on National Forest System land with-
out conducting a timber sale, and for 
other purposes. 

S. 403 
At the request of Mrs. HYDE-SMITH, 

the name of the Senator from West 
Virginia (Mrs. CAPITO) was added as a 
cosponsor of S. 403, a bill to direct the 
Secretary of Health and Human Serv-
ices to establish an Office of Rural 
Health, and for other purposes. 

S. 485 
At the request of Mr. BARRASSO, his 

name was added as a cosponsor of S. 
485, a bill to amend chapter 8 of title 5, 
United States Code, to provide that 
major rules of the executive branch 
shall have no force or effect unless a 
joint resolution of approval is enacted 
into law. 

S. 522 
At the request of Mr. HAGERTY, the 

name of the Senator from New Jersey 
(Mr. KIM) was added as a cosponsor of 
S. 522, a bill to amend the Federal 
Credit Union Act to modify the fre-

quency of board of directors meetings, 
and for other purposes. 

S. 739 

At the request of Mrs. GILLIBRAND, 
the name of the Senator from Con-
necticut (Mr. MURPHY) was added as a 
cosponsor of S. 739, a bill to amend 
title XXXIII of the Public Health Serv-
ice Act with respect to flexibility and 
funding for the World Trade Center 
Health Program. 

S. 874 

At the request of Mr. PETERS, the 
name of the Senator from Iowa (Mr. 
GRASSLEY) was added as a cosponsor of 
S. 874, a bill to ensure that whistle-
blowers, including contractors, are pro-
tected from retaliation when a Federal 
employee orders a reprisal, and for 
other purposes. 

S. 930 

At the request of Mr. MCCONNELL, 
the name of the Senator from Lou-
isiana (Mr. KENNEDY) was added as a 
cosponsor of S. 930, a bill to amend the 
Internal Revenue Code of 1986 to ex-
clude from gross income capital gains 
from the sale of certain farmland prop-
erty which are reinvested in individual 
retirement plans. 

S. 942 

At the request of Ms. ROSEN, the 
name of the Senator from Delaware 
(Mr. COONS) was added as a cosponsor 
of S. 942, a bill to amend the Higher 
Education Act of 1965 to provide for in-
terest-free deferment on student loans 
for borrowers serving in a medical or 
dental internship or residency pro-
gram. 

S. 1027 

At the request of Mr. KAINE, the 
names of the Senator from Nebraska 
(Mr. RICKETTS) and the Senator from 
New York (Mrs. GILLIBRAND) were 
added as cosponsors of S. 1027, a bill to 
amend the Internal Revenue Code of 
1986 to make employers of spouses of 
military personnel eligible for the 
work opportunity credit. 

S. 1031 

At the request of Mr. TILLIS, the 
names of the Senator from Kansas (Mr. 
MARSHALL) and the Senator from Dela-
ware (Mr. COONS) were added as cospon-
sors of S. 1031, a bill to amend Title 
XVIII of the Social Security Act to cre-
ate a Radiation Oncology Case Rate 
Value Based Payment Program exempt 
from budget neutrality adjustment re-
quirements, and to amend section 
1128A of title XI of the Social Security 
Act to create a new statutory excep-
tion for the provision of free or dis-
counted transportation for radiation 
oncology patients to receive radiation 
therapy services. 

S. 1064 

At the request of Mr. YOUNG, the 
name of the Senator from Mississippi 
(Mrs. HYDE-SMITH) was added as a co-
sponsor of S. 1064, a bill to preserve 
open competition and Federal Govern-
ment neutrality towards the labor rela-
tions of Federal Government contrac-
tors on Federal and federally funded 
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construction projects, and for other 
purposes. 

S. 1244 
At the request of Mr. CRUZ, the name 

of the Senator from North Carolina 
(Mr. BUDD) was added as a cosponsor of 
S. 1244, a bill to amend the Elementary 
and Secondary Education Act of 1965 to 
allow parents of eligible military de-
pendent children to establish Military 
Education Savings Accounts, and for 
other purposes. 

S. 1394 
At the request of Ms. SMITH, the 

name of the Senator from Virginia (Mr. 
WARNER) was added as a cosponsor of S. 
1394, a bill to provide enhanced funding 
for family planning services. 

S. 1486 
At the request of Mr. BOOKER, the 

name of the Senator from New York 
(Mrs. GILLIBRAND) was added as a co-
sponsor of S. 1486, a bill to amend the 
Outer Continental Shelf Lands Act to 
permanently prohibit the conduct of 
offshore drilling on the outer Conti-
nental Shelf in the Mid-Atlantic, South 
Atlantic, North Atlantic, and Straits 
of Florida planning areas. 

S. 1702 
At the request of Mrs. CAPITO, the 

name of the Senator from New Jersey 
(Mr. BOOKER) was added as a cosponsor 
of S. 1702, a bill to amend titles XVIII 
and XIX of the Social Security Act to 
provide for coverage of prescription 
digital therapeutics under such titles, 
and for other purposes. 

S. 1847 
At the request of Mr. PAUL, the name 

of the Senator from South Carolina 
(Mr. SCOTT) was added as a cosponsor 
of S. 1847, a bill to amend the Employee 
Retirement Income Security Act of 
1974 to clarify the treatment of certain 
association health plans as employers, 
and for other purposes. 

S. 1926 
At the request of Mr. MERKLEY, the 

name of the Senator from California 
(Mr. PADILLA) was added as a cosponsor 
of S. 1926, a bill to encourage reduction 
of disposable plastic products in units 
of the National Park System, and for 
other purposes. 

S. 2211 
At the request of Ms. COLLINS, the 

names of the Senator from Oregon (Mr. 
MERKLEY) and the Senator from West 
Virginia (Mrs. CAPITO) were added as 
cosponsors of S. 2211, a bill to reauthor-
ize the Special Diabetes Program for 
Type 1 Diabetes and the Special Diabe-
tes Program for Indians. 

S. 2228 
At the request of Mr. SCOTT of South 

Carolina, the name of the Senator from 
Louisiana (Mr. CASSIDY) was added as a 
cosponsor of S. 2228, a bill to amend the 
Fair Labor Standards Act of 1938 to 
harmonize the definition of employee 
with the common law. 

S. 2254 
At the request of Mr. GALLEGO, the 

name of the Senator from Pennsyl-
vania (Mr. FETTERMAN) was added as a 

cosponsor of S. 2254, a bill to codify the 
Federal Trade Commission’s negative 
option rule. 

S. 2272 
At the request of Mr. BENNET, the 

name of the Senator from Massachu-
setts (Mr. MARKEY) was added as a co-
sponsor of S. 2272, a bill to provide ac-
cess to reliable, clean, and drinkable 
water on Tribal lands, and for other 
purposes. 

S. CON. RES. 6 
At the request of Mr. CRAPO, the 

name of the Senator from Nebraska 
(Mr. RICKETTS) was added as a cospon-
sor of S. Con. Res. 6, a concurrent reso-
lution expressing the sense of Congress 
that tax-exempt fraternal benefit soci-
eties have historically provided and 
continue to provide critical benefits to 
the people and communities of the 
United States. 

S. RES. 240 
At the request of Ms. HIRONO, the 

name of the Senator from Pennsyl-
vania (Mr. FETTERMAN) was added as a 
cosponsor of S. Res. 240, a resolution 
affirming that diversity, equity, inclu-
sion, and accessibility are fundamental 
values of the United States and empha-
sizing the ongoing need to address dis-
crimination and inequality in the 
workplace, pre-K through 12th grade 
and higher education systems, govern-
ment programs, the military, and our 
society. 

AMENDMENT NO. 2425 
At the request of Ms. ROSEN, the 

names of the Senator from Wisconsin 
(Ms. BALDWIN), the Senator from Mary-
land (Ms. ALSOBROOKS) and the Senator 
from New Hampshire (Mrs. SHAHEEN) 
were added as cosponsors of amend-
ment No. 2425 intended to be proposed 
to H.R. 1, a bill to provide for reconcili-
ation pursuant to title II of H. Con. 
Res. 14. 

f 

STATEMENTS ON INTRODUCED 
BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTIONS 

By Ms. COLLINS (for herself, Ms. 
SMITH, and Mr. KING): 

S. 2294. A bill to reauthorize the Kay 
Hagan Tick Act, and for other pur-
poses; to the Committee on Health, 
Education, Labor, and Pensions. 

Ms. COLLINS. Mr. President, I rise 
today with my colleague from Min-
nesota Senator SMITH to introduce the 
Kay Hagan Tick Act Reauthorization. I 
would also like to recognize Senator 
KING, who is joining as an original co-
sponsor. Our bill is named after our 
colleague, former Senator Kay Hagan, 
who passed away in October 2019 due to 
complications from the tick-borne dis-
ease known as the Powassan virus. 
This bipartisan legislation will reau-
thorize Federal programs that provide 
local communities and States with re-
sources for prevention, early detection, 
and treatment of tick-borne and other 
vector-borne diseases. 

Tick-borne diseases like Lyme have 
become a significant public health con-
cern, with the incidence exploding over 

the past 20 years. The number of Amer-
icans with tick-borne diseases has been 
rising at an alarming rate. In 2003, 
Lyme disease infected around 30,000 
Americans. Last year, there were an 
estimated 500,000 cases, an increase of 
1,400 percent. In my Sate of Maine, we 
recorded a record 3,200 cases of Lyme 
disease in 2024, and experts predict a 
increase in tick populations this year 
after a winter that was not consist-
ently cold enough to reduce their num-
bers. 

Far too many Americans with Lyme 
disease experience a complex diag-
nostic odyssey that takes months or 
even years. One of my constituents, 
Adina Bercowicz from Yarmouth, 
shared with me her harrowing journey 
of diagnosis and treatment after a tick 
bite during her pregnancy. Prior to 
getting sick, Adina was working full- 
time and regularly attended yoga and 
martial arts classes, had an active so-
cial life, and traveled frequently for 
work. She then began to experience 
symptoms such as chronic fatigue, 
sharp joint pain, memory loss, cog-
nitive decline, and migraines. It took 
several doctors and dozens of tests for 
Adina to be diagnosed with late-stage, 
chronic Lyme disease, but at this 
point, her symptoms were debilitating. 
She still struggles with daily symp-
toms, but along with her husband Yan, 
has worked to found LymeTV, a non-
profit in Maine that seeks to raise 
awareness about Lyme disease. 

In addition to the physical and emo-
tional toll that Lyme disease can im-
pose, it also can be expensive. Medical 
costs of Lyme disease are estimated at 
$2 billion per year. When accounting 
for indirect medical costs, including in-
ability to work, in some cases, the an-
nual costs balloon to $75 billion per 
year. 

A correct and early diagnosis can re-
duce costs and improve the prognosis. 
We have a long way to go, but I am en-
couraged that we have made progress 
since the original Kay Hagan Tick Act 
was signed into law in 2019. For exam-
ple, a clinical trial for a Lyme disease 
vaccine for people is underway right 
now at the MaineHealth Institute for 
Research. Reauthorizing the Tick Act 
would allow crucial developments such 
as these to continue. 

The Tick Act uses a three-pronged 
approach to address Lyme and other 
tick and vector-borne diseases. First, it 
would require HHS to continue to im-
plement and update as appropriate its 
National Strategy for Vector-Borne 
Disease. This strategy was required by 
the original legislation and released in 
2024. I look forward to working with 
the Department to achieve its target of 
reducing the number of Lyme disease 
cases by 25 percent by 2035. 

Second, the Tick Act would reauthor-
ize the Regional Centers of Excellence 
in Vector-Borne Disease, which Con-
gress established in 2017 in response to 
Zika. Since then, tick-borne diseases 
have accounted for three in four vec-
tor-borne diseases in the U.S., and 
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these centers have led the scientific re-
sponse. Our legislation would reauthor-
ize funding for these centers for an-
other 5 years. 

Finally, the bill would reauthorize 
funding for CDC grants, awarded to 
State Health Departments, to improve 
data collection and analysis, support 
early detection and diagnosis, improve 
treatment, and raise awareness for vec-
tor-borne diseases. 

The Kay Hagan Tick Act takes a 
comprehensive approach to address 
tick-borne diseases. I urge all my col-
leagues to support this important leg-
islation. 

f 

SUBMITTED RESOLUTIONS 

SENATE RESOLUTION 321—COM-
MEMORATING 30 YEARS OF DIP-
LOMATIC RELATIONS BETWEEN 
THE UNITED STATES AND VIET-
NAM ON JULY 11, 2025 

Mr. MERKLEY (for himself and Mr. 
DAINES) submitted the following reso-
lution; which was referred to the Com-
mittee on Foreign Relations: 

S. RES. 321 

Whereas since the end the Vietnam War, 
hundreds of thousands of Vietnamese have 
resettled in the United States and built vi-
brant communities across the United States, 
which contribute to the rich diversity of our 
Nation; 

Whereas the joint efforts across the admin-
istrations of President Ronald Reagan and 
President George H. W. Bush to address ques-
tions surrounding United States service 
members missing in action (MIA) set the 
foundation for the normalization of bilateral 
relations between the United States and 
Vietnam; 

Whereas, between 1991 to 1993, the Select 
Committee on POW/MIA Affairs of the Sen-
ate conducted public hearings and issued an 
extensive report on the prisoner of war 
(POW) and MIA issue, helping to lay the do-
mestic political foundation for the break-
throughs in subsequent United States-Viet-
nam relations; 

Whereas the efforts to identify and return 
the remains of service members missing in 
action on both the United States and Viet-
namese sides, alongside unexploded ordnance 
removal, dioxin remediation, disability pro-
grams supporting survivors impacted by 
these war remnants, and efforts to continue 
public education on these topics, collectively 
built the foundation for ongoing war legacy 
programs in Southeast Asia, which are a 
vital component of the bilateral relationship 
between Vietnam and the United States; 

Whereas section 521 of the Foreign Rela-
tions Authorization Act, Fiscal Years 1994 
and 1995 (Public Law 103–236) expressed the 
Senate’s support for the normalization of re-
lations with Vietnam and sent an important 
political signal to the Executive branch on 
moving ahead with diplomatic normaliza-
tion; 

Whereas on February 4, 1994, U.S. Presi-
dent Bill Clinton lifted of the trade embargo 
in place since the end of the Vietnam War, in 
turn paving the way to the announcement of 
a normalization of relations between the 
United States and Vietnam on July 11, 1995; 

Whereas significant progress has been 
made in the bilateral relationship since the 
normalization of diplomatic relations be-
tween the United States and Vietnam, lead-

ing to significant cooperation between the 
government and peoples of the United States 
and Vietnam in an array of areas, extending 
to political, economic, and cultural ties; 

Whereas in January of 2001, Congress 
passed the bipartisan Vietnam Education 
Foundation Act of 2000 (title II of division B 
of Public Law 106–554) to promote reconcili-
ation between the United States and Viet-
nam through an international exchange pro-
gram between the 2 countries, which allowed 
Vietnamese nationals to pursue advanced 
studies in the United States and United 
States citizens to teach in the fields of 
science, mathematics, medicine, and tech-
nology in Vietnam; 

Whereas in September and October of 2001, 
respectively, the House of Representatives 
and the Senate approved measures to imple-
ment a bilateral trade agreement negotiated 
during the Presidency of Bill Clinton, which 
was subsequently signed into law by Presi-
dent George W. Bush on October 3, 2001; 

Whereas in December 2006, Congress grant-
ed permanent normal trade relations status 
to Vietnam under title IV of division D of 
the Tax Relief and Health Care Act of 2006 
(Public Law 109–432); 

Whereas on July 25, 2013, President Barack 
Obama and Vietnam President Truong Tan 
Sang agreed to establish a comprehensive 
partnership between Vietnam and the United 
States based on the principles of respect for 
the United Nations Charter, international 
law, respect for political institutions, inde-
pendence and sovereignty, and each other’s 
territorial integrity; 

Whereas on May 23, 2016, President Barack 
Obama announced the removal of remaining 
United States restrictions on the sale of le-
thal weapons and related services to Viet-
nam, a move that followed President George 
W. Bush’s 2007 decision to permit case-by- 
case sales of nonlethal defense items and de-
fense services and President Obama’s 2014 de-
cision to partially ease United States re-
strictions on the transfer of lethal weapons 
and articles to Vietnam; 

Whereas President Donald Trump became 
the first United States President to visit 
Vietnam twice in one presidential term, in-
cluding a November 2017 state visit during 
which President Trump and Vietnamese 
President Tran Dai Quang— 

(1) concluded a new Three Year Plan of Ac-
tion for Defense Cooperation to increase bi-
lateral naval activities; 

(2) agreed on the first visit of the United 
States aircraft carrier to Vietnam in 2018; 

(3) celebrated the conclusion of a joint ef-
fort to clean dioxin-contaminated soil and 
sediment in Da Nang, Vietnam; 

(4) welcomed the United States commit-
ment to contribute to remediation efforts at 
Bien Hoa Airport; and 

(5) took significant steps forward with an 
increase in direct investment in Vietnam 
with an emphasis on energy cooperation; 

Whereas on September 10, 2023, President 
Joe Biden and General Secretary Nguyen 
Phú Trong issued a Joint Communiqué 
that— 

(1) officially upgraded the bilateral rela-
tionship to the level of Comprehensive Stra-
tegic Partnership; 

(2) recognized considerable progress made 
in the bilateral relationship in a short 10- 
year period; and 

(3) underscored the fundamental principles 
guiding United States–Vietnam relations, in-
cluding respect for the United Nations Char-
ter, international law, and respect for each 
other’s independence, sovereignty, and terri-
torial integrity; 

Whereas the United States and Vietnam 
have formed a partnership in promoting 
peace, cooperation, prosperity, and security 
in the Indo-Pacific region, including by— 

(1) recognizing the strategic importance of 
free and open access to the South China Sea; 
and 

(2) continuing programs by initiated dur-
ing the administrations of President Obama, 
President Trump, and President Biden to 
help Vietnam enhance its maritime capabili-
ties; 

Whereas, throughout these positive devel-
opments, Congress has consistently offered 
strong bipartisan support to the continu-
ation and eventual completion of war legacy 
programs in Vietnam as the basis on which 
the bilateral relationship was established 30 
years ago; 

Whereas the United States and Vietnam 
will continue to deepen cooperation in a 
wide range of areas, including political and 
diplomatic relations, economic trade and in-
vestment, science and technology, education 
and health, cultural and people-to-people 
ties, defense and security, regional and glob-
al issues, and the promotion and protection 
of human rights, to ensure the interests of 
the people in the United States and in Viet-
nam and to contribute to peace, stability, 
cooperation, and prosperity around the 
world: Now, therefore, be it 

Resolved, That the Senate— 
(1) recognizes— 
(A) the significance of the 30th anniversary 

of normalization of the bilateral relationship 
between the United States and Vietnam; and 

(B) the strong and enduring relationship 
built by United States and Vietnam based on 
mutual respect, trust, and a shared commit-
ment to peace and prosperity; 

(2) honors the contributions of Vietnamese 
Americans to the United States during the 
past 50 years, including— 

(A) their tireless commitment to strength-
ening ties among different communities, sec-
tors, businesses, youths, and people’s organi-
zations between the United States and Viet-
nam; and 

(B) facilitating reconciliation and eco-
nomic prosperity between the 2 countries; 

(3) honors— 
(A) the service of members of the United 

States Armed Forces who fought in Vietnam, 
including those who gave their lives in the 
conflict; and 

(B) United States veteran-led initiatives 
established and dedicated to engaging in rec-
onciliation efforts with the Vietnamese peo-
ple; 

(4) expresses the commitment of the 
United States to the sustained continuation 
of funding and operational support to war 
legacy programs in Vietnam foundational to 
the bilateral relationship, including— 

(A) dioxin remediation at Bien Hoa Air-
port; 

(B) unexploded ordnance removal; 
(C) support for persons with disabilities; 
(D) capacity building in provincial and na-

tional efforts on mine action; and 
(E) accounting for Vietnamese missing and 

fallen soldiers from the war; 
(5) acknowledges the significant progress 

in various areas of cooperation, including po-
litical and diplomatic relations, trade and 
economic ties, defense and security, and peo-
ple-to-people exchanges; 

(6) reaffirms the commitment of the 
United States to sustaining and building on 
the partnership officially established in the 
U.S.-Vietnam Comprehensive Strategic Part-
nership in September 2023, underscored by 
the fundamental principles guiding the bilat-
eral relationship, including respect for the 
United Nations Charter, international law, 
and respect for each other’s independence, 
sovereignty, and territorial integrity; and 

(7) expresses— 
(A) the determination of the United States 

to continue strengthening cooperation 
across sectors; and 
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(B) the vital importance of the bilateral re-

lationship between the United States and 
Vietnam to addressing shared challenges and 
promoting continued regional peace and sta-
bility in the Indo-Pacific region. 

f 

SENATE RESOLUTION 322—EX-
PRESSING SUPPORT FOR THE 
DESIGNATION OF THE MONTH OF 
JUNE 2025 AS ‘‘NATIONAL POST- 
TRAUMATIC STRESS AWARE-
NESS MONTH’’ AND JUNE 27, 2025, 
AS ‘‘NATIONAL POST-TRAUMATIC 
STRESS AWARENESS DAY’’ 

Mr. SULLIVAN (for himself, Ms. 
BALDWIN, Mr. CRUZ, Mr. HICKENLOOPER, 
Mr. BUDD, Ms. KLOBUCHAR, Mr. HOEVEN, 
Mr. VAN HOLLEN, Mr. SHEEHY, Mr. 
KING, Mr. CRAMER, Mr. GALLEGO, Mr. 
HUSTED, Mr. WARNOCK, Mr. JUSTICE, 
Mr. PADILLA, Ms. COLLINS, Mr. MULLIN, 
and Mr. KAINE) submitted the following 
resolution; which was considered and 
agreed to: 

S. RES. 322 

Whereas the brave men and women of the 
Armed Forces, who proudly serve the United 
States, risk their lives to protect the free-
dom, health, and welfare of the people of the 
United States, and deserve the investment of 
every possible resource to ensure their last-
ing physical, mental, and emotional well- 
being; 

Whereas nearly 2,800,000 members of the 
Armed Forces have deployed overseas since 
the events of September 11, 2001, and have 
served in places such as Afghanistan and 
Iraq; 

Whereas the current generation of men and 
women in the Armed Forces has sustained a 
high rate of operational deployments, with 
many members of the Armed Forces serving 
overseas multiple times, placing those mem-
bers at high risk of enduring traumatic com-
bat stress; 

Whereas, when left untreated, exposure to 
traumatic combat stress can lead to severe 
and chronic post-traumatic stress responses, 
commonly referred to as post-traumatic 
stress, post-traumatic stress disorder, or 
post-traumatic stress injury; 

Whereas the Secretary of Veterans Affairs 
reports that approximately— 

(1) 11 to 20 percent of veterans who served 
in Operation Iraqi Freedom or Operation En-
during Freedom suffer from severe or chron-
ic post-traumatic stress responses; 

(2) 12 percent of veterans who served in the 
Persian Gulf war have post-traumatic stress 
in a given year; and 

(3) 30 percent of veterans who served in the 
Vietnam era have had post-traumatic stress 
in their lifetimes; 

Whereas the diagnosis known as post-trau-
matic stress disorder was initially formu-
lated in 1980 by the American Psychiatric 
Association to describe and categorize the 
symptoms and behavioral complications of 
severe traumatic stress; 

Whereas the symptoms and behavioral 
complications of severe traumatic stress 
have historically been unjustly portrayed in 
the media, stigmatizing individuals living 
with post-traumatic stress; 

Whereas electro-magnetic imaging has 
shown that severe traumatic stress causes 
physical changes in the brain; 

Whereas many post-traumatic stress re-
sponses remain unreported, undiagnosed, and 
untreated due to— 

(1) a lack of awareness about post-trau-
matic stress and the persistent stigma asso-
ciated with mental health conditions; and 

(2) a lack of access to mental health treat-
ment; 

Whereas, without timely redress, trau-
matic stress responses can worsen over time 
and lead to severe consequences, including 
self-harm; 

Whereas exposure to trauma during service 
in the Armed Forces can lead to post-trau-
matic stress; 

Whereas post-traumatic stress signifi-
cantly increases the risk of anxiety, depres-
sion, homelessness, substance abuse, and sui-
cide, especially if left untreated; 

Whereas public perceptions of post-trau-
matic stress have created challenges for vet-
erans seeking employment; 

Whereas the Department of Defense, the 
Department of Veterans Affairs, and vet-
erans service organizations, as well as the 
larger medical community, both private and 
public, have made significant advances in 
the identification, prevention, diagnosis, and 
treatment of post-traumatic stress and the 
symptoms of post-traumatic stress, but 
many challenges remain; 

Whereas increased understanding of post- 
traumatic stress can help to eliminate the 
stigma attached to the mental health issues 
of post-traumatic stress; 

Whereas additional efforts are needed to 
find further ways to eliminate the stigma as-
sociated with post-traumatic stress, includ-
ing the recognition that post-traumatic 
stress is often a reparable injury, and exam-
ination of how post-traumatic stress is por-
trayed by the media; 

Whereas timely and appropriate treatment 
of post-traumatic stress responses can di-
minish complications and prevent suicides; 
and 

Whereas the designation of a National 
Post-Traumatic Stress Awareness Month and 
a National Post-Traumatic Stress Awareness 
Day raises public awareness about issues re-
lated to post-traumatic stress, reduces the 
associated stigma, supports resilience, and 
helps ensure that those individuals suffering 
from the invisible wounds of war receive 
proper treatment: Now, therefore, be it 

Resolved, That the Senate— 
(1) designates— 
(A) June 2025 as ‘‘National Post-Traumatic 

Stress Awareness Month’’; and 
(B) June 27, 2025, as ‘‘National Post-Trau-

matic Stress Awareness Day’’; 
(2) supports the efforts of the Secretary of 

Veterans Affairs and the Secretary of De-
fense, as well as the entire medical commu-
nity, to educate members of the Armed 
Forces, veterans, the families of members of 
the Armed Forces and veterans, and the pub-
lic about the causes, symptoms, and treat-
ment of post-traumatic stress; 

(3) supports efforts by the Secretary of 
Veterans Affairs and the Secretary of De-
fense to foster cultural change around the 
issue of post-traumatic stress, understanding 
that personal interactions can save lives and 
advance treatment; 

(4) encourages the leadership of the Armed 
Forces to support appropriate treatment of 
men and women of the Armed Forces who 
suffer from post-traumatic stress; and 

(5) recognizes the impact of post-traumatic 
stress on the spouses and families of mem-
bers of the Armed Forces and veterans. 

f 

AMENDMENTS SUBMITTED AND 
PROPOSED 

SA 2853. Mr. THUNE (for Mr. SCHMITT) pro-
posed an amendment to the bill H.R. 4, to re-
scind certain budget authority 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. 

TEXT OF AMENDMENTS 

SA 2853. Mr. THUNE (for Mr. 
SCHMITT) proposed an amendment to 
the bill H.R. 4, to rescind certain budg-
et authority 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 Im-
poundment Control Act of 1974; as fol-
lows: 

Strike all after the enacting clause and in-
sert the following: 
SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE. 

This Act may be cited as the ‘‘Rescissions 
Act of 2025’’. 
SEC. 2. RESCISSIONS OF BUDGET AUTHORITY. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Pursuant to the special 
message transmitted by the President on 
June 3, 2025, to the House of Representatives 
and the Senate proposing the rescission of 
budget authority under section 1012 of part B 
of title X of the Congressional Budget and 
Impoundment Control Act of 1974 (2 U.S.C. 
682 et seq.), the rescissions described under 
subsection (b) shall take effect immediately 
upon the date of enactment of this Act. 

(b) RESCISSIONS.—The rescissions described 
in this subsection are as follows: 

(1) Of the unobligated balances under the 
heading ‘‘International Organizations—Con-
tributions to International Organizations’’ 
made available by the Department of State, 
Foreign Operations, and Related Programs 
Appropriations Act, 2024 (division F of Public 
Law 118–47), $33,008,764 are rescinded. 

(2) Of the unobligated balances under the 
heading ‘‘International Organizations—Con-
tributions to International Organizations’’ 
made available by the Full-Year Continuing 
Appropriations Act, 2025 (division A of Pub-
lic Law 119–4), $168,837,230 are rescinded. 

(3) Of the unobligated balances under the 
heading ‘‘International Organizations—Con-
tributions for International Peacekeeping 
Activities’’ made available by the Depart-
ment of State, Foreign Operations, and Re-
lated Programs Appropriations Act, 2024 (di-
vision F of Public Law 118–47), $203,328,007 are 
rescinded. 

(4) Of the unobligated balances under the 
heading ‘‘International Organizations—Con-
tributions for International Peacekeeping 
Activities’’ made available by the Full-Year 
Continuing Appropriations Act, 2025 (divi-
sion A of Public Law 119–4), $157,906,000 are 
rescinded. 

(5) Of the unobligated balances in the first 
paragraph under the heading ‘‘Bilateral Eco-
nomic Assistance—Funds Appropriated to 
the President—Global Health Programs’’ 
made available by the Full-Year Continuing 
Appropriations Act, 2025 (division A of Pub-
lic Law 119–4), $500,000,000 are rescinded: Pro-
vided, That none of the amounts rescinded 
under this paragraph shall be from the unob-
ligated balances for the following programs: 
HIV/AIDS, Tuberculosis, Malaria, Nutrition, 
or Maternal and Child Health: Provided fur-
ther, That the preceding proviso does not 
apply to family planning and reproductive 
health programs. 

(6) Of the unobligated balances under the 
heading ‘‘Department of State—Migration 
and Refugee Assistance’’ made available by 
the Full-Year Continuing Appropriations 
Act, 2025 (division A of Public Law 119–4), 
$800,000,000 are rescinded. 

(7) Of the unobligated balances under the 
heading ‘‘Bilateral Economic Assistance— 
Funds Appropriated to the President—Com-
plex Crises Fund’’ made available by the 
Full-Year Continuing Appropriations Act, 
2025 (division A of Public Law 119–4), 
$43,000,000 are rescinded. 
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(8) Of the unobligated balances under the 

heading ‘‘Bilateral Economic Assistance— 
Funds Appropriated to the President—De-
mocracy Fund’’ made available by the Full- 
Year Continuing Appropriations Act, 2025 
(division A of Public Law 119–4), $83,000,000 
are rescinded. 

(9) Of the unobligated balances under the 
heading ‘‘Bilateral Economic Assistance— 
Funds Appropriated to the President—Eco-
nomic Support Fund’’ made available by the 
Full-Year Continuing Appropriations Act, 
2025 (division A of Public Law 119–4), 
$1,650,000,000 are rescinded: Provided, That 
none of the funds rescinded under this para-
graph shall be from the unobligated balances 
for assistance to Jordan, Egypt, or the Coun-
tering PRC Influence Fund. 

(10) Of the unobligated balances under the 
heading ‘‘Multilateral Assistance—Inter-
national Financial Institutions—Contribu-
tion to the Clean Technology Fund’’ made 
available by the Full-Year Continuing Ap-
propriations Act, 2025 (division A of Public 
Law 119–4), $125,000,000 are rescinded. 

(11) Of the unobligated balances under the 
heading ‘‘Multilateral Assistance—Funds 
Appropriated to the President—Inter-
national Organizations and Programs’’ made 
available by the Full-Year Continuing Ap-
propriations Act, 2025 (division A of Public 
Law 119–4), $436,920,000 are rescinded. 

(12) Of the unobligated balances under the 
heading ‘‘Bilateral Economic Assistance— 
Funds Appropriated to the President—Devel-
opment Assistance’’ made available by the 
Full-Year Continuing Appropriations Act, 
2025 (division A of Public Law 119–4), 
$2,500,000,000 are rescinded: Provided, That 
none of the funds rescinded under this para-
graph shall be from the unobligated balances 
for Feed the Future Innovation Labs or the 
Countering PRC Influence Fund: Provided 
further, That none of the funds rescinded 
under this paragraph shall affect the admin-
istration of United States commodity-based 
food aid, including the Food for Peace pro-
gram and the McGovern-Dole International 
Food for Education and Child Nutrition Pro-
gram. 

(13) Of the unobligated balances under the 
heading ‘‘Bilateral Economic Assistance— 
Funds Appropriated to the President—As-
sistance for Europe, Eurasia and Central 
Asia’’ made available by the Full-Year Con-
tinuing Appropriations Act, 2025 (division A 
of Public Law 119–4), $460,000,000 are re-
scinded. 

(14) Of the unobligated balances under the 
heading ‘‘Bilateral Economic Assistance— 
Funds Appropriated to the President—Inter-
national Disaster Assistance’’ made avail-
able by the Full-Year Continuing Appropria-
tions Act, 2025 (division A of Public Law 119– 
4), $496,000,000 are rescinded: Provided, That 
none of the funds rescinded shall affect the 
administration of United States commodity- 
based food aid, including the Food for Peace 
program and the McGovern-Dole Inter-
national Food for Education and Child Nutri-
tion Program. 

(15) Of the unobligated balances under the 
heading ‘‘United States Agency for Inter-
national Development—Funds Appropriated 
to the President—Operating Expenses’’ made 
available by the Full-Year Continuing Ap-
propriations Act, 2025 (division A of Public 
Law 119–4), $125,000,000 are rescinded. 

(16) Of the unobligated balances under the 
heading ‘‘Bilateral Economic Assistance— 
Funds Appropriated to the President—Tran-
sition Initiatives’’ made available by the 
Full-Year Continuing Appropriations Act, 
2025 (division A of Public Law 119–4), 
$57,000,000 are rescinded. 

(17) Of the unobligated balances under the 
heading ‘‘Bilateral Economic Assistance— 
Independent Agencies—Inter-American 

Foundation’’ made available by the Full- 
Year Continuing Appropriations Act, 2025 
(division A of Public Law 119–4), $27,000,000 
are rescinded. 

(18) Of the unobligated balances under the 
heading ‘‘Bilateral Economic Assistance— 
Independent Agencies—United States Afri-
can Development Foundation’’ made avail-
able by the Full-Year Continuing Appropria-
tions Act, 2025 (division A of Public Law 119– 
4), $22,000,000 are rescinded. 

(19) Of the unobligated balances under the 
heading ‘‘Related Programs—United States 
Institute of Peace’’ made available by the 
Full-Year Continuing Appropriations Act, 
2025 (division A of Public Law 119–4), 
$15,000,000 are rescinded. 

(20)(A) Amounts made available for ‘‘Cor-
poration for Public Broadcasting’’ for fiscal 
year 2026 by Public Law 118–47 are rescinded. 

(B) Amounts made available for ‘‘Corpora-
tion for Public Broadcasting’’ for fiscal year 
2027 by Public Law 119–4 are rescinded. 

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 AGRICULTURE, NUTRITION, AND 

FORESTRY 
The Committee on Agriculture, Nu-

trition, and Forestry is authorized to 
meet during the session of the Senate 
on Tuesday, July 15, 2025, at 3:30 p.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 Tuesday, July 15, 
2025, at 10 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 Tuesday, July 15, 2025, 
at 10:15 a.m., to conduct a hearing. 

SELECT COMMITTEE ON INTELLIGENCE 
The Select Committee on Intel-

ligence is authorized to meet during 
the session of the Senate on Tuesday, 
July 15, 2025, at 3 p.m., to conduct a 
closed business meeting. 
PERMANENT SUBCOMMITTEE ON INVESTIGATIONS 

The Permanent Subcommittee on In-
vestigations of the Committee on 
Homeland Security and Governmental 
Affairs is authorized to meet during 
the session of the Senate on Tuesday, 
July 15, 2025, at 3 p.m., to conduct a 
hearing. 

f 

PRIVILEGES OF THE FLOOR 

Mr. KENNEDY. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the following 
interns from my office be granted floor 
privileges until July 16, 2025: Charles 
Roemer, Melissa Blomquist, Caroline 
Garrett, Mackenzie Connaughton, 
Lindsay Moore, Madeline Champagne, 
and Mary Quoyeser. 

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

Ms. ERNST. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the following 
interns on the Committee on Agri-
culture be granted floor privileges 
through August 1, 2025: Amara Jack-
son, Jodi Robinson, Keeton Dassinger, 
Patrick Phillips, and Mary 
Eichenberger. 

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

Mr. MERKLEY. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent to grant floor privi-
leges to my intern for her shadow days 
on the following dates: Malia Perry for 
July 23, 2025. 

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

f 

EXPRESSING SUPPORT FOR THE 
DESIGNATION OF THE MONTH OF 
JUNE 2025 AS ‘‘NATIONAL POST- 
TRAUMATIC STRESS AWARE-
NESS MONTH’’ AND JUNE 27, 2025, 
AS ‘‘NATIONAL POST-TRAUMATIC 
STRESS AWARENESS DAY’’ 
Mr. THUNE. Mr. President, I ask 

unanimous consent that the Senate 
proceed to consideration of S. Res. 322, 
submitted earlier today. 

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

The bill clerk read as follows: 
A resolution (S. Res. 322) expressing sup-

port for the designation of the month of 
June 2025 as ‘‘National Post-Traumatic 
Stress Awareness Month’’ and June 27, 2025, 
as ‘‘National Post-Traumatic Stress Aware-
ness Day’’. 

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

Mr. THUNE. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the resolution 
be agreed to, the preamble be agreed 
to, and the motion to reconsider be 
considered made and laid upon the 
table. 

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

The resolution (S. Res. 322) was 
agreed to. 

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

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

f 

VA HOME LOAN PROGRAM 
REFORM ACT 

Mr. THUNE. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the Com-
mittee on Veterans’ Affairs be dis-
charged from further consideration of 
H.R. 1815 and the Senate proceed to its 
immediate consideration. 

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

The bill clerk read as follows: 
A bill (H.R. 1815) to amend title 38, United 

States Code, to authorize the Secretary of 
Veterans Affairs to take certain actions in 
the case of a default on a home loan guaran-
teed by the Secretary, and for other pur-
poses. 

There being no objection, the com-
mittee was discharged, and the Senate 
proceeded to consider the bill. 
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Mr. THUNE. I ask unanimous con-

sent that the bill be considered read a 
third time. 

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

The bill was ordered to a third read-
ing and was read the third time. 

Mr. THUNE. I know of no further de-
bate on the bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there 
is no further debate on the bill, the bill 
having been read the third time, the 
question is, Shall the bill pass? 

The bill (H.R. 1815) was passed. 
Mr. THUNE. I ask unanimous con-

sent that the motion to reconsider be 
considered made and laid upon the 
table. 

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

f 

ORDERS FOR WEDNESDAY, JULY 
16, 2025 

Mr. THUNE. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that when the Sen-
ate completes its business today, it 
stand adjourned until 10 a.m., Wednes-
day, July 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, morning business be closed, 
and the Senate resume consideration of 
Calendar No. 114, H.R. 4; finally, that 
all debate time be expired at 1:30 p.m. 
tomorrow. 

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

f 

ORDER FOR ADJOURNMENT 

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 following the 
remarks of my Democratic colleagues. 

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

f 

RESCISSIONS ACT OF 2025 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Wisconsin. 

H.R. 4 

Ms. BALDWIN. Mr. President, the re-
scissions package before us reduces ac-
cess to educational programming for 
children and locally produced public 
radio and television programming. It 
diminishes America’s global leadership 
while eliminating lifesaving aid from 
the world’s most vulnerable popu-
lations. 

I want to spend a minute on the im-
pact that this will have on public radio 
and television, including the dispropor-
tionate impact it will have on rural 
communities. 

One in four Wisconsinites lives in a 
rural community, and many rely on 
public broadcasting for local news, 
emergency alerts, and free educational 
programming, especially for children. 
Wisconsin Public Radio is the primary 
broadcast relay for Wisconsin’s Emer-

gency Alert System, including AMBER 
Alerts and lifesaving weather alerts 
like tornado and flash flood warnings. 
Look no further than the absolutely 
devastating news out of Texas. Access 
to high-quality information can truly 
be the difference between life and 
death. Access to local news from re-
porters and sources that community 
members trust is more important than 
ever. 

Stripping away this funding would 
also endanger local news that is al-
ready disappearing in so many Wis-
consin communities. In 2024—just last 
year—almost 20 percent of our local 
newspapers shut down in Wisconsin, ac-
cording to a study by Northwestern 
University. That same study found 
that Wisconsin’s northernmost county, 
Bayfield, had no local news sources at 
all while 22 counties across Wisconsin 
had just 1 local news source. 

That is where public radio plays a 
critical role in keeping Wisconsinites 
connected with their communities. 
Stations like WXPR in Rhinelander, 
WI, would be under threat if this pack-
age advances—one of the few news 
sources producing local reporting in 
Wisconsin’s Northwoods and Michi-
gan’s Upper Peninsula—or Radio Mil-
waukee, which, because of public fund-
ing, can broadcast local school board 
meetings for parents and families to 
stay in touch with what is happening 
in their communities. 

Without Federal support for public 
media, this critical information could 
disappear for Wisconsin families. This 
is what public broadcasting means for 
Wisconsinites, but it applies to all the 
States that we represent. That should 
be reason enough to oppose this bill on 
the substance of it. 

But the other reason is the extraor-
dinary process that is being used to 
make this change and the impact it 
would have on the ability of this body 
to perform its most basic functions. If 
passed, this bill would represent the 
first time this rescissions process 
would be used to pass completely par-
tisan rescissions, and in doing so, we 
would undo bipartisan agreements. 

That is why I oppose this bill, and I 
hope enough of my colleagues on the 
other side of the aisle will choose to do 
so as well. 

The Senate passes bipartisan appro-
priations bills every year. They are 
hard, and they take months to nego-
tiate, and it doesn’t always work as 
well as it should. Senators on both 
sides of the aisle often discuss wanting 
to return to something we call regular 
order. We decry full-year continuing 
resolutions, or CRs, and government 
shutdowns. We say we want to bring 
appropriations bills to the floor. This 
isn’t a pipedream, and I reject the idea 
that the appropriations process can’t 
work anymore. More often than not, 
we pass appropriations bills within the 
first few months of the new fiscal 
year—not ideal but workable. We cer-
tainly need to work to make it better, 
and the full-year continuing resolution 

we find ourselves in right now is a 
prime example of its failing, but throw-
ing in the towel, as this bill does, 
would make it so much worse. 

I want to highlight one example of 
when the appropriations process 
worked how it should that is particu-
larly relevant in this exact moment. 

It was just a few years ago, in fiscal 
year 2019, that the Labor-Health and 
Human Services bill—not the easiest 
bill—passed the Senate and was signed 
into law prior to the start of the next 
fiscal year. At that time, the chairman 
of the Appropriations Committee, Sen-
ator Shelby, along with other Repub-
licans and in working with Democrats, 
vowed to return to regular order and 
committed to it. 

In May of 2018, President Trump sub-
mitted a rescissions package just like 
the one we are contending with today. 
Enough Republicans joined all of the 
Democrats in opposing it. It failed, and 
that was the end of it. 

Then, 3 months later, a combined De-
fense and Labor-Health and Human 
Services bill passed. It passed the Sen-
ate; it passed the House; and it was 
signed into law by President Trump on 
September 28—just days short of the 
expiration of fiscal year 2018. It wasn’t 
the only pair of bills. Several other ap-
propriations bills were enacted prior to 
October 1 also. 

My Republican colleagues knew then 
that passing partisan rescissions pack-
ages would make passing bipartisan ap-
propriations bills that much harder, if 
it would be possible at all. That is what 
we are debating today. The issue here 
is really simple: How can any minority 
party, Democrat or Republican, make 
concessions as part of these bipartisan 
appropriations negotiations if the ma-
jority just walks back those deals a few 
months later? 

The answer is, it can’t, and that is 
why we have never passed partisan re-
scissions packages like this before. 

Passing this rescissions package will 
also, very likely, mean that there will 
be more to come. In fact, OMB Director 
Russ Vought has said as much. Right 
now, the Department of Education is 
withholding $7 billion in funding that 
normally goes out at this time of year 
to the States for the upcoming school 
year to support afterschool programs, 
STEM education, school counselors, 
and smaller class sizes, among many 
other things. 

Will the administration put that 
funding in the next rescissions pack-
age? 

So, if we pass this bill, we would find 
ourselves right back here in a couple of 
months—with the President exerting 
his influence to pass another partisan 
rescissions package—or we can end this 
here, like we did in 2018, and deal with 
these issues where they should be dealt 
with and where they frequently are 
dealt with as part of the appropriations 
process. We can and should debate the 
issues raised in this rescissions pack-
age as part of the annual appropria-
tions process. We should mark up bills 
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in committee and bring them to the 
floor. 

But you cannot vote for this rescis-
sions package and then argue for reg-
ular order or decry brinksmanship over 
government funding and government 
shutdowns or full-year continuing reso-
lutions because walking back on bipar-
tisan agreements like this rescissions 
package does will make future bipar-
tisan agreements that much harder, if 
not impossible. 

As the ranking member on the Labor, 
Health and Human Services Sub-
committee, I commit to working with 
my Republican colleagues on their spe-
cific concerns with funding for the Cor-
poration for Public Broadcasting, but 
the concerns I have heard raised as 
part of the debate on this package ac-
tually weren’t even raised as part of 
the appropriations process in the last 2 
years as I chaired this subcommittee. 
My colleagues are saying that this is 
such a grave problem that we have to 
take the extraordinary step of rescind-
ing funding when these issues weren’t 
even raised when we passed the appro-
priations bills with this funding in it 
originally. That is not how this process 
should work. 

To my colleagues, if you are for reg-
ular order, if you want this body to 
work better and want more bipartisan-
ship and less partisanship, I sincerely 
ask you to deeply reflect on what this 
vote means for that goal that a major-
ity of our constituents want from us. I 
urge my colleagues to vote no. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Michigan. 

Mr. PETERS. Mr. President, today, 
we are debating President Trump’s dis-
astrous proposal to cut more than $9 
billion in funding that Congress has al-
ready approved for local public broad-
casting and foreign assistance. 

Not only is this bill harmful to com-
munities in Michigan, as well as all 
across the country, but it also risks un-
dermining a key part of our democratic 
process. 

President Trump and his crony— 
Budget Director Russ Vought—are try-
ing to undercut the voice of everyday 
Americans in our government through 
this process. 

Americans sent us here to represent 
them and to act in their best interest. 
That is why our Constitution gives 
Congress—not the President—the sole 
power to make laws, including the 
power of the purse. And that is why 
lawmakers routinely come together to 
decide, on a bipartisan basis, how to al-
locate Federal funding in a way that 
best serves the people who live in our 
States. 

I am proud to take part in that im-
portant process as a member of the 
Senate Appropriations Committee. And 
I am proud that my Democratic and 
Republican colleagues in the com-
mittee are working hard to advance 
commonsense, bipartisan funding bills 
that will meet the needs of all of our 
communities. 

But Donald Trump wants to throw 
these bills out the window so he can 

pick which communities win and which 
communities lose when it comes to 
Federal resources. 

Funding laws are still laws, and Con-
gress passed these laws with bipartisan 
support to direct resources to these 
programs. No President gets unilateral 
say on how any law is implemented, 
and no President gets to overrule 
Congress’s bipartisan laws. 

But the legislation pending before 
the Senate today would open up a slip-
pery slope that would undercut 
Congress’s authority, rob our commu-
nities of important resources, and ulti-
mately erode the voice of the American 
people who elect their Members of Con-
gress to make these decisions in their 
best interests. 

We have to put our foot down because 
we know it will not stop here. Today it 
is funding for local public media, but 
tomorrow it could be funding for infec-
tious disease research, public edu-
cation, or weather forecasting—all on 
the chopping block. 

They have made it pretty clear that 
folks just want to cut rather than lead-
ing our government in a way that 
makes our constituents’ lives better. 

We saw it at the beginning of this 
year, when the administration froze 
funds that Congress passed into law to 
support local infrastructure upgrades, 
cancer research, childcare programs, 
opioid addiction centers, and so many 
more. 

Just a few weeks ago, the adminis-
tration froze a ton of funding that Con-
gress passed for summer school and 
afterschool programs. And again with 
the ‘‘Big Bad Bill’’ that our Republican 
colleagues just passed, President 
Trump signed into law a bill that gut-
ted funding for critical resources like 
Medicaid and SNAP, ripping healthcare 
and food assistance from millions of 
Americans, all to cover the cost for 
their massive tax cut for billionaires. 

And, now today, Republicans are try-
ing to bypass once again bipartisan 
laws—laws that many of them voted 
for themselves—so they can 
rubberstamp another round of Presi-
dent Trump’s harmful cuts. 

Let’s take a look at the harm that 
these cuts will do. Take the proposed 
elimination of funding for public 
broadcasting. This would eliminate the 
single most important source of fund-
ing for local radio and TV stations that 
focus on providing high-quality, com-
munity-centered content. 

When local public media stations 
from Grand Rapids to Marquette see a 
huge chunk of their budget eliminated 
by this bill, they will, at a minimum, 
be forced to let people go. These are 
Michiganders who are just trying to 
keep their friends and neighbors in-
formed on what is happening in their 
local communities. Families will no 
longer have 24/7 access to Michigan’s 
Learning Channel, which provides edu-
cational math and literacy content for 
children all across my State. 

But the biggest harm that these 
funding cuts will have on our commu-

nities is the impact to emergency re-
sponse and public safety. 

Many of Michigan’s public TV and 
radio stations are responsible for 
broadcasting emergency alerts during 
national disasters like tornadoes, 
wildfires, or severe flooding. When cat-
astrophic ice storms swept through 
northern Michigan earlier this year, it 
was local radio stations that literally 
saved lives by broadcasting emergency 
warnings to folks after commercial 
towers went down. 

These alerts are critical, particularly 
in rural communities where these local 
public stations are often the only ones 
available to reach people during an 
emergency. 

WNMU out of Marquette is the only 
source of emergency alert services for 
over 250,000 residents in Michigan’s 
Upper Peninsula. This singular station 
covers an area larger than Connecticut, 
Massachusetts, Rhode Island, and Dela-
ware combined. If Republicans pass 
this disastrous bill, those communities 
will be left in the dark when the next 
emergency strikes. 

Local public media also plays an im-
portant role in supporting national se-
curity and law enforcement efforts. In 
the Thumb region, Delta College Pub-
lic Media hosts transmitters for the 
FBI and the Coast Guard to ensure that 
they can effectively communicate dur-
ing emergency situations. Eliminating 
funding for that partnership, as this 
bill would do, is quite literally putting 
American lives and the homeland at 
risk. 

And don’t get me wrong. I am all for 
reducing waste and making sure that 
we are spending taxpayer dollars effi-
ciently, but gutting funding for local 
stations that communities rely on to 
keep their families safe is to cut cor-
ners that is absolutely detrimental to 
public safety. 

So when President Trump—and his 
cronies like Russ Vought—say that 
this bill targets government fraud, 
waste, and abuse—something that I 
have spent my entire life fighting 
against—we know that it is just not 
true. 

Don’t forget, they just passed a bill 
that is going to add $3 trillion to the 
deficit. They don’t care about bal-
ancing the budget or limiting waste. 
They want to cut services that Amer-
ican families depend on so they can af-
ford a bigger tax cut for the wealthiest 
Americans. 

In addition to local broadcasting, 
this bill also will upend bipartisan in-
vestments in foreign assistance that 
Congress made earlier this year to 
maintain our global leadership and pro-
tect U.S. national security interests. 

While foreign assistance represents 
less than 1 percent of the Federal Gov-
ernment, it provides critical benefits 
to our Nation. These strategic invest-
ments help save American lives, rein-
force our global leadership, and support 
economic growth here in our country. 
Foreign assistance helps protect global 
stability and prevent conflict that is 
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more costly for us in the long run. But 
this bill undermines those strategic 
goals by compromising programs that 
have long received bipartisan support. 

Funding for programs like Feed the 
Future and efforts to counter Russian 
and Chinese influence have been cut in 
this bill. These programs just don’t 
support communities abroad, they ac-
tually stimulate local businesses and 
economies right here at home. Feed the 
Future, which is a part of the U.S. 
Agency for International Development, 
supports local farmers by purchasing 
their products and distributing them to 
people in need around the globe. If Re-
publicans pass this bill, those farmers 
will lose. 

Feed the Future also partners with 
universities and colleges across the 
United States to operate innovation 
labs that draw on their expertise to 
tackle the world’s biggest challenges to 
food security. 

Institutions like Michigan State Uni-
versity conduct cutting-edge agricul-
tural research to help farmers grow 
better products that support Ameri-
cans. These partnerships also provide 
training opportunities for the next gen-
eration of researchers to help maintain 
America’s competitiveness. If this bill 
passes, MSU will lose. 

But Michigan State University is not 
alone. Institutions across the country 
in States like Kansas, Alabama, Mis-
sissippi, Texas, Louisiana, Oklahoma, 
North Carolina, and many more will 
also have their vital research projects 
canceled. 

Foreign assistance is designed to pre-
vent the need for more costly interven-
tions down the line. This bill will undo 
the success of past generations of 
Americans and damage our geopolitical 
standing, all to save just a fraction of 
our Nation’s annual budget while doing 
serious damage to American leadership 
across the globe. 

But the bigger picture here is that 
Republicans are allowing Donald 
Trump to bypass Congress and the bi-
partisan laws that we pass right here. 

Every year Congress tirelessly nego-
tiates bipartisan funding bills, and 
each side makes compromises. But if 
one party can simply rip up those bi-
partisan funding agreements by enact-
ing one-sided decisions like what my 
Republican colleagues are going to be 
doing here, the appropriations process 
will simply break down. 

How can we be assured that these bi-
partisan agreements are being made in 
good faith if Republicans are just going 
to turn their backs on them just a few 
months later? How can we be sure that 
the funding laws we pass will help all 
of our communities succeed if our Re-
publican colleagues will simply let 
President Trump pick who wins and 
who loses when it comes to Federal 
support? 

President Trump’s Budget Director 
Russ Vought has already made it clear 
that he won’t stop with this rescission 
effort. He just opened the door to un-
dercutting the bipartisan funding laws 

that Congress passed, and there is no 
telling where he and President Trump 
will stop if they succeed here. 

Congress is meant to be an inde-
pendent branch of the government 
from the Presidency, with our own 
unique powers. Making decisions about 
how the Federal Government should al-
locate its resources is one of those pow-
ers that belongs solely to Congress 
under the U.S. Constitution. 

What we do today will either reaffirm 
that Congress makes the laws, or it 
will show how quickly our Republican 
colleagues will roll over and 
rubberstamp whatever Donald Trump 
wants, no matter—no matter—what 
harm it will do to the people that they 
represent. 

I urge my colleagues to oppose this 
harmful bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Oregon. 

Mr. MERKLEY. My colleagues from 
Wisconsin and Michigan have spoken 
to the destructive nature of this rescis-
sion because of the programs that will 
be canceled midstream. 

I have seen, so often, the power of 
our international aid programs in as-
sisting in nutrition and fighting tuber-
culosis and malaria and AIDS across 
the world. But what many may not un-
derstand is that the small fraction— 
less than one-third of 1 percent—that 
we spend on those programs has an in-
credible yield not just in doing good 
works around the world, but have been 
doing good for America because of rela-
tionships that are forged through those 
programs. The respect that is forged 
through those programs comes back to 
benefit us in all kinds of cooperation 
on a huge range of diplomatic goals—be 
they economic; be they trade; be they 
issues of national security. 

That is, in fact, what is referred to as 
‘‘soft power,’’ and soft power is at risk 
with this strategy of canceling these 
programs. 

I think about rural Oregon, where so 
often the warnings on floods or fires is 
broadcast over the public radio system, 
and all kinds of different channels have 
different programs that people become 
quite attached to. So there are simply 
good humor programs that are fun to 
listen to, and others are good music 
programs. But a lot of it is good news 
programs—things deeply appreciated 
throughout the State but often harder 
to access in rural Oregon. So I am con-
cerned about this concerted attack on 
rural America. 

First, my colleagues across the aisle 
say: We are going to make it very, very 
hard for people in rural America to get 
healthcare if they are on Medicaid. And 
then, without Medicaid financing and 
paying for services, you lose an entire 
hospital or you lose an entire clinic. 
The whole rural community is pro-
foundly damaged because everyone’s 
healthcare is affected. An attack on 
rural America continues through this 
bill. 

But what I really want to talk about 
now is to give a sense of how this bill 

is an attack on the separations of 
power that we all here in the Senate 
have taken a constitutional oath to de-
fend. 

When I first came to Congress as an 
intern for Senator Hatfield, we were 
celebrating our 200th anniversary. That 
is so long ago, 49 years ago. And Sen-
ator Hatfield had a saying about appro-
priators, and that was that appropri-
ators—that is, those Members of the 
Senate who served on the spending 
committee—they were first appropri-
ators, and then they were Republicans 
or Democrats. That is how strongly 
they felt about their shared responsi-
bility to manage the power of the 
purse. 

The power of the purse—article I, 
section 9, of the Constitution says: 

No Money shall be drawn from the Treas-
ury but in Consequence of Appropriations 
made by Law. 

And here is the thing. The Congress 
is vested with that power, but when 
you decide how to spend money, you 
are really talking about your values. 
So those who serve on the Appropria-
tions Committee were doing their best 
to enact the values of our country, be 
they investment in healthcare, in hous-
ing, in education; investments that 
created good-paying jobs, investments 
that helped small communities thrive, 
investments that helped build infra-
structure across the country. That was 
the responsibility that was so cher-
ished. 

And there was a term for those who 
chaired the 12 subcommittees on Ap-
propriations, and that term—the collo-
quial term—was that they were the 
Senate’s ‘‘cardinals.’’ It was taken 
from the Catholic Church, where car-
dinals helped steer the church on the 
right path. And the cardinals of the 
Senate had the responsibility of steer-
ing our Nation, through our spending 
decisions, on the right path for the peo-
ple of America. 

This is, in fact, a key part of govern-
ment by and for the people: that shared 
responsibility to spend that money 
wisely. But even in the early years 
that I was here in the Senate, we were 
starting to see signs of the breakdown 
of that relationship. 

In the last conversation I had with 
Senator Hatfield before he passed 
away, he said: What happened to the 
Appropriations Committee? 

Now, Senator Hatfield was a Repub-
lican, and he had been chair of the Ap-
propriations Committee. And he said: I 
worked so closely with Dan Inouye of 
Hawaii, and I worked so closely with 
PATTY MURRAY of Washington. What 
has happened to that collaboration? 

That was several years ago. But as 
we have watched, over time, some sig-
nificant things are happening that we 
should understand as Senators. In the 
not so distant past, you have tried to 
have a fair allocation of revenue laws 
that raised money, and then, as you 
filled the Treasury, the question be-
came: How shall we spend it? 
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So the responsibility shifted from the 

Finance Committee to the Appropria-
tions Committee. But, over time, it has 
become more and more popular to 
spend money for programs through tax 
credits and deductions. So much of the 
spending that was in the Appropria-
tions Committee has shifted to the Fi-
nance Committee. And then it became 
more and more popular to shift discre-
tionary spending, over which the Ap-
propriations Committee has control, 
into mandatory spending. If it is man-
datory, it is not a decision decided by 
the appropriators. 

And then, on top of all that, we start-
ed to build up more and more national 
debt, and so all the money that went to 
interest on that debt is money unavail-
able to be spent on basic programs of 
healthcare, housing, education, invest-
ments that create good-paying jobs 
across America, infrastructure, secu-
rity. That money isn’t so available be-
cause it is tied up paying for interest. 

So these trends are changing the role 
of those Senate cardinals—the chairs 
and the ranking members of the sub-
committees who help guide us in the 12 
different sections of spending. And, I 
will say, that problem of the debt 
growing, that is very significant. 

Back in 1974, Democrats and Repub-
licans came together and said: Let’s 
have an architecture to ensure that we 
are very responsible and don’t run up 
massive debt. We will have a filibuster- 
free pathway for one purpose, and that 
is to reduce deficits—only to reduce 
deficits. 

And then my colleagues, 22 years 
later, across the aisle—my Republican 
colleagues—said: Well, you know, we 
want a filibuster-free pathway to do 
tax cuts which will increase the deficit. 
And they brought in a new Parliamen-
tarian in order to get a ruling that 
they could do the exact opposite of 
what 100 Senators had agreed to. So 
more and more payments diverted into 
interest. 

We had that Big Beautiful Bill, as 
Trump calls it—or as many of us call 
it, the ‘‘Big Ugly Betrayal Bill.’’ You 
know the one I am talking about, the 
one where families lose and billionaires 
win that was passed 2 weeks ago. Well, 
this rescission bill is a continuation of 
that vision of families lose—particu-
larly rural families, particularly all 
Americans, who lose out on the advan-
tages of soft power that we exercise 
around the world—and billionaires win. 
But it is a direct attack, as well, on the 
immediate process of Democrats and 
Republicans working together on the 
Appropriations Committee in this real-
ly sacred responsibility of exercising 
the power of the purse. 

Let’s examine that word ‘‘rescis-
sion.’’ It is a fancy term. What does it 
really mean? A rescission is a repeal of 
a previous spending law. 

A law was passed. It spent a certain 
amount of money on a certain program 
or on a certain Agency. And a repeal of 
it—that is all that fancy term means. 

And so the spending process is one 
where those members of the spending 

committee come together—Democrats 
and Republicans together—and they 
work out a bipartisan bill. And in that 
bill, last year, for fiscal year 2025, 11 
out of 12 bills that came out of the 
spending committee, out of the Appro-
priations Committee, were unanimous 
or nearly unanimous. Where do you 
look for that type of bipartisan co-
operation in Congress anymore? Well, 
last year, in the Appropriations Com-
mittee, 11 out of 12 bills passing unani-
mously or nearly unanimously out of 
committee. But what is happening 
right now is consideration of undoing 
that bipartisan work with a partisan 
repeal. 

Now, just kind of stick with me here 
about a normal deal. You make an 
agreement with a friend: I will do this 
if you do that. 

Well, everyone kind of understands 
that is a partnership. You have an 
agreement. But what if one person 
bails on that agreement later? It is a 
betrayal. But bailing on the agreement 
is exactly what this bill is. 

Democrats and Republicans together 
made those spending decisions, and 
now they are being undone in a purely 
partisan fashion. They are breaking 
the deal. They are going back on the 
agreement. They are breaking their 
word. That is pretty shameful, and it is 
why my colleagues have been saying: 
Don’t do it—because it is wrong, and it 
has a huge impact going forward. Once 
somebody you have made an agreement 
with breaks their end of the bargain, 
are you going to make a second bar-
gain with that same individual, know-
ing that they bailed on the first deal? 
The answer is probably not. 

So how will we come together and 
continue what we did a year ago—11 
out of 12 bills passing out of the Senate 
committee in a hugely bipartisan fash-
ion—if one side comes back and breaks 
the deal? I would invite my Republican 
colleagues: Come to the floor and ex-
plain to me how breaking the deal that 
you were participating in a year ago is 
an honorable thing to do, and explain 
to me how we are going to do future 
deals if you are breaking the existing 
deal. 

Now, never in the history of the Sen-
ate has there been a partisan repeal— 
never. This is the first time. Why? Be-
cause we understood together that a 
deal is a deal. 

That doesn’t mean the President 
doesn’t have influence. Hey, that was 
just about last year’s bill. The Presi-
dent lays out a budget for the next 
year and has a huge influence. The 
President can veto the next set of 
spending bills or any one of them. 

But once it is locked into law— 
passed by the House, passed by the 
Senate, signed by a President—to come 
back and undo that in this partisan 
fashion, you are breaking the honor 
code that has made bipartisan collabo-
ration so successful. That is why you 
shouldn’t do it. That is why you should 
vote no. 

Now, this question of how this affects 
our Constitution is significant because, 

as I cited, the Constitution assigns the 
responsibility of the power of the purse 
to Congress in article I, section 9. But 
there have been occasions before when 
Presidents said: We would like to actu-
ally have that power of the purse. And 
the President who really pursued that 
aggressively was President Nixon, in 
the 1970s. President Nixon signed a law 
about how money would be spent but 
then decided not to spend it and with-
held the money from being spent on 
housing, on education, on highways, on 
agriculture, and on pollution preven-
tion programs. 

Well, of course, this was appealed on 
a constitutional basis because the Con-
stitution doesn’t give the President the 
power to impound funds. Congress, by 
law—and by law signed by a Presi-
dent—had said: Here is what must be 
spent on these programs. And the 
President came along, and President 
Nixon said: I don’t want to do it. I am 
not going to do it. Take me to court. 

So they went to court. And it didn’t 
actually make it to the Supreme Court 
until after President Nixon was out of 
office, after having resigned because of 
the Watergate scandal. But, in a way, 
this was really almost a bigger scandal. 
This was an attack on the Constitu-
tion. 

So what did the Court say in Train v. 
New York? And the piece of spending 
that made it to the Supreme Court was 
related to spending on water treatment 
systems, of all things. And the Court 
said: You cannot do this. You cannot 
impound funds. It is unconstitutional 
because the Constitution assigns that 
responsibility to Congress. 

Now, if the law had been written by 
Congress to say the President has flexi-
bility between here and here, maybe a 
modest amount of flexibility may have 
survived the constitutional test. But 
the idea that the President could just 
simply ignore the law? No. The Court 
said no. 

Then there was a second test. The 
second test had to do, in 1996, with Con-
gress, where Republicans controlled 
the House and they controlled the Sen-
ate. They decided: You know how we 
will tackle the deficit now—now that 
we have destroyed the 1974 law that 
said the fast track can only be used for 
reducing the deficit and how we 
switched that and said it could be used 
for increasing the deficit—now we have 
destroyed that, and we have a new 
plan, and we will just simply say to the 
President: You can line-item veto. 

Again, the court weighed in, and the 
court said: Hell no, no you can’t, be-
cause the Constitution does not say 
you can delegate to the President pow-
ers the Constitution assigns to you. 

It assigns it to us. That is our respon-
sibility. 

So, again, the core concept here is 
that bipartisan work in forging a 
spending bill should not be done by one 
partner bailing on the deal that was 
agreed to the previous year. 

Now, there is a formal way to go 
about doing this in a bipartisan fash-
ion, and that is, each spending bill, in 
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addition to saying what we will spend 
next year, can contain agreements on 
undoing the spending from the previous 
year because it is the same set of peo-
ple saying: We assigned funds last year, 
but now we see they are not needed. 

Maybe the President pointed out that 
they are not needed. 

We will undo it, but we will undo it 
in a bipartisan fashion in the Appro-
priations Committee in that same 
sense of a partnership working to-
gether. 

So rescissions, yes. We do them all 
the time. But they are done on a bipar-
tisan basis in the spending committee, 
not in a partisan special bill, one-sided, 
basically bailing on the deal struck 
last year—because this strategy is a 
recipe for disaster, destroying the bond 
of trust on a deal made with each side 
having its priorities in a bill and then 
one side bailing on it—because of that, 
it has never happened before, and it 
should never happen now. 

Mr. President, let’s step back from 
the immediate loyalty test the Presi-
dent of the United States has put for-
ward. The President said: It is a loy-
alty test. I want you to do this because 
I want you to bend the knee to me. 

That is not the responsibility of a 
Senator of the United States of Amer-
ica, to bend the knee to the executive 
branch. The Constitution gives us the 
responsibility to design how the execu-
tive branch functions. It gives us, the 
Senate, the responsibility to fund the 
programs and the services. 

The way you lose government of, by, 
and for the people is to have an acqui-
escent legislature that stops doing its 
job and just says ‘‘We will respond; we 
will just do what the President asks’’ 
and a deferential court. Right now, we 
have both. 

But we took an oath to the Constitu-
tion, each one of us, to honor that 
oath. Do not engage for the first time 
ever in creating this recipe for disaster 
of our bipartisan responsibilities. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Virginia 

Mr. KAINE. Mr. President, the good 
news is that I am the last speaker of 
the day. I wish I could tell you my 
speech will be short. I don’t think it 
will be long, but I will try to make it 
interesting. 

I want to tell you a story. It is not a 
story about anything that has hap-
pened in this building. It is a story 
about a very humble Catholic parish in 
Northside Richmond, VA, called St. 
Elizabeth of Hungary. It is a humble 
parish. It is a small parish. It is slight-
ly over 100 years old. It is the church 
where my wife and I were married more 
than 40 years ago, where all three of 
our children were baptized, where we 
attended Mass just this last Sunday to 
hear the Gospel reading of the story of 
the Good Samaritan. 

The church was founded more than 
100 years ago in an unusual way. There 
were Italian and German immigrants 
in Richmond who felt looked down 
upon because of where they had come 

from and because of the accents that 
they spoke with and that their English 
wasn’t so good. 

In the aftermath of World War I, peo-
ple looked at German-Americans and 
Italian-Americans with some suspicion. 
German language was being 
criminalized in some of our States in 
the aftermath. 

These immigrant refugee Catholics 
decided that they wanted a place where 
they could feel welcomed, loved, and 
safe as they worshipped in accord with 
the American value of freedom of wor-
ship. So they set up this little parish in 
the Highland Park neighborhood of 
Northside Richmond, VA, where they 
could go and be together and feel safe. 
They chose an interesting name, St. 
Elizabeth of Hungary. 

St. Elizabeth of Hungary lived 1,000 
years ago. She was a teenager, and she 
was a queen in a time of great poverty. 
Against the wishes of her husband and 
other officials, she would take bread 
and put the bread inside of her gar-
ments and go out and distribute it to 
the poor. 

Once, she was caught, and she was 
made to open her garment, and when 
she did open her garment, the bread 
had turned into roses. That is the mir-
acle that was attributed to her. She 
lived only a short time and died, but 
she was made a saint by the Catholic 
Church. 

These immigrants who started my 
parish chose that name because they 
felt like that was what was needed in 
the world—people who would try to 
serve others in need. 

One hundred years later—we cele-
brated the centennial of my church a 
couple of years ago, and I was sitting 
there—I have now been a member of 
the parish for 40 years—and I was look-
ing around, and I realized that times 
change and they don’t. 

Catholic Relief Services, which is one 
of the largest agencies in the United 
States that help settle refugees, who 
are legal immigrants—refugees are 
legal immigrants—about 15 years ago 
settled a Congolese family into my 
church who had been in a refugee camp 
after fleeing violence in the Congo. 
Catholic, French, and Swahili speak-
ing, one Congolese family came to my 
church. Then, over time, Catholic Re-
lief Services decided ‘‘Well this family 
likes St. Elizabeth, and they feel wel-
comed here,’’ and other families start-
ed to come to my church. 

So by now, as we were celebrating 
our centennial and I was looking 
around the parish where I go—this 
small, very humble parish—it is a siz-
ably Congolese refugee population, 
legal immigrants to the United States 
who have been settled through the 
Catholic Relief Services, and they have 
come to a place where they feel loved 
and cared for and safe and welcomed. 
The color of their skin, the accent they 
use, and the fact that they are unfa-
miliar with American culture might 
make them feel not so welcomed in 
other venues, but in my church, they 
feel welcomed. 

It made me realize as we celebrated 
that centennial that my church looks 
really different in some ways than 
when it was founded 100 years ago, but 
in other ways, it is exactly the same. It 
is a haven for people who are legal im-
migrants to the United States but need 
a place where they can gather with 
others and feel welcomed. 

Why do I tell that story? How is it 
connected to the rescission bill that we 
are going to be voting on tomorrow? 

President Trump has sent a bill to 
Congress, and one of the pillars of that 
bill is to rescind the funding for ref-
ugee resettlement programs in the 
United States run by churches. Seven 
of the ten organizations that resettle 
refugees in the United States are faith- 
based organizations. The largest two 
are the U.S. Conference of Catholic 
Bishops, operating through the Catho-
lic Relief Services, and the evangelical 
organization World Vision. 

But it is not just them. There is 
Church World Service, Lutheran Social 
Services, the Episcopal Church of the 
United States, and World Relief. The 
Hebrew Immigrant Aid Society was 
founded more than 100 years ago to try 
to bring Jews at that point from Eu-
rope to the United States and make 
sure that, as legal immigrants—yes, 
they would be allowed to be here le-
gally, but they needed someone to 
teach them about American culture 
and integrating into American life. 

The practice of American religious 
organizations assisting in legal immi-
gration goes back more than a century, 
and President Trump’s rescission pack-
age that is before us wipes out funding 
to a dramatic degree for virtually all of 
them. 

Hebrew Immigrant Aid Society has 
had to lay off hundreds of staff. 

World Relief said this: 
President Trump [has] said he will defend 

persecuted Christians. [But] the U.S. refugee 
resettlement program is one of the primary 
ways that the U.S. government protects 
Christians and others fleeing persecution. 

The Episcopal Church of the United 
States has had to end its longstanding 
refugee resettlement program because 
of President Trump’s budget cuts. 

Lutheran Social Services has had 
to—they have struggled to make pay-
roll. They have had to lay off so many 
people. They reduced the services they 
are able to provide, especially to Af-
ghan allies who are in the United 
States because they worked with the 
U.S. military in Afghanistan to protect 
our troops. 

Catholic Charities has laid off all 
kinds of staff. 

The families at my church come up 
to me after mass on Sunday, and they 
are so frightened about what might 
happen because many of them have 
family still in refugee camps who 
might want to come here as legal refu-
gees, as legal immigrants. 

I don’t know of a President who has 
attacked religious organizations— 
Catholic, evangelical, Jewish—that 
have been doing this work in many in-
stances for more than a century, in 
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such an orchestrated, intentional, and 
calculated way as President Trump. 

Matthew: ‘‘I was a stranger and you 
welcomed me in. I was sick and you 
cared for me. I was hungry and you fed 
me.’’ This is a bedrock belief of our Na-
tion’s religious organizations: that 
they will follow the law—legal refugee 
program—but they will help the person 
who is accessing legal refugee pro-
grams to be able to integrate into a so-
ciety so they can live with some sense 
of dignity and have some chance of suc-
cess. 

Why cut these programs? Why look 
in the face of these religious organiza-
tions that, out of a motivation of con-
science, for decades, even a century, 
have decided that they will try to 
smooth that path to integrate people 
into American life who are here law-
fully? Why cut their funding? Why 
force them to be laid off? Why debili-
tate their ability to provide services? 
It is an attack on the religious organi-
zations so that they cannot do the 
work that their faith and their Creator 
compels them to do. 

I am not surprised that President 
Trump would propose this. The lan-
guage and the rhetoric and the behav-
ior that he has exhibited toward even 
legal refugees, legal immigrants to this 
country lead me to not be surprised 
that this important funding is on the 
chopping block in the bill that he has 
sent to the Senate. But I have to admit 
that I am surprised that it seems to be 
just moving on a path to being accept-
ed. It was accepted in the House with-
out much drama, including by a whole 
lot of people who go to churches, just 
like me, and hear sermons preached 
about the Good Samaritan, just like I 
do every Sunday. 

We will have an opportunity tomor-
row to grapple with it here. I intend to 
at least offer an amendment to try to 
strip this piece of the bill out so that 
the bill will not be an attack on reli-
gious organizations doing what they 
feel compelled by their faith to do. 

It is my prayer that the entire rescis-
sion bill fail for the reasons my col-
leagues have said—a deal is a deal, and 
we shouldn’t backtrack on it. But if we 
can’t defeat the entire rescission bill, 
it is my hope that we will allow organi-
zations like Catholic Relief Services 
and the Hebrew Immigrant Aid Society 
and the Episcopal Church and World 
Vision and World Relief and Lutheran 
Social Services—it is my hope that we 
will at least allow them to practice the 
faith they sincerely believe and do it in 
a way consistent with what their prac-
tices have been for decades and in some 
cases more than a century. 

And so that is what I am going to be 
praying for tonight, that there is a bit 
of an epiphany in this body, and we re-
alize that the work that these church- 
based organizations are doing isn’t bad. 
This work isn’t something that should 
be slashed and cut with these valuable 
faith workers laid off. 

My hope is that the Senate will real-
ize this is good work that is really at 

the core of who we are as Americans— 
so tiny little parishes like St. Eliza-
beth of Hungary or synagogues or other 
churches all over this country who 
pride themselves on offering a wel-
coming environment for people who are 
here lawfully and want to make their 
way in America will be able to con-
tinue to do just that. 

I yield the floor. 
f 

ADJOURNMENT UNTIL 10 A.M. 
TOMORROW 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under 
the previous order, the Senate stands 
adjourned until 10 a.m. tomorrow. 

Thereupon, the Senate, at 10:45 p.m., 
adjourned until Wednesday, July 16, 
2025, at 10 a.m. 

f 

NOMINATIONS 

Executive nominations received by 
the Senate: 

THE JUDICIARY 

JOSHUA D. DUNLAP, OF MAINE, TO BE UNITED STATES 
CIRCUIT JUDGE FOR THE FIRST CIRCUIT, VICE WILLIAM 
J. KAYATTA, JR., RETIRED. 

WILLIAM W. MERCER, OF MONTANA, TO BE UNITED 
STATES DISTRICT JUDGE FOR THE DISTRICT OF MON-
TANA, VICE DANA L. CHRISTENSEN, RETIRING. 

ERIC CHUNYEE TUNG, OF CALIFORNIA, TO BE UNITED 
STATES CIRCUIT JUDGE FOR THE NINTH CIRCUIT, VICE 
SANDRA SEGAL IKUTA, RETIRING. 

IN THE AIR FORCE 

THE FOLLOWING NAMED OFFICER FOR APPOINTMENT 
AS VICE CHIEF OF STAFF OF THE AIR FORCE AND AP-
POINTMENT IN THE UNITED STATES AIR FORCE TO THE 
GRADE INDICATED WHILE ASSIGNED TO A POSITION OF 
IMPORTANCE AND RESPONSIBILITY UNDER TITLE 10, 
U.S.C., SECTIONS 601 AND 9034: 

To be general 

GEN. THOMAS A. BUSSIERE 

THE FOLLOWING NAMED OFFICER FOR APPOINTMENT 
IN THE UNITED STATES AIR FORCE TO THE GRADE INDI-
CATED WHILE ASSIGNED TO A POSITION OF IMPORTANCE 
AND RESPONSIBILITY UNDER TITLE 10, U.S.C., SECTION 
601: 

To be general 

LT. GEN. STEPHEN L. DAVIS 

THE FOLLOWING NAMED AIR NATIONAL GUARD OF THE 
UNITED STATES OFFICERS FOR APPOINTMENT IN THE 
RESERVE OF THE AIR FORCE TO THE GRADE INDICATED 
UNDER TITLE 10, U.S.C., SECTIONS 12203 AND 12212: 

To be brigadier general 

COL. BRANT A. PUTNAM 
COL. SARA A. STIGLER 
COL. ROBERT B. TAYLOR 

THE FOLLOWING NAMED AIR NATIONAL GUARD OF THE 
UNITED STATES OFFICERS FOR APPOINTMENT IN THE 
RESERVE OF THE AIR FORCE TO THE GRADE INDICATED 
UNDER TITLE 10, U.S.C., SECTIONS 12203 AND 12212: 

To be brigadier general 

COL. WENDY S. ARMIJO 
COL. MANUEL A. COLONDEJESUS 

THE FOLLOWING NAMED AIR NATIONAL GUARD OF THE 
UNITED STATES OFFICERS FOR APPOINTMENT IN THE 
RESERVE OF THE AIR FORCE TO THE GRADE INDICATED 
UNDER TITLE 10, U.S.C., SECTIONS 12203 AND 12212: 

To be brigadier general 

COL. JOSHUA D. ARMSTRONG 
COL. RYAN D. AYERS 
COL. GAVIN M. BATCHELDER 
COL. LEE R. BOUMA 
COL. JESSE R. CARLSON 
COL. TRAVIS J. CRAWMER 
COL. RYAN F. DANNEMANN 
COL. JOSEPH P. GEANEY 
COL. CHARLES T. GOAD 
COL. DAVID L. HALASI–KUN 
COL. CHAD E. HOLESKO 
COL. AMEE C. HOWARD 
COL. JARED P. KENNISH, JR. 
COL. CAROL J. KOHTZ 
COL. MATTHEW S. KOMATSU 
COL. BROCK E. LANGE 
COL. JONATHAN D. MUMME 
COL. JEREMY C. PHILLIPS 
COL. DEREK B. ROUTT 
COL. DENISE K. SWEENEY 
COL. NATASHA S. TAYLOR 
COL. ERIC A. UNDERHILL 

COL. BART T. VAN ROO 
COL. LEAH V. VOELKER 
COL. SHELDON B. WILSON 

THE FOLLOWING NAMED AIR NATIONAL GUARD OF THE 
UNITED STATES OFFICERS FOR APPOINTMENT IN THE 
RESERVE OF THE AIR FORCE TO THE GRADE INDICATED 
UNDER TITLE 10, U.S.C., SECTIONS 12203 AND 12212: 

To be brigadier general 

COL. TRAVIS T. BOLTJES 
COL. STEVEN L. CAMPBELL 
COL. JOED I. CARBONELL 
COL. CHRISTIAN P. CORNETTE 
COL. MATTHEW L. GILES 
COL. JASON R. HALVORSEN 
COL. TANYA MARIE C. LEE 
COL. TIMOTHY T. MARTIN 
COL. ANTHONY J. PASQUALE 

IN THE ARMY 
THE FOLLOWING NAMED OFFICER FOR APPOINTMENT 

IN THE UNITED STATES ARMY TO THE GRADE INDICATED 
WHILE ASSIGNED TO A POSITION OF IMPORTANCE AND 
RESPONSIBILITY UNDER TITLE 10, U.S.C., SECTION 601: 

To be general 

LT. GEN. DAVID M. HODNE 

THE FOLLOWING NAMED OFFICERS FOR APPOINTMENT 
IN THE UNITED STATES ARMY TO THE GRADE INDICATED 
WHILE ASSIGNED TO A POSITION OF IMPORTANCE AND 
RESPONSIBILITY UNDER TITLE 10, U.S.C., SECTION 601: 

To be lieutenant general 

MAJ. GEN. MARCUS S. EVANS 
MAJ. GEN. MARK S. BENNETT 
MAJ. GEN. KEVIN C. LEAHY 

THE FOLLOWING NAMED ARMY NATIONAL GUARD OF 
THE UNITED STATES OFFICER FOR APPOINTMENT IN 
THE RESERVE OF THE ARMY TO THE GRADE INDICATED 
WHILE ASSIGNED TO A POSITION OF IMPORTANCE AND 
RESPONSIBILITY UNDER TITLE 10, U.S.C., SECTION 601: 

To be lieutenant general 

MAJ. GEN. JOSEPH F. JARRARD 

IN THE AIR FORCE 
THE FOLLOWING NAMED OFFICERS FOR APPOINTMENT 

IN THE UNITED STATES AIR FORCE TO THE GRADE INDI-
CATED WHILE ASSIGNED TO A POSITION OF IMPORTANCE 
AND RESPONSIBILITY UNDER TITLE 10, U.S.C., SECTION 
601: 

To be lieutenant general 

LT. GEN. ANDREW J. GEBARA 
BRIG. GEN. MAX E. PEARSON 

IN THE ARMY 

THE FOLLOWING NAMED OFFICERS FOR APPOINTMENT 
IN THE RESERVE OF THE ARMY TO THE GRADE INDI-
CATED UNDER TITLE 10, U.S.C., SECTION 12203: 

To be brigadier general 

COL. WILKEM D. MOLLFULLEDA 
COL. ANTIONETTE C. MULHOLLAND 
COL. CHRISTOPHER J. NIEWIND 

IN THE NAVY 

THE FOLLOWING NAMED OFFICER FOR APPOINTMENT 
AS CHIEF OF NAVAL PERSONNEL AND APPOINTMENT IN 
THE UNITED STATES NAVY TO THE GRADE INDICATED 
WHILE ASSIGNED TO A POSITION OF IMPORTANCE AND 
RESPONSIBILITY UNDER TITLE 10, U.S.C., SECTIONS 601 
AND 8081: 

To be vice admiral 

REAR ADM. JEFFREY J. CZEREWKO 

THE FOLLOWING NAMED OFFICER FOR APPOINTMENT 
IN THE UNITED STATES NAVY TO THE GRADE INDICATED 
WHILE ASSIGNED TO A POSITION OF IMPORTANCE AND 
RESPONSIBILITY UNDER TITLE 10, U.S.C., SECTION 601: 

To be vice admiral 

REAR ADM. JOHN E. DOUGHERTY IV 

IN THE MARINE CORPS 

THE FOLLOWING NAMED OFFICER FOR APPOINTMENT 
IN THE UNITED STATES MARINE CORPS TO THE GRADE 
INDICATED WHILE ASSIGNED TO A POSITION OF IMPOR-
TANCE AND RESPONSIBILITY UNDER TITLE 10, U.S.C., 
SECTION 601: 

To be lieutenant general 

MAJ. GEN. CHRISTIAN F. WORTMAN 

IN THE NAVY 

THE FOLLOWING NAMED OFFICER FOR APPOINTMENT 
IN THE UNITED STATES NAVY TO THE GRADE INDICATED 
UNDER TITLE 10, U.S.C., SECTION 624: 

To be rear admiral 

REAR ADM. (LH) MICHAEL S. SCIRETTA 

IN THE SPACE FORCE 

THE FOLLOWING NAMED OFFICER FOR APPOINTMENT 
AS VICE CHIEF OF SPACE OPERATIONS AND APPOINT-
MENT IN THE UNITED STATES SPACE FORCE TO THE 
GRADE INDICATED WHILE ASSIGNED TO A POSITION OF 
IMPORTANCE AND RESPONSIBILITY UNDER TITLE 10, 
U.S.C., SECTION 601 AND 9083: 

To be general 

LT. GEN. SHAWN N. BRATTON 

VerDate Sep 11 2014 06:29 Jul 16, 2025 Jkt 059060 PO 00000 Frm 00035 Fmt 0624 Sfmt 9801 E:\CR\FM\G15JY6.067 S15JYPT1D
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 — SENATES4380 July 15, 2025 
IN THE MARINE CORPS 

THE FOLLOWING NAMED OFFICER FOR APPOINTMENT 
TO THE GRADE INDICATED IN THE UNITED STATES MA-
RINE CORPS UNDER TITLE 10, U.S.C., SECTION 624: 

To be colonel 

THOMAS W. CAREY 

IN THE COAST GUARD 

THE FOLLOWING NAMED OFFICER FOR APPOINTMENT 
IN THE UNITED STATES COAST GUARD TO THE GRADE IN-
DICATED UNDER TITLE 14, U.S.C., SECTION 2121(E): 

To be lieutenant commander 

KAILEE H. EVERETEZE 

FOREIGN SERVICE 

THE FOLLOWING–NAMED CAREER MEMBERS OF THE 
SENIOR FOREIGN SERVICE OF THE UNITED STATES DE-
PARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE FOR PROMOTION WITHIN 
THE SENIOR FOREIGN SERVICE, CLASS OF MINISTER– 
COUNSELOR: 

MARY SMITH, OF FLORIDA 

THE FOLLOWING–NAMED CAREER MEMBERS OF THE 
FOREIGN SERVICE FOR PROMOTION INTO THE SENIOR 
FOREIGN SERVICE, CLASS OF COUNSELOR: 

MICHAEL FRANCOM, OF UTAH 

CONFIRMATIONS 

Executive nominations confirmed by 
the Senate July 15, 2025: 

DEPARTMENT OF THE TREASURY 

LUKE PETTIT, OF THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA, TO BE 
AN ASSISTANT SECRETARY OF THE TREASURY. 

DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE 

ANTHONY TATA, OF FLORIDA, TO BE UNDER SEC-
RETARY OF DEFENSE FOR PERSONNEL AND READINESS. 

DEPARTMENT OF HOMELAND SECURITY 

JOSEPH EDLOW, OF MARYLAND, TO BE DIRECTOR OF 
UNITED STATES CITIZENSHIP AND IMMIGRATION SERV-
ICES, DEPARTMENT OF HOMELAND SECURITY. 
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