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The Senate met at 10 a.m. and was
called to order by the Honorable ROGER
MARSHALL, a Senator from the State of
Kansas.

————
PRAYER

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

Let us pray.

Our God, we are thankful that You
have not only known us, but You have
made Yourself known to us. You told
us in Genesis 8:22 that as long as time
shall last, there will always be
seedtime and harvest.

May our lawmakers plant seeds that
will bring a harvest for Your glory. In-
spire them to seek Your wisdom and
guidance as they acknowledge that
without You, they can accomplish
nothing that will endure. As they seek
to be Your ambassadors to our Nation
and world, may they remember to use
our liberties and privileges bought with
so crimson a cost to promote the com-
mon good of humanity.

We pray in Your powerful Name.
Amen.

PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE

The Presiding Officer led the Pledge
of Allegiance, as follows:

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

———

APPOINTMENT OF ACTING
PRESIDENT PRO TEMPORE

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

The senior assistant legislative clerk
read the following letter:

U.S. SENATE,
PRESIDENT PRO TEMPORE,
Washington, DC, September 30, 2025.
To the Senate:

Under the provisions of rule I, paragraph 3,

of the Standing Rules of the Senate, I hereby

Senate

appoint the Honorable ROGER MARSHALL, a
Senator from the State of Kansas, to per-
form the duties of the Chair.
CHUCK GRASSLEY,
President pro tempore.
Mr. MARSHALL thereupon assumed
the Chair as Acting President pro tem-
pore.

—————

RESERVATION OF LEADER TIME

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. Under the previous order, the
leadership time is reserved.

CONCLUSION OF MORNING
BUSINESS

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. Morning business is closed.

LEGISLATIVE SESSION

NATIONAL DEFENSE AUTHORIZA-
TION ACT FOR FISCAL YEAR
2026—Resumed

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under
the previous order, the Senate will re-
sume consideration of S. 2296, which
the clerk will report.

The legislative clerk read as follows:

A bill (S. 2296) to authorize appropriations
for fiscal year 2026 for military activities of
the Department of Defense, for military con-
struction, and for defense activities of the
Department of Energy, to prescribe military
personnel strengths for such fiscal year, and
for other purposes.

Pending:

Wicker-Reed amendment modified No. 3748,
in the nature of a substitute.

Wicker (for Ernst) amendment No. 3427 (to
amendment No. 3748), to require the Comp-
troller General of the United States to con-
duct a study on casualty assistance and
long-term care programs.

Thune amendment No. 3863 (to amendment
No. 3427), relating to the enactment date.

Thune amendment No. 3864 (to the lan-
guage proposed to be stricken by amendment
No. 3748), relating to the enactment date.

Thune amendment No. 3865 (to amendment
No. 3864), relating to the enactment date.

Motion to recommit the bill to the Com-
mittee on Armed Services, with instructions,
Thune amendment No. 3866, relating to the
enactment date.

Thune amendment No. 3867 (to (the in-
structions) amendment No. 3866), relating to
the enactment date.

Thune amendment No. 3868 (to amendment
No. 3867), relating to the enactment date.

RECOGNITION OF THE MAJORITY LEADER

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

GOVERNMENT FUNDING

Mr. THUNE. Mr. President, we are
just 14 hours away from a government
shutdown. The House has passed a
clean, nonpartisan continuing resolu-
tion to fund the government until No-
vember 21. The President is ready to
sign it, but Senate Democrats are
standing in the way.

In a vacuum, this CR would get almost
every Democratic vote. It just would. This is
a clean CR that has no partisan riders, ex-
tends a bunch of programs that are Demo-
cratic priorities. . . . it’s clean.

Those last few lines aren’t mine, and
they are not a quote from some other
Republican. They are a quote from a
mainstream journalist who is acknowl-
edging what everyone knows, and that
is that Republicans have offered up a
clean, nonpartisan funding extension,
the same kind of extension Democrats
have repeatedly supported in the past,
and Democrats are blocking it for their
own partisan purposes.

It is right here. This is what it is.
This is a partisan CR—24 pages to keep
the government open until November
21, at which time the Democrats will
have almost the same leverage they
have right now?

I mean, hopefully, by then, we will
have passed more appropriations bills.
I would like it if we passed all of them,
but it is reasonable to expect we won’t
have them all through conference and
in place on the President’s desk. So
they will have another funding cliff
they can take advantage of come No-
vember 21.
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This is ready to pass right now. This
keeps the government open. This funds
the government and protects Federal
workers and the American people from
the hostage-taking that has become,
evidently, now the Democrat norm,
even though it is something they de-
cried not that many years ago.

It is right here in front of us—right
here. We can pass this today. We can
pass it right now. All we have to do is
get support from the Democrats.

The House has passed it. This is a
House-passed bill. We take it up, and
the Senate passes it. We send it to the
President, the President signs it into
law, and the government stays funded.

Pretty straightforward, right?

And it was something that was done
many, many times in the past, as I
mentioned, by Democrats when they
had the majority.

Now, this right here is a chart. I
mentioned 13 times. So when the
Democrats were in the majority around
here, on 13 different occasions we
passed short-term continuing resolu-
tions, funding resolutions to keep the
government funded. And, as you can
see, there were a lot of, interestingly
enough, Republican votes—Republicans
who voted to keep the government
open when the Democrats had the ma-
jority—on 13 separate occasions. You
can look at the numbers there. The
lowest number on any one of those is 65
votes.

All we need today in the Senate, in
order for us to keep the government
open, is to get eight Democrats to vote
with Republicans. That is all it takes.
That is all it takes, eight of them. It
doesn’t have to be all of them.

I mean, I understand the reason, in
many cases, the Democrats don’t want
to go down this path now. It has noth-
ing to do with the substance of this. I
mean, again, look at this. They want
to argue about the substance of a con-
tinuing resolution that funds the gov-
ernment for 7 weeks, at which time
they will have similar leverage?

It doesn’t have anything to do with
that. It has everything to do with poli-
tics because, when this happened, there
was a Democrat President in the White
House. Now there is Republican Presi-
dent, President Trump. That is what
this is about. It is about partisan poli-
tics.

Now, there is another chart, which I
will show you here, which I think
points out, too, the hypocrisy of the
Democrats. This is the percentage of
Democrat Senators who supported
Biden-era CRs.

Look at that: 100 percent—100 per-
cent. There were two of them at 98 per-
cent. So they must have lost one or
two on the other side on a couple dif-
ferent occasions. But 13 times, when
they had the majority, almost all of
them, without exception, voted to fund
the government because that is kind of
simply what we do. We try to avoid
government shutdowns because they
tend to be disruptive. Everybody knows
that.
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In fact, I could go through a long list
of quotes, and I will just give you a few
to give you a frame of reference.

In 2023, the Democratic leader called
a shutdown ‘‘avoidable, irresponsible
and deeply damaging’’ and noted that a
shutdown would cause ‘‘disruptions for
millions of New Yorkers to services
they rely on, while thousands of Fed-
eral workers would be furloughed.”

In 2019, during the midst of a govern-
ment shutdown, the senior Democrat
Senator from Hawaii stated:

While rich people are protected, this shut-
down leaves the people who are most vulner-
able to fend for themselves.

In 2023, the senior Democrat from
Massachusetts, who has been one of the
biggest voices in support of a shutdown
this time around, had this to say:

Okay, so let’s start with how much pain a
government shutdown is going to cause us
right here in Massachusetts. . . . [W]e have
about 25,000 federal workers in Massachu-
setts. These are public servants just trying
to do their jobs, trying to help people. They
have mortgages, they have childcare bills,
they’ve got to put gas in the tank and food
on the table, and they’re not going to get
their paychecks.

Well, that is a sampling. This is an
endless video loop of Members on this
side who have been saying these things
now for years, not decades.

So I could go on. In fact, let me just
give you a couple more for some addi-
tional perspective. We have got Demo-
crats, as recently as this year, talking
about the negative effects a shutdown
has on American families. And now
Democrats are so committed to shut-
ting down the government, they are re-
jecting a clean—clean, clean—non-
partisan, short-term funding extension,
the very same kind of extension that,
as I mentioned, they supported 13
times during the Biden administration.

So what has changed? I think we all
know. It is not that the problems with
a shutdown have changed. All those
quotes that they said, I assume,
maybe, they still believe them. This is
the Democrats far-left base and far-left
Senators that have demanded a show-
down with the President, and the Dem-
ocrat leaders have bowed to their de-
mands. And apparently—apparently—
the American people just have to suffer
the consequences.

When I took office as majority lead-
er, I made clear my commitment to
regular order, in particular to a bipar-
tisan appropriations process, and I
have delivered on that. We have passed
three of the fiscal year 2026 appropria-
tions bills with strong bipartisan mar-
gins here in the Senate, and I am eager
to get back to bipartisan appropria-
tions work. That is why Republicans
have put forward a clean, nonpartisan
short-term funding resolution to keep
the government open to enable us to
finish that appropriations work.

We wanted a completely non-
controversial bill so that no one would
be inclined to vote against it and so
that we could get back to funding the
government the way it should be fund-
ed, not through endless CRs but
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through thoughtful, considered, year-
long appropriations bills.

But the Democrats just can’t take
yes for an answer. They are rejecting a
bipartisan process and attempting to
take government funding hostage.

And I had hoped that yesterday’s
White House meeting might mean the
Democrats are starting to rethink
their plan to shut down the govern-
ment, but it seems that their leader-
ship, at least, is full speed ahead.

Republicans—House, Senate, and
White House—are united in our com-
mitment to fund the government
through a clean, nonpartisan funding
resolution and then to get back to the
business of bipartisan appropriations.

So Democrats have a choice to make.
They can shut down the government
and subject the American people to all
the problems that come with a shut-
down—many of which, as I have said,
they have enumerated in the countless
quotes they have made in the past—or
they can join Republicans to pass a
clean, nonpartisan, short-term funding
bill and keep the government’s lights
on.

For the sake of the American people,
Mr. President, I really hope they
choose the latter.

I yield the floor.

RECOGNITION OF THE MINORITY LEADER

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

Mr. SCHUMER. Mr. President, I
thank the leader for letting me borrow
his chart for a minute.

So he has pointed to each of these
bar graphs, the percentage of Demo-
cratic Senators who supported Biden-
era CRs.

Yes. That is true. Guess why. In each
case, Democrats negotiated with Re-
publicans and said: Let’s have a bipar-
tisan bill.

The leader says: It is a clean bill.

It is a partisan bill. Not once were
Democrats asked for what input should
be in the bill. We were not told about
it, we were not asked about it, et
cetera; nor did Speaker JOHNSON talk
to HAKEEM JEFFRIES.

You cannot pass legislation in the
Senate when it comes to appropria-
tions unless it is bipartisan.

So the leader will say it is clean. No,
it is not clean because there was no
discussion. Every one of these times, I
went to the Republican leader and said:
What do you need? What do you want?

In many cases, we had to signifi-
cantly change the bill. One of our bills
had aid to Ukraine. The Republicans
didn’t want it. To avoid shutting down
the government, we talked to them, ne-
gotiated, and took it out. But not
once—not once—was there any bipar-
tisan discussion or talk on this bill.

We wanted to give our Republican
colleagues a chance. That is why some
of us back in March said OK. But we
saw what happened after that. We saw
a decimation of healthcare in the
BBB—so0 bad right now that 80 percent
of Americans support renewing the tax
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credits of the ACA. We saw them use
rescissions, pocket rescissions, im-
poundments, to undo what was done in
the legislative process.

So the world has changed, and one
way it has changed—and there are sev-
eral, and I will get to those—one way it
has changed is there was no discussion.
And we asked to have meetings.
HAKEEM JEFFRIES and I asked the lead-
er and the Speaker to sit down with us
as early as July. They didn’t.

The job of a leader—

Mr. THUNE. The appropriators—

Mr. SCHUMER.—is a bipartisan ne-

gotiation. And the appropriators,
which he will say are discussing
things—but the two issues we care
about—

Mr. THUNE. The date. They put the
date in there.

Mr. SCHUMER. The two issues we
care about: extending the ACA cred-
its—broadly popular with the Amer-
ican people, so they don’t want to talk
about it; they want to change the sub-
ject—and ending these rescissions and
impoundments that would undo what
we would do—the four appropriators,
when they got down and discussed it,
they said: That should be for the four
leaders to discuss.

That is what THUNE said. That is—
sorry. That is what COLE said, the Re-
publican head of Appropriations in the
House. That is what COLLINS said. That
is what MURRAY said. That is what
DELAURO said. They did not discuss it
with us at all.

So to say the appropriations process
is working is wrong. It is not working.
It is not working because the leaders
wouldn’t discuss it with us, as we dis-
cussed with Republicans on every sin-
gle one of these what should be in the
bill and on the bill.

Please.

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

Mr. THUNE. So the Senator from
New York—the way that we have done
it was a different business model than
the one he used. We actually had the
Appropriations Committee sit down,
and the date that they come up with,
November 21, was agreed upon by the
House and Senate appropriators, Re-
publican and Democrat.

Mr. SCHUMER. Would the speaker
yield? Would the leader yield?

Mr. THUNE. I will. I will.

And the Ukraine issue you are talk-
ing about wasn’t a CR. That was an en-
tirely different issue. So don’t throw
that into this mix.

Mr. SCHUMER. It was not. It was not
an entirely different issue.

Mr. THUNE. But what we are talking
about—the Democrat leader and his
colleagues have the same leverage on
November 21. This is a short-term CR.
This is what we do all the time around
here, as witnessed by the chart you
were just using. It is 24 pages long,
funds the government until November
21, at which time you have the same le-
verage then that you have right now.
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And we have until the end of the year
to fix the ACA credit issue, and we are
happy—as I said yesterday and I said
on multiple occasions—to sit down
with you to do that.

Mr. SCHUMER. Thank you.

Now reclaiming my time—

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

Mr. SCHUMER. They did not agree to
the bills that the leader is talking
about because they said explicitly—
Democrat and Republican—there are
two issues they can’t resolve: impound-
ments and rescissions and ACA tax
credits and healthcare. And they all
agreed, the four of them, that they
couldn’t agree to a bill until the lead-
ers discussed it with us.

We asked the leaders to discuss it
with us in July, in the middle of Au-
gust, at the end of August and Sep-
tember. They refused. And now he says:
Give us another 45 days.

Well, frankly, the Republicans have
had 45 days since March—one 45 days,
another 45 days, another 45 days. And
in the room yesterday, JOHNSON said he
doesn’t want to do it at all; he doesn’t
want to have any compromise.

So the time to do it is now, and the
idea that we can do it until January—
when we talked to the President yes-
terday, he didn’t understand this, but I
know that the leader does. On October
1, in a day or two, millions of Ameri-
cans—millions—are going to get no-
tices that their insurance premiums
will rise an average of $400 a month,
$5,000 a year. A middle-class family
can’t afford that.

We want to renew those credits—
among other things in healthcare—but
renew those credits so that people
won’t pay that horrible increase. You
can debate healthcare all you want,
but the overwhelming majority of
Americans—Democrat, Independent,
and even a good number of Repub-
licans—want us—want us—to renew
those credits.

The impoundment, rescission—I
mean, what does the leader think?
That we should go along, come to an
agreement, and then let them undo it
unilaterally as they have done once
and now have asked to do it more? No
way. That is not how you deal with
this. And we never had another Presi-
dent who did it.

So I repeat—I love this chart—Demo-
crats negotiated with Republicans,
Democrats mnegotiated with Repub-
licans, Democrats negotiated with Re-
publicans, and on through the whole
chart. Didn’t happen this time. Leader
THUNE did not come once to me and
say: Is this bill acceptable? What do
you want in the bill?

So they call it clean; we call it ex-
tremely partisan—not one discussion,
House or Senate, between the two lead-
ers. That is not how you negotiate, and
that is not how you pass appropriations
bills.

The Appropriations Committee is
stalled, by their own admission, be-
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cause the leader will not come and talk
to us about it.

Now let me make a few other points.
Republicans are heading us into a shut-
down. We stand at the precipice of a
government shutdown because Repub-
licans are not serious about keeping
the government open.

If you want one glaring instance of
that, Speaker JOHNSON sent his people
home. They are home right now even
though the government will conclude
at midnight. There is only one conclu-
sion you can draw when the Speaker
sends the House home: that he wants a
shutdown, he doesn’t want to nego-
tiate. All they want to do is force us,
try to bully us—they are not going to
succeed—into taking their partisan
bill. Take it or leave it. That is not
how this place works. And that is why
we are headed into a shutdown—be-
cause Republicans refuse to negotiate a
bipartisan bill that deals with the
healthcare needs of the American peo-
ple, which they care about.

Yesterday, Leader JEFFRIES and I
went to the White House to meet with
the President and Republican leaders
about finding a way out of this im-
passe. It was a frank and candid discus-
sion. It was long overdue. As I said, we
had asked for it for months.

We asked the President to meet with
us when THUNE and JOHNSON wouldn’t.
He said yes. And according to all re-
ports, JOHNSON and then Leader THUNE,
who just followed what JOHNSON want-
ed, said “Don’t do it,” and the Presi-
dent withdrew.

So on Friday, I called Leader THUNE
and said, ‘‘Let’s have a meeting,” and
we did, but it is at the last minute.

There is still a chance. It is only the
President who can do this. We know he
runs the show here, and he has got to
say to our Republican colleagues: Deal
with this ACA issue so that people
don’t get $400 premium increases; deal
with this impoundment and rescission
issue—which, when we told him about
it yesterday, he seemed not familiar
with it, but now he knows—and we can
solve this problem.

But JOHNSON won’t. THUNE won’t.
And so the President is not going to be
able to persuade them unless he tries
at the last minute. That is the only
hope here.

Look, sitting in the room with the
President, it was very clear that the
President hadn’t fully grasped the
magnitude of the disaster he is causing
when the government shuts down.

As healthcare costs go up, as people
lose their healthcare—rural hospitals
are already closing.

Speaker JOHNSON, in the room, said
to me: They are not.

I pointed out to him that TIM KAINE
just informed us that three rural clin-
ics in Virginia, southwest Virginia,
were closing, and the head of those
clinics said it is because of the bills
that the Republicans passed, the so-
called BBB, which we know is not
beautiful. The American people know
it is not beautiful.
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So they know—our Republican col-
leagues know that the American people
are fully behind us when it comes to
lowering costs but also—also—when it
comes to healthcare and making sure
those premiums don’t go way up.

Then I spoke to Speaker JOHNSON di-
rectly in the room. I told him, because
he can’t debate healthcare because he
knows it is not—the American people
are not on the side of wanting these in-
creases—even Republicans—I told him
to stop making up stories, that too
many Republicans are lying through
their teeth. They say: Oh, the Demo-
crats want undocumented immigrants
to get healthcare, to get the Federal
dollars of healthcare.

That is utter bull, and they know it.
The law—the law—prohibits undocu-
mented immigrants from getting pay-
ments from Medicare, Medicaid, or the
ACA. There is no money, not a penny
of Federal dollars, that is going there.
So why do they bring this up? Because
they are afraid to talk about the real
issue, which is healthcare for American
citizens, healthcare for people who
need the healthcare and can’t afford
these premiums.

Let me say it again. Undocumented
immigrants cannot receive premium
tax credits by law. So they should stop
these lies and address the real issue
which, of course, they are afraid to do.
A standard Republican MO—a standard
Republican MO—is to make something
else up because the American people
are on our side.

Now, this week, here is what House
Republicans sent out as guidance to
their Members. They said ‘‘not to make
the message about healthcare because
Republicans lose that argument.” They
are right. Their position is callous, ma-
licious, unpopular.

So they are not only refusing to talk
about healthcare, but apparently when
they do, it is only to spread misin-
formation, to spread lies.

I said this to Speaker JOHNSON in the
Oval Office yesterday. I told him it was
total bull—I think that is the word I
used—to say that we want undocu-
mented immigrants to get Federal ben-
efits, that it can’t happen by law and
nothing we proposed in our bill changes
that. He sort of smirked. That is it—
because he knows the truth. He knows
the truth. And they are lying to the
American people, these Republicans
who use this, because they know how
unpopular their position is.

Kaiser Family Foundation poll: 75
percent of Americans support extend-
ing the ACA premium tax credits, in-
cluding 63 percent of Republicans.

Republicans have chosen the losing
side of the healthcare debate because
they are trying to take away people’s
healthcare. They are going to let peo-
ple’s premiums rise. And this idea that
we can do this in January—no. The no-
tices go out October 1 as to how much
of an increase people will get in 29
States, and they only have a short
time—Ilong before January—to decide,
are they going to drop their healthcare
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because they can’t afford it? Are they
going to take a lesser plan where they
pay more through deductibles and co-
payments or are they going to keep
that plan and cut back on buying a car,
going on a vacation, or worse?

Simply put, folks, the Republicans
have chosen the losing side of the
healthcare debate—the losing side. And
in the White House meeting yesterday,
Speaker JOHNSON made it perfectly
clear he didn’t care if people’s pre-
miums go up because his conference is
against it.

So, again, the House isn’t even set to
come back until October 7. You tell me
which side is actively manufacturing a
shutdown. Why did the House do that?
Because they want to negotiate? I
don’t think so. They wanted to jam it
through, but they are not going to be
able to.

Yesterday, during a House Repub-
lican conference, Representative LISA
McCLAIN made it explicit. She said
“Don’t talk about healthcare’’ to her
Republican colleagues. They don’t
want to talk about it, so they make
these other things up, facts out of thin
air.

So the Republicans have until mid-
night tonight to get serious with us
about solving this crisis and keep the
government open, but right now, they
are not even talking to us seriously.
They are sort of in la-la land.

On another related issue, yesterday,
the President posted an offensive
deepfake AI video of Leader JEFFRIES
and me with sombreros, fake music,
impersonating my voice through AI—it
wasn’t me talking—with even more lies
about healthcare and immigration.

Listen to this, America, hours away
from a shutdown—which we don’t
want, the American people don’t
want—the President is busy trolling
away on the internet like a 10-year-old.
And that is exactly why Americans are
going to blame him if the government
shuts down. That is another proof point
as to who is to blame—his video, JOHN-
SON going away and adjourning the
House until next week.

We have less than a day to figure this
out, and Donald Trump is busy
tweeting deepfakes. It is not like he is
in touch with reality; he is in a bubble.
He doesn’t understand if government
shuts down, people with healthcare
premiums will go up. When we told him
about it in our meeting yesterday, by
his body language, he seemed not to be
aware of the ramifications. If the
President was smart, he would move
Heaven and Earth to fix this
healthcare crisis right away because
Americans are going to hold him re-
sponsible when they start paying $400,
$500, $4,600 more a month on
healthcare.

We have less than a day. If there was
ever a moment for Donald Trump and
Republicans to get serious about
healthcare, it is now. Even right now,
even this morning, even here on the
precipice of this crisis, the President
would rather troll on the internet and
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lie about healthcare than tell the truth
and get to work.

That is why the polls are abundantly
clear that Americans will hold Donald
Trump and Republicans responsible if
the government shuts down. Senate
Republicans could stop this crisis now.
The President should get on the phone
with Leaders THUNE and JOHNSON and
tell them to work with Democrats to
fix the crisis before it is too late and
work with Democrats to fix our
healthcare crisis.

Let me just say, once again, we tried
over and over and over again to meet
with the Republican leadership, and
they said no. Appropriators said they
couldn’t resolve the issues until the
leaders met. So we asked the leaders to
meet again, and they said no because
they didn’t want to negotiate. They
wanted it their way or no way—their
way or no way. That is not how the
Senate works.

If Republicans cause a shutdown,
they will probably keep lying and dis-
tracting because they know we are on
the side—Democrats are on the side—of
the American people. We will continue
to focus on healthcare. The American
people will be completely on our side.

I yield the floor.

The PRESIDING OFFICER
SHEEHY). The majority whip.

Mr. BARRASSO. Mr. President, we
just heard the minority leader come to
the floor of the Senate, once again, re-
fusing to admit it is the Democrats
who are driving America into a shut-
down. Let me remind everyone what
Senator SCHUMER, himself, said in 2013.
That was when the government faced
another government shutdown. This is
his quote. He said:

What if I persuaded my caucus to say, “I'm
going to shut the government down unless I
get my way?”’ It’s a politics of idiocy.

His words—a shutdown is ‘‘idiocy.”’
They are his words, not mine.

So, today, Republicans are com-
mitted to Kkeeping the government
open. We are going to vote to do that
again today. The House has already
passed a clean continuing resolution
with bipartisan votes, and it keeps the
government open and functioning for
the next 7 weeks. It allows Republicans
and Democrats on the Appropriations
Committee to continue their bipartisan
work on a full year of funding for our
Nation.

This is where Senators from both
parties have a very important part to
play. The continuing resolution is now
in the Senate. Senate Republicans sup-
port it. Senate Democrats should join
us and vote yes to keep the govern-
ment open because, if not, the govern-
ment shuts down at midnight tonight.
Democrats have no problem voting for
13 clean continuing resolutions, just
like the one we have here today. They
did that when Joe Biden was President.
Now they refuse to do what they did 13
times for Joe Biden. Instead, they are
demanding a ransom.

(Mr.



September 30, 2025

Senator SCHUMER has come to the
Senate with a ransom note. He is ask-
ing for $1 trillion just to keep the gov-
ernment open for 4 short weeks. This
proposal is a far-left wish list. The
Democrats in this body know that they
are responding to the demands of the
far-left, radical wing of their party—
radical, extreme, dangerous, scary peo-
ple who want to take this country far,
far to the left and are happy to see a
government shutdown. They are de-
manding a government shutdown by
the Democrats in this body.

So what do they want to do with this
trillion dollars that is in this wish
list—this ransom note—from the mi-
nority leader? Well, they want to spend
$400 billion to keep Biden bonus COVID
payments forever—forever. They want
to repeal reforms that strengthen Med-
icaid. It strengthens Medicaid for the
people who need it the most. That is
not what the Democrats want. They
want it to go to people who are unwill-
ing to work, want to sit home, want to
get free healthcare. These are able-bod-
ied individuals who refuse to work.
Democrats say: Give them healthcare,
no responsibility, none whatsoever.

Oh, and they want to spend billions
of dollars for overseas projects related
to their obsession with extreme cli-
mate policies.

The minority leader made a state-
ment today on healthcare that I found
to be preposterous because I am a doc-
tor. I practiced medicine for 24 years. I
was in a rural hospital in Wyoming
just this past week. The Democrats’
proposal—the ransom note that they
have provided—wants to repeal the
critically important $50 billion rural
hospital fund. Every Democrat in this
body voted against a $50 billion rural
hospital fund.

Just a few minutes ago, the Senate
minority leader came to the floor. He
said one of his Members went to some
rural communities in his home State
and said that the healthcare providers
there are really concerned. Well, then
those healthcare providers haven’t
been informed by the Democrat Sen-
ators from that State about what is in
the bill that passed this summer and
the incredible resources that are being
made to make sure that rural hospitals
can be sustained, to stay afloat, to stay
open to provide healthcare.

The Democrats are so against rural
communities of this country. They
view them as the enemy, the red coun-
ties. They are so fixated with the big
cities and kowtowing to the big city
mayors that they actually introduced a
bill in July. It is stunning. They call it
Protecting Health Care and Lowering
Costs Act. It is preposterous because
that act alone repeals the $50 billion
for the rural hospital communities.
They didn’t just do it once with their
bill in July; they have done it again
with a ransom note from CHUCK SCHU-
MER to the Republicans, saying that if
you want to keep the government open
for 4 short weeks, get rid of this rural
healthcare hospital lifeline.
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Hospitals all across my State and
yours realize it is important for their
sustainability to provide healthcare in
rural communities where the next hos-
pital may be 100 miles away. That is
something foreign to the other side of
the aisle who ignore, so often, the rural
communities in their own States, who
can say they can ignore them; don’t
campaign there; don’t go there; don’t
talk to those people. It is the big cities
that sustain us, and we are going to ac-
tually punish the rural communities by
stripping from a successful piece of leg-
islation $50 billion set aside for rural
healthcare in this country.

What the Democrats are proposing is
an outrageous shakedown, and that is
why we are going to have a shutdown
because they refuse to keep the govern-
ment open while we are working on bi-
partisan funding bills. Everything they
are doing is focused on satisfying the
most radical, extreme, dangerous,
scary part of their party.

In March, I believe, Senator SCHUMER
did the right thing. He voted with Re-
publicans to keep the government
open. What happened? The far left im-
mediately attacked him for doing the
right thing.

NANCY PELOSI said:

I myself don’t give anything away for
nothing.

She was even against it.

AOC questioned why he would ‘““hand
away our leverage for free.” Eighteen
of Democrats’ own candidates who are
running right now in open seats for the
Senate in 2026 were questioned by one
of the newsletters in town. They all
said they refused to say whether they
were going to vote for him as leader of
the Democratic Party.

So now, according to an Axios report
from last week, what we have seen the
minority leader do is he built a private
war room—their quote, ‘‘private war
room’—with liberal groups to orches-
trate a shutdown. When I hear the mi-
nority leader come to the floor say: Oh,
we don’t want to do it, he has been or-
chestrating this, according to this
news report, for months, orchestrating
with his liberal private war room. He
and his staff have been meeting with
these groups every week for the past 2
months to plan the shutdown that be-
gins tonight at midnight.

Senator SCHUMER is doing exactly
what he once called the politics of idi-
ocy. He is threatening to shut down the
government unless he gets everything
that he wants. Well, Republicans are
not going to pay the ransom, and the
American people aren’t going to pay
the ransom. We are not going to sell
out our Nation’s servicemembers, our
law enforcement officers, our seniors,
our air traffic controllers.

Let me remind everyone who pays
the price for a Schumer shutdown. The
American Legion warns of a shutdown
that will ‘“‘directly affect the lives of
veterans and their families.”” They will
pay a price for the Schumer shutdown.

Vietnam Veterans of America put it
plainly:
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. an imme-
and

For veterans, a shutdown is . .
diate disruption of care, support,
progress on life-saving initiatives.

They will pay a price for the Schu-
mer shutdown.

The National Fraternal Order of Po-
lice says a shutdown ‘‘will cause major
disruptions for programs that fund
public safety efforts in our commu-
nities.” They will pay a price for the
Schumer shutdown.

The National Association of Police
Organizations adds:

Federal law enforcement officers, who are
working to protect our cities and commu-
nities from violent crime, drugs, and guns,
will be putting their lives on the line with-
out getting paid.

They will pay a price for the Schu-
mer shutdown.

The Association of Mature American
Citizens warns that seniors on fixed in-
comes will face ‘‘backlogs and service
disruptions.” They will pay a price for
the Schumer shutdown.

The National Cattlemen’s Beef Asso-
ciation says farmers and ranchers will
lose ‘‘predictability and stability’ as
harvest season begins. They will pay a
price for the Schumer shutdown.

The National Grocers Association
warns that vital programs feeding low-
income families and children will run
out of money. This is the reality of a
Schumer shutdown.

Here is the bottom line: Republicans
are fighting for veterans, for service-
members, for law enforcement, for Bor-
der Patrol agents, for senior citizens,
and for rural hospitals. Democrats are
willing to shut down the government
for illegal immigrants, climate extre-
mism, and wasteful Washington spend-
ing.

Twelve years ago, Senator SCHUMER
decried the politics of idiocy. If Demo-
crats shut down the government at 12
midnight tonight, the idiocy will be
theirs.

The House has done its job. It passed
a continuing resolution to fund the
government. President Trump is ready
to sign it. It is time, today, for the
Senate to pass it. The American people
are watching.

I urge my Democrat colleagues to
join with us. Tear up the ransom note.
Keep the government open. Otherwise,
Democrats will own the Schumer shut-
down. The American people will suffer
the costs and the consequences.

I yield the floor.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Arkansas.

Mr. COTTON. Mr. President, well,
here we are again. Republicans merely
want to fund the government for 7
weeks. The House of Representatives
passed a simple bill with no partisan
tricks or poison pills. Yet, for the sec-
ond time this year—the second time in
barely 6 months—we again find our-
selves on the cusp of a Schumer shut-
down.

Now, I am not here to remind you
that Senator SCHUMER came to the
Senate in 1999 and that, since then, he
has supported and voted in favor of a
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continuing resolution to keep the gov-
ernment open more than 56 times.

I am also not here to remind you
that, when Senator SCHUMER was in
charge last year, the Democrats had
224 days to bring 11 bipartisan spending
bills to this Senate floor, and even
though 6 of these bills were passed out
of committee unanimously and the
other 5 with overwhelming bipartisan
support, then-Majority Leader SCHU-
MER failed to bring a single one of
those bills to the floor—not one.

I am also not here to tell you about
the impact the Schumer shutdown will
have on our national security, on our
economy, and on the American people
and their families.

Instead of doing any of that, I think
I will just let the Democrats speak for
themselves. Let’s turn the clock way
back to the fall of 2013, when the series
finale of ‘‘Breaking Bad’’ was aired and
when the word ‘‘selfie” was added to
the Oxford Dictionary. Though it may
seem like ages ago, many of the Senate
Democrats who are here now similarly
found themselves on the edge of a gov-
ernment shutdown in 2013. Let’s listen
to what they had to say.

Senator DURBIN said shutting down
the government was ‘‘no way to run a
country.”

Senator HIRONO agreed, stating:

Dysfunction is not the proper way to gov-
ern.

Senator WARREN also echoed her col-
leagues and explained:

Hostage tactics are the last resort for
those who can’t otherwise win their fights
through elections, can’t win their fights in
Congress, can’t win their fights for the Presi-
dency, and can’t win their fights in Courts.

I don’t disagree. The American peo-
ple made the winners very clear when
they went to the polls last November,
and the Democrats lost their fights for
Congress and for the Presidency. I
would be remiss not to note all of the
leftwing radical policies that continue
to be challenged and also lose through
the courts.

Out of touch with reality and fresh
out of ideas, the Democrats have made
a shortsighted play to back the Schu-
mer shutdown. Look at the dog and
pony show they are putting on right
now. The Democrats are attempting to
extort a laundry list of what President
Trump has rightly called ‘‘unserious
and ridiculous demands.” These de-
mands include restoring taxpayer-fund-
ed healthcare for illegal aliens, wiping
out a $560 billion rural hospital support
fund, and sending your tax dollars
overseas for climate initiatives.

In short, Democrats want to add $1.4
trillion in new spending to pay for the
partisan pet projects that were soundly
rejected by the American people last
November.

Radical Democrats refuse to be rea-
sonable and negotiate in good faith.
This reinforces a point that Senator
JACK REED made back in 2013 when he
said:

Forcing the government to shut down for
reasons the vast majority of Americans dis-
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agree with is a terrible signal and could cre-
ate undue hardships for families and busi-
nesses.

This statement is as true now as it
was then. Democrats who support the
Schumer shutdown are voting to with-
hold the paychecks of air traffic con-
trollers, our troops, Federal custodial
staff, and countless other hard-working
Americans.

As Senator SANDERS put it in 2013,
‘“‘shutting the government down will
disrupt the economy and cost us jobs.”

Senator SCHATZ added:

Every moment that the government re-
mains closed endangers our economy and
American families across the country.

The bottom line: The Democrats
have acknowledged that a shutdown is
not some political stunt. As they said,
a government shutdown can threaten
national security by, for example, dis-
rupting military training and recruit-
ing, disrupting ongoing work to mod-
ernize our nuclear forces, and creating

uncertainty in our defense supply
chains.
That is not the model of peace

through strength that Americans have
demanded of their elected officials.

But rather than listen to the Amer-
ican people, Senator SCHUMER and the
Democrats are making their own ab-
surd demands. To make matters worse,
the Democrats are conflating the budg-
et process with policymaking, an ap-
proach that they have long condemned.

Senator MURPHY perhaps put it best,
in 2013, when he said:

There is a time and place to debate
healthcare, just like there is a time and
place to debate energy policy and immigra-
tion and education—but not when the fund-
ing of the federal government, and all the
lives that are impacted by it, hang in the
balance.

Senator MURPHY in 2013:

[T]here is a time and place to debate

healthcare . . . not when the funding of the
federal government . . . hang[s] in the bal-
ance.

Enough is enough. Again, in 2013—
more than a decade ago—Senator KLO-
BUCHAR called for an end to the ‘‘polit-
ical gamesmanship.”

Likewise, Senator BLUMENTHAL
pledged to ‘‘do everything possible to
work with my colleagues to make sure
budget brinksmanship and political
gamesmanship are halted.”

Yet, solely because of the Democrats,
here we are. The political gamesman-
ship and the budget brinksmanship are
still going on.

So let me state clearly: A Schumer
shutdown will be carried out at the ex-
pense and on the dime of the American
people. Remember, it wasn’t happen-
stance that the American people threw
radical Democrats out of the Oval Of-
fice and congressional leadership last
fall. So don’t be fooled. The Schumer
shutdown is a last-ditch effort to save
face after spending years passing disas-
trous policies that led to rising costs
and skyrocketing crime.

Let me leave you with one last quote
from 2013:
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Don’t hold the American people hostage,
simply because you’re so sure you are right
and everyone else is wrong.

Any guess who said that one? You've
got it: Senator ‘‘Shutdown’’ SCHUMER—
because he has decided to move forward
with this Schumer shutdown and has
refused to take his own advice, unfor-
tunately, the American people will be
left paying the price.

I yield the floor.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Massachusetts.

UNANIMOUS CONSENT REQUEST—H.R. 5100

Mr. MARKEY. Mr. President, I rise
today to seek unanimous consent to
pass H.R. 5100, a bill to extend the
Small Business Innovation Research
and Small Business Technology Trans-
fer Programs for 1 year. This bill was
unanimously passed by the House of
Representatives, led by the Republican
chairs of both the House Small Busi-
ness Committee and the House Science
Committee.

Hundreds of small businesses have
written to Chair ERNST and to me, urg-
ing the passage of the House bill to
avoid ending the program. The Na-
tional Academies, including Trump’s
former Under Secretary of Defense for
Acquisition, wrote to us, urging the
passage of H.R. 5100.

And given that the House will not be
in session today, any objection or
modification to this unanimously
passed House bill will result in the pro-
gram’s ending. Yet here we are, watch-
ing the clock expire on one of the most
bipartisan and successful small busi-
ness programs in our government.

If we don’t pass this bill, more than
$4 billion worth of research and devel-
opment funding for research institu-
tions and small businesses is at stake.
SBIR and STTR have led to tech-
nologies that have changed American
lives: the world’s smallest heart pump,
new cancer therapies, Alzheimer’s
treatments, GPS, and Qualcomm wire-
less communications systems.

This program has gone above and be-
yond the expectations of those who en-
acted it more than 40 years ago. For
every SBIR dollar spent, the program
returns $22 to $33 in economic benefits;
and this number includes, contrary to
recent rhetoric, positive returns on in-
vestment from the top 25 companies,
and 63 percent of the top 26 companies
have commercialized their technology.
In 2024, 60 percent of SBIR awardees
had won their first awards in the last 5
years, and, annually, 30 percent of
awardees are new entrants.

If we don’t pass this legislation
today, we will be hitting the ‘‘off”
switch to the light bulb of innovation
in our country.

But that is not to say that the pro-
grams are perfect. In May, I introduced
a 52-page bill with suggested improve-
ments and extensions for the programs.

I want to provide small businesses
with the certainty they deserve by
making the programs permanent to en-
sure we do not watch the clock hit zero
again. I want to increase how much
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Agencies are required to allocate for
these programs in order to maximize
our innovation potential. I want to
strengthen our commercialization ef-
forts through better data collection,
training, and designated commer-
cialization officers. I want to increase
the number of new entrants by reau-
thorizing and codifying new programs
that aim to reach underserved popu-
lations.

I, like all of my colleagues, want to
make sure that our technology never
falls in the hands of our adversaries.
That is why I want to continue the bi-
partisan program enacted in 2022,
which has identified and mitigated for-
eign risk in its short period of imple-
mentation.

According to the Department of De-
fense, only 0.04 percent of their applica-
tions have been deemed a foreign risk.
If H.R. 5100 is not enacted, the current
safeguards we have in place for foreign
risk go away. Small businesses cut off
from government funding will be left
vulnerable, opening the door for for-
eign adversaries to swoop in and ac-
quire American technology, and I know
that none of my colleagues want that
situation to become a reality.

The SBIR and STTR Programs are
not graduation programs. They are re-
search and development programs.
These programs work because of their
merit-based competition nature—Dar-
winian, paranoia-inducing competition.
Kicking successful companies out of
these programs would be like cutting
your highest scorers after winning the
NBA title. Instead of innovation, we
would get decimation. We would be sti-
fling potential technology critical to
national security, our economy, our
health, or to the next energy revolu-
tion in our country.

It should not matter where these
technologies come from, whether it is
Massachusetts or Texas or New York or
North Carolina or Iowa or any State.
Our standing on the world stage of in-
novation depends on these small busi-
nesses, and a lapse in the program
would be devastating. It would lead to
expansive layoffs, setbacks to sci-
entific advancement, leave govern-
ment-funded technology vulnerable to
foreign adversaries, and cut billions for
small business innovators.

We are already seeing the impact of
uncertainty in the programs. Last
week, the Department of Defense de-
layed their SBIR applications, and we
have heard from multiple Agencies
that they will do the same if the pro-
gram is not reauthorized.

To be clear, this was not in response
to a government shutdown but in re-
sponse to Congress’s not coming to an
agreement on the reauthorization of
the SBIR and STTR Programs.

That is why five of the six nego-
tiators, including the two Republican
House chairmen, for these programs
have agreed on a 1l-year extension. We
all want to see improvements made,
but we need the time necessary to en-
sure that we are making informed, evi-
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dence-based decisions that do not harm
American innovation.

So, from my perspective, I ask my
colleagues to work with the other five
corners, pass the 1-year extension, and
work toward a longer reauthorization
with the improvements we all want to
see.

With that, I ask unanimous consent
that the Committee on Small Business
and Entrepreneurship be discharged
and that the Senate proceed to the im-
mediate consideration of H.R. 5100; fur-
ther, I ask that the bill be considered
read a third time and passed and that
the motion to reconsider be considered
made and laid upon the table.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there
objection?

The Senator from Iowa.

Ms. ERNST. Mr. President, reserving
the right to object, the status quo will
not work. I cannot continue to let
China win, allow waste to run rampant,
or fail our warfighters.

When it comes to foreign influence
and the SBIR-STTR Programs, the fox
is in the henhouse, and my colleague
wants to shut the door and check back
in a year.

America’s seed fund is in trouble: $5
billion of Agencies’ R&D budgets is set
aside each year for American startups
to develop critical technology. In prac-
tice, however, too many large compa-
nies—not truly small businesses—drain
millions of taxpayer dollars by churn-
ing out white papers—white papers—in-
stead of turning the taxpayers’ invest-
ments into reality.

In the past decade, 25 companies
alone in the Pentagon’s SBIR Program
received 18 percent of the funding. A
single company received $650 million—
more award dollars than the total
issued to all companies in 26 States
combined. Even the Pentagon’s Defense
Innovation Board concluded that the
SBIR Program has consistent over-
investment in a small number of com-
panies that fail to deliver scalable ca-
pabilities to warfighters, warranting
direct corrective action.

In short, our warfighters are not
properly benefiting from the billions of
dollars being invested into SBIR mills.

Additionally, companies linked to
our adversaries funnel taxpayer-funded
intellectual property into communist
China and beyond.

I have been crystal clear that I can-
not support a 1-year clean extension of
the SBIR-STTR Programs unless
meaningful reforms are included to en-
sure every dollar serves America’s in-
terests.

In just 2023 and 2024, we know that
835 applications for SBIR-STTR fund-
ing were flagged for having foreign
risks—835. Yet only 303 of those appli-
cations were denied.

Even worse, a lack of foreign due dili-
gence standards across government has
opened the door for exploitation. Some
Agencies denied 100 percent of those
flagged applications, while other Agen-
cies denied less than 1 percent of those
flagged applications.
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When I shared my report with the
Pentagon, they agreed that there are
significant threats to our national se-
curity that must be addressed.

If this program is to be extended, our
taxpayers deserve to know that their
representatives are, at a minimum,
stopping wasteful spending to unpro-
ductive firms and implementing urgent
safeguards to protect technology from
our adversaries. That is why my
amendment to H.R. 5100 would provide
a 30-day extension of the SBIR and
STTR Programs with necessary re-
forms.

Simply, this measure would, No. 1,
root out waste and prioritize our truly
small businesses by establishing a rea-
sonable lifetime limit on SBIR funding,
which would affect only 0.2 percent of
participants in the program and, No. 2,
counter Chinese espionage by standard-
izing the foreign risk definition across
our Federal Agencies.

It is common sense, folks. We
shouldn’t be serving as a subsidy for
Beijing when we are unleashing the
golden age of America. But that risk is
real and present today, and additional
taxpayer dollars cannot go out the
door unless we secure this program
now.

Our country cannot and should not
delay these reforms any longer.

If my colleagues truly oppose even
basic safeguards, then this SBIR set-
aside charade should end and tax-
payers’ dollars should be restored to
the Agency’s R&D budgets, where they
will better serve our warfighters and
strengthen our Nation’s competitive-
ness. Instead of recklessly extending
the status quo for another year, these
set-aside dollars would simply be re-
turned to each Agency, and small busi-
nesses can continue to compete for
those awards.

I believe President Trump has assem-
bled a world-class administration that
is more than ready to deploy these
R&D dollars. Unburdened by additional
layers of bureaucracy, Agencies can
execute awards to small businesses in
line with both the taxpayers’ interests
and our national security.

I am willing to work with you to find
a commonsense solution, one that
works for both sides and ultimately the
American people; however, as the pro-
posal stands, on Dbehalf of our
warfighters, our national security, and
our truly small businesses, I cannot let
the status quo continue.

Therefore, I ask that the consent be
modified and the Ernst substitute
amendment at the desk be considered
and agreed to; that the bill, as amend-
ed, be considered read a third time and
passed; and that the motion to recon-
sider be considered made and laid upon
the table.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there
objection to the modification?

Mr. MARKEY. Reserving the right to
object.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Massachusetts.

Mr. MARKEY. Mr. President, I rise
to oppose the substitute amendment
offered by the Senator from Iowa.
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The SBIR and STTR Programs expire
at midnight tonight, separate from ev-
erything else that is going on here in
the Senate today. The only bipartisan
option to avoid the program ending is
to pass H.R. 5100 as passed by the
House of Representatives already be-
fore us. The Republican chairmen in
the House have already passed it over
to us.

As I said previously, we all have
changes to the program we would like
to enact, and that is just going to take
time. They recognize that over in the
House, the Republican chairmen.

We should extend these programs,
which we should do on a bipartisan
basis, while continuing to work on a bi-
partisan basis to address the Senator
from Iowa’s concerns, along with other
reforms that other Senators and House
Members would like to make.

I object to this amendment because
it guarantees a lapse and because it
would, No. 1, punish successful, innova-
tive small businesses; No. 2, force small
businesses to avoid pursuing the
riskier, more cutting-edge ideas that
keep American innovation at the fore-
front—it is the small companies that
do the innovation; big companies buy
that innovation from small companies,
but it is the small companies that do
the innovation in our country; and No.
3, prevent Agencies from being able to
fund technology that aids their mission
if that technology comes from a suc-
cessful small business. The so-called
waiver included in the amendment
would only result in party politics as
opposed to merit-based competition.

Finally, the wide-sweeping foreign
due diligence changes would require
Agencies to forgo the flexibility to de-
termine their own risk tolerance. It
would also leave the door open for
Agencies to deny applications on any
grounds they see fit, even if it is not in
statute or regulations.

To top it off, this proposal aims to
dismantle the entire SBIR and STTR
Programs, while only extending au-
thorization for 1 month.

Now is not the time to play games
with small businesses and American in-
novation. We must make sure we do
not hand over our crown jewel—Amer-
ican small businesses and decades of
American innovation—to our foreign
adversaries by allowing this program
to end.

So I ask my colleagues here, I ask
my colleague from Iowa to join me and
the Republican chairs of both the
House Small Business and Science
Committees to pass the overwhelm-
ingly supported extension for 1 year on
a bipartisan basis so we can work out
the differences. We should not allow
this program to end.

We never cap what big businesses can
get from the Federal Government.
Their tax benefits are permanent.
Their ability to go to the Defense De-
partment or other Agencies with big
contracts—that is never capped, and we
should not be capping small businesses.
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That is why we need to have the dis-
cussion, because it is critical that this
program continue tomorrow.

So with that, I object.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ob-
jection to the modification is heard.

Is there objection to the original re-
quest?

Ms. ERNST. Mr. President, reserving
the right to object.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Iowa.

Ms. ERNST. Our Nation cannot af-
ford to extend another flawed program
that fails to meet the innovation chal-
lenges of the 21st century.

With China at our heels and wasted
taxpayer dollars being funneled out the
door, it is clear the status quo does not
work or serve our truly small busi-
nesses. The moment for action is now,
but my colleague wants to shut the
door on that and continue with more of
the same for another year.

I will keep working to safeguard
SBIR-funded technologies from our ad-
versaries and ensure we invest in the
best and brightest small businesses so
America maintains our technological
advantage; however, continuing the
status quo is not a solution I can sup-
port.

Without my amendment, on behalf of
our warfighters, our national security,
and our hard-working taxpayers, I
therefore object.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ob-
jection is heard.

The Senator from Iowa.

GOVERNMENT FUNDING

Ms. ERNST. Mr. President, the same
Washington politicians who were whin-
ing about DOGE laying off unnecessary
bureaucrats just a few months ago are
now exposing who is and who isn’t an
essential employee by forcing a govern-
ment shutdown.

In the past, nonessential employees
were sent home and then eventually
paid for not working during a shut-
down. This is an absolute waste of tax-
payer dollars.

With Democrats blocking passage of
the bill to keep the government open,
thousands of nonessential employees
could be furloughed indefinitely when
funding expires tonight at midnight.
Instead of paying these bureaucrats for
not working, the Trump administra-
tion may eliminate many of these non-
essential positions altogether.

Of course, our brave men and women
in uniform will continue answering the
call to duty without pay if there is a
shutdown, as will other essential em-
ployees. But do you know who will still
get paid? The politicians who failed to
do their jobs and caused the shutdown;
namely, Senator SCHUMER and the
Democrats in Congress.

Keep in mind, the bill they are block-
ing would keep the government funded
at Biden’s budget levels—go figure—
while we continue working out our dif-
ferences. Senator SCHUMER himself
stated earlier this year:

No reasonable Member on either side, Dem-
ocrat or Republican, wants a government
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shutdown. Both sides recognize that a gov-
ernment shutdown would mean crushing
delays to veterans programs; nutrition pro-
grams for women, infants, and children; de-
layed benefits for our military; and so much
more.

Senator SCHUMER went on to say only
extremists who can’t win an argument
are willing to shut down the govern-
ment to bully everyone else into sub-
mission, and, folks, that is exactly
what is happening now. But, ironically,
it is Senator SCHUMER who is being
bullied by the extremists within his
own party. These are the radical social-
ists demanding we defund the police
and ICE and allow our streets and bor-
ders to, once again, be overcome by
chaos and lawlessness.

Senator SCHUMER previously shut
down the government for over a month
in a failed attempt to stop President
Trump from securing our southern bor-
der. During that time, food safety in-
spections were stopped, permanent
damage was done to some of our na-
tional parks, scientific research was
put on hold, applications for small
business loans became backlogged, the
low-income folks and the elderly and
people with disabilities lost rental as-
sistance and were forced to live in fear
of eviction. And 300,000 Federal em-
ployees who went without a paycheck
for over a month were eventually paid
for doing nothing, costing taxpayers $3
billion.

Folks, no one wins when Democrats
shut down our government. It is obvi-
ous the Democratic leader is shutting
down the government for one simple
reason: to protect his own job. But that
is not even working. Just last week,
the Washington newspaper POLITICO
reported that, across the country, the
Democratic base is rebelling against
Schumer’s ‘‘rudderless leadership.”

Well, folks, that is a sentiment we all
share. From the far left to the right,
there is widespread disappointment
with Senator SCHUMER’s inability to
perform his basic duties, like doing his
part to make sure our military gets
paid on time and the government stays
open.

So on behalf of all Americans, for his
rudderless leadership, his petty par-
tisanship, and his silly shutdown she-
nanigans, the recipient of the ‘‘Non-
essential Government Employee of the
Year for 2025’ is Senator CHUCK SCHU-
MER.

I yield the floor.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Nevada.

ANNIVERSARY OF ROUTE 91 HARVEST FESTIVAL
SHOOTING

Ms. ROSEN. Mr. President, for the
residents of southern Nevada and so
many others, October 1 is no ordinary
day. On October 1, 2017, my hometown
of Las Vegas was struck by an un-
imaginable tragedy that forever—for-
ever—changed our communities. We
experienced an attack on a scale far
worse than anyone could ever have
imagined, a devastating tragedy that
ripped families apart and destroyed
lives.
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During any given weekend, the Las
Vegas Strip is buzzing with tourists
and visitors from around the world,
and that was the case on October 1,
2017. That night, tens of thousands of
people came to Las Vegas to attend the
Route 91 Harvest Music Festival, enjoy
a fun night out with friends and good
music. The weather was beautiful. But
in just 10 minutes—10 minutes—their
lives and our entire State would be
changed forever. Ten minutes was all it
took for a gunman to open fire on an
unsuspecting crowd, killing 58 innocent
people, injuring thousands, and leaving
a permanent scar on the hearts of ev-
eryone in our State and on the hearts
of the families and friends of those in-
jured and killed.

In the years since, we have lost two
more individuals as a result of this
tragedy, which remains the deadliest
mass shooting in American history. So
I want you to think about what that
means. The families of the victims of
that tragedy had their world shattered
in just 10 minutes—10 minutes that day
that changed their lives forever—fami-
lies who now don’t get to celebrate
birthdays, anniversaries, holidays;
families, and I think this is one of the
hardest things, who never got to say
goodbye to the people they love.

And that night also changed the lives
of everyone in our city: people who
were attending or working at the fes-
tival, Nevadans who were just driving
down the Strip, and the first respond-
ers who ran toward danger to help save
lives.

In the chaos and confusion of that
night, our heroic first responders, our
police officers, our firefighters, and our
paramedics ran toward the scene. They
saved countless lives. I know taxi driv-
ers ran; everyone ran to try to help
people escape. And in the midst of this
darkness, we saw our community—my
community—go above and beyond to
help.

Our entire State rallied together. We
saw lines of people around entire
blocks, waiting hours to donate blood,
willing to donate blood to save the
lives of complete strangers in the mid-
dle of a mass casualty.

I remember that day going to the
line to talk to people and try to com-
fort folks in the midst of those first
few days. There was a woman in line to
give blood, and I went up, and I talked
to her. She started crying. She put her
arms like this. She goes: I don’t have
much but blood; blood is all I have to
give, and I am here.

She started crying. I started crying.
It was such a moving moment. She
goes: This is what I can give—her arms
outstretched.

And so I want everyone to think
about that; that the hearts of so many,
in a tragedy, go out to those they don’t
even know, to do what they can and
give what they can, coming from the
heart. And these selfless acts of not
just this woman—this is just one story
of so many that I was proud to hear
and be a part of—this showed the coun-
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try why we are Vegas Strong. And I am
here today to honor the memories of
those whom we lost as a result of that
terrible night on 1 October and every-
one else who was impacted. As we re-
member and reflect on this event, we
must also commit ourselves to action
to make sure that no other community
in the Nation goes through what we
went through.

In the last few years, we have, so
sadly, seen shootings at universities—

including UNLV in Las Vegas—in
schools, in places where people go
every day, like supermarkets and

churches. We saw that just this week-
end. And just this year alone, there
have already been 53 school shootings
in the United States.

So it is clear we need to act, and
there are things we can do on a bipar-
tisan basis. The 1 October shooter re-
lied on bump stocks. They are just dan-
gerous devices that attach to guns to
make them fire bullets even faster so
that a shooter can fire more bullets in
a shorter period of time in order to in-
flict as much pain and carnage as pos-
sible.

And I hope we could agree that no-
body wants that—no one wants that.

In response to this unprecedented
tragedy in 2017, President Trump
issued a Federal rule that banned bump
stocks, and it did help save countless
lives from these deadly modifications.
Unfortunately, the Supreme Court
overturned this commonsense Federal
ban, allowing these dangerous bump
stocks to flow into our streets once
again.

This puts more lives and commu-
nities at risk, which is why I helped in-
troduce bipartisan legislation earlier
this year to restore this commonsense
Federal ban on bump stocks because we
have the power to do something. So
let’s pass this bipartisan bill and save
lives before the next tragedy hits an-
other unsuspecting community be-
cause, trust me, nobody wants to go
through this—mo community. Nobody
wants to give this speech. Nobody
wants to look in the eyes of the fami-
lies. No one wants to go to that reunifi-
cation center. No one wants to go to
the hospitals. No one wants to see the
memorials grow and grow, time after
time. No one wants to see this in com-
munity after community every single
day. There has to be some common
sense about what we can do.

So, as we approach the eighth anni-
versary of the 1 October shooting, I
would just ask all of my colleagues in
this Chamber to remember and honor
the memories of the victims, their fam-
ilies, their loved ones, and everyone
whose lives were forever changed that
night. I also ask that we come together
as Republicans and Democrats, in a bi-
partisan way, just to save lives by
passing our commonsense bill to ban
bump stocks. I think it would make a
difference.

And I just pray that those out there
watching find comfort in remembering
that their loved ones’ memories serve
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as a blessing to them and that we will
always continue to honor them.

I suggest the absence of a quorum.

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. CUR-
TIS). The clerk will call the roll.

The bill clerk proceeded to call the
roll.

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

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

GLOBAL MARKETS

Mr. CORNYN. Mr. President, for a
long time, the United States has bene-
fited from free and competitive global
markets.

For too long, we have relied on con-
ventional wisdom that engaging with
China—in particular, the Chinese Com-
munist Party—by bringing them into
the global marketplace would be mutu-
ally beneficial. But it has become in-
creasingly obvious and as plain as the
nose on our face now that China’s pri-
mary interest in that so-called free
market is to use it to undermine our
interests and to further their own.

I am grateful to President Trump for
ringing the alarm bells on China and
for helping us reframe the way we look
at the People’s Republic of China.

We need to be clear-eyed about ex-
actly what is going on. China is not in-
terested in a level playing field where
both parties benefit from a bit of
friendly competition. The People’s Re-
public of China is treating competition
in the global markets as a zero-sum
game where they win and the West
loses.

Nowhere has this become more ap-
parent than in the case of critical min-
erals and rare earth elements. I doubt
many of us have given a lot of thought,
at least in the years past, about the
role of rare earth elements and critical
minerals, but now we have become edu-
cated way too late about the impor-
tance of these two elements.

There are two ways that a competi-
tive market economy can be under-
mined. One is excessive government
regulation making it harder for more
competitors to enter a market. This
makes it more difficult for newer,
smaller entrepreneurs to get off the
ground. But another way for a competi-
tive market to be threatened is when
one seller has a monopoly on a par-
ticular good or service.

When a single provider of a service or
good gets so big that they are the only
game in town, then they get to set the
terms. A monopoly can ask whatever
price they demand because there is no
one competing with them for a cheaper
or better version.

This is precisely what China is doing
with respect to mining and processing
rare earth and other critical minerals,
but the People’s Republic of China
takes it one step further: They are ac-
tively sabotaging their competitors, in-
cluding the United States.

For a long time, up until the 1980s,
the United States dominated the indus-
try for rare earth elements, but then
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China decided to begin rapidly sub-
sidizing their own rare earth industry.

China benefits from some unfortu-
nate advantages in this competition.
They have lower labor costs because
they are less concerned than we are in
the United States about ensuring that
workers are paid fairly and kept safe.
We know China has lower environ-
mental standards than we do here in
the United States, which further
makes it more difficult for the United
States to compete against them. The
third and most critical advantage that
China has over the United States in
this field is that their government rec-
ognized the importance of these crit-
ical minerals a long time ago and was
willing to put generous government
subsidies in place to launch their in-
dustry, while somehow we were lulled
into complacency and failed to realize
our dependence on China and their
processing of critical minerals and rare
earth elements.

Now, people may be asking: Why do
we care about critical minerals and
rare earth elements? Well the truth is,
these elements are essential to pro-
ducing magnets and other components
of our vehicles, our robotics, our aero-
space, and our defense systems. We
can’t build our weapons systems to de-
fend our Nation and to deter aggressors
without access to these processed rare
earth elements and critical minerals.
That is how important it is.

But China has been successfully side-
lining the United States and other
global competitors, becoming effec-
tively the only game in town—or I
should say in the world—when it comes
to mining and processing these min-
erals.

Whether we realize it or not, there is
hardly an aspect of our daily life that
would not be affected were China to cut
off our access to these processed rare
earth elements and critical minerals—
from our iPhones to the cars we drive
and even our washing machines.

Because China recognized how impor-
tant these minerals are, their govern-
ment was willing to take extraordinary
measures to make sure they control
the supply chain for these critical min-
erals in the future.

What are these extraordinary meas-
ures they have taken? Well, over the
last 20 years, China has invested $57
billion through state-backed financial
institutions in the form of loans to
Belt-and-Road participant countries in
order to gain leverage over the global
supply chain for these critical min-
erals.

More than 75 percent of these invest-
ments are structured through joint
ventures and special-purpose vehicles
in such a way that Chinese entities
have ownership stakes, allowing them
to influence the extraction and proc-
essing of these critical mineral
projects.

More forebodingly, last December,
China took steps to ban exports of
technologies used in mining and proc-
essing rare earth elements in order to
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exert further control over the supply
chain and enhance its leverage when
dealing with the United States in var-
ious binational negotiations.

In April of this year, China placed ex-
port controls on seven rare earth ele-
ments, requiring any company that
wishes to export them to acquire a spe-
cial license, and if they didn’t, obvi-
ously, it would be illegal. While the
terms and conditions of the licensing
process are still being spelled out in
more detail, this may become the tool
to incentivize various countries to act
in Chinese interests to protect their
own access to these minerals. In other
words, it is not just the United States
that depends on these rare earth ele-
ments and critical minerals; it is vir-
tually every other part of the global
community.

When China sees likely competitors,
it floods the market with excess supply
of these minerals, lowering the market
price and thereby sidelining any poten-
tial competitors.

Now, just to be clear, rare earth ele-
ments and critical minerals can be
mined in many places across the globe.
Where China has gotten the monopoly
or virtual monopoly is 90 percent of
them are processed in China. So you
may mine rare earth elements or crit-
ical minerals in Chile or in the United
States or Australia or somewhere else,
but 90 percent of them must be proc-
essed in China because there are not
other competitors for the reasons I
have mentioned.

Because China would stop at nothing
to manipulate the market, prices have
dropped dramatically when they flood
the market with processed minerals.
Since 2023, for example, cobalt prices
decreased 59.5 percent, from $82,000 per
ton to $33,000 per ton—again, because
China has been manipulating the mar-
ket to discourage any competition.
Nickel prices decreased by 73.1 percent,
from $48,000 per ton to $13,000 per ton.
Lithium prices decreased 86.8 percent,
from $68,000 to less than $10,000.

Consequently, several plants that
were designed to open up in the United
States to compete with China had to
close because of their inability to
maintain profitability in this economic
environment. The United States’ only
cobalt mine opened in 2023 and was
forced to close less than a year later,
while nickel plants in Australia and
New Caledonia shut down in the same
timeframe.

While these competitors have closed
their doors, Chinese firms have contin-
ued to hold on to their state-sponsored
monopoly. China has been taking these
steps for decades right beneath our
nose to develop this near monopoly
that they currently hold on mining and
processing of critical elements.

As the United States, we should have
seen this coming, and we could have
done something about it, but we didn’t.
Joe Biden could have spent the last 4
yvears in the White House tackling this
issue head on, but here we are with vir-
tually nothing to show for the Biden
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administration’s so-called efforts. So
we are playing catch-up with the Chi-
nese Communist Party, which is not a
good place to be.

If another pandemic were to happen,
disrupting global supply chains, or if
we were to find ourselves in a hot war
with China or even difficult trade nego-
tiations with China, which we will, and
they decide to cut off trade with the
United States, there would be drastic
consequences to our economy, to our
military preparedness, and to our abil-
ity to deter an aggressive Chinese Com-
munist Party.

Americans would not be able to pur-
chase the electronics that power our
lives day in and day out. Our Depart-
ment of Defense—or Department of
War, as it is now called—would be ham-
strung in its ability to obtain critical
components for the weapons systems
that are used to deter aggression by
our adversaries. Elderly or chronically
ill Americans would be unable to ob-
tain the pharmaceutical remedies they
rely on to simply stay alive.

Well, fortunately, while we are late
to the game, things are moving now in
a better direction under unified Repub-
lican control. In March of this year, for
example, President Trump issued an
Executive order directing the Depart-
ments of the Interior, Defense—or now,
as it is called, War—Agriculture, and
Energy to work together to accelerate
domestic investment and production of
critical minerals.

Congress also did some things in the
One Big Beautiful Bill to help. That
legislation included an allocation of $2
billion to the Secretary of War to in-
crease U.S. critical minerals stockpiled
through the National Defense Stock-
pile Transaction Fund, and an addi-
tional $5 billion was provided for in-
vestments in critical minerals through
the Industrial Base Fund.

Furthermore, this law tightened our
definition of a ‘‘foreign entity of con-
cern,” which will help ensure that Chi-
nese critical mineral companies are
not availing themselves of U.S. tax
credits in order to invest in their own
critical mineral efforts.

There are ongoing discussions to en-
sure that the Defense authorization
bill we are currently on includes provi-
sions such as the reauthorization of the
Development Finance Corporation that
our colleagues Senators RISCH and SHA-
HEEN have sponsored this year. We need
to make sure they are successful in
those efforts.

The Development Finance Corpora-
tion works to incentivize private cap-
ital markets to invest in our most crit-
ical supply chains.

I have introduced something called
the Critical Minerals Security Act,
which directs the Department of the
Interior and Department of State to
further identify vulnerabilities in U.S.
supply chains for critical minerals.

Now, I believe these are important
steps, but we have a bigger problem in
America. We simply have a hard time
building things anymore. A lot of that
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has to do with overregulation, prob-
lems with gaining the appropriate per-
mits, and the litigation environment,
which means that any sort of critical
infrastructure is probably going to be
delayed years, maybe decades, from
endless lawsuits.

That is a larger, more threatening
situation, and I am only talking about
a small part of it here today.

The steps we have taken so far are
unfortunately too little, too late, in
my view, but they are at least a step in
the right direction. They are not
enough, by themselves, to ensure that
we have safe and secure supply chains
for both mining and processing of crit-
ical minerals to meet our Nation’s
needs.

Once again, Deng Xiaoping, who said,
‘““Hide your motives and bide your
time,” has successfully snookered the
United States and our other allies
around the world so that we are now al-
most entirely dependent on Chinese
processing of critical minerals.

So there is not a day to wait. We
need to make sure that we catch up
and we catch up quickly. It is going to
take a lot of work for the United
States to claw our way back to where
we need to be, but I am confident that
we can, if we rise to meet the occasion.

So I would urge all of my colleagues
to listen to and respond to this alarm
bell that I am trying to ring here on
the Senate floor today and take seri-
ously the urgency of securing our sup-
ply chains and securing American proc-
essing facilities for critical minerals.

We simply do not have a choice. Oth-
erwise, we will continue to be held hos-
tage by an adversary that does not
wish us well. They don’t want friendly
competition. They want dominance,
and they also want to take Taiwan in
the coming years.

If we can’t build things because we
can’t deter them by building the weap-
ons necessary to do that, if we can’t
sustain our economy by continuing to
manufacture technology that allows us
to compete with China in the coming
years, we will have failed in our funda-
mental responsibility as Members of
Congress. If America is to have a safe,
secure, and prosperous future, we have
to compete and we have to win the
critical minerals race with the People’s
Republic of China.

I yield the floor.

Mr. CORNYN. Mr. President, I would
ask unanimous consent that the pre-
viously scheduled recess begin imme-
diately.

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

———

RECESS

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under
the previous order, the Senate stands
in recess until 2:15 p.m.

Thereupon, the Senate, at 12:18 p.m.,
recessed until 2:15 p.m. when called to
order by the Presiding Officer (Mrs.
MooODY).
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NATIONAL DEFENSE AUTHORIZA-
TION ACT FOR FISCAL YEAR
2026—Continued

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Michigan.

UNANIMOUS CONSENT REQUEST—S. 1377

Mr. PETERS. Madam President, in
just a few hours, the Cybersecurity In-
formation Sharing Act is set to expire.
If we don’t extend these critical au-
thorities, we will lose one of our most
effective defenses against cyber at-
tacks as our adversaries’ attacks con-
tinue to grow more aggressive and
more sophisticated.

This law has protected our economy;
it has protected our infrastructure; and
it has protected our government for
more than a decade. It allows private
companies and Federal Agencies to
share real-time threat information be-
fore attacks spread, before systems are
compromised, and before damage be-
comes irreversible. If this law expires,
it will be harder to protect businesses
and critical infrastructure against
cyber attacks, and cyber criminals and
our adversaries will be emboldened to
continue to try to breach our defenses.

The original law was passed with a
strong bipartisan support, and there is
bipartisan support in both the House
and the Senate to renew these protec-
tions for another 10 years. Even the
Trump administration fully agrees and
the White House and the Department
of Homeland Security support this 10-
year extension.

A broad coalition of industry leaders
are asking for Congress to act quickly
to pass a long-term extension, which
provides businesses with the certainty
they need to know these protections
will be available to them for years to
come.

That is why Senator ROUNDS and I in-
troduced a clean, bipartisan 10-year ex-
tension in April, with strong support
from stakeholders who are absolutely
counting on these protections. It is
time to pass this bill today; otherwise,
we will lose our networks, our busi-
nesses, our economy, and we will leave
them exposed, vulnerable, and defense-
less. We need to pass this legislation.

I ask unanimous consent that the
Committee on Homeland Security and
Governmental Affairs be discharged
from further consideration of S. 1377
and the Senate proceed to its imme-
diate consideration; that the bill be
considered read a third time and passed
and the motion to reconsider be consid-
ered made and laid upon the table with
no intervening action or debate.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there
objection?

The Senator from Kentucky.

Mr. PAUL. Reserving the right to ob-
ject, there is nothing better in politics
than to fake outrage. “I am so out-
raged my program is going to go
away.”” But you can vote this afternoon
at b o’clock to extend your program.

Instead of all the hot air, why don’t
you come to the floor and tell us you
are actually going to vote to keep the
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government open and your program
will be extended. You have a chance.
Let’s see how you vote this afternoon.

I object.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objec-
tion is heard.

The Senator from Michigan.

Mr. PETERS. I want to be clear. This
is a voluntary program that businesses
across the country have been able to
count on for 10 years. These same com-
panies are urging us to extend the
exact same protections for another 10
years.

These cyber security protections
keep our country safe. They have
stopped cyber attacks that could have
exposed America’s private data, com-
promised businesses and our economy,
or even taken over critical infrastruc-
ture like our electric grid and our
transportation systems.

Countless businesses in every indus-
try across the country depend on these
protections. Telling them they could be
eliminated again in just 2 months with
a short-term CR does not give them the
certainty they need to work. This is
why they want the 10-year extension.

The Federal Government needs to
help them prevent catastrophic at-
tacks. We have broad bipartisan con-
sensus, not for just a couple of
months—that doesn’t help anybody—
but broad bipartisan consensus, includ-
ing support, again, from the Trump ad-
ministration, which fully supports this,
to extend these authorities for the next
10 years. That will ensure that every
industry in America can continue to
count on these protections to be avail-
able.

If my colleague doesn’t support a
clean authorization—he is chair of the
committee—he should have initiated a
bipartisan process. He should have, per-
haps, convened hearings like a chair-
man normally would if they actually
care about an issue. The committee
should have had a chance to hear from
key industry stakeholders. The com-
mittee could have heard directly from
officials from President Trump’s White
House and President Trump’s Depart-
ment of Homeland Security. They
would tell them, as they have told ev-
eryone, that they need to pass a 10-year
extension—not a couple of months, a
10-year extension—but that hasn’t hap-
pened in our committee.

But if my colleague is not interested
in meaningful compromise or working
across the aisle on legislation in his
committee’s jurisdiction that is abso-
lutely essential, then I would ask that
he at least—at least—stop standing in
the way of the rest of the entire U.S.
Senate and broad bipartisan support in
the House and pass a clean 10-year ex-
tension of this proven law.

I cannot predict the ways in which
cyber criminals and adversaries will
try to take advantage of this situation
if we can’t extend these authorities. At
this moment, let’s be very clear, there
is only one person—one person—stand-
ing in the way. I am certainly willing
to work with my colleague on his con-
cerns about free speech. He would not



S6858

even let our committee have any kind
of discussion about any legislation, in-
cluding his own.

It is time to let the Senate work its
will and vote to extend these cyber se-
curity protections. It is absolutely es-
sential for this Nation’s national secu-
rity.

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

TRIBUTE TO EDDIE HUNNELL

Mr. BUDD. Madam President, 1 year
ago, Hurricane Helene brought dev-
astating winds and recordbreaking
rainfall to Western North Carolina.
Families were displaced; homes were
destroyed; and, tragically, lives were
lost. Even in the face of devastation,
North Carolinians showed remarkable
strength, unity, and compassion.

Today, I rise to recognize Mr. Eddie
Hunnell of Holly Springs, NC, who ex-
emplified that spirit. On Friday, Sep-
tember 27, 2024, floodwaters surged
through the North Fork New River in
Grassy Creek, NC. Mr. Hunnell had
made a 3%-hour trip to Western North
Carolina to celebrate his son’s wedding.

But what should have been a joyous
occasion quickly turned into a crisis.
As rising water carried trees, furniture,
and other debris downstream, Mr.
Hunnell spotted a 66-year-old Grassy
Creek resident in distress, Ms. Leslie
Worth. She was wearing a life jacket.
She was standing in the second-story
bedroom window of her home that had
been knocked from its foundation.

Ms. Worth bravely jumped out of the
window to save her own life. She
plunged into the dangerous conditions
and was swept up by the current. And
without a moment’s hesitation, Mr.
Hunnell made the brave decision to at-
tempt to rescue her. He steered a canoe
through the flood, then, undeterred by
the raging current, leapt into the
water and swam to reach her. Through
determination and resolve, he swam to
her to safer ground, undoubtedly sav-
ing her life. This was nothing short of
an act of extraordinary bravery and
selflessness.

Once Ms. Worth was reunited with
her husband, Mr. Hunnell welcomed the
couple to join the family that evening
at his son’s rehearsal dinner. He knew
they were without a home, without a
meal, and without any warmth. He
even went further by setting up a fund
to help them rebuild their lives, and he
was the very first to contribute.

In June, Mr. Hunnell was recognized
for this extraordinary act of heroism as
a recipient of the Carnegie Medal. This
award honors civilians who risk death
or serious physical injury, to an ex-
traordinary degree, saving or attempt-
ing to save the lives of others. And I
can think of no one more deserving
than he.

The motto of the great State of
North Carolina is ‘“‘Esse quam videri,”
which means ‘‘to be rather than to
seem.”” I firmly believe Mr. Hunnell has
lived out our State’s motto to the full-
est. His actions remind us that in
times of crisis, ordinary individuals
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can perform extraordinary deeds. I am
grateful for his swift, lifesaving inter-
vention during Hurricane Helene to
save an innocent life.

I ask my colleagues to join me in
honoring him for his exemplary serv-
ice. May his courage continue to be an
inspiration for us all.

I yield the floor.

(Mrs. BRITT assumed the Chair.)

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr.
BANKS). The Senator from Alabama.

GOVERNMENT FUNDING

Mrs. BRITT. Mr. President, passing a
clean CR this week is important for
two reasons. First, passing the CR, of
course, will avert a harmful and unnec-
essary government shutdown.

No reasonable Member on either side, Dem-
ocrat or Republican, wants a government
shutdown.

Now, those aren’t my words. Those
are actually Senator SCHUMER’s words
from just over a year ago.

I rise today because, once again in
this Congress, my colleagues on the
other side of the aisle have decided to
put politics ahead of the American peo-
ple. You see, just a few weeks ago, we
finally unpacked the logjam that they
had created on President Trump’s
nominees. They decided that, instead
of working for the American people and
allowing this body to do its job, they
were going to engage in unprecedented
obstruction, allowing for every single
person that came to this floor—insist-
ing that they had a cloture vote, 134
out of 135 nominees—something that
had historically never been done. At
the rate we were going, up until Repub-
licans finally took action to remove
Democrat obstruction, President
Trump, at the end of his term—at the
end of his term—would have had about
800 nominees confirmed out of the 1,200
that he actually gets to select during
his administration.

I didn’t say at the end of this year. I
didn’t say at the end of this Congress.
That would have been just over 400. At
the end of his term, he would have only
had just over two-thirds of the people
that he needed to make his administra-
tion work. That is what they wanted to
do. That is what they were insistent
upon.

Look, the American people spoke on
November 5. They heard from both
sides. It was probably one of the more
fruitful debates. Knowing what Vice
President Harris would bring to the
table—seeing that she said: I would do
nothing different than Joe Biden has
done—and then knowing what Presi-
dent Trump did his first term and what
he was promising to do yet again, the
American people made a very clear
choice.

But yet, instead of allowing this body
to focus, this body to work, this body
to function, my colleagues on the other
side of the aisle have continued to play
politics. And guess what. We are over
it. And that is what we are seeing hap-
pen here today.

Make no mistake, what we want to
do is pass a clean CR. Now, this means
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we have, obviously, come to the end of
our time of government funding. We
have 12 appropriations bills that we
need to get across the finish line. Get-
ting them across the finish line is im-
portant to fund the government. And,
look, we are on our path—a path great-
er than that, that was set by my col-
leagues when they were in charge, just
over a year ago—to actually make
great strides toward that.

So what Republicans are asking that
we do is that we continue these con-
versations, that we continue the work
that we are doing. You see, for the first
time since 2018, we actually passed
three appropriations bills out of this
Chamber before the August State work
period. We have been working dili-
gently with our counterparts in the
House to get those ready for final pas-
sage. What we are asking them to do
today is to let us keep working, to let
us keep doing our job for the American
people. But they are consistently
choosing politics over the very people
they serve.

This Chamber is barreling toward a
government shutdown and—make no
mistake about it—there is no one to
blame but the Democrats. Instead of
saying yes, let’s keep working, they de-
cided to say: You know what? For 7
weeks of keeping working toward the
goal of bringing these bills to the floor
and actually passing them, getting
them across the finish line, when we
have engaged in record obstruction on
other items, we are going to ask you
for $1.5 trillion—trillion—in new spend-
ing, for 7 weeks.

So they have essentially asked—you
heard that right—for not a billion with
a “b” but a trillion with a “t” for 7
weeks of spending, under a Biden budg-
et, as we extend that while we work to
put ourselves under a Trump budget
moving forward. It is seriously par-
tisan and unfortunate for the American
people.

Their plan also asked for some other
things that are deeply unserious: to
allow illegal aliens to receive taxpayer-
funded benefits—that is what they are
asking in exchange—to send a half a
billion dollars to media that functions
more as propaganda than it does as an
actual news outlet. And they want to
eliminate the $50 billion of investment
that Republicans pledged and made to
rural healthcare. And that is just the
tip of the iceberg.

Here is the reality. Voters rejected
all of that on November 5. The Amer-
ica-last spending of Democrats is some-
thing that the people of this country
said we don’t want any more of. Presi-
dent Trump and Republicans were
elected to change that in historic fash-
ion. But time and time again, it ap-
pears that the people pushing for a
shutdown, the people on the other side
of the aisle, are not living in reality
and are caring more about pandering to
the far left than they are about actu-
ally delivering results to the American
people. And that is sad.

Look, this isn’t an impasse where we
said ‘‘let’s work on these things’ and
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we have made no progress. We have
made significant progress, and we are
committed to continuing to do that,
given the opportunity. Meanwhile, the
Republicans have put forth a clean CR.
It funds the government for 7 weeks. It
puts forth no new partisan spending.
And, importantly, it allows for us to
have more time to get back to a sem-
blance of regular order and pass bipar-
tisan appropriations bills.

Enacting these appropriations bills
needs to be one of our top priorities,
because while the Republican-led CR is
the best option for right now, it is my
belief that we cannot continue to kick
the can down the road. Every time we
do that, it costs the American tax-
payers more. It is time for us to get in
this room right here and do the work of
the American people.

A long-term continuing resolution
would keep spending at Biden levels,
and the American people neither voted
for this nor could they afford it. We
have an obligation to ensure the Sen-
ate gets back to doing its job. We must
return to transparency, to account-
ability, and to regular order.

The last several months, it was
blocking President Trump’s nominees.
Now, it is holding the government hos-
tage with a wish list of demands.

Republicans are here to work for the
American people, and, look, we are
going to continue to do so. It is my
hope that some of my colleagues on the
other side of the aisle are committed to
doing the same thing.

Make no mistake, if the government
shuts down, if Federal workers go with-
out a paycheck, if things go awry, that
would be the Democrats’ burden to
bear.

It is not like there hasn’t been
progress. It is not like there is no plan.
We have made progress on these bills.
Our leader, Leader JOHN THUNE, has
promised to continue to put these bills
on the floor. It is past time that Demo-
crats get serious and decide if they
want to govern or if they just want to
follow their leader. I hope that they
choose actually doing the work of the
American people and not making them
pay the price for a Schumer shutdown.

Decisions need to be made in this
very Chamber tonight, and I hope that
our colleagues on the other side make
the right one. Let us continue to work
for the American people. Let us do the
job that we have already started on
and are committed to finishing. And
let us get this Senate back functioning
for the very people that we serve.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Washington.

HEALTHCARE

Ms. CANTWELL. Mr. President, I
know many of my constituents are
contacting me about the rising cost of
healthcare. I know that many of my
colleagues are saying that they are
being contacted about the rising cost
of healthcare.

Believe it or not, some of it is im-
pacted by tariffs—some of it, the anx-
iety of what happened when Medicaid

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — SENATE

was threatened in the Big Beautiful
Bill. But most specifically now, they
are hearing from their State insurance
commissioners that rates are going to
go up as early as October 15 in the
State of Idaho and in many, many
States across the country, as early as
November 1, are starting to now have
to make a choice. Are they going to
pay for this huge increase in insurance
premiums because this institution, this
body, did not deal with the Affordable
Care Act extensions of subsidies that
provided affordable health insurance to
millions of Americans?

This is something that is already
going to affect the burden that rural
hospitals have. It is going to burden
Americans as they try to keep work-
ing, and it is going to burden an ever
increasing healthcare system that is
facing these costs.

I hope that we can do something, to
make a commitment to focus on af-
fordability. Why? The American people
are seeing a huge cost increase in gro-
ceries, in gasoline, in everyday prod-
ucts. Our manufacturers are seeing in-
creases in cost. And so this is an issue
that needs to be tackled today, not in
a few weeks when you are locked in to
the higher rates. It is not something
that can be done by the end of the year
because you are going to be locked in
to higher rates. This is something that
Congress and the administration need
to hash out now.

Now, I am an advocate of—I wish we
would have hashed it out last summer.
I basically started realizing in July
that this was going to affect my State,
when our insurance commissioner
came up with what they predicted
would be a 20-plus-percent increase in
rates, and we started speaking with
small businesses across the State who
said it was going to affect their ability
to keep their employees because of the
cost of healthcare.

So what are we doing now? Well, in-
stead of addressing this issue, the Af-
fordable Care Act healthcare market
rate extension of making sure that pre-
miums don’t rise significantly on many
Americans, people are denying that the
problem exists or that the deadline is
actually here—past due, really—to af-
fect what we think is an emergency.

Last week, my office released a re-
port showing that dramatic increases
in premiums for many States in the
United States have already gotten ap-
proval, and just one chart that I will
show you shows those increased rates,
not just for the State of Washington—
which we saw a 2l-percent increase—
but for many other States: Arizona,
which they are proposing a 48-percent
increase; Georgia, 39-percent increase;
North Carolina, 29.36 percent; and
Texas, 39.28 percent.

Why are they going up so much?
Well, insurers are saying in their
States, the primary reason, as I men-
tioned earlier, administration tariffs,
cost of delivering the healthcare sys-
tem, and the pending failure of Con-
gress to extend the tax credits in the
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Affordable Care Act. As a result, as I
said, many people will be paying these
higher rates, but 5 million Americans
across the country, including 80,000
Washingtonians, the estimates are, will
just no longer be able to afford insur-
ance.

That is the estimate: 5 million Amer-
icans across the country, 80,000 in my
State, will just be like, ‘“Nope, can’t af-
ford insurance anymore, not going to
buy it.” Why is that so important?
Well, because the Affordable Care Act
drove down the rate of uninsured in
America from about 15 percent to
about 7 percent. That decrease in un-
compensated care helped us reduce our
overall healthcare costs too, for people
who are getting insurance in many dif-
ferent ways.

When you have uncompensated care,
the costs don’t just evaporate and go
into the sky. They are paid by the rest
of us in the system. Failing to deal
with this affects everybody’s
healthcare, not just those on the Af-
fordable Care Act premium plan of ex-
tension of these credits. It affects ev-
erybody because you are increasing the
cost of healthcare throughout the en-
tire system.

I don’t want to roll the dice on this
and find out what happens to many of
my constituents. I don’t want to find
out what happens when people who
don’t have health insurance get sick
anyway and go to the emergency room
or have a devastating diagnosis just be-
cause we wouldn’t act. When you think
about this, the ranks of people who are
in this uninsured market don’t stop
getting sick. They do still have costs,
and that uncompensated care is what
drove up the cost of our healthcare sys-
tem overall.

So now, as we face inflation, it is the
last thing we should be doing, is to
drive up the cost of anything just be-
cause we have failed to act. The last
thing we need to do is discover that, on
November 1, that those premiums,
which will go into place as people pur-
chase those plans, is something that we
can’t reverse for the future—because
the market is a marketplace. It is a
marketplace of insurance. If we want
to affect this, we should affect it now.

In August, I asked the chairman and
ranking member of the Finance Com-
mittee to hold a hearing on how to
lower these costs for Americans and
find ways to keep people insured and
healthy. Unfortunately, the Senate Fi-
nance Committee did not even meet in
September and did not schedule any
hearings to actually even discuss this
particular problem.

I would have hoped that there would
have been an illumination with our re-
port, as everybody realized these rates
are going to get locked in, people are
going to make purchase decisions in
November and December, and then, as I
said, lots of people will just say, ‘I
can’t afford these rates. They’re in-
sane, and now I'm going to just drop
out of the marketplace. But yeah, I'm
still going to get sick, and I'm still
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going to cost the hospital and the part
of the State that may not even be able
to afford it. I'm still going to have un-
compensated care costs.”

All of this could have been discussed,
and that is why, when we put out the
report, we expressed the urgency by
sending the same letter—not a big po-
litical letter, but a letter—to the rank-
ing member and chairman of the Fi-
nance Committee, but also to the lead-
ership of the Senate, the House, and
the President, saying you need to wake
up to this problem. This problem is
real. It will affect our economy. It will
affect millions of people, and it will af-
fect the rest of us by driving up the
cost of health insurance.

So I heard Speaker JOHNSON on the
television this morning saying that ex-
tending the ACA credits is a December
issue. Well, it is not really a December
issue if people start, in October and No-
vember, making decisions and locking
themselves into higher rates or decid-
ing that they are not going to even buy
insurance because it is too expensive.

He said, ‘‘Reforms are needed to the
program.” Great. We could have had
that discussion in August or Sep-
tember, and we certainly could have it
today, but I see no convening. The
House isn’t even here. I see no con-
vening of people saying, ‘‘Let’s get se-
rious about these extensions and the
high cost of health insurance.” Fami-
lies are relying on the exchange, and
these decisions need to be made during
this open enrollment period.

I know people are thinking, ‘‘Oh, this
is such a geeky issue.” Trust me: I
know that many Americans are frus-
trated over enrollment periods for
health insurance period, okay? They
are always challenged by the fact that
an employer or this healthcare sys-
tem—yes, we need to keep working to
improve the healthcare system. But
right now, we don’t want to lose mil-
lions of people from the healthcare sys-
tem just because we don’t want to talk
about it and somebody wants to talk
about it later.

To enroll by December 15, you need
to know what the premium costs are.
To get coverage starting on January 1,
you need to enroll by December 15. So
that means you have to know what this
situation is all about now. When these
insurance commissioners across the
country—go back to those rates—start-
ed publishing those rates, that is when
everybody should have woken up and
said, ‘“What the heck are we talking
about?”’ Thirty, 40, almost 40 percent in
Arizona, 40 percent. What are we talk-
ing about?

Insurance commissioners are pro-
posing—oh, by the way, maybe in a few
red States, they knew it was so bad
they didn’t even want to put the infor-
mation out there. Our report published
a lot of this, and people weren’t even
thinking about it. They weren’t even
thinking about or letting people put
out the information about how high
the rates were going to be. So why
would you do that? Why not address
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the underlying issue and say, ‘“What
are we doing about the high cost of
healthcare?”

So my colleagues on the other side
are so confident. Let’s hear what their
proposal is. Let’s hear what they are
going to do—because I am pretty sure
the tariffs, the Medicaid cuts, and this
proposal not to deal with the Afford-
able Care Act extension are driving up
these rates to extraordinary rates that
are going to hurt all Americans by
making healthcare more expensive.

So I will just say we didn’t even have
a hearing in the committee of jurisdic-
tion on the fact that we cut a trillion
dollars out of the healthcare system
and stripped Medicaid coverage from 11
million Americans. We didn’t even
have a hearing on that. So, our con-
stituents, Mr. President, should be lis-
tened to. We need to address this issue.
We want Members to figure out how to
make healthcare more affordable for
millions of Americans.

The 119th Congress thus far has
squandered too much time focusing too
little on this issue. We need to roll up
our sleeves and focus on immediate,
real solutions that impact millions of
Americans. Together, we can figure out
a way to extend these expiring credits
and come up with solutions to lower
those costs, and I urge my colleagues
to do so as soon as possible. The Amer-
ican people are depending on us to help
them not face these enormous infla-
tionary costs.

I yield the floor.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The mi-
nority whip.

GOVERNMENT FUNDING

Mr. DURBIN. Mr. President, we are
just hours away from the deadline to
fund the Federal Government. This
task of funding our government is one
of the most important responsibilities
vested in Congress.

This is not my first rodeo. I have
been through shutdowns before. The
last one and one of the longest was in
President Trump’s first term. So here
in the second term comes another gov-
ernment shutdown just 9 months into
his Presidency.

Accomplishing this funding of our
government requires bipartisan com-
promise. Do the math. To pass any-
thing of substance in the U.S. Senate,
you need 60 votes. There are 53 Repub-
licans and 47 Democrats. You need at
least seven Democratic votes to join
all the Republicans if you want to have
a bipartisan rollcall that passes. So
that would suggest to any President
and any Member of the majority party
that it is a good idea to sit down with
the Senators from the other side of the
aisle before you reach the shutdown
phase of this conversation.

If we fail to fund this government,
farmers won’t receive their payments
and loans they need to stay afloat fac-
ing President Trump’s tariffs, medical
breakthroughs and research will be put
on hold, and American servicemembers
and thousands of Federal employees
across the country will be forced to
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work without pay. But unfortunately,
we have seen little interest on the
other side to sit down and talk about it
and to reach a compromise. The Repub-
licans control the White House, they
control the Senate, they control the
House of Representatives, and they
have decided the best approach is:
Don’t negotiate with the Democrats.
Give them a ‘‘take it or leave it and
let’s see what happens.

Despite knowing since March that
government funding was going to run
out tonight, President Donald Trump
waited until yesterday—yesterday—to
meet with Senate minority leader
CHUCK SCHUMER and House minority
leader HAKEEM JEFFRIES. What was he
waiting for? He understands the Presi-
dent bears major responsibility if a
shutdown takes place.

Think about it. He waited until the
day before the government funding
deadline to finally sit down and talk to
both political parties.

Republican Majority Leader THUNE
said he is committed to passing appro-
priations bills through regular order. I
agree. I am on the Appropriations Com-
mittee. I think we are doing a pretty
good job, and we can do better.

We also want to pass government
spending bills, but we refuse to
rubberstamp President Trump’s harm-
ful cuts and reckless actions. Yet, in-
stead of being here to do the work of
funding our government, the Repub-
licans in the House are gone. They left
Washington last week and don’t plan to
return until next week. That doesn’t
help at all.

The House must stop playing polit-
ical games and come to work so we can
actually avoid this shutdown. Repub-
licans must take responsibility for the
government they control—the govern-
ment they control.

White House Republicans are on va-
cation. Their refusal to prevent a shut-
down will ruin millions of Americans’
travel plans.

During a shutdown, air traffic con-
trollers and TSA employees work with-
out pay. That is not reassuring. This
means delays and longer wait times for
travelers at airports across the coun-
try, just like the last time President
Donald Trump shut down the govern-
ment in 2018 for 35 long days. It took
pressure from the air traffic controllers
to finally end that Trump shutdown.

Our aviation system will continue to
bear the effects because a shutdown
would pause hiring and training pro-
grams for air traffic controllers at a
time when we should be improving
safety.

Does it make you feel more confident
to take a flight and realize that that
air traffic controller is working with-
out pay or that the testing and train-
ing of the air traffic controllers have
been delayed because of a shutdown?

So the next time you are sitting in
an airport and you see your flight de-
layed, you can thank those who didn’t
want to sit down and talk before the
shutdown faced us.
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Unfortunately, the Trump adminis-
tration is preparing to weaponize the
shutdown and continue their attacks
on the Federal workforce. Without any
rhyme or reason, they have been chop-
ping off thousands and thousands of
Federal employees. Sometimes employ-
ees are doing essential work, and they
beg them to come back to work. Some
do; some don’t.

Last week, the Director of the OMB,
Russell Vought, sent out a memo stat-
ing that any government employee who
seeks funding for their role lapse be-
cause of a shutdown would be fired if
their work does not align with the
President’s objectives.

They are promising a big shutdown of
the Federal workforce. These firings
jeopardize progress in Federal Agen-
cies—Agencies already indiscrimi-
nately gutted by the Trump adminis-
tration. The Trump administration has
begged fired employees to return to
work at Agencies like the National
Weather Service and the Department of
Energy.

Even Republican Senators—some—
agree that government employees are
not pawns to be played with during the
debate on government funding. These
employees and their families deserve a
better boss. But the Trump administra-
tion apparently doesn’t care. They are
content to cause continual chaos
across the government to score cheap
points.

The American people know who is
making the government work and who
is trying to destroy it. For months,
Democrats have been ready and willing
to work with Republicans to avoid the
awful effects of a shutdown.

Why should the average American
care about a shutdown? What import
does it have to you and your life and
your family? It 1is Dbasic. It is
healthcare. That is what this is about
on the Democratic side. We think this
is a battle worth fighting.

We face a prospect of some 24 million
Americans either losing their health
insurance in the next several weeks or
seeing dramatic increases in their pre-
mium payments. Some will have to get
a different insurance policy with high-
er deductibles. Some won’t be able to
afford health insurance at all.

Take a look at what the cutback in
Medicaid is going to do to hospitals
across our country. Illinois is a great
State—very diverse, with the beautiful,
big city of Chicago and a lot of smaller,
rural area towns as well. These rural
areas count on hospitals like no other
place in our State. They are literally
the lifeline. If these hospitals start to
close, it not only presents a hardship
when it comes to medical care, it hurts
the economy of the region. Imagine
trying to keep or attract a company to
bring their business to your town when
you have just lost your hospital.

This cutback in the big, beautiful
budget bill of the Trump administra-
tion of paying into Medicaid is exactly
the wrong thing to do for my home
State of Illinois and for most other
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States. We want to make sure that
doesn’t happen. We want to stop this
cutback in healthcare quality and
availability across this country. That
is what we are holding out for. It isn’t
some big, beautiful border wall; it is
what American families have to pay for
health insurance each month.

You ought to see the numbers if we
don’t do anything. The so-called ACA
tax credits means there is a helping
hand for families in income situations
where they are eligible to pay for
health insurance. The Republicans
eliminated this helping hand, and now
that the premiums are going to go up,
we have already received notice in Illi-
nois of several insurance companies
that have gone out of business. It is a
problem—a really serious problem—in
terms of the cost of premiums for fami-
lies. So that is what this is about.

Bringing down the government is not
a good policy by and large, but neither
is cutting the healthcare for 25 million
Americans. So that is what we are
bringing this issue together on.

Can we have a sitdown with Demo-
crats and Republicans and reach an
agreement? Yes, we can. We can start
tonight. There is no reason why we
shouldn’t.

So I hope that my friends on the
other side of the aisle will understand
that uninsured Americans and Ameri-
cans with health insurance that they
can’t afford is a serious hardship for
working families. I hope my Repub-
lican colleagues will join us in a bipar-
tisan conversation. It is long overdue.

I yield the floor.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Virginia.

NOMINATION OF WILLIAM WHITE

Mr. KAINE. Mr. President, I rise to
discuss a vote that the Senate will
take later this week on en bloc Execu-
tive nominations. The vote will likely
come either tomorrow or possibly Fri-
day. There is an en bloc of approxi-
mately 100 nominations that we will be
considering, and I rise to talk about
the nomination of one individual—Bill
White to be the U.S. Ambassador to
Belgium.

I regret that we are taking up nomi-
nations en bloc. I think there are good
reasons to reform the nominations
process. I think we probably have to
have Senate confirmation for too many
people. But I didn’t believe a few weeks
ago in the Senate action that allowed
people to be lumped together because
my view was that that causes individ-
uals who were in the en bloc not to get
the appropriate scrutiny they should
get. I viewed the action, bluntly, as a
little less about advancing nomina-
tions as raising the risk of hiding
nominations in large groups where in-
dividuals would not get the appropriate
scrutiny, and I believe that very
strongly to be the case with Mr. White.

Mr. White is President Trump’s
nominee to be Ambassador to an im-
portant U.S. ally, Belgium, the head-
quarters of NATO. Mr. White has done
some good things in his life, and I don’t
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dispute that, and I know he has been a
strong supporter of President Trump,
as are virtually all of the Trump ap-
pointees, many of whom I have voted
for. I haven’t done this calculation, but
I probably have a track record on the
Democratic side of voting for as high a
percentage of President Trump’s nomi-
nees, both in term 1 and term 2, as just
about anyone because I do believe as a
former Governor that your election
does carry with it a mandate to be able
to assemble a team of like-minded peo-
ple. Even if I might disagree with you,
President Trump was elected, and he
should have the ability to assemble a
team of like-minded people.

But I do carefully scrutinize the
character, judgment, and qualifica-
tions of the individuals who are put be-
fore us for important positions, and
this nomination of this individual for
this country at this time I view as so
uniquely bad that I wanted to take the
time to come to the floor and talk
about why.

What I am going to talk about is Mr.
White’s judgment as evidenced by his
social media postings. I have a whole
lot of examples I could use, but I am
going to just narrow it down to the
ones that I think are a true window
into this individual’s judgment and
character and that demonstrate that
he is not suitable to represent the
United States in a critical ambassa-
dorial position.

On May 16, 2023, he tweeted out about
one of our colleagues, Senator GRAHAM
of South Carolina:

Graham is a snake.

He has tweeted out many bad things
about Democratic colleagues that I am
not going to post before you, but some-
one who says about LINDSEY GRAHAM
that he is a snake is not demonstrating
the judgment you need to be an ambas-
sador representing the United States in
Belgium.

Mr. White fell down the rabbit hole of
election conspiracy in 2020 and has re-
peatedly tweeted and posted his belief
that the 2020 election was not accu-
rately called and that Donald Trump
actually won rather than President
Biden. Now, I think any intelligent
person recognizes that as a conspiracy
theory that most fourth graders
wouldn’t be gullible enough to fall for,
but Mr. White has tweeted it over and
over and over again.

He has gone beyond just asserting
that Donald Trump won the election in
2020. He has actually gone much, much
further than that. In the runup to the
election of 2024—so this is now 4 years
after the 2020 election—Mr. White was
posting material and reposting mate-
rial about Georgia’s secretary of state
Brad Raffensperger, a Republican,
claiming that he had acted improperly
in the 2020 election.

Lock [Georgia’s secretary of state]—

And forgive me; this is a quote.

Lock . . . this mother effer up.

That is what he is calling to happen
to the Republican secretary of state in
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Georgia. And this was recent. This was
in August of 2024. This is not years and
years and years ago.

Mr. White went on to continue in
this extreme rhetoric in the aftermath
of President Trump’s election in 2024.
Within the days to follow, shortly after
the election, he basically says Donald
Trump won Georgia—that is referring
to the 2024 election—and that it is high
time now to legitimately prosecute the
Georgia secretary of state and Gov-
ernor Kemp, the Republican Governor
of Georgia. Mr. White is calling for
them both to be prosecuted, and this
was just at the time that Donald
Trump won the 2024 election.

OK. Donald Trump was elected Presi-
dent in 2024. Why are you still so fo-
cused on a campaign of retribution
against Georgia Republicans whom you
were urging to be locked up and pros-
ecuted?

To be an ambassador, you need to
have some judgment, you need to have
some diplomacy. You will deal with
tough issues. Belgium is not a big
country, but Belgium is a very impor-
tant country. It has been a U.S. ally for
a very long time, and it is the head-
quarters of NATO, which has a huge
importance in the world right now.

Putting somebody into a position
like this who puts out negative tweets
about LINDSEY GRAHAM and who is en-
couraging Republican officials in Geor-
gia to be prosecuted and locked up—I
think those would be disqualifying in
and of themselves, but as I was looking
at this individual’s social media ac-
count, I came upon something else that
a lot of people didn’t notice, because it
seemed odd, but I did a little bit of re-
search into it, and I want to focus on
it.

Mr. White, in May of 2024—months
before President Trump’s election—
retweeted a post from an individual
named Dries Van Langenhove, with a
video from this individual. The video is
a lengthy video wherein this indi-
vidual, Dries Van Langenhove, says:

This Friday, they may send me to prison
for years, so this video is my last chance.
They are trying to destroy me, but with your
help, we will destroy them. Free Dries.

Among the other tweets of calling a
colleague a snake and calling for peo-
ple to be locked up, this one seemed
odd. Who is Dries Van Langenhove?
Who is Dries Van Langenhove? Dries
Van Langenhove is a convicted, Holo-
caust-denying, pro-violence anti-Sem-
ite in Belgium. The tweet that Mr.
White posted was his video the night
before he was sentenced to a year in
prison for inciting violence and deny-
ing the Holocaust.

This is an article from POLITICO Eu-
rope in March of 2024, and it talks
about Mr. Van Langenhove. Title:
“Belgium’s far-right prodigy gets pris-
on term for inciting violence.”

Dries Van Langenhove, a political activist
and leader of a Flemish-nationalist youth
movement called Schild & Vrienden, was
convicted of inciting violence and denying
the Holocaust, the Ghent criminal court
[ruled].
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[He]’revelled in Nazi ideas that caused
much suffering. He wants to undermine soci-
ety,” a judge said when announcing the rul-
ing.

Why would Mr. White, in March of
2024, even know who Dries Van
Langenhove was?

When I saw this, as I was researching
this prior to the hearing on the Senate
Foreign Relations Committee, I had no
idea who Dries Van Langenhove was. I
wondered, Why is Mr. White
platforming this individual I know
nothing about? Then, as I read it, I find
that he is a notorious violence-pro-
moting, Holocaust-denying anti-Sem-
ite criminal convict in Belgium. This is
a big deal.

The ADL says that of any nation in
Europe, Belgium may have seen the
most spike in anti-Semitic behavior
since October 7.

Some of you might remember the
Charlie Hebdo attack in Paris a couple
of years ago, pre-October 7. There was
a similar attack on the same day in
Belgium, an anti-Semitic attack. Bel-
gians have been charged with crimes of
vandalism and religious-based violence
and attacks on the Holocaust museum
in both Belgium, Brussels, and Paris.
And the Belgian Government is really
working hard to try to deal with this
cancer of anti-Semitism in this nation.

As far as I know, Mr. Langenhove is
the only individual who has been suc-
cessfully prosecuted in Belgium for
Holocaust-denying, inciting violence,
and reveling in pro-Nazi ideas. The ma-
terial that Bill White posted was Mr.
Van Langenhove seeking support in do-
nations to help him avoid account-
ability for his words and actions.

Mr. White’s work in the past might
qualify him to serve in some capac-
ities. I am not saying there isn’t a posi-
tion, one that doesn’t require diplo-
macy, where his skills might be nec-
essary, but this particular appointment
is an insult to Belgium—a nation that
is trying to deal with a deep, deep chal-
lenge in anti-Semitism.

For the United States to send as an
ambassador to that nation someone
who has platformed the far-right prod-
igy who has received a prison term for
inciting anti-Semitic violence is a slap
in the face of this important ally.

I started by saying I am worried that
the fact that this nomination is being
slid into the middle of a big block of
nominations means it won’t get the at-
tention that it deserves. Traditionally,
on a nomination like this, we might
get 1 or 2 hours on the floor to focus on
this particular individual.

My colleague Senator MERKLEY, as
we were discussing the change that al-
lowed en bloc nominations, proposed an
alternative where you could remove a
name from the en bloc if you wanted to
actually have some ability to focus on
it. That effort was unsuccessful. But I
want to raise this today.

This is already getting press in Bel-
gium. The hearing itself, where it came
to light that Mr. White was
platforming Dries Van Langenhove, is
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getting press in Belgium; it is getting
press elsewhere in Europe; and it is
being examined as: Wait. How does the
United States feel about this country
and this relationship? How does the
United States feel about qualifications
for diplomats if someone who is so in-
trepid in his speech but also is
platforming Belgian Holocaust deniers
gets the plum position to be our Am-
bassador to Belgium?

So my hope—and in life, I have often
learned that high hopes are great and
so are low expectations. I will say in
standing here today, I stand here with
high hopes and low expectations. My
hope is that some of my Republican
colleagues might look at this and say:
This is a bridge too far. This is too im-
portant a country and anti-Semitism is
too important an issue to send, with
the imprimatur of U.S. Ambassador
and to this ally of the United States,
somebody who is platforming and pro-
moting an anti-Semitic, Holocaust-de-
nying convicted criminal.

That is my hope that when we have
this vote later in the week, we might
decide that the United States can do
better by our ally.

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

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

GOVERNMENT FUNDING

Mr. CASSIDY. Mr. President, hurri-
cane season ends November 30—2
months left to go. Last week marked
the first anniversary of Hurricane He-
lene, and I see from reports that the
area of North Carolina most affected is
still terribly affected. It was such a se-
vere storm that people in Louisiana
went from Louisiana to help North
Carolina and other States with their
emergency operations on the ground.

This weekend saw two category 4
storms churning in the western Atlan-
tic. Thankfully, they do not appear
that they will hit our coast. Still, the
storms remind people in Louisiana and
other States that flooding is not a mat-
ter of if but, rather, when.

Now, Democrats, as we know, are
pushing us toward a government shut-
down. What does that mean for the Na-
tional Flood Insurance Program? Imag-
ine you are about to close on a house in
2 days and the bank requires you to
have flood insurance. If you are in a
special flood hazard area—by the way,
over half of Louisiana is a special flood
hazard area—and you are purchasing a
house with help from a federally
backed loan, you will not be closing on
that house, nor will you be able to
renew your existing policy, all because
Democrats have rejected a clean con-
tinuing resolution to keep the govern-
ment open.

Let me repeat: They are walking
away from a bill that simply extends
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the existing budget for 7 weeks to
allow for further negotiation. Instead,
they demand a highly partisan bill
which would add more than $1 trillion
to our Nation’s debt. They want tax-
payer-funded healthcare for illegal im-
migrants, transgender surgery for mi-
nors, and to cut $50 billion from the
rural hospital fund Republicans created
as part of our working families tax
cuts bill.

Now, back to flood insurance, Ameri-
cans are left wondering how a shut-
down will affect them. While Demo-
crats are writing checks to the far left,
folks are wondering if they can close
on their house.

Now, I will tell you what the Amer-
ican people care about. They want the
government to do its job. They want
disaster recovery when needed. They
want flood insurance that works. They
want rural hospitals to stay open. They
want energy security and a balanced
budget—not  trillion-dollar add-ons
that only serve a political agenda. The
American people deserve account-
ability. They expect Congress to put
their needs before partisan politics.

If this shutdown happens, it means
that the National Flood Insurance Pro-
gram cannot renew policies. That is
500,000 people in Louisiana and millions
across the country unable to renew
policies while we are still in hurricane
season. It will mean delays in disaster
aid and emergency response coordina-
tion. It means uncertainty for families
still recovering from Hurricane Helene
and other past storms. Now, this is per-
sonal for folks in my State.

If Democrats would stop trying to
please the fringe of their party and
start focusing on the real, immediate
needs of the American people—like
keeping the government open, main-
taining flood insurance, and protecting
access to rural healthcare—we could
solve this today.

So I ask my fellow Senators who are
Democrats: Who are you working for?
Are you working for the American fam-
ilies watching the weather, hoping the
next storm doesn’t wipe out everything
they have built? Are you working for
veterans waiting on care, the seniors
relying on Social Security checks, or
the communities who count on rural
hospitals in a crisis? Or are you work-
ing for political activists and special
interest groups that have nothing to do
with the lives of the people you were
elected to serve?

Mr. President, the path forward is
simple: Pass a clean bill to keep the
government open.

THE ECONOMY

Mr. President, middle-class Ameri-
cans are taking it on the chin. If you
ask anybody buying groceries and you
start talking about high grocery
prices, their heads just start to nod.
American farmers can’t hire workers
to pick their crops. Foreign products
are being tariffed. Beef and coffee
prices are through the roof. For the
first time ever since it has been
tracked, ground beef is over $6 a pound,
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and it keeps rising. To put that into
perspective, it was under $4 when
President Trump left office in 2021.

People can’t afford to live. If you
combine the cost of the things they ab-
solutely need—their healthcare, their
flood insurance, property and casualty
or homeowners insurance, car insur-
ance, mortgages, car payments—after
that, they are sitting around an empty
kitchen table, worried as to whether
there is enough left in their pocket-
book to buy the groceries to feed their
family.

Now, with 67 percent of Americans
saying they are living paycheck to pay-
check, you can imagine how many
empty kitchen tables there are.

Last week, I got a message from a
woman in my State who lives on the
north shore of Lake Pontchartrain.
She told me this is the problem she is
facing: She can’t afford to live and to
pay for her groceries. By the way, she
is a teacher—a good job—and has been
for 26 years. But she can’t afford to live
and pay for groceries?

The middle class is taking it on the
chin, and a lot of Americans are in the
same situation as she is. No matter
how hard they work, no matter how
many jobs they work—sometimes two
or three—they can’t keep up.

Now, since 2000, housing demand has
grown more than housing supply.
Roughly 46 percent of Americans let
their credit card payments roll over
month to month because they cannot
afford to pay in full. That is almost 50
percent of people in the United States
who are not paying their credit card
bills, and that is with 21 percent to 26
percent interest rates on them. Almost
a quarter of Americans don’t think
they will ever pay off their credit card
debt. And the hole keeps getting deep-
er.
Now, Republicans are trying to ad-
dress this. In the working families tax
cuts bill, we increased wages by elimi-
nating taxes on tips and taxes on over-
time. Most seniors will not pay taxes
on their Social Security payments. We
increased the child tax credit. We
incentivized companies to start build-
ing in the United States now, instead
of waiting for 10 years. We attract pri-
vate investment into low-income com-
munities by giving investors a tax
break in exchange for developing eco-
nomically distressed communities. Our
goal is to create jobs—better paying
jobs—as we spur this revitalization.

We can increase affordable housing
for families and workers by expanding
and strengthening the low-income
housing tax credit, which will help
build more than 1.6 million affordable
homes nationwide over the next dec-
ade.

Again, we give tax incentives now for
those better paying manufacturing and
construction jobs, while working to de-
crease the high cost of healthcare with,
if you will, programs to incentivize the
education of more nurses, to lower the
cost of prescription drugs, and to lower
the cost of health insurance.
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We have proposed ways to lower the
cost of the National Flood Insurance
Program, which in my State is one
thing that just saps from people’s
pocketbooks. Now, the government
shutdown will not help. It creates un-
necessary worry and puts a strain on
working families, veterans, and folks
living on a fixed income.

The American middle class is taking
it on the chin. Republicans are working
to give the American people hope in-
stead of one more body blow.

I yield the floor.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Louisiana.

GOVERNMENT FUNDING

Mr. KENNEDY. Mr. President, well,
it looks like we are going to have a
shutdown. What does that tell us? I
will tell you what it tells me. It is sim-
ply that much more evidence that
human evolution is a slow, slow proc-
ess. I thought humans had advanced
more as a species, but, apparently, we
haven’t.

What do I mean by a shutdown? Well,
we can’t keep government open with-
out a budget, and tonight, at midnight,
our current budget expires, unless we
vote to maintain the status quo and
continue the current budget as we ne-
gotiate a new one.

Many of my Democratic friends say:
Well, what is the problem? The Repub-
licans are in charge. The President is a
Republican, and the Republicans have
a majority in the Senate, and the Re-
publicans have a majority in the
House. What is the problem?

They know what the problem is. We
can’t pass a budget, we can’t keep gov-
ernment open just with Republican
votes here in the Senate. We only have
53 Republicans. We need seven Demo-
crats to join with us. So for my Demo-
cratic colleagues to say, ‘“Well, the Re-
publicans are in charge, and they don’t
need us,” they know that is not accu-
rate. And that is what is going on.

Now, we have had a few shutdowns
before, and every shutdown is different.
But most shutdowns are a combination
of both policy and politics in varying
degrees. This shutdown, in terms of
policy, makes absolutely no sense—
none. What we have proposed to our
Democratic colleagues and the minor-
ity leader, Senator SCHUMER, is to
make no changes to the current budg-
et. We just want to continue the cur-
rent budget and keep government open
until just before Thanksgiving to give
us more time to negotiate a permanent
budget.

We did that many times when Presi-
dent Biden was President and when the
Democrats had the majority. In fact,
we did it 13 times. Not only have Re-
publicans done it, but Democrats have
routinely done it.

But this time the Democrats have
said: No, no, no, no, no. We want more.

And you may be thinking: OK, that is
reasonable. What do you want?

Well, it is not reasonable. In effect,
what the Democrats are saying to us is
that we are going to close government
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unless you agree—you, Republicans—to
make it bigger. We don’t want the sta-
tus quo. We want you to commit to
spending $1.5 trillion more than you
are spending now, and we—the Demo-
crats are saying—are going to tell you
how to spend it.

First, they want us to repeal all of
the Medicaid reforms that we did in the
reconciliation bill. Some call it the
One Big Beautiful Bill.

The One Big Beautiful Bill would not
reduce Medicaid. In fact, it would go up
about 2 percent every year as a result
of our bill. But it would say to people
who are on Medicaid who aren’t eligi-
ble for Medicaid that you are not going
to get Medicaid anymore. Dual eligi-
bles, people who sign up in Louisiana
and Mississippi—that is fraud—under
our bill, they would be thrown off. The
Democrats want them put back on.

Under our changes in the One Big
Beautiful Bill that the Democrats want
us to reverse, you would have to satisfy
certain income levels to be on Med-
icaid. The law says, if you make too
much money, you can’t get Medicaid
because Medicaid is for the poor. In my
State, we have found people, through
audits, making $120,000 a year on Med-
icaid. So our bill, which the Democrats
want us to repeal after just passing it,
would say to those people that if you
don’t meet the income limits, you
can’t get Medicaid.

So that is the first demand of the
Democrats: Take out all of the reforms
we made to Medicaid in the reconcili-
ation bill and throw them out the win-
dow.

No. 2, they want to extend the
ObamaCare subsidies. What does that
mean? Well first 1let me say,
Obamacare was a mistake, and we
know that now. When President Obama
passed ObamaCare, we were told that
our lives would be better; our lives
have been worse. We were told it would
make health insurance more accessible
and more affordable; it has done nei-

ther.
On the non-Medicaid part of
ObamaCare, we have got—I don’t

know—20, 25 million Americans who
are accessing it. And for the most part,
about 90 percent of them are low-in-
come families, but the rest are making
huge sums of money. Some are making
$160,000 a year getting ObamaCare sub-
sidized by taxpayers. And that is not
the way it was supposed to be.

How did we get here? It is simple.
During the pandemic, when people were
being laid off or losing their jobs or
couldn’t work, President Biden ran
through a bill to enlarge the subsidies.
He took the cap off the amount that
you need to earn in order to get
ObamaCare, and those subsidies, at the
end of this year, are about to run out.

Now, the Republicans have said: We
will sit down with our Democratic
friends and talk about how to extend
them, but we want to reform the pro-
gram because it is not right that peo-
ple making $125,000, $150,000, $250,000,
$200,000 a year are getting their health
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insurance subsidized by the Federal
Government.

That is bone-deep, down-to-the-mar-
row stupid. But the Democrats—Sen-
ator SCHUMER and his colleagues—have
said: Nope. We will shut the govern-
ment down unless you agree automati-
cally to extend these subsidies, which
were passed near the pandemic, after
the pandemic is over permanently.

And that is just some of my col-
leagues’ demands. I mean, you need—
you need an Excel spreadsheet to be
able to follow their demands. Their de-
mands to keep government open, you
can stack them here; you could stand
on them and paint the ceiling. And
that is not much of an exaggeration.

When Senator SCHUMER announced
these demands, that is when I knew; I
knew it in a nanosecond: We are going
to have a shutdown because my col-
leagues—my Democratic colleagues—
are very smart people, and Senator
SCHUMER is a smart person. And he
knew when he announced these de-
mands that I could tell he wasn’t seri-
ous. He knew they weren’t serious, and
he knew neither the President nor the
other Members of Congress were going
to accept them.

You know what, many Democrats
know they are unreasonable as well. So
that is why I say the policy part of this
makes absolutely no sense, and that is
because this isn’t about policy. This
shutdown is about politics.

Now, parties change just like the
human experience changes over time.
Political parties change. My party has
changed; so has the Democratic Party.
And there is a wing of the Democratic
Party—I call it the socialist wing.
Some less charitable people call it the
loon wing of the Democratic Party, and
they are in charge right now.

And the nonloon, nonsocialist Demo-
crats are scared to death of them. This
particular wing of the Democratic
Party that is in the ascendency, what
do they believe? They believe—they try
to outweird each other all the time.

They hate—if you listen to them,
they hate Thomas Jefferson; they hate
Abraham Lincoln; they hate George
Washington; they hate Dr. Seuss; they
hate Mr. Potato Head.

They think our kids should be able to
change genders back and forth at re-
cess—kids—and if it is their preference,
should be able to undergo sex-change
operations while minors paid by you,
the taxpayers. They believe that.

They believe in open borders. They
believe that if you support the law,
which says you have to be vetted to
come into our country—if you support
the law, you are a racist. I think if you
support the law, you are being prudent,
but they believe in open borders.

My Democratic friends are able to
elect a new mayor in New York City
who is a member of the loon wing. He
is a self-avowed socialist. He has said if
the Prime Minister of Israel comes to
New York City, he will have him ar-
rested.

But this is not the majority of Demo-
crats that believe this. I don’t think
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that for a second. And I know many of
my Democratic colleagues here don’t
believe that. But the loon wing, the so-
cialist wing, the angry Gary Busey
wing of the Democratic Party is in as-
cendency, and they have got a lot of
power, an enormous amount of power.

Many of my Democratic colleagues
in the Senate are scared of them. The
loon wing is mad at many of my Demo-
cratic colleagues in the Senate. They
shouldn’t be, but they are. Therefore,
many of my Democratic colleagues in
the Senate are scared of the loon wing,
and they want the loon wing to love
them.

The loon wing will never love them.
They are better off doing the right
thing, and they know what the right
thing to do is. But that is why I say
this is a political decision. That is why
we are going to shut government down.

Now, once you shut government
down, unless you are prepared to leave
it shut down permanently—and maybe
my Democratic colleagues are, but I
don’t think so. Maybe I am naive, but
I still think many of my Democratic
colleagues in the Senate know better.
Once you shut the government down,
you have got to get it back open.

How are they going to get it back
open? We are not going to agree to
their demands—$1.5 trillion. They
know we are not going to agree to it.

So how is my friend Senator SCHU-
MER going to get the government back
open? You know, there is a famous
movie line. I don’t remember the
movie. I think Denzel Washington said
the line. I love Denzel Washington. He
is what cool looks like. The guy is awe-
some. He is a total bomb. I love Denzel
Washington.

But anyway, I think he said in one
movie: If you pray for rain—if you pray
for rain, you better be prepared to deal
with the mud.

And truer words were never spoken.

So if you want a shutdown, I say to
my Democratic friends, you better be
prepared to deal with the mud.

How are you going to get it back
open? How are you going to get it back
open? I wouldn’t want to be in their
shoes to have to make that decision.

Let me just say a few words—every
time we do a shutdown, it scares the
living daylights out of the American
people, especially our elderly. It breaks
my heart. All of us get phone calls
from folks scared to death they are not
going to get their Social Security
check or they are not going to be able
to see their doctor. And it just breaks
my heart. So I want to give them a lit-
tle bit of assurance.

During the shutdown, the executive
branch will be in charge, and the
Trump administration is not going to
do anything to hurt our elderly. I want
to assure them of that. If you are re-
ceiving a Social Security check or
Medicare or Medicaid or veterans dis-
ability, your checks are going to con-
tinue. We will make sure of that. The
Trump administration will make sure
of that. Government may be shut down,
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but essential workers will still be there
to make sure those checks are sent
out.

If you are hungry and you don’t have
money to eat, we are not going to let
you starve to death. The administra-
tion is going to continue payments—
some people call it SNAP; I call it food
stamps—and we will continue the pay-
ments for the Women, Infants, and
Children’s Program. Most of us refer to
that as WIC.

You will still get your mail. Don’t
worry about that. The Postal Service
will be working through the shutdown.
If you depend, for healthcare, on your
Veterans’ Administration and VA med-
ical centers, they are going to remain
open. So I don’t want you to be scared
about that.

Now, you are going to notice an im-
pact. Probably, we have got 2 million
to 2% million Federal employees—
probably 750,000 aren’t going to be on
the job. Under the law, they have to go
home. So you will notice an impact.

You will notice it in our parks. You
will notice it in our museums here in
Washington if you are visiting. You
will notice it in many of the Federal
Agencies. That is the law. They can’t
come to work in a shutdown—doesn’t
matter who initiates the shutdown.

You know, we still have a little time,
midnight tonight. We are going to be
taking some votes here in a few min-
utes, give our Democratic colleagues
one last chance—one last chance—to do
the right thing. And I certainly—I cer-
tainly—hope they accept it.

With that, Mr. President, I appre-
ciate your patience.

I suggest the absence of a quorum.

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. CUR-
TIS). The clerk will call the roll.

The senior assistant legislative clerk
proceeded to call the roll.

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

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

GOVERNMENT FUNDING

Mrs. MURRAY. Mr. President, Demo-
crats do not want a shutdown. Demo-
crats also do not want millions of
American families to go bankrupt next
year because their healthcare pre-
miums more than doubled. Democrats
do not want people to get kicked off
their healthcare, get sick, or even die.
Democrats want to stop our rural hos-
pitals from closing and laying off more
staff.

We have been clear about this for
weeks and weeks and weeks. All along,
Democrats have made clear we are
ready to hammer out a solution to pre-
vent a shutdown and save people’s
healthcare. But I am afraid that at
every step of the way, Republican lead-
ership has made clear they would rath-
er shut down the government than
make sure people can afford
healthcare. Apparently, working with
Democrats to save American families
money and keep the government open
is too much for Republican leadership
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because their plan so far has been to
let healthcare premiums double—dou-
ble—next year and insist that Demo-
crats swallow a bill that does nothing
on healthcare.

President Trump and Republicans in
Congress would rather shut down the
government than have serious negotia-
tions to lower costs, save healthcare,
and prevent a shutdown.

Unfortunately, Republicans decided
on the shutdown track weeks ago and
have done nothing to steer away from
that cliff. This is not hard to under-
stand. Republican leadership has not
been subtle.

If Republicans were serious about
avoiding a shutdown, they would not
have skipped town last week, and
Speaker JOHNSON wouldn’t be refusing
to return lawmakers until after the
funding deadline.

If Republicans were serious about
avoiding a shutdown, they wouldn’t be
holding a vote on a bill that already
failed and that, I should say, actually
got fewer votes than Democrats’ bill
since eight Republican Senators didn’t
even bother to show up to take that
vote.

If Republican leadership was serious
about avoiding a shutdown, they
wouldn’t be refusing to hold the vote
until the last minute.

If Republican leadership was serious
about avoiding a shutdown, Trump
wouldn’t say:

Don’t bother dealing with Democrats.

He wouldn’t shrug his shoulders and
say:
If it has to shut down, it will shut down.

If Republican leadership was serious
about avoiding a shutdown, they would
not have waited until the last possible
moment to hold the meeting that could
have happened weeks ago, and they
would have listened and negotiated at
that meeting instead of just saying
“my way or the highway.”

Ask yourself this: If Donald Trump
and Republican leadership were serious
about preventing a shutdown, would
Trump be tweeting out completely
unserious, AI videos riddled with lies,
debunked conspiracies, and mariachi
music? Would they be toying with the
lives of public servants and threatening
to fire more of them when they know
the vital role that they all play in pro-
viding services to the American peo-
ple? Come on.

The President is thrilled to be shut-
ting things down and sowing division,
not working to solve the problem. He is
showing every day how unserious he is
in this moment.

Let’s look at this another way. What
would the Trump administration and
Republicans be doing if they wanted a
shutdown? Well, if President Trump
and Republicans wanted a shutdown,
they might be planning how to cause as
much damage as possible, planning how
they would hurt women and children
who need vital nutrition assistance.

The administration might be plan-
ning to conduct a shutdown as a pre-
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text to conduct more of the mass
firings we have seen for months and in-
flict more pain. Republicans might
openly talk about how Trump ‘‘wel-
comes’ a shutdown and how they will
use it to advance their extreme agen-
da—exactly like Russ Vought and his
team at OMB are doing and have been
doing.

If President Trump wanted a shut-
down, he might be scheduling meetings
with Democratic leaders, only to can-
cel them and finally reschedule them
at the last possible moment—exactly
as he just did.

If Republican leadership wanted a
shutdown, they might mischaracterize
what Democrats’ position is because
they know that refusing to lower costs
and protect people’s healthcare, which
is what they have been doing, is not
popular. And, of course,
mischaracterizing Democrats’ posi-
tions is exactly what Republican lead-
ership has been doing.

I swear, the only way President
Trump knows how to compose a sen-
tence is noun, verb, illegal immigrant.
And hey, why not throw in
“transgender’’ for good measure? That
is how he aims to sow division and ha-
tred.

Are they serious?

American citizens across the country
are starting to get letters now warning
that their premiums are set to double.
Hospitals are already closing or laying
off staff and not for no reason in par-
ticular—this healthcare crisis is hap-
pening explicitly because of Republican
policy decisions.

Instead of talking with us about ad-
dressing healthcare from the start, Re-
publicans decided to pass a partisan
CR. They decided they would do noth-
ing about the fact that healthcare pre-
miums are about to skyrocket. They
decided they preferred a shutdown be-
cause they don’t want to act in time to
prevent families from paying dearly
with exploding healthcare costs.

Good luck explaining that to the
American people.

Good luck arguing: Sorry Repub-
licans left town until the eleventh hour
and shut down the government, but,
you see, we wanted to make sure you
couldn’t afford healthcare.

Good luck saying that to your con-
stituents.

Good luck saying: You don’t under-
stand, those radical Democrats de-
manded we stop your premiums from
more than doubling next year.

It is not going to fly. The American
people are a whole lot smarter than
that.

Despite all this, Republican leader-
ship is pretending they want to talk
about healthcare later. The reality Re-
publicans won’t talk about is that
higher premiums are being announced
right now. Let’s be clear about that be-
cause it underscores why addressing
healthcare is so urgent.

The reason we need to start this con-
versation right now is because people
will receive letters in the mail with
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their new rates next month. In Idaho,
open enrollment will begin October 15.
We already know those rates are going
to be much higher if Republicans insist
on inaction. We already know millions
of people are going to start losing their
insurance. They will be priced out if we
don’t get this dealt with soon.

It is worth noting that according to
the Kaiser Family Foundation, a quar-
ter—a quarter—of our farmers and
ranchers are enrolled through the
healthcare marketplace, and nearly
one-half of marketplace enrollees are
small business owners, small business
workers, or self-employed.

Why do Republicans want to price
farmers out of healthcare? Why don’t
they care about small businesses and
their workers?

I heard about one family in my home
State of Washington who learned that
if Republicans get their way on this,
their healthcare premium could jump
from $278 a month to as much as $1,800
a month. And they are far from alone
in staring down a huge, huge
healthcare increase if Republicans
refuse to act now. Millions of families
are going to see their healthcare costs
jump by thousands of dollars. That is
why we have to act. That is what
Democrats want to avoid. That is what
we want to avoid, and we know we have
to do this now, but still, Republican
leadership has refused to start that
conversation.

Meanwhile, Democrats are at the
table. We have ideas ready to go.
Democrats put forward our proposal for
funding the government—not, as Re-
publicans are pretending, as a ‘‘take it
or leave it’’ demand but a proposal, one
with several key issues we want to dis-
cuss with Republicans.

We want to talk about how we stop
Republicans’ Medicaid cuts before our
families get kicked off their healthcare
and before Republican cuts shutter
many of our rural hospitals.

We want to talk about how we can
stop Russ Vought from stealing money
for cancer research.

We want to talk about how we save
the healthcare tax credits that tens of
millions depend on before those higher
premiums kick in and get locked in,
before families decide they just can’t
afford their coverage—in short, before
it is too late—because if Republicans
insist on sitting on their hands, if they
decide to wait until the last minute to
finally work with us to save these cred-
its, 1% million Americans will lose
their healthcare. Again, that is if we do
pass an extension at the last minute. If
Republicans never get serious about
this at all, it is going to be even worse.
But even delay has a real cost and one
that is paid for by our families. So it is
time for Republicans to get serious.

Despite what Republicans are pre-
tending, Democrats are not asking for
the Moon here. We are literally just in-
sisting that Congress take action to
address the looming healthcare crisis
that they themselves caused. It is
shocking that Republican leaders are
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digging in so deep against doing this
now. If nothing changes, that is a pret-
ty ominous sign.

I hope, despite the completely par-
tisan path Republicans are on right
now, they will come to their senses and
come to the table because I don’t just
want us to keep the government open
with a deal brokered by both sides; I
want to stop the enormous price in-
crease that is about to hit families. I
want us to ultimately get those full-
yvear funding bills that help people—I
want those to get signed into law.

Here we are. I have to say that right
now, what we see is Russ Vought try-
ing to hold government workers hos-
tage. Right now, we have House Repub-
licans refusing to even come back here
to DC to do their jobs until next week.
Right now, we have Senate Repub-
licans replaying a failed vote.

Look, if Republicans want to avoid a
shutdown 1like Democrats want to
avoid a shutdown, then stop spending
s0 much time saying you will sit down
with us on healthcare later. Spend that
time working with us right now. But if
Republicans insist on writing a bill
without any Democrats, they better
pass it without Democrats, too, be-
cause I am a no.

Democrats will continue to work to
keep government open and to save your
healthcare. I am ready to keep the gov-
ernment open, as I said many times
over the last several weeks, and I am
ready and I am willing to stay at the
table for as long as it takes. The ques-
tion here remains, will Republican
leadership get serious and negotiate?

I yield the floor.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
Democratic leader.

————
CONTINUING APPROPRIATIONS

AND EXTENSIONS AND OTHER
MATTERS ACT, 2026

Mr. SCHUMER. Mr. President, I
move to proceed to the motion to re-
consider the vote on passage of S. 2882.

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

The motion was agreed to.

VOTE ON MOTION TO RECONSIDER

Mr. SCHUMER. Mr. President, I
move to reconsider the vote on passage
of S. 2882.

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

The motion was agreed to.

VOTE ON . 2882, UPON RECONSIDERATION

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
question is, Shall the bill pass, upon re-
consideration?

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

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there a
sufficient second?

There appears to be a sufficient sec-
ond.

The clerk will call the roll.

The legislative clerk called the roll.

The result was announced—yeas 47,
nays 53, as follows:
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[Rollcall Vote No. 534 Leg.]

YEAS—47
Alsobrooks Hickenlooper Rosen
Baldwin Hirono Sanders
Bennet Kaine Schatz
Blumenthal Kelly Schiff
Blunt Rochester Kim Schumer
Booker King Shaheen
gantwell Elqpuchar Slotkin

oons ujan ;

Cortez Masto Markey \S[r;ritflollen
Duckworth Merkley Warner
Durbin Murphy
Fetterman Murray Warnock
Gallego Ossoff Warren
Gillibrand Padilla Welch
Hassan Peters Whitehouse
Heinrich Reed Wyden

NAYS—53
Banks Graham Moreno
Barrasso Grassley Mullin
Blackburn Hagerty Murkowski
Boozman Hawley Paul
Britt Hoeven Ricketts
Budd Husted Risch
Caplfco Hyde-Smith Rounds
Cassidy Johnson Schmitt
Collins Justice Scott (FL)
Cornyn Kennedy Scott (SC)
Cotton Lankford
Cramer Lee Shee?hy
Crapo Lummis Sullivan
Cruz Marshall Thune
Curtis McConnell Tillis
Daines McCormick Tuberville
Ernst Moody Wicker
Fischer Moran Young

The PRESIDING OFFICER. On this
vote, the yeas are 47, the nays are 53.

The 60-vote threshold having not
been achieved, the motion upon recon-
sideration did not pass.

The bill (S. 2882) was rejected.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
Democratic leader.

H.R. 5371

Mr. SCHUMER. Mr. President, in a
few minutes, the Senate is going to
vote on the Republican partisan, status
quo bill—partisan, status quo bill. The
Republican CR was the wrong option
for America a week ago. It remains the
wrong option today because it does
nothing—absolutely nothing—to solve
the biggest healthcare crisis in Amer-
ica.

As we speak, tens of millions of
Americans are getting letters in the
mail informing them that their
healthcare premiums are about to
shoot up by an average of 114 percent.
For a working-class family that needs
healthcare, this is a huge increase. It is
going to dramatically hurt them. And
our Republican colleagues want to do
nothing about it.

Four million people are about to lose
coverage, and 24 million people will see
their healthcare costs go up. And even
if you don’t have ACA, the insurers are
going to raise rates on you because
they are getting so much less money
because of all the cuts my colleagues
made.

This is a crisis.

Now I know the leader is going to
show a poll that says that Democrats
will be blamed for the shutdown. There
are many more polls that show Repub-
licans are blamed. The question in that
poll is biased—biased—in the New York
Times, but it is biased.

That is true. I don’t always believe
the New York Times; you can be sure
of that. Neither do you. OK?
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But in any case, here is a poll from
Morning Consult today: 75 percent of
Americans support extending the tax
premium credits; 63 percent of Repub-
licans support it. Forty-five percent of
voters say they will blame Republicans
in Congress for a government shut-
down, and only 32 percent blame Demo-
crats.

It is natural that people understand
that Donald Trump and the Repub-
licans want a shutdown and Democrats
do not.

We need to deal with this healthcare
crisis now, not later, but the Repub-
lican bill fails to do that. I urge my Re-
publican colleagues instead to join
with us and work in good faith to keep
the government open, keep costs down.

This is a totally partisan bill. Not
once were we approached about what
our input should be. When I was major-
ity leader, 13 different times, we passed
CRs. Why? Because every single one of
those 13 times we negotiated with Re-
publicans to Kkeep the government
open. We still want to have those nego-
tiations today.

Democrats remain ready to get to
work to negotiate a bipartisan agree-
ment—a truly bipartisan agreement—
to keep the government open, but we
need to fix our healthcare system now.
We need to stop premiums from going
up dramatically. We need to be on the
side of the American people because
they are on our side in terms of getting
this healthcare crisis fixed—one cre-
ated by the so-called Big Beautiful
Bill, which they now want to change
the name of because they know it is so
unpopular. In fact, Republican leaders
are saying “Don’t talk about
healthcare’ because they know that we
are on their side and Republicans are
not.

The issue can’t wait. It must be dealt
with now, not November, when it will
be too late. The Republican CR is si-
lent on healthcare and the wrong op-
tion for the country. It is as simple as
that.

I yield the floor.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ma-
jority leader.

Mr. THUNE. We are down to the wire
here. In just a moment, the Senate will
vote on whether or not to keep the gov-
ernment open.

Right here—24 pages. Not partisan.
Not complicated. Simple. Straight-
forward. Clean. Nonpartisan. Short
term. Until November 21 so we can fin-
ish the appropriations process—some-
thing, I might add, that never hap-
pened when the Democrats were in the
majority.

Last year, we never considered an ap-
propriations bills on the floor even
though 11 of them were reported out of
the Appropriations Committee—not a
single one on the floor.

We want to fund the government to
give our appropriators, Democrat and
Republican, a chance to work on bills
that have been coming out of the Ap-
propriations Committee with big bipar-
tisan margins—a pretty novel concept,
right?
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Well, in just a moment, we are going
to vote on whether to keep the govern-
ment open, and all indications are the
Democrats are going to reject the
clean, nonpartisan funding extension
here before us and choose to shut the
government down.

Now, my friend the Democrat leader
and a number of other Democrats have
spoken at length on many occasions
about the pain—the pain—that govern-
ment shutdowns cause Americans.
Since he mentioned it, I will show this
poll. This is a poll right here, the New
York Times.

By the way, this morning, the Demo-
crat leader used one of my other
charts. Thank you for doing that. It
makes my point. I am guessing he—do
you want to use this one? Maybe not.

But this one is the New York Times,
and based on the questions on views on
whether Democrats should or should
not shut down the government if de-
mands are not met, 65 percent, should
not; 27 percent, should.

Now, granted—I mean, I don’t think
the issue here is who gets the blame,
who gets the political blame. That is
not what this should be about. This
issue, honestly, folks, is about the
American people.

But a lot of Democrats, a lot of Re-
publicans, and a lot of Independents
want us to keep the government open,
so why are the Democrats doing this?

As was mentioned, 13 times when
they had the majority, we did short-
term continuing resolutions. Repub-
licans delivered and voted with Demo-
crats to fund the government.

Well, I know why we are doing this.
The Democrats’ far-left base said
“Jump,” and the Democrat leader said
‘“How high?”’ But the far left’s deter-
mination to oppose anything President
Trump has ever said or done is not a
good reason for subjecting the Amer-
ican people to the pain of a government
shutdown.

So I would say to my Democrat col-
leagues who still care more about their
constituents than the dictates of far-
left interest groups: Think about what
you are doing. Democrat leaders may
be determined to take government
funding hostage for their own partisan
purposes. You don’t have to join them.
We can pass a clean, nonpartisan bill
and get back to the business of the
American people.

CONTINUING APPROPRIATIONS
AND EXTENSIONS ACT, 2026

Mr. THUNE. Mr. President, I move to
proceed to the motion to reconsider the
vote on passage of H.R. 5371.

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

The motion was agreed to.

VOTE ON MOTION TO RECONSIDER

Mr. THUNE. Mr. President, I move to
reconsider the vote on passage of H.R.
5371.

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

The motion was agreed to.
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VOTE ON H.R. 5371, UPON RECONSIDERATION

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
question is, Shall the bill pass, upon re-
consideration?

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

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there a
sufficient second?

There is a sufficient second.

The clerk will call the roll.

The senior assistant legislative clerk
called the roll.

The result was announced—yeas 55,
nays 45, as follows:

[Rollcall Vote No. 535 Leg.]

YEAS—55

Banks Fischer Moran
Barrasso Graham Moreno
Blackburn Grassley Mullin
Boozman Hagerty Murkowski
Britt Hawley Ricketts
Budfi Hoeven Risch
Catsia HydeSmin RO

assidy yde-Smi s
Collins Johnson ZOhmltt

. cott (FL)
Cornyn Justice
Cortez Masto Kennedy Scott (SC)
Cotton King She?hy
Cramer Lankford Sullivan
Crapo Lee Thune
Cruz Lummis Tillis
Curtis Marshall Tuberville
Daines McConnell Wicker
Ernst McCormick Young
Fetterman Moody
NAYS—45

Alsobrooks Hirono Rosen
Baldwin Kaine Sanders
Bennet Kelly Schatz
Blumenthal Kim Schiff
Blunt Rochester  Klobuchar Schumer
Booker Lujan Shaheen
Cantwell Markey Slotkin
Coons Merkley Smith
Duckworth Murphy Van Hollen
Durbin Murray Warner
Gallego Ossoff Warnock
Gillibrand Padilla Warren
Hassan Paul Welch
Heinrich Peters Whitehouse
Hickenlooper Reed Wyden

The PRESIDING OFFICER. On this
vote, the yeas are 55, and the nays are
45.

The 60-vote threshold having not
been achieved, the bill, upon reconsid-
eration, is not passed.

The bill (H.R. 5371) was rejected.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Kansas.

GOVERNMENT FUNDING

Mr. MORAN. Mr. President, we for a
second time failed to pass a continuing
resolution to allow the Federal Govern-
ment to continue to operate. It is be-
cause we are coming to the end of the
fiscal year. Not all the appropriations
bills have been approved, though most
all of them have been approved by the
Senate Committee on Appropriations.
In fact, three have been passed by the
Senate.

This makes no sense to me. This is
not a shutdown that makes any sense
at all. The American people, Kansans,
deserve something different from the
U.S. Senate.

Every city council or commission,
every school board, every local govern-
ment office in my State passes a budg-
et and then lives within that budget
every year. Every local unit of govern-
ment can figure this out, and the U.S.
Senate is failing one more time.
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A shutdown means uncertainty. A
shutdown means dysfunction. The issue
to me is this continuing resolution
that would fund the Federal Govern-
ment until November 21—a short pe-
riod of time—is designed to avoid that
dysfunction, to avoid that uncertainty.
All that is required is that we pass the
continuing resolution, 60 votes in the
U.S. Senate, to keep the government
functioning so—and this is the reason
it makes no sense to me—so that we
can pass the remaining appropriations
bills, all but one of which have been
passed by the Senate Appropriations
Committee and most in a bipartisan
manner. For whatever purpose and for
whatever reason, that seems beyond
our capability.

I understand there are those who
wish to bring other issues to this bill.
Could we do one thing at a time, and
when that one thing is as important as
this continuing resolution, to do it
now? to do it yesterday? to do it to-
morrow?

We can’t pass a continuing resolution
because there are those who want to
bring other issues into the bill. Could
those other issues not be considered at
a later time?

It seems to me that appropriating,
passing appropriations bills, keeping
the Federal Government functioning, is
one of the primary necessities and re-
sponsibilities of the Congress of the
United States. This is simple and
straightforward. Give us a few more
weeks to process the remaining appro-
priations bills, and the government
continues to function while we do so.

A continuing resolution, particularly
long term, is a crazy thing because it
says we are going to fund the Federal
Government at the same level, in the
same way that we did last year. And if
it is multiple years of continuing reso-
lutions, the same way we funded the
government the year before that. Does
anyone believe that the priorities of
this country are identical to last year?
Does anybody believe that they are
identical to 2 years ago? Aren’t there
things that deserve a higher priority?
Aren’t there things that deserve no
money? Aren’t there things that de-
serve less money or maybe even the
same?

A long-term continuing resolution is
a crazy idea, but the short-term resolu-
tion that we are dealing with now is a
necessary solution. It is necessary be-
cause we can pass the appropriations
bills and avoid a long-term CR. And we
just need the time to do it.

So pass a short-term continuing reso-
lution, do it, take up the appropria-
tions bills as this majority leader has
promised to do—and this majority
leader has demonstrated he is willing
to do it—is a straightforward solution.
Give us a little more time—a few more
weeks—immediately begin the consid-
eration of the appropriations bills that
have been reported by the Senate Com-
mittee on Appropriations, and at the
end of that period of time, we won’t
need a continuing resolution. We will
have done our task.
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I yield the floor.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Hawaii.

Mr. SCHATZ. Mr. President, I thank
the Senator from Kansas. And at the
risk of getting him into political trou-
ble, I am a huge fan of his, but I want
to address the question that he asked,
which I think is a legitimate one,
which is: What is the hurry on the Af-
fordable Care Act premiums?

There is a really straightforward an-
swer, which is that people are getting
letters tomorrow from their insurance
carriers. Around 24 million people are
going to get letters anytime from now
until mid-November, and they are
going to pay. Now, 24 million Ameri-
cans are going to be told that because
of the last tax bill that was just en-
acted by Trump and the Republicans,
people are going to be paying an aver-
age of 114 percent more per person per
month.

It is not like we just went into a lab
and cooked up an issue to try to hijack
some unrelated moving legislative ve-
hicle. The reason for this is that 24 mil-
lion Americans are specifically on the
ACA exchange, and they are absolutely
going to get hosed. And because we are
all in the same risk pool, it is not just
people on the ACA exchange that are
going to see massive increases in their
healthcare premiums; almost every
American is about to see a spike in
their healthcare premiums, just like
they have seen electricity rates going
up at double the rate of inflation, just
like they have seen the price of vegeta-
bles go up by 39 percent, just like they
have seen shortages of lumber and
labor.

We have an opportunity to do some-
thing because our Republican col-
leagues—at least some of them—under-
stand the magnitude of this problem
for their constituents. So the normal
thing to do in a functioning legislative
body, where the President of the
United States does not believe that he
is an elected Monarch, is to try to ne-
gotiate some accommodation. After
all, these are all of our constituents. It
is not like they are exclusively in
urban areas or something. They are not
exclusively Democrats. In fact, there
are slightly more Republicans than
Democrats on the ACA exchange.

So if this were a normal functioning
time in American-style democracy, the
President of the United States would
convene what they call the four cor-
ners—majority and minority leaders of
the Senate; Speaker and minority lead-
er of the House—and we would try to
figure out whether there was an accom-
modation to be made to save our col-
lective constituents from all this pain.

When Democrats had the trifecta—
when Democrats had the House and the
Senate and the Presidency—we didn’t
have any shutdowns. It wasn’t because
there is more good will on the Repub-
lican side toward continuing resolu-
tions than there is on the Democratic
side toward continuing resolutions.
The reason is because CHUCK SCHUMER
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and NANCY PELOSI sat down with MITCH
MCCONNELL and KEVIN MCCARTHY—oOr
whomever it was—and the President,
and they figured out a deal. Even to
raise the debt ceiling, KEVIN MCCARTHY
said: Not for free.

So this idea that the minority party,
only this minority party, only in this
time in the U.S. Senate history—we
are to shut up and do whatever we are
told. What is worse is they are asking
the majority party to do the same
thing.

This President believes that he is a
Monarch. This President finds the leg-
islative branch to be a nuisance. And
you know what? The legislative branch
is a nuisance. That is the architecture
of the Constitution of the United
States. We are supposed to be in a
struggle with each other. We are sup-
posed to argue and fight. And then we
are supposed to come to an accommo-
dation.

But we can’t come to an accommoda-
tion until there is a meeting. So we are
going to be here fighting for
healthcare, and we are also going to be
here fighting to reopen the govern-
ment. If the clock strikes midnight and
we are not able to avert this shutdown,
then we are going to be here, ready to
deal.

We understand we are not going to
get everything we want. We understand
we are in the minority. We understand
we are out of power. But understand
this: We are not powerless. We still rep-
resent, pessimistically, 47 percent of
the—certainly, 47 percent of the Senate
seats. But something like half the
country wants us to represent their
point of view. And the point of view
that we are representing, by the way, is
shared by most of the constituents who
are represented by Republicans too.

And so there is still a pathway, but it
has to be pursued. So the onus is on the
President of the United States and the
majority leader and the Speaker to
find that pathway.

I yield the floor.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Nevada.

Ms. ROSEN. Mr. President, we are
just a few hours away from the start of
a government shutdown that could
have been prevented by Washington
Republicans just talking to us, but
Donald Trump and Washington Repub-
licans chose to, once again, put politics
ahead of the American people. They
won’t come and talk to us.

After slashing Medicaid and taking
healthcare away from families who
need it the most, Donald Trump and
Washington Republicans are now shut-
ting down the government because
they refuse to come to the table, they
refuse to have a conversation, and they
refuse to work in a bipartisan way to
stop a massive spike in healthcare
costs for hard-working families—for all
of you. And that is it. That is it. This
is why Trump is about to shut down
the entire Federal Government.

You know, my dad often said: If you
don’t have your health, you don’t have
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anything. And it is clear that Donald
Trump and Washington Republicans
want you to have nothing—nothing—
because they are doing everything they
can to take away healthcare from as
many Americans as possible. And for
every American, everyone out there:
Your healthcare premiums are about to
double—about to double—for every-
body, across the board.

So while Republicans, those folks
here in Washington, fight for billion-
aires, Democrats are here fighting for
you—for your healthcare, for your abil-
ity to see a doctor, to see a doctor and
get your prescriptions without break-
ing the bank.

In my State of Nevada, over 110,000
Nevadans get their healthcare coverage
through the Affordable Care Act’s mar-
ketplace. We know it as Nevada Health
Link. Nearly 95,000 of those families
are able to afford their premiums using
Nevada Health Link thanks to what we
call the enhanced premium tax credits.

So I want to be clear because there is
a lot of misunderstanding here. It is
not a handout. It isn’t welfare. It is
just a tax break that helps lower the
costs for nearly 95,000 Nevadans so they
can afford to buy an insurance policy,
so they can go to the doctor when they
are sick and have a copay and go to the
pharmacy to get their medication for a
copay, so they can just afford their in-
surance. And we are talking about
hard-working families, small business
owners, and workers who don’t get
healthcare through their jobs—so
many of them.

And these enhanced tax credits, they
are about to expire. They are about to
expire this year. And if Congress fails
to act, healthcare costs across the
board will double for everyone—every-
one. So when premium costs go up,
many families won’t be able to afford it
any longer, meaning they will lose
their care. And for the ones who can af-
ford it, their deductible is going to be
so high they are never going to meet it,
and they are still going to be paying
out of pocket in ways they can’t afford.

You know, more than 38,000 people in
my State alone are probably going to
lose their coverage right away, all be-
cause Washington Republicans just
refuse to extend this tax credit allow-
ing them to purchase their own insur-
ance.

Families, sadly, are going to be
forced to make impossible choices.
They will be forced to delay care. They
will skip doctor visits. They will cut
their medications in half. They will cut
those pills or give themselves half a
shot of insulin to make ends meet.
These choices are real. They are real
for these families, and sometimes they
have tragic consequences.

Since the beginning of this year,
Democrats have been trying to work in
good faith with Washington Repub-
licans to extend these ACA enhanced
premium tax credits and protect Amer-
icans’ healthcare coverage. We have
even introduced bills to extend the tax
credits. We have tried to pass them
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right here on the floor. And at every
turn, Washington Republicans have re-
fused. They have refused to hear your
voice, refused to listen to you.

My phone is ringing off the hook
about people scared to death about los-
ing their health insurance. And earlier
today, when given an opportunity to
keep the government open and extend
the credits, every Republican voted no.

Instead of working with Democrats
to keep healthcare affordable, Wash-
ington Republicans are holding the
government and the American people’s
health hostage to score political
points.

So I am going to be clear here. We
will not be bullied by Donald Trump,
and we will not be bullied by Wash-
ington Republicans into sacrificing
your healthcare—the healthcare of
American families, of our children, of
our seniors, of our friends and neigh-
bors—not now, not ever. Trump can’t
bully us into taking away your
healthcare.

Nevadans sent me here to fight for
them, not to cave and let Washington
Republicans and Donald Trump take
away your ability to go to the doctor
and get your medication.

Everyone—everyone—should have ac-
cess to affordable, quality care.
Healthcare is not a bargaining chip. It
is not a political weapon. It is a life-
line. And Washington Republicans have
the power—they have the power—to
prevent this shutdown today. Just
come and talk with us.

So I urge them to do their jobs: Come
to the table. Have a discussion. Have a
negotiation. Extend the ACA premium
tax credits. Put people over politics.
The time is now.

I yield the floor.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Connecticut.

Mr. BLUMENTHAL. Mr. President,
my thoughts tonight are with the mil-
lions of Americans who will bear the
brunt of this shutdown: the families in
the path of hurricanes who will go
without the services of FEMA, the vet-
erans who will lack many of the help-
ing hands in the VA, the recipients of
Social Security who will be unable to
verify their cards or perhaps receive
payments that they have been denied,
and others—millions of other Ameri-
cans—who unnecessarily will be hurt,
perhaps people who depend on the so-
cial safety net that we have established
and may be torn by this shutdown.

And I am thinking about the millions
of Americans—about 24 million in
total, 139,000 in Connecticut alone—
who will be notified that they can buy
health insurance as a result of open en-
rollment, but what they lack in infor-
mation is whether or not that health
insurance will be affordable because
they have no way of knowing whether
it will extend beyond the end of the
year, those subsidies that are so essen-
tial to their affording healthcare.

And our Republican colleagues—we
just heard the Senator from Kansas say
there is no hurry. Well, Americans
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can’t get sick on Donald Trump’s time-
table. When people are told there is no
hurry, if you get sick, for medical care,
that sounds cruel because it is cruel.
And it is stupid. People who go without
health insurance may lack the
healthcare that can save costs of pre-
venting more serious illness, and those
costs eventually are borne by all of us.
So this misguided denial of the cer-
tainty people need that healthcare in-
surance subsidies will be extended be-
yond the end of the year really affects
all of us. Premiums are rising already
for all of us by 18 percent this year
alone because the healthiest people are
deciding they are not going to buy
health insurance, and insurance com-
panies are predicting they will have to
increase their costs to cover the sicker
people who will buy the health insur-
ance because they need it.

But the simple fact is, nobody is in-
vincible. All of us need healthcare. And
the Affordable Care Act recognizes that
healthcare in America, aspirationally,
should be a human right. And our fail-
ure to provide it to those millions of
Americans who will find healthcare in-
surance unaffordable is unacceptable,
and that is why we are taking this
stand and why America can’t wait for
Donald Trump to tell them that they
are sick enough now to be given this
subsidy, which they deserve.

I am here to urge my Republican col-
leagues to stop rolling over for Donald
Trump. Their constituents, as well as
ours, are affected by this delay in pro-
viding affordable health insurance. For
months we have been calling attention
to the need to act now, and this shut-
down was avoidable. The path to stop-
ping it was available. And shortening
it, assuming it will occur, is still a pos-
sibility, if we come together, if Repub-
licans are willing to negotiate, if they
come back to town. House Republicans
are out of town. They are out of touch
with reality. The way forward is sim-
ply bipartisan negotiations, coming to-
gether, reaching a solution, as is the
way shutdowns have been avoided in
the past.

The fact is that Donald Trump’s so-
called Big Beautiful Bill—actually a
big, blatant betrayal—along with inac-
tion and avoidance by Republicans, is
already wreaking havoc on America. In
Connecticut, health insurance rates for
2026 have increased by nearly 18 per-
cent, the largest increase in the last 6
years. Without the subsidies, con-
sumers with ACA coverage will see pre-
mium increases in the range of 75 per-
cent.

I have visited with hospitals, commu-
nity health centers, physicians, and
many more who have raised their deep
concerns about the impending cuts in
Medicaid.

The budget bill Republicans passed in
July is also threatening Medicaid cov-
erage for 158,000 Connecticut residents.
Anyone lucky enough to keep their
coverage will see reduced benefits as
the State struggles to make up the dif-
ference in lost Federal revenue.
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Americans and our healthcare sys-
tem simply can’t afford to be nickel-
and-dimed like Republicans are forcing
them to do. The ACA premium tax
credits have protected millions of
Americans from higher healthcare
costs, they have reduced the number
without healthcare insurance, and they
have provided robust choices for con-
sumers and provided stability for
healthcare providers, particularly in
rural areas, and there are rural areas
affected in Connecticut.

In addition to the impending cuts in
Medicaid, Republicans are refusing to
extend these subsidies. It is cruel. It is
unnecessary. It is dumb.

So I am here to advocate for the
139,000 Connecticut residents who de-
pend on these credits and the 24 million
Americans who are making decisions
about healthcare insurance coverage
right now at their kitchen tables, in
their living rooms, in their homes.

It should not be a partisan issue. At
the end of the day, it is a choice: Do we
choose a highly successful solution
that has reduced healthcare costs for
the whole Nation or do we allow the
clock to run out and raise healthcare
costs for families in every State in this
country?

That choice can still be made in the
next 24 hours, in the next 2 days, to
shorten and lessen the pain that will be
felt by Americans.

I choose to stand with working fami-
lies. I will fight, and we are unified in
our fight. As a matter of conscience
and conviction, we will not be bullied.

Donald Trump should know that we
will stand strong for working families
in America. They deserve healthcare.
It is about saving healthcare and hold-
ing Donald Trump accountable to fol-
low the law. When there is a budget,
when it is passed by Congress and
signed by the President, he cannot be
allowed to simply ride roughshod over
it and disregard it.

It is the rule of law and healthcare
that are at stake here. I will fight for

it.
I yield the floor.

————
MORNING BUSINESS

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

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

———

ARMS SALES NOTIFICATION

Mr. RISCH. Mr. President, section
36(b) of the Arms Export Control Act
requires that Congress receive prior no-
tification of certain proposed arms
sales as defined by that statute. Upon
such notification, the Congress has 30
calendar days during which the sale
may be reviewed. The provision stipu-
lates that, in the Senate, the notifica-
tion of proposed sales shall be sent to
the chairman of the Senate Foreign
Relations Committee.
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In keeping with the committee’s in-
tention to see that relevant informa-
tion is still available to the full Sen-
ate, I ask unanimous consent to have
printed in the RECORD the notifications
that have been received. If the cover
letter references a classified annex,
then such an annex is available to all
Senators in the office of the Foreign
Relations Committee, room SD-423.

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

DEFENSE SECURITY
COOPERATION AGENCY,
Washington, DC.
Hon. JAMES E. RISCH,
Chairman, Committee on Foreign Relations,
U.S. Senate, Washington, DC.

DEAR MR. CHAIRMAN: Pursuant to the re-
porting requirements of Section 36(b)(1) of
the Arms Export Control Act, as amended,
we are forwarding herewith Transmittal No.
256-88, concerning the Army’s proposed Let-
ter(s) of Offer and Acceptance to the Govern-
ment of Australia for defense articles and
services estimated to cost $705 million. We
will issue a news release to notify the public
of this proposed sale upon delivery of this
letter to your office.

Sincerely,
MARY BETH MORGAN
(For Michael F. Miller, Director).

Enclosures.

TRANSMITTAL NO. 25-88

Notice of Proposed Issuance of Letter of
Offer Pursuant to Section 36(b)(1) of the
Arms Export Control Act, as amended

(i) Prospective Purchaser: Government of
Australia.

(ii) Total Estimated Value:

Major Defense Equipment * $605 million.

Other $100 million.

Total $705 million.

(iii) Description and Quantity or Quan-
tities of Articles or Services under Consider-
ation for Purchase:

Major Defense Equipment (MDE):

Forty-eight (48) M142 High Mobility Artil-
lery Rocket Systems (HIMARS)

Non-Major Defense Equipment:

The following non-MDE items will also be
included: M1084A2 HIMARS resupply vehi-
cles; M1095 trailers; Low Cost Reduced Range
Practice Rocket (LCRRPR) pods; intercom
systems; radio and communication mounts;
spares parts and services; U.S. Government
and contractor engineering, technical, and
logistics support services; studies and sur-
veys; and other related elements of logistics
and program support.

(iv) Military Department: Army (AT-B-
UoU).

(v) Prior Related Cases, if any: AT-B-UNP,
AT-B-UMJ, AT-B-UMK.

(vi) Sales Commission, Fee, etc., Paid, Of-
fered, or Agreed to be Paid: None known at
this time.

(vii) Sensitivity of Technology Contained
in the Defense Article or Defense Services
Proposed to be Sold: See Attached Annex.

(viii) Date Report Delivered to Congress:
September 30, 2025.

*As defined in Section 47(6) of the Arms
Export Control Act.

POLICY JUSTIFICATION

Australia—M142 High Mobility Artillery
Rocket Systems

The Government of Australia has re-
quested to buy forty-eight (48) M142 High
Mobility Artillery Rocket Systems
(HIMARS). The following non-MDE items
will also be included: MI084A2 HIMARS re-
supply vehicles; M1095 trailers; Low Cost Re-
duced Range Practice Rocket (LCRRPR)

September 30, 2025

pods; intercom systems; radio and commu-
nication mounts; spare parts and services;
U.S. Government and contractor engineer-
ing, technical, and logistics support services;
studies and surveys; and other related ele-
ments of logistics and program support. The
estimated total cost is $705 million.

This proposed sale will support the foreign
policy and national security objectives of
the United States. Australia is one of the
United States’ most important allies in the
Western Pacific. The strategic location of
this political and economic power contrib-
utes significantly to ensuring peace and eco-
nomic stability in the Western Pacific. It is
vital to the U.S. national interest to assist
this ally in developing and maintaining a
strong and ready self-defense capability.

The proposed sale will improve Australia’s
capability to meet current and future
threats, and will enhance interoperability
with U.S. forces and other allied forces. Aus-
tralia will use the capability to strengthen
its homeland defense and provide greater se-
curity for its critical infrastructure. Aus-
tralia will have no difficulty absorbing this
equipment into its armed forces.

The proposed sale of this equipment and
support will not alter the basic military bal-
ance in the region.

The principal contractors will be Lockheed
Martin, located in Grand Prairie, TX;
L3Harris Corporation, located in Melbourne,
FL; Leonardo DRS, located in Arlington,
VA; and Oshkosh Corporation, located in
Stafford, VA. At this time, the U.S. Govern-
ment is not aware of any offset agreement
proposed in connection with this potential
sale. Any offset agreement will be defined in
negotiations between the purchaser and the
contractor.

Implementation of this proposed sale will
not require the assignment of any additional
U.S. Government or contractor representa-
tives to Australia.

There will be no adverse impact on U.S. de-
fense readiness as a result of this proposed
sale.

TRANSMITTAL NO. 25-88
Notice of Proposed Issuance of Letter of
Offer Pursuant to Section 36(b)(1) of the
Arms Export Control Act
Annex Item No. vii

(vii) Sensitivity of Technology:

1. The M142 High Mobility Artillery Rocket
System (HIMARS) is a C-130 transportable
wheeled launcher with Global Positioning
System (GPS) Precise Positioning Service
capability mounted on a 5-ton Family of Me-
dium Tactical Vehicles (FMTV) truck chas-
sis. HIMARS is the modern Army-fielded
version of the Multiple Launch Rocket Sys-
tem (MLRS) M270 launcher and can fire all
the MLRS Family of Munitions (FOM), in-
cluding Guided Multiple Launch Rocket Sys-
tem (GMLRS) variants and the Army Tac-
tical Missile System. Utilizing the MLRS
FOM, the HIMARS can engage targets be-
tween 15 and 300 kilometers with GPS-aided
precision accuracy.

2. The highest level of classification of de-
fense articles, components, and services in-
cluded in this potential sale is SECRET.

3. If a technologically advanced adversary
were to obtain knowledge of the specific
hardware and software elements, the infor-
mation could be used to develop counter-
measures that might reduce system effec-
tiveness or be used in the development of a
system with similar or advanced capabili-
ties.

4. A determination has been made that
Australia can provide the same degree of
protection for the sensitive technology being
released as the U.S. Government. This pro-
posed sale is necessary in furtherance of the
U.S. foreign policy and national security ob-
jectives outlined in the Policy Justification.
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5. All defense articles and services listed in
this transmittal have been authorized for re-
lease and export to the Government of Aus-
tralia.

——
ARMS SALES NOTIFICATION

Mr. RISCH. Mr. President, section
36(b) of the Arms Export Control Act
requires that Congress receive prior no-
tification of certain proposed arms
sales as defined by that statute. Upon
such notification, the Congress has 30
calendar days during which the sale
may be reviewed. The provision stipu-
lates that, in the Senate, the notifica-
tion of proposed sales shall be sent to
the chairman of the Senate Foreign
Relations Committee.

In keeping with the committee’s in-
tention to see that relevant informa-
tion is still available to the full Sen-
ate, I ask unanimous consent to have
printed in the RECORD the notifications
that have been received. If the cover
letter references a classified annex,
then such an annex is available to all
Senators in the office of the Foreign
Relations Committee, room SD-423.

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

DEFENSE SECURITY
COOPERATION AGENCY,
Washington, DC.
Hon. JAMES E. RISCH,
Chairman, Committee on Foreign Relations,
U.S. Senate, Washington, DC.

DEAR MR. CHAIRMAN: Pursuant to the re-
porting requirements of Section 36(b)(5)(A) of
the Arms Export Control Act (AECA), as
amended, we are forwarding Transmittal No.
0J-25. This notification relates to enhance-
ments or upgrades from the level of sensi-
tivity of technology or capability described
in the Section 36(b)(1) AECA certification 25—
08 of January 2, 2025.

Sincerely,
MARY BETH MORGAN
(for Michael F. Miller, Director).
Enclosure.
TRANSMITTAL NO. 0J-25

Report of Enhancement or Upgrade of Sensi-

tivity of Technology or Capability (Sec.

36(b)(5)(A), AECA)

(i) Prospective Purchaser: Government of
Japan.

(ii) Sec. 36(b)(1), AECA Transmittal No.:
256-08; Date: January 2, 2025; Implementing
Agency: Air Force.

(iii) Description: On January 2, 2025, Con-
gress was notified by congressional certifi-
cation transmittal number 25-08 of the pos-
sible sale under Section 36(b)(1) of the Arms
Export Control Act of one thousand (1,000)
AIM-120D-3 Advanced Medium Range Air-to-
Air Missiles (AMRAAM); two hundred (200)
AIM-120C-8 AMRAAM,; twenty (20) AIM-
120D-3 guidance sections, including precise
positioning provided by either Selective
Availability Anti-Spoofing Module or M-
Code; and four (4) AIM-120C-8 guidance sec-
tions. The following non-MDE were also in-
cluded: AMRAAM propulsion sections, war-
heads, AIM-120 Captive Air Training Missiles
(CATM), missile containers, and control sec-
tion spares; Common Munitions Built-in
Test (BIT) Reprogramming Equipment
(CMBRE); ADU-891 Adaptor Group Test Sets;
munitions support and support equipment;
spare and repair parts, consumables, acces-
sories, and repair and return support; classi-
fied software delivery and support; classified
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publications and technical documentation;
transportation support; studies and surveys;
warranties; U.S. Government and contractor
engineering, technical, and logistical sup-
port services; and other related elements of
logistics and program support. The esti-
mated total value was $3.64 billion. Major
Defense Equipment (MDE) constituted $3.47
billion of this total.

This transmittal notifies the inclusion of
the following non-MDE items: KGV-135A
communications security devices. The esti-
mated total value of the new items is $30
million, but there will be no increase in the
previously notified $0.17 billion non-MDE
value. The estimated total value remains
$3.64 billion. MDE constitutes $3.47 billion of
this total.

(iv) Significance: This notification is being
provided because the additional non-MDE
item was not enumerated in the original no-
tification. The inclusion of this non-MDE
represents an increase in capability over
what was previously notified. This proposed
sale will significantly improve Japan’s capa-
bility to meet current and future threats by
defending its homeland and U.S. personnel
stationed there.

(v) Justification: This proposed sale will
support the foreign policy goals and national
security objectives of the United States by
improving the security of a major ally that
is an important force for peace, political sta-
bility, and economic progress in the Asia-Pa-
cific region.

(vi) Sensitivity of Technology:

The KGV-135A communications security
device is a high-speed general purpose
encryptor and decryptor module used for
wideband data encryption.

The Sensitivity of Technology Statement
contained in the original notification applies
to additional items reported here.

The highest level of classification of de-
fense articles, components, and services in-
cluded in this potential sale is SECRET.

(vii) Date Report Delivered to Congress:
September 30, 2025.

————
REMEMBERING EVAN C. BERQUIST

Ms. SMITH. Mr. President, in May,
Minnesotans suddenly lost Evan
Berquist, of St. Paul. His kindness and
thoughtfulness touched the lives of so
many people in Minnesota and around
the world who miss him dearly. I wish
to extend my deepest sympathy to his
family and loved ones as they continue
to mourn his passing.

I ask unanimous consent that his
obituary be printed in the RECORD.

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

EVAN C. BERQUIST OBITUARY

St. Paul—Berquist, Evan C. 43, a beloved
husband, father, and son, died unexpectedly
on May 9th, 2025. Evan was born in St. Paul,
MN to Alice and Charles Berquist on Janu-
ary 27, 1982. From the very beginning, Evan
was a thoughtful, kind, intellectual, and fun
person with an uncanny knack for con-
necting with people. He was the best older
brother to Blake Berquist, constantly play-
ing with, picking on, guiding, and supporting
him. He graduated from St. Paul Academy
before going to Colorado College, where he
studied history and Spanish and graduated
with honors. Evan met his wife and best
friend, Laura K. Berquist (née Walski), dur-
ing a college trip to the Pacific Northwest. It
was obvious they were going to be partners
for life from the start. They formed a deep
connection, exchanging handwritten love
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letters at a time when communicating by
email and text message was prolific. Evan
and Laura supported each other through first
jobs in far flung places, graduate and law
school. They married in August of 2010. After
college, Evan leaned into his love of lan-
guage and adventure. He worked at a hot dog
factory in Costa Rica and then at a Wash-
ington, D.C.-based nonprofit, supporting de-
mocracy strengthening programs in Latin
America. Evan attended Stanford Law
School in northern California and clerked for
a federal judge in Puerto Rico. It was in
Puerto Rico where Evan and Laura had their
son, Tim. They enjoyed exploring the island
together and taking life slowly. Work oppor-
tunities brought them back to St. Paul,
where they welcomed their daughter. Sasha.
Evan loved Tim and Sasha with all of his
heart. He was never happier than when read-
ing with Tim and talking about the wide
world. They were fierce wrestling competi-
tors in the swimming pool. Evan cherished
and supported Sasha’s creativity. He and
Sasha could often be found working together
on imaginative writing, self-publishing many
stories and humorous cartoons together.
Evan admired Sasha’s joy for acting and was
so proud watching her perform. In the eve-
nings, Evan and Laura would get lost in long
conversations, often staying up too late in
the process. They connected over long walks
with their dogs, Tilla and Penny. Evan con-
tinued his career in Minnesota, working in
private law practice for the next 12 years,
most recently for Maslon LLC. He dedicated
significant time to his pro bono work, help-
ing many organizations in the Twin Cities,
and was recognized for his important work
with many accolades. In his free time, Evan
appreciated simple times with loved ones.
Golfing with his mom, brother, and friends.
Taking trips. Teaching his kids how to
bodysurf in big waves. Evan was always read-
ing—devouring any book, newspaper, or mag-
azine in sight. Evan faced chronic pain with
quiet determination for most of his life, con-
fronting it privately through research, phys-
ical therapy, and medical protocols. In re-
cent months, Evan endured difficult injuries,
his health challenges intensified, and his
mental health suffered. He sought help and
worked tirelessly to get better. Despite his
courageous efforts and the devoted support
of his family, Evan’s illness and pain became
too much to overcome. Through it all, Evan
remained a loving father, playmate, and
partner to Laura, Sasha, and Tim. He will be
dearly missed and loved forever. Evan is sur-
vived by his loving wife Laura Berquist and
two children, Tim and Sasha Berquist; par-
ents Alice and Charles Berquist, brother
Blake Berquist (Andrea Larson) and many
family members and friends whom he loved.
Service details will be forthcoming. In lieu
of flowers, donations in Evan’s memory can
be made to the Berquist Family. Laura, Tim
and Sasha will spend time talking about
Evan’s big heart and commitment to service
and carefully choose charity recipients in his
name.

————

ADDITIONAL STATEMENTS

TRIBUTE TO KELLEY ERSTINE

e Mr. COTTON. Mr. President, today I
would like to offer my congratulations
to Mr. Kelley Erstine for his induction
into the Arkansas Insurance Hall of
Fame. A native of Sheridan, AR, Mr.
Erstine is the CEO of Independent In-
surance Agents of Arkansas. As CEO,
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he has dedicated his career to advanc-
ing the insurance industry in the Nat-
ural State with excellence, profes-
sionalism, and a commitment to serv-
ing his fellow Arkansans. I would like
to recognize Mr. Erstine for this profes-
sional achievement, for his more than
20 years of work in the insurance in-
dustry, and for his numerous contribu-
tions to the state of Arkansas.e

————

RECOGNIZING 319 DECOR & DESIGN

e Ms. ERNST. Mr. President, as chair
of the Senate Committee on Small
Business and Entrepreneurship, each
week I recognize an outstanding Iowa
small business that exemplifies the
American entrepreneurial spirit. This
week, it is my privilege to honor 319
Decor & Design of Grundy County, IA,
as the Senate Small Business of the
Week.

In 2017, Katie Lewis followed her
dream of becoming an interior designer
and founded 319 Decor & Design. From
a young age, Katie had a passion for
creativity and design, often reorga-
nizing her own room. Inspired by her
grandmothers and her mother, a small
business owner, she launched her busi-
ness fresh out of college at the age of
21. She began by offering interior styl-
ing plans and cabinetry design, stead-
ily expanding her services over time.
During the pandemic, Katie worked to
grow her business through creative
marketing and product diversification.
Today, she also encourages other en-
trepreneurs to pursue their passions,
drawing on the support and mentorship
that helped her succeed.

What began with simple design plan-
ning has grown into a full-service busi-
ness. Today, 319 Decor & Design offers
full-service design, including cabi-
netry, paint plans, and even a ‘Room
Sweep”’ service to refresh individual
spaces. Additionally, 319 Decor & De-
sign operates a retail store featuring
home decor, furniture, lighting, and a
children’s boutique. With options to
shop in person, online, or through
curbside pickup, Katie has made 319
Decor & Design a one-stop shop for all
home design needs. Together with her
team of two interior designers and
three store associates, Katie delivers
budget-friendly, personalized design ex-
periences that reflect each client’s
unique style and story.

Katie and 319 Decor & Design are also
deeply committed to their community.
The company is a proud member of
Grundy Center Chamber Main Street,
and Katie has also worked with the
Small Business Development Center,
which she credits with playing a major
role in her success. Katie has been in-
volved in the chamber since 2017, first
serving as design chair. She now serves
as the vice president of the Grundy
Center Chamber Main Street, where
she helps organize downtown events
and supports the mission of strength-
ening Iowa’s communities. 319 Decor &
Design exemplifies how small busi-
nesses not only drive local economies
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but also inspire others to pursue their
dreams.

Over the past 8 years, 319 Decor & De-
sign has built a reputation for cre-
ativity, flexibility, and a personalized
approach towards all their projects.
What began as a young girl’s dream has
grown into a thriving design firm, serv-
ing Towa and beyond. It is my honor to
recognize Katie Lewis and the entire
319 Decor & Design team for their out-
standing work and dedication to their
community. I look forward to their
continued success and wish them the
very best in the years ahead.e®

————

TRIBUTE TO BRENDA GALLAGHER
AND PAM HALSEY

e Ms. HASSAN. Mr. President, I am
honored to recognize Brenda Gallagher
of Meredith and Pam Halsey of Center
Harbor as September’s Granite Staters
of the Month. Pam and Brenda have
tirelessly worked to protect our envi-
ronment, including by promoting the
preservation of habitats for New Hamp-
shire birds.

Pam and Brenda share a love of
swimming and a deep appreciation for
the loon, a black and white bird that is
prolific in the Lakes Region, and is
known for its haunting call. The loon
is a symbol of the wild beauty of our
State, but the local birds have been
threatened by lead poisoning from fish-
ing tackles. Brenda’s aunt was one of
the founding members of the Loon
Preservation Committee and taught
Brenda the importance of safeguarding
the birds and their habitats. Both
women grew up vacationing on Lake
Winnipesaukee and now live in the
Lakes Region full-time. In 2015, the
two friends decided to swim around the
islands of Lake Winnipesaukee to raise
awareness of both loon preservation
and the importance of maintaining
good water quality in New Hampshire’s
lakes.

Continuing their advocacy for New
Hampshire’s lakes, this year Pam and
Brenda decided to push themselves
even further and tackle all of the is-
lands in Squam Lake. During the
months of July and August, they swam
around 28 of Squam’s islands, islands
that ranged in circumference from 0.12
miles to 2.6 miles, completing swims
around one to four islands per day as
part of their goal to swim around each
island. And they weren’t alone on these
swims. In addition to friends and fam-
ily who helped ferry them out to the is-
lands in small boats and kept them
safe from other oncoming boats, they
were also often joined by loons. The
daunting feat was their way of raising
awareness for their cause of protecting
loons and New Hampshire’s lakes.

Pam and Brenda’s dedication to the
conservation of our State’s lakes and
wildlife is a true example of the Gran-
ite State spirit of outdoor stewardship.
Their steadfast and heartfelt commit-
ment to New Hampshire’s wilderness is
why I am privileged to name them Sep-
tember’s Granite Staters of the
month.e

September 30, 2025

MESSAGES FROM THE PRESIDENT

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

———

EXECUTIVE MESSAGES REFERRED

As in executive session the Presiding
Officer laid before the Senate messages
from the President of the TUnited
States submitting sundry nominations
and withdrawals which were referred to
the appropriate committees.

(The messages received today are
printed at the end of the Senate
proceedings.)

————

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE

At 10:03 a.m., a message from the
House of Representatives, delivered by
Mrs. Alli, one of its reading clerks, an-
nounced that the House has passed the
following bill, in which it requests the
concurrence of the Senate:

H.R. 3838. An act to authorize appropria-
tions for fiscal year 2026 for military activi-
ties of the Department of Defense, for mili-
tary construction, and for defense activities
of the Department of Energy, to prescribe
military personnel strengths for such fiscal
year, and for other purposes.

———

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-1895. 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 Denmark in the amount of
$1,000,000 or more (Transmittal No. DDTC 25—
083) received in the Office of the President
pro tempore; to the Committee on Foreign
Relations.

EC-1896. A communication from the Senior
Bureau Official, Legislative Affairs, Depart-
ment of State, transmitting, pursuant to
sections 36(c) and 36(d) of the Arms Export
Control Act, the certification of a proposed
license for the export of defense articles, in-
cluding technical data, and defense services
to the United Kingdom in the amount of
$50,000,000 or more (Transmittal No. DDTC
25-038) received in the Office of the President
pro tempore; to the Committee on Foreign
Relations.

EC-1897. A communication from the Senior
Bureau Official, Legislative Affairs, Depart-
ment of State, transmitting, pursuant to
law, a report relative to the Secretary of
State’s intent to designate Balochistan Lib-
eration Army as a Foreign Terrorist Organi-
zation received in the office of the President
pro tempore; to the Committee on Foreign
Relations.

EC-1898. A communication from the Senior
Bureau Official, Legislative Affairs, Depart-
ment of State, transmitting, pursuant to
law, a report relative to the Secretary of
State’s intent to designate Lashkar-e-
Tayyiba as a Foreign Terrorist Organization
received in the office of the President pro
tempore; to the Committee on Foreign Rela-
tions.
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EC-1899. A communication from the Senior
Bureau Official, Legislative Affairs, Depart-
ment of State, transmitting, pursuant to
law, a report relative to the Secretary of
State’s intent, in consultation with the At-
torney General and the Secretary of the
Treasury, to revoke the designation of al-
Nusrah Front, also known as Hay’at Tahrir
al-Sham, and its aliases as a Foreign Ter-
rorist Organization received in the office of
the President pro tempore; to the Committee
on Foreign Relations.

EC-1900. A communication from the Senior
Bureau Official, Legislative Affairs, Depart-
ment of State, transmitting, pursuant to
section 36(c) of the Arms Export Control Act,
the certification of a proposed license for the
export of defense articles, including tech-
nical data, and defense services to Canada,
Italy, Norway, and the United Kingdom in
the amount of $100,000,000 or more (Trans-
mittal No. DDTC 25-047) received in the Of-
fice of the President pro tempore; to the
Committee on Foreign Relations.

EC-1901. A communication from the Senior
Bureau Official, Legislative Affairs, Depart-
ment of State, transmitting, pursuant to
section 36(c) of the Arms Export Control Act,
the certification of a proposed license for the
export of defense articles, including tech-
nical data, and defense services to Norway in
the amount of $100,000,000 or more (Trans-
mittal No. DDTC 25-051) received in the Of-
fice of the President pro tempore; to the
Committee on Foreign Relations.

EC-1902. 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 Australia in the amount of
$100,000,000 or more (Transmittal No. DDTC
25-060) received in the Office of the President
pro tempore; to the Committee on Foreign
Relations.

EC-1903. 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, Denmark, France, Ger-
many, India, Ireland, Italy, Japan, Poland,
Netherlands, Spain, and UK in the amount of
$50,000,000 or more (Transmittal No. DDTC
25-073) received in the Office of the President
pro tempore; to the Committee on Foreign
Relations.

EC-1904. A communication from the Senior
Bureau Official, Legislative Affairs, Depart-
ment of State, transmitting, pursuant to
section 36(c) of the Arms Export Control Act,
the certification of a proposed license for the
export of defense articles, including tech-
nical data, and defense services to Japan in
the amount of $100,000,000 or more (Trans-
mittal No. DDTC 25-075) received in the Of-
fice of the President pro tempore; to the
Committee on Foreign Relations.

EC-1905. A communication from the Senior
Bureau Official, Legislative Affairs, Depart-
ment of State, transmitting, pursuant to
section 36(c) of the Arms Export Control Act,
the certification of a proposed license for the
export of defense articles, including tech-
nical data, and defense services to the Re-
public of Korea in the amount of $50,000,000
or more (Transmittal No. DDTC 25-071) re-
ceived in the Office of the President pro tem-
pore; to the Committee on Foreign Rela-
tions.

EC-1906. A communication from the Senior
Bureau Official, Legislative Affairs, Depart-
ment of State, transmitting, pursuant to
sections 36(c) and 36(d) of the Arms Export
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Control Act, the certification of a proposed
license for the export of defense articles, in-
cluding technical data, and defense services
to Italy in the amount of $100,000,000 or more
(Transmittal No. DDTC 25-063) received in
the Office of the President pro tempore; to
the Committee on Foreign Relations.

EC-1907. A communication from the Senior
Bureau Official, Legislative Affairs, Depart-
ment of State, transmitting, pursuant to
sections 36(c) and 36(d) of the Arms Export
Control Act, the certification of a proposed
license for the export of defense articles, in-
cluding technical data, and defense services
to Canada and India in the amount of
$50,000,000 or more (Transmittal No. DDTC
256-062) received in the Office of the President
pro tempore; to the Committee on Foreign
Relations.

EC-1908. A communication from the Senior
Bureau Official, Legislative Affairs, Depart-
ment of State, transmitting, pursuant to
law, a report entitled ‘“U.S. Compliance with
the Authorization for Use of Military Force
in Iraq’ received in the Office of the Presi-
dent pro tempore; to the Committee on For-
eign Relations.

EC-1909. 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 the United Kingdom in the
amount of $100,000,000 or more (Transmittal
No. DDTC 25-019) received in the Office of the
President pro tempore; to the Committee on
Foreign Relations.

EC-1910. 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 Switzerland in the amount of
$1,000,000 or more (Transmittal No. DDTC 25—
014) received in the Office of the President
pro tempore; to the Committee on Foreign
Relations.

EC-1911. A communication from the Senior
Bureau Official, Legislative Affairs, Depart-
ment of State, transmitting, pursuant to
sections 36(c) and 36(d) of the Arms Export
Control Act, the certification of a proposed
license for the manufacture of significant
military equipment abroad and the export of
defense articles, including technical data,
and defense services to Canada, Czechia, Ger-
many, Hungary, Sweden, and Switzerland in
the amount of $50,000,000 or more (Trans-
mittal No. DDTC 25-024) received in the Of-
fice of the President pro tempore; to the
Committee on Foreign Relations.

EC-1912. A communication from the Senior
Bureau Official, Legislative Affairs, Depart-
ment of State, transmitting, pursuant to
sections 36(c) and 36(d) of the Arms Export
Control Act, the certification of a proposed
amendment for the manufacture of signifi-
cant military equipment abroad and the ex-
port of defense articles, including technical
data, and defense services to Canada in the
amount of $1,000,000 or more (Transmittal
No. DDTC 24-018) received in the Office of the
President pro tempore; to the Committee on
Foreign Relations.

EC-1913. 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 Australia in the amount of
$100,000,000 or more (Transmittal No. DDTC
25-0568) received in the Office of the President
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pro tempore; to the Committee on Foreign
Relations.

———

EXECUTIVE REPORTS OF
COMMITTEE

The following executive reports of
nominations were submitted:

By Mr. SCOTT, of South Carolina, for the
Committee on Banking, Housing, and Urban
Affairs.

*Benjamin Hobbs, of Ohio, to be Assistant
Secretary of Housing and Urban Develop-
ment.

*Ronald Kurtz, of Georgia, to be an Assist-
ant Secretary of Housing and Urban Develop-
ment.

*Jonathan Burke, of Georgia, to be Assist-
ant Secretary for Terrorist Financing, De-
partment of the Treasury.

*Chris Pilkerton, of Maryland, to be As-
sistant Secretary of the Treasury for Invest-
ment Security.

*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.

———

INTRODUCTION OF BILLS AND
JOINT RESOLUTIONS

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

By Ms. WARREN (for herself, Mr.
BLUMENTHAL, Ms. SMITH, Mr. BOOKER,
Mr. PADILLA, Mr. MARKEY, Mr.
MERKLEY, Mr. SANDERS, Mr. WYDEN,
and Mr. WELCH):

S. 2939. A bill to establish universal child
care and early learning programs; to the
Committee on Health, Education, Labor, and
Pensions.

By Mr. COTTON:

S. 2940. A Dbill to amend the Internal Rev-
enue Code of 1986 to include optional prac-
tical training for F-1 visa holders and em-
ployment for purposes of taxes under the
Federal Insurance Contribution Act and the
Social Security Act; to the Committee on
Finance.

By Mr. COTTON:

S. 2941. A bill to discontinue certain excep-
tions from H-1B nonimmigrant visa numer-
ical limitation; to the Committee on the Ju-
diciary.

By Mr. BLUMENTHAL:

S. 2942. A bill for the relief of Valent

Kolami; to the Committee on the Judiciary.

By Ms. DUCKWORTH (for herself, Ms.
HIRONO, Mr. FETTERMAN, Mrs. MUR-
RAY, Ms. ALSOBROOKS, Mr. HEINRICH,
and Mrs. SHAHEEN):

S. 2943. A bill to amend chapter 17 of title
38, United States Code, to direct the Sec-
retary of Veterans Affairs to allow a veteran
to receive a full-year supply of contraceptive
pills, transdermal patches, vaginal rings, and
other contraceptive products, and for other
purposes; to the Committee on Veterans’ Af-
fairs.

By Ms. SMITH:

S. 2944. A bill to amend the Richard B. Rus-
sell National School Lunch Act to require
mandatory certification for certain students
and reduce stigma associated with unpaid
school meal fees, and for other purposes; to
the Committee on Agriculture, Nutrition,
and Forestry.

By Mr. LEE:

S. 2945. A bill to amend title 49, United

States Code, to authorize the accountable
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executive of a safety committee to resolve
disputes of the safety committee, and for
other purposes; to the Committee on Bank-
ing, Housing, and Urban Affairs.
By Mr. KENNEDY (for himself and Mr.
CASSIDY):

S. 2946. A Dbill to reauthorize the National
Flood Insurance Program; to the Committee
on Banking, Housing, and Urban Affairs.

By Ms. HASSAN (for herself, Mr. JOHN-
SON, Mr. PETERS, Mr. LANKFORD, Mr.
KELLY, Mr. ScoTT of Florida, Ms.
ROSEN, and Ms. SLOTKIN):

S. 2947. A bill to establish a Federal Clear-
inghouse on Safety and Best Practices for
Nonprofit Organizations, Faith-based Orga-
nizations, and Houses of Worship within the
Department of Homeland Security, and for
other purposes; to the Committee on Home-
land Security and Governmental Affairs.

By Ms. ALSOBROOKS (for herself, Mr.
VAN HOLLEN, Mr. KAINE, Mr. WARNER,
Ms. DUCKWORTH, Mr. SCHATZ, and Mr.
BLUMENTHAL):

S. 2948. A Dbill to amend section 303 of the
Social Security Act to require States to pro-
vide unemployment compensation benefits
to Federal employees during a government
shutdown, and for other purposes; to the
Committee on Finance.

By Mr. BOOKER (for himself and Mr.
HEINRICH):

S. 2949. A bill to amend title XVIII of the
Social Security Act to eliminate the coin-
surance requirement for certain colorectal
cancer screening tests furnished under the
Medicare program; to the Committee on En-
vironment and Public Works.

By Mr. CORNYN (for himself and Mrs.
SHAHEEN):

S. 2950. A bill to require the Secretary of
State and relevant executive branch agen-
cies to address international scam com-
pounds defrauding people in the TUnited
States, to hold significant transnational
criminal organizations accountable, and for
other purposes; to the Committee on Foreign
Relations.

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

S. 2951. A bill to direct the Secretary of
Health and Human Services to provide for
certain adjustments to Medicare payment
for items of durable medical equipment that
were formerly included in round 2021 of the
DMEPOS competitive bidding program; to
the Committee on Finance.

By Ms. LUMMIS (for herself, Mrs. CAP-
ITO, Mr. CRAMER, Mrs. SHAHEEN, Mr.
PADILLA, and Ms. MURKOWSKI):

S. 2952. A Dbill to amend title 31, United
States Code, to require the Secretary of the
Treasury to mint and issue $2.50 numismatic
coins and $2.50 circulating coins, and for
other purposes; to the Committee on Bank-
ing, Housing, and Urban Affairs.

By Ms. ERNST (for herself, Mr. RISCH,
and Mr. ScoTT of Florida):

S. 2953. A bill to amend title 5, United
States Code, to provide for dual pay and dual
employment accountability; to the Com-
mittee on Homeland Security and Govern-
mental Affairs.

By Mr. SANDERS (for himself and Mr.
MERKLEY):

S. 2954. A bill to establish grant programs
for health professional schools, and for other
purposes; to the Committee on Health, Edu-
cation, Labor, and Pensions.

By Mr. BANKS (for himself, Mr. BUDD,

Mr. CAsSIDY, Mr. CORNYN, Mr.
DAINES, Mr. RISCH, and Mr.
HAGERTY):

S. 2955. A bill to amend title 18, United
States Code, to establish Federal penalties
for the knowing and intentional administra-
tion of any abortion-inducing drug to a
woman without her informed consent, if the
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abortion-inducing drug has been shipped or
transported in interstate commerce, and for
other purposes; to the Committee on the Ju-
diciary.

By Mr. BLUMENTHAL:

S. 2956. A bill to prohibit the sale, lease, or
loan of used motor vehicles with open recalls
to consumers by auto dealers; to the Com-
mittee on Commerce, Science, and Transpor-
tation.

By Mr. MORAN (for himself and Mr.
GALLEGO):

S. 2957. A bill to increase the apportion-
ment of formula grants for small transit in-
tensive cities; to the Committee on Banking,
Housing, and Urban Affairs.

By Mr. KENNEDY:

S. 2958. A bill to extend the African Growth
and Opportunity Act, to require a full review
of the bilateral relationship between the
United States and South Africa, and for
other purposes; to the Committee on Fi-
nance.

By Mr. WARNER (for himself, Mr.
OSSOFF, Mr. WYDEN, Mr. SCHUMER,
Ms. ALSOBROOKS, Ms. BALDWIN, Mr.
BENNET, Mr. BLUMENTHAL, Ms. BLUNT
ROCHESTER, Mr. BOOKER, Mr. COONS,
Ms. CORTEZ MASTO, Ms. DUCKWORTH,
Mr. DURBIN, Mr. GALLEGO, Mrs.
GILLIBRAND, Ms. HASSAN, Mr. HEIN-
RICH, Mr. HICKENLOOPER, Ms. HIRONO,
Mr. KAINE, Mr. KiM, Mr. KING, Ms.
KLOBUCHAR, Mr. LUJAN, Mr. MARKEY,
Mr. MERKLEY, Mrs. MURRAY, Mr.
PADILLA, Mr. REED, Ms. ROSEN, Mr.
SANDERS, Mr. SCHATZ, Mr. SCHIFF,
Mrs. SHAHEEN, Ms. SLOTKIN, Ms.
SMITH, Mr. VAN HOLLEN, Mr.
WARNOCK, Ms. WARREN, Mr. WELCH,
and Mr. WHITEHOUSE):

S.J. Res. 84. A joint resolution providing
for congressional disapproval under chapter 8
of title 5, United States Code, of the rule
submitted by the Centers for Medicare &
Medicaid Services relating to ‘“Patient Pro-
tection and Affordable Care Act; Market In-
tegrity and Affordability’’; to the Committee
on Health, Education, Labor, and Pensions.

———
SUBMISSION OF CONCURRENT AND
SENATE RESOLUTIONS

The following concurrent resolutions
and Senate resolutions were read, and
referred (or acted upon), as indicated:

By Ms. WARREN (for herself, Mrs.
FISCHER, Mr. BLUMENTHAL, Mr.
PADILLA, Mr. VAN HOLLEN, Mr. MAR-
SHALL, Mr. LANKFORD, and Mr.
WARNOCK):

S. Res. 422. A resolution recognizing the se-
riousness of polycystic ovary syndrome
(PCOS) and expressing support for the des-
ignation of September 2025 as “PCOS Aware-
ness Month’’; to the Committee on Health,
Education, Labor, and Pensions.

By Ms. HIRONO (for herself, Ms. MUR-
KOWSKI, Mr. BOOKER, Ms. CORTEZ
MASTO, Ms. DUCKWORTH, Mr. KAINE,
Ms. KLOBUCHAR, Mr. MARKEY, Mrs.
MURRAY, Mr. PADILLA, Ms. ROSEN,
Mr. SANDERS, Mr. SCHATZ, Mr.
SCHIFF, and Mr. WARNER):

S. Res. 423. A resolution recognizing the
month of October 2025 as Filipino American
History Month and celebrating the history
and culture of Filipino Americans and their
immense contributions to the United States;
to the Committee on the Judiciary.

By Mr. MERKLEY (for himself, Mr.
VAN HOLLEN, Mr. SCHIFF, Mr. SAND-
ERS, Mr. BOOKER, and Mr. MARKEY):

S. Res. 424. A resolution affirming the un-
wavering commitment of the Senate to the
First Amendment and to freedom of speech
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and of the press as foundations of the demo-
cratic republic of the United States; to the
Committee on the Judiciary.
By Mr. MORAN (for himself and Mr.
MARSHALL):

S. Res. 425. A resolution honoring the life
of Hays, Kansas police sergeant Scott
Heimann; to the Committee on the Judici-
ary.

By Mr. GRAHAM (for himself, Mr. BAR-
RASSO, Mrs. BLACKBURN, Mrs. BRITT,
Mr. BUuDD, Mrs. CAPITO, Mr. COTTON,
Mr. CRAMER, Mr. CRAPO, Mr. DAINES,
Mr. HAGERTY, Mrs. HYDE-SMITH, Mr.
KENNEDY, Mr. LANKFORD, Ms. LUM-
MIS, Mr. MARSHALL, Mr. RISCH, Mr.
SCHMITT, Mr. ScorT of Florida, Mr.
TUBERVILLE, Mr. YOUNG, Mr. SCOTT of
South Carolina, Mr. CASSIDY, Mr.
CORNYN, Mr. BANKS, Mr. CURTIS, and
Mrs. MOODY):

S. Res. 426. A resolution designating the
week of October 5, 2025, through October 11,
2025, as ‘‘Religious Education Week” to cele-
brate religious education in the United
States; to the Committee on the Judiciary.

By Mr. GRAHAM (for himself, Mr.
BLUMENTHAL, Mr. MURPHY, and Mr.
COONS):

S. Res. 427. A resolution designating Octo-
ber 8, 2025, as ‘‘National Hydrogen and Fuel
Cell Day’’; considered and agreed to.

By Ms. CORTEZ MASTO (for herself,
Mr. ScoTT of Florida, Mr.
HICKENLOOPER, Mr. SANDERS, Mr.
FETTERMAN, Mr. SCHATZ, Mrs. SHA-
HEEN, Mr. REED, Mr. GALLEGO, Ms.
DUCKWORTH, Mr. KING, Mr. LUJAN,
Mr. WARNOCK, Ms. CANTWELL, Ms.
BALDWIN, Mr. HEINRICH, Ms. HIRONO,
Mr. WARNER, Ms. COLLINS, Mr. MAR-
KEY, Ms. WARREN, Ms. SMITH, Mr.
BENNET, Mr. SCHIFF, Ms. ROSEN, Ms.
KLOBUCHAR, Mr. VAN HOLLEN, Mrs.
MURRAY, Mr. BOOKER, Mr. WYDEN,
Mr. KEeLLY, Mr. PADILLA, Mr.
MERKLEY, Mrs. MooDY, Ms. HASSAN,
Mr. SCHUMER, Mr. OSSOFF, and Mr.
PETERS):

S. Res. 428. A resolution recognizing His-
panic Heritage Month and celebrating the
heritage and culture of Latinos in the United
States and the immense contributions of
Latinos to the United States; considered and
agreed to.

By Mrs. HYDE-SMITH (for herself and
Mr. OSSOFF):

S. Res. 429. A resolution designating Sep-
tember 2025 as ‘‘National Infant Mortality
Awareness Month”, raising awareness of in-
fant mortality, and increasing efforts to re-
duce infant mortality; considered and agreed
to.

———

ADDITIONAL COSPONSORS

S. 167

At the request of Mr. TILLIS, the
names of the Senator from Montana
(Mr. DAINES) and the Senator from
West Virginia (Mr. JUSTICE) were added
as cosponsors of S. 167, a bill to amend
title 18, United States Code, to punish
criminal offenses targeting law en-
forcement officers, and for other pur-
poses.

S. 257

At the request of Ms. CANTWELL, the
name of the Senator from Indiana (Mr.
YoUuNG) was added as a cosponsor of S.
2567, a bill to improve the resilience of
critical supply chains, and for other
purposes.

S. 389

At the request of Mrs. GILLIBRAND,

the names of the Senator from New
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Jersey (Mr. KiMm) and the Senator from
Indiana (Mr. YOUNG) were added as co-
sponsors of S. 389, a bill to establish
consumer standards for lithium-ion
batteries.
S. 401
At the request of Mr. CRAMER, the
name of the Senator from Iowa (Mr.
GRASSLEY) was added as a cosponsor of
S. 401, a bill to amend the Federal Re-
serve Act to prohibit certain financial
service providers who deny fair access
to financial services from using tax-
payer funded discount window lending
programs, and for other purposes.
S. 522
At the request of Mr. HAGERTY, the
name of the Senator from West Vir-
ginia (Mrs. CAPITO) was added as a co-
sponsor of S. 522, a bill to amend the
Federal Credit Union Act to modify the
frequency of board of directors meet-
ings, and for other purposes.
S. 554
At the request of Mr. SULLIVAN, the
name of the Senator from Montana
(Mr. DAINES) was added as a cosponsor
of S. 554, a bill to enhance bilateral de-
fense cooperation between the United
States and Israel, and for other pur-
poses.
S. 556
At the request of Mr. SULLIVAN, the
name of the Senator from Montana
(Mr. DAINES) was added as a cosponsor
of S. 556, a bill to impose sanctions
with respect to persons engaged in
logistical transactions and sanctions
evasion relating to oil, gas, liquefied
natural gas, and related petrochemical
products from the Islamic Republic of
Iran, and for other purposes.
S. 611
At the request of Mr. BLUMENTHAL,
the name of the Senator from Massa-
chusetts (Ms. WARREN) was added as a
cosponsor of S. 611, a bill to amend
title 38, United States Code, to improve
and to expand eligibility for depend-
ency and indemnity compensation paid
to certain survivors of certain vet-
erans, and for other purposes.
8. 75
At the request of Mr. GRAHAM, the
names of the Senator from Louisiana
(Mr. KENNEDY) and the Senator from
Pennsylvania (Mr. FETTERMAN) were
added as cosponsors of S. 775, a bill to
amend the Agriculture Improvement
Act of 2018 to prohibit the slaughter of
equines for human consumption.
S. 1164
At the request of Ms. HASSAN, the
name of the Senator from Colorado
(Mr. HICKENLOOPER) was added as a co-
sponsor of S. 1164, a bill to allow addi-
tional individuals to enroll in stand-
alone dental plans offered through Fed-
eral Exchanges.
S. 1261
At the request of Mr. SCHATZ, the
names of the Senator from New Jersey
(Mr. KiM) and the Senator from North
Carolina (Mr. BUDD) were added as co-
sponsors of S. 1261, a bill to amend title
XVIII of the Social Security Act to ex-
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pand access to telehealth services, and
for other purposes.
S. 1217
At the request of Mr. VAN HOLLEN,
the name of the Senator from New
Mexico (Mr. LUJAN) was added as a co-
sponsor of S. 1277, a bill to amend part
B of the Individuals with Disabilities
Education Act to provide full Federal
funding of such part.
S. 1289
At the request of Mrs. GILLIBRAND,
the name of the Senator from Nebraska
(Mr. RICKETTS) was added as a cospon-
sor of S. 1289, a bill to require the Sec-
retary of the Treasury to mint coins in
commemoration of the 256th anniver-
sary of the September 11, 2001, terrorist
attacks on the United States and to
support programs at the National Sep-
tember 11 Memorial and Museum at the
World Trade Center.
S. 1552
At the request of Mr. COTTON, the
name of the Senator from Maine (Ms.
CoLLINS) was added as a cosponsor of S.
1552, a bill to promote and protect from
discrimination living organ donors.
S. 1716
At the request of Mr. CRAMER, the
names of the Senator from Arkansas
(Mr. BOOzZMAN) and the Senator from
Wyoming (Ms. LuMMIS) were added as
cosponsors of S. 1716, a bill to amend
title XXVII of the Public Health Serv-
ice Act to improve health care cov-
erage under vision plans, and for other
purposes.
S. 1725
At the request of Mr. GRASSLEY, the
name of the Senator from New York
(Mrs. GILLIBRAND) was added as a co-
sponsor of S. 1725, a bill to amend the
Animal Health Protection Act with re-
spect to the importation of live dogs,
and for other purposes.
S. 1816
At the request of Mr. MARSHALL, the
name of the Senator from New Mexico
(Mr. LUJAN) was added as a cosponsor
of S. 1816, a bill to amend title XVIII of
the Social Security Act to establish re-
quirements with respect to the use of
prior authorization under Medicare Ad-
vantage plans.
S. 1929
At the request of Mr. SCHUMER, the
name of the Senator from Connecticut
(Mr. MURPHY) was added as a cosponsor
of S. 1929, a bill to establish programs
to reduce rates of sepsis.
S. 1970
At the request of Mr. BUDD, the
names of the Senator from Tennessee
(Mrs. BLACKBURN) and the Senator
from Wyoming (Ms. LUMMIS) were
added as cosponsors of S. 1970, a bill to
award a Congressional Gold Medal to
the service members of the Military
Assistance Command Vietnam-Studies
and Observations Group, in recognition
of their bravery and outstanding serv-
ice in South Vietnam, North Vietnam,
Laos, and Cambodia during the Viet-
nam war.
S. 1997
At the request of Mrs. MooDY, the
name of the Senator from Florida (Mr.
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ScoTT) was added as a cosponsor of S.
1997, a bill to revise the duties of the
Office of Refugee resettlement with re-
spect to unaccompanied alien children,
and for other purposes.
S. 2042
At the request of Ms. CANTWELL, the
name of the Senator from Colorado
(Mr. BENNET) was added as a cosponsor
of S. 2042, a bill to provide lasting pro-
tection for inventoried roadless areas
within the National Forest System.
S. 2051
At the request of Ms. BLUNT ROCH-
ESTER, the name of the Senator from
New Mexico (Mr. LUJAN) was added as a
cosponsor of S. 2051, a bill to authorize
the Department of Housing and Urban
Development to transform neighbor-
hoods of extreme poverty into sustain-
able, mixed-income neighborhoods with
access to economic opportunities, by
revitalizing severely distressed hous-
ing, and investing and leveraging in-
vestments in well-functioning services,
educational opportunities, public as-
sets, public transportation, and im-
proved access to jobs, and for other
purposes.
S. 2103
At the request of Mrs. GILLIBRAND,
the name of the Senator from New Jer-
sey (Mr. KiMm) was added as a cosponsor
of S. 2103, a bill to amend the Depart-
ment of Agriculture Reorganization
Act of 1994 to authorize mandatory
funding for the Healthy Food Financ-
ing Initiative.
S. 2211
At the request of Ms. COLLINS, the
names of the Senator from Arizona
(Mr. GALLEGO) and the Senator from
Arizona (Mr. KELLY) were added as co-
sponsors of S. 2211, a bill to reauthorize
the Special Diabetes Program for Type
1 Diabetes and the Special Diabetes
Program for Indians.
S. 2252
At the request of Mrs. SHAHEEN, the
name of the Senator from California
(Mr. SCHIFF) was added as a cosponsor
of S. 2252, a bill to require United
States foreign assistance commodities
to be made available for their intended
purposes before they expire.
S. 2353
At the request of Mr. MERKLEY, the
names of the Senator from Delaware
(Ms. BLUNT ROCHESTER) and the Sen-
ator from Florida (Mrs. MOODY) were
added as cosponsors of S. 23563, a bill to
direct the Secretary of Health and
Human Services, acting through the
Commissioner of Food and Drugs, to
conduct a study, and submit to Con-
gress a report, on the human health
impacts of exposure to microplastics in
food and water.
S. 2362
At the request of Mr. BARRASSO, the
name of the Senator from Pennsyl-
vania (Mr. MCcCORMICK) was added as a
cosponsor of S. 2362, a bill to oppose
the provision of assistance to the Peo-
ple’s Republic of China by the multilat-
eral development banks.
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S. 2378
At the request of Mr. MORAN, the
name of the Senator from Montana
(Mr. DAINES) was added as a cosponsor
of S. 2378, a bill to amend title 49,
United States Code, to establish funds
for investments in aviation security
checkpoint technology, and for other
purposes.
S. 2379
At the request of Mr. CORNYN, the
name of the Senator from New Mexico
(Mr. LUJAN) was added as a cosponsor
of S. 2379, a bill to amend the State
Justice Institute Act of 1984 to author-
ize the State Justice Institute to pro-
vide awards to certain organizations to
establish a State judicial threat intel-
ligence and resource center.
S. 2392
At the request of Mr. MORAN, the
names of the Senator from Delaware
(Ms. BLUNT ROCHESTER) and the Sen-
ator from Arizona (Mr. KELLY) were
added as cosponsors of S. 2392, a bill to
increase, effective as of December 1,
2025, the rates of compensation for vet-
erans with service-connected disabil-
ities and the rates of dependency and
indemnity compensation for the sur-
vivors of certain disabled veterans, and
for other purposes.
S. 2398
At the request of Ms. COLLINS, the
names of the Senator from Arkansas
(Mr. BoozMAN) and the Senator from
Oregon (Mr. MERKLEY) were added as
cosponsors of S. 2398, a bill to reauthor-
ize the Kay Hagan Tick Act, and for
other purposes.
S. 2414
At the request of Mr. TILLIS, the
name of the Senator from New Hamp-
shire (Ms. HASSAN) was added as a co-
sponsor of S. 2414, a bill to update the
definition of manufactured home, and
for other purposes.
S. 2439
At the request of Mr. BOOZMAN, the
name of the Senator from Alabama
(Mr. TUBERVILLE) was added as a co-
sponsor of S. 2439, a bill to amend title
XVIII of the Social Security Act to
provide for the distribution of addi-
tional residency positions, and for
other purposes.
S. 2461
At the request of Mr. DAINES, the
names of the Senator from Louisiana
(Mr. KENNEDY) and the Senator from
Minnesota (Ms. KLOBUCHAR) were added
as cosponsors of S. 2461, a bill to amend
the Internal Revenue Code of 1986 and
the Small Business Act to expand the
availability of employee stock owner-
ship plans in S corporations, and for
other purposes.
S. 2586
At the request of Mr. WICKER, the
name of the Senator from Kansas (Mr.
MORAN) was added as a cosponsor of S.
2686, a bill to require the Adminis-
trator of the National Oceanic and At-
mospheric Administration to establish
an assessment program for commer-
cial-scale offshore aquaculture through

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — SENATE

demonstration projects, to establish
Aquaculture Centers of Excellence, to
support aquaculture workforce devel-
opment and working waterfronts, and
for other purposes.
S. 2667
At the request of Mr. BOOKER, the
names of the Senator from Delaware
(Ms. BLUNT ROCHESTER), the Senator
from Minnesota (Ms. KLOBUCHAR), the
Senator from Virginia (Mr. KAINE), the
Senator from New York (Mrs. GILLI-
BRAND), the Senator from Arizona (Mr.
KELLY) and the Senator from Cali-
fornia (Mr. PADILLA) were added as co-
sponsors of S. 2667, a bill to prevent vi-
olence in the West Bank and authorize
the imposition of sanctions with re-
spect to any foreign person endan-
gering United States national security
and undermining prospects for a two-
state solution by committing illegal
violent acts.
S. 2764
At the request of Ms. ERNST, the
name of the Senator from Nebraska
(Mr. RICKETTS) was added as a cospon-
sor of S. 2764, a bill to require disclo-
sure of the total amount of interest
that would be paid over the life of a
loan for certain Federal student loans.
. 211
At the request of Mr. LUJAN, the
name of the Senator from Nevada (Ms.
CORTEZ MASTO) was added as a cospon-
sor of S. 2771, a bill to amend the In-
dian Self-Determination Act and the
Indian Health Care Improvement Act
to provide advance appropriations au-
thority for certain accounts of the Bu-
reau of Indian Affairs and Bureau of In-
dian Education of the Department of
the Interior and the Indian Health
Service of the Department of Health
and Human Services, and for other pur-
poses.
S. 27719
At the request of Mr. GALLEGO, the
name of the Senator from California
(Mr. SCHIFF) was added as a cosponsor
of S. 2779, a bill to amend the Internal
Revenue Code of 1986 to exclude strike
benefits from gross income.
S. 2798
At the request of Ms. WARREN, the
name of the Senator from New York
(Mrs. GILLIBRAND) was added as a co-
sponsor of S. 2798, a bill to amend the
Fair Credit Reporting Act to prohibit
the use of consumer credit checks
against prospective and current em-
ployees for the purposes of making ad-
verse employment decisions.
S. 2808
At the request of Mr. GRASSLEY, the
name of the Senator from Mississippi
(Mrs. HYDE-SMITH) was added as a co-
sponsor of S. 2808, a bill to require the
Secretary of Agriculture to publish a
report on the fertilizer industry, and
for other purposes.
S. 2841
At the request of Mr. KING, the
names of the Senator from Missouri
(Mr. ScHMITT) and the Senator from
Maryland (Mr. VAN HOLLEN) were
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added as cosponsors of S. 2841, a bill to
amend the American History and
Civics Education program under the
Elementary and Secondary Education
Act of 1965 to require hands-on civic
engagement activities for teachers and
students and programs that educate
students about the history and prin-
ciples of the Constitution of the United
States, including the Bill of Rights.
S. 2845
At the request of Mr. WYDEN, the
name of the Senator from California
(Mr. SCHIFF) was added as a cosponsor
of S. 2845, a bill to amend the Internal
Revenue Code of 1986 to eliminate tax
loopholes that allow billionaires to
defer tax indefinitely through planning
strategies such as ‘“‘buy, borrow, die’’,
to modify over 30 tax provisions so that
billionaires are required to pay taxes
annually, and for other purposes.
S. 2858
At the request of Mr. BOOKER, the
names of the Senator from Georgia
(Mr. OsSsoFF) and the Senator from Ar-
kansas (Mr. BOOZMAN) were added as
cosponsors of S. 2858, a bill to improve
research and data collection on still-
births, and for other purposes.
S. 2870
At the request of Mr. CORNYN, the
names of the Senator from Pennsyl-
vania (Mr. McCCORMICK) and the Sen-
ator from Arizona (Mr. GALLEGO) were
added as cosponsors of S. 2870, a bill to
amend the Controlled Substances Act
to require regulated persons to identify
tableting machines and encapsulating
machines by serial number.
S. 2891
At the request of Mr. VAN HOLLEN,
the name of the Senator from Hawaii
(Ms. HIRONO) was added as a cosponsor
of S. 2891, a bill to direct the Adminis-
trator of General Services to ensure
that the design of public buildings in
the United States adheres to the guid-
ing principles for Federal architecture,
and for other purposes.
S. 2894
At the request of Ms. WARREN, the
name of the Senator from Hawaii (Ms.
HIRONO) was added as a cosponsor of S.
2894, a bill to establish a process for the
Board on Geographic Names to review
and revise offensive place names, to
create an advisory committee to rec-
ommend offensive place names to be
reviewed by the Board, and for other
purposes.
S. 2913
At the request of Ms. ALSOBROOKS,
the names of the Senator from Oregon
(Mr. MERKLEY) and the Senator from
New York (Mrs. GILLIBRAND) were
added as cosponsors of S. 2913, a bill to
prohibit the use of appropriated funds
to eliminate, consolidate, or otherwise
restructure any office within the De-
partment of Education that admin-
isters or enforces programs serving in-
dividuals with disabilities.
S. 2923
At the request of Ms. HIRONO, the
names of the Senator from Mississippi
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(Mr. WICKER) and the Senator from
Minnesota (Ms. KLOBUCHAR) were added
as cosponsors of S. 2923, a bill to pro-
vide for the automatic acquisition of
United States citizenship for certain
internationally adopted individuals,
and for other purposes.
S.J. RES. 79

At the request of Mr. MULLIN, the
name of the Senator from Indiana (Mr.
YouNg) was added as a cosponsor of
S.J. Res. 79, a joint resolution honoring
the sacrifice of Marine Corps Lance
Corporal David L. Espinoza, Marine
Corps Sergeant Nicole L. Gee, Marine
Corps Staff Sergeant Darin Taylor
Hoover, Army Staff Sergeant Ryan
Christian Knauss, Marine Corps Cor-
poral Hunter Lopez, Marine Corps
Lance Corporal Rylee J. McCollum,
Marine Corps Lance Corporal Dylan R.
Merola, Marine Corps Lance Corporal
Kareem M. Nikoui, Marine Corps Cor-
poral Daegan W. Page, Marine Corps
Sergeant Johanny Rosario, Marine
Corps Corporal Humberto A. Sanchez,
Marine Corps Lance Corporal Jared M.
Schmitz, and Navy Petty Officer Third
Class Maxton W. Soviak.

S. RES. 409

At the request of Mr. RICKETTS, the
name of the Senator from Pennsyl-
vania (Mr. McCORMICK) was added as a
cosponsor of S. Res. 409, a resolution
recognizing the 74th anniversary of the
signing of the Mutual Defense Treaty
between the United States and the
Philippines and the strong bilateral se-
curity alliance between our two na-
tions in the wake of escalating aggres-
sion and political lawfare by the Peo-
ple’s Republic of China in the South
China Sea.

——————

SUBMITTED RESOLUTIONS

SENATE RESOLUTION 422—RECOG-
NIZING THE SERIOUSNESS OF
POLYCYSTIC OVARY SYNDROME

(PCOS) AND EXPRESSING SUP-
PORT FOR THE DESIGNATION OF
SEPTEMBER 2025 AS “PCOS
AWARENESS MONTH”

Ms. WARREN (for herself, Mrs.
FISCHER, Mr. BLUMENTHAL, Mr.
PADILLA, Mr. VAN HOLLEN, Mr. MAR-
SHALL, Mr. LANKFORD, and Mr.

WARNOCK) submitted the following res-
olution; which was referred to the
Committee on Health, Education,
Labor, and Pensions:

S. RES. 422

Whereas polycystic ovary syndrome (re-
ferred to in this preamble as “PCOS”) is a
common health problem among women and
girls involving a hormonal imbalance;

Whereas there is no universal definition of
PCOS, but researchers estimate that 10 per-
cent of women in the United States are af-
fected by the condition;

Whereas, according to a 2023 study, the an-
nual burden of PCOS in the United States is
estimated to be in excess of $15,000,000,000,
and this estimate does not include—

(1) the cost of all comorbidities in post-
menopause or adolescence; or

(2) indirect and intangible costs related to
the disorder;
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Whereas PCOS can affect girls at the onset
of puberty and throughout the remainder of
their lives;

Whereas the symptoms of PCOS include in-
fertility, irregular or absent menstrual peri-
ods, acne, weight gain, thinning of scalp
hair, excessive facial and body hair growth,
numerous small ovarian cysts, pelvic pain,
and mental health problems;

Whereas women with PCOS have higher
rates of mental health disorders, including
depression, anxiety, bipolar disorder, and
eating disorders, and are at greater risk for
suicide;

Whereas adolescents with PCOS often are
not diagnosed, and many have metabolic
dysfunction and insulin resistance, which
can lead to type 2 diabetes, cardiovascular
disease, obstructive sleep apnea, non-
alcoholic fatty liver disease, heart disease,
and endometrial cancer at a young adult age;

Whereas an estimated 70 percent of women
with PCOS are undiagnosed and many re-
main undiagnosed until they experience fer-
tility difficulties or develop type 2 diabetes
or other cardiometabolic disorders;

Whereas PCOS is one of the most common
causes of female infertility;

Whereas PCOS in pregnancy is associated
with increased risk of gestational diabetes,
preeclampsia, pregnancy-induced hyper-
tension, preterm delivery, cesarean delivery,
miscarriage, and fetal and infant death;

Whereas women with PCOS are at in-
creased risk of developing high blood pres-
sure, high cholesterol, stroke, and heart dis-
ease (the leading cause of death among
women);

Whereas women with PCOS have a more
than 50 percent chance of developing type 2
diabetes or prediabetes before the age of 40;

Whereas PCOS may be associated with in-
creased risk for breast cancer and ovarian
cancer, and the risk of developing
endometrial cancer is 4 times higher than for
women who do not have PCOS;

Whereas research has found an association
between depression and PCOS;

Whereas research has indicated PCOS
shares a genetic architecture with metabolic
traits, as evidenced by genetic correlations
between PCOS and obesity, fasting insulin,
type 2 diabetes, lipid levels, and coronary ar-
tery disease;

Whereas PCOS negatively alters metabolic
function independent of, but exacerbated by,
an increased body mass index (commonly re-
ferred to as “BMI”’);

Whereas the cause of PCOS is unknown,
but researchers have found strong links to a
genetic predisposition and significant insulin
resistance, which affects up to 70 percent of
women with PCOS; and

Whereas there is no known cure for PCOS:
Now, therefore, be it

Resolved, That the Senate—

(1) recognizes polycystic ovary syndrome
(referred to in this resolution as “PCOS”’) as
a serious disorder that impacts many aspects
of health, including cardiometabolic, repro-
ductive, and mental health, and quality of
life;

(2) expresses support for the designation of
September 20256 as ‘‘PCOS Awareness
Month’’;

(3) supports the goals and ideals of PCOS
Awareness Month, which are—

(A) to increase awareness of, and education
about, PCOS and its connection to
comorbidities, such as type 2 diabetes,
endometrial cancer, cardiovascular disease,
nonalcoholic fatty liver disease, and mental
health disorders, among the general public,
women, girls, and health care professionals;

(B) to improve diagnosis and treatment of
PCOS;

(C) to disseminate information on diag-
nosis, treatment, and management of PCOS,
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including prevention of comorbidities such
as type 2 diabetes, endometrial cancer, car-
diovascular disease, nonalcoholic fatty liver
disease, and eating disorders; and

(D) to improve quality of life and outcomes
for women and girls with PCOS;

(4) recognizes the need for further research,
improved treatment and care options, and a
cure for PCOS;

(5) acknowledges the struggles affecting all
women and girls who have PCOS in the
United States;

(6) urges medical researchers and health
care professionals to advance their under-
standing of PCOS to improve research, diag-
nosis, and treatment of PCOS for women and
girls; and

(7) encourages States, territories, and lo-
calities to support the goals and ideals of
PCOS Awareness Month.

———

SENATE RESOLUTION 423—RECOG-
NIZING THE MONTH OF OCTOBER
2025 AS FILIPINO AMERICAN HIS-
TORY MONTH AND CELEBRATING
THE HISTORY AND CULTURE OF
FILIPINO AMERICANS AND THEIR
IMMENSE CONTRIBUTIONS TO
THE UNITED STATES

Ms. HIRONO (for herself, Ms. MUR-
KOWSKI, Mr. BOOKER, Ms. CORTEZ
MASTO, Ms. DUCKWORTH, Mr. KAINE, Ms.
KLOBUCHAR, Mr. MARKEY, Mrs. MUR-
RAY, Mr. PADILLA, Ms. ROSEN, Mr.
SANDERS, Mr. SCHATZ, Mr. SCHIFF, and
Mr. WARNER) submitted the following
resolution; which was referred to the
Committee on the Judiciary:

S. RES. 423

Whereas the earliest documented Filipino
presence in the continental United States
was October 18, 1587, when the first ‘“‘Luzones
Indios” arrived in Morro Bay, California, on
board the Nuestra Senora de Esperanza, a
Manila-built galleon ship;

Whereas the Filipino American National
Historical Society recognizes 1763 as the year
in which the first permanent Filipino settle-
ment in the United States was established in
St. Malo, Louisiana;

Whereas the recognition of the first perma-
nent Filipino settlement in the United
States adds a new perspective to the history
of the United States by bringing attention to
the economic, cultural, social, and other no-
table contributions made by Filipino Ameri-
cans to the development of the United
States;

Whereas the Filipino-American commu-
nity is the third largest Asian-American and
Pacific-Islander group in the United States,
with a population of approximately 4,600,000;

Whereas, from 2000 to 2023, the Filipino-
American community grew 89 percent, and
Filipinos are the largest Asian community in
Alaska, Arizona, Hawaii, Idaho, Montana,
Nevada, New Mexico, North Dakota, South
Dakota, West Virginia, and Wyoming;

Whereas, from the Civil War to the Iraq
and Afghanistan conflicts, Filipinos and Fili-
pino Americans have a longstanding history
of serving in the Armed Forces of the United
States;

Whereas more than 250,000 Filipinos fought
under the United States flag during World
War II to protect and defend the United
States in the Pacific theater;

Whereas a guarantee to pay back the serv-
ice of Filipinos through veterans benefits
was reversed by the First Supplemental Sur-
plus Appropriation Rescission Act, 1946 (Pub-
lic Law 79-301; 60 Stat. 6) and the Second
Supplemental Surplus Appropriation Rescis-
sion Act, 1946 (Public Law 79-391; 60 Stat.
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221), which provided that the wartime service
of members of the Commonwealth Army of
the Philippines and the new Philippine
Scouts shall not be deemed to have been ac-
tive service, and, therefore, those members
did not qualify for certain benefits;

Whereas 26,000 Filipino World War II vet-
erans were granted United States citizenship
as a result of the Immigration Act of 1990
(Public Law 101-649; 104 Stat. 4978), which
was signed into law by President George
H.W. Bush on November 29, 1990;

Whereas, in 1991, the Filipino American
National Historical Society made efforts to
recognize October as Filipino American His-
tory Month for the first time;

Whereas, in 2009, Congress first recognized
October as Filipino American History Month
(S. Res. 298; H. Res. 780);

Whereas, on February 17, 2009, President
Barack Obama signed into law the American
Recovery and Reinvestment Act of 2009 (Pub-
lic Law 111-5; 123 Stat. 115), which estab-
lished the Filipino Veterans Equity Com-
pensation Fund to compensate Filipino
World War II veterans for their service to the
United States;

Whereas, since June 8, 2016, the Filipino
World War II Veterans Parole Program has
allowed Filipino World War II veterans and
certain family members to be reunited more
expeditiously than the immigrant visa proc-
ess allowed at that time;

Whereas, on December 14, 2016, President
Barack Obama signed into law the Filipino
Veterans of World War II Congressional Gold
Medal Act of 2015 (Public Law 114-265; 130
Stat. 1376) to award Filipino veterans who
fought alongside troops of the United States
in World War II the highest civilian honor
bestowed by Congress;

Whereas, on October 25, 2017, the Congres-
sional Gold Medal was presented to Filipino
World War II veterans in Emancipation Hall
in the Capitol Building, a recognition for
which the veterans had waited for more than
70 years;

Whereas Filipino Americans have received
the Congressional Medal of Honor, the high-
est award for valor in action against an
enemy force that may be bestowed on an in-
dividual serving in the Armed Forces, and
continue to demonstrate a commendable
sense of patriotism and honor in the Armed
Forces;

Whereas the Peter Aquino Aduja of Hawaii
and the Thelma Garcia Buchholdt of Alaska
became the first Filipino American elected
to public office and the first Filipina Amer-
ican elected to a legislature in the United
States, respectively, inspiring their fellow
Filipino Americans to pursue public service
in politics and government;

Whereas Filipino-American farmworkers
and labor leaders, such as Philip Vera Cruz
and Larry Itliong, played an integral role in
the multiethnic United Farm Workers move-

ment, alongside Cesar Chavez, Dolores
Huerta, and other Latino workers;
Whereas, on August 3, 1948, Victoria

Manalo Draves became the first Filipino
American and Asian American to win an
Olympic Gold Medal;

Whereas, on April 25, 2012, President
Barack Obama nominated Lorna G.
Schofield to be a United States district judge
for the United States District Court for the
Southern District of New York, and she was
confirmed by the Senate on December 13,
2012, to be the first Filipina American in
United States history to serve as an Article
IIT Federal judge;

Whereas the Lahaina Filipino Fire Sur-
vivors Association found that Filipinos were
the largest ethnic group affected by the 2023
Maui wildfires as they represented more
than 40 percent of Lahaina’s pre-fire popu-
lation and continue to face challenges recov-
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ering from the fire due in part to a lack of
language accessible resources;

Whereas Filipino Americans play an inte-
gral role in the healthcare system of the
United States as nurses, doctors, first re-
sponders, and other medical professionals,
and approximately 1 in 4 working Filipino
adults in the United States is a frontline
healthcare worker;

Whereas Filipino Americans contribute

greatly to music, dance, literature, edu-
cation, business, hospitality, journalism,
sports, fashion, politics, government,

science, technology, the fine arts, and other
fields that enrich the United States;

Whereas efforts should continue to pro-
mote the study of Filipino-American history
and culture because the roles of Filipino
Americans and other people of color have
largely been overlooked in the writing,
teaching, and learning of the history of the
United States;

Whereas it is imperative for Filipino-
American youth to have positive role models
to instill—

(1) the significance of education, com-
plemented by the richness of Filipino-Amer-
ican ethnicity; and

(2) the value of the Filipino-American leg-
acy; and

Whereas it is essential to promote the un-
derstanding, education, and appreciation of
the history and culture of Filipino Ameri-
cans in the United States: Now, therefore, be
it

Resolved, That the Senate—

(1) recognizes the celebration of Filipino
American History Month in October 2025 as—

(A) a testament to the advancement of Fil-
ipino Americans;

(B) a time to reflect on and remember the
many notable contributions that Filipino
Americans have made to the United States;
and

(C) a time to renew efforts toward the re-
search and examination of history and cul-
ture so as to provide an opportunity for all
people of the United States to learn more
about Filipino Americans and to appreciate
the historic contributions of Filipino Ameri-
cans to the United States; and

(2) urges the people of the United States to
observe Filipino American History Month
with appropriate programs and activities.

———

SENATE RESOLUTION 424—AFFIRM-
ING THE UNWAVERING COMMIT-
MENT OF THE SENATE TO THE
FIRST AMENDMENT AND TO
FREEDOM OF SPEECH AND OF
THE PRESS AS FOUNDATIONS OF
THE DEMOCRATIC REPUBLIC OF
THE UNITED STATES

Mr. MERKLEY (for himself, Mr. VAN
HOLLEN, Mr. SCHIFF, Mr. SANDERS, Mr.
BOOKER, and Mr. MARKEY) submitted
the following resolution; which was re-
ferred to the Committee on the Judici-
ary.

S. RES. 424

Whereas the First Amendment to the Con-
stitution of the United States guarantees
that Congress shall make no law abridging
the freedom of speech or of the press;

Whereas the Supreme Court of the United
States held in Texas v. Johnson, 491 U.S. 397
(1989),“‘If there is a bedrock principle under-
lying the First Amendment, it is that the
government may not prohibit the expression
of an idea simply because society finds the
idea itself offensive or disagreeable.’’;

Whereas the Supreme Court has held that
government restrictions on viewpoint are
presumptively unconstitutional;
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Whereas, in National Rifle Association of
America v. Vullo, 602 U.S. 175 (2024), the Su-
preme Court unanimously held that govern-
ment officials cannot ‘‘use their regulatory
powers to coerce individuals or entities into
refraining from protected speech’’;

Whereas, in the United States, the right to
free speech is not conditioned on speech
aligned with the Federal Government’s
views;

Whereas section 326 of the Communica-
tions Act of 1934 (47 U.S.C. 326) prohibits the
Federal Communications Commission from
engaging in censorship, providing that,
“Nothing in this chapter shall be understood
or construed to give the [Federal Commu-
nications] Commission the power of censor-
ship. . . no regulation or condition shall be
promulgated. . . which shall interfere with
the right of free speech.”’;

Whereas, in 2020, the Commission issued
Free Press Emergency Petition for Inquiry
Into Broadcast of False Information on
COVID-19, Letter Order, 35 FCC Rcd. 3032,
3033 (MB & OGC 2020), in which it stated,
“‘the Commission does not—and cannot and
will not—act as a self-appointed, free-roving
arbiter of truth in journalism’’;

Whereas, on February 22, 2021, the Federal
Communications Commission Chairman
Brendan Carr stated, ‘A newsroom’s decision
about what stories to cover and how to frame
them should be beyond the reach of any gov-
ernment official, not targeted by them.”’;

Whereas, on December 30, 2023, Chairman
Carr posted on X, ‘“Free speech is the coun-
terweight—it is the check on government
control. That is why censorship is the au-
thoritarian’s dream.”’; and

Whereas President Donald J. Trump in his
inaugural address for his second term stated,
“Never again will the immense power of the
state be weaponized to persecute political
opponents.’’: Now, therefore, be it

Resolved, That the Senate—

(1) calls on the President to commit to free
speech, consistent with the Constitution of
the United States;

(2) reaffirms its unwavering commitment
to the First Amendment and to freedom of
speech and of the press as foundations of the
democratic republic of the United States;

(3) declares that media independence must
be protected and licensing, regulatory au-
thority, or other governmental powers must
not be used to punish or intimidate media
organizations for editorial content;

(4) condemns any threats to revoke, sus-
pend, or penalize media licenses solely based
on content or viewpoints;

(5) calls on the Federal Communications
Commission Chairman, and the head of any
other relevant Federal agency, to uphold
constitutionally protected free speech and,
as aligned with the duties of the agencies, af-
firm that they will not use licensing or regu-
lations as a tool of repression; and

(6) rebukes the use of political violence
against people exercising their protected free
speech rights.

————

SENATE RESOLUTION  425—HON-
ORING THE LIFE OF HAYS, KAN-
SAS POLICE SERGEANT SCOTT
HEIMANN

Mr. MORAN (for himself and Mr.
MARSHALL) submitted the following
resolution; which was referred to the
Committee on the Judiciary:

S. RES. 425

Whereas Sergeant Scott Heimann served
Hays, Kansas, with honor, courage, and dedi-
cation since 2016;

Whereas Sergeant Heimann was a constant
presence in the community and frequently
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went above and beyond as a positive role
model to all that knew him;

Whereas Sergeant Heimann was a Hays,
Kansas, resident who graduated from Thom-
as More Prep-Marian High School and at-
tended the University of Kansas for 2 years
before returning to Hays, Kansas;

Whereas Sergeant Heimann graduated
from the 241st basic training class at the
Kansas Law Enforcement Training Center in
2016;

Whereas Sergeant Heimann received the
Outstanding Eagle Scout in the Community
award from the Coronado Area Council in
2019;

Whereas Sergeant Heimann was well re-
ceived by local children during his 2021 read-
ing sessions at Hays Public Library;

Whereas Sergeant Heimann is survived by
his wife, Beth, his children, Patrick and Vic-
toria, his parents, Bill and Teresa Heimann,
and many other family members and friends;
and

Whereas Sergeant Heimann was Killed in
the line of duty while responding to a domes-
tic violence incident on September 27, 2025:
Now, therefore, be it

Resolved, That the Senate—

(1) highly appreciates and respects all that
Sergeant Scott Heimann did to protect and
serve his Kansas community;

(2) offers condolences to the family of Ser-
geant Scott Heimann;

(3) pays tribute to Sergeant Scott
Heimann’s noble sacrifice in the line of duty;
and

(4) calls on all levels of government to sup-
port the family of this fallen officer.

———

SENATE RESOLUTION 426—DESIG-
NATING THE WEEK OF OCTOBER
5, 2025, THROUGH OCTOBER 11,
2025, AS “RELIGIOUS EDUCATION
WEEK” TO CELEBRATE RELI-
GIOUS EDUCATION IN THE
UNITED STATES

Mr. GRAHAM (for himself, Mr. BAR-
RASSO, Mrs. BLACKBURN, Mrs. BRITT,
Mr. BUDD, Mrs. CAPITO, Mr. COTTON,
Mr. CRAMER, Mr. CRAPO, Mr. DAINES,
Mr. HAGERTY, Mrs. HYDE-SMITH, Mr.
KENNEDY, Mr. LANKFORD, Ms. LUMMIS,
Mr. MARSHALL, Mr. RISCH, Mr.
SCHMITT, Mr. ScoTT of Florida, Mr.
TUBERVILLE, Mr. YOUNG, Mr. SCOTT of
South Carolina, Mr. CASSIDY, Mr. COR-
NYN, Mr. BANKS, Mr. CURTIS, and Mrs.
MooDY) submitted the following resolu-
tion; which was referred to the Com-
mittee on the Judiciary:

S. RES. 426

Whereas the free exercise of religion is an
inherent, fundamental, and inalienable right
protected by the First Amendment to the
Constitution of the United States;

Whereas the United States has long recog-
nized that the free exercise of religion is im-
portant to the intellectual, ethical, moral,
and civic development of individuals in the
United States, as evidenced by the Founders
of the United States, such as—

(1) Benjamin Franklin, who believed reli-
gion to be ‘‘uniquely capable of educating a
citizenry for democracy’’; and

(2) George Washington, who said in his
farewell address, ‘‘Of all the dispositions and
habits which lead to political prosperity, re-
ligion and morality are indispensable sup-
ports.”’;

Whereas religious education is useful for
self-development because it asks students to
consider and respond to questions concerning
the meaning and purpose of life, engages stu-
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dents in questions about morality and jus-
tice, and enables students to identify their
values;

Whereas studies like the one published by
the International Journal of Mental Health
Systems in 2019 have shown that religious
education can be ‘‘instrumental to improv-
ing adolescent mental health’” by helping
children learn how to make decisions based
on morals, promoting less risky choices, and
encouraging connectedness within a commu-
nity, which can enhance self-esteem and
well-being;

Whereas religious education fosters respect
for other religious groups and individuals
generally by acknowledging a source for
human dignity and worth;

Whereas the Supreme Court of the United
States found in Pierce v. Society of Sisters,
268 U.S. 510 (1925), that the State does not
have power ‘‘to standardize its children by
forcing them to accept instruction from pub-
lic teachers only. The child is not the mere
creature of the state; those who nurture him
and direct his destiny have the right, cou-
pled with the high duty, to recognize and
prepare him for additional obligations.’’;

Whereas religious instruction can come
from a variety of sources, including sec-
tarian schools and released time programs;

Whereas, according to the National Center
for Education Statistics, in 2015, 4,350,000
children in the United States attended sec-
tarian elementary and secondary schools
where those children received religious edu-
cation; and

Whereas the Supreme Court of the United
States held in Zorach v. Clauson, 343 U.S. 306
(1952), that State statutes providing for the
release of public school students from school
to attend religious classes are constitu-
tional, and, as a result, an estimated 540,000
public school students in the United States
take advantage of released time programs
each year: Now, therefore, be it

Resolved, That the Senate—

(1) affirms the importance of religious edu-
cation in the civic and moral development of
the people of the United States;

(2) celebrates the schools and organizations
that are engaged in religious instruction of
the children of the United States to aid
those children in intellectual, ethical, moral,
and civic development;

(3) calls on each of the 50 States, each ter-
ritory of the United States, and the District
of Columbia to accommodate individuals
who wish to be released from public school
attendance to attend religious classes; and

(4) designates the week of October 5, 2025,
through October 11, 2025, as ‘“‘Religious Edu-
cation Week”’.

———

SENATE RESOLUTION 427—DESIG-
NATING OCTOBER 8, 2025, AS ‘““NA-
TIONAL HYDROGEN AND FUEL
CELL DAY”

Mr. GRAHAM (for himself, Mr.
BLUMENTHAL, Mr. MURPHY, and Mr.
CoONS) submitted the following resolu-
tion; which was considered and agreed
to:

S. REs. 427

Whereas hydrogen, which has an atomic
mass of 1.008, is the most abundant element
in the universe;

Whereas the United States is a world lead-
er in the development and deployment of
fuel cell and hydrogen technologies;

Whereas hydrogen fuel cells played an in-
strumental role in the United States space
program, helping the United States achieve
the mission of landing a man on the Moon;

Whereas private industry, Federal and
State governments, national laboratories,
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and institutions of higher education con-
tinue to improve fuel cell and hydrogen tech-
nologies to address the most pressing energy,
environmental, and economic issues of the
United States;

Whereas fuel cells utilizing hydrogen and
hydrogen-rich fuels to generate electricity
are clean, efficient, safe, and resilient tech-
nologies being used for—

(1) stationary and backup power genera-
tion; and

(2) zero-emission transportation for light-
duty vehicles, industrial vehicles, delivery
vans, buses, trucks, trains, military vehicles,
marine applications, and aerial vehicles;

Whereas stationary fuel cells are being
placed in service for continuous and backup
power to provide businesses and other energy
consumers with reliable power in the event
of grid outages;

Whereas stationary fuel cells can help re-
duce water use, as compared to traditional
power generation technologies;

Whereas fuel cell electric vehicles that uti-
lize hydrogen can mimic the experience of
internal combustion vehicles, including com-
parable range and refueling times;

Whereas hydrogen fuel cell industrial vehi-
cles are deployed at logistical hubs and ware-
houses across the United States and exported
to facilities in Europe and Asia;

Whereas hydrogen is a nontoxic gas that
can be derived from a variety of domesti-
cally available traditional and renewable re-
sources, including solar, wind, biogas, and
the abundant supply of natural gas in the
United States;

Whereas hydrogen and fuel cells can store
energy to help enhance the grid and maxi-
mize opportunities to deploy renewable en-
ergy;

Whereas the United States produces and
uses approximately 10,000,000 metric tons of
hydrogen per year;

Whereas engineers and safety code and
standard professionals have developed con-
sensus-based protocols for safe delivery, han-
dling, and use of hydrogen; and

Whereas the ingenuity of the people of the
United States is essential to paving the way
for the future use of hydrogen technologies:
Now, therefore, be it

Resolved, That the Senate designates Octo-
ber 8, 2025, as ‘‘National Hydrogen and Fuel
Cell Day”.

SENATE RESOLUTION 428—RECOG-
NIZING HISPANIC HERITAGE
MONTH AND CELEBRATING THE
HERITAGE AND CULTURE OF
LATINOS IN THE UNITED STATES
AND THE IMMENSE CONTRIBU-
TIONS OF LATINOS TO THE
UNITED STATES

Ms. CORTEZ MASTO (for herself, Mr.
ScoTT of Florida, Mr. HICKENLOOPER,
Mr. SANDERS, Mr. FETTERMAN, Mr.
SCHATZ, Mrs. SHAHEEN, Mr. REED, Mr.
GALLEGO, Ms. DUCKWORTH, Mr. KING,
Mr. LUJAN, Mr. WARNOCK, Ms. CANT-
WELL, Ms. BALDWIN, Mr. HEINRICH, Ms.
HIrRONO, Mr. WARNER, Ms. COLLINS, Mr.
MARKEY, Ms. WARREN, Ms. SMITH, Mr.
BENNET, Mr. SCHIFF, Ms. ROSEN, Ms.
KLOBUCHAR, Mr. VAN HOLLEN, Mrs.
MURRAY, Mr. BOOKER, Mr. WYDEN, Mr.
KELLY, Mr. PADILLA, Mr. MERKLEY,
Mrs. MooDpYy, Ms. HASSAN, Mr. SCHU-
MER, Mr. OSSOFF, and Mr. PETERS) sub-
mitted the following resolution; which
was considered and agreed to:
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S. RES. 428

Whereas, from September 15, 2025, through
October 15, 2025, the United States celebrates
Hispanic Heritage Month;

Whereas the Bureau of the Census esti-
mates the Hispanic population living in the
50 States and the Commonwealth of Puerto
Rico at more than 68,000,000 people, making
Hispanic Americans approximately 20 per-
cent or 1 of the total population of the
United States and the largest racial or eth-
nic minority group in the United States;

Whereas, in 2024, there were 1,000,000 or
more Hispanic residents in the Common-
wealth of Puerto Rico and in each of the
States of Arizona, California, Colorado, Flor-
ida, Georgia, Illinois, Massachusetts, New
Jersey, New Mexico, New York, North Caro-
lina, Pennsylvania, Texas, Virginia, and
Washington;

Whereas, from 2022 to 2024, the Latino pop-
ulation in the United States grew by 1.8 per-
cent or 1,200,000 residents;

Whereas, from 2010 to 2022, Latinos grew
the population of the United States by
13,080,000 individuals, accounting for more
than % of the total population growth of the
United States during that period;

Whereas the Latino population in the
United States is projected to increase by
nearly 8 percent by 2060;

Whereas, in 2022, approximately 19,000,000
children, or 26 percent of all children, in the
United States were Hispanic;

Whereas, in 2022, 29 percent of public
school students in the United States are
Latino, and, in 2021, 9 percent of kinder-
garten through 12th grade teachers were
Latino;

Whereas, by 2041, the number of Hispanic
high school graduates is expected to grow by
16 percent;

Whereas, in 2023, approximately 21 percent
of Latinos aged 25 or older held a bachelor’s
degree;

Whereas, in 2022, approximately 20 percent
of all enrolled postsecondary students were
Latino;

Whereas, as of 2021, an estimated nearly
2,600,000 Latinos in the United States held
advanced degrees;

Whereas an estimated 16,573,000 or 51 per-
cent of eligible Hispanic voters in the United
States reported they voted in the election of
November 2024;

Whereas it is estimated that 77,247,271 His-
panic Americans will be 18 years of age or
older, thus eligible to vote, by 2060;

Whereas it is estimated that, as of 2023, the
purchasing power of Hispanic Americans was
$3,400,000,000,000;

Whereas, measured by gross domestic prod-
uct, the economy of Latinos in the United
States ranks as the fifth largest in the
world;

Whereas, as of 2023, Latino-owned busi-
nesses have created nearly 25 of all new jobs
in the United States and contributed more
than $100,000,000,000 in annual payroll;

Whereas, in 2023, Latinos in the United
States contributed approximately
$4,100,000,000,000, to the gross domestic prod-
uct;

Whereas, as of 2025, Latinos have ac-
counted for approximately 31 percent of the
growth of the gross domestic product of the
United States since 2019;

Whereas, between 2017 and 2022, Latino em-
ployers in the United States increased by
44 .4 percent;

Whereas, in 2022, Latino individuals owned
7.9 percent of all employer businesses in the
United States;

Whereas, as of 2023, Latino workers rep-
resented approximately 19.1 percent of the
total civilian labor force of the United
States, and, as a result of Latinos experi-
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encing the fastest population growth of all
race and ethnicity groups in the United
States, the rate of Latino participation in
the labor force is expected to grow;

Whereas, as of 2025, 67.1 percent of all
Latinos in the United States participate in
the labor force;

Whereas, as of 2024, 6.3 percent of chief ex-
ecutives in the United States were Latino,
9.7 percent of lawyers were Latino, 2.5 per-
cent of postsecondary teachers were Latino,
and 11.4 percent of civil engineers were
Latino, all who contribute to the United
States through their professions;

Whereas Hispanic Americans serve in all
branches of the Armed Forces and have
fought bravely in every war in the history of
the United States since the American Revo-
lution;

Whereas, as of 2024—

(1) more than 257,842 Hispanic members of
the Armed Forces served on active duty; and

(2) there were approximately 1,336,206 His-
panic veterans of the Armed Forces, includ-
ing approximately 163,264 Latinas;

Whereas, as of 2023, Hispanic or Latino vet-
erans made up 8 percent of the total veteran
population in the United States;

Whereas, in the Korean war, the 656th Infan-
try Regiment of the Commonwealth of Puer-
to Rico, known as the ‘‘Borinqueneers,” was
the only active duty, segregated Latino mili-
tary unit in the history of the United States
and earned more than 2,700 Purple Hearts, 9
Distinguished Service Crosses, and a Con-
gressional Gold Medal for their service;

Whereas 60 Hispanic Americans have re-
ceived the Congressional Medal of Honor, the
highest award for valor in action against an
enemy force bestowed on an individual serv-
ing in the Armed Forces;

Whereas, in 2020, Congress established the
National Museum of the American Latino,
which, when complete, will display the
achievements, diversity, and legacy of the
Hispanic community in the United States;

Whereas Hispanic Americans are dedicated
public servants, holding posts at the highest
levels of the Government of the United
States, including 1 seat on the Supreme
Court, 6 seats in the Senate, and 50 seats in
the House of Representatives; and

Whereas Hispanic Americans harbor a deep
commitment to family and community, an
enduring work ethic, and a perseverance to
succeed and contribute to society: Now,
therefore, be it

Resolved, That the Senate—

(1) recognizes the celebration of Hispanic
Heritage Month from September 15, 2025,
through October 15, 2025;

(2) esteems the integral role of Latinos and
the manifold heritages of Latinos in the
economy, culture, and identity of the United
States; and

(3) urges the people of the United States to
observe Hispanic Heritage Month with appro-
priate programs and activities that celebrate
the contributions of Latinos to the United
States.

SENATE RESOLUTION 429—DESIG-
NATING SEPTEMBER 2025 AS
“NATIONAL INFANT MORTALITY
AWARENESS MONTH”, RAISING
AWARENESS OF INFANT MOR-
TALITY, AND INCREASING EF-
FORTS TO REDUCE INFANT MOR-
TALITY

Mrs. HYDE-SMITH (for herself and
Mr. OSSOFF) submitted the following
resolution; which was considered and
agreed to:
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S. RES. 429

Whereas the term ‘‘infant mortality’ re-
fers to the death of a baby before the first
birthday of the baby;

Whereas the United States ranks 33rd out
of the 38 countries in the Organisation for
Economic Co-operation and Development
(OECD) for infant mortality rate, with 5.4
deaths per 1,000 live births;

Whereas high rates of infant mortality are
especially prevalent in African American,
Native American, Alaskan Native, Latino,
Asian, and Hawaiian and other Pacific Is-
lander communities, communities with high
rates of unemployment and poverty, and
communities with limited access to medical
providers;

Whereas premature birth and low birth
weight are leading causes of infant mor-
tality;

Whereas the United States spends nearly
twice as much on health care as other OECD
countries;

Whereas infant mortality can be substan-
tially reduced through community-based
services, such as outreach, home visitation,
care coordination, health education, inter-
conceptional care, and paternal involvement;

Whereas support for community-based pro-
grams to reduce infant mortality may result
in lower future spending on medical inter-
ventions, special education, and other social
services that may be needed for infants and
children born with a low birth weight;

Whereas the Department of Health and
Human Services has implemented the New-
born Supply Kit program;

Whereas the Pregnancy Risk Assessment
Monitoring System (PRAMS) provides infor-
mation that is vital to addressing preterm
birth rates and conditions that put babies at
risk;

Whereas the Maternal and Child Health
Bureau Healthy Start program has invested
in communities facing high rates of infant
mortality and maternal illness to improve
health outcomes before, during, and after
pregnancy;

Whereas the Advisory Committee on Infant
Mortality provides advice and recommenda-
tions to the Secretary of Health and Human
Services on improving the health status of
infants and pregnant women and on a na-
tional strategy for reducing infant mor-
tality;

Whereas the Secretary of Health and
Human Services is encouraged to partner
with educational institutions and States to
increase maternal health and infant health
initiatives; and

Whereas public awareness and education
campaigns on infant mortality are held dur-
ing the month of September each year: Now,
therefore, be it

Resolved, That the Senate—

(1) designates September 2025 as ‘‘National
Infant Mortality Awareness Month’’;

(2) supports efforts—

(A) to educate people in the United States
about infant mortality and the factors that
contribute to infant mortality; and

(B) to reduce infant deaths, low birth
weight, pre-term births, and disparities in
perinatal outcomes;

(3) recognizes the critical importance of in-
cluding efforts to reduce infant mortality
and the factors that contribute to infant
mortality as part of prevention and wellness
strategies; and

(4) calls on the people of the United States
to observe National Infant Mortality Aware-
ness Month with appropriate programs and
activities.
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AMENDMENTS SUBMITTED AND

PROPOSED
SA 3917. Mr. CASSIDY submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed to

amendment SA 3748 proposed by Mr. WICKER
(for himself and Mr. REED) to the bill S. 2296,
to authorize appropriations for fiscal year
2026 for military activities of the Depart-
ment of Defense, for military construction,
and for defense activities of the Department
of Energy, to prescribe military personnel
strengths for such fiscal year, and for other
purposes; which was ordered to lie on the
table.

SA 3918. Mr. THUNE submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by him to the
resolution S. Res. 412, authorizing the en
bloc consideration in Executive Session of
certain nominations on the Executive Cal-
endar; which was ordered to lie on the table.

SA 3919. Mr. THUNE submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed to amendment
SA 3918 submitted by Mr. THUNE and in-
tended to be proposed to the resolution S.
Res. 412, supra; which was ordered to lie on
the table.

SA 3920. Mr. MERKLEY (for himself and
Mr. WYDEN) submitted an amendment in-
tended to be proposed to amendment SA 3748
proposed by Mr. WICKER (for himself and Mr.
REED) to the bill S. 2296, 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; which
was ordered to lie on the table.

SA 3921. Mr. SCHMITT submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed to
amendment SA 3748 proposed by Mr. WICKER
(for himself and Mr. REED) to the bill S. 2296,
supra; which was ordered to lie on the table.

———

TEXT OF AMENDMENTS

SA 3917. Mr. CASSIDY submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed to
amendment SA 3748 proposed by Mr.
WICKER (for himself and Mr. REED) to
the bill S. 2296, to authorize appropria-
tions for fiscal year 2026 for military
activities of the Department of De-
fense, for military construction, and
for defense activities of the Depart-
ment of Energy, to prescribe military
personnel strengths for such fiscal
year, and for other purposes; which was
ordered to lie on the table; as follows:

At the end of part I of subtitle F of title V,
add the following:

SEC. 560. EDUCATION WORKFORCE AND TRAIN-
ING PROGRAMS.

(a) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary of Defense,
acting through the Director of the Depart-
ment of Defense Education Activity, shall
establish education workforce and training
programs in covered schools to implement
early intervention, full immersion, applied-
learning, and STEM-based approaches in
core curricula for students in 6th through
9th grades that result in measurable in-
creases in standardized test scores, gradua-
tion rates, and employment success for those
students.

(b) DEVELOPMENT.—The programs required
by subsection (a) shall be developed based on
existing research data.

(c) DEFINITIONS.—In this section:

(1) COVERED SCHOOL.—The term ‘‘covered
school” means an elementary and secondary
school—

(A) operated by the Department of Defense
Education Activity; and

(B) in a public school system that serves
children of members of the Armed Forces.
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(2) STEM.—The term “STEM” means
science, technology, engineering, and mathe-
madtics.

SA 3918. Mr. THUNE submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed by
him to the resolution S. Res. 412, au-
thorizing the en bloc consideration in
Executive Session of certain nomina-
tions on the Executive Calendar; which
was ordered to lie on the table; as fol-
lows:

On page 5, beginning on line 6, strike the
following:

‘“(27) Calendar Number 272: Usha-Maria
Turner, of Oklahoma, to be an Assistant Ad-
ministrator of the Environmental Protection
Agency.

(28) Calendar Number 275: Hung Cao, of
Virginia, to be Under Secretary of the
Navy.”

SA 3919. Mr. THUNE submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed to
amendment SA 3918 submitted by Mr.
THUNE and intended to be proposed to
the resolution S. Res. 412, authorizing
the en bloc consideration in Executive
Session of certain nominations on the
Executive Calendar; which was ordered
to lie on the table; as follows:

In the matter proposed to be stricken,
strike line 4.

SA 3920. Mr. MERKLEY (for himself
and Mr. WYDEN) submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed to
amendment SA 3748 proposed by Mr.
WICKER (for himself and Mr. REED) to
the bill S. 2296, to authorize appropria-
tions for fiscal year 2026 for military
activities of the Department of De-
fense, for military construction, and
for defense activities of the Depart-
ment of Energy, to prescribe military
personnel strengths for such fiscal
year, and for other purposes; which was
ordered to lie on the table; as follows:

At the end of subtitle F of title X, add the
following:

SEC. 1067. LIMITATION ON USE OF FEDERAL LAW
ENFORCEMENT OFFICERS FOR
CROWD CONTROL.

(a) DEFINITIONS.—In this section—

(1) the term ‘‘Federal law enforcement offi-
cer’ means—

(A) an employee or officer in a position in
the executive, legislative, or judicial branch
of the Federal Government who is authorized
by law to engage in or supervise a law en-
forcement function; or

(B) an employee or officer of a contractor
or subcontractor (at any tier) of an agency
in the executive, legislative, or judicial
branch of the Federal Government who is au-
thorized by law or under the contract with
the agency to engage in or supervise a law
enforcement function;

(2) the term ‘‘law enforcement function’
means the prevention, detection, or inves-
tigation of, or the prosecution or incarcer-
ation of any person for, any violation of law;
and

(3) the term ‘“‘member of an armed force’’
means a member of any of the armed forces,
as defined in section 101(a)(4) of title 10,
United States Code, or a member of the Na-
tional Guard, as defined in section 101(3) of
title 32, United States Code.

(b) REQUIRED IDENTIFICATION.—

(1) IN GENERAL.—Each Federal law enforce-
ment officer or member of an armed force
who is engaged in any form of crowd control,
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riot control, or arrest or detainment of indi-
viduals engaged in an act of civil disobe-
dience, demonstration, protest, or riot in the
United States shall at all times display iden-
tifying information in a clearly visible fash-
ion, which shall include the Federal agency
and the last name or unique identifier of the
Federal law enforcement officer or for a
member of an armed force, the last name or
unique identifier and rank of the member.

(2) SPECIFIC PROHIBITIONS.—

(A) COVERING OF IDENTIFYING INFORMA-
TION.—A Federal law enforcement officer or
member of an armed force may not tape over
or otherwise obscure or conceal the identi-
fying information required under paragraph
(1) while the officer or member is engaged in
any form of law enforcement activity de-
scribed in paragraph (1).

(B) USE OF UNMARKED VEHICLES.—A Federal
law enforcement officer or member of an
armed force may not use an unmarked vehi-
cle for the apprehension, detention, or arrest
of civilians while the officer or member is
engaged in any form of law enforcement ac-
tivity described in paragraph (1).

(¢) LIMITATION ON CROWD CONTROL AUTHOR-
ITY. —

(1) IN GENERAL.—Except as provided in
paragraph (2), a Federal law enforcement of-
ficer or member of an armed force may only
be authorized to perform any form of crowd
control, riot control, or arrest or detainment
of individuals engaged in an act of civil dis-
obedience, demonstration, protest, or riot on
Federal property or in the immediate vicin-
ity thereof, which shall include the sidewalk
and the public street immediately adjacent
to any Federal building or property.

(2) EXCEPTIONS.—

(A) STATE AND LOCAL REQUEST FOR ASSIST-
ANCE.—Paragraph (1) shall not apply to a
Federal law enforcement officer or member
of an armed force if the Governor of a State
and the head of a unit of local government
jointly request, in writing, Federal law en-
forcement support.

(B) INSURRECTION ACT.—If chapter 13 of
title 10, United States Code (commonly
known as the ‘‘Insurrection Act of 1807) is
invoked, paragraph (1) shall not apply.

(d) LIMITATION ON ARREST AUTHORITY.—It
shall be unlawful for a Federal law enforce-
ment officer or member of an armed force to
arrest an individual in the United States if
the Federal law enforcement officer or mem-
ber of an armed force is conducting a law en-
forcement function in violation of subsection
(b) or (c).

(e) NOTICE TO THE PUBLIC.—Not later than
24 hours after deployment of a Federal law
enforcement officer or member of an armed
force in response to any crowd control inci-
dent, riot, or public disturbance, the Federal
agency or armed force responsible for such
deployment shall publish prominent public
notice on that public facing website of the
agency or armed force that includes the fol-
lowing information:

(1) The date of deployment of personnel for
crowd control purposes.

(2) The number of Federal law enforcement
officers of the agency or members of the
armed force in each city, town, or locality
functioning in a law enforcement capacity.

(3) A description of the specific nature of
the mission.

(4) The location of any civilians being de-
tained by the Federal law enforcement offi-
cers or members of the armed force deployed,
and under whose custody the civilians are
being held.

(56) A copy of a written request for assist-
ance described in subsection (¢)(2)(A), if such
request was made.

SA 3921. Mr. SCHMITT submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed to
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amendment SA 3748 proposed by Mr.
WICKER (for himself and Mr. REED) to
the bill S. 2296, to authorize appropria-
tions for fiscal year 2026 for military
activities of the Department of De-
fense, for military construction, and
for defense activities of the Depart-
ment of Energy, to prescribe military
personnel strengths for such fiscal
year, and for other purposes; which was
ordered to lie on the table; as follows:

At the end of subtitle D of title X, add the
following:

SEC. 1048. FEASIBILITY AND DETERMINATION ON
U.S. IMMIGRATION AND CUSTOMS
ENFORCEMENT TRAINING ON A
MILITARY INSTALLATION.

(a) DEFINITIONS.—In this section:

(1) BASIC TRAINING.—The term ‘‘basic train-
ing”’ has the meaning given such term in sec-
tion 7419(d) of title 10, United States Code.

(2) MILITARY POLICE SCHOOL.—The term
“military police school” means any institu-
tion, facility, or program that—

(A) is operated by a branch of the United
States Armed Forces;

(B) is primarily engaged in the education,
training, and professional development of in-
dividuals in military law enforcement, secu-
rity operations, detention procedures, and
related functions that is necessary for serv-
ice as a military police officer or a similar
role within the Armed Forces.

(b) ASSESSMENT REQUIRED.—

(1) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 180 days
after the date of the enactment of this Act,
the Secretary of Defense shall complete an
assessment of the feasibility of allowing U.S.
Immigration and Customs Enforcement to
utilize an existing military installation to
train new officers and agents.

(2) CONSIDERATIONS.—In carrying out the
assessment required under paragraph (1), the
Secretary shall consider using a military in-
stallation that—

(A) has available firearm training ranges;

(B) has been previously used to train Fed-
eral law enforcement personnel;

(C) has unused capacity within the instal-
lation;

(D) can leverage synergies with military
police schools;

(E) can leverage classroom facilities and
infrastructure that can be used for instruc-
tion;

(F') can provide temporary housing for offi-
cers and agents, if necessary;

(G) provides basic training to a branch of
the Armed Forces; and

(H) has a dual-use runway on site.

(c) DETERMINATION BRIEFING REQUIRED.—

(1) BRIEFING.—At the conclusion of the fea-
sibility assessment required under sub-
section (b)(1), the Secretary of Defense shall
provide a briefing to the congressional de-
fense committees regarding the results of
such assessment, including whether the Sec-
retary has determined that U.S. Immigra-
tion and Customs Enforcement should be
permitted to utilize a current military in-
stallation to train new officers and agents,
after considering the factors described in
subsection (b)(2).

(2) DETAILS.—If the Secretary determines
that U.S. Immigration and Customs Enforce-
ment should be permitted to utilize a cur-
rent military installation to train new offi-
cers and agents, the briefing required under
paragraph (1) should also include informa-
tion regarding—

(A) any additional authorities and re-
sources required to host the training of U.S.
Immigration and Customs Enforcement offi-
cers and agents; and

(B) a timeline to establish the conditions
to host such training.
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AUTHORITY FOR COMMITTEES TO
MEET

Ms. KLOBUCHAR. Mr. President, I
have seven requests for committees to
meet during today’s session of the Sen-
ate. They have the approval of the Ma-
jority and Minority Leaders.

Pursuant to rule XXVI, paragraph
5(a), of the Standing Rules of the Sen-
ate, the following committees are au-
thorized to meet during today’s session
of the Senate:

COMMITTEE ON ARMED SERVICES

The Committee on Armed Services is
authorized to meet in closed session
during the session of the Senate on

Tuesday, September 30, 2025, at 9:30

a.m.

COMMITTEE ON BANKING, HOUSING, AND URBAN
AFFAIRS

The Committee on Banking, Housing,
and Urban Affairs is authorized to
meet in executive session during the
session of the Senate on Tuesday, Sep-
tember 30, 2025, at 10:30 a.m.

COMMITTEE ON FOREIGN RELATIONS

The Committee on Foreign Relations
is authorized to meet during the ses-
sion of the Senate on Tuesday, Sep-
tember 30, 2025, at 2:30 p.m., to conduct
a hearing.

COMMITTEE ON HOMELAND SECURITY AND
GOVERNMENTAL AFFAIRS

The Committee on Homeland Secu-
rity and Governmental Affairs is au-
thorized to meet during the session of
the Senate on Tuesday, September 30,
2025, at 10 a.m., to conduct a hearing.

COMMITTEE ON THE JUDICIARY

The Committee on the Judiciary is
authorized to meet during the session
of the Senate on Tuesday, September
30, 2025, at 9:15 a.m., to conduct a hear-
ing.

COMMITTEE ON THE JUDICIARY

The Committee on the Judiciary is
authorized to meet during the session
of the Senate on Tuesday, September
30, 2025, at 2:30 p.m., to conduct a hear-
ing.

SELECT COMMITTEE ON INTELLIGENCE

The Select Committee on Intel-
ligence is authorized to meet during
the session of the Senate on Tuesday,
September 30, 2025, at 3 p.m., to con-
duct a closed briefing.

———
PRIVILEGES OF THE FLOOR

Mr. CORNYN. Mr. President, I would
like to ask unanimous consent that the
following Commerce Committee
detailees be granted floor privileges for
the remainder of Congress: Thomas
Hastings, Joseph St. Peter, Tyler
Stutin, Dean Legidakes, and Leticia
Vega.

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

——
RESOLUTIONS SUBMITTED TODAY

Mr. THUNE. Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent that the Senate
now proceed to the en bloc consider-
ation of the following resolutions,
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which are at the desk: S. Res. 427, S.
Res. 428, and S. Res. 429.

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

Mr. THUNE. Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent that the resolu-
tions be agreed to, the preambles be
agreed to, and that the motions to re-
consider be considered made and laid
upon table, all en bloc.

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

The resolutions were agreed to.

The preambles were agreed to.

(The resolutions, with their pre-
ambles, are printed in today’s RECORD
under “Submitted Resolutions.”’)

——

CONDEMNING THE TRAGIC ACT OF
VIOLENCE ON SEPTEMBER 10,
2025, IN EVERGREEN, COLORADO,
RECOGNIZING THE VICTIMS,
SURVIVORS, AND RESPONDERS,
AND EXPRESSING CONDOLENCES
AND SUPPORT TO THEIR FAMI-
LIES AND THEIR COMMUNITIES

Mr. THUNE. Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent that the Com-
mittee on the Judiciary be discharged
from further consideration and the
Senate now proceed to S. Res. 396.

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

The legislative clerk read as follows:

A resolution (S. Res. 396) condemning the
tragic act of violence on September 10, 2025,
in Evergreen, Colorado, recognizing the vic-
tims, survivors, and responders, and express-
ing condolences and support to their families
and their communities.

There being no objection, the com-
mittee was discharged, and 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 that the motions to reconsider
be considered made and laid upon the
table.

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

The resolution (S. Res.
agreed to.

The preamble was agreed to.

(The resolution, with its preamble, is
printed in the RECORD of September 16,
2025, under ‘“‘Submitted Resolutions.”

———

ORDERS FOR WEDNESDAY,
OCTOBER 1, 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. on
Wednesday, October 1; 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 re-
sume consideration of Calendar No. 115,
S. 2296.

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

396) was
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Mr. THUNE. Mr. President, for the
information of my colleagues, Senators
should expect three votes at 11 a.m.
and further votes later in the day.

——
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 colleagues.

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

The Senator from Rhode Island.

——
GOVERNMENT FUNDING

Mr. WHITEHOUSE. Mr. President,
well, we are headed into a miserable
situation. It is a miserable situation
for all of the Federal employees around
the globe who are going to be put into
shutdown mode. It is a miserable situa-
tion for our country, as the rest of the
world looks at us as the gang that
can’t get its act together and pass sim-
ple funding bills for the government.

It is an extraordinarily frustrating
moment to be here now. There are very
few people for whom this is not a mis-
erable prospect, but there are a few of
them, and one of them is OMB Director
Russell Vought, who is a strange char-
acter who has spent his life in the care
and feeding of the fossil fuel industry
and big polluters and who takes a per-
verse joy from destroying American
government from the inside.

So there will be misery ahead for
most normal people, not counting the
weird ones who like inflicting pain and
doing damage for the benefit of a bunch
of creepy, rightwing billionaires who
have propped them up their whole
lives.

The reason we are here is really two-
fold. One, as they have shown during
the Trump regime, Republicans really
don’t want to govern; they want to
rule. They don’t want to talk to Demo-
crats even where they need our votes.

Here, they need our votes. Yet what
have we been offered to get those
votes? Nothing—not even discussions.
The President only met with the
Democratic leaders just yesterday, and
he didn’t seem to be aware of what was
at stake here for the Americans who
are about to lose a huge healthcare
benefit.

They just go wildly forward. We have
seen it over and over again here on the
Senate floor. How many times in just
the few months that we have been here
in this administration have Repub-
licans done the thing that they were
furious we even talked about doing to
overrule the Parliamentarian and
change the rules to make things easier
for themselves rather than negotiate
with us? My count is four already—
four—and we are only 9 months in.

They don’t want to govern. They
don’t want to talk to us. They want to
rule. They want to dictate to us.

At the same time, the other reason
we are here is that there is this strange
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Republican fixation with  taking
healthcare away from people. I do not
understand it. There are lots of Repub-
lican constituents who really depend
on Medicaid, who really feel great that
they are on Medicare, who really have
their family budgets made possible by
the credits from the Affordable Care
Act. It is not like Democrats get the
benefit of this; everybody gets the ben-
efit of this. Yet what have we been put
through just in these months? A tril-
lion dollars in cuts to Medicaid. A tril-
lion dollars in cuts to Medicaid. Al-
ready, hospitals and nursing homes and
doctors’ practices are reeling at what
those cuts mean for their financial via-
bility.

Medicare—Medicare—half a trillion
dollars in cuts hidden in the bill in a
tricky way so that the cuts come
through sequestration and nobody has
to own them. They can do a Pontius
Pilate hand-wash of the cuts.

Well, no. We saw what you did. You
own it. It is a half-trillion-dollar cut to
Medicare. And why you want to do
that, I cannot imagine, but that is
what you did.

Now we have these cuts to people re-
ceiving help paying for their
healthcare under the Affordable Care
Act. It is going to be about 40,000
Rhode Islanders. These aren’t people
who have loads of money. Their pre-
miums are going to, on average, double
or better. I mentioned a retired mental
health counselor yesterday. She is
going to have $477 in added expenses
every single month because of this.
And it all starts now. It all starts hap-
pening now.

So when we are told, why are we forc-
ing the issue now? it is because now is
when the issue is upon us. When we are
told, why don’t we negotiate later? my
question is: Why aren’t we negotiating
now? Why would we believe when we
are told that you will negotiate later
on this when you won’t negotiate now
on this? Now when you need our votes,
you won’t negotiate on something. You
say you will negotiate later. Why does
that make any sense? Why is that even
remotely credible?

The harm starts now; the negotia-
tions should start now. Frankly, what
Democrats are asking for is something
you ought to be doing anyway just to
help your own constituents. This
shouldn’t be hard at all. We should not
be here having this conversation. This
should have been resolved already—ex-
cept that the Republican majority
wants to rule, not govern, and they
have this strange fixation with taking
away healthcare even from their own
constituents.

Over and over again, we have seen it.
We have seen it with the repeated over-
ruling of the Parliamentarian. We have
seen it with the ‘‘Beautiful for Billion-
aires Bill” that got rammed through
with a simple majority. We have seen
it with the change in the rules to allow
100 nominees to go through at a time
under advice and consent. We have seen
it with clean air standards that help
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everyone being repealed. Over and over
and over again, the Republicans take
the path that allows them to rule, not
to govern; that allows them to ignore
the minority party even when they
need our votes, even when what we are
asking for is in their constituents’ in-
terests, even when what we are asking
for is something that their constitu-
ents want. Even then, we are up
against this blockade.

So I hope Republicans come to their
senses. I hope the President realizes
what he is doing and that we can put
an end to this shutdown as quickly as
possible. But let me make this abso-
lutely clear: This is a shutdown that
lands entirely at the feet of the Repub-
lican Party that controls the Senate,
that controls the House, that controls
the Presidency, that won’t negotiate
with Democrats even when it needs our
votes, and that has an unhealthy fixa-
tion with taking away healthcare from
their fellow Americans.

I yield the floor.

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Ms. LLUM-
MIS). The Senator from Delaware.

——
GOVERNMENT FUNDING

Mr. COONS. Madam President, I am
asking why we are here—why we are
here on the floor of the Senate as the
hours tick down to the end of the Fed-
eral fiscal year and the shutdown of
the Federal Government.

I have served here 15 years. I have
seen my share of shutdowns, and I
know how much they hurt, how much
they hurt the men and women of our
military, Federal law enforcement,
folks who serve and protect our coun-
try at home and abroad. And they
should not have to wonder when or if
they will get paid.

A shutdown isn’t good for our reputa-
tion abroad and our cohesion at home.

I have always worked to find some
path, some deal, some way to keep the
government open, and I have talked to
a dozen colleagues in recent days about
this fight and about tonight.

This is about healthcare. This is
about my party saying: Enough is
enough.

We know that if you have healthcare,
everything else can work itself out.
And if you don’t have your health, al-
most nothing else matters.

President Trump ran on making
America healthy again, on reducing
prices, on making life easier for the
working people of our country and
their families. And, instead, what we
have seen is decision after decision, ac-
tion after action by President Trump
and the Republicans in Congress that
raise prices—raise prices on healthcare,
on insurance, on drugs, on medications.
Whether it is the tariffs being imposed
on prescription medications or the de-
cision to end subsidies that keep health
insurance affordable, or it is laying off
thousands of researchers working to
help cure pediatric cancer or address
ALS or do research into HIV AIDS—de-
cision after decision that moves us in
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the wrong direction, that makes us
sicker, poorer, and more divided.

I am usually one of the first to walk
across the aisle and say: Let’s find a
solution. Let’s find a way out of this.
And I have been doing that in recent
days, talking with colleagues. But I
can’t see a way forward if we can’t
change direction and, together, say to
the people we serve: We want to help
with your healthcare. We want to stop
the cuts to NIH and CDC. We want to
reduce the increases in health insur-
ance costs. We want to help you and
your family.

In my home State of Delaware, emer-
gency room wait times are too long.
And as millions of Americans get
thrown off of health insurance, they
are going to go to the emergency room.
And those wait times will get longer
and longer for all of us.

Next month, we are going to find out
how much health insurance premiums
go up. For some Americans, they are
going to double. But for all of us, they
will go up.

Healthcare is getting costlier, and
Americans are getting sicker. So why
am I standing on this floor tonight say-
ing I am not voting to keep this gov-
ernment open? Because enough is
enough.

There are ways we can and should
work together to change direction, to
put on the floor the bipartisan health
appropriations bill that will restore
tens of billions of dollars to the NIH
and CDC, that will stop Trump’s cuts
to American healthcare and insurance
and research. There is a path toward
reforming and extending the Affordable
Care Act that both parties should agree
on.

But, folks, if you are listening, your
Member of Congress needs to hear from
you, needs to know that you want us to
work together to reverse course and
end Trump’s tragic cuts to healthcare.

If my colleagues don’t get those
calls, they won’t change direction. If
they don’t change direction, we won’t
reopen this government.

Make no mistake, we have Repub-
licans in control of the House and Sen-
ate and the White House. If they want
to find a way forward that reduces the
harm to Americans and our healthcare,
we can. And I will be one of the first to
extend my hand to find that path.

But if we don’t change direction, we
shouldn’t reopen this government be-
cause Americans have taken too many
hits already, too much additional cost,
too much in cuts to healthcare re-
search, too much increase to health in-
surance costs. This is a fight about
America’s healthcare, and we are fight-
ing for you.

I yield the floor.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Minnesota.

———
GOVERNMENT FUNDING

Ms. KLOBUCHAR. Madam President,
as my colleague from Delaware just
noted, we are here today because Re-
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publicans have created a healthcare
crisis for millions of Americans. And
like the Senator from Delaware, I am
someone that works across the aisle all
of the time. I have one of the best
records for bipartisan bills, and I think
that is an important part of our gov-
erning, and that is to find common
ground.

You don’t always pick your neigh-
bors, but you find a way to live next to
your neighbors. You find a way to work
with them. And what is so unfortunate
about what is going on tonight is that
it didn’t happen here. There was no
crossing over the fence with some cof-
fee for the neighbors to try to have a
meeting, to try to work this out.

In fact, it was Senator SCHUMER and
Leader JEFFRIES who had to request
time and time again—that got canceled
on—a meeting with the President.

There is still time to continue to ne-
gotiate, but not if they are just going
to say: Hey, this healthcare thing, it is
not a problem. Maybe we can deal with
it in December.

First off, who would believe that
when Donald Trump just says omne
thing one day or posts something on
Truth Social, and then everyone
changes what they agreed to, which
has happened time and time again. So
that is one reason it is not reality un-
less he is at the table.

No. 2, it is not reality because this is
not a December problem. This is not a
January problem. This is a now prob-
lem. November 1, that is when people
start reenrolling—a whole bunch of
small businesses, 20 million people,
more than a quarter of the farmers in
this country, who are already facing,
as one of my farmers said to me last
week, ‘‘a perfect storm of ugly.” That
is about the tariffs. That is about their
input costs with fertilizer, and that is
about their personal healthcare costs—
“‘a perfect storm of ugly.”

When you are in a big storm in Min-
nesota, you don’t just go outside, hold
an umbrella, and think: Maybe it will
go away. You do something about it
then. You take cover then. You help
people take cover then.

That is not what they are doing with
this vote tonight.

We have a bill that would help mil-
lions of Americans sleep easier. We are
still dealing with the tariffs. We are
still going to push on that, which has
led to all of these grocery cost in-
creases. We see what is happening with
the electricity cost increase.

Costs are up. Chaos is up. And cor-
ruption is up.

But there is one thing we can do, and
that is one of the biggest cost drivers
when we look at inflation, and that is
healthcare.

So let’s start with how we got here.
We know that over 110 million Ameri-
cans depend on Medicare and Med-
icaid—110 million. These programs
cover everything from hospital visits
to lifesaving prescriptions to the long-
term care that allows seniors to re-
main in their homes.
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And these programs, along with So-
cial Security and SNAP, which is the
nutrition program, have driven poverty
among seniors, for years, to record
lows. The best poverty-fighting pro-
gram there is: Medicare, Medicaid.

But the budget that congressional
Republicans passed earlier this sum-
mer, without our votes—again, they
didn’t listen to us—makes the biggest
cut in history to Medicare and Med-
icaid. That is right—the biggest cut in
history, while all of these other costs
are going up. Their budget cut Med-
icaid by over a trillion dollars and will
trigger more than $500 billion in Medi-
care cuts.

How does that happen? Well, the debt
is so high from that bill because of the
trillion dollars in tax cuts to the
wealthiest Americans and the trillion
dollars in tax cuts and giveaways for
corporations that it actually automati-
cally triggered $500 billion in Medicare
cuts on hospitals.

So when we go, as we did—our Mem-
bers on the Democratic side—last week
and met with people in hospitals and
patients and doctors and nurses, we
heard about that. We heard about the
15 million Americans who are going to
get shoved off their healthcare.

But the one thing they could have
done—and they voted against it once,
but we know behind closed doors they
are very interested in doing something
about this—it is the tax credits to help
people afford their health insurance.
Without these tax credits, more than 20
million Americans will see their pre-
miums skyrocket.

A Kaiser study, just today, came out:
double the premiums—double the pre-
miums.

That is why one of my hospitals told
me: Look, of course Medicaid hits us
hard. Of course, Medicare does. But so
many of our patients and the people
who visit our clinic are on MNsure—
that is the Affordable Care Act plan in
my State—that, if this happens, a
whole bunch of them won’t be able to
afford it. Then they are going to show
up in our emergency rooms. They are
going to show up without insurance.
They are not going to get the surgeries
that they need, and they are not going
to do their doctor’s visits.

That is why you are seeing some Re-
publicans—some overtly—saying: We
have got to do something about this.

They shouldn’t be talking about off-
ramps. They should be talking about
how to get their constituents off a cliff.

Earlier this year, we marked the 60th
anniversary of Medicare and Medicaid.
As we look back at this monumental
achievement, we should be strength-
ening healthcare in the country, not
undermining it.

We made progress, right? Capping
out-of-pocket costs, passing my bill to
allow Medicare to finally negotiate for
better prices, making healthcare more
affordable. But we should be building
on that progress because the status quo
is not OK for people right now. We
should be building on that progress by
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making improvements to these pro-
grams, not making them harder.

So we are all calling on our Repub-
lican colleagues to pass our bill. And if
they can bring themselves do that, or
at least to sit in a room and negotiate
and actually get this done—the Presi-
dent prides himself in the ‘“‘art of the
deal.”” Well, show us the deal. Don’t say
you don’t need our votes because you
just found out tonight that you do.

They need our colleagues to stop tak-
ing cues from a guy who, after a meet-
ing about one of the most important
moments in his Presidency, puts out a
deepfake video—offensive, making fun
of the leaders. Who does that? What
other President has done something
like that when they are actually in a
negotiation? This isn’t political the-
ater.

These are real people, like the
woman at Senator SHAHEEN spotlight
hearing today, who was from Maine,
and she is going to talk to her doctor
and literally met with her doctor to
say: OK, I can’t afford these increases.
So how do I manage to ration my medi-
cation for MS?

And the doctor said: It doesn’t work
like that. The pressure will build in
your brain.

Well, I hope the pressure from the
public when they see what is going on
is going to build. And we are starting
to see it all over the country right
now. This is not the time to just accept
the status quo and say we can’t do any-
thing about it while our constituents
are going off that premium cliff.

So maybe the President needs to get
out and talk to that farmer whose soy-
bean market has dried up and who now
is not going to be able to afford his
health insurance, and see that ‘‘perfect
storm of ugly.”” He is not going to meet
those people on the golf course at Mar-
a-Lago. I can tell you that. He needs to
get out there.

And it is time to start taking cues
and listen to real people and not
memes and not deepfake videos. This is
not a joke.

Our bill is a path forward, and we ask
them to come to the table and nego-
tiate with us.

I yield the floor.

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

GOVERNMENT FUNDING

Mr. KIM. Madam President, I rise
today because I literally, just about 2
minutes ago, finished a telephone
townhall with over 5,000 people back
home in New Jersey that joined up to
try to figure out what in the world is
happening to our government right
now, when they see just this abdication
of leadership from the White House to
leadership here in Congress, and to step
up right now at a time of need. Thou-
sands of people from across New Jersey
who have called in worried about how
this shutdown is going to affect their
lives, how the healthcare costs that
they are going to be experiencing are
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going to reshape their ability to be
able to deliver care for those that need
care the most.

The simple story is they are scared.
The people I talked to were nervous
about what comes next. And, frankly,
they are pissed off about this. They
know that this is not how a govern-
ment should function. They know that,
yves, we need to be able to step up and
have negotiations.

But how can you have negotiations
when one Chamber of this Congress
hasn’t even shown up to work this
week. That is right. When I told them
about how Speaker JOHNSON didn’t
even bring the House of Representa-
tives to work this week, even though
they were supposed to, they were furi-
ous.

If we are going to ask public servants
to show up to work tomorrow, if we are
going to ask our military to show up to
work tomorrow without getting paid,
the least—the least—that our Repub-
licans in the House of Representatives
can do is show up to work here. We
should be furious about this. This is an
abdication of leadership. It is a derelic-
tion of duty. It is one of the most
shameful things that I have seen in
terms of just giving up on something
that is so important, that is going to
have so much impact on so many peo-
ple across this country.

What I heard is, they want us to be
the adults in the room and sit together
to be able to have the kind of dia-
logue—but, instead, what we see is just
this posturing back and forth from
Donald Trump, from leadership on the
Republican side that hold the gavels
here. And, yes, the Republicans control
the White House; they control the Sen-
ate; they control the House of Rep-
resentatives and the American people
know that and they know who is at
fault for where we stand right now;
that we are about 3 hours away from a
government shutdown.

This is something that I take person-
ally as someone who worked as a ca-
reer civil servant before. I told my con-
stituents today how I worked as a civil
servant. I worked through multiple
shutdowns before. Of course, I don’t
want to see us get to this place. This
should be an absolute last resort. But,
again, when they are not even both-
ering to show up to work, we Kknow
where their priorities land; that they
have been moving toward this and bar-
reling our country toward this for a
long time.

So my constituents have every bit of
right to be feeling pissed off about this
because after we have already gone
through this in March, they see the
government, once again, not working
for them, and they are right. Where
have the attempts been over the past
few months to work together to avoid
this scenario?

Again, it is not just about process. I
don’t want people to think this is just
some tug of war; that this is just some
battle for political power; that this is
just some challenge between political
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parties for who has the momentum on
their side. There is real struggle. I
heard that on this townhall.

We had people like Leticia from Cam-
den, who said that with prices so high
““every choice feels like a sacrifice, and
the stress is constant.” It is affecting
how they are able to hold up and how
they feel when they wake up every
morning, what keeps them up at night.
Still, she remains determined to advo-
cate for families like hers who deserve
stability, dignity, and hope.

Or an urgent call from Barbara, who
begged us not to back down from this
fight.

Laura from Brick, who called and
urged Democrats not to back down
from this fight and was able to say how
concerned she was for just regular citi-
zens to be able to make things easier
for everyone impacted. She was asking
how can she help. She was asking how
can she help those who are struggling.
Frankly, she wants to do more than
what Speaker JOHNSON is doing on the
other side of this building.

Or people like Mick from Toms
River, who, although he was trying to
be an informed citizen and learn what
was going on, he was having trouble
figuring out fact from fiction regarding
this budget because of the sheer
amount of disinformation and lies that
we see out there in political rhetoric—
lies that are blatantly trying to smear
and make it difficult for the American
people to understand what is at stake.

So, yes, when we hear the Speaker of
the House talking about how this fund-
ing—that these are Democrats that are
trying to cut resources from FEMA or
make it harder for people to get care
through WIC, the program for women,
infants and children—well, look, it is
just deception because what we already
know is that the reconciliation bill
that was passed—this was something
that is estimated to potentially affect 3
million people, preventing them from
getting care through the WIC Program
already—3 million out of 8 million that
get care now. So who is it that is actu-
ally hurting people’s ability to get
those services?

And FEMA, are you kidding me? I
literally heard it out of the mouth of
the President and the Homeland Secu-
rity Secretary that they want to abol-
ish FEMA. And here we are hearing it
from the Speaker, making it seem like
the blame is over here.

These are issues that people under-
stand, like Jody from Manchester, who
is concerned that with all the rising
prices, she will have to choose being
able to afford food or medicine because
costs are simply too high for her to be
able to afford both. No one in this
country—the richest most powerful
country in the world—should ever have
to make that kind of tradeoff.

Yet we see right now—we are on the
cusp of it, not just 3 hours away from
a shutdown. But over the course of to-
morrow and the coming days, Ameri-
cans all over this country will be get-
ting their new bills when it comes to
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healthcare. We see that tens of billions
of them will have to pay more—pos-
sibly double—what they are already
paying. Over 4.5 million Americans will
lose their care, including many in New
Jersey. That is a catastrophe that we
see coming. We knew it was coming,
and we tried to take action to be able
to address that. What happened? Kick-
ing the can down the road. When does
open enrollment start when it comes to
healthcare? It starts in November.
What good is it if we punt toward
Thanksgiving, which is what this body
tried to do.

They need solutions now. They need
answers now and they are not getting
it and they are certainly not seeing
anything that resembles leadership in
this country right now.

So, yes, what I am hearing from
Loreno in Forked River, who says that
she, literally, could lose her current
health insurance if ACA premiums go
away. That is what we are fighting for.
That is what I hope people see over the
coming period as this continues on be-
cause I know it is so easy to make it
feel like, again, it is just completely
detached. Often, it really seems that
way. It feels like people here in the
Senate, here in Congress, at the White
House, we are playing with other peo-
ple’s chips, that we don’t feel it our-
selves.

I have to say, I found it disgusting
when I learned in 2018, when I came
into Congress, that the President and
Members of Congress get paid during
the shutdown; that they continue to
get their salary while servicemembers
in our military and other public serv-
ants do not, even though they are
showing up to do their work. We should
not be held to a different standard. We
should not be in a place where it seems
like we are above the rest because that
is exactly what the rest of the Amer-
ican people believe. They believe that
we think we are above the law; that we
don’t have to obey it; that we don’t
have to follow the rules that other peo-
ple do. And that is why they are losing
trust in this government.

I can tell you, come midnight today,
they have every bit of reason to believe
that because we have failed in our abil-
ity to be able to deliver for so many
people.

We have Lucinda from Whiting write
in begging us to ‘‘hold the line” when
it comes to fighting for healthcare be-
cause, in her words, ‘I definitely can-
not afford my ACA insurance without
the Advanced Premium Tax Credits. If
costs go up and healthcare gets more
expensive, I will have to go without in-
surance and not go to the doctor.”

These are just a fraction of the thou-
sands of calls and emails and outreach
we received. We asked people to share
their stories. We got over 3,500 stories
back just this week about people’s con-
cerns about what is happening with
this shutdown and losing healthcare.

We need to recognize that we have a
President who can’t even be bothered
to learn about the hurt that is being
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put forward by his own party when it
comes to our healthcare; that our bill
is not one that is looking out for them.
We need leaders who understand what
is going on. We need leaders who care
about the people they are supposed to
be leading. We need leaders who will
actually be the adults in the room.

So, yes, I rise today to make that
promise to New Jersey and to the
American people that I will keep fight-
ing for you and fight with you as we go
through this. We are going through un-
certain times. We are entering unprec-
edented times. I know that it is a lot
for everyone.

But, again, we remember why we
fight here; that while I am giving this
speech, I am worried about the care my
father is getting. My father’s health is
declining rapidly. Every single one of
us knows what it is like to have a loved
one struggling when it comes to their
care. I know everyone knows that expe-
rience of saying we would try to move
Heaven and Earth to be able to make
sure that they get the care that they
need in their time of greatest need.
How can I—when I stand by thinking
about 4.5 million Americans, including
many in my State, losing healthcare,
making it harder for them to be able to
deliver for their family—how can I say
that this is a time to roll over, that
this is a time to stand down? No, we
draw the line here. We fight for your
healthcare; we fight for your lives;
your ability to deliver for your loved
ones; to be able to stand up together
and say this is not how our government
should work. This is not how our de-
mocracy should function.

We deserve better. The American
people deserve better. That is what we
are going to fight for. We are going to
fight for better.

I yield the floor.

———

ADJOURNMENT UNTIL 10 A.M.
TOMORROW

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under
the previous order, the Senate stands
adjourned until 10 a.m. tomorrow.

Thereupon, the Senate, at 8:25 p.m.,
adjourned until Wednesday, October 1,
2025, at 10 a.m.

————

NOMINATIONS

Executive nominations received by
the Senate:
DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE

LINDSEY ROBYN-MICHELLE HALLIGAN, OF COLORADO,
TO BE UNITED STATES ATTORNEY FOR THE EASTERN
DISTRICT OF VIRGINIA FOR THE TERM OF FOUR YEARS,
VICE JESSICA D. ABER.

FEDERAL LABOR RELATIONS AUTHORITY

CHARLTON ALLEN, OF NORTH CAROLINA, TO BE GEN-
ERAL COUNSEL OF THE FEDERAL LABOR RELATIONS AU-
THORITY FOR A TERM OF FIVE YEARS, VICE JULIA
AKINS CLARK, TERM EXPIRED.

DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE

ANDREW BENSON, OF MAINE, TO BE UNITED STATES
ATTORNEY FOR THE DISTRICT OF MAINE FOR THE TERM
OF FOUR YEARS, VICE DARCIE N. MCELWEE.

FEDERAL DEPOSIT INSURANCE CORPORATION

TRAVIS HILL, OF MARYLAND, TO BE CHAIRPERSON OF
THE BOARD OF DIRECTORS OF THE FEDERAL DEPOSIT
INSURANCE CORPORATION FOR A TERM OF FIVE YEARS,
VICE MARTIN J. GRUENBERG, RESIGNED.
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FEDERAL AGRICULTURAL MORTGAGE
CORPORATION

JEFFREY KAUFMANN, OF IOWA, TO BE A MEMBER OF
THE BOARD OF DIRECTORS OF THE FEDERAL AGRICUL-
TURAL MORTGAGE CORPORATION, VICE CHESTER JOHN
CULVER.

DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE

PRISCILLA LOPEZ, OF FLORIDA, TO BE UNITED STATES
MARSHAL FOR THE SOUTHERN DISTRICT OF FLORIDA
FOR THE TERM OF FOUR YEARS, VICE GADYACES S.
SERRALTA, TERM EXPIRED.

IN THE AIR FORCE

THE FOLLOWING NAMED OFFICER FOR APPOINTMENT
TO THE GRADE INDICATED IN THE UNITED STATES AIR
FORCE UNDER TITLE 10, U.S.C., SECTION 624:

To be colonel

JAMES HODGES

THE FOLLOWING NAMED OFFICER FOR APPOINTMENT
TO THE GRADE INDICATED IN THE UNITED STATES AIR
FORCE UNDER TITLE 10, U.S.C., SECTION 624:

To be lieutenant colonel

PETE N. TRAYLOR

THE FOLLOWING NAMED OFFICER FOR APPOINTMENT
TO THE GRADE INDICATED IN THE UNITED STATES AIR
FORCE UNDER TITLE 10, U.S.C., SECTION 624:

To be major
ARRON MANIEGO
IN THE ARMY

THE FOLLOWING NAMED OFFICERS FOR TEMPORARY
APPOINTMENT TO THE GRADE INDICATED IN THE
UNITED STATES ARMY UNDER TITLE 10, U.S.C., SECTION
605:

To be colonel

JAMES A. CLARK
JAMES V. COLLADO
ORLANDO N. CRAIG
RENE DIAZ

ERIC S. DONAHUE
RYAN Q. FLAHERTY
MARK H. HOGAN
KERRIE M. SECOND
COREY M. STEINER
MICHAEL P. SWANGER

THE FOLLOWING NAMED OFFICERS FOR TEMPORARY
APPOINTMENT TO THE GRADES INDICATED IN THE
UNITED STATES ARMY UNDER TITLE 10, U.S.C., SECTION
605:

To be lieutenant colonel

BLAIR T. ANTHONY
JAMESON 0. BOSCOW
MARC N. BURD

ADAM V. CARTIER
BEN M. COX

MITCHELL M. CREEL
BRAD G. DAVIS
DALLAS T. DURHAM
MICHAEL J. FOX
THOMAS P. GALLAGHER, JR.
ANDREW HAMMACK
BRYAN C. HARKRADER
HENRY G. HARPEN
JOHN A. HARRISON
STEVEN P. LAFAVE
JOHN D. MORGAN
CHARLES R. SAMPLE
JAMES M. SIMPSON
SIMRATPAL SINGH
KYLE W. TERZA
MATTHEW A. WESTCOTT
WILLIAM J. WHELAN

To be major

JOHN R. MCCRARY
JOSE C. RAMOSLOPEZ
ANDRE D. SAPP

THE FOLLOWING NAMED INDIVIDUALS FOR APPOINT-
MENT TO THE GRADE INDICATED IN THE RESERVE OF
THE ARMY UNDER TITLE 10, U.S.C., SECTION 12203:

To be colonel

MARTIN L. BLANK
JOHN CHOVANES

THE FOLLOWING NAMED OFFICERS FOR APPOINTMENT
TO THE GRADE INDICATED IN THE UNITED STATES ARMY
VETERINARY CORPS UNDER TITLE 10, U.S.C., SECTIONS
624 AND 7064:

To be major

PAULYNNE H. BELLEN
CAITLIN R. BRENNAN
DANIEL L. COLE
WILLIAM R. CULVER IIT
HALEY E. DAVIS
WILLIAM R. FUGINA
AARON J. JUDSON
ASHLEY R. KOTRAN
ANDREW M. MCCALLA
ELIZABETH E. MOORE
ANNEMARIE PETTY
JOHN R. RESCH

PERI L. SALAZAR
KIMBERLY M. SANTOS
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DENISE V. SORBET
CLAIRE J. SQUIRES
LUKE P. TOMASO
EMRICK L. WHITFIELD
VICKY M. WRIGHT

THE FOLLOWING NAMED OFFICERS FOR APPOINTMENT
TO THE GRADE INDICATED IN THE UNITED STATES ARMY
NURSE CORPS UNDER TITLE 10, U.S.C., SECTIONS 624 AND
7064:

To be major

SARAH P. ACKLEN

JOY L. ALLEYNE
PHILLIP C. ANDERSON
DEREK H. ARNDT
MINERVA ARZON
ALEXANDRA A. BARIKIAN
MOLLY L. BARNHART
PAIGE A. BECKER
ELISEO M. BETANCOURT
KELLY L. BOSWELL
SHANLEY L. BRASHER
ALEXANDER F. BROWN
ERIN F. BRYMER
PAMELA R. BRYMER
SAMANTHA A. BUCKLEY
ROBERT A. CAITO
MARTA C. CANALESALVARENGA
URSULINE M. CANAVATI
CARINA N. CANDELARIO
MATTHEW R. CARROLL
MARGARET S. CARSON
BOBBI J. CASAS

SEAN M. COOLIDGE
HEATHER L. COSEY
STEVEN K. CRAIG
MILEDYS A. CROUSE
AMANDA L. CROW
RACHEL E. CURTIS
KATHLEEN M. CYLKOWSKI
LAURA N. CYR

AARON J. DEHART
ANTOINETTE L. DINGLE
ANDREA L. DUCHARME
DALTON M. ELDRIDGE
HUGH D. ELSEA

ERIN F. FALLIS

SARAH M. FISHER
CHELSEY J. FRELAND
BILLIE J. FULNER
NICOLE M. FUSS

DEREK P. GAMBLE
SUWARO GASSAMA
KENNETH M. GITHINJI
JOEHANNAH C. GLASZ
SUZAN U. GRAHAM
VALERIE R. GRENALD
LAURA E. HARTFORD
DUSTIN C. HENRY
LAUREN 8. HILL
ZACHARY W. HOISINGTON
PATRICK C. HOUSTON
ANDREA I. HURST

ADAM G. JABOUR
SHEENA A. JACKSON
IAN M. JAMES

NEIL P. JAYAKAR
CHRISTINA H. KIM

JUNG I. KIM

GLADYS J. KIPSANG
JULIETA H. LAINEZBARAHONA
BONAVIAN H. LEE
JUNGSU N. LEE

ROBERT G. LEHTONEN III
CLARA K. LEISTER
ELIZABETH M. LOCHIATTO
JANELLE R. MADEWELL
JORDANA S. MALACE
JEFFREY R. MALER
CHARLES D. MARTINO, JR.
JADEN M. MASON
JOSEPH A. MAZARELLA
DASHEKIA L. MILLER
SHELBY K. MUELLER
THEODORE M. MURRY
EMILEE A. MYERS
DECILIA E. NEELY
TIFFANY R. NEWCOMB
JOHN P. NGUYEN
REBECCA C. PARRISH
TYLER S. RAMSEY
EDWARD A. RAUCH, JR.
ABIGAIL B. REYNOLDS
MARCUS A. RIVERS
JONATHAN C. ROGERS
SARA A. ROGERS
NICHOLAS R. RYAN
SARAH A. SCHWEI
ALEXANDER W. SEAWRIGHT
MARIA M. SETO

DIWATA M. SLATTON
JOSHUA R. SPAULDING
COURTNEY M. TAYLOR
KONICA D. TENNYSON
MELISSA M. TRACHT
DEANNE M. TRAVIS
TARA V. WALSH
COLTON E. WHITEHOUSE
RACHEL E. WILSON
ANDREW J. WOODWARD

THE FOLLOWING NAMED OFFICERS FOR APPOINTMENT
TO THE GRADE INDICATED IN THE UNITED STATES ARMY
MEDICAL SERVICE CORPS UNDER TITLE 10, U.S.C., SEC-
TIONS 624 AND 7064:

To be major
ANTONIO A. ACEVEDOGUZMAN

JONATHAN P. ALLEN
CHRISTOPHER M. ANDERSON
TERRI K. ATWATER
CEDRIC L. BACON, JR.
DERRICK L. BALL
JACOB B. BARACK
RAFAEL F. BARBOSA
SEAN B. BARRAGAN
SARAH A. BEAN
ELLIOTT R. BOICE
LLOYD J. BONNER
RYAN T. BORDEN
THOMAS L. BOUCHER
ZAKARIAE BRAM
BRIGGS R. CAIN
MARCEL D. CALLAHAN
MATTHEW E. CAMPORESE
PHILLIP P. CARMAN
NICHOLAS B. CHRISTIAN
KATELYN M. CONN
ROCCO W. CONSIGLIO
CHARLES L. COOK
TRAVIS A. CORDIAL
EMILY M. COVAIS
BRANDON J. CRAWFORD
JARED B. CRITTENDEN
DAVID L. CRUZMESTRE
ANTOINE K. DAWOUD
RITA A. DELACRUZSOTO
MARTIN J. DEVITA

LEE I. DIMACULANGAN
HIEU T. DINH
DOMINIQUE S. DOBBS
JAMIE L. DOMBACH
ANTHEM W. DOOLAN
ROGER B. DRIS, JR.
MARKUS D. DUHAMEL
SAMUEL C. DUNNING
TYLER A. EDWARDS
LINDSEY H. EINHORN
RENE ESPINOSA
KRISTINA M. FALLIN
TODD M. FORWARD
DANNY R. GILBERT, JR.
ALEX J. GONZALEZ
DARIAN J. GRAHAM
GREGORY J. GRANT
ROBERT C. GRAZIANO
NICHOLAS A. GREENE
ISA N. HAKIMA

DEON M. HALL

AARON L. HARKNESS
JACOB R. HARTMAN
MORGAN J. HILL
TYLER B. HODGE

THU T. HUA

MICHAEL D. HUBBARD
KAYODE ILESANMI
JAQUITA D. JACKSON
JORGE I. JIMENEZIRIZARRY
TIMOTHY A. JOHNSON
JONATHON P. KECK
RICHARD T. KEVORKIAN
PATRICK C. KIDD
RACHAEL C. KING
HILARY M. KIUNDI
JESSICA N. KNOLL
PHILLIP C. KROKE
JENNIFER LAFALCE
ROSE H. LARSEN
JESSICA M. LAUGHTON
DANIEL J. LAVOLPA
FARRY J. LI

JUSTIN A. LOPEZ
RACHEL M. LUKE
JOSEPH D. MACDONALD
CRYSTAL L. MARCHESE
JOSE M. MARREROAGUILA
KELLY L. MARTIN
MICHAEL S. MAYNARD
SEAN D. MCCORMICK
ROBERT C. MCCOY
DAVID P. MCKEON
RAYMOND L. MCKNIGHT, JR.
JOSEPH K. MILLER
NICOLE P. NELMS

HUY T. NGUYEN

KYLE J. NJEDERMEIER
HARLEY C. OTTOBONI
MATTHEW R. OXENCIS
VIPULKUMAR R. PATEL
LAURA C. PENLEY
CODY A. PHELPS
MATTHEW F. PORTER
CAROLYN M. PRINTZ
ANDRE J. RATLIFFE
MATTHEW T. REYNOLDS
KATHERINE A. RHEA
ZACHARY A. RITZ
VONESSA S. ROBINSON-LINDO
STEVEN C. ROHRIG
NATHALIE C. ROSADOBURGOS
DOUGLAS D. ROTH
DEVEN H. RUSHING
JONATHAN C. SALAZAR
RILEY T. SENNETT
CASEY C. SHAHEEN
BRIAN A. SMITH
KURTIS M. SMITH
TYLER J. SPRUNGER
JOSHUA J. STAGL
RICHARD T. STEVENS
JOURDIN C. STEWART
LEAH M. STRIBRNY
NATHAN C. SUBER
PRISCILLA D. TEIXEIRA
AARON M. THOMAS
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BEAUVANNARA C. TITH
CONTESSA A. TRACY
JOSE A. TRINIDADLUGO
JENNIFER L. TURNER
SHEM M. UMANA

IDRIS B. USMAN
JENNIFER G. UYBULAONG
BRANDY N. WARNER
MEGAN M. WATTERS
ROBERT C. WEAVER
NATHAN J. WEBSTER
CODY R. WEST

ERIKA K. WEST
ALETIA L. WILKINS
DAVID A. WILLIAMS
PETER A. WOOD
ASHLEY L. WRIGHT
MATTHEW D. YOUNG
0002510569

0002857777

0002383913

THE FOLLOWING NAMED OFFICERS FOR APPOINTMENT
TO THE GRADE INDICATED IN THE UNITED STATES ARMY
MEDICAL SPECIALIST CORPS UNDER TITLE 10, U.S.C.,
SECTIONS 624 AND 7064:

To be major

CHARLIE E. ANDERSON III
JOHN D. BOSWELL
SAMUEL A. CABRERA, JR.
BENJAMIN S. CAMPBELL
JESSICA A. CARRIGNAN
CAMRON D. CASTLE
CLARA B. CHAI
MATTHEW P. CODDINGTON
JAMES P. CONNER
NICHOLAS J. CONSTANTINO
JAMES M. CONTESSA
AARON P. CRUZ

JACKIE L. DALZELL
MATTHEW J. DIFEDE
RONALD R. DUKE
ANDREA B. FERREBEE
BENJAMIN T. FOSTER
JOSEPH D. FRJELICH
SAVANAH J. GIDEON
JESSE B. GLICK

DARYL G. HILYARD
WILLIAM J. HOLCOMB
MEGAN L. HORSEY
SARAH L. HUTCHISON
MIHAI IANCU

JOSHUA R. JENNY
JACKEE L. KARST

KATE L. KAUTZKY
DAEYUN KIM

NATHAN D. KIM

IAN P. KINKEL
JONATHAN D. KLINE
KATHRYN L. KNAPP
MARJORIE A. KNOPE
KELLY L. LAVALLEE
VERONICA R. LAZAR
LYNDSEE W. LOEHR
JUSTIN G. MANDEVILLE
JON C. MCBRIDE, JR.
HEATHER A. MEIER
RYAN L. MENGES
CHERYL L. MILLER
LINDSAY C. NOONAN
SITA T. PACHABHAIYA
JUDITH A. PASCARELLA
MATTHEW J. PERDUE
KRISTINA PERKINS
ANDREW D. PORTER
ASHLEY R. PROKOPIAK
ALYSSA D. PRUIETT
EMILY C. RICE

JOHN P. ROBERTS

ANN M. ROWE

JEAN J. SADORNAS
JOSHUA C. STPETER
JOSHUA D. STREULI
LAUREN E. TAKAYESU
JESSICA L. TAN
CHELSEA P. TAYLOR
ZACHARY K. WEBER
HANNAH E. WHEELER
JOSHUA E. WICKER
TIFFANY N. WOLFE
CHRISTOPHER B. YACULLO
ARMANDO ZAVALA
0002493652

THE FOLLOWING NAMED OFFICER FOR APPOINTMENT
TO THE GRADE INDICATED IN THE UNITED STATES ARMY
NURSE CORPS UNDER TITLE 10, U.S.C., SECTIONS 624 AND
7064:

To be lieutenant colonel

JENNIFER D. TINE

THE FOLLOWING NAMED OFFICER FOR APPOINTMENT
TO THE GRADE INDICATED IN THE UNITED STATES ARMY
UNDER TITLE 10, U.S.C., SECTION 624:

To be lieutenant colonel

NATHAN D. LEVY
THE FOLLOWING NAMED OFFICER FOR APPOINTMENT
TO THE GRADE INDICATED IN THE UNITED STATES ARMY
UNDER TITLE 10, U.S.C., SECTION 624:
To be lieutenant colonel

ANDREW 8. WILHELM

THE FOLLOWING NAMED OFFICER FOR APPOINTMENT
TO THE GRADE INDICATED IN THE UNITED STATES ARMY
UNDER TITLE 10, U.S.C., SECTION 624:
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To be major

BILLY J. THOMAS

THE FOLLOWING NAMED INDIVIDUAL FOR APPOINT-
MENT TO THE GRADE INDICATED IN THE REGULAR ARMY
MEDICAL SERVICE CORPS UNDER TITLE 10, U.S.C., SEC-
TIONS 531 AND 7064:

To be lieutenant colonel
WAIY. CHAU
IN THE NAVY

THE FOLLOWING NAMED OFFICER FOR APPOINTMENT
IN THE GRADE INDICATED IN THE NAVY RESERVE
UNDER TITLE 10, U.S.C., SECTION 12203:

To be captain

BRIAN S. KNIPP

THE FOLLOWING NAMED INDIVIDUALS FOR APPOINT-
MENT TO THE GRADE INDICATED IN THE REGULAR NAVY
UNDER TITLE 10, U.S.C., SECTION 531:

To be lieutenant commander

MARTHA A. DODSON
JANET L. KIRK
STEVEN VUKAS

THE FOLLOWING NAMED INDIVIDUALS FOR APPOINT-
MENT TO THE GRADE INDICATED IN THE REGULAR NAVY
UNDER TITLE 10, U.S.C., SECTION 531:

To be lieutenant commander

WHOON J. KIL
RAFAEL A. LUGO RUIZ
JASLEEN K. RAINA

THE FOLLOWING NAMED INDIVIDUALS FOR APPOINT-
MENT TO THE GRADE INDICATED IN THE REGULAR NAVY
UNDER TITLE 10, U.S.C., SECTION 531:

To be lieutenant commander
GABRIEL DARWISH

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — SENATE

MINA M. FAIEK
ANGELA C. JANIS
BENJAMIN S. MEYRAT
OLEG ODIN

THE FOLLOWING NAMED INDIVIDUAL FOR APPOINT-
MENT TO THE GRADE INDICATED IN THE REGULAR NAVY
UNDER TITLE 10, U.S.C., SECTION 531:

To be lieutenant commander

JENNIFER E. KIRSCHNER

THE FOLLOWING NAMED INDIVIDUALS FOR APPOINT-
MENT TO THE GRADE INDICATED IN THE REGULAR NAVY
UNDER TITLE 10, U.S.C., SECTION 531:

To be lieutenant commander

KENNETH E. FORE II
KEVIN D. GOODMAN
BASMAH A. JALIL
MICHAEL K. KOCEJA
TIMOTHY E. KVAL
KEVIN M. NASKY
ELSIO R. NEGRON RUBIO
KEVIN M. A. PHELAN
TEQUILLA L. PRYOR
VINAY SINGHAL

LISA P. STEVENS
THOMAS R. WARREN IT

THE FOLLOWING NAMED INDIVIDUALS FOR APPOINT-
MENT TO THE GRADE INDICATED IN THE REGULAR NAVY
UNDER TITLE 10, U.S.C., SECTION 531:

To be lieutenant commander

ELIANE F. EAKIN
JENNIFER M. FORAN
JULIE E. LEWERENZ
MARCI M. MANNA
LANCE M. MONTEAU
DAVID C. SAHADEVAN
THE FOLLOWING NAMED INDIVIDUAL FOR APPOINT-
MENT TO THE GRADE INDICATED IN THE REGULAR NAVY
UNDER TITLE 10, U.S.C., SECTION 531:
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To be lieutenant commander
LYLA J. BLAKE-GUMBS

————

WITHDRAWALS

Executive Message transmitted by
the President to the Senate on Sep-
tember 30, 2025 withdrawing from fur-
ther Senate consideration the fol-
lowing nominations:

BRIAN QUINTENZ, OF OHIO, TO BE CHAIRMAN OF THE
COMMODITY FUTURES TRADING COMMISSION, VICE
ROSTIN BEHNAM, WHICH WAS SENT TO THE SENATE ON
FEBRUARY 11, 2025.

BRIAN QUINTENZ, OF OHIO, TO BE A COMMISSIONER OF
THE COMMODITY FUTURES TRADING COMMISSION FOR
THE TERM EXPIRING APRIL 13, 2029, VICE CHRISTY
GOLDSMITH ROMERO, TERM EXPIRED, WHICH WAS
SENT TO THE SENATE ON FEBRUARY 11, 2025.

THEODORE COOKE, OF ARIZONA, TO BE COMMISSIONER
OF RECLAMATION, VICE M. CAMILLE CALIMLIM
TOUTON, RESIGNED, WHICH WAS SENT TO THE SENATE
ON JUNE 16, 2025.

JEREMY ELLIS, OF CALIFORNIA, TO BE INSPECTOR GEN-
ERAL, DEPARTMENT OF HOUSING AND URBAN DEVEL-
OPMENT, VICE RAE OLIVER, WHICH WAS SENT TO THE
SENATE ON JUNE 16, 2025.

ERWIN ANTONI, OF PENNSYLVANIA, TO BE COMMIS-
SIONER OF LABOR STATISTICS, DEPARTMENT OF
LABOR, FOR A TERM OF FOUR YEARS, VICE ERIKA L.
MCENTARFER, WHICH WAS SENT TO THE SENATE ON
SEPTEMBER 3, 2025.

JEFFREY KAUFMAN, OF IOWA, TO BE A MEMBER OF THE
FARM CREDIT ADMINISTRATION BOARD, FARM CREDIT
ADMINISTRATION, FOR A TERM EXPIRING OCTOBER 13,
2030, VICE JEFFREY S. HALL, TERM EXPIRED, WHICH
WAS SENT TO THE SENATE ON SEPTEMBER 10, 2025.
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