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

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

f 

PRAYER 

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

Let us pray. 
Our Lord and our God, as the waters 

fill the sea, fill our Nation with people 
who know and love You. 

Today, guide our lawmakers so that 
they will live for Your honor, ensuring 
that our citizens will have a govern-
ment of, by, and for the people. Lord, 
use our legislators to help end this gov-
ernment shutdown. Increase their 
faith, hope, and love, enabling them to 
transform cacophony into concord, 
doubt into faith, and falsehood into 
truth. May our Senators seek to be-
come a voice for those who are suf-
fering during these challenging times, 
until justice rolls down like waters and 
righteousness like a mighty stream. 

We pray in Your great Name. Amen. 

f 

PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE 

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

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

f 

RESERVATION OF LEADER TIME 

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

f 

MORNING BUSINESS 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under 
the previous order, the Senate will be 
in a period of morning business, with 
Senators permitted to speak therein 
for up to 10 minutes each. 

The Senator from Iowa. 

NATIONAL AUDIOLOGY 
AWARENESS MONTH 

Mr. GRASSLEY. Mr. President, Octo-
ber is National Audiology Awareness 
Month. It also happens to be the 3-year 
anniversary of the bipartisan Over-the- 
Counter Hearing Aid Act regulations 
going into effect. You see this on tele-
vision now—advertisements for the 
Over-the-Counter Hearing Aid Act. Be-
fore this legislation was passed, there 
was a whole bunch of redtape you had 
to go through to buy very expensive 
hearing aids. Now they are more af-
fordable. 

While it took too many years for the 
Food and Drug Administration to issue 
these regulations following my bipar-
tisan 2017 law, I am glad Americans 
now have access to safe, effective, and 
affordable hearing aids over the 
counter. 

While we have known for years that 
hearing loss is a major factor in a per-
son getting dementia, it wasn’t until 
recently that we found out that access-
ing hearing aids can decrease the risk 
of cognitive decline by nearly half. 

For many, purchasing hearing aids 
presents many questions. That is why 
accessing audiology services can be 
helpful. 

To access audiology services, like a 
diagnostic test, under Medicare, a phy-
sician’s order is required. That requires 
more time and a great number of hoops 
to jump through. I want people to 
know that I support cutting this un-
necessary redtape. That is why I 
partnered with my colleagues to intro-
duce legislation called the Medicare 
Audiology Access Improvement Act. 
Our bill will let seniors access a full 
range of hearing health services pro-
vided by licensed audiologists without 
the redtape. 

During Audiology Awareness Month, 
Americans should be aware that they 
can access hearing aids over the 
counter, and Congress is working hard 
to improve access to those audiology 
services. 

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

clerk will call the roll. 
The senior assistant legislative clerk 

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

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

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

f 

RECOGNITION OF THE MAJORITY 
LEADER 

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

f 

LEGISLATIVE SESSION 

CONTINUING APPROPRIATIONS 
AND EXTENSIONS ACT, 2026—Mo-
tion to Proceed 

Mr. THUNE. Mr. President, I move to 
proceed to Calendar No. 168, H.R. 5371. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will report the motion. 

The senior assistant legislative clerk 
read as follows: 

Motion to proceed to Calendar No. 168, H.R. 
5371, a bill making continuing appropriations 
and extensions for fiscal year 2026, and for 
other purposes. 

GOVERNMENT FUNDING 
Mr. THUNE. Mr. President, this is a 

quote: 
The path forward for Congress is clear: Re-

open the government immediately under a 
clean continuing resolution that allows con-
tinued debate on larger issues. 

That is from the president of the 
American Federation of Government 
Employees—a labor union, I would add, 
most often aligned with Democrats. 
But this is what AFGE’s president 
says: 

It’s time to pass a clean continuing resolu-
tion and end this shutdown today. 

I couldn’t have said it better myself, 
and actually I have been saying that 
for about a month now. 
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The far-left activists wanted a show-

down with President Trump, and so 
Democrats have shut down the govern-
ment and have forced hard-working 
Americans to live in uncertainty for 4 
weeks—4 weeks and counting. 

Even as nutrition programs are run-
ning out of money and Federal workers 
are lining up at food banks, Democrats 
continue—continue—to reject every op-
portunity to end the shutdown or miti-
gate its pain. They now blocked a 
clean, nonpartisan continuing resolu-
tion 12 times—12 times. A clean resolu-
tion is sitting right there to open up 
the government, get everybody paid, 
get Federal employees back to work. 
That thing sitting at the desk that 
funds the government doesn’t have a 
single new Republican policy in it. It 
doesn’t have a single partisan policy 
rider. It simply extends current gov-
ernment funding. 

But Democrats have said no to that 
now 12 times. We offered them a chance 
to continue the bipartisan appropria-
tions process starting with the Defense 
appropriations bill, a bill that passed 
out of the committee by a big bipar-
tisan vote of 26 to 3. But Democrats 
said no to that too. They didn’t want 
to lose leverage in a shutdown. Then, 
last week, we offered up a bill to pay 
any Federal employee who is working 
during the shutdown, including every-
body here. Once again, Democrats said 
no. 

I don’t know what Democrats are 
holding out for. Do Democrats think 
that we are suddenly going to vote for 
their partisan CR, which, by the way, 
would spend an additional $1.5 trillion 
to keep the government open until the 
end of this week. That is their alter-
native—$1.5 trillion to keep the govern-
ment open until Friday. That is their 
alternative. It wouldn’t pass here; it 
can’t pass in the House; and it wouldn’t 
be signed into law by the President. 

Our bill, on the other hand, passed 
the House a month ago. It has been sit-
ting here for an entire month and 
would be signed by the President im-
mediately to reopen the government. 

I have to say, this wasn’t my plan for 
the month of October. A government 
shutdown may have been what Demo-
crats had in mind to show the far left 
that they are fighting President Trump 
and get some cheers at the No Kings 
rally. That wasn’t my plan. My plan 
was to get the government funded with 
as little drama as possible. That is why 
Republicans put forward a clean con-
tinuing resolution, no partisan poli-
cies, nothing new. Who could possibly 
have a problem with that? It would 
give us more time to continue progress 
on full-year appropriations bills, the 
way we are supposed to fund the gov-
ernment. 

I realize that would be out of the or-
dinary, given the past few years under 
the Democratic majority and Leader 
SCHUMER. But I was clear from the day 
I took office, I want to do things dif-
ferently around here. My goal was to 
have an open process conducted 

through regular order, something that 
I think is in the best interest of this in-
stitution and of all Senators, both 
sides of the aisle. I know I was not 
alone in wanting an open process. 

Until Democrats derailed everything, 
we had actually made a lot of progress 
on restoring regular order this year. 
We passed three bipartisan appropria-
tions bills before the August recess, the 
first time the Senate had done that 
since 2018. Now we are trying to go to 
conference on those three bills to reach 
a final agreement with the House, and 
the Democrats are blocking that. That 
includes the Agriculture bill that funds 
farm programs and nutritional assist-
ance, the Military Construction and 
VA bill that funds programs that vet-
erans rely on. 

As I said, we tried to bring up the De-
fense appropriations bill this month in 
hopes that if Democrats wouldn’t agree 
to fund the entire government, we 
could, at least, make some progress on 
this critical aspect of it. 

I told my Democrat colleagues at the 
time, if we got on that bill, we would 
work to add other bipartisan bills, the 
same way we did it just a few months 
ago. But once again, Democrats said 
no—no to funding programs they claim 
they support, no to an open process, no 
to bipartisanship. Time and again, we 
heard the Democratic leader lecture 
about bipartisanship. So why is his 
caucus blocking progress on bipartisan 
appropriations bills? Why are Demo-
crats blocking bills that they helped 
write in the Appropriations Committee 
where these bills are passing with over-
whelming bipartisan margins, as I said, 
26 to 3? Why are they upending a bipar-
tisan process that benefits all Senators 
on both sides of the aisle? 

The senior Senator from Hawaii said 
recently: 

We still have hope for the appropriations 
process. There’s a bipartisan desire to get 
something done and avoid a full-year con-
tinuing resolution. 

All I can say in response is if Demo-
crats still have hope for the appropria-
tions process, they need to start acting 
like it. We are running out of time. 
Every day Democrats say no to reopen-
ing the government is another day lost. 

We have given Democrats a lot of op-
portunities to work in the best interest 
of the American people. But Democrats 
seem more interested in getting the 
upper hand in their partisan games. 
The No. 2 Democrat in the House said 
last week: 

I mean, shutdowns are terrible and, of 
course, there will be, you know, families 
that are going to suffer . . . but it is one of 
the few leverage times we have. 

‘‘Of course there will be families that 
are going to suffer . . . but it is one of 
the few leverage times we have.’’ That 
from the second ranking Democrat in 
the House of Representatives. I think 
it describes where we are at. Sure, peo-
ple are suffering, but Democrats need 
their leverage. 

Are they serious? 
Mr. President, I end as I began, 

quoting the president of a major labor 
union and a Democrat ally: 

The path forward for Congress is clear: Re-
open the government immediately under a 
clean continuing resolution that allows con-
tinued debate on larger issues. 

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

clerk will call the roll. 
The senior assistant legislative clerk 

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

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

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

RECOGNITION OF THE MINORITY LEADER 
The Democratic leader is recognized. 

GOVERNMENT FUNDING 
Mr. SCHUMER. Mr. President, open 

enrollment is now 4 days away, and Re-
publicans do not even want to talk 
about fixing healthcare. 

Americans are on the brink of a 
healthcare crisis unlike we have seen 
in our lifetimes. Never before have we 
been in a situation where more than 20 
million Americans can see their insur-
ance premiums more than double, on 
average, in the blink of an eye. That is 
just the average because for many peo-
ple it is worse. 

Yesterday, the State of New Jersey 
also announced the average New Jersey 
family would see premium hikes of 175 
percent—175 percent. In Upstate New 
York, the average family with a plan 
costing $280 a month today is about to 
pay $1,700 a month for the same plan 
next year, a 500-percent hike, and that 
starts this Saturday with open enroll-
ment. 

This crisis will be felt in every com-
munity and by nearly every single 
household, red, blue, purple, and every-
thing in between. So tonight, Senate 
Democrats will come to the floor and 
warn our Republican colleagues and 
the Nation of the devastation Repub-
licans are causing by doing nothing— 
nothing—on healthcare. We will high-
light the impacts of surging premiums 
on families. We will share the stories 
we are hearing right now from people 
scared of premium hikes. I thank my 
colleagues for coming to the floor and 
speaking on this urgent—urgent— 
issue. 

We are in a healthcare crisis, and Re-
publicans don’t even want to talk 
about how to fix it. The President isn’t 
even in town as Americans are about to 
be devastated by the bills they will re-
ceive on healthcare. The President is 
on the other side of the world instead 
of being here in Washington working 
with Congress to lower healthcare pre-
miums. When the President is in town, 
what is he focused on? Instead of being 
focused on fixing healthcare, Donald 
Trump is sending $40 billion to Argen-
tina, spending $300 million on his ball-
room, and giving Kristi Noem $170 mil-
lion for two big private luxury jets. 

Meanwhile, millions of hungry kids 
and working families are about to lose 
SNAP benefits to buy food because 
Donald Trump has ordered the Depart-
ment of Agriculture to rip up its own 
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contingency plan. Isn’t that a disgrace, 
using hungry kids, hungry parents, 
hungry veterans as hostages? It is 
cruel. 

Let’s be clear about the facts. There 
is somewhere around $5 billion in emer-
gency funds that could be used right 
now to ensure parents and kids don’t 
go hungry when SNAP runs out this 
Saturday. The USDA said weeks ago 
that contingency funds were ‘‘available 
to fund participant benefits.’’ That is 
the U.S. Department of Agriculture, 
Trump’s own Cabinet position. But 
now, they reversed course and literally 
wiped their plan from their own 
website because Donald Trump has or-
dered them not to use this funding. 
Donald Trump should reverse course 
immediately and allow these emer-
gency funds to go through to spare 
working families from hunger and 
needless suffering. 

What the administration is doing in 
ordering the U.S. Department of Agri-
culture not to use emergency funds to 
keep SNAP afloat is an act of cruelty— 
cruelty. The same administration that 
gifted Argentina a $40 billion bailout 
and cut taxes for billionaires by $1 tril-
lion is now telling hungry kids: You 
are on your own. 

And what about Republicans in Con-
gress? Today, Leader THUNE will force 
yet another vote on a Republican CR 
that has zero bipartisan input. It is a 
partisan bill, and most importantly, it 
does nothing to solve the ACA crisis. 

Just now, here on the floor, the Re-
publican leader seemed perplexed about 
what precisely it is that Democrats are 
pushing for. He knows damned well 
what Democrats want. It is the very 
same thing that a vast majority of 
Americans want, including nearly 60 
percent of MAGA voters. We want 
lower healthcare costs now. We want to 
solve the ACA premium crisis now. 
Open enrollment is just days away. We 
want lower costs, better healthcare, 
and to reopen the government. 

Let me repeat again what Democrats 
want so that the Republican leader can 
hear it. We want lower healthcare 
costs, to fix the ACA premium crisis, 
and to reopen the government. 

We Democrats have been calling on 
Republican leaders to sit down with us 
and negotiate and address this crisis 
since the summer, but even now, Lead-
er THUNE insists we should fix ACA pre-
miums later, not right away. This is 
not good enough for the American peo-
ple because Americans know that when 
it comes to healthcare, when Repub-
licans say ‘‘later,’’ they mean ‘‘never.’’ 

Meanwhile, the House of Representa-
tives has become a ghost town. It has 
been 39 days since Members of Congress 
have shown up for work. We all know 
what is going on here: Speaker JOHN-
SON is simply afraid to bring the House 
back because the minute he does, a 
good number of House Republicans will 
start saying exactly what many of us 
are calling for—that we need to address 
the ACA premium crisis as soon as we 
can. The Speaker is so afraid of expos-

ing divisions within his own conference 
that he has unilaterally shut down one 
half of the legislative branch of govern-
ment. 

To sum it all up, we are just days 
away from a healthcare crisis unlike 
any we have ever seen, and Republicans 
from the Senate, to the House, to the 
White House are dithering about. Re-
publicans are the party in charge. They 
hold the White House and both Cham-
bers in Congress. Americans know 
that. They know the onus is on the ma-
jority party to govern and to work 
with the other side to get things done. 
But today, Americans look at this Re-
publican Party and see a majority re-
fusing to do its job. It is no surprise 
that Americans primarily hold the Re-
publicans responsible for this disas-
trous shutdown. 

So I will say it once again: Repub-
licans need to get serious about ending 
this shutdown and ending the ACA cri-
sis that has now become a reality for 
millions of people. They need to get se-
rious. If Donald Trump continues to ig-
nore the ticking time bomb that is 
ACA premiums, the American people 
will hold him responsible when disaster 
strikes. 

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

clerk will call the roll. 
The senior assistant legislative clerk 

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

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

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

WAIVING QUORUM CALLS 
Mr. BARRASSO. Mr. President, I ask 

unanimous consent to waive the man-
datory quorum calls with respect to 
cloture on the Pratt and LaCour, Jr., 
nominations. 

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

GOVERNMENT FUNDING 
Mr. BARRASSO. Mr. President, 

today marks day 28 of the Schumer 
shutdown of the U.S. Government. 
Democrats continue to block a clean 
continuing resolution that would re-
open the government. For them, it is a 
big game, and for the American people, 
they continue to suffer. 

So listen to his own words. Listen to 
what Senator SCHUMER said, what he 
gloated to the press. He said: 

Every day gets better for us. 

I have got to wonder who the ‘‘us’’ is 
because it is not the American people. 

Then, just last week, the Democrat 
whip in the House of Representatives 
said to the press, in an interview that 
was broadcast on television—proudly 
proclaimed, it looked like: 

Of course, there will be families that are 
going to suffer. . . . But it is one of the few 
leverage times we have. 

Leverage? 
The Democrats are playing the poli-

tics of pain, and the American people 
are the ones who are suffering. It is 
wrong. It is heartless. It is mean. 

Leverage for what—taxpayer give-
aways of healthcare, funded by the tax-
payers, to illegal immigrants who 
stormed into this country in the last 
administration? Is that why they are 
shutting down the government? 

Leverage for that? Leverage for $1.5 
trillion in new spending? 

Leverage so they can eliminate the 
one thing that we passed this summer 
to help our rural hospitals—$50 billion 
for rural hospitals, remote hospitals 
like those that we have all across the 
country? They want to get rid of that? 
Leverage for that? 

Leverage so they can continue to 
suck up to the far-left, radical wing of 
their party they are trying to impress? 
That is not good for our country. It is 
not good for healthcare. It is not good 
for anything. 

I am a doctor. I have practiced medi-
cine in Wyoming for 24 years. I want 
Americans to have high-quality, afford-
able healthcare. That is what we want 
for American citizens, but right now, 
that is impossible because American 
healthcare is broken. The Democrats 
broke it. They broke it when they 
passed ObamaCare. The day they 
passed ObamaCare, they broke 
healthcare in America. 

The headline in the Sunday New 
York Times proves the point in its first 
three words: ‘‘ObamaCare is pricey.’’ 

That is what they have done. 
They said: Oh, we want to lower the 

cost of care. 
They didn’t. They misnamed it and 

put the word ‘‘affordable’’ in it, but 
there is nothing affordable about it. 
ObamaCare has been pricey from the 
beginning, and it is getting worse. 

The Washington Post’s editorial page 
agrees. They wrote recently: 

The real problem is that the Affordable 
Care Act was never actually affordable. 

That is the Washington Post. They 
are right. 

ObamaCare is a failed program. It 
has failed financially. The Democrats 
created it, and they continue to defend 
the failure today. 

The Democrats tried to prop up 
ObamaCare with very juicy subsidies to 
try to hold down out-of-pocket costs. 
Then, when Joe Biden became Presi-
dent, the Democrats added Biden 
COVID bonus payments on top of all of 
the subsidies. These payments are an 
admission that ObamaCare’s flaws have 
only gotten worse. 

Democrats voted twice to make these 
Biden COVID bonus payments tem-
porary. The first was scheduled to end 
in 2022, but they noted that ObamaCare 
was still failing miserably, so they ex-
tended the payments again. They ex-
tended them to the end of this year. 
Democrats set the expiration date. 
Democrats created the cliff. Democrats 
created what they are now referring to 
as a ‘‘crisis.’’ 

Remember, Democrats created 
ObamaCare, and they created these 
Biden COVID bonus payments, and 
they did it without a single Republican 
vote—not in the House, not in the Sen-
ate—not a single one. 
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These payments were always in-

tended to be temporary—or so they 
claimed. Democrats’ own report that 
they wrote back then when they passed 
it said they were to be applied ‘‘during 
the public health emergency.’’ 

Today, Democrats are now demand-
ing $350 billion in permanent, new 
spending. Why? Because they need to 
prop up ObamaCare once again because 
it has failed. When the Democrats say 
‘‘Fix it now,’’ what they are really say-
ing is ‘‘Prop up ObamaCare forever.’’ It 
is wrong. COVID is over. Democrats 
probably didn’t see the memo. Maybe 
they don’t realize it is over. They are 
still trying to go after money for 
COVID. 

Look, even after the Biden COVID 
bonus payments expire, the Federal 
Government is still going to pay for 80 
percent of the average ObamaCare en-
rollee’s premium because ObamaCare is 
pricey. That is what the New York 
Times tells us. What is expiring now is 
this added cash that Democrats paid 
insurers during the pandemic. Money 
didn’t go to private individuals. It 
didn’t go to the citizens. It went to the 
insurance companies. They won’t tell 
you that either. 

These Biden COVID bonus payments 
are riddled with waste, fraud, abuse, 
and actual corruption. Democrats re-
moved every income limit on the sub-
sidies, with no means testing whatso-
ever. 

You hear BERNIE SANDERS come out 
to the floor and say: Oh, we can’t do 
this for millionaires and billionaires. 

They did it for millionaires and bil-
lionaires. They removed the upper 
limit. It is for anybody. The sky is the 
limit. No matter how much money you 
make, no matter what is going on in 
your life, you get these bonus pay-
ments for COVID through the Demo-
crats, and they want to make it perma-
nent. It is absolutely wrong. It is ridic-
ulous. 

In 2024, 12 million people whom they 
enrolled in this program got insurance 
that they never used. Since the sub-
sidies flowed directly to the insurance 
companies from the government, the 
insurers pocketed tens of billions of 
dollars even though the enrollees did 
not make a single claim. How does that 
happen? 

Let me talk about some of the waste 
and some of the actual fraud and ma-
nipulation that is going on, because in 
29 States of our 50, more people are 
claiming full benefits than are eligible 
for those benefits in the State. 

How did the Democrats allow that for 
the last 4 years? That is what we are 
trying to take a look at and are saying: 
Mr. President, this is wrong. 

There were 6.4 million people under 
the Biden administration who were im-
properly enrolled that year, and $27 bil-
lion was paid by hard-working tax-
payers for all of these people who were 
improperly enrolled. At least 1.6 mil-
lion people were doubly enrolled—en-
rolled in both Medicaid and in 
ObamaCare—which, of course, is not al-

lowed. It is illegal. You can’t do it. 
Democrats allowed it to happen any-
way because they don’t care. 

They have never shown they care. It 
is all a political game for them. You 
heard it. You heard the whip in the 
House say: Oh, no; this gives us lever-
age. You heard the minority leader 
here, CHUCK SCHUMER, say that every 
day gets better for them. Well, it 
doesn’t get better for the American 
people. 

This isn’t about making healthcare 
more affordable; this is a direct theft of 
taxpayer money, and it is all to prop 
up a program that they named after 
President Obama—ObamaCare—and it 
is a program that never worked. 
Healthcare costs continue to go up, and 
ObamaCare has failed to address that. 
As even the New York Times said on 
Sunday, ObamaCare is pricey. 

So what caused those prices to go up? 
Well, Democrats did, of course. When 
the government pays any price, insur-
ers can charge any price. It is exactly 
what is happening today, and now it is 
the American families who are paying 
their taxes who are paying the price. 

Republicans will not allow Demo-
crats to paper over the inadequacies of 
ObamaCare. We want to get to the root 
cause of the cost of medical care. 

Democrats are protecting waste, 
fraud, abuse, and corruption. At the 
same time, Federal workers are going 
unpaid. Enough is enough. 

Even liberal labor unions are fed up 
with the Democrats’ politics of pain, 
and we have seen it. Finally, yester-
day, the American Federation of Gov-
ernment Employees urged Democrats 
to join Republicans and reopen the gov-
ernment. 

What exactly did they say? 
They said: 
Both political parties have made their 

point. 

And then they went on to say: 
It’s time to pass a clean continuing resolu-

tion and end this shutdown today. No half 
measures, and no gamesmanship. 

That is from the union that has, for 
years and years and years, supported 
Democrat candidates across the board. 
They are saying: Do what Republicans 
have been saying from the beginning. 
Pass a clean continuing resolution. 

Remember, they did it 13 times when 
Joe Biden was President, and now they 
voted against it 13 times with Donald 
Trump in the White House. 

It is a big political game for the 
Democrats. It is a dangerous game, and 
the American people are suffering. 

So are the Democrats going to listen 
to the union that represented and 
worked with the Democrats to get 
them elected in the first place? 

Well, we are going to find out. 
Let me echo what Leader THUNE said: 

Republicans are happy to address 
ObamaCare’s many failures, but, first, 
we need to reopen the government. 

There are not going to be negotia-
tions while the government is closed. 
We are not going to negotiate with hos-
tage takers. We need to reopen the gov-

ernment and then talk about all the 
things that people want to talk about, 
because, right now, our troops and 
women, infants, and children in the 
Women, Infants, and Children Pro-
gram—they shouldn’t be used as lever-
age for Democrats to try to save their 
failed programs. 

Air traffic controllers, TSA agents, 
whom I talked to yesterday coming 
from Wyoming to come back to Wash-
ington—they don’t want to be used as 
pawns. They don’t want to be thought 
of as chips on the table in a political 
game of leverage. 

CHUCK SCHUMER saying ‘‘Every day 
gets better for us’’—that is wrong. The 
American people deserve better. 

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

clerk will call the roll. 
The senior assistant legislative clerk 

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

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

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

TRUMP ADMINISTRATION 
Mr. WELCH. Mr. President, the 

President of the United States says 
that the United States is at war. In the 
past 7 weeks, President Trump has or-
dered U.S. forces to take military ac-
tion to destroy 10 boats in inter-
national waters. That has resulted in 
the death of more than 40 possible drug 
couriers. 

President Trump has also told Con-
gress he is determined that the United 
States is at war with what he calls 
‘‘narcoterrorists.’’ He has also said 
that he is taking steps to escalate mili-
tary action against Venezuela and Co-
lombia. And, of course, he is sending 
U.S. warships, fighter planes, and spe-
cial forces to their coasts. And he is 
also openly tossing around threats of 
airstrikes against targets in the sea 
and on land. 

The questions before us, as the U.S. 
Senate, are clear, and they are urgent: 
Are the President’s actions steering 
the American people into yet another 
undeclared war, and would it be legal 
for the President to expand this war to 
the sovereign territories of countries in 
South America, as he is now threat-
ening to do? 

The clear answer is no, that this 
President—no President—has the legal 
authority, without congressional au-
thorization, to take America into mili-
tary conflict. 

There have been no credible legal ex-
perts who have defended the Presi-
dent’s actions, with one exception, and, 
of course, that is the Attorney General, 
who has provided an opinion to the 
President—we are told, but we have 
not seen—that what he is doing is 
legal. 

That is without precedent. It is with-
out precedent for the top legal official 
in this country to give an opinion that 
it is legal to go to war without con-
gressional authorization. But it is 
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clearly the legal advice the President 
wanted and won’t even share with the 
Members of the U.S. Senate. 

The President, of course, seems to be 
basing the legality of these actions on 
the declaration that drug traffickers 
are terrorists. We all hate what the 
drug traffickers do, but it is also based 
on that legal opinion, the Office of 
Legal Counsel at the Justice Depart-
ment, that we are told gives legal cover 
for the President to do what is clearly 
beyond the authority of the Chief Exec-
utive. We know nothing about that 
opinion in this body, and all who have 
called for it to be released are doing 
the right thing. 

We know that under the U.S. Con-
stitution, the President does not have 
authority to start a war without con-
gressional authorization. It is an arti-
cle I responsibility of the Congress of 
the United States, and there is a rea-
son for that, that is so very important. 

If we are going to ask—with the au-
thority of Congress and the Execu-
tive—men and women to go to war on 
behalf of defending our country, that 
profoundly important decision that is 
being made by Congress but is putting 
in harm’s way the men and women who 
serve in the military, there should be a 
debate, and there should be a vote; 
there should be responsibility, and 
there should be accountability. 

And simply determination by the 
President that he is attacking a group 
of what he calls terrorists—‘‘narco-ter-
rorists’’—does not, by itself, make it 
legal under the Constitution. 

You know, some people may say: 
What is the big deal? These are bad 
folks. Drugs are terrible. 

We all agree with that, but it is not 
up to the President to determine 
whether we go to war. It is up to Con-
gress: Should we be going to war with 
Venezuela? 

All of us are on board, Republicans 
and Democrats, with the fight against 
narcotics, illegal drugs, fentanyl, in 
particular, which mostly enter the 
United States through Mexico and on 
the Pacific Ocean, and are wreaking 
havoc on our communities. 

It has happened in Vermont as well 
as West Virginia, Idaho, Florida, Mon-
tana, and every other State. Our sons 
and daughters, mothers and fathers are 
struggling with addiction and dying 
from overdose. 

So yes, this is a very serious prob-
lem, and we should be doing far more 
to deal with treating addiction in our 
own country, bolstering our local po-
lice forces, our mental health re-
sources, and working with source coun-
tries to stop the production and trans-
shipment of these dangerous drugs. 

This has not been a partisan issue. In 
fact, it was an issue where, when I 
served in the House, there was a Re-
publican and Democratic collective ac-
tion to provide treatment that is pro-
viding real-world help in realtime to 
folks in your State and in mine. 

But laws matter, and the Constitu-
tion matters. If the President does 

want to start a war, if he wants to put 
America’s troops in harm’s way, he 
needs to seek authorization from Con-
gress. 

As my colleagues and I know too 
well, the United States has a very un-
fortunate history of wars—forever 
wars—started by Presidents who mis-
represented the facts; from the USS 
Maine incident used to justify the war 
against Spain to the Gulf of Tonkin 
resolution incident to justify the Viet-
nam war—60,000 young Americans 
killed—to President Bush’s stretching 
of the facts about Iraq’s alleged weap-
ons of mass destruction to launch a 
disastrous forever war. 

In each of these cases, majorities of 
our predecessors on this very Senate 
floor abdicated their responsibility to 
question the President’s intentions and 
justifications for war. 

That is why I hope that each of my 
colleagues—each of us here—will join 
me in questioning the President’s legal 
basis to carry out these killings and to 
potentially launch attacks against one 
or more South American countries. We 
should demand that Congress assert its 
constitutional obligation to determine 
where and why the United States goes 
to war. 

You know, as I mentioned, we all 
hate the scourge of drugs. But why are 
we spending billions of dollars in this 
effort in Venezuela while at the same 
time taking funding away for treat-
ment programs here at home that actu-
ally have been proven effective to help 
the most vulnerable Americans that 
are actually struggling with addiction 
to fentanyl and other drugs? 

The Department of Justice has also 
diverted thousands of Drug Enforce-
ment Administration funds and other 
law enforcement personnel from their 
critical missions to carry out the 
President’s immigration agenda. Yet 
the Department has inexplicably shut 
down the Organized Crime and Drug 
Enforcement Task Force, which has 
been effective in dismantling thou-
sands of criminal organizations, and, 
unilaterally, the administration has 
terminated hundreds of grants that do 
provide critical funding to State and 
local law enforcement, folks on the 
ground in the community helping folks 
who are struggling with addiction and 
helping law enforcement get to the 
sellers of those terrible drugs. 

In fact, the administration’s fiscal 
year 2026 budget would slash the High 
Intensity Drug Trafficking Areas Pro-
gram by more than a third from $298 
million to $196 million. And under the 
direction of Attorney General Bondi, 
Federal drug prosecutions—I have no 
idea how this happened—but Federal 
drug prosecutions have dropped to the 
lowest level in decades, a fact I find 
shocking. 

So when the President claims his new 
war is about protecting America from 
drugs, it is a fair question: Why are we 
doing so little? Why are we taking 
money away from treatment? Why are 
we taking money away from high in-

tensity drug enforcement? Why are we 
not prosecuting more, instead pros-
ecuting so much less? 

It is up to the Senate to do its job. 
We have seen from history that our 
failure to assert our constitutional re-
sponsibility to decide whether to send 
our military to war has resulted in 
grievous suffering for the American 
people and a weakening of our national 
security. 

In asserting our responsibility, at the 
bare minimum, this U.S. Senate should 
demand—should demand—to see Attor-
ney General Bondi’s legal analysis that 
the President has used to justify his 
use of the U.S. military to engage in 
these attacks. 

I yield the floor. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. 

SHEEHY). The Senator from Alabama. 
SHARIA LAW 

Mr. TUBERVILLE. Mr. President, I 
come to the floor today to talk about 
two bills I recently introduced to shut 
down Sharia law in this country. I ruf-
fled some feathers a few weeks ago 
when I came to the Senate floor to talk 
about what I believe is the greatest na-
tional security threat facing the 
United States of America: radical 
Islam and Sharia law. 

The Democrats and the mainstream 
media, they have been coming after me 
ever since I started talking about this 
subject. But after spending 40 years 
coaching, I don’t really care what peo-
ple think about me. I love this country, 
and I want to save this country for our 
kids and our grandkids. 

I was back in Alabama, and I heard 
from countless Alabamans who told me 
they are 100 percent behind what I am 
talking about. At the end of the day, I 
work for the great people of Alabama 
and the great people of this country, 
not the pearl-clutching media that is 
out there hammering me every day. 

Speaking of Alabama, I am proud 
that the Yellowhammer State banned 
Sharia law a long time ago. For too 
long, people have been afraid to call 
out radical Islam for what it is because 
if you dare—if you dare to speak out— 
the left will come after you, your fam-
ily, your reputation, and your job. 
They will try to ruin your life just be-
cause they disagree with you. That is 
how they play the game. 

One of the radical left’s go-to tactics 
is to accuse anyone—anyone—who dis-
agrees with them of being a racist, a 
bigot, or intolerant. They tried that 
with me, calling me an Islamophobe for 
calling out the evils of Islam. But there 
is only one problem with that strat-
egy—one. Radical Islam isn’t a race; it 
is an ideology. It is a choice, and I 
would argue it is a cult. 

So, no, I am not an Islamophobe. If 
you want to peacefully practice your 
religion, that is fine with me. That is 
what our Constitution gives you the 
right to do. Our Constitution gives you 
that right, and that is why we have 
millions—millions—of Christians, 
Jews, Mormons, Hindus, Buddhists, and 
peaceful Muslims, who worship freely 
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in this great country of ours called the 
United States of America. 

But if you come here, you are ex-
pected to assimilate into our country 
and our values. 

I recently saw a stat that absolutely 
shocked me. We have 42 million people 
in this country that are on food 
stamps—42 million. You would think 
these people are just Americans who 
have fallen on hard times, which is 
whom the program is for. But a dis-
proportionate amount of these 42 mil-
lion people are immigrants; 45 percent 
of Afghanistan immigrants are on food 
stamps; 42 of the Somalian immigrants 
are on food stamps; and 59 percent of 
all illegal aliens are collecting food 
stamps—59 percent. 

So, clearly, these people are not com-
ing here and assimilating into our 
American way of life by working hard 
and taking care of your family—what 
an idea. They are coming here to 
mooch off the American taxpayer. It is 
wrong, and we need to call it out. 

But beyond the taxpayer concerns, 
this religion is also fundamentally in-
compatible with our Western values, so 
wake up America. 

The Quran instructs Islamists to 
fight Jews and Christians, along with 
anyone else who doesn’t believe in 
Allah. Simply put, radical Islam teach-
es that it is righteous to kill Chris-
tians. It is righteous. There is no 
peaceful coexistence with this type of 
people, none. 

Just look at the Middle East and 
North Africa, where Christians and 
Jews are being slaughtered by the 
thousands. 

Where is our media? Where are they 
at? 

More than 7,000 Christians have been 
slaughtered by radical Muslims in Ni-
geria so far this year—7,000. That is 35 
people that have been killed every day 
this year. 

Where is the mainstream media? How 
come they are not talking about that? 

Radical Islam demands complete obe-
dience—complete, 100 percent—and will 
kill you if you dare to speak out 
against their beliefs and ideologies. 

This isn’t anything new. Muslims 
have been fighting to wipe out Chris-
tians and Jews for centuries. But now 
the problem isn’t just confined to the 
faraway Middle East. It is happening 
right here in our backyard, in the 50 
States. 

We are already seeing cities in Michi-
gan and Minnesota being taken over by 
Sharia law. In Dearborn, MI, a Chris-
tian pastor recently protested after a 
street was named after a radical Is-
lamic terrorist. The pastor just com-
plained about it. In response, the Mus-
lim mayor of Dearborn told the pastor 
that he is no longer welcome in the 
town and will celebrate the day he 
leaves. 

Think about that. A Christian pastor 
is being silenced here in America for 
objecting to a taxpayer-funded road 
being named after a terrorist. 

We are losing. 

Or take what has been happening in 
Minneapolis, MN, which has seen a 
massive influx of Somalians moving 
into their neighborhoods. 

I recently saw a story that absolutely 
shocked me. More than 75 Somalians 
have been arrested in a massive scheme 
where they stole $300 million from an 
American taxpayer-funded child nutri-
tion program—$300 million. 

So these Somalian criminals came to 
Minneapolis, they took advantage of 
our free schools and our free 
healthcare, and then they stole $300 
million from American taxpayers, 
right under our noses. Where is the 
media? Where is the outrage? 

And where did this money go? Where 
do you think it went? You guessed it: 
It went back to Somalia. 

It is disgusting, and these people 
should be deported, if not jailed for 
life. 

In case you are still unclear about 
the dangers we are facing, here are a 
few reasons why Sharia law does not 
work in a Western society like the 
United States. In America, we value 
free speech. The U.S. Constitution 
gives us that right. The First Amend-
ment is what makes this country, 
America, great. You are allowed to ex-
press your opinions publicly, without 
fear of the government arresting you 
or killing you. 

But under Sharia law—under Sharia 
law—any criticism that goes against 
what Muhammad or the Quran says can 
be punishable by death. 

Further, under the U.S. Constitution 
and the First Amendment, equal rights 
for people of all faiths are protected. 
Western culture treats everyone equal, 
regardless of their religious beliefs. 

Under Sharia Law, if you are not a 
Muslim, you are treated as the enemy. 
Radical Islam says you can discrimi-
nate against and even be violent to-
ward non-Muslims. We see that hap-
pening now in Europe, where non-Mus-
lims are being violently attacked every 
day, all over Europe. It is because 
Sharia law not only accepts but en-
courages this type of disgusting behav-
ior. 

Another major difference between 
Islam and our Western culture is the 
way we treat women. In the United 
States, marriage happens when a man 
and woman mutually decide that they 
want to get married and be with each 
other. But under Sharia law, older men 
are allowed to marry 6-year-old girls, 
which is unbelievable. Six years old— 
that is not marriage. In America, we 
call that pedophilia. 

But that is just scraping the surface. 
In Sharia Law, women are sold, 

raped, trafficked. It is no problem to 
them. That is their way of life. 

Women are not allowed to get an edu-
cation or have a job. They aren’t even 
allowed to leave home without a man 
escorting them. And women are forced 
to wear burqas, which cover basically 
everything but their eyes. 

Meanwhile, men are allowed to have 
multiple wives, marry children, and do 
not have to cover their heads. 

It makes your blood boil, not to men-
tion the horrible way that minorities 
are treated in countries that follow 
Sharia law. There is no tolerance in 
these countries. If you live in a coun-
try that practices Sharia law and are 
not Muslim, you are lucky if you aren’t 
thrown in jail or killed. That is be-
cause Islam and Sharia law teach that 
you must hate non-Muslims and should 
wage jihad, which literally means holy 
war, against people who do not believe. 

One thing I find particularly ironic is 
how the left turns a blind eye to the 
horrible ways LGBT people are treated 
in countries that follow Sharia law. In 
countries like Iran, Saudi Arabia, and 
Yemen, gay people are often given the 
death penalty. 

Does that sound like a peaceful, tol-
erant religion to you? Not me. 

Unfortunately, this religion, which I 
think is closer to a cult, is rapidly 
growing in this country. Wake up, 
America. 

Look no further than New York, 
where radical Islamist Zohran 
Mamdani is the frontrunner to become 
the next mayor. Mamdani has tried ev-
erything he can do to hide his radical 
Islamic beliefs, ever since he started 
campaigning. But he was recently seen 
in a photo with a coconspirator of the 
1993 World Trade Center bombing. 

Think about that. And they are get-
ting ready to elect him mayor. The 
leading candidate for mayor of New 
York City is cozying up with an openly 
jihadist terrorist sympathizer. Where 
are we going? 

If New Yorkers are stupid enough to 
elect a radical Islamist as their mayor, 
then they deserve what they get next. 
And it is coming. 

I truly believe we are at a crossroads 
in this country. The time for political 
correctness is over, that is why I have 
introduced two bills in the Senate to 
end Sharia law in this country—end it. 

The first one is the No Sharia Act, 
which makes it illegal to practice 
Sharia law when it conflicts with our 
constitution. 

As I have repeatedly said, the radical 
Islam cult is the opposite of every-
thing—I mean everything—that we 
stand for in America. 

The second bill I introduced, the Pre-
serving a Sharia Free America Act, 
prevents all foreign nationals who ad-
vocate for Sharia law from entering 
this country—no more. If you want to 
practice that, stay where you are at or 
go to one of the other 50 countries that 
practices this. 

The Trump administration banned 
people from nearly 50 Muslim countries 
during the first administration. And 
thanks to Joe Biden’s 4 years of open 
borders, we now have thousands—I 
mean thousands—of terrorists and 
their sympathizers who entered our 
country unchecked—how stupid was 
that. 

We have to shut off the spigot before 
it is too late. This is a major national 
security threat. Radical Islamists have 
proven, over and over again, that they 
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are willing to do whatever it takes to 
kill just one American citizen. And it 
isn’t just happening overseas. It has 
been allowed to fester and is alive and 
well in our very own country, just 
waiting for the right opportunity to at-
tack. 

So now is the time to act, because if 
we don’t, we are going to lose this 
country as we know it. Open your eyes, 
America. The values this country was 
built on cannot coexist with radical 
Islam. It doesn’t work. 

It is one, our Constitution, or the 
other. You can’t mix it. This isn’t a Re-
publican or Democrat issue. This is an 
American issue. Just look at Europe. 
We are headed down the same dark 
path as what Europe is going through 
now if we don’t wake up. 

We need to permanently shut down 
Sharia law in this country before it is 
too late. Wake up, America. 

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

ator from Nevada. 
UNANIMOUS CONSENT REQUEST—S. RES. 470 
Ms. ROSEN. Mr. President, Nevadans 

work hard for their money—really 
hard—especially right now, when they 
are being squeezed by rising costs as a 
result of Trump’s chaos and his reck-
less economic policies. 

Nevadans pay taxes with the expecta-
tion that the Federal Government is 
going to work for them and provide 
critical services when they need it— 
services that are shamefully being dis-
rupted by the Republican government 
shutdown. Instead, their taxpayer dol-
lars are being wasted on gold-plated 
dinners at the White House, two— 
count them, two—private jets for 
Kristi Noem, and, unbelievably, a po-
tentially multimillion-dollar illegal 
payment to Donald Trump. 

So you heard that right. In the mid-
dle of a government shutdown that he 
caused because he refuses to take ac-
tion to prevent a spike in your 
healthcare costs, Donald Trump is 
seeking $230 million in payment from 
the Department of Justice. For whom? 
Well, for himself. 

He is going to use your money to pad 
his own pockets, instead of working 
with Democrats to take action to make 
sure that you and your family can go 
to the doctor without breaking the 
bank. 

Trump has even acknowledged that 
‘‘it’s awfully strange to make a deci-
sion where I’m paying myself.’’ 

And I want to go one step further. It 
is not just ‘‘strange.’’ It is outrageous. 

Mr. President, $230 million—all while 
families are worried about paying their 
bills, putting food on the table, and 
wondering if they will be able to afford 
their health insurance for next year. 

Instead of paying himself, why 
doesn’t Trump put that money toward 
SNAP benefits, since his administra-
tion has decided to renege on its prom-
ise to provide the funding to prevent 
Americans from going hungry? The 
President has the power to do this. 

So, today, I am introducing a resolu-
tion condemning Donald Trump’s deci-

sion to pay and enrich himself with 
your tax dollars. You got that right. He 
is going to pay to enrich himself nearly 
a quarter of a million dollars—from 
Donald Trump to Donald Trump—off 
the backs of the American taxpayer. 

And if my Republican colleagues— 
who like to stand up here and talk all 
about cutting costs, cutting wasteful 
spending—if they want to practice 
what they preach, they will support my 
resolution. They will stand up to Don-
ald Trump and say, finally—finally— 
with the gold-plated dinners and the 
ballrooms, et cetera, that enough is 
enough, and it is time to put the Amer-
ican people first. 

So let’s show the American people 
that at least this Chamber still knows 
the difference between serving the pub-
lic and serving yourself. 

So let’s pass my resolution right 
now, today. We can do it. 

So I ask unanimous consent that the 
Senate proceed to the consideration of 
S. Res. 470, which is at the desk. Fur-
ther, 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 with no intervening ac-
tion or debate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there 
objection? 

The Senator from Florida. 
Mr. SCOTT of Florida. Mr. President, 

reserving the right to object, today is 
day 28 of the Democrat shutdown—a 
shutdown caused by the Democrats’ 
complete blind hatred—complete ha-
tred—of Donald Trump. They are 
spending more time attacking Presi-
dent Trump than fighting for the 
American people, who are harmed by 
their shutdown. 

Democrats have voted for weeks to 
deprive our men and women in the 
military of getting their paychecks. 
They are stopping Capitol Police, Fed-
eral law enforcement, air traffic con-
trollers, and essential Federal employ-
ees from getting paid. 

In just a few days, 42 million people 
receiving SNAP benefits may not get 
the benefits they rely on because the 
Democrats will not support the con-
tinuing resolution that most of us 
don’t like. 

It is the Biden funding. 
Further, my Democrat colleagues are 

willing to do anything they can to at-
tack President Trump instead of voting 
to reopen the government and stop this 
recklessness. 

The American people are sick of the 
political games at their expense, and so 
am I; therefore, I object. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ob-
jection is heard. 

The Senator from Nevada. 
Ms. ROSEN. This is extremely dis-

appointing. By blocking my resolution, 
Washington Republicans are saying 
that they approve of Donald Trump 
paying himself a multimillion-dollar 
settlement using taxpayer dollars. 

Millions of Americans are missing 
their paychecks, worrying about pay-

ing their bills, losing their SNAP bene-
fits, and wondering if they are going to 
be able to afford their health insurance 
next year. 

My Republican colleagues have lost 
their way and should be ashamed of 
themselves for standing up and allow-
ing this lawlessness to happen. Like I 
said, my Republican colleagues like to 
stand up here and talk about cutting 
wasteful spending. This $230 million, I 
would argue, is exactly that. So if they 
wanted to practice what they preach, 
they would actually support my resolu-
tion, stand up to this wasteful spending 
of the President, again, approving him-
self to pay himself nearly a quarter of 
a million dollars, and we can show the 
American people that all of us know 
the difference between serving the pub-
lic and serving just one individual— 
President Trump. 

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

ator from Florida. 
Mr. SCOTT of Florida. If my Demo-

crat colleagues want to make sure peo-
ple are not being harmed by losing 
SNAP benefits or going without pay-
checks while they show up to work day 
after day, then they would vote to re-
open government. Unfortunately, they 
have elected to not do that. 

So I hope my Democrat colleagues 
will come to their senses and vote this 
week to reopen the government. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Nevada. 

Ms. ROSEN. I suggest the absence of 
a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will call the roll. 

The legislative clerk proceeded to 
call the roll. 

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

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

MOTION TO PROCEED TO THE MOTION TO 
RECONSIDER CLOTURE VOTE 

Mr. THUNE. Mr. President, I move to 
proceed to the motion to reconsider the 
cloture vote on October 14 to the mo-
tion to proceed to H.R. 5371. 

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

The motion was agreed to. 
MOTION TO RECONSIDER 

Mr. THUNE. Mr. President, I move to 
reconsider the cloture vote on the mo-
tion to proceed to H.R. 5371. 

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

The motion was agreed to. 
CLOTURE MOTION 

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

The legislative clerk read as follows: 
CLOTURE MOTION 

We, the undersigned Senators, in accord-
ance with the provisions of rule XXII of the 
Standing Rules of the Senate, do hereby 
move to bring to a close debate on the mo-
tion to proceed to Calendar No. 168, H.R. 
5371, a bill making continuing appropriations 
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and extensions for fiscal year 2026, and for 
other purposes. 

John Thune, James E. Risch, Tim 
Sheehy, John Cornyn, Mike Rounds, 
John R. Curtis, Jim Justice, Katie 
Boyd Britt, Todd Young, David McCor-
mick, Bill Hagerty, Marsha Blackburn, 
Rick Scott of Florida, John Barrasso, 
Kevin Cramer, Cindy Hyde-Smith, 
Lindsey Graham. 

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

The question is, Is it the sense of the 
Senate that debate on the motion to 
proceed to H.R. 5371, a bill making con-
tinuing appropriations and extensions 
for fiscal year 2026, and for other pur-
poses, shall be brought to a close, upon 
reconsideration? 

The yeas and nays are mandatory 
under the rule. 

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

ator is necessarily absent: the Senator 
from West Virginia (Mr. JUSTICE). 

The yeas and nays resulted—yeas 54, 
nays 45, as follows: 

[Rollcall Vote No. 590 Leg.] 
YEAS—54 

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

Fetterman 
Fischer 
Graham 
Grassley 
Hagerty 
Hawley 
Hoeven 
Husted 
Hyde-Smith 
Johnson 
Kennedy 
King 
Lankford 
Lee 
Lummis 
Marshall 
McConnell 
McCormick 

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

NAYS—45 
Alsobrooks 
Baldwin 
Bennet 
Blumenthal 
Blunt Rochester 
Booker 
Cantwell 
Coons 
Duckworth 
Durbin 
Gallego 
Gillibrand 
Hassan 
Heinrich 
Hickenlooper 

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

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

NOT VOTING—1 

Justice 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. CUR-
TIS). On this vote, the yeas are 54, the 
nays are 45. 

Three-fifths of the Senators duly cho-
sen and sworn not having voted in the 
affirmative, the motion, upon reconsid-
eration, is rejected. 

The motion was rejected. 
f 

CLOTURE MOTION 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Pursuant 

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

The bill clerk read as follows: 
CLOTURE MOTION 

We, the undersigned Senators, in accord-
ance with the provisions of rule XXII of the 

Standing Rules of the Senate, do hereby 
move to bring to a close debate on the nomi-
nation of Executive Calendar No. 295, Jordan 
Emery Pratt, of Florida, to be United States 
District Judge for the Middle District of 
Florida. 

John Thune, Pete Ricketts, Markwayne 
Mullin, John Barrasso, Tim Sheehy, 
Ted Budd, Bill Hagerty, Bernie Moreno, 
John R. Curtis, Jon Husted, Jim Jus-
tice, Ashley B. Moody, Roger Marshall, 
Joni Ernst, Roger F. Wicker, Ron 
Johnson, John Boozman. 

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

The question is, Is it the sense of the 
Senate that debate on the nomination 
of Jordan Emery Pratt, of Florida, to 
be United States District Judge for the 
Middle District of Florida, shall be 
brought to a close? 

The yeas and nays are mandatory 
under the rule. 

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

ator is necessarily absent: the Senator 
from Missouri (Mr. HAWLEY). 

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

[Rollcall Vote No. 591 Leg.] 
YEAS—52 

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

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

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

NAYS—47 

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

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

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

NOT VOTING—1 

Hawley 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. On this 
vote, the yeas are 52, the nays are 47. 
The motion is agreed to. 

The motion was agreed to. 
f 

EXECUTIVE SESSION 

EXECUTIVE CALENDAR 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will report the nomination. 

The senior assistant legislative clerk 
reported the nomination of Jordan 
Emery Pratt, of Florida, to be United 

States District Judge for the Middle 
District of Florida. 

NOMINATION OF JORDAN EMERY PRATT 

Mr. DURBIN. Mr. President, today, 
the Senate will vote to confirm Jordan 
Pratt to the U.S. District Court for the 
Middle District of Florida. 

Judge Pratt has repeatedly dem-
onstrated his partisanship and extreme 
views over the course of his career. 
While working in the Florida Depart-
ment of Legal Affairs, he argued in 
support of restrictions on abortion 
rights and voting rights. 

He later worked for the first Trump 
administration and a far-right legal or-
ganization, First Liberty Institute. In 
his role at First Liberty, Judge Pratt 
belittled abortion rights, opposed 
transgender rights, and argued against 
firearms restrictions. During his ten-
ure with First Liberty, the organiza-
tion was a member of the advisory 
board of Project 2025. Judge Pratt par-
ticipated in meetings regarding Project 
2025 and provided research as part of 
that effort. 

My colleagues may claim that Judge 
Pratt did these things during his time 
as an advocate and that he understands 
the difference between the role of an 
advocate and the role of a judge. 

However, following his appointment 
to the State bench in 2023, Judge Pratt 
continued to act in a fashion more be-
fitting a political activist than an 
even-handed arbiter of the law. Earlier 
this year, he wrote an opinion in which 
he held that a Florida law allowing mi-
nors to seek abortions without paren-
tal consent was unconstitutional. In 
commenting on Judge Pratt’s opinion, 
one lawyer said that ‘‘[j]udicial over-
reach doesn’t even begin to describe 
it.’’ 

We do not need to wonder how this 
nominee will rule if he is confirmed to 
the Federal bench. We already know. 
Like other judicial nominees put forth 
by President Trump, Judge Pratt has 
strong ties to rightwing organizations. 
He is an active member of the Fed-
eralist Society, and he has stated his 
intention to remain affiliated with the 
Federalist Society if he is confirmed to 
the Federal bench. 

Judge Pratt’s record clearly reflects 
a level of partisan ideology and judicial 
activism that is inappropriate for 
someone nominated to a lifetime posi-
tion on the Federal bench. 

I will oppose Judge Pratt’s nomina-
tion, and I urge my colleagues to join 
me. 

f 

RECESS 

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

Thereupon, the Senate, at 1:05 p.m., 
recessed until 2:15 p.m. and reassem-
bled when called to order by the Pre-
siding Officer (Mrs. BRITT). 
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EXECUTIVE CALENDAR—Continued 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Michigan. 

UNANIMOUS CONSENT REQUEST—S. 2983 
Mr. PETERS. Madam President, on 

October 1, critical cyber security pro-
tections expired, and, as a result of 
that, our Nation is now more vulner-
able to cyber attacks than ever before. 
For nearly a decade, businesses and 
government Agencies have been able to 
rely on these authorities to share in-
formation about cyber attacks and 
help prevent them from becoming more 
widespread. 

That is why I introduced the bipar-
tisan Protecting America from Cyber 
Threats Act with Senator ROUNDS to 
restore these vital protections. A broad 
coalition of nearly 80 stakeholders, 
from healthcare and financial services 
to energy and utilities, to transpor-
tation and technology, support passing 
this legislation to ensure that they can 
continue voluntarily sharing informa-
tion about cyber security threats with 
the Federal Government. 

Here is what a few of them had to 
say. 

The Business Software Alliance said 
we need to pass this legislation quick-
ly, arguing that ‘‘further delays in re-
newing this program will only serve to 
entrench information-sharing silos be-
tween government and industry and 
needlessly set back United States’ over 
all cybersecurity posture.’’ 

The Connected Health Initiative said: 
The healthcare ecosystem is uniquely vul-

nerable to cyber incidents, and the damage 
caused by them particularly severe—so the 
reasonable liability protections the legisla-
tion would reauthorize are [absolutely] des-
perately needed to ensure patient security 
and privacy. 

The CEO of USTelecom said: 
The Protecting America from Cyber 

Threats Act reaffirms what has always made 
our nation’s cyber defenses strong: the trust-
ed partnership between industry and govern-
ment. By reauthorizing key information 
sharing protections, Congress ensures that 
private innovation and public stewardship 
continue to work hand in hand to safeguard 
our networks, protect our citizens, and rein-
force the shared resilience that defines 
Americans cybersecurity leadership. 

The American Bankers Association 
said: 

The information exchanges that this legis-
lation facilitates will significantly enhance 
the financial sector’s ability to respond to 
large-scale cyber incidents, strengthen our 
defenses, and safeguard customer data. Al-
lowing these protections to lapse chills 
threat sharing and impedes rapid response, 
leaving banks, customers, and the broader 
economy more vulnerable to adversaries. 

Even the U.S. Chamber of Commerce 
has weighed in and said: 

Lawmakers must quickly reauthorize 
these cyber information-sharing authorities 
to give businesses legal certainty and protec-
tion against frivolous lawsuits when volun-
tarily sharing and receiving threat data. 

The Alliance of Automotive Informa-
tion has said: 

This policy has worked. And as vehicles 
get more digital and more connected—and 

connect to other devices, vehicles, and infra-
structure—the cyberattack surface will 
[only] grow exponentially. We need this 
landmark law to stay on the books to secure 
the mobility ecosystem from current and fu-
ture cybersecurity threats. 

The National Association of Manu-
facturers said: 

Sharing information about cyber threats 
and risk mitigation measures is [absolutely] 
fundamental to manufacturers’ efforts to im-
prove their cybersecurity posture and pro-
tect themselves and their customers. 

Bottom line: These are just a few of 
the leaders across key industries who 
are calling for us to pass this legisla-
tion immediately—today. This is about 
protecting the systems that power our 
homes and connect our families and 
keep our economy running. It is about 
giving our cyber defenders the tools 
that they need to act fast and to act 
smart. 

Our adversaries are not going to stop 
their attacks. But without this law in 
place, many of our Nation’s companies 
and critical infrastructure will be in 
the dark as they try to defend them-
selves. 

I urge my colleagues to pass this leg-
islation today so we can protect our 
economy and our entire Nation from 
the threats of cyber attacks. 

As if in legislative session and not-
withstanding rule XXII, I ask unani-
mous consent that the Senate proceed 
to the immediate consideration of Cal-
endar No. 182, S. 2983; that the Peters 
substitute amendment, which is at the 
desk, be considered and agreed to; that 
the bill, as amended, 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 Kentucky. 
Mr. PAUL. I object. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objec-

tion is heard. 
VOTE ON PRATT NOMINATION 

Under the previous order, the ques-
tion is, Will the Senate advise and con-
sent to the Pratt nomination? 

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

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there a 
sufficient second? 

There appears to be a sufficient sec-
ond. 

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

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

ator is necessarily absent: the Senator 
from Iowa (Ms. ERNST). 

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

[Rollcall Vote No. 592 Ex.] 

YEAS—52 

Banks 
Barrasso 
Blackburn 
Boozman 
Britt 
Budd 
Capito 
Cassidy 
Collins 

Cornyn 
Cotton 
Cramer 
Crapo 
Cruz 
Curtis 
Daines 
Fischer 
Graham 

Grassley 
Hagerty 
Hawley 
Hoeven 
Husted 
Hyde-Smith 
Johnson 
Justice 
Kennedy 

Lankford 
Lee 
Lummis 
Marshall 
McConnell 
McCormick 
Moody 
Moran 
Moreno 

Mullin 
Murkowski 
Paul 
Ricketts 
Risch 
Rounds 
Schmitt 
Scott (FL) 
Scott (SC) 

Sheehy 
Sullivan 
Thune 
Tillis 
Tuberville 
Wicker 
Young 

NAYS—47 

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

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

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

NOT VOTING—1 

Ernst 

The nomination was confirmed. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. 

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

f 

CLOTURE MOTION 

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

The senior assistant legislative clerk 
read as follows: 

CLOTURE MOTION 

We, the undersigned Senators, in accord-
ance with the provisions of rule XXII of the 
Standing Rules of the Senate, do hereby 
move to bring to a close debate on the nomi-
nation of Executive Calendar No. 457, Ed-
mund G. LaCour, Jr., of Alabama, to be 
United States District Judge for the North-
ern District of Alabama. 

John Thune, Bernie Moreno, Katie Boyd 
Britt, Chuck Grassley, James 
Lankford, Pete Ricketts, Markwayne 
Mullin, Tim Sheehy, Jon A. Husted, 
Eric Schmitt, Jim Justice, James E. 
Risch, Tom Cotton, Steve Daines, Ted 
Budd, John R. Curtis, John Boozman. 

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

The question is, Is it the sense of the 
Senate that debate on the nomination 
of Edmund G. LaCour, Jr., of Alabama, 
to be United States District Judge for 
the Northern District of Alabama, 
shall be brought to a close? 

The yeas and nays are mandatory 
under the rule. 

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

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

Senator from California (Mr. PADILLA) 
is necessarily absent. 

The yeas and nays resulted—yeas 53, 
nays 46, as follows: 
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[Rollcall Vote No. 593 Ex.] 

YEAS—53 

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

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

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

NAYS—46 

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

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

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

NOT VOTING—1 

Padilla 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. On this 
vote, the yeas are 53, the nays are 46. 
The motion is agreed to. 

The motion was agreed to. 

f 

EXECUTIVE CALENDAR 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will report the nomination. 

The legislative clerk read the nomi-
nation of Edmund G. LaCour, Jr., of 
Alabama, to be United States District 
Judge for the Northern District of Ala-
bama. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Florida. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS 

Mr. SCOTT of Florida. Mr. President, 
I ask unanimous consent that, not-
withstanding rule XXII, all postcloture 
time be expired and the Senate vote on 
the confirmation of the LaCour nomi-
nation at a time to be determined by 
the majority leader, in consultation 
with the Democratic leader, no earlier 
than Wednesday, October 29; further, 
that if confirmed, the motion to recon-
sider be considered made and laid upon 
the table and the President be imme-
diately notified of the Senate’s action. 

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

f 

LEGISLATIVE SESSION 

TERMINATING THE NATIONAL 
EMERGENCY DECLARED TO IM-
POSE DUTIES ON ARTICLES IM-
PORTED FROM BRAZIL 

Mr. SCOTT of Florida. I ask the 
Chair to execute the order of October 7 
with respect to S.J. Res. 81. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under 
the previous order, the Senate will re-
sume legislative session, and the Com-
mittee on Finance is discharged of S.J. 
Res. 81, which the clerk will report. 

The legislative clerk read as follows: 
A joint resolution (S.J. Res. 81) termi-

nating the national emergency declared to 
impose duties on articles imported from 
Brazil. 

Thereupon, the committee was dis-
charged and the Senate proceeded to 
consideration of the joint resolution. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Florida. 

UNANIMOUS CONSENT REQUEST—S. 29 
Mr. SCOTT of Florida. Mr. President, 

I rise today to talk about my Sunshine 
Protection Act—a bipartisan, bi-
cameral bill that returns power to each 
State and its citizens and that will end 
the twice-yearly time change and 
make daylight saving time the na-
tional, year-round standard. 

I ask unanimous consent that the 
Senate proceed to the immediate con-
sideration of the Sunshine Protection 
Act, which is at the desk; further, that 
the bill be considered read a third time 
and passed and that the motion to re-
consider be considered made and laid 
upon the table. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there 
an objection? 

The Senator from Arkansas. 
Mr. COTTON. Mr. President, I do ob-

ject to the legislation, and I will out-
line my reasons a bit more later. But I 
defer to my good friends from Florida, 
Alabama, and Rhode Island to speak on 
behalf of that bill before I explain my 
opposition. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ob-
jection is heard. 

The Senator from Florida. 
Mr. SCOTT of Florida. First, I want 

to recognize the Senator from Rhode 
Island to speak about the bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Rhode Island. 

Mr. WHITEHOUSE. Mr. President, 
each November, we fall back into dark-
ness very literally. If we pass my Sun-
shine Protection Act and make day-
light saving time permanent, we would 
gain an hour of afternoon sunlight in 
the winter months for families to soak 
up after work and after school. 

This measure has been so bipartisan 
that it has previously passed this body 
by unanimous consent. 

Here is what President Trump said 
about it: 

The House and Senate should push hard for 
more Daylight at the end of a day. Very pop-
ular and, most importantly, no more chang-
ing of the clocks, a big inconvenience and, 
for our government, A VERY COSTLY 
EVENT!!! 

My cosponsor before Senator SCOTT 
came here was his predecessor from 
Florida, Senator Rubio, who is now our 
Secretary of State, who said that we 
should ‘‘stop enduring the ridiculous 
and antiquated practice of switching 
our clocks back and forth. Let’s . . . 
end the need to ‘fall back’ and ‘spring 
forward’ for good.’’ 

I don’t always agree with President 
Trump and with former-Senator, now- 
Secretary Rubio, but I sure do agree 
about this. 

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

ator from Florida. 
Mr. SCOTT of Florida. I would like to 

recognize my cosponsor from Alabama, 
Senator TUBERVILLE. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Alabama. 

Mr. TUBERVILLE. Mr. President, I 
come to the floor today to once again 
talk about the outdated practice of 
changing our clocks twice a year. 

This weekend, my constituents back 
home in Alabama and across America 
will be forced to change their clocks. 
As a result, it will be dark in Wash-
ington, DC, at 5 p.m. next week. In the 
5 years I have served here in the Sen-
ate, making daylight saving time per-
manent is the No. 1 issue that I hear 
about back home. 

I am proud to have joined my col-
league RICK SCOTT earlier this year in 
reintroducing the Sunshine Protection 
Act to make daylight saving time per-
manent on the Federal level. Unfortu-
nately, it hasn’t been brought to the 
floor for a vote. So here I am advo-
cating once again to make the out-
dated practice of changing our clock a 
thing of the past. 

For nearly 60 years, Americans have 
changed their clocks back and forth 
twice a year, but the roots of daylight 
saving time trace back much further. 
Daylight saving time was introduced 
during World War I and then reused 
again during World War II as a tem-
porary way to help conserve fuel and 
energy. Following the ends of both 
wars, the decision to spring forward 
and fall back was returned to indi-
vidual States. It wasn’t until 1966 that 
the system of changing our clocks 
twice a year that we use now was made 
permanent. 

Changing our clocks twice a year 
might have made sense in the 1960s, but 
it doesn’t make sense anymore. The 
twice-a-year time change doesn’t make 
sense today. 

We know the devastating impact the 
disruption from so-called standard 
time has on Americans’ health. Studies 
have suggested that disruption of sleep 
patterns due to time changes increases 
the risk of cardiovascular disease and 
physical injury. Northwestern Medi-
cine found that ‘‘fall back’’ and ‘‘spring 
forward’’ are connected to a 6-percent 
spike in fatal car accidents and a 24- 
percent higher risk of heart attacks. 
Think about that. Additionally, the 
long-term health effects linked to 
changing our clocks include weight 
gain, cluster headaches, and depres-
sion. You would think we would listen 
to all of that. 

The bottom line is that shifting our 
clocks disrupts sleep patterns, and it 
has been proven time and time again to 
be harmful to our health. 

Thanks to R.F.K., Jr.’s, great work 
at HHS, a lot of Americans are taking 
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their health more seriously by trying 
to eat healthier and to get more sleep. 
Switching the clock back and forth is 
the exact opposite of the Make Amer-
ica Healthy Again movement that 
R.F.K., Jr., has championed. It is bad 
for sleep, it is bad for nutrition, and it 
is bad for overall health. 

For that reason, I push back and try 
to get this on the floor sooner rather 
than later. 

I yield back to my colleague RICK 
SCOTT. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Florida. 

Mr. SCOTT of Florida. I want to 
thank Senators WHITEHOUSE and 
TUBERVILLE for their support. 

Our Sunshine Protection Act is a bi-
partisan, bicameral bill that will allow 
States to end the twice-yearly time 
change and make daylight saving time 
the national, year-round standard. 

In 2018, when I was Governor of Flor-
ida, I signed legislation that would 
allow the State of Florida to stop the 
practice of changing the clocks. I have 
been working to get this passed since I 
have been in the Senate so the people 
of Florida, not the Federal Govern-
ment, can make this choice for the 
families of Florida. 

Nearly two dozen other States have 
joined Florida in choosing to lock the 
clock, pending the Federal approval 
that will come by passing the Sunshine 
Protection Act, while still allowing 
other States to opt out if they wish. 

This bill is about States’ rights. It al-
lows the people of each State to choose 
what best fits their needs and the needs 
of their families. In Florida, that is 
permanent daylight saving time. I hear 
from Floridians on this constantly. I 
am sure many of you have heard from 
your constituents as well. The Amer-
ican people are sick and tired of chang-
ing their clocks twice a year. It is con-
fusing, unnecessary, and completely 
outdated. 

It is an understatement to say that 
our Nation has changed since the 
United States began changing the 
clocks over a century ago. 

For example, American households 
have electricity now. We also have self- 
driving cars, computers, and cell 
phones. Now, changing the clocks twice 
a year proves more of an annoyance to 
families than a benefit to them. The 
American people love having an extra 
hour of sunlight, especially in my 
State of Florida. That means more 
time to enjoy the outdoors and activi-
ties with families. 

Studies also show the potential for 
reduced cardiac issues, stroke, seasonal 
depression, reduced robberies, and ben-
efits to the agricultural and general 
economies with an extra hour of sun-
light. 

With President Trump committed to 
finally ‘‘lock the clock,’’ we can finally 
get this done for the American people. 
This bill is completely about individual 
States having the right to make their 
own decisions. I ask my colleagues to 
support the passage of the Sunshine 

Protection Act to make a common-
sense change that will simply benefit 
the lives of Americans and allow people 
of each State to choose what is best for 
themselves and their families. 

I yield to my colleague from Arkan-
sas. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Arkansas. 

Mr. COTTON. In January of 1974, bil-
lions of Americans traveled to work 
and school in darkness. Commuter 
trains were delayed, schoolchildren 
carried flash lights. Tragically, some of 
these kids were struck by cars and 
killed while walking to school in the 
dark. 

One woman from Long Island, speak-
ing to the New York Times, summed up 
the black mood of the Nation: ‘‘It’s the 
end,’’ she said. ‘‘I can’t cope any more 
. . . I’m just staying in bed.’’ 

What calamity had befallen our Na-
tion? Had Soviet Russia finally at-
tacked America? Had we suffered a na-
tionwide power outage? Were the heav-
ens conspiring to plunge our Nation 
into darkness? 

No. As it turns out, the answer was 
more mundane and foolish. A few 
months earlier, Congress, in its eternal 
wisdom, had imposed a top-down 
change on every Americans’ daily life, 
eliminating standard time and adopt-
ing daylight saving time year-round. 
Such a change to the Nation’s clocks 
had never happened before, except as 
an emergency rationing measure dur-
ing wartime. 

While briefly popular, it proved deep-
ly unpopular when reality set in. Ac-
cording to opinion polls, support for 
permanent daylight saving time fell by 
30 percentage points in just 3 months. 
Only a few weeks after it was imple-
mented, it was underwater. Congress 
beat a hasty retreat, repealing the law 
and changing the clocks back in Octo-
ber. What was supposed to be a 2-year 
experiment ended in abject failure 
after less than 1 year. 

It is said that those who don’t learn 
from history are doomed to repeat it. 
That is what would happen if Congress 
passes the so-called Sunshine Protec-
tion Act, once again ending standard 
time and imposing daylight saving 
time year-round. 

If permanent, daylight saving time 
becomes the law of the land. It will 
again make winter a dark and dismal 
time for millions of Americans. By 
moving the clock back an hour in win-
ter, permanent daylight saving time 
would push winter sunrises to an ab-
surdly late hour, depriving Americans 
of morning sunshine that is essential 
for our safety and well-being. 

For many Arkansans, permanent 
daylight saving time would mean the 
Sun wouldn’t rise until after 8 o’clock 
or even 8:30 a.m. during the dead of 
winter. Three months out of the year, 
kids in towns like Bentonville, Fay-
etteville, and Fort Smith would start 
school ahead of the Sun. 

Americans in northern States and on 
the western side of time zones would be 

even worse off. For instance, the Sun 
wouldn’t rise until nearly 9 o’clock 
during winter in Seattle. In Grand Rap-
ids, the Sun would rise as late as 9:15 
a.m., and in Williston, ND, they would 
not see the Sun until almost 9:45 a.m. 

The darkness of permanent daylight 
saving time would be especially harm-
ful for schoolchildren and working 
Americans. As we saw in 1974, kids 
would either walk to school in the 
pitch black or schools would have to 
push back start times. The choice 
would be between danger on the one 
hand and disruption on the other. 

Meanwhile, construction workers, 
farmers, and others who rise before the 
Sun or who need the Sun to work 
would be penalized. These workers 
might go 3, 4 or even 5 hours in morn-
ing without seeing the Sun, which 
would hurt their quality of life and, po-
tentially, their safety in the work-
place. 

Then, of course, there are the health 
consequences of permanent daylight 
saving time. The Senators from Ala-
bama and Florida correctly indicated 
that clock changes can be bad for 
health. But the best evidence suggests 
that the natural rhythms of our inter-
nal body clocks align more closely 
with standard time than daylight sav-
ing time. A shift to permanent day-
light saving time would make it harder 
to go to sleep at night and harder to 
wake up in the morning. 

Some of the Nation’s top medical as-
sociations, including the American 
Academy of Sleep Medicine, the Amer-
ican Medical Association, the Amer-
ican Academy of Neurology, and the 
American College of Chest Physicians 
have called for daylight saving time to 
be abolished, not extended. As one 
sleep scientist put it, of all the options 
available to us, ‘‘permanent [daylight 
saving time] is the worst solution.’’ 

Of course, the advocates for perma-
nent daylight saving time try to put, 
well, a sunny face on this bill. Back in 
2022, the Senator from Massachusetts 
argued that it would be mean ‘‘more 
daylight hours’’ and ‘‘more smiles.’’ 

By the way, since the Senator from 
Rhode Island mentioned it, let me say 
a word about what happened in 2022. We 
heard from him that the Senate 
‘‘unanimously passed’’ this bill. It is 
true, as far as it goes, but the story is 
a little more complicated than that. To 
let you in on how things operate, when 
Senators want to seek unanimous con-
sent to pass a bill without a recorded 
vote, as my friends are doing today, an 
email goes out to all other Senate of-
fices asking if a Senator objects. I 
didn’t personally object in 2022 for two 
reasons. First, I hadn’t adequately 
communicated to the staff the depth of 
my opposition to this bill. Second, be-
cause of a miscommunication, I ex-
pected another Senator who also op-
posed the bill to object. I take full re-
sponsibility for this mistake—though 
the search for someone else to blame is 
actively ongoing. A chief suspect, as 
usual, may be the Republican floor 
Secretary. 
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In any case, it is only a mistake if 

you don’t have time to fix it. Fortu-
nately, I fixed it later that year with 
like-minded friends in the House. 

Despite that setback, the proponents 
of permanent daylight saving time re-
fused to, if you will, let the Sun set on 
this bill. They allege, as we heard, that 
the change would stimulate the econ-
omy and even save the environment by 
reducing energy use. On the contrary, 
permanent daylight saving time would 
have negligible effects on energy use, 
as indicated by most studies and plain 
common sense. Any reduction in elec-
tricity use in the afternoon will be 
counterbalanced, of course, by in-
creased uses in the morning. It is, 
largely, six in one hand and half a 
dozen in the other. 

As to the supposed economic bene-
fits, no doubt that a handful of indus-
tries would gain from the bill. That is 
why they lobbied so hard for it over the 
years. This bill would benefit, for ex-
ample, outdoor entertainment venues, 
seaside resorts, and bars. My good 
friends from Alabama and Florida 
sponsor this legislation, and they are 
representing their States well by doing 
so. An extra hour in the winter for the 
resorts in South Florida, the beautiful 
golf courses in southern Alabama and 
across the State of Florida, or deep-sea 
fishing in the Gulf of America or the 
Atlantic would be welcome by many of 
the residents of those communities. 

As for my friends in Massachusetts 
and Rhode Island, have you ever spent 
a winter in Boston or Providence? The 
Sun disappears there barely after 4 
p.m. Little wonder they have joined 
the effort. These Senators represent 
States that overwhelmingly benefit 
from year-round daylight saving time 
because of their latitude and longitude. 
I understand, and I respect their posi-
tions. 

But as is often the case, these highly 
concentrated benefits for a few indus-
tries and a few regions are offset by 
widely distributed costs across many 
more industries throughout the entire 
country, that is to say nothing of 
moms sending their kids to school in 
the dark of night. 

So why should we repeat history? It 
is probably because we have forgotten 
it. Most people don’t remember the 
permanent daylight saving time deba-
cle of 1974. Just about everyone hates 
to ‘‘spring forward and fall back,’’ as 
the saying goes. I don’t like the bian-
nual clock changes any more than the 
rest of you do. But unless we are will-
ing to adopt permanent standard time 
and sacrifice the extra hour of evening 
light in the spring and summer for Lit-
tle League ball games and summer va-
cations across the country, there is 
just not much to be done, which is, 
when you think about it, a fundamen-
tally conservative outlook. 

Not every human problem has a leg-
islative solution. Sometimes we have 
to live with an uneasy compromise be-
tween competing priorities and inter-
ests. That is doubly true when consid-

ering how the movement of the stars 
and the planets affects the lives of 350 
million souls spread across our vast 
continental Nation. 

It brings to mind the story of King 
Cnut, who wanted to teach sycophants 
a lesson about the limits of mankind’s 
power. He famously set his throne on 
the seashore and forbade the tide from 
coming in. Of course, the tide, nonethe-
less, came in and, as one historian re-
counted, ‘‘disrespectfully drenched the 
King’s feet and shins.’’ 

The moral of the story, the King re-
minded his fawning court, is that ‘‘the 
power of kings is empty and worthless, 
and there is no king worthy of name 
save Him by whose will heaven, earth, 
and sea obey eternal laws.’’ 

Good King Cnut’s wise words are as 
true now as they were then. No earthy 
ruler—not even this Congress—can 
alter the movements of the heavens, 
not today, not 1974, not ever. 

Therefore, I oppose the Sunshine Pro-
tection Act and will always oppose any 
effort to adopt daylight saving time 
year-round. 

I yield the floor. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 

Democratic whip. 
OPERATION MIDWAY BLITZ 

Mr. DURBIN. Mr. President, for the 
last 2 months, the people of Illinois 
have been living under President 
Trump’s so-called Operation Midway 
Blitz. I have watched it up close. I have 
seen its victims, and I have seen its 
methods. I want to tell you that this 
Operation Midway Blitz is trampling 
over Illinois residents’ constitutional 
rights and civil liberties. This reckless 
campaign is not aimed at public safety; 
it is a calculated show of political the-
ater and force that is designed to 
spread fear and terror in our commu-
nities. 

Every weekend since this operation 
began, I have returned to Chicago to 
visit these communities and to meet 
with members and leaders who have 
been targeted by Donald Trump with 
Federal, militarized agents. I have re-
ported back on what I have seen and 
heard on this floor for weeks now. 

What I see time and time again are 
good people whose only desire is to 
raise their children, go to work, and 
contribute to their communities. These 
same people are now afraid to leave 
their homes, to walk to school, to 
church, to the grocery store, or to a 
restaurant out of fear of being caught 
in one of these cruel raids. 

The President insists his immigrant 
enforcement operations focus on the 
worst of the worst. Oh, you have heard 
him over and over again. At his rallies, 
he would give the speeches, and he 
would rail about the rapists, the mur-
derers, the terrorists, the criminally 
insane: These immigrants, we have got 
to stop them. 

Well, I can tell you this: More than 70 
percent of the people who have been de-
tained have no criminal records what-
soever. They are American citizens— 
some—and they are workers and par-

ents with clean records. They are 
peaceful protesters and community 
members who are carrying whistles. 
They are even children. 

Federal agents have been sweeping 
up anyone they encounter, including 
bystanders who pause to record their 
activities. Then they scramble later to 
justify the detentions. 

When you ask what happens to an in-
dividual who disappears from one of 
these scenes, you wait—sometimes for 
hours, sometimes for days—to find out 
where they have been taken. These ac-
tions violate due process—full stop. A 
democracy cannot survive with a law 
enforcement strategy of ‘‘arrest now 
and ask questions later.’’ 

The reach of these actions is only 
growing more brazen. Federal agents 
have confronted people outside of 
childcare centers and schools. Some 
Head Start Programs have moved on-
line to protect families. Children have 
been zip-tied and yanked away from 
their families. In many cases, peaceful 
protesters have been met with tear gas. 
At Funston Elementary School near 
Logan Square, an entire playground 
had to be evacuated. Residents who 
locked arms to protect their neighbors 
were gassed in their own streets. 

U.S. district court judge Sara Ellis 
issued a temporary restraining order 
earlier this month that prohibits 
agents from using tear gas indiscrimi-
nately on peaceful protesters, journal-
ists, or anyone else not posing an im-
mediate threat to law enforcement. 

The orders of the court for these peo-
ple—for these law enforcement agents 
sent in by President Trump—to wear 
video cameras, like so many police do 
every day, routinely, have been largely 
ignored. It is time for this court order 
to be enforced. 

Just this weekend, chemical can-
isters were thrown into a crowd of resi-
dents who had gathered in the Old Ir-
ving Park neighborhood of Chicago. 
For what reason? Was it a terrorist 
meeting? No. It was a children’s Hal-
loween block party, and they threw in 
tear gas canisters. 

Concerned onlookers and their chil-
dren watched as Border Patrol agents 
tackled a landscaper to the ground and 
arrested him on a resident’s front lawn. 
Agents then deployed multiple tear gas 
canisters at the neighbors without 
warning and even arrested one 
unsuspecting resident in his late six-
ties who had just returned from a 
morning run. The video footage shows 
the agents’ recklessness, their seem-
ingly disregard for the court order, and 
their ongoing violations of due process. 

It is hard to describe what is hap-
pening here, but I don’t have to; it is 
all captured on videotape. 

Our Armed Forces are banned from 
using tear gas on the battlefield, but 
ICE and the CBP have no problem 
using it on Main Street in Chicago, IL. 
Recent footage even shows Gregory 
Bovino, the Border Patrol commander- 
at-large, who has been tasked with 
leading Operation Midway Blitz, de-
ploying a tear gas canister on a crowd 
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of peaceful protesters in Little Village 
with no advance warning—despite a 
court order, with no advance warning. 

DHS was quick to publish statements 
on social media regarding the incident. 
They stated that a ‘‘mob of rioters’’ 
provoked the attack, but the video 
shows that was a lie. 

Judge Ellis called Mr. Bovino to 
court this morning to answer for the 
Federal agents’ continued indiscrimi-
nate use of tear gas in the streets of 
Chicago, pepper spray, and other exces-
sive force. She opened the hearing by 
reading her previous order out loud. 
Given recent events, she wondered 
whether her order wasn’t clear. Immi-
gration agents didn’t bother to read it, 
or if they read it and understood it, 
they decided to ignore it and challenge 
the authority of the court. 

Judge Ellis said: 
[K]ids dressed in Halloween costumes, 

walking to a parade, do not illicit an imme-
diate threat to the safety of a law enforce-
ment officer. They just don’t. 

At the hearing, she instructed Bovino 
to appear before the court to provide 
daily reports moving forward. Bovino 
also agreed to undergo training for 
body cameras and begin wearing one as 
soon as Friday. 

In light of these alarming abuses, I 
am working to fulfill my role under the 
Constitution as a Member of Congress 
with the authority to conduct over-
sight of the executive branch. The 
Trump administration claims to be the 
most transparent in American history, 
but when Senator DUCKWORTH and I re-
cently arrived at the Broadview ICE 
processing center to provide oversight, 
we were barred from viewing it. 

If this were truly a lawful operation 
targeted on public safety threats—the 
rapists, the murderers, the terrorists, 
and the criminally insane—they 
wouldn’t stop us from seeing who was 
being held. DHS would welcome the 
oversight. Instead, they hide. What do 
they not want us, the American people, 
to see? 

The Trump administration has 
turned Federal Agencies into tools of 
political intimidation. They have tar-
geted cities and States run by Demo-
crats who didn’t vote for the President 
in the last election. 

Operation Midway Blitz is a desecra-
tion of all the basic liberties guaran-
teed by the Constitution. But 
Chicagoans and Illinoisans are not 
backing down. We have survived a 
flood; we have survived a fire; we have 
survived disco night in Comiskey Park, 
and we will survive this as well. They 
are linking arms and demanding ac-
countability, and they are refusing to 
be silent in the face of intimidation 
and injustice. I am going to continue 
to be part of that effort. 

There is a guarantee under this Con-
stitution of freedom of speech. As long 
as we are engaged in nonviolent activ-
ity, that Constitution protects us. The 
people of Chicago and Illinois deserve 
so much better. They deserve a Federal 
Government that honors one of its 

highest duties, the duties to defend the 
rights and freedoms of all people. 

I will continue to do everything I can 
to try and ensure our government once 
again lives up to their promise, and I 
hope my colleagues will join me. 

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

ator from Massachusetts. 
UNANIMOUS CONSENT REQUEST—S. RES. 466 
Ms. WARREN. Mr. President, Amer-

ican families are struggling to pay for 
groceries and rent. Federal workers are 
missing paychecks. Americans across 
the country are watching as their 
health insurance premiums skyrocket. 

But what is President Donald Trump 
focused on? He has pardoned a con-
victed crypto billionaire who helped 
the Trump family get even richer. 

Changpeng Zhao, known as CZ, 
founded Binance—a giant crypto ex-
change that became a home for terror-
ists, child abusers, and other criminals. 
Both Republican and Democratic pol-
icymakers have been ringing the alarm 
on Binance for years. Two years ago, 
several of my Republican colleagues 
warned that this crypto platform was 
facilitating ‘‘significant illicit finance 
activity’’ and that it could ‘‘be pro-
viding material support to entities en-
gaged in terrorism under Federal law, 
or being willfully blind to the fact that 
it may be doing so.’’ Another one of my 
Republican colleagues warned that CZ 
was misleading the public about 
Binance’s operations in China. 

Republicans and Democrats were 
right to be worried. Binance facilitated 
financing for terrorist organizations 
like ISIS, Hamas, and al-Qaida. It 
opened the spigot for Iran. Binance 
made it easier to finance child sexual 
abuse. One Binance employee even 
wrote that they needed a banner that 
said: 

[I]s washing drug money too hard these 
days? Come to Binance, we got cake for you. 

Binance put its profits ahead of fol-
lowing the law and ahead of America’s 
national security. This was criminal 
activity. Binance pleaded guilty to 
multiple criminal charges and was re-
quired to pay a penalty of more than $4 
billion. CZ pleaded guilty to criminal 
charges and went to prison for willfully 
failing to maintain an effective anti- 
money laundering program that could 
have prevented financing these ter-
rorist and drug traffickers. 

Oh, but CZ got a lucky break. A 
month after he was released from pris-
on, Donald Trump was elected Presi-
dent, and CZ had bet on the right 
horse. Remember, CZ is still the big-
gest shareholder in Binance, and right 
before the election, Binance reportedly 
offered to strike a crypto business deal 
with the Trump family. When Trump 
launched his own crypto venture, 
Binance allegedly wrote the code. And 
now, all of this is paying off big time 
for CZ, Binance, and the Trump family. 

In May, a United Arab Emirates in-
vestment firm used the Trump family’s 
stablecoin to buy a $2 billion stake in 
Binance, and President Trump and his 

family will make millions of dollars in 
fees and interest off just that one deal. 
In the middle of all of this, CZ applies 
for a pardon. And last Friday, Donald 
Trump gave it to him. 

When asked about his pardon of CZ, 
the President said that ‘‘a lot of people 
say he wasn’t guilty of anything.’’ But 
one of my Republican colleagues right-
ly said: 

He was convicted. He’s not innocent. 

Once again, President Trump has 
shown the American people that he is 
willing to turn a blind eye to money 
flowing to terrorists and child abusers 
so long as it lines his own pockets. Par-
doning convicted crypto billionaires 
sends a message: If you have money 
and the right connections, you don’t 
have to follow the law. You get a spe-
cial deal after you have broken the 
law. 

Congress needs to stop this kind of 
corruption. Today, we can send a mes-
sage, a message that President 
Trump’s pardon is wrong. We also have 
an opportunity to head off more cor-
ruption as Congress considers crypto 
market structure legislation. If Senate 
Republicans don’t let us fix this, then 
the Senate Republicans own this cor-
ruption and lawlessness. 

I yield the floor to my colleague. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-

ator from California. 
Mr. SCHIFF. Mr. President, I rise 

today in support of Senator WARREN’s 
resolution condemning President 
Trump’s decision to pardon Changpeng 
Zhao. 

Last week, President Trump once 
again put his wealthy allies, family 
members, and business partners ahead 
of the public trust when he granted a 
pardon to the founder of Binance. 

In 2023, Mr. Zhao was sentenced to 
prison after his company pleaded 
guilty to serious crimes, including fail-
ing to prevent money laundering and 
letting billions of dollars flow through 
Binance to sanctioned regimes and 
criminals, to facilitate child sex abuse, 
drug trafficking, and terrorism. 

At the time, the Treasury Depart-
ment estimated that Binance had al-
lowed over 11⁄2 million currency trades 
that violated American sanctions, in-
cluding hundreds of millions of dollars 
that shirked sanctions against Iran, 
against Syria, against Cuba, and 
against Russia. For these crimes, 
Binance paid one of the largest fines in 
U.S. history: $4.3 billion in fines. Yet, 
after serving only a fraction of his sen-
tence, President Trump stepped in to 
grant Zhao a pardon and wiped his 
slate clean. 

Why? Why do such a thing? Because 
Mr. Zhao is part of a wide web of finan-
cial interests tied to the President and 
his allies—that is why—including a 
crypto venture that poured billions 
into Binance. 

The President’s pardon came after a 
stablecoin from World Liberty Finan-
cial—the Trump family crypto ven-
ture—was used to purchase a $2 billion 
stake in Binance, marking the most 
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significant use to date of that Trump 
Binance stablecoin and once again in-
creasing the value of the Trump family 
holdings. 

That is not the use of a pardon to 
correct an injustice; that is the use of 
a pardon to commit an injustice. That 
is corruption of the most blatant kind, 
and it is illustrative of the same mes-
sage Donald Trump continues to send 
donors and friends: If you have got 
enough money or the right political 
connections, the law simply doesn’t 
apply to you. 

The President isn’t using the power 
of his office to ensure hungry families 
have access to food next month. He is 
not using the power of his office to 
make sure that Americans can afford 
to pay for their healthcare. He is using 
the power of his office to pardon a con-
victed billionaire and one who just hap-
pens to be doing business with the 
Trump family crypto platform, World 
Liberty Financial. 

We have seen this story before. And 
this is just the latest example of the 
President’s use, abuse of the pardon 
power as a means of rewarding wealthy 
donors, family members, allies, and 
benefiting himself personally. 

We saw it when Trump pardoned cor-
porate executives convicted of bribery 
and campaign finance crimes as a 
thank-you for donating millions to his 
campaign. We saw it in his first term 
when he pardoned operatives like 
Roger Stone, Paul Manafort, and Steve 
Bannon who helped him or his allies 
evade accountability. And we saw it 
when he issued sweeping ‘‘uncondi-
tional’’ pardons for 1,500 individuals in-
volved in the January 6 attack on this 
Capitol, including many who were con-
victed of violent crimes, violent acts, 
against law enforcement. 

In fact, the President even stacked 
the offices tasked with reviewing par-
don applications with his allies, in-
stalling Ed Martin as pardon attorney 
at the Justice Department after his 
failed nomination to be U.S. attorney 
for DC. 

In case after case after case, the mes-
sage has been clear: Loyalty to Donald 
Trump is more important than the rule 
of law; it is more important than any-
thing in the public interest. 

This is not what the Framers in-
tended when they gave the President 
the authority to grant clemency. And 
they certainly never envisioned it as a 
‘‘get out of jail free’’ card for political 
allies, campaign donors, and business 
partners. 

But this administration has turned 
the pardon power into a tool for cor-
ruption and self-dealing, which is why 
Senator WARREN and I have introduced 
this resolution to shine a light on the 
rampant corruption of this administra-
tion and to hold those responsible ac-
countable. 

I urge my colleagues to join us in 
sending a clear, bipartisan message 
that the U.S. Government should act in 
the public interest, not the financial 
interest of the President, and that the 
pardon power must not be for sale. 

With that, Mr. President, I ask unan-
imous consent that the Committee on 
the Judiciary be discharged from fur-
ther consideration and the Senate now 
proceed to S. Res. 466; further, 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 with no intervening action or de-
bate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there 
objection? 

The Senator from Wyoming. 
Ms. LUMMIS. Mr. President, reserv-

ing the right to object, article II, sec-
tion 2, clause 1 of the U.S. Constitution 
gives the President complete discretion 
to issue executive clemency. In Ex 
parte Garland in 1866, the Supreme 
Court even said that the President has 
‘‘unlimited powers in respect to par-
dons, extending to every offense under 
the law.’’ 

Congress must be mindful of its prop-
er role as part of our constitutional 
separation of powers. For those con-
stitutional reasons alone, I cannot sup-
port this resolution. 

With respect to Binance in particular 
and the individual who was the subject 
of this pardon specifically, I continue 
to have concerns with their past activ-
ity that may have facilitated illicit fi-
nance. In October 2023, House Financial 
Services Committee Chairman FRENCH 
HILL and I wrote a letter to the Depart-
ment of Justice urging that prosecu-
tors take a close look at whether 
Binance was willfully blind to bad ac-
tors using their digital asset exchange 
for illicit purposes and whether 
Binance may have facilitated fund-
raising relating to the October 7 at-
tacks on Israel. I continue to stand by 
my letter today. 

This is why I am working day and 
night on bipartisan digital asset mar-
ket structure legislation which will en-
sure that commonsense illicit finance 
rules apply to digital asset exchanges 
and that bad actors that use digital as-
sets are rooted out. 

There is a renewed sense of optimism 
and energy around market structure 
talks today, and I am hopeful that we 
will have legislation on the Senate 
floor before the end of this year. 

I want to make one final note, the 
hypocrisy that is patently obvious 
here. Where was the outrage from my 
colleagues when President Biden bra-
zenly pardoned his own son for crimes 
he absolutely committed? And don’t 
forget, President Biden repeatedly told 
the American people before an election 
that he would not use his constitu-
tional pardon power to pardon his son. 

That hypocrisy is staggering. The 
American people delivered a decisive 
mandate for President Trump, and that 
includes his constitutional authority 
to issue pardons. Democrats need to ac-
cept the election results and stop their 
partisan theatrics every time this 
President exercises his legitimate pow-
ers. 

For these reasons, Mr. President, I 
object. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ob-
jection is heard. 

The Senator from Massachusetts. 
Ms. WARREN. Mr. President, I am 

noticing that the Senator, rightly, 
points out that the President has the 
power to pardon. There is nothing in 
our proposed resolution that tries to 
take that away from the President. We 
understand that. 

But we do think it is time for Con-
gress to use its voice for this U.S. Sen-
ate to stand up and say: Pardoning a 
convicted criminal who has facilitated 
child trafficking, who has facilitated 
drug trafficking, who has facilitated 
terrorism around the world is a really 
bad idea. 

That is what this resolution is all 
about. So I understand that the Sen-
ator has concerns, but those concerns 
could be registered by the Republicans 
by simply signing on to a resolution 
that says we do not believe it is right 
to pardon someone under these cir-
cumstances. 

I am glad to hear that the Senator is 
working on a market structure bill 
that will presumably avert this kind of 
problem and deal with the corruption 
of the Trump family as it relates to 
cryptocurrency. So I look forward to 
seeing that and just can’t wait to see 
what the provisions are that stop Don-
ald Trump from this kind of self-deal-
ing and from what appears to be brib-
ery right out in the open for the entire 
world to see. 

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

ator from California. 
Mr. SCHIFF. Mr. President, I just 

want to join in raising a few points in 
response to our colleague. First, the 
pardon power is not absolute. If the 
pardon power were absolute, a Presi-
dent could order vast branches of the 
U.S. Government to break an infinite 
number of laws and then simply pardon 
all of the offenders. 

The Constitution is not interpreted 
as a matter of constitutional law so as 
to negate all other sections of the Con-
stitution. If it were absolute, it would 
negate all other sections of the Con-
stitution. It is not absolute. 

But we are not contesting whether 
the President has the power to grant 
this particular pardon. What we are 
contesting is the morality of doing it. 
What we are contesting is whether we 
should sit blindly while the pardon is 
used in such a corrupt fashion toward 
friends and allies and to enrich the 
President’s family. 

The fact that he may have the power 
to do it doesn’t make it right to do and 
the fact that he may have the power to 
do it doesn’t prevent us from con-
demning it. 

And by the way, vis-a-vis President 
Biden, I did condemn the use of his par-
don, but that certainly does not justify 
the use of the pardon here. 

It simply cannot be, should not be 
the case that a President gives a par-
don to a convicted criminal who has 
helped launder money to avoid sanc-
tions on our adversaries and that we 
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simply shrug and say: He has the power 
to do it, and we shall not condemn it. 

We should condemn it. And the ab-
sence of condemnation, I think, will 
only be an encouragement for the 
President to continue abusing the par-
don power. 

Mr. President, I urge support for the 
resolution, and I thank the Senator 
from Massachusetts for offering it. 

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

ator from Wyoming. 
Ms. LUMMIS. Mr. President, I renew 

my objection as someone who was spied 
on by the Biden Justice Department— 
one of eight Senators to be spied on— 
in violation of the separation of pow-
ers. 

I respect the separation of powers. 
And in this case, the separation of pow-
ers protects the President of the 
United States’ pardon power. We need 
to protect it as well. 

For those reasons, I further object. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-

ator from Virginia. 
Mr. KAINE. Mr. President, I ask per-

mission to display on my colleague’s 
desk my office supply of ground coffee. 

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

TARIFFS 
Mr. KAINE. Mr. President, I rise to 

speak about a vote that we will cast in 
a few hours with respect to President 
Trump’s imposition of a 50-percent tar-
iff on all goods coming from Brazil. 

President Trump’s tariff regime— 
global tariffs, Brazilian tariffs, Cana-
dian tariffs, tariff deals announced 
then paused, tariff deals negotiated, ex-
ceptions granted and, in some cases, 
not granted—has created huge chaos in 
the national economy. 

Three universities looked at the Vir-
ginia economy in the last month, and a 
summary of those three universities’ 
reports was published in a Virginia 
publication last week titled ‘‘Virginia’s 
GDP Growth Drops 6.2% to 1.7%.’’ 

And the analysis of this precipitous 
decline—a 75-percent decline, nearly— 
in the Virginia GDP in the first year of 
Donald Trump’s Presidency cited a 
number of factors: mass layoffs of Fed-
eral employees and contractors, 
cancelation of highly valued economic 
development projects, clawback of re-
search funding and other pro-
grammatic funding. 

But, importantly, a key component 
affecting the Virginia economy and the 
national economy right now is the 
President’s chaotic tariff regime. 

Tariffs are attacks on American con-
sumers; tariffs are attacks on Amer-
ican businesses; and they are attacks 
that are imposed by a single person: 
Donald J. Trump. 

In Virginia, we are seeing it nation-
ally. We are seeing the effects of the 
Trump economy, and it is well-summa-
rized in the reports I referenced: fewer 
jobs, jobs declining; higher prices, 
whether it is food, building supplies, 
energy, healthcare higher prices; and 
slower growth. 

I want to talk about one aspect of 
this economic malpractice, the imposi-
tion of tariffs, and, in particular, the 
imposition of tariffs on Brazil. 

The President has imposed a tariff on 
Brazil of 50 percent on all the products 
that the United States imports from 
Brazil. I want to get to Brazil and the 
tariffs and the effect it is having on 
American consumers in a minute, but 
first, what is the power that the Presi-
dent cites enabling him to put such a 
sizable tariff on Brazilian products? 

What he cites is a statute called 
IEEPA dealing with international eco-
nomic emergencies. And that is a stat-
ute that was passed by Congress, signed 
into law decades ago, allowing the 
President, under some circumstances, 
to take actions following the declara-
tion of an international emergency. 

What is an international emergency? 
The IEEPA statute 50 U.S.C. section 

1701 says that the emergency that a 
President must declare is ‘‘any unusual 
and extraordinary threat, which has its 
source in whole or substantial part 
outside the United States’’—the threat 
being to the ‘‘national security foreign 
policy or economy of the United 
States, if the President declares a na-
tional emergency with respect to such 
threat.’’ 

So the 50-percent tariff on all prod-
ucts from Brazil is justified by Presi-
dent Trump declaring that Brazil rep-
resents a national security threat. 

The 50-percent tariff was imposed in 
two actions: The President imposed 
global tariffs on most nations in the 
world in April and imposed a 10-percent 
tariff on Brazil in that action, but then 
added an additional 40 percent in a rul-
ing from the White House at the end of 
July, combining to be a 50-percent tar-
iff. 

Now, Mr. President, you have fol-
lowed President Trump’s logic on tar-
iffs. The global tariffs that were im-
posed were imposed because he claims 
other nations are ripping America off 
in trade—other nations are ripping 
America off in trade. 

They are selling us more of their 
stuff and not buying enough of our 
stuff, and the President says that is a 
rip-off. 

I disagree with him on whether or 
not that is a rip-off, but you would 
have a hard time making a case that 
Brazil is ripping off the United States 
in trade. We have a trade surplus with 
Brazil. Many of the other nations that 
the President has imposed tariffs on, 
there is a trade deficit as measured by 
goods. The President usually doesn’t 
look at the deficit in goods and serv-
ices. If you look at both, the picture 
actually looks much better for the 
United States. 

But Brazil, we have a trade surplus 
with Brazil of nearly $7 billion in goods 
and nearly $23 billion in services annu-
ally. Last year, the trade surplus we 
had with Brazil was $30 billion. They 
buy 30 billion more of our stuff than we 
buy of their stuff. 

So that makes Brazil a very un-
usual—a very unusual—subject or tar-

get of a tariff regime designed to stop 
other nations from ripping us off. 

So if that is not the emergency—if 
we are in trade surplus with Brazil, if 
that is not the emergency—why is the 
President declaring that there is an 
emergency with Brazil that warrants 
taxing American consumers by raising 
the price of any goods brought in from 
Brazil by 50 percent? 

This has got to be the most unusual 
use of IEEPA in American history. It is 
the most extreme and illogical declara-
tion of an emergency in American his-
tory, and that is saying a lot because 
President Trump declared an energy 
emergency on day one of his tenure, 
even though America was producing 
more energy than at any time in the 
history of the United States. Oil, gas, 
wind, solar, battery storage, we are the 
leaders in the world in energy produc-
tion, but President Trump declared an 
energy emergency so he could get an E- 
ZPass lane around environmental regu-
lations to oil, gas, and coal projects. 

So I thought that emergency declara-
tion was pretty extreme, but I have a 
more extreme one: President Trump is 
unhappy that Brazil is prosecuting a 
friend of his. 

The former President of Brazil, on 
his way out the door, inspired a lot of 
people to try to protest and even over-
turn the peaceful transfer of power 
when he lost an election. So Brazil is 
prosecuting him under Brazilian laws. 
When the President heard that former 
President Bolsonaro was being pros-
ecuted, he threatened 50-percent tariffs 
if you don’t stop the Bolsonaro ‘‘witch 
hunt’’ trial. 

How is that trial an emergency for 
the United States? How is that trial a 
threat to American national security 
or our economy? 

The President is mad that a friend of 
his is being prosecuted. How is that an 
emergency? 

We went on. As the trial got under-
way in the middle of July, FOX News: 
‘‘Trump calls for immediate end to ‘un-
just’ trial of former Brazilian President 
Jair Bolsonaro.’’ 

‘‘Unjust trial.’’ 
I don’t think President Trump is a 

lawyer, and I know he is not a Bra-
zilian lawyer. I doubt he has an exper-
tise in Brazilian law. By what right 
would he call that trial unjust? By 
what right would he claim that the 
trial of this President for trying to in-
spire the overturn of power—by what 
right would he claim that that is an 
emergency for the United States? 

President Trump wasn’t done. By 
making these demands and threatening 
tariffs, he had his administration take 
another step—highly unusual: ‘‘US 
sanctions Brazilian judge for pros-
ecuting Trump ally Bolsonaro’’ until 
the end of July. 

I am threatening tariffs; I am claim-
ing that the prosecution is unjust. The 
United States even used sanctions 
power that Donald Trump has the uni-
lateral ability to use to sanction the 
judge presiding over the case. 
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Go back to the definition that I read 

you earlier. 
How is a prosecution of a potential 

Brazilian lawbreaker an ‘‘unusual [or] 
extraordinary threat . . . to the na-
tional security, foreign policy, or econ-
omy of the United States’’? 

I would assert, if we allow President 
Trump to declare this prosecution an 
emergency, we will have given any 
President a completely blank check to 
invent an emergency and do whatever 
they want and bypass Congress for 
doing so. 

This is not an emergency, and that is 
why I have filed, with other Senators, 
a resolution to terminate President 
Trump’s emergency. 

But this isn’t just about a misuse of 
Executive power. It has real-life con-
sequences. Let me just bring up one 
that, I have to admit, I am really bi-
ased about, which is coffee. 

Like a lot of people in this Chamber, 
I drink too much coffee. Americans 
drink just about more coffee per capita 
than any country in the world, and cof-
fee imports are the most significant 
agricultural import we bring into the 
United States. 

I lived in a great coffee-producing 
country when I was a missionary, in 
Honduras. They produce a lot of coffee. 
The United States doesn’t produce so 
much. I think the President knows 
that in the United States the only 
places where coffee is grown are Hawaii 
and Puerto Rico. Nowhere else in the 
United States are there conditions that 
allow for the growth of coffee. 

Sometimes, we put tariffs on prod-
ucts coming in from other nations to 
grow and inspire a domestic industry. 
If we make Brazilian steel more expen-
sive, maybe we will make more steel in 
the United States. 

I am here to tell you there is no 
amount of tariff that would turn the 
United States into a nation that could 
produce a lot of coffee. And if every bit 
of coffee that could be produced in 
Puerto Rico and Hawaii were produced, 
it would meet precisely 1 percent of the 
coffee that Americans drink. 

So we bring in coffee, and our single 
largest source of coffee is Brazil. And 
35 percent of American coffee comes 
from Brazil. The next source is Colom-
bia, at 27 percent, and then other na-
tions. Vietnam produces a good bit of 
coffee, and other nations in Central 
America produce a good bit of coffee. 
But the real powerhouse—and I can be 
sure that in my office’s supply of 
ground coffee that we use to make cof-
fee every morning, there is a lot of Bra-
zilian coffee in there. The real power-
house is Brazil. 

After the President announced that 
he was going to do these tariffs, the 
news started up right away. The pre-
diction: U.S. coffee drinkers and busi-
nesses will pay the price for Trump’s 
Brazil tariffs. 

Sometimes, the President likes to 
say that other nations pay them. No, 
this is a sales tax directly on those 
that consume the product, and that 
was the prediction. 

And the prediction turned out to be 
true. The tariffs went into effect at the 
end of July. By September 12, 6 weeks 
later, CNN Business reported: 

Coffee prices haven’t surged this much in 
decades. 

‘‘Haven’t surged this much in dec-
ades’’—and the surging is very, very 
noticeable. 

By the end of July, coffee prices kept 
surging, and it is likely to get worse. 
By the end of July—remember, at the 
end of July, there was only the 10 per-
cent imposed on Brazil in April. The 
extra 40 percent didn’t kick in until 
the end of July. But coffee had already 
surged 14 percent at the end of July, 
from July a year before. 

I don’t have the chart to show you 
today. The statistics just came out 
about September. The price of coffee, a 
staple in virtually every American 
household, has increased by 40 percent 
between September 2024 and September 
2025. And every American experiences 
it at the grocery store when they are 
buying coffee, and every American ex-
periences it when they are in coffee 
shops purchasing coffee. 

I held a roundtable with small busi-
nesses in Northern Virginia, two Fri-
days ago, at a tea shop out near Reston 
called Eldon Street Tea Shop. And I 
had tea shops—they are getting hit by 
tariffs because tea comes from nations 
like India, China, and Vietnam. And I 
had coffee shops, and I had chocolate 
shops. All of these are products that 
are being imported, and they are all 
being dramatically affected. 

And these small businesses said: If 
you have a chance, Senator, please do 
something. Please do something to 
stop this tariff madness. 

And so that is why I am on the floor 
today. I have used coffee as an example 
because I didn’t want to bring a side of 
beef in and put it on the desk. We get 
a lot of beef from Brazil. Fifty percent 
tariffs have dramatically driven up the 
price of ground beef in supermarkets 
all over this country. 

People are paying more for coffee. 
They are paying more for beef. They 
are paying more for fruits and vegeta-
bles that come from nations that have 
been socked by Trump tariffs. 

People are paying more for building 
supplies. People are paying more for 
energy. People are paying more for 
healthcare. 

That is why the economist who 
looked at the Virginia economy said 
the Trump economy is one of higher 
prices, fewer jobs, and slower growth. 

It is my hope that my colleagues will 
stand up for their constituents and say: 
Enough is enough. 

No President, Democrat or Repub-
lican, should be able to declare a na-
tional emergency, justifying the impo-
sition of 50 percent tariffs, because a 
friend of theirs is being prosecuted for 
breaking the law in another country. If 
this body allows that, this body will be 
opening the door for untold mischief 
committed by future Presidents who 
will decide: I can declare anything an 

emergency, and the Senate will just 
lay down and let me walk over them 
and not speak out against it. 

And it also is important for us to ac-
knowledge that this isn’t just about an 
abuse of Presidential power. It is about 
abuse of Presidential power that people 
are feeling every time they walk down 
a grocery store aisle to buy coffee for 
their families, to buy ground beef for 
their families. 

I hope my colleagues will join me in 
an effort to reverse the declaration of a 
national emergency and save everyday 
people and businesses some money. 

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

ator from Washington. 
Mrs. MURRAY. Mr. President, you 

know, President Trump has single-
handedly raised taxes more than any 
President in my lifetime. He has, with-
out any consultation or approval from 
Congress, imposed billions of dollars in 
new tariffs. 

These are taxes. They are paid for by 
the American people. They hurt small 
business owners who need raw mate-
rials that just aren’t available here in 
the United States. 

They cut off crucial export markets 
for our farmers when other nations in-
evitably retaliate, and they are sending 
prices soaring across the board, from 
big things like cars to everyday essen-
tials like groceries. 

Trump’s tariffs have already raised 
retail prices for families by 5 percent— 
5 percent—and this year alone, his tar-
iffs are expected to cost American 
households an average of $1,800. That is 
staggering. 

Still, nearly every Senate Republican 
has refused to vote with us to end this 
chaos. I will say it another way: Re-
publicans are refusing to stop Presi-
dent Trump from raising taxes on 
working families. 

Now, we all saw Republicans move 
Heaven and Earth this year to shovel 
more tax breaks at billionaires. But 
you know, when it comes to taxes on 
working families, well, they are down-
right eager to force families to pay 
more every time they go to the super-
market. 

I am not going to let this get swept 
under the rug, especially not when 
Trump shows us every day that his tar-
iffs are not about any sort of economic 
strategy or any real emergency. 
Trump’s tariff policy is as strategic as 
a toddler who plays with a light 
switch. 

Last week, we saw Trump raise taxes 
on Americans. Why? Because he was 
mad that Canada ran an ad quoting 
Ronald Reagan. That is about as ridic-
ulous as it gets. 

My State shares a border with Can-
ada. There are countless families and 
businesses that span our northern bor-
der, people who have built businesses 
that rely on strong trade relationships, 
from farmers who send their crops 
north to shops that bring in products, 
to towns that serve tourists and visi-
tors that come down from our neigh-
bors. And these Washington business 
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owners are all having their livelihoods 
completely turned upside down on a 
whim by President Trump. 

And, again, let’s be clear. All Canada 
did to unleash more blind fury and 
boneheaded tariffs from President 
Trump was quote President Ronald 
Reagan. 

Now, for all the policies I disagree 
with, Reagan at least had enough sense 
to understand that we, the American 
people, are the ones who pay those tar-
iffs. 

For my colleagues, these are the 
words that Donald Trump does not 
want you to hear. This is what Reagan 
had to say about tariffs, verbatim: 

Over the long run, such trade barriers hurt 
every American worker and consumer. 

Then the worst happens: markets shrink 
and collapse; businesses and industries shut 
down; and millions of people lose their jobs. 

But do you know what? If Repub-
licans don’t want to listen to Reagan 
this time, well, then how about they 
start listening to American families 
and farmers and small businesses back 
in their own home States, because as 
someone who has had countless discus-
sions about tariffs with the people that 
I represent back home, I have no doubt 
Republicans’ own constituents will tell 
them firsthand just how painful 
Trump’s trade war has been for them. 

I have heard from businesses across 
my home State of Washington that are 
getting crushed by Trump’s tariffs: an 
Asian grocery store that sells goods 
you simply have to source from abroad, 
like green tea; coffee shops that are 
getting hit, as the Senator just talked 
about, since most of our country can’t 
grow coffee beans; clothing stores that 
tell me they are struggling with higher 
prices for cotton canvas, or zippers, 
threads, and buckles. 

And then there are farmers—across 
my State and, really, across the coun-
try—that are getting boxed out of key 
markets by these trade wars Trump is 
starting left and right for no reason. 

And there are the jobs at our ports 
that are threatened as every new cha-
otic tariff Trump decides to tweet out 
whittles away at imports and exports 
alike. It grinds our really busy, bus-
tling ports to an absolute standstill, 
and that puts thousands of jobs in jeop-
ardy. 

Foreign imports are now down by a 
third at our ports in Seattle and Ta-
coma—a third. The reality of Trump’s 
tariffs is painfully obvious to families 
and business owners who are bearing 
the brunt of this ham-fisted trade war. 

You can’t just ‘‘make it in America’’ 
when the ‘‘it’’ in question is fruits and 
vegetables we can’t grow at scale here 
in the United States. You can’t just 
‘‘make it in America’’ when even mak-
ing something here requires parts and 
raw materials from across the globe. 
There are just higher prices for work-
ing families, tighter margins for our 
struggling businesses, and even more 
worry for our families and our busi-
nesses who are being pushed to the 
edge. 

Families are feeling those price hikes 
every single day. Small businesses in 
my State and across the country are 
facing very difficult decisions right 
now in trying to decide whether they 
can even keep their doors open. Right 
now, people across America, across 
party lines, across economic back-
grounds, and across nearly every divide 
imaginable are now speaking out. 

The time has come now for Repub-
licans to actually listen. The time has 
come to hold President Trump ac-
countable for raising prices on families 
across the board. The time has come to 
end President Trump’s new taxes on 
everything. And the time has come for 
Congress, us, to start asserting our au-
thority on tariffs, instead of ceding 
every single part of our jobs to a Presi-
dent who is joking he is the Speaker of 
the House. 

Is he going to start calling himself 
majority leader too? 

I urge all of my colleagues to join me 
in voting for this resolution so we can 
start rolling back Trump’s taxes on 
Americans and take some pressure off 
our families and small businesses in 
the States that we are all here to rep-
resent. 

I yield the floor. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. CUR-

TIS). The Senator from Oregon. 
Mr. WYDEN. Mr. President, I rise to 

support my colleagues Senator KAINE 
and Senator PAUL on their joint resolu-
tion to terminate Donald Trump’s 
order placing blanket tariffs on prod-
ucts Americans buy from Brazil. I am 
going to start with the impact on 
Americans. 

Donald Trump’s unilateral tariff 
spree is an unprecedented tax on Amer-
ican families who are already strug-
gling. The tariffs on Brazil are no dif-
ferent. We get lots of coffee from 
Brazil, and coffee prices are up 21 per-
cent from a year ago. Ground beef is up 
13 percent from last year—that is ac-
cording to FOX News—and Brazil is a 
major supplier. But instead of getting 
rid of these tariffs, Donald Trump is 
sending $40 billion to subsidize ranch-
ers in Argentina. 

I recently held townhall meetings at 
home, and surprisingly not a single Or-
egonian told me they wanted to pay 
more for their morning coffee, or more 
for a hamburger. 

In all, Donald Trump’s tariffs are 
going to cost the average American 
family more than $2,000 this year, ac-
cording to the Yale Budget Lab. 

That, Mr. President, is the what— 
higher prices on coffee, beef, and build-
ing materials Americans get from 
Brazil. Now I am going to talk about 
why. 

Donald Trump didn’t unilaterally 
slap those 40 percent tariffs on things 
we buy from Brazil to help the Amer-
ican worker. No, America had a $7 bil-
lion trade surplus with Brazil last year. 
And while food prices in the United 
States are shooting up, Trump’s tariffs 
have lowered food prices in Mexico and 
Brazil. 

The real reason—and this is what is 
crucial—the real reason Donald Trump 
is imposing these tariffs, by his own 
words, is to settle personal scores, and 
pressure the Brazilian Government to 
let their corrupt former President off 
the hook. In his letter announcing the 
tariffs, Donald Trump called the pros-
ecution of former President Bolsonaro 
‘‘a witch hunt.’’ Colleagues, Mr. 
Bolsonaro was convicted of master-
minding a failed coup. 

There is no way that taking money 
out of Americans’ wallets to protect 
one corrupt politician in South Amer-
ica makes even a bit of sense. 

This is a brazenly illegal and corrupt 
effort by Donald Trump that, in my 
view, is directly hurting the American 
people. I strongly urge my colleagues 
to vote yes on the Kaine-Paul resolu-
tion to end the Brazil tariffs. 

This body is going to vote on more of 
these resolutions in coming weeks. I 
see my friend from Kentucky here, who 
is joining me in a crucial one of those. 
My legislation with Senator PAUL 
would repeal all of Donald Trump’s 
global tariffs. 

I am committed to seizing back 
Congress’s constitutional role over 
trade, which is spelled out in the Con-
stitution. It is my hope that colleagues 
on both sides of the aisle will exercise 
their best judgment on these crucial, 
key tariff issues, listen to constituents, 
and vote for Americans instead of for 
Donald Trump and corrupt foreign 
strongmen. 

I yield and look forward to hearing 
my colleagues talk further today on 
this issue. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Kentucky. 

Mr. PAUL. Mr. President, ‘‘Taxation 
without representation is tyranny.’’ 
This was the rallying cry of our Found-
ing Fathers. This was the rallying cry 
of American patriots in the years lead-
ing up to the American Revolution. It 
was the rallying cry of militiamen at 
the Battles of Lexington and Concord. 
And it still should be the rallying cry 
of Congress. ‘‘No taxation without rep-
resentation’’ is embedded in our Con-
stitution. The Constitution forbids any 
one man or woman from raising taxes. 

Revenue is not only a question for 
Congress, but the Constitution com-
mands that taxation legislation origi-
nate in the House of Representatives. 
This is the only issue that specifically 
has to originate not only in Congress 
but in one specific House. Our Found-
ers thought that the House of Rep-
resentatives, elected every 2 years, was 
closer to the people, and the things 
they feared the most were big taxes 
and big government. They said taxes 
must originate in the House. Yet these 
taxes are originating with the White 
House. 

The idea that no one should have 
taxes imposed on them without their 
consent is central to the ancient con-
cept of what constitutes a free people. 
That principle is enshrined in the 
Magna Carta, that taxation should be 
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imposed only after obtaining the com-
mon counsel of the kingdom. It was re-
affirmed in the 1689 English Bill of 
Rights when it declared that there 
shall be no taxation without the con-
sent of Parliament. 

In 1765, the American patriot who 
helped formulate the grievances 
against the British crown, James Otis, 
called for a defense of this principle by 
popularizing the phrase ‘‘Taxation 
without representation is tyranny.’’ 
This principle was said by many to 
have been the principle—the spark— 
that sparked our Revolution. 

Yet, today, the Senate is compelled 
to act because one person in our coun-
try wishes to raise taxes without the 
approval of the Senate, without the ap-
proval of the House, and without the 
approval of the Constitution. 

The idea that one person can raise 
taxes is contrary to our founding prin-
ciples. The Constitution forbids it. 

As Montesquieu wrote in ‘‘The Spirit 
of the Laws″: 

When the legislative and the executive are 
combined and united in [one] person . . . 
there can be no liberty. 

Our Founders took that lesson to 
heart and embedded that in the Con-
stitution—the principle of the separa-
tion of powers as well as a system of 
checks and balances. They knew that 
combining the legislative and execu-
tive powers would lead the country 
down a path to tyranny. 

Allowing taxes to be levied, doubled, 
tripled, and then one day perhaps for-
given is a recipe for chaos. The tariffs 
are implemented. The tariffs are can-
celed. The tariffs are delayed. The tar-
iff rate changes daily. Just this week, 
the President added a special 10-per-
cent import tax on Canada because he 
was mad about the nation’s Ronald 
Reagan ad—an ad, by the way, which 
was showing Ronald Reagan verbatim 
speaking. 

News flash to the administration: 
Reagan was a free trader. Reagan be-
lieved ‘‘that protectionism costs con-
sumers billions of dollars, damages the 
overall economy, and destroys jobs.’’ 

Ronald Reagan’s vision for America 
can be seen in our trading relationship 
with Canada. In 1986, President Reagan 
said that ‘‘our trade policy rests firmly 
on the foundation of free and open mar-
kets.’’ Further, he said, ‘‘I recognize 
. . . the inescapable conclusion that all 
of history is taught: The freer the flow 
of world trade, the stronger the tides of 
human progress and peace among na-
tions.’’ 

It was Bastiat, who wrote: When 
trade and when goods don’t cross bor-
ders, armies will. 

It is not a guarantee of peace, but 
one way to achieve peace is to attempt 
to have good relations and trade with 
all nations. 

No country, no business, no family 
can plan a budget when the tax rates— 
the import tax rates—and the costs of 
every commodity are determined by 
the whims of one man. There are now 
tariffs on steel; there are tariffs on alu-

minum; there are tariffs on lumber, 
and they change day to day. But not 
one of these tariffs was voted on by the 
people’s elected representatives in Con-
gress. These tariffs are simply an-
nounced by Presidential proclamation. 

Perhaps more fundamental than a de-
bate over what these tariffs are, what 
the rates are, and what they do to our 
economy is the question of whether 
Americans ought to perpetually live 
under emergency rule. This adminis-
tration has declared emergencies with 
over 100 nations. With these emergency 
declarations, the President claims the 
unilateral right to levy import taxes. 

Think about this. What do you think 
of when you think of an emergency? 
You think of a war, a tornado, a fam-
ine. You don’t think of trade policy 
that all of a sudden we have to give up 
on all of our constitutional preroga-
tives, all the separation of powers, all 
that is embedded in the Constitution 
because there is an emergency in trade 
policy. If that were true, imagine what 
emergencies might come forward; 
imagine where we would be and what 
lack of restraint would happen. And for 
Republicans, imagine what it is going 
to be like when someone from the 
other party is elected and they declare 
an emergency over the climate and ban 
cars and whatever might happen. We 
shouldn’t be living this way. 

People say Congress is messy; Con-
gress goes to gridlock. It is called de-
bate. It is called discussion. The only 
way we typically get somewhere is we 
have to agree with some people on the 
other side. That is one of the things we 
are trying to overcome now. 

Our Founding Fathers anticipated a 
President might attempt someday to 
usurp the powers—the constitutional 
powers—of the legislature. Madison 
wrote that our constitutional govern-
ment would pit ambition against ambi-
tion; the ambition of a President or 
ambition of a Congress to usurp power 
be checked by the other guarding their 
power; that we would limit the power 
of any one branch through checks and 
balances and prevent abuses of power. 

Madison, if he were here today, would 
be aghast to witness today’s Congress 
that seems to lack any ambition to de-
fend the constitutional separation of 
power. 

Emergency rule rejects the premise 
of a constitutional republic with lim-
ited powers and full accountability. 
Emergency rule is rule by one person. 

We will perpetuate emergency rule 
that provides the President extraor-
dinary powers to tax us without our 
consent. Is that what we are going to 
allow or will we restore constitutional 
government in which taxes are debated 
and voted on by the people’s represent-
atives? I, for one, still believe in the 
principle of no taxation without rep-
resentation and will vote to terminate 
this contrived emergency and end these 
unconstitutional import taxes. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Colorado. 

GOVERNMENT FUNDING 
Mr. HICKENLOOPER. Mr. President, 

the United States is stuck in the pain-
ful throes of one of the worst, longest 
government shutdowns in our history. 
Americans are calling out for leaders 
in the White House and Congress who 
will cut through the chaos and begin to 
restore order. 

Last week, our President played his 
‘‘Trump’’ card. In the middle of the 
shutdown with healthcare for 35 mil-
lion Americans on the line, the Presi-
dent gave a green-light to a $40 billion 
bailout—$40 billion bailout; I had to 
read that twice—to Argentina. You 
heard me right. President Trump de-
cided to prop up the far-right agenda in 
Argentina right before their elections 
and leave Americans nervous that they 
are going to be able to afford their 
healthcare. It doesn’t make a lot of 
sense. 

The real gut punch, he did it right as 
20 million Americans are bracing for 
their healthcare costs to, in many 
cases, double or more when the ACA 
premium tax credits expire. If you 
think about that for just a moment, in-
stead of spending $40 billion to lower 
healthcare costs for 20 million Ameri-
cans, President Trump decided that $40 
billion should go to Argentina. That is 
certainly not ‘‘America First.’’ 

Instead of spending $40 billion to 
make sure that seniors can afford their 
insulin, cancer patients can continue 
their chemo, sick kids can see a doctor, 
President Trump is sending $40 billion 
to Argentina. Twenty billion of that 
bailout is backed by all of you, the 
American taxpayer. 

Trump promised to lower costs for 
working families, but food prices are 
up, electric bills are up, and now 
healthcare prices are going to be ex-
ploding. It is all because of what the 
MAGA Republicans and the President 
are doing. 

Here is the reality. In July, Repub-
licans passed their budget bill that is 
going to strip roughly $1 trillion out of 
Medicaid and the Affordable Care Act. 
It is the largest cut to healthcare in 
the history of this country—the largest 
cut to healthcare in American history. 
It is exploding our national debt by 
trillions, and it gives pretty lavish tax 
breaks to some of our largest corpora-
tions and some of our wealthiest indi-
viduals. 

As if working families needed an-
other hit, 20 million Americans are 
going to see their healthcare premiums 
double when ACA tax credits expire at 
the start of the year. On this Saturday, 
every single American can log online 
and see the new cost of their premium 
if they are on the exchange. In Colo-
rado, the Denver Post reported today 
that premiums will double—will dou-
ble—and for far too many, this is going 
to be financially devastating. We are 
trying to get our arms around the in-
crease that we are going to see in med-
ical bankruptcies. 

In Colorado, a family of four making 
a combined $128,000 is going to have to 
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pay $14,000 more for their healthcare. 
They are making $128,000 and at the 
end of the month, they are still trying 
to make sure they balance the house-
hold budget and now they are going to 
have to spend $14,000 more just on 
healthcare. If that family lives on the 
Western Slope in Colorado, west of the 
Rocky Mountain divide, or whether it 
is out on the Eastern Plains, they will 
pay even more, somewhere between 
$16,000 and $21,000 in additional pre-
miums. Nobody has that kind of 
money. 

I am not sure why the President 
doesn’t understand that. Small busi-
nesses, some with very tight margins 
already, are going to be forced to 
choose between insurance or layoffs. 
Roughly 225,000 Coloradans are in that 
group that are going to see their pre-
miums double—double. It is so much 
more expensive, that an estimated 4 
million Americans will be priced out of 
their healthcare next year, including 
roughly 75,000 Coloradans. 

And for those people with preexisting 
conditions, boy, that is taking a dan-
gerous hit. If you think you are safe 
because you receive insurance through 
your employer, think again. People are 
going to continue to get sick regardless 
of whether or not they have 
healthcare. The fact is, of course, that 
more Americans get sick when they 
can’t afford basic preventive care. That 
is why they call it preventive care. 

Here is a startling fact that came out 
of a Harvard study in 2009. Americans 
without health insurance in any given 
year have a 40-percent higher risk of 
death than those with insurance in 
that same given year. I am going to re-
peat that. Americans without health 
insurance have a 40-percent higher pos-
sibility of dying than those with insur-
ance in any given year. 

The result? Where there are fewer in-
sured Americans in the entire system, 
insurance companies raise premiums 
on those who do have insurance to 
make up the shortfall. That means we 
are all in the same leaky ship. 

A little over a week ago, I spoke with 
one of the many Americans who will be 
impacted, a young woman named Mer-
cedes who lives in Commerce City, CO. 
Mercedes and her family, U.S. citizens, 
live in a district represented by Con-
gressman GABE EVANS, who has been a 
vocal advocate of Trump’s budget bill, 
the same budget bill that is going to 
cut $1 trillion from Medicaid and the 
Affordable Care Act. In Representative 
EVANS’ district, one in four Coloradans 
are on Medicaid, including 86,000 chil-
dren—86,000 children—one in four peo-
ple on Medicaid. 

Just over 7 weeks ago, Mercedes’s 
family of three became a family of 
four. She gave birth earlier than ex-
pected to a baby girl. Her newborn 
spent 49 days in the intensive care 
unit, the NICU, before they were fi-
nally able to bring her home last Fri-
day. Doctors diagnosed their baby with 
a rare disorder that is going to require 
some level of specialized care for life. 

Even now at home, their baby still 
depends on a home health nurse and a 
feeding tube. So when Mercedes re-
cently opened a letter informing her 
that her insurance premiums are going 
to skyrocket once the ACA tax credits 
expire, it wasn’t a function of being 
frustrated; for her, it was terrifying. 
Mercedes’s premium is already more 
than $1,000 a month and is about to 
jump even higher. In addition to run-
ning their business, caring for their 
newborn with a fragile health condi-
tion, and raising their 7-year-old 
daughter, Mercedes and her husband 
now have to worry about their ability 
to be able to afford healthcare, to be 
able to stay on the healthcare that 
they have. They have a baby who is 
fully dependent on expensive hospital 
care. If their premiums go up, how are 
they going to afford the NICU bills? 
What will they have to sacrifice? Will 
food take a cut? Will rent go into ar-
rears? Will they afford their medica-
tions? 

Mercedes doesn’t have to go through 
this. No American should have to go 
through this. Mercedes isn’t alone. 
There are 20 million Americans bracing 
for these types of cuts—20 million more 
people just like Mercedes who depend 
on their healthcare to afford their pre-
scriptions, to keep a roof over their 
heads, and, importantly, to stay out of 
the hospital. 

It doesn’t have to be this way. All the 
President and MAGA Republicans have 
to do is extend the healthcare tax cred-
its. If they can find $40 billion to send 
to Argentina, they can almost as-
suredly find $40 billion to begin to stop 
premiums from doubling for Mercedes 
and 20 million Americans. 

I think we have lost our bearings. We 
lost our North Star in this. Healthcare 
isn’t political. It impacts every single 
one of us, Republican or Democrat, 
urban or rural. And it often interrupts 
our lives when we least expect it, espe-
cially when we are most unable to af-
ford it. 

This problem is easy to solve. Repub-
licans and Democrats can reopen the 
government today and fix this 
healthcare crisis. We need to start 
talking together and having a discus-
sion, but we can work together and re-
open the government. 

Working families want us to take 
leadership on this. They want us to get 
back to the issues they sent us to Con-
gress to solve to make life better for 
them and their communities and for us 
to hold down the costs that are making 
their lives more difficult. I think we 
need to listen to Americans. I don’t 
think it is too late, but it is long over-
due. 

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

ator from Louisiana. 
Mr. KENNEDY. Mr. President, I ask 

unanimous consent to display three 
charts during my remarks. 

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

S.J. RES. 69 
Mr. KENNEDY. Mr. President, with 

me today is Mr. James Shea, one of my 
colleagues from my Senate office. 

Mr. President, I want to talk today 
about the owls. There are 19 species—or 
kinds of owls—in the United States. 
Did you know that? There are 19, and I 
want to talk about two of them: the 
spotted owl and the barred owl. That is 
‘‘barred,’’ B-A-R-R-E-D. Both of them 
are God’s creatures. 

I also want to talk today—and the 
Presiding Officer will understand what 
I mean in a moment—about the Fed-
eral Government’s proclivity—repeated 
proclivity—to do the dumbest thing 
possible that won’t work. 

Now, the Federal Government, which 
can’t even deliver the mail when it has 
the address right there on the front, 
and, more specifically, the Department 
of the Interior have promulgated a 
rule. This rule says that unless Con-
gress stops them, they are going to 
hire hunters—right here—to kill 453,000 
barred owls. There are only 4 million in 
the United States, but the Department 
of the Interior wants to kill 453,000 
mama barred owls, daddy barred owls, 
and baby barred owls because the De-
partment of the Interior thinks—says— 
that the barred owl is a better hunter 
than the spotted owl. 

The Department of the Interior is not 
saying the barred owl is eating the 
spotted owl. The Department of the In-
terior isn’t saying that the barred owl 
is hurting the spotted owl. The Depart-
ment of the Interior says it wants to 
kill over 10 percent of the barred owl 
population because the barred owl is a 
better hunter than the spotted owl, and 
they want to tip the scales of nature in 
favor of the spotted owl even though 
the spotted owl is not on the endan-
gered species list. 

My resolution, which will be voted on 
tomorrow, will stop this nonsense. 

First, I want to talk a little bit more 
about the barred owl. In doing so, I will 
talk a little bit about its cousin, the 
spotted owl. As I said, they are both 
God’s creatures. 

This is a barred owl. It is beautiful. If 
you have ever seen a barred owl, it has 
very, very soulful eyes. Their feathers 
are incredibly soft. It is called barred, 
B-A-R-R-E-D, because of the bars that 
run across here, as opposed to a spotted 
owl. 

The barred owl—10 percent of which 
our brainiacs at the Department of the 
Interior want to kill—has been around 
for 11,000 years. Sometimes the barred 
owl is called a hoot owl. That may be 
the term you know it by best. The 
barred owl is about 2 feet long. It has 
incredible eyes. Man, it can see. It is 
like superman or superwoman. It has 
incredible eyes and incredible hearing. 

The barred owl, like the spotted owl, 
is nocturnal. They come out at night. 
They hide during the day, and they 
come out at night. 

The barred owl is a great hunter—a 
great hunter. The barred owl eats mice. 
The barred owl eats squirrels. The 
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barred owl eats snakes. The barred owl 
eats lizards. The barred owl eats spi-
ders. The barred owl even eats bats. 

The barred owl lives—as does the 
spotted owl, for that matter—in old- 
growth forests. In fact, I have a pair of 
barred owls that lives in the forest be-
hind my house. They are great. They 
always come in pairs, about which I 
will talk in a second. In fact, you can 
attract barred owls—many people do— 
by building what is called a nest box, 
and you can have barred owls come and 
live if you live near a forest. If you are 
not handy like me and you want to 
know how to build a nest box, just go 
to YouTube. 

Barred owls marry for life, and they 
mate for life. When a male barred owl 
is courting a female barred owl—I have 
seen videos; it is really cool—the male 
barred owl courts a female by bowing. 
The male barred owl bows, and it opens 
its wings up a little bit—it doesn’t 
want to be intimidating to the female, 
so not full out, but it opens its wings 
up a little bit—and the barred owl wob-
bles its head back and forth, back and 
forth, side to side. If the female is im-
pressed, the female says ‘‘I do,’’ and 
they stay married the rest of their 
lives together. That is why you see 
them in pairs. 

They have babies once a year, gen-
erally two to five babies. 

These are two of the babies that the 
Department of the Interior wants to 
kill. They are going to pay the same 
price, by the way, to the hunter to kill 
the babies as they are to kill the 
mama. They don’t care. They just want 
to kill them all. 

When the babies are little, little 
bitty, when they are born, they are not 
covered in feathers. Little babies are 
covered in soft, white down. They don’t 
start getting feathers until about 2 
weeks. 

The mama barred owl stays with the 
babies for the first few weeks. Some-
times the babies, like Senators, fall out 
of the nest as they start exploring 
around, and the mama or the daddy 
barred owl—unless the daddy is out 
hunting for food—has to get them back 
into the nest. 

The babies learn to fly after about 10 
weeks. 

Now, what does this have to do with 
the spotted owl, which is also one of 
God’s creatures? 

The barred owl is native. It is origi-
nally from the Eastern United States 
and southeastern Canada. It has ex-
isted there for 11,000 years. But over 
the past 100 years—100 years is just the 
blink of an eye in time—over the past 
100 years, the Northeast has gotten 
more and more crowded, and the old- 
growth forests that the barred owl 
lives in have been cut down, and sub-
divisions have been built. So the barred 
owl, as happens all the time in nature, 
has started moving west, and it is mov-
ing west, and it is moving west. Now 
the barred owl is entering Washington 
State, Oregon, Northern California, 
and British Columbia in Canada. 

Well, that is where the spotted owl 
lives. The spotted owl also lives in old- 
growth forests but not exactly in the 
old-growth forests in the West as the 
same place as the barred owl. The spot-
ted owl prefers an old-growth forest at 
a higher elevation. 

The barred owl is a better hunter. It 
is slightly bigger than the spotted owl. 
The barred owl is a better hunter than 
the spotted owl. 

Let me say it again because there has 
been a lot of confusion about this. The 
barred owl doesn’t hunt the spotted 
owl. In fact, many times, a barred owl 
and a spotted owl will get married. I 
know they are cousins, but that doesn’t 
matter as they are distant cousins. 
Sometimes they get married, and they 
interbreed. So this isn’t a question of 
one animal killing another. The De-
partment of the Interior is mad at the 
barred owl because the barred owl is a 
better hunter. The barred owl is just a 
better hunter. That is just the way it 
is. 

You know, it is just like the Senate’s 
Presiding Officer. The Presiding Officer 
is better looking than me. I accept 
that. That is the way God made us. 

God just made the barred owl a bet-
ter hunter, and the Department of the 
Interior is all up in arms. They say this 
is threatening the spotted owl. Now, 
the spotted owl isn’t on the endangered 
species list, but they say: This isn’t 
fair. The barred owl is a better hunter 
than the spotted owl, and that is caus-
ing the spotted owl’s population to de-
crease. 

So the Department of the Interior, in 
its infinite wisdom, has come up with 
DEI for owls. They have come up with 
quotas for owls. 

The barred owl, because nature, 
God—whatever you believe in—made 
them better hunters, now has to give 
up its rights—has to give up its life be-
cause the spotted owl is not as good of 
a hunter. 

As I mentioned, the spotted owl and 
the barred owl don’t always live in the 
same place. Out West, the spotted owl 
prefers higher elevations than the 
barred owl. But they do—it is undeni-
able—they compete for food, and they 
both live in old-growth forests. 

Let me tell you something—and the 
Department of the Interior doesn’t like 
to admit this. The spotted owl popu-
lation was declining even before the 
barred owl decided to move. Do you 
know why? It had nothing to do with 
food. It had nothing to do with the 
barred owl. It had to do with the same 
thing happening on the west coast that 
has happened on the east coast. Many 
of the old-growth forests have been cut 
down to make way for more people. 
You might have noticed we have had a 
few forest fires, and they have been 
causing the population of the spotted 
owl to be reduced but not to the point 
of endangerment. The Interior Depart-
ment just says they are threatened. 
That is the problem for the spotted 
owl. It is not the barred owl. 

This regulation that I am trying to 
overturn was promulgated under Presi-

dent Biden’s Department of the Inte-
rior, OK? Yet the Department of the 
Interior—I want to make this clear— 
under President Trump has embraced 
this rule. They think that this is the 
greatest rule—this is the greatest 
idea—they have ever heard of. It tastes 
like pumpkin pie to them. 

In fact, I got a call from Secretary 
Burgum, whom I love and respect. He 
was as mad as a mama wasp. ‘‘Pull 
down that regulation.’’ He accused me 
of slandering the Trump administra-
tion. 

I am not slandering the Trump ad-
ministration. This was a President 
Biden regulation. 

Now, I was polite with the Secretary, 
but I told him that he was confused 
and that he needed to call somebody. 
He had the wrong person on the line. 
The Secretary needed to call somebody 
who cared what he thought, because I 
think he is wrong. I think he is wrong. 
I think he and the other members of 
the administration and the Depart-
ment of the Interior have decided to 
play God, and they are wrong for at 
least five reasons. 

No. 1, their plan—their brainiac 
plan—which looks like it was designed 
by a heroin addict with a socket 
wrench, won’t work. It won’t work. 

Now, let me tell you what they are 
going to do. They want to hire hunt-
ers—they want to hire Elmer here—to 
go out at night with a flashlight and 
shoot the barred owls. Now, this is at 
night, OK? The barred owl lives about 
40 feet up off the ground and in a tree. 
Do you know what else lives about 40 
feet up off the ground and in a tree? 
The spotted owl. Do you think that 
these cowboys, who are going disco be-
cause they have a Federal contract, are 
going to be able to always tell the dif-
ference between a barred owl and a 
spotted owl? They are going to shoot 
them both and let God sort them out 
because they are being paid. 

Look, I am a duck hunter. I am not 
a big hunter, but I like to duck hunt 
and dove hunt. I eat what I kill. But, a 
lot of times, when I am duck hunting, 
there are different points for different 
species of duck. I can’t tell which duck 
is which. I have passed up shots before 
because I thought it might be a mal-
lard, when I can’t kill any more mal-
lard. Do you think these cowboys that 
they are going to hire from the private 
sector are going out there with their 
little flashlights—old Elmer here, with 
his little red hat—in the middle of the 
night with a flashlight are going to tell 
the difference or care about the dif-
ference between a barred owl and a 
spotted owl? No. They are going to 
shoot them both. 

No. 2, the other reason it won’t work 
is that spotted owls are not stupid. 
Once you start shooting at them, they 
are going to move up into Canada. The 
Canadians aren’t dumb enough to do 
something like this. They are going to 
move up into Canada. They are going 
to wait until the shooting stops, and 
then they are going to come back 
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down. So what have we accomplished? 
Have we done anything for the spotted 
owl? No. 

No. 3, I have been through this reg 
stem to stern. I can’t find out whether 
this regulation prohibits Elmer Fudd 
from going out there and using lead 
shots. When we hunt ducks, you can’t 
use lead shots. You use steel shots. Do 
you know why? Because a lot of times 
other birds and other animals will eat 
the lead shot and they die from it. 

So these cowboys are going to go out, 
if they are not prohibited from using 
lead shots. Yes, they are going to kill 
some barred owls and spotted owls. 
They are going to end up killing eagles 
and hawks and other wildlife using 
their lead shots. 

The second reason this won’t work— 
let me say it again—the barred owls 
aren’t the problem. The problem is 
that we are losing old-growth forests in 
the West, which is the habitat of the 
spotted owl. And where it is naturally 
occurring is where more people have 
moved—to Washington and North Caro-
lina and Oregon—and we have wildfires 
that have burned our forests. 

Don’t go pick on the barred owl. You 
can kill every barred owl there is, and 
it is not going to help the spotted owl 
if you don’t maintain the appropriate 
habitat. 

No. 4, this is going to be incredibly 
expensive. This comes under the theme 
of ‘‘let’s do the dumbest thing possible 
that won’t work.’’ 

Our Department of the Interior has 
already issued one contract. I don’t 
know how they got the authority to do 
it. But back in 2004, they issued a con-
tract to a private vendor—Elmer here— 
to go kill 1,500 barred owls. I guess 
they wanted to test it out. Do you 
know what they paid? It was $3,000 a 
bird—$3,000 for a mama barred owl, 
$3,000 for a daddy barred owl, and $3,000 
for a baby barred owl. Give me a break. 
And now they are going to go out and 
kill 453,000, over a billion dollars—over 
a billion dollars. It is not their money, 
but it is taxpayer money—on a plan 
that won’t even work. 

Here is what one person from the De-
partment of the Interior said, in a rare 
moment of candor. He might have got-
ten fired. But he is a Wildlife and Fish-
eries agent. He told the press: 

I think all we can really do is try our best 
to provide a habitat for spotted owls, and in 
the long run, we’re just going to have to let 
the two species work it out. 

The final reason this is a bad reg— 
and then I am going to wrap this up. I 
know that the bureaucrats at the De-
partment of the Interior—I realize 
this—they are smarter, and they are 
more virtuous than you and I. I get 
that. But who appointed them God? 
Who appointed them God? 

Barred owls are expanding their habi-
tat because the forests in the East have 
been cut down. That is called adaptive 
range expansion. And do you know 
what? Whether you believe in God or 
nature or whatever, that happens every 
single day in our ecosystem. It is a nat-

urally occurring ecological phe-
nomenon. It is a core behavioral char-
acteristic of mammals. 

All the barred owls are doing—they 
are not hurting anybody. They are just 
doing what nature teaches them to do. 

We are going to change nature? We 
are going to control our environment 
to this extent? We are going to pass 
DEI for owls? We are going to pass 
quotas for owls? Spotted owls, good; 
barred owls bad. But the barred owls 
won’t lose their constitutional rights. 
They will kill them. They are going to 
kill 453 of them, dead as Jimmy Hoffa. 
Give me a break. 

This is foolish. This is reckless. This 
is expensive. It is unsupported by evi-
dence. It is unnecessary, and it won’t 
work. I cannot think—I cannot think— 
of a better example of the arrogance, 
the hubris of the Federal administra-
tive state. If we let them go through 
with this, this will rank right up there 
with those $10,000 Department of De-
fense toilet seats, except part of God’s 
creation will already be dead. 

Ecosystems are like markets. They 
regulate themselves. Trying to change 
nature is like trying to have a Federal 
Government direct a free enterprise 
system. It won’t work. It never has, 
and it never will. 

I don’t mean any disrespect to any-
body. I don’t. I am not—well, I guess I 
am calling somebody Elmer Fudd. I 
don’t know who they are going to hire, 
but I know they hired a bunch of 
Elmers and gave them $3,000 a bird, and 
it didn’t work. But this, to me, is just 
bone-deep, down-to-marrow stupid. I 
have rocks in my driveway that are 
smarter than this. I do. 

Here is my advice to my friends at 
the Department of the Interior—and 
full disclosure: This thing is supported 
by President Biden’s people, and it is 
supported by President Trump’s people. 
Secretary Burgum loves this thing. He 
loves this idea like the Devil loves sin. 
He has a right to his opinion, but here 
is my advice: Life is hard—life is 
hard—but it is a lot harder when you 
are stupid. Don’t do it. Pass my resolu-
tion, and let’s stop this. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Idaho. 

S.J. RES. 81 
Mr. CRAPO. Mr. President, I rise in 

opposition to S.J. Res. 81, which would 
terminate the rule of law national 
emergency declared with respect to 
Brazil. 

I agree with my colleagues that tar-
iffs should be more targeted to avoid 
harm to Americans. I have made pre-
cisely that point at the Finance Com-
mittee meeting in May. 

We should consider more exemptions, 
whether for unavailable natural re-
sources, capital equipment, or other 
key inputs. 

It is equally important that enforce-
ment guidance provides the clarity 
U.S. companies need to comply with 
tariffs and make critical business deci-
sions. 

Similarly, as the administration con-
tinues to negotiate with our trading 

partners, I appreciate that my col-
leagues, as well as our constituents, 
may be nervous about what comes 
next. However, at this juncture, this 
resolution is counterproductive—coun-
terproductive to helping American 
families and businesses of all sizes. 

The President’s historic trade nego-
tiations are bearing fruit. President 
Trump already announced new deals— 
trade deals—with major trading part-
ners, including, most recently, Cam-
bodia and Malaysia. Other such an-
nouncements may still be forthcoming. 
I urge other trading partners to reach 
similar trading deals. 

Consequently, S.J. Res. 81 is counter-
productive to the progress already 
made by President Trump and to new 
gains that he can still achieve in the 
ongoing negotiations with our trading 
partners. 

On April 30, the Senate rejected the 
joint resolution of disapproval on 
IEEPA-based reciprocal tariffs for the 
same reasons. And for these reasons, I 
urge my colleagues to oppose this reso-
lution. 

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. KAINE. Mr. President, I ask 

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

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

The Senator from Virginia. 
Mr. KAINE. Mr. President, I rise to 

speak about the Brazilian tariff resolu-
tion that is before the body, and I will 
speak briefly since I spoke about 4:30 
about it. 

The first point to mention is, this is 
a Presidential invocation of a very rare 
emergency power. The IEEPA statute 
says that it has to be an unusual and 
extraordinary threat to the national 
security foreign policy or economy of 
the United States, and the President 
has to find the existence of such a 
threat. 

What has the President said about 
the threat posed by Brazil? What is 
that threat posed to the economy, na-
tional security, or foreign policy of the 
United States? 

The President has said it is Brazil’s 
decision to prosecute its former Presi-
dent. 

If you surveyed the American public 
and asked them about the Brazilian 
prosecution of former President 
Bolsonaro, 99 percent of the American 
public wouldn’t even know about it. 

How can this be a national emer-
gency allowing the President to unilat-
erally impose a 50-percent tariff on 
goods from Brazil? We have a trade sur-
plus with Brazil; $7 billion a year in 
goods; $23 billion in services. We have a 
trade surplus from Brazil. 

This President has said that their 
prosecution of a disgraced former poli-
tician is a national emergency for the 
United States. How could that be? 
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If this is a national emergency for 

the United States, any President of 
any party could say that anything is a 
national emergency for the United 
States. So the first reason that I asked 
my colleagues to support this resolu-
tion is to not allow the President to 
end-run Congress and create a bogus 
emergency to unilaterally claim pow-
ers—in this case, trade powers—that 
are given to Congress in the Constitu-
tion. 

And the second reason that I ask my 
colleagues to support this is that peo-
ple are suffering—people are suffering. 
They are paying more for ground beef. 
A lot of ground beef comes from Brazil. 
They are paying more for coffee. Amer-
icans are the biggest coffee drinkers in 
the world. Coffee is the biggest im-
ported product—agricultural—that we 
bring into this Nation. 

Coffee prices have gone up by 40 per-
cent in 1 year from the end of Sep-
tember of 2024 to the end of September 
of 2025 because of President Trump’s 
tariffs. Thirty-five percent of our cof-
fee comes from Brazil. Twenty-seven 
percent of our coffee comes from Co-
lombia, being heavily tariffed right 
now. The third nation that grows cof-
fee that comes to the United States is 
Vietnam, heavily affected by U.S. tar-
iffs. 

People are suffering. They are paying 
more for food, more for clothes, more 
for healthcare, more for energy, more 
for building supplies because of Presi-
dent Trump’s tariff policy. 

Trade is a power given to Congress in 
the Constitution that can be delegated 
to the President, but in statutes like 
IEEPA, we have retained the right 
when a President is going the wrong di-
rection and our constituents need 
someone to stand up for them so they 
don’t pay more than they should for 
their morning cup of coffee or the ham-
burger that they are having. 

Congress has the power to roll that 
back and end these tariffs. 

So for those two reasons—the fact 
that this is not an emergency that 
would have ever been within the con-
templation of those who drafted this 
statute and the second, to save Ameri-
cans some money, to save them a few 
bucks when they buy their cup of cof-
fee every day—I ask for support for 
this resolution. 

I yield the floor. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 

Democratic leader. 
Mr. SCHUMER. Mr. President, I 

thank my friend the Senator from Vir-
ginia Senator KAINE for his great work 
not only on this proposal but on so 
many. He has been a watchdog for the 
American people, for the American 
consumer. And when these willy-nilly 
proposals that come out of Donald 
Trump’s office and his head—whatever 
pops into his head—does such damage 
to the American people, Senator KAINE 
is the watchman at the gate trying to 
preserve some sanity in our tariff pol-
icy and some reduced costs for the 
American people. 

Now, this week, the Democrats are 
forcing, as you can see, a series of 
votes here in the Senate to put an 
end—an end—to Donald Trump’s reck-
less tariffs. 

Six months ago, Trump promised lib-
eration. Then he started a disastrous 
trade war that has brought chaos to 
the economy, confusion for small busi-
nesses, and high costs for American 
families. A recent analysis showed that 
Americans are eating 90 percent of the 
total cost of Trump’s tariffs. Ninety 
percent is going right out of the pock-
ets of the American family. 

That is not liberation. It is a na-
tional sales tax. That is what these 
tariffs are. It is a financial nightmare 
for working and middle-class house-
holds. So today, Democrats will 
present Republicans with a simple 
vote: Do you want lower costs for fami-
lies or tie yourself to Donald Trump as 
he runs our economy into the dirt with 
his trade war? 

First vote happening tonight is to 
end Trump’s tariffs on Brazil. Once 
again, I thank Senator KAINE for his 
leadership on this resolution and for 
speaking so urgently on the floor 
today. 

In July, Trump declared a national 
emergency to increase tariffs on Brazil 
to 50 percent, using a totally bogus and 
ridiculous justification; the tariffs had 
nothing to do with improving trade re-
lations with Brazil. 

We, in fact, have a trade surplus with 
Brazil. They had nothing to do with 
trying to lower costs for the American 
people. This is Trump. This is the kind 
of bull that comes out of his adminis-
tration, led by him. These tariffs were 
simply an attempt to bully Brazil into 
dropping corruption charges against 
Trump’s MAGA buddy, former Presi-
dent Bolsonaro, and it has hurt Ameri-
cans. It has hurt Americans. 

The price of coffee—and Brazil is our 
largest importer of coffee. We import 
more coffee from Brazil than any other 
place—40 percent higher. Every Amer-
ican that wakes up in the morning to 
get a cup of java is paying a price for 
Donald Trump’s reckless, ridiculous, 
and almost childish tariffs. 

While Donald Trump uses his trade 
war to meddle in another country’s 
politics, families at home are paying 
more and more for goods as common-
place, as I said, for coffee and lots of 
other produce as well. 

Because of Trump’s tariffs, everyone 
is paying more for their morning cup of 
coffee. But Trump doesn’t care that 
you are paying more for your coffee. He 
is more interested in helping corrupt 
foreign leaders get out of jail than he is 
in helping lower costs for Americans. 

And Americans know Donald Trump 
is stabbing them in the back. He prom-
ised lower costs on day one, and in-
stead costs have continued to go up. It 
is one of the biggest reasons why his 
trade war is so unpopular. 

A recent CNBC poll showed 56 per-
cent of Americans disapprove of 
Trump’s tariffs—56 percent. Today, and 

through rest of the week, we will give 
our Republican colleagues a choice: 
Stand with Trump’s idiotic, disastrous, 
and often juvenilely inspired tariffs or 
stand with American families and vote 
to lower costs for people back home be-
cause the longer these tariffs are in 
place, the more damage it will cause 
for our economy and the more money 
families back home will pay. 

So I urge my colleagues to vote yes 
on TIM KAINE’s fine resolution and end 
Donald Trump’s tariffs on Brazil. 

Mr. President, I yield back all time. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 

objection, it is so ordered. All time is 
yielded back. 

Under the previous order, the clerk 
will read the title of the joint resolu-
tion a third time. 

The joint resolution was ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading and 
was read the third time. 

VOTE ON S.J. RES. 81 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The joint 

resolution having been read the third 
time, the question is, Shall the joint 
resolution pass? 

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

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there a 
sufficient second? 

There appears to be a sufficient sec-
ond. 

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

called the roll. 
The result was announced—yeas 52, 

nays 48, as follows: 
[Rollcall Vote No. 594 Leg.] 

YEAS—52 

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

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

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

NAYS—48 

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

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

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

The joint resolution (S.J. Res. 81) 
was passed, as follows: 

S.J. RES. 81 
Resolved by the Senate and House of Rep-

resentatives of the United States of America in 
Congress assembled, That, pursuant to section 
202 of the National Emergencies Act (50 
U.S.C. 1622), the national emergency declared 
on July 30, 2025, by the President in 
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Executive Order 14323 (90 Fed. Reg. 37739) is 
terminated. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ma-
jority leader. 

f 

EXECUTIVE SESSION 

EXECUTIVE CALENDAR 

Mr. THUNE. Mr. President, I move to 
proceed to executive session to con-
sider Executive Calendar No. 370. 

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

The motion was agreed to. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 

clerk will report the nomination. 
The senior assistant legislative clerk 

read the nomination of Joshua D. 
Dunlap, of Maine, to be United States 
Circuit Judge for the First Circuit. 

CLOTURE MOTION 

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

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

The senior assistant legislative clerk 
read as follows: 

CLOTURE MOTION 

We, the undersigned Senators, in accord-
ance with the provisions of rule XXII of the 
Standing Rules of the Senate, do hereby 
move to bring to a close debate on the nomi-
nation of Executive Calendar No. 370, Joshua 
D. Dunlap, of Maine, to be United States Cir-
cuit Judge for the First Circuit. 

John Thune, Bernie Moreno, Katie Boyd 
Britt, Chuck Grassley, James 
Lankford, Pete Ricketts, Markwayne 
Mullin, Tim Sheehy, Jon A. Husted, 
Eric Schmitt, Jim Justice, James E. 
Risch, Tom Cotton, Steve Daines, Ted 
Budd, John R. Curtis, John Boozman. 

f 

LEGISLATIVE SESSION 

MORNING BUSINESS 

Mr. THUNE. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the Senate re-
sume legislative session and be in a pe-
riod of morning business, with Sen-
ators permitted to speak therein for up 
to 10 minutes each. 

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

f 

REMEMBERING VERGENE 
DONOVAN 

Mr. GRASSLEY. Mr. President, 
today, I pay tribute to a tireless civic 
leader from northwest Iowa who led a 
remarkable life of service for more 
than a century, richly steeped in fam-
ily, faith, and citizenship. 

On this very day, my friend Vergene 
Donovan will be laid to final rest, join-
ing her parents Harry and Minnie 
Bleeker, her husband Ed, both siblings, 
and her eldest son who preceded her in 
life everlasting. 

Vergene Edna Bleeker was born on 
March 4, 1924, on her parents’ farm near 
Spencer, IA. For the next 101 years, 

this outstanding Iowan pursued life 
with vim and vigor to make her com-
munity and our country a better place. 
Her birth during a late winter blizzard 
forecasted a gritty resilience that 
shaped her decades-long devotion to 
community service and tenacity to 
overcome adversity. The loss of her fa-
ther during childhood shaped her tire-
less work ethic that she put to extraor-
dinary use on the campaign trail for 
Presidential, congressional, guber-
natorial, and local candidates for more 
than eight decades. 

She met Edward Donovan, the love of 
her life, while working at a defense 
plant in California during World War 
II. It was love at first sight for these 
two Iowa lovebirds from Spencer and 
Spirit Lake. After getting married, 
they returned home to Iowa and cele-
brated their 75th wedding anniversary 
on August 24, 2017. 

Five months after their wedding day, 
Ed joined the U.S. Armed Forces and 
served as a staff sergeant 8th Air 
Force—European Theater of Oper-
ations. He loaded eight missions on D- 
day. After the war, the Donovans set-
tled down in Spirit Lake and raised a 
loving family rooted in their Lutheran 
faith. As an empty nester, Vergene’s 
work ethic and special talents jumped 
into warp speed. She immersed herself 
into civic life, getting involved in nu-
merous local boards and committees in 
Iowa’s Great Lakes, from the arts to 
healthcare and politics. She was a 
charter member of the Lakes Art Cen-
ter and served on the Okoboji Summer 
Theatre, Voluntary Action Center, 
Spirit Lake Centennial, Homestead Re-
tirement, St. Luke’s Lutheran Home, 
the local and State boards of the Amer-
ican Cancer Society, the Lakes Re-
gional Hospital auxiliary board, Lu-
theran Women’s Mission League, and 
White House Conference on Families, 
to name a few. 

Vergene blazed a bright trail in 
grassroots politics and served in var-
ious leadership roles at the county and 
district levels. Serving as district and 
State board member of the Iowa Fed-
eration of Republican Women, Vergene 
edited its newsletter The Iowa Indi-
cator. She donated these and other per-
sonal papers to the University of Iowa 
Libraries, Iowa Women’s Archives. 

By the grace of God, I crossed paths 
with Vergene in 1980, during my first 
campaign for the U.S. Senate. From 
that day forward, she was a loyal and 
indefatigable grassroots leader who be-
came a trusted friend to Barbara and 
me. She served as my county chair in 
each of my eight campaigns for U.S. 
Senate. 

While her political resume speaks 
volumes, her humility and generosity 
defined her approach to servant leader-
ship. Over the course of countless cam-
paigns, she met nine U.S. Presidents, 
including Eisenhower, Carter, Nixon, 
Ford, Reagan, George H.W. Bush, Clin-
ton, George W. Bush, and Trump and 
befriended three Iowa Governors: Bob 
Ray, Terry Branstad, and Kim Rey-
nolds. 

Vergene received numerous awards 
for her life of service, including the 
State and national Outstanding Amer-
ican Cancer Society Award, 1985 and 
1986; Outstanding National Volunteer 
Award, 1986; Harold Morgan Award, 
1985; John McDonald Outstanding Re-
publican in Iowa Award, 1995; honorary 
colonel in the Iowa Militia; and Repub-
lican Service Award in Dickinson 
County, 2002. 

Vergene also was listed in Who’s Who 
in American Politics, 18th Edition. 
That is an understatement. Candidates 
wanting to win election in northwest 
Iowa quickly figured out their cam-
paign needed to have Vergene on speed 
dial if they wanted a successful turn-
out for events and votes in her neck of 
the woods. 

Although her passion for politics con-
tributed to her vitality and broadened 
her horizons across northwest Iowa, as 
well as the State and national political 
stage, Vergene’s love for family, 
friends, and the Lord are her true leg-
acy. From her treasured classmates of 
the Spencer High School Class of 1941 
to her cherished book and bridge club 
members, Vergene’s charismatic 
friendship and generosity will be deep-
ly missed. 

Each time I was in Vergene’s com-
pany, she would greet me with a glow-
ing grin and a big hug. We enjoyed 
many evenings together on the lakes of 
Dickinson County. Barbara and I are 
grateful for our decades of friendship 
with Vergene and Ed and send our 
deepest condolences to her family and 
loved ones, including her surviving 
children Jim, DeEtte, and Scott and 
her beloved 17 grandchildren, 22 great- 
grandchildren, and 8 great-great-grand-
children. 

May her memory be a blessing. I have 
no doubt the members of her family 
tree will carry forward the seeds of 
civic stewardship planted by their ma-
triarch and embrace Vergene’s devo-
tion to her faith. 

To my dear friend, may you rest in 
peace in the Eternal grace of our Lord 
and Savior. 

f 

TRIBUTE TO JAMES GOSSERT 

Mr. BARRASSO. Mr. President, I 
would like to take the opportunity to 
express my appreciation to James for 
his hard work as an intern in my Wash-
ington, DC, office. I recognize his ef-
forts and contributions to my office, as 
well as to the State of Wyoming. 

James is from Shillington, PA. 
James is currently enrolled at Susque-
hanna University, where he is pursuing 
a bachelor’s degree in political science. 
He has demonstrated a strong work 
ethic, which has made him an invalu-
able asset to our office. The quality of 
his work is reflected in his great efforts 
over the last several months. 

I want to thank James for the dedi-
cation he has shown while working for 
me and my staff. It is a pleasure to 
have him as part of our team. I know 
he will have continued success with all 
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of his future endeavors. I wish him all 
my best on his journey. 

f 

TRIBUTE TO PATRICK PAPÉ 

Mr. BARRASSO. Mr. President, I 
would like to take the opportunity to 
express my appreciation to Patrick for 
his hard work as an intern in my Wash-
ington, DC, office. I recognize his ef-
forts and contributions to my office, as 
well as to the State of Wyoming. 

Patrick is from Jackson, WY. Pat-
rick is currently enrolled at George 
Washington University, where he is 
pursuing a bachelor’s degree in inter-
national business. He has demonstrated 
a strong work ethic, which has made 
him an invaluable asset to our office. 
The quality of his work is reflected in 
his great efforts over the last several 
months. 

I want to thank Patrick for the dedi-
cation he has shown while working for 
me and my staff. It is a pleasure to 
have him as part of our team. I know 
he will have continued success with all 
of his future endeavors. I wish him all 
my best on his journey. 

f 

TRIBUTE TO EDWIN PHILIP 

Mr. BARRASSO. Mr. President, I 
would like to take the opportunity to 
express my appreciation to Edwin for 
his hard work as an intern in my Wash-
ington, DC, office. I recognize his ef-
forts and contributions to my office, as 
well as to the State of Wyoming. 

Edwin is from Lewisville, TX. Edwin 
is currently enrolled at the University 
of Texas at Dallas, where he is pur-
suing a bachelor’s degree in neuro-
science and a minor in public health. 
After graduation, Edwin plans on at-
tending medical school. He has dem-
onstrated a strong work ethic, which 
has made him an invaluable asset to 
our office. The quality of his work is 
reflected in his great efforts over the 
last several months. 

I want to thank Edwin for the dedica-
tion he has shown while working for 
me and my staff. It is a pleasure to 
have him as part of our team. I know 
he will have continued success with all 
of his future endeavors. I wish him all 
my best on his journey. 

f 

TRIBUTE TO THOMAS WALTERS 

Mr. BARRASSO. Mr. President, I 
would like to take the opportunity to 
express my appreciation to Thomas for 
his hard work as an intern in my Cas-
per office. I recognize his efforts and 
contributions to my office, as well as 
to the State of Wyoming. 

Thomas is from Casper, WY. Thomas 
is currently enrolled at Casper College, 
where he is pursuing an associate’s de-
gree in business administration. He has 
demonstrated a strong work ethic, 
which has made him an invaluable 
asset to our office. The quality of his 
work is reflected in his great efforts 
over the last several months. 

I want to thank Thomas for the dedi-
cation he has shown while working for 
me and my staff. It is a pleasure to 
have him as part of our team. I know 
he will have continued success with all 
of his future endeavors. I wish him all 
my best on his journey. 

f 

RECOGNIZING THE INTERNET AR-
CHIVE’S ONE-TRILLIONTH WEB 
PAGE 
Mr. PADILLA. Mr. President, I rise 

today to celebrate an extraordinary 
milestone in the democratization of 
public information, as the Internet Ar-
chive marks their one-trillionth web 
page archived. 

Founded by digital librarian and MIT 
alumnus Brewster Kahle, the Internet 
Archive first launched in San Fran-
cisco in 1996 with the goal of providing 
‘‘Universal Access to All Knowledge’’ 
by creating a ‘‘shared digital library of 
humanity’s online history.’’ In 2001, 
they launched the ‘‘Wayback Ma-
chine,’’ making their archives easily 
accessible to the public. 

Coordinating with governments, non-
profits, institutions, and individuals to 
grow their digital collection, for nearly 
three decades, the Internet Archive has 
worked to preserve everything from 
academic research to personal blogs, 
local news stories to international 
breaking news, and troves of official 
government records—including the ar-
chival of websites from every Presi-
dential administration since 2008. In-
formation from its archives has even 
been cited by every Circuit Court in 
the United States and the Supreme 
Court. 

Working to prevent and repair bro-
ken web links, the Internet Archive 
has become a modern-day, digital Li-
brary of Alexandria and given billions 
of people the tools that once only pro-
fessional archivists had at their dis-
posal. 

On a personal note, earlier this year, 
it was my honor to help designate the 
Internet Archive as a Federal deposi-
tory library, allowing the Internet Ar-
chive to digitize and expand public ac-
cess to Federal Government publica-
tions for years to come. 

For their outstanding commitment 
to the public good and tireless preser-
vation of public information, today we 
celebrate San Francisco’s own Internet 
Archive. Here is to the next trillion. 

f 

ADDITIONAL STATEMENTS 

TRIBUTE TO JOHN EVANS 
∑ Mr. RISCH. Mr. President, I rise 
today with my colleagues Senator 
MIKE CRAPO, Congressman MIKE SIMP-
SON, and Congressman RUSS FULCHER 
to honor Mayor John Evans, a remark-
able leader whose dedication and vision 
have profoundly shaped the Garden 
City community. After 20 years of serv-
ice, Mayor Evans is retiring and mark-
ing the end of an important era for this 
city. 

Mayor Evans, a Vietnam war veteran 
and lifelong public servant, has been a 
steadfast presence in Garden City since 
1989. First elected mayor in November 
2005, he previously served on the city 
council for a decade and 3 years on the 
Garden City Planning & Zoning Com-
mission. Under his strong leadership, 
Mayor Evans has guided the city 
through significant growth and busi-
ness development. Since the start of 
his 30-year tenure, Garden City’s popu-
lation has nearly doubled from over 
6,000 residents in 1990 to 13,000. 

Throughout his time in office, Mayor 
Evans has fostered a vibrant and safe 
community. He oversaw the construc-
tion of essential infrastructure, includ-
ing the Garden City West and White-
water Park bridges, and enhanced pe-
destrian accessibility and neighbor-
hood connectivity. 

As he prepares to pass the torch, 
Mayor Evans leaves behind a legacy of 
service, collaboration, and community 
spirit that will continue to inspire. His 
dedication has truly transformed Gar-
den City for the better and positioned 
it for a bright future. 

On behalf of the residents of Garden 
City and all who have benefited from 
his efforts, we extend our sincere grati-
tude to Mayor John Evans for his ex-
traordinary service. We wish him all 
the best in his retirement, knowing 
that his impact on the community will 
be felt for years to come.∑ 

f 

RECOGNIZING ALL HANDS 
VENDING 

∑ Mr. RISCH. Mr. President, Idaho’s 
veterans risked everything for our free-
doms, and we owe them our immense 
gratitude. Many who returned from 
service continue to be mission-driven, 
highly skilled, dedicated to success, 
and have opened small businesses vital 
to the Gem State. This month, I am 
proud to recognize the veteran-owned 
small businesses that make Idaho’s 
communities and economy thrive. As a 
member and former chairman of the 
Senate Committee on Small Business 
and Entrepreneurship, I am pleased to 
honor All Hands Vending in Rexburg as 
one of Idaho’s Small Businesses of the 
Month for November 2025. 

Dan and Theresa Willis, both Navy 
veterans, founded All Hands Vending in 
January 2020 with the mission of help-
ing companies enhance employee re-
tention and workplace environments 
through breakroom services. After his 
own experience with low company mo-
rale, Dan knew he wanted to make a 
difference in company culture. All 
Hands Vending strives not only to 
serve food and drinks to businesses, but 
also to positively impact a central fac-
tor in a business’s bottom line: em-
ployee morale. 

To this end, All Hands Vending devel-
oped AI Markets, which are state-of- 
the-art micro-markets that serve as an 
alternative to traditional vending ma-
chines, providing companies with 
greater control over their breakrooms 
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and resolving the challenges presented 
by conventional vending units. 

Dan, who was stationed aboard a frig-
ate tasked with intercepting drug 
smugglers attempting to travel to the 
U.S., and Theresa, who served in Af-
ghanistan, brought their military 
backgrounds, precision, and integrity 
into the mission of All Hands Vending. 

Today, the Willises continue their 
service by putting charitable giving at 
the center of their company’s values. 
During the holiday season, their All 
Hands Helping Santa program brings 
Christmas joy to children across east-
ern Idaho by partnering with local or-
ganizations to buy and deliver hun-
dreds of gifts to families in need. 

Thank you, Dan and Theresa Willis, 
for your service to our country, and 
congratulations to All Hands Vending 
for being selected as an Idaho Small 
Business of the Month for November 
2025. You are an outstanding example 
of the immeasurable impact veterans 
have in communities across Idaho and 
the U.S. You make the Gem State 
proud, and I look forward to your con-
tinued success.∑ 

f 

RECOGNIZING AMERICAN PATRIOT 
PLUMBING 

∑ Mr. RISCH. Mr. President, Idaho’s 
veterans risked everything for our free-
doms, and we owe them our immense 
gratitude. Many who returned from 
service continue to be mission-driven, 
highly skilled, dedicated to success, 
and have opened small businesses vital 
to the Gem State. This month, I am 
proud to recognize the veteran-owned 
small businesses that make Idaho’s 
communities and economy thrive. As a 
member and former chairman of the 
Senate Committee on Small Business 
and Entrepreneurship, I am pleased to 
honor American Patriot Plumbing in 
Athol as one of Idaho’s Small Busi-
nesses of the Month for November 2025. 

American Patriot Plumbing opened 
in 2022 after Matt Rude retired from 
the Idaho Army National Guard. Matt 
joined an engineer battalion when he 
enlisted in 2003. He served two combat 
tours and over 20 years as a combat en-
gineer heavy demolition expert and pe-
troleum supply specialist. 

Upon retiring, Matt had years of ex-
perience as both an engineer and 
plumber, thanks to years of working 
for his father’s plumbing company. His 
unique skillset from the Army Na-
tional Guard and 27 years of plumbing 
experience allowed the perfect oppor-
tunity for him to start American Pa-
triot Plumbing. 

American Patriot Plumbing special-
izes in residential, commercial, and re-
model plumbing, diagnosis and repair, 
water heaters, sewer line repair, and 
water supply line installations. As both 
a veteran and a third-generation 
plumber, Matt serves the Athol and 
surrounding areas with military preci-
sion and a lifetime of experience. 

Thank you, Matt Rude, for your serv-
ice to our country, and congratulations 

to American Patriot Plumbing for 
being selected as an Idaho Small Busi-
ness of the Month for November 2025. 
You are an outstanding example of the 
immeasurable impact veterans have in 
communities across Idaho and the U.S. 
You make the Gem State proud, and I 
look forward to your continued suc-
cess.∑ 

f 

RECOGNIZING IRON MULE, INC. 

∑ Mr. RISCH. Mr. President, Idaho’s 
veterans risked everything for our free-
doms, and we owe them our immense 
gratitude. Many who returned from 
service continue to be mission-driven, 
highly skilled, dedicated to success, 
and have opened small businesses vital 
to the Gem State. This month, I am 
proud to recognize the veteran-owned 
small businesses that make Idaho’s 
communities and economy thrive. As a 
member and former chairman of the 
Senate Committee on Small Business 
and Entrepreneurship, I am pleased to 
honor Iron Mule in Boise as one of Ida-
ho’s Small Businesses of the Month for 
November 2025. 

Iron Mule was founded in 2018 
through the merger of two Idaho coffee 
companies: Cafe Mule and Ironside 
Roasting Co. Matt Bishop started Cafe 
Mule in 2016 to serve free trailside cof-
fee in the Boise Foothills. The business 
was inspired by Matt’s experiences in 
the Marine Corps and as a special 
forces team leader in the National 
Guard, during which he completed sev-
eral deployments to Iraq and South 
America. While serving overseas, Matt 
greatly valued the moments where he 
could sit down and build connections 
with people from different backgrounds 
over a cup of tea. He set out to bring 
this back to Idaho. 

Ironside Roasting Co. was founded in 
2015 by Colin Seeley and operated as a 
small batch, craft coffee roastery in 
the Boise area. In early 2018, Matt and 
Colin’s paths crossed, and the two 
quickly brewed up an agreement to 
join forces and create Iron Mule. 
Through their partnership, Colin would 
roast coffee for Cafe Mule, and Matt 
would produce and package cold brew 
coffee for Ironside Roasting Co. Today, 
Iron Mule operates with a small team 
to sell three unique coffee brands: Iron-
side Roasting Co., Cafe Mule, and Draft 
Mule. 

While Matt and Colin do not have a 
brick-and-mortar store in Boise, Iron 
Mule operates one of the largest coffee 
roasting facilities by volume in the 
State and remains heavily involved in 
the community by donating to trail 
maintenance organizations and hunt-
ing and fishing-oriented wildlife con-
servation groups. 

Thank you, Matt Bishop, for your 
service to our country, and congratula-
tions to Iron Mule, Inc., on being se-
lected as an Idaho Small Business of 
the Month for November 2025. You are 
an outstanding example of the immeas-
urable impact veterans have in com-
munities across Idaho and the U.S. You 

make the Gem State proud, and I look 
forward to your continued success.∑ 

f 

RECOGNIZING LAVA HILLSIDE 
SUITES AND THE ROOFTOP BAR 

∑ Mr. RISCH. Mr. President, Idaho’s 
veterans risked everything for our free-
doms, and we owe them our immense 
gratitude. Many who returned from 
service continue to be mission-driven, 
highly skilled, dedicated to success, 
and have opened small businesses vital 
to the Gem State. This month, I am 
proud to recognize the veteran-owned 
small businesses that make Idaho’s 
communities and economy thrive. As a 
member and former chairman of the 
Senate Committee on Small Business 
and Entrepreneurship, I am pleased to 
honor Lava Hillside Suites and The 
Rooftop Bar in Lava Hot Springs as 
one of Idaho’s Small Businesses of the 
Month for November 2025. 

As Bannock County natives, Cody 
and Brandon De Los Reyes grew up 
traveling to Lava Hot Springs and al-
ways felt like one thing was missing: 
the perfect hotel. When the De Los 
Reyes brothers, both Air Force Reserv-
ists, returned home from deployment 
in the Middle East, they began looking 
for land in southeast Idaho to open 
their dream business. With the help of 
their father, who is also a military vet-
eran, the De Los Reyes built Lava Hill-
side Suites from the ground up, using 
the money Cody and Brandon saved 
during their combined eight deploy-
ments. 

Lava Hillside Suites opened in 2018, 
and by 2020, Cody and Brandon had 
completed the nearly 14,000-square-foot 
structure, along with The Rooftop Bar. 
The hotel features nine rooms that 
comfortably sleep six guests, each with 
a covered outdoor patio and all heated 
by the natural hot waters of Lava Hot 
Springs. With the addition of The Roof-
top Bar, the hotel has become a pop-
ular attraction for both locals and 
those visiting the famous hot springs. 

Cody and Brandon serve in the Air 
Force Reserves in the 67th Aerial Port 
Squadron at Hill Air Force Base in 
Utah. SMSgt Cody De Los Reyes en-
listed in 2002 and will retire at the end 
of the year. He deployed four times, 
earned a bachelor’s degree from the 
Idaho State University, and received 23 
medals throughout his service. CMSgt 
Brandon De Los Reyes enlisted in 2003, 
was selected to facilitate the Air Force 
Reserve Command Noncommissioned 
Officer Leadership Course, deployed 
four times, and was awarded 27 medals 
throughout his career. 

Thank you, Cody and Brandon De Los 
Reyes, for your service to our country, 
and congratulations to Lava Hillside 
Suites and The Rooftop Bar for being 
selected as an Idaho Small Business of 
the Month for November 2025. You are 
an outstanding example of the immeas-
urable impact veterans have in com-
munities across Idaho and the U.S. You 
make the Gem State proud, and I look 
forward to your continued success.∑ 
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RECOGNIZING LOCK, STOCK, AND 

BARREL GUNWORKS 

∑ Mr. RISCH. Mr. President, Idaho’s 
veterans risked everything for our free-
doms, and we owe them our immense 
gratitude. Many who returned from 
service continue to be mission-driven, 
highly skilled, dedicated to success, 
and have opened small businesses vital 
to the Gem State. This month, I am 
proud to recognize the veteran-owned 
small businesses that make Idaho’s 
communities and economy thrive. As a 
member and former chairman of the 
Senate Committee on Small Business 
and Entrepreneurship, I am pleased to 
honor Lock, Stock, and Barrel 
Gunworks in Twin Falls as one of Ida-
ho’s Small Businesses of the Month for 
November 2025. 

Paul ‘‘Wes’’ Wilson opened Lock, 
Stock, and Barrel Gunworks in April 
2019 after returning to Idaho from Alas-
ka, his last duty station in the Army. 
During his service, he earned airborne 
wings, served as a drill sergeant and 
jumpmaster, and completed a combat 
tour in Afghanistan. After 8 duty sta-
tions and 20 years of service, Wes re-
tired from the Army as a sergeant first 
class. 

Before coming back to the Gem 
State, Wes owned a carpentry business 
in Alaska and earned a degree in 
gunsmithing from the Colorado School 
of Trades, graduating with honors. Be-
tween his education, background as a 
former Army infantryman, and his ex-
perience as an accomplished big-game 
hunter and skilled gunsmith, Wes is 
well-equipped to service a wide range 
of guns. 

Today, Lock, Stock, and Barrel 
Gunworks specializes in custom pistol 
builds, stock repair, and muzzle brake 
installation. Over the past 6 years, Wes 
and his business have gained a positive 
reputation as a trusted resource in the 
Twin Falls shooting community. 

Thank you, Wes Wilson, for your 
service to our country, and congratula-
tions to Lock, Stock, and Barrel 
Gunworks for being selected as an 
Idaho Small Business of the Month for 
November 2025. You are an outstanding 
example of the immeasurable impact 
veterans have in communities across 
Idaho and the U.S. You make the Gem 
State proud, and I look forward to your 
continued success.∑ 

f 

RECOGNIZING THE OUTBACK 

∑ Mr. RISCH. Mr. President, Idaho’s 
veterans risked everything for our free-
doms, and we owe them our immense 
gratitude. Many who returned from 
service continue to be mission-driven, 
highly skilled, dedicated to success, 
and have opened small businesses vital 
to the Gem State. This month, I am 
proud to recognize the veteran-owned 
small businesses that make Idaho’s 
communities and economy thrive. As a 
member and former chairman of the 
Senate Committee on Small Business 
and Entrepreneurship, I am pleased to 

honor The Outback in Pierce as one of 
Idaho’s Small Businesses of the Month 
for November 2025. 

Harv and Colleen Nelson purchased 
The Outback in 2006 by converting 
bunkhouses originally built in the 1930s 
into nightly rental cabins. Harv, a Ma-
rine Corps veteran, served 24 years as 
an Active-Duty combat engineer offi-
cer, light armored vehicle officer, and 
operations analyst. After serving 
across many duty stations, both do-
mestically and abroad, Harv retired as 
a lieutenant colonel in the fall of 2002. 

During the remodel of The Outback, 
Harv’s engineering experience proved 
invaluable as they expanded from 9 to 
16 units, renovated, and upgraded the 
original bunkhouses. His experience is 
still a goldmine, as upkeep of 90-year- 
old cabins can be an uphill battle, but 
Harv describes owning and maintaining 
The Outback as winning the lottery. 

Colleen, who earned a degree in 
recreation management from the Uni-
versity of Idaho while raising four chil-
dren and moving around with the Ma-
rine Corps, quickly became accustomed 
to the ins and outs of running the 
lodge. She and Harv work with two 
part-time employees who keep The 
Outback open for visitors. 

The Nelsons are very active in the 
Pierce community. Harv previously 
served as a Pierce City councilman, the 
president of the Pierce-Weippe Cham-
ber of Commerce, and was an EMT for 
Clearwater County Ambulance. Until 
he retired from State of Idaho service 
in 2023, Harv served as the program co-
ordinator for the Idaho Youth Chal-
lenge Academy and assistant fire chief, 
and he continues to serve as an elder in 
his church. This involvement has 
helped knit Harv and Colleen into the 
fabric of the Pierce community. Harv 
encourages other veterans who want to 
make an impact to find a small Idaho 
town and get involved. 

Thank you, Harv Nelson, for your 
service to our country, and congratula-
tions to The Outback for being selected 
as an Idaho Small Business of the 
Month for November 2025. You are an 
outstanding example of the immeas-
urable impact veterans have in com-
munities across Idaho and the U.S. You 
make the Gem State proud, and I look 
forward to your continued success.∑ 

f 

RECOGNIZING TABLE VIII 
OVERLAND CATERING COMPANY 

∑ Mr. RISCH. Mr. President, Idaho’s 
veterans risked everything for our free-
doms, and we owe them our immense 
gratitude. Many who returned from 
service continue to be mission-driven, 
highly skilled, dedicated to success, 
and have opened small businesses vital 
to the Gem State. This month, I am 
proud to recognize the veteran-owned 
small businesses that make Idaho’s 
communities and economy thrive. As a 
member and former chairman of the 
Senate Committee on Small Business 
and Entrepreneurship, I am pleased to 
honor Table VIII Overland Catering 

Company in Boise as one of Idaho’s 
Small Businesses of the Month for No-
vember 2025. 

Table VIII Overland Catering Com-
pany started in January 2024 when 
Alexander Balderas, call sign ‘‘Combat 
Knife,’’ decided to pursue a dream that 
had been in his heart for years. Alex-
ander, a veteran of the Marine Corps, 
Army, and Army Reserves with a com-
bined 24 years of service, served as a 
cook and culinary arts instructor dur-
ing four combat missions. Upon return-
ing to civilian life, he worked as the 
senior chef at the Boise VA Medical 
Center. 

Alexander opened Table VIII after 
connecting with other veterans in 
Boise who were able to help him navi-
gate life after service and managing 
PTSD. Alexander credits much of his 
success to the family, friends, and com-
munity that supported him through 
the struggles he faced. 

The name Table VIII honors Alexan-
der’s military experience and comes 
from a training term used by his Army 
unit. During training, his unit went 
through gunnery tables I to VIII to as-
sess and qualify crews on their ability 
to effectively engage targets. When his 
unit completed table VIII, Alexander 
would help the team celebrate with a 
feast after a week of ‘‘meals ready to 
eat’’—MRE—in the field. 

Today, Table VIII offers catering 
services for galas, fundraisers, wed-
dings, off-road events, and exclusive 
functions for veterans and first re-
sponders. While Alexander and his 
team specialize in smaller gatherings 
of around 30, they can serve a special-
ized menu for up to 300 with the aid of 
his wife and volunteers. 

Thank you, Alexander Balderas, for 
your service to our country, and con-
gratulations to Table VIII for being se-
lected as an Idaho Small Business of 
the Month for November 2025. You are 
an outstanding example of the immeas-
urable impact veterans have in com-
munities across Idaho and the U.S. You 
make the Gem State proud, and I look 
forward to your continued success.∑ 

f 

MEASURES REFERRED 
The following bill was read the first 

and the second times by unanimous 
consent, and referred as indicated: 

H.R. 4550. An act to reauthorize the United 
States Grain Standards Act, and for other 
purposes; to the Committee on Agriculture, 
Nutrition, and Forestry. 

f 

MEASURES DISCHARGED PETITION 
We, the undersigned Senators, in accord-

ance with chapter 8 of title 5, United States 
Code, hereby direct that the Senate Com-
mittee on Energy and Natural Resources be 
discharged from further consideration of S.J. 
Res. 80, a joint resolution providing for con-
gressional disapproval under chapter 8 of 
title 5, United States Code, of the rule sub-
mitted by the Bureau of Land Management 
relating to ‘‘National Petroleum Reserve in 
Alaska Integrated Activity Plan Record of 
Decision’’ and, further, that the joint resolu-
tion be immediately placed upon the Legisla-
tive Calendar under General Orders. 
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Dan Sullivan, Pete Ricketts, Cynthia M. 

Lummis, James E. Risch, Mike Lee, 
Rick Scott, John Kennedy, James 
Lankford, Steve Daines, Roger F. 
Wicker, Ted Cruz, Cindy Hyde-Smith, 
Mitch McConnell, John Hoeven, Lisa 
Murkowski, David McCormick, Kevin 
Cramer, Markwayne Mullin, Tim 
Scott, Tommy Tuberville, Shelley 
Moore Capito, Todd Young, Tim 
Sheehy, Mike Rounds, James C. Jus-
tice, Bernie Moreno, John Barrasso, 
Ron Johnson, Marsha Blackburn, Jim 
Banks. 

f 

MEASURES DISCHARGED 

The following joint resolution was 
discharged from the Committee on En-
ergy and Natural Resources, by peti-
tion, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 802(c), and 
placed on the calendar: 

S.J. Res. 80. Joint resolution providing for 
congressional disapproval under chapter 8 of 
title 5, United States Code, of the rule sub-
mitted by the Bureau of Land Management 
relating to ‘‘National Petroleum Reserve in 
Alaska Integrated Activity Plan Record of 
Decision’’. 

f 

EXECUTIVE AND OTHER 
COMMUNICATIONS 

The following communications were 
laid before the Senate, together with 
accompanying papers, reports, and doc-
uments, and were referred as indicated: 

EC–2077. A communication from the Presi-
dent of the United States, transmitting, pur-
suant to law, a report relative to the 
issuance of Executive Order 14346 on Modi-
fying the Scope of Reciprocal Tariffs and Es-
tablishing Procedures for Implementing 
Trade and Security Agreements, which deals 
with the national emergency with respect to 
regulating imports with a reciprocal tariff to 
rectify practices that contribute to large and 
persistent annual United States goods trade 
deficits declared in Executive Order 14257 of 
April 2, 2025; to the Committee on Finance. 

EC–2078. A communication from the Sec-
tion Chief, Internal Revenue Service, De-
partment of the Treasury, transmitting, pur-
suant to law, the report of a rule entitled 
‘‘Relief from Penalty for Failure to Deposit 
Remittance Excise Tax’’ (Notice 2025–55) re-
ceived in the Office of the President of the 
Senate on October 27, 2025; to the Committee 
on Finance. 

EC–2079. A communication from the Sec-
tion Chief, Internal Revenue Service, De-
partment of the Treasury, transmitting, pur-
suant to law, the report of a rule entitled 
‘‘Section 42, Low-Income Housing Credit Av-
erage Income Test Procedures’’ (RIN1545– 
BQ47) received in the Office of the President 
of the Senate on October 27, 2025; to the Com-
mittee on Finance. 

EC–2080. A communication from the Asso-
ciate General Counsel for Administration, 
Office of the General Counsel, Central Intel-
ligence Agency, transmitting, pursuant to 
law, a report relative to designation of an 
acting officer, a nomination, change in pre-
viously submitted reported information, and 
discontinuation of service in an acting role 
for a position covered by the Federal Vacan-
cies Reform Act of 1998 for the position of 
General Counsel, Central Intelligence Agen-
cy, received in the Office of the President of 
the Senate on October 27, 2025; to the Select 
Committee on Intelligence. 

EC–2081. A communication from the Chair-
man and Chief Executive Officer, Farm Cred-
it Administration, transmitting, pursuant to 

law, a report relative to the Administra-
tion’s 2025 compensation program adjust-
ments; to the Committee on Agriculture, Nu-
trition, and Forestry. 

EC–2082. A communication from the Senior 
Counsel, Legal Division, Consumer Financial 
Protection Bureau, transmitting, pursuant 
to law, the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Proce-
dures for Supervisory Designation Pro-
ceedings’’ (RIN3170–AB34) received in the Of-
fice of the President of the Senate on Octo-
ber 27, 2025; to the Committee on Banking, 
Housing, and Urban Affairs. 

EC–2083. A communication from the Senior 
Counsel, Legal Division, Consumer Financial 
Protection Bureau, transmitting, pursuant 
to law, the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Inter-
pretive Rules, Policy Statements and Advi-
sory Opinions; Withdrawal’’ (12 CFR Chapter 
X) received in the Office of the President of 
the Senate on October 27, 2025; to the Com-
mittee on Banking, Housing, and Urban Af-
fairs. 

EC–2084. A communication from the Senior 
Counsel, Legal Division, Consumer Financial 
Protection Bureau, transmitting, pursuant 
to law, the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Small 
Business Lending Under the Equal Credit Op-
portunity Act (Regulation B); Extension of 
Compliance Dates’’ (RIN3170–AB40) received 
in the Office of the President of the Senate 
on October 27, 2025; to the Committee on 
Banking, Housing, and Urban Affairs. 

EC–2085. A communication from the Acting 
General Counsel, Federal Energy Regulatory 
Commission, transmitting, pursuant to law, 
the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Removal of 
Regulations Limiting Authorizations to Pro-
ceed with Construction Activities Pending 
Rehearing’’ ((RIN1902–AG34) (Docket No. 
RM25–9–000)) received in the Office of the 
President of the Senate on October 27, 2025; 
to the Committee on Energy and Natural Re-
sources. 

EC–2086. A communication from the Chair-
man of the Council of the District of Colum-
bia, transmitting, pursuant to law, a report 
on D.C. Act 26–161, ‘‘Peace DC Omnibus Tem-
porary Amendment Act of 2025’’; to the Com-
mittee on Homeland Security and Govern-
mental Affairs. 

EC–2087. A communication from the Chair-
man of the Council of the District of Colum-
bia, transmitting, pursuant to law, a report 
on D.C. Act 26–158, ‘‘Official Sports Capital of 
the United States Designation Amendment 
Act of 2025’’; to the Committee on Homeland 
Security and Governmental Affairs. 

EC–2088. A communication from the Chair-
man of the Council of the District of Colum-
bia, transmitting, pursuant to law, a report 
on D.C. Act 26–159, ‘‘Streatery Program En-
dorsement Extension and Medical Cannabis 
Clarification Temporary Amendment Act of 
2025’’; to the Committee on Homeland Secu-
rity and Governmental Affairs. 

EC–2089. A communication from the Chair-
man of the Council of the District of Colum-
bia, transmitting, pursuant to law, a report 
on D.C. Act 26–157, ‘‘Fiscal Year 2025 Revised 
Local Budget Temporary Act of 2025’’; to the 
Committee on Homeland Security and Gov-
ernmental Affairs. 

EC–2090. A communication from the Chair-
man of the Council of the District of Colum-
bia, transmitting, pursuant to law, a report 
on D.C. Act 26–162, ‘‘Community Health Tem-
porary Amendment Act of 2025’’; to the Com-
mittee on Homeland Security and Govern-
mental Affairs. 

EC–2091. A communication from the Chair-
man of the Council of the District of Colum-
bia, transmitting, pursuant to law, a report 
on D.C. Act 26–136, ‘‘African American Civil 
War Museum Limited Grant-Making Author-
ity Temporary Amendment Act of 2025’’; to 
the Committee on Homeland Security and 
Governmental Affairs. 

EC–2092. A communication from the 
Branch Chief, Customs and Border Protec-
tion, Department of Homeland Security, 
transmitting, pursuant to law, the report of 
a rule entitled ‘‘Collection of Biometric Data 
from Aliens Upon Entry to and Departure 
from the United States’’ (RIN1651–AB12) re-
ceived in the Office of the President of the 
Senate on October 27, 2025; to the Committee 
on Homeland Security and Governmental Af-
fairs. 

f 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES 

The following reports of committees 
were submitted: 

By Ms. MURKOWSKI, from the Committee 
on Indian Affairs, without amendment: 

S. 673. A bill to amend the Miccosukee Re-
served Area Act to authorize the expansion 
of the Miccosukee Reserved Area and to 
carry out activities to protect structures 
within the Osceola Camp from flooding, and 
for other purposes (Rept. No. 119–90). 

f 

EXECUTIVE REPORTS OF 
COMMITTEE 

The following executive reports of 
nominations were submitted: 

By Mr. WICKER for the Committee on 
Armed Services. 

Air Force nomination of Brig. Gen. Chris-
topher A. Jarratt, to be Major General. 

Air Force nomination of Brig. Gen. David 
W. May, to be Major General. 

*Space Force nominations beginning with 
Lt. Gen. David N. Miller, Jr. and ending with 
Maj. Gen. Steven P. Whitney, which nomina-
tions were received by the Senate and ap-
peared in the Congressional Record on Sep-
tember 2, 2025. (minus 1 nominee: Rear Adm. 
Heidi K. Berg) 

*Air Force nomination of Gen. Kenneth S. 
Wilsbach, to be General. 

*Air Force nominations beginning with Lt. 
Gen. Jason T. Hinds and ending with Maj. 
Gen. Jennifer Hammerstedt, which nomina-
tions were received by the Senate and ap-
peared in the Congressional Record on Sep-
tember 29, 2025. (minus 1 nominee: Maj. Gen. 
Dennis O. Bythewood) 

*Space Force nomination of Maj. Gen. Den-
nis O. Bythewood, to be Lieutenant General. 

Army nominations beginning with Lt. Gen. 
Christopher O. Mohan and ending with Maj. 
Gen. Francisco J. Lozano, which nomina-
tions were received by the Senate and ap-
peared in the Congressional Record on Sep-
tember 29, 2025. (minus 3 nominees: Maj. Gen. 
John L. Rafferty, Jr .; Rear Adm. Patrick J. 
Hannifin; Rear Adm. Michael W. Baze) 

*Navy nominations beginning with Rear 
Adm. Patrick J. Hannifin and ending with 
Rear Adm. Michael W. Baze, which nomina-
tions were received by the Senate and ap-
peared in the Congressional Record on Sep-
tember 29, 2025. (minus 11 nominees begin-
ning with Lt. Gen. Christopher O. Mohan) 

*Navy nomination of Vice Adm. Karl O. 
Thomas, to be Admiral. 

Air Force nomination of Brig. Gen. Lisa K. 
Snyder, to be Major General. 

Army nomination of Brig. Gen. Clinton K. 
Murray, to be Major General. 

Navy nomination of Rear Adm. (lh) An-
thony E. Rossi, to be Rear Admiral. 

Air Force nomination of Col. Sonya L. 
Morrison, to be Brigadier General. 

*Army nomination of Lt. Gen. Christopher 
C. LaNeve, to be General. 

*Army nomination of Lt. Gen. Joseph A. 
Ryan, to be General. 

Army nominations beginning with Col. 
Constance L. Jenkins and ending with Col. 
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Mark E. Stackle, which nominations were 
received by the Senate and appeared in the 
Congressional Record on October 20, 2025. 

*Army nomination of Maj. Gen. Lawrence 
G. Ferguson, to be Lieutenant General. 

*Air Force nomination of Lt. Gen. Michael 
J. Lutton, to be Lieutenant General. 

*Navy nomination of Rear Adm. Stephen 
R. Tedford, to be Vice Admiral. 

Mr. WICKER. Mr. President, for the 
Committee on Armed Services I report 
favorably the following nomination 
lists which were printed in the 
RECORDS on the dates indicated, and 
ask unanimous consent, to save the ex-
pense of reprinting on the Executive 
Calendar that these nominations lie at 
the Secretary’s desk for the informa-
tion of Senators . 

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

Air Force nominations beginning with 
Christopher F. Coffman and ending with Jo-
seph J. Zrodlowski, which nominations were 
received by the Senate and appeared in the 
Congressional Record on July 9, 2025. 

Air Force nominations beginning with Jes-
sica L. Adkins and ending with Elithe E. 
Zoglman, which nominations were received 
by the Senate and appeared in the Congres-
sional Record on July 9, 2025. 

Air Force nominations beginning with Ga-
briel Almodovar and ending with Adrian A. 
Zinnerman, which nominations were re-
ceived by the Senate and appeared in the 
Congressional Record on July 9, 2025. 

Air Force nominations beginning with Jo-
seph M. Adams and ending with Kyle G. 
Yates, which nominations were received by 
the Senate and appeared in the Congres-
sional Record on July 9, 2025. 

Air Force nominations beginning with 
Sean M. Andrews and ending with Mathew 
Zulauf, which nominations were received by 
the Senate and appeared in the Congres-
sional Record on July 9, 2025. 

Air Force nominations beginning with 
Marissa L. Ammerman and ending with Jon-
athan R. Wurzelbacher, which nominations 
were received by the Senate and appeared in 
the Congressional Record on July 31, 2025. 

Air Force nominations beginning with 
Brian R. Blanchard and ending with Andrew 
J. Wagner, which nominations were received 
by the Senate and appeared in the Congres-
sional Record on July 31, 2025. 

Air Force nomination of James Hodges, to 
be Colonel. 

Air Force nomination of Pete N. Traylor, 
to be Lieutenant Colonel. 

Air Force nomination of Arron Maniego, to 
be Major. 

Air Force nomination of Miri C. Kim, to be 
Major. 

Air Force nomination of Boris Elison, to be 
Major. 

Air Force nomination of Courtney A. An-
derson, to be Lieutenant Colonel. 

Air Force nomination of Thomas D. White, 
to be Colonel. 

Army nomination of Kelly G. Kilcoyne, to 
be Colonel. 

Army nomination of Courtney L. Glass, to 
be Colonel. 

Army nomination of Daniel F. Gwosch, to 
be Lieutenant Colonel. 

Army nomination of Jennifer D. Cepeda, to 
be Lieutenant Colonel. 

Army nomination of Gary L. Helton, to be 
Lieutenant Colonel. 

Army nomination of Adam D. Weaver, to 
be Major. 

Army nomination of Merrill M. Moe, to be 
Major. 

Army nominations beginning with Ray-
mond A. Akeriwe and ending with 0003774215, 

which nominations were received by the Sen-
ate and appeared in the Congressional 
Record on September 16, 2025. 

Army nominations beginning with James 
A. Clark and ending with Michael P. 
Swanger, which nominations were received 
by the Senate and appeared in the Congres-
sional Record on September 30, 2025. 

Army nominations beginning with Blair T. 
Anthony and ending with Andre D. Sapp, 
which nominations were received by the Sen-
ate and appeared in the Congressional 
Record on September 30, 2025. 

Army nominations beginning with Martin 
L. Blank and ending with John Chovanes, 
which nominations were received by the Sen-
ate and appeared in the Congressional 
Record on September 30, 2025. 

Army nominations beginning with 
Paulynne H. Bellen and ending with Vicky 
M. Wright, which nominations were received 
by the Senate and appeared in the Congres-
sional Record on September 30, 2025. 

Army nominations beginning with Sarah 
P. Acklen and ending with Andrew J. Wood-
ward, which nominations were received by 
the Senate and appeared in the Congres-
sional Record on September 30, 2025. 

Army nominations beginning with Antonio 
A. Acevedoguzman and ending with 
0002383913, which nominations were received 
by the Senate and appeared in the Congres-
sional Record on September 30, 2025. 

Army nominations beginning with Charlie 
E. Anderson III and ending with 0002493652, 
which nominations were received by the Sen-
ate and appeared in the Congressional 
Record on September 30, 2025. 

Army nomination of Jennifer D. Tine, to 
be Lieutenant Colonel. 

Army nomination of Nathan D. Levy, to be 
Lieutenant Colonel. 

Army nomination of Andrew S. Wilhelm, 
to be Lieutenant Colonel. 

Army nomination of Billy J. Thomas, to be 
Major. 

Army nomination of Wai Y. Chau, to be 
Lieutenant Colonel. 

Army nominations beginning with Phillip 
W. Gingrich and ending with Andrew J. Rich-
ardson, which nominations were received by 
the Senate and appeared in the Congres-
sional Record on October 15, 2025. 

Army nominations beginning with Owen S. 
Adams and ending with Michael S. Widner, 
which nominations were received by the Sen-
ate and appeared in the Congressional 
Record on October 15, 2025. 

Marine Corps nominations beginning with 
Daniel R. Abney and ending with Matthew S. 
Zach, which nominations were received by 
the Senate and appeared in the Congres-
sional Record on September 16, 2025. 

Marine Corps nomination of John R. Test, 
to be Lieutenant Colonel. 

Marine Corps nomination of Andrew E. 
Paul, to be Lieutenant Colonel. 

Navy nominations beginning with Thomas 
J. Augustine and ending with Stefan Winter, 
which nominations were received by the Sen-
ate and appeared in the Congressional 
Record on September 16, 2025. 

Navy nominations beginning with Elijah J. 
Cox and ending with Patrick N. Matthews, 
which nominations were received by the Sen-
ate and appeared in the Congressional 
Record on September 16, 2025. 

Navy nominations beginning with Maryam 
Al-Hassan and ending with Paul A. Williams, 
which nominations were received by the Sen-
ate and appeared in the Congressional 
Record on September 16, 2025. 

Navy nominations beginning with James 
E. Altidor and ending with Amber R. Zufelt, 
which nominations were received by the Sen-
ate and appeared in the Congressional 
Record on September 16, 2025. 

Navy nomination of Michael G. Garcia, to 
be Commander. 

Navy nominations beginning with Jerelyn 
M. Alvis and ending with David J. Wright, 
which nominations were received by the Sen-
ate and appeared in the Congressional 
Record on September 16, 2025. 

Navy nominations beginning with Jose C. 
Almonte and ending with Aaron P. Ybarra, 
which nominations were received by the Sen-
ate and appeared in the Congressional 
Record on September 16, 2025. 

Navy nominations beginning with Alvin A. 
R. Abes and ending with Frank R. Zimmer-
man IV, which nominations were received by 
the Senate and appeared in the Congres-
sional Record on September 16, 2025. 

Navy nominations beginning with Angel B. 
Abeyta and ending with Jason M. Xu, which 
nominations were received by the Senate and 
appeared in the Congressional Record on 
September 16, 2025. 

Navy nominations beginning with Joseph 
A. Acevedo and ending with Kevin J. Weeks, 
which nominations were received by the Sen-
ate and appeared in the Congressional 
Record on September 16, 2025. 

Navy nominations beginning with Jona-
than E. Baumgartner and ending with Austin 
C. Vanarsdall, which nominations were re-
ceived by the Senate and appeared in the 
Congressional Record on September 16, 2025. 

Navy nominations beginning with Theron 
M. Anderson and ending with Dawn H. Yoo, 
which nominations were received by the Sen-
ate and appeared in the Congressional 
Record on September 16, 2025. 

Navy nominations beginning with 
Alexzandria S. Anderson and ending with 
David M. Yee, which nominations were re-
ceived by the Senate and appeared in the 
Congressional Record on September 16, 2025. 

Navy nominations beginning with Kiel L. 
Albarran and ending with Ching Ting Yuan, 
which nominations were received by the Sen-
ate and appeared in the Congressional 
Record on September 16, 2025. 

Navy nominations beginning with Thomas 
B. Admont and ending with Andrew A. Zhao, 
which nominations were received by the Sen-
ate and appeared in the Congressional 
Record on September 16, 2025. 

Navy nominations beginning with Dennis 
M. Devey and ending with Bradley A. 
Vomocil, which nominations were received 
by the Senate and appeared in the Congres-
sional Record on September 16, 2025. 

Navy nomination of Katherine M. Nelson, 
to be Lieutenant Commander. 

Navy nominations beginning with Hugo M. 
Argote and ending with Jennifer S. Wuelzer, 
which nominations were received by the Sen-
ate and appeared in the Congressional 
Record on September 16, 2025. 

Navy nominations beginning with Lewis C. 
Aldridge and ending with Nicholas R. 
Spaleny, which nominations were received 
by the Senate and appeared in the Congres-
sional Record on September 16, 2025. 

Navy nomination of Christopher J. Free-
land, to be Lieutenant Commander. 

Navy nomination of Brian S. Knipp, to be 
Captain. 

Navy nominations beginning with Martha 
A. Dodson and ending with Steven Vukas, 
which nominations were received by the Sen-
ate and appeared in the Congressional 
Record on September 30, 2025. 

Navy nominations beginning with Whoon 
J. Kil and ending with Jasleen K. Raina, 
which nominations were received by the Sen-
ate and appeared in the Congressional 
Record on September 30, 2025. 

Navy nominations beginning with Gabriel 
Darwish and ending with Oleg Odin, which 
nominations were received by the Senate and 
appeared in the Congressional Record on 
September 30, 2025. 

Navy nomination of Jennifer E. Kirschner, 
to be Lieutenant Commander. 
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Navy nominations beginning with Kenneth 

E. Fore II and ending with Thomas R. War-
ren II, which nominations were received by 
the Senate and appeared in the Congres-
sional Record on September 30, 2025. 

Navy nominations beginning with Eliane 
F. Eakin and ending with David C. 
Sahadevan, which nominations were received 
by the Senate and appeared in the Congres-
sional Record on September 30, 2025. 

Navy nomination of Lyla J. Blake-Gumbs, 
to be Lieutenant Commander. 

Space Force nomination of Alexis C. Beck, 
to be Major. 

*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. 

(Nominations without an asterisk 
were reported with the recommenda-
tion that they be confirmed.) 

f 

INTRODUCTION OF BILLS AND 
JOINT RESOLUTIONS 

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

By Mr. KENNEDY: 
S. 3060. A bill making continuing appro-

priations for military pay during the Gov-
ernment shutdown; to the Committee on Ap-
propriations. 

By Mr. CORNYN (for himself and Ms. 
CORTEZ MASTO): 

S. 3061. A bill to require the Inspector Gen-
eral of the Department of Housing and Urban 
Development to testify before the Congress 
annually, and for other purposes; to the 
Committee on Banking, Housing, and Urban 
Affairs. 

By Mr. HAWLEY (for himself, Mr. 
BLUMENTHAL, Mrs. BRITT, Mr. WAR-
NER, Mr. MURPHY, and Mr. KELLY): 

S. 3062. A bill to require artificial intel-
ligence chatbots to implement age 
verification measures and make certain dis-
closures, and for other purposes; to the Com-
mittee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. CASSIDY: 
S. 3063. A bill to improve student privacy, 

parental choice, and personalized learning 
innovation in education; to the Committee 
on Health, Education, Labor, and Pensions. 

By Mr. DAINES (for himself and Ms. 
CANTWELL): 

S. 3064. A bill to amend title XVIII of the 
Social Security Act to ensure appropriate 
access to non-opioid pain management drugs 
for chronic pain conditions under part D of 
the Medicare program; to the Committee on 
Finance. 

By Mrs. HYDE–SMITH (for herself and 
Mr. TUBERVILLE): 

S. 3065. A bill to amend the Agricultural 
Marketing Act of 1946 to strengthen country 
of origin and method of production labeling 
for fish; to the Committee on Agriculture, 
Nutrition, and Forestry. 

By Mr. KENNEDY: 
S. 3066. A bill to appropriate funds for pay 

and allowances of Federal employees during 
a lapse in appropriations, and for other pur-
poses; to the Committee on Appropriations. 

By Ms. WARREN (for herself and Mr. 
WARNOCK): 

S. 3067. A bill to establish a grant program 
to increase the local housing supply, and for 
other purposes; to the Committee on Bank-
ing, Housing, and Urban Affairs. 

By Mr. WELCH (for himself, Mr. 
FETTERMAN, and Ms. WARREN): 

S. 3068. A bill to require original equip-
ment manufacturers to make available cer-
tain documentation, parts, software, and 
tools with respect to farm equipment, and 
for other purposes; to the Committee on 
Commerce, Science, and Transportation. 

By Ms. MURKOWSKI (for herself and 
Mr. SULLIVAN): 

S.J. Res. 91. A joint resolution providing 
for congressional disapproval under chapter 8 
of title 5, United States Code, of the rule 
submitted by the Bureau of Land Manage-
ment relating to ‘‘Coastal Plain Oil and Gas 
Leasing Program Record of Decision’’; to the 
Committee on Energy and Natural Re-
sources. 

By Mr. WHITEHOUSE: 
S.J. Res. 92. A joint resolution providing 

for congressional disapproval under chapter 8 
of title 5, United States Code, of the rule 
submitted by the Federal Highway Adminis-
tration relating to ‘‘Rescinding Regulations 
Regarding Management Systems Pertaining 
to the Fish and Wildlife Service and the Ref-
uge Roads Program’’ ’’; to the Committee on 
Environment and Public Works. 

By Mr. WHITEHOUSE: 
S.J. Res. 93. A joint resolution providing 

for congressional disapproval under chapter 8 
of title 5, United States Code, of the rule 
submitted by the Bureau of Safety and Envi-
ronmental Enforcement relating to ‘‘Res-
toration of Names That Honor American 
Greatness; Gulf of America’’; to the Com-
mittee on Energy and Natural Resources. 

f 

SUBMISSION OF CONCURRENT AND 
SENATE RESOLUTIONS 

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

By Ms. ROSEN: 
S. Res. 470. A resolution condemning any 

financial compensation from the Department 
of Justice to President Donald Trump tied to 
previous Federal investigations into his un-
lawful actions; to the Committee on the Ju-
diciary. 

By Mr. CASSIDY (for himself, Mr. 
HICKENLOOPER, Mrs. CAPITO, Mr. 
KING, Ms. WARREN, and Mr. BOOZ-
MAN): 

S. Res. 471. A resolution calling on Con-
gress, schools, and State and local edu-
cational agencies to recognize the signifi-
cant educational implications of dyslexia 
that must be addressed, and designating Oc-
tober 2025 as ‘‘National Dyslexia Awareness 
Month’’; considered and agreed to. 

f 

ADDITIONAL COSPONSORS 

S. 421 

At the request of Mr. THUNE, the 
name of the Senator from Utah (Mr. 
LEE) was added as a cosponsor of S. 421, 
a bill to amend the Agricultural Mar-
keting Act of 1946 to establish country 
of origin labeling requirements for 
beef, and for other purposes. 

S. 697 

At the request of Mr. HOEVEN, the 
names of the Senator from Mississippi 
(Mrs. HYDE-SMITH) and the Senator 
from New Mexico (Mr. HEINRICH) were 
added as cosponsors of S. 697, a bill to 
amend title 49, United States Code, to 
provide for air traffic control training 
improvements, and for other purposes. 

S. 1027 

At the request of Mr. KAINE, the 
names of the Senator from Kansas (Mr. 

MARSHALL) and the Senator from 
Michigan (Mr. PETERS) were added as 
cosponsors of S. 1027, a bill to amend 
the Internal Revenue Code of 1986 to 
make employers of spouses of military 
personnel eligible for the work oppor-
tunity credit. 

S. 1141 
At the request of Mr. CASSIDY, the 

name of the Senator from Mississippi 
(Mrs. HYDE-SMITH) was added as a co-
sponsor of S. 1141, a bill to amend the 
Internal Revenue Code of 1986 to pro-
vide a special rule for certain casualty 
losses of uncut timber. 

S. 1320 
At the request of Mrs. MURRAY, the 

name of the Senator from Minnesota 
(Ms. KLOBUCHAR) was added as a co-
sponsor of S. 1320, a bill to direct the 
Secretary of Defense and the Secretary 
of Veterans Affairs to take certain 
steps regarding research related to 
menopause, perimenopause, or mid-life 
women’s health, and for other pur-
poses. 

S. 1538 
At the request of Mr. BLUMENTHAL, 

the name of the Senator from Georgia 
(Mr. OSSOFF) was added as a cosponsor 
of S. 1538, a bill to amend the Animal 
Welfare Act to expand and improve the 
enforcement capabilities of the Attor-
ney General, and for other purposes. 

S. 1541 
At the request of Mr. KELLY, the 

names of the Senator from New Jersey 
(Mr. KIM) and the Senator from Ohio 
(Mr. MORENO) were added as cosponsors 
of S. 1541, a bill to support the national 
defense and economic security of the 
United States by supporting vessels, 
ports, and shipyards of the United 
States and the U.S. maritime work-
force. 

S. 1736 
At the request of Mrs. MURRAY, the 

name of the Senator from New Mexico 
(Mr. LUJÁN) was added as a cosponsor 
of S. 1736, a bill to amend the Child Nu-
trition Act of 1966 to clarify the avail-
ability and appropriateness of training 
for local food service personnel, and for 
other purposes. 

S. 1748 
At the request of Mrs. BLACKBURN, 

the name of the Senator from Cali-
fornia (Mr. SCHIFF) was added as a co-
sponsor of S. 1748, a bill to protect the 
safety of children on the internet. 

S. 1884 
At the request of Mr. CORNYN, the 

name of the Senator from Texas (Mr. 
CRUZ) was added as a cosponsor of S. 
1884, a bill to clarify the Holocaust Ex-
propriated Art Recovery Act of 2016, to 
appropriately limit the application of 
defenses based on the passage of time 
and other non-merits defenses to 
claims under that Act. 

S. 2201 
At the request of Mr. MARKEY, the 

name of the Senator from New Jersey 
(Mr. KIM) was added as a cosponsor of 
S. 2201, a bill to amend title 18, United 
States Code, to prohibit panic defenses 
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based on sexual orientation or gender 
identity or expression. 

S. 2368 
At the request of Mr. HAGERTY, the 

name of the Senator from Nebraska 
(Mr. RICKETTS) was added as a cospon-
sor of S. 2368, a bill to take measures 
with respect to certain property that is 
nationalized or expropriated by foreign 
governments, to amend section 301 of 
the Trade Act of 1974 to include expro-
priation of the assets of United States 
Persons in acts, policies, and practices 
of foreign countries that are unreason-
able or discriminatory, and for other 
purposes. 

S. 2378 
At the request of Mr. MORAN, the 

name of the Senator from Mississippi 
(Mrs. HYDE-SMITH) was added as a co-
sponsor of S. 2378, a bill to amend title 
49, United States Code, to establish 
funds for investments in aviation secu-
rity checkpoint technology, and for 
other purposes. 

S. 2561 
At the request of Mr. CASSIDY, the 

name of the Senator from New Jersey 
(Mr. BOOKER) was added as a cosponsor 
of S. 2561, a bill to amend title XVIII of 
the Social Security Act to reform the 
payment rules regarding skin sub-
stitute products. 

S. 2709 
At the request of Mr. SCOTT of South 

Carolina, the names of the Senator 
from Tennessee (Mrs. BLACKBURN) and 
the Senator from Georgia (Mr. 
WARNOCK) were added as cosponsors of 
S. 2709, a bill to amend title XVIII of 
the Social Security Act to extend cer-
tain telehealth flexibilities under the 
Medicare program. 

S. 2742 
At the request of Mr. LEE, the name 

of the Senator from Idaho (Mr. RISCH) 
was added as a cosponsor of S. 2742, a 
bill to amend the Clean Air Act to pro-
hibit the reallocation of applicable vol-
umes for small refineries under the Re-
newable Fuel Standard, and for other 
purposes. 

S. 2870 
At the request of Mr. CORNYN, the 

names of the Senator from Washington 
(Ms. CANTWELL) and the Senator from 
Tennessee (Mrs. BLACKBURN) 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. 2918 
At the request of Mr. WHITEHOUSE, 

the names of the Senator from Texas 
(Mr. CORNYN) and the Senator from Ar-
izona (Mr. GALLEGO) were added as co-
sponsors of S. 2918, a bill to amend the 
Rebuilding Economic Prosperity and 
Opportunity for Ukrainians Act to im-
prove the implementation of the sei-
zure of Russian sovereign assets for the 
benefit of Ukraine, and for other pur-
poses. 

S. 2963 
At the request of Ms. SMITH, the 

name of the Senator from Connecticut 

(Mr. MURPHY) was added as a cosponsor 
of S. 2963, a bill to provide back pay to 
Federal contractors, and for other pur-
poses. 

S. 2983 
At the request of Mr. PETERS, the 

names of the Senator from North Caro-
lina (Mr. BUDD) and the Senator from 
New York (Mrs. GILLIBRAND) were 
added as cosponsors of S. 2983, a bill to 
reauthorize the Cybersecurity Informa-
tion Sharing Act of 2015. 

S. 3013 
At the request of Mr. COTTON, the 

name of the Senator from Mississippi 
(Mrs. HYDE-SMITH) was added as a co-
sponsor of S. 3013, a bill to require all 
testing relating to the issuance or re-
newal of a commercial driver’s license 
to be conducted only in English, and 
for other purposes. 

S. 3031 
At the request of Mr. CRUZ, the name 

of the Senator from Tennessee (Mrs. 
BLACKBURN) was added as a cosponsor 
of S. 3031, a bill making continuing ap-
propriations for essential Federal Avia-
tion Administration and Transpor-
tation Security Administration pay 
and operations in the event of a Fed-
eral Government shutdown, and for 
other purposes. 

S.J. RES. 77 
At the request of Mr. KAINE, the 

name of the Senator from Rhode Island 
(Mr. REED) was added as a cosponsor of 
S.J. Res. 77, a joint resolution termi-
nating the national emergency de-
clared to impose duties on articles im-
ported from Canada. 

S.J. RES. 81 
At the request of Mr. KAINE, the 

name of the Senator from Rhode Island 
(Mr. REED) was added as a cosponsor of 
S.J. Res. 81, a joint resolution termi-
nating the national emergency de-
clared to impose duties on articles im-
ported from Brazil. 

S. RES. 61 
At the request of Mr. MARKEY, the 

name of the Senator from Arizona (Mr. 
KELLY) was added as a cosponsor of S. 
Res. 61, a resolution expressing support 
for the continued value of arms control 
agreements and negotiated constraints 
on Russian and Chinese strategic nu-
clear forces. 

S. RES. 463 
At the request of Mr. CRUZ, the name 

of the Senator from Maryland (Ms. 
ALSOBROOKS) was added as a cosponsor 
of S. Res. 463, a resolution expressing 
condemnation of the Chinese Com-
munist Party’s persecution of religious 
minority groups, including Christians, 
Muslims, and Buddhists and the deten-
tion of Pastor ‘‘Ezra’’ Jin Mingri and 
leaders of the Zion Church, and re-
affirming the United States’ global 
commitment to promote religious free-
dom and tolerance. 

S. RES. 466 
At the request of Ms. WARREN, the 

names of the Senator from Oregon (Mr. 
MERKLEY), the Senator from Con-
necticut (Mr. MURPHY), the Senator 

from Hawaii (Ms. HIRONO), the Senator 
from Michigan (Ms. SLOTKIN), the Sen-
ator from New York (Mrs. GILLIBRAND), 
the Senator from Connecticut (Mr. 
BLUMENTHAL), the Senator from New 
Jersey (Mr. KIM), the Senator from 
Maryland (Ms. ALSOBROOKS), the Sen-
ator from Nevada (Ms. CORTEZ MASTO), 
the Senator from Rhode Island (Mr. 
REED), the Senator from Colorado (Mr. 
HICKENLOOPER), the Senator from Ari-
zona (Mr. GALLEGO) and the Senator 
from Delaware (Ms. BLUNT ROCHESTER) 
were added as cosponsors of S. Res. 466, 
a resolution condemning President 
Trump’s pardoning of Binance founder 
Changpeng Zhao, who had violated 
United States anti-money laundering 
laws, and calling for Congress to use its 
authority to stop this form of corrup-
tion. 

f 

SUBMITTED RESOLUTIONS 

SENATE RESOLUTION 470—CON-
DEMNING ANY FINANCIAL COM-
PENSATION FROM THE DEPART-
MENT OF JUSTICE TO PRESI-
DENT DONALD TRUMP TIED TO 
PREVIOUS FEDERAL INVESTIGA-
TIONS INTO HIS UNLAWFUL AC-
TIONS 
Ms. ROSEN submitted the following 

resolution; which was referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary: 

S. RES. 470 

Whereas the President of the United States 
holds a constitutional duty to faithfully exe-
cute the laws of the United States and an ob-
ligation to respect the independence of the 
Department of Justice’s prosecutorial role; 

Whereas the Department of Justice is the 
preeminent law enforcement agency of the 
United States and must remain free from 
personal influence, political coercion, or self- 
dealing by any elected official, including the 
President; 

Whereas any demand by a President for 
personal financial compensation from the 
Department of Justice, an agency under the 
executive branch of the Federal Government 
that he or she oversees, represents an ex-
traordinary abuse of the public trust and a 
breach of fundamental ethical norms; 

Whereas President Trump, as a private cit-
izen, filed administrative complaints seeking 
payments from the Federal Government for 
alleged damages related to a Federal Bureau 
of Investigation and Special Counsel inves-
tigation into his conduct during the 2016 
election and his handling of classified docu-
ments; 

Whereas these complaints may ultimately 
be reviewed by employees of the Department 
of Justice who have worked closely with 
President Trump in his capacity as a private 
citizen and political candidate; 

Whereas, in January 2025, the Department 
of Justice removed Associate Deputy Attor-
ney General Bradley Weinsheimer, the senior 
career ethics official in the Department, 
from his position; 

Whereas, in March 2025, the Department of 
Justice fired Jeffrey Ragsdale, the Director 
and Chief Counsel of the Office of Profes-
sional Responsibility, who was responsible 
for overseeing the office within the Depart-
ment of Justice that investigates attorney 
misconduct; 

Whereas, in July 2025, the Department of 
Justice fired Joseph Tirrell, the Director of 
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the Departmental Ethics Office, who was re-
sponsible for advising the Attorney General 
and Deputy Attorney General on ethics and 
overseeing the ethics program of the Depart-
ment of Justice; 

Whereas, on October 21, 2025, President 
Trump alleged that he had ‘‘a lawsuit that 
was doing very well’’ and stated that the De-
partment of Justice would ‘‘owe [him] a lot 
of money’’; 

Whereas the public or private attempts by 
the President to extract $230,000,000 in per-
sonal payments from the Department of Jus-
tice raise serious questions about violations 
of article II, section 1, clause 7 of the Con-
stitution of the United States (commonly 
known as the ‘‘Domestic Emoluments 
Clause’’), misuse of Government funds, and 
potential violations of Federal ethics and 
anti-corruption laws; 

Whereas such actions erode public con-
fidence in the impartial administration of 
justice; 

Whereas taxpayer dollars will be used to 
pay for any financial award to the President; 

Whereas the people of the United States 
are struggling with an unprecedented hous-
ing affordability crisis, rising health care 
costs due to cuts by the Trump Administra-
tion and Republicans in Congress and their 
failure to address expiring tax credits that 
directly lower the cost of private health in-
surance, and other rising costs due to infla-
tion and the tariffs imposed by President 
Trump; and 

Whereas the Federal Government has been 
shut down since October 1, 2025, and most of 
the approximately 2,400,000 Federal workers 
across the United States have not received 
their paychecks: Now, therefore, be it 

Resolved, That the Senate— 
(1) condemns in the strongest possible 

terms the calls by President Donald Trump 
for the Department of Justice to pay him 
$230,000,000; 

(2) opposes the provision of financial com-
pensation through lawsuits, paid from tax-
payer money, to President Trump; 

(3) urges any officials of the Department of 
Justice with personal or professional ties to 
President Trump to recuse themselves from 
any review or settlement of these adminis-
trative complaints; 

(4) affirms the foundational principle that 
no public office may be used for personal en-
richment; 

(5) reaffirms its commitment to the inde-
pendence of the Department of Justice’s 
prosecutorial role and the rule of law; and 

(6) calls upon all public officials, including 
the President of the United States, to uphold 
the highest ethical standards and to place 
the public interest above personal gain. 

f 

SENATE RESOLUTION 471—CALL-
ING ON CONGRESS, SCHOOLS, 
AND STATE AND LOCAL EDU-
CATIONAL AGENCIES TO RECOG-
NIZE THE SIGNIFICANT EDU-
CATIONAL IMPLICATIONS OF 
DYSLEXIA THAT MUST BE AD-
DRESSED, AND DESIGNATING OC-
TOBER 2025 AS ‘‘NATIONAL DYS-
LEXIA AWARENESS MONTH’’ 

Mr. CASSIDY (for himself, Mr. 
HICKENLOOPER, Mrs. CAPITO, Mr. KING, 
Ms. WARREN, and Mr. BOOZMAN) sub-
mitted the following resolution; which 
was considered and agreed to: 

S. RES. 471 

Whereas dyslexia is— 
(1) defined as an unexpected difficulty in 

reading for an individual who has the intel-
ligence to be a much better reader; and 

(2) most commonly caused by a difficulty 
in phonological processing (the appreciation 
of the individual sounds of spoken language), 
which affects the ability of an individual to 
speak, read, spell, and, often, the ability to 
learn a second language; 

Whereas the First Step Act of 2018 (Public 
Law 115–391; 132 Stat. 5194 et seq.) included a 
definition of dyslexia as part of the require-
ment of the Act to screen inmates for dys-
lexia upon intake in Federal prisons; 

Whereas the definition of dyslexia in sec-
tion 3635 of title 18, United States Code, as 
added by section 101(a) of the First Step Act 
of 2018, is the first and only definition of dys-
lexia in a Federal statute; 

Whereas dyslexia is the most common 
learning disability and affects 80 to 90 per-
cent of all individuals with a learning dis-
ability; 

Whereas dyslexia is persistent and highly 
prevalent, affecting as many as 1 out of 
every 5 individuals; 

Whereas dyslexia is a paradox, in that an 
individual with dyslexia may have both— 

(1) weaknesses in decoding that result in 
difficulties with accurate or fluent word rec-
ognition; and 

(2) strengths in higher-level cognitive func-
tions, such as reasoning, critical thinking, 
concept formation, and problem solving; 

Whereas great progress has been made in 
understanding dyslexia on a scientific level, 
including the epidemiological, cognitive, and 
neurobiological bases of dyslexia; 

Whereas the achievement gap between typ-
ical readers and dyslexic readers occurs as 
early as first grade; and 

Whereas early screening for, and early di-
agnosis of, dyslexia are critical for ensuring 
that individuals with dyslexia receive fo-
cused, evidence-based intervention that 
leads to fluent reading, the promotion of 
self-awareness and self-empowerment, and 
the provision of necessary accommodations 
that ensure success in school and in life: 
Now, therefore, be it 

Resolved, That the Senate— 
(1) calls on Congress, schools, and State 

and local educational agencies to recognize 
that dyslexia has significant educational im-
plications that must be addressed; and 

(2) designates October 2025 as ‘‘National 
Dyslexia Awareness Month’’. 

f 

AUTHORITY FOR COMMITTEES TO 
MEET 

Mr. THUNE. Mr. President, I have 
four requests for committees to meet 
during today’s session of the Senate. 
They have the approval of the Majority 
and Minority Leaders. 

Pursuant to rule XXVI, paragraph 
5(a), of the Standing Rules of the Sen-
ate, the following committees are au-
thorized to meet during today’s session 
of the Senate: 

COMMITTEE ON ARMED SERVICES 
The Committee on Armed Services is 

authorized to meet during the session 
of the Senate on Tuesday, October 28, 
2025, at 9:30 a.m., to conduct a hearing 
on nominations. 

COMMITTEE ON COMMERCE, SCIENCE, AND 
TRANSPORTATION 

The Committee on Commerce, 
Science, and Transportation is author-
ized to meet during the session of the 
Senate on Tuesday, October 28, 2025, at 
10 a.m., to conduct a subcommittee 
hearing. 

COMMITTEE ON THE JUDICIARY 
The Committee on the Judiciary is 

authorized to meet during the session 

of the Senate on Tuesday, October 28, 
2025, at 10:15 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, October 28, 
2025, at 2:30 p.m., to conduct a hearing. 

f 

PRIVILEGES OF THE FLOOR 

Ms. WARREN. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that privileges of 
the floor be granted to the following 
member of my staff, Henry Wu, for 
today, October 28, 2025. 

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

Mr. WYDEN. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the following 
members of my team be granted floor 
privileges for the remainder of the Con-
gress: Christopher Stille, Madeleine 
Vea, Meredith Shea, Eric Gitson, Mat-
thew Trone, Ethan Lukas, Christopher 
Adair, Cara Levy, Steven Kasparek, 
and Rami Major. 

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

f 

EXPRESSING SUPPORT FOR THE 
DESIGNATION OF THE WEEK OF 
OCTOBER 24, 2025, TO OCTOBER 31, 
2025, AS ‘‘BAT WEEK’’ 

Mr. THUNE. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the Com-
mittee on Environment and Public 
Works be discharged from further con-
sideration and the Senate now proceed 
to S. Res. 454. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will report the resolution by 
title. 

The senior assistant legislative clerk 
read as follows: 

A resolution (S. Res. 454) expressing sup-
port for the designation of the week of Octo-
ber 24, 2025, to October 31, 2025, as ‘‘Bat 
Week’’. 

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. 454) was 
agreed to. 

The preamble was agreed to. 
(The resolution, with its preamble, is 

printed in the RECORD of October 16, 
2025, under ‘‘Submitted Resolutions.’’) 

f 

NATIONAL DYSLEXIA AWARENESS 
MONTH 

Mr. THUNE. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the Senate 
proceed to the consideration of S. Res. 
471, which is at the desk. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will report the resolution by 
title. 
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The senior assistant legislative clerk 

read as follows: 
A resolution (S. Res. 471) calling on Con-

gress, schools, and State and local edu-
cational agencies to recognize the signifi-
cant educational implications of dyslexia 
that must be addressed, and designating Oc-
tober 2025 as ‘‘National Dyslexia Awareness 
Month’’. 

There being no objection, the Senate 
proceeded to consider the resolution. 

Mr. THUNE. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the resolution 
be agreed to, the preamble be agreed 
to, and that the motions to reconsider 
be considered made and laid upon the 
table with no intervening action or de-
bate. 

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

The resolution (S. Res. 471) was 
agreed to. 

The preamble was agreed to. 
(The resolution, with its preamble, is 

printed in today’s RECORD under ‘‘Sub-
mitted Resolutions.’’) 

f 

ORDERS FOR WEDNESDAY, 
OCTOBER 29, 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 29; 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 day, and the Senate 
be in a period of morning business, 
with Senators permitted to speak 
therein for up to 10 minutes each; that 
if Senator SULLIVAN makes a motion to 
proceed to S.J. Res. 80, the Senate vote 
on the motion at 11:30 a.m. and, if 
agreed to, that all time be deemed ex-
pired and the Senate vote on passage 
no earlier than Thursday, October 30; 
that following the vote on the motion 
to proceed to S.J. Res. 80, the Senate 
execute the order of October 28 in rela-
tion to Executive Calendar No. 457, Ed-
mund G. LaCour, Jr.; further, that if 
Senator KENNEDY makes a motion to 
proceed to S.J. Res. 69, the Senate vote 
on the motion at 2:15 p.m. 

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

Mr. THUNE. Mr. President, for the 
information of my colleagues, Senators 
should expect two votes at 11:30 a.m., 
one vote at 2:15 p.m., and a further vote 
later in the afternoon. 

f 

ORDER FOR ADJOURNMENT 
Mr. THUNE. Mr. President, if there is 

no further business to come before the 
Senate, I ask that it stand adjourned 
under the previous order following the 
remarks of Senator BLUMENTHAL. 

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

The Senator from Connecticut. 
f 

HEALTHCARE 
Mr. BLUMENTHAL. Mr. President, 

as everyone in this Chamber knows and 

everyone in our great Nation knows, 
we are in the midst of a healthcare cri-
sis. Now, the word ‘‘crisis’’ probably is 
the most overused term in the political 
lexicon, but the American people know 
that this crisis is real and urgent be-
cause they know, if you don’t have 
your health, you don’t have anything. 
That old saying epitomizes the impor-
tance of healthcare when it affects our 
children, who can’t get healthcare for 
themselves; our seniors, who also de-
pend on others; and everyday Ameri-
cans across the country, who are at 
their kitchen tables tonight or at their 
workplaces or are with their families, 
wondering: When will it happen? When 
will I get sick, not just with a virus or 
the common cold? When will there be a 
healthcare crisis for me? 

And it happens to everybody. Nobody 
is invincible. Everybody needs 
healthcare, and it should be regarded 
as a human right. 

We face an imminent and real and 
present crisis right now for millions of 
Americans who will no longer be able 
to afford healthcare insurance, begin-
ning in days or weeks, because pre-
miums are skyrocketing. They will rise 
by double or triple what they are now. 
Insurance companies are already rais-
ing premium rates. Americans are be-
ginning a period of open enrollment. In 
Connecticut, it begins on November 1, 
when they will have to make choices— 
literally, in effect, writing checks to 
insurance companies and saying: I am 
going to afford this plan. But many 
Americans will find no plan affordable 
if we fail to provide for them an exten-
sion of the healthcare tax credit that 
has enabled them to afford health in-
surance up to now under a measure 
that we passed and the President 
signed. 

My Republican colleagues continue 
to ignore the needs and interests of the 
American people by blocking our ef-
forts to fix this imminent, immediate 
crisis. The Republican-controlled 
House of Representatives is out of 
town, the President is out of touch in 
Asia, and we are left with the clock 
ticking. Time is not on our side. 

Let’s be very clear. Republicans con-
trol the House of Representatives, 
which hasn’t shown up to work in over 
a month, but they continue to be paid; 
Republicans control the Senate; and 
maybe most importantly, the Repub-
licans control the White House. This 
government shutdown is happening on 
President Trump’s watch. It is on him. 
These skyrocketing healthcare costs 
are happening on his watch too. 

Instead of fighting for the American 
people, President Trump and Repub-
licans have spent the past year seeking 
to strip millions of Americans of 
healthcare, food assistance, student 
loan support, and much more that is 
vital to their quality of life and, for 
many of them, their very survival. 

Democrats have been sounding the 
alarm over the ongoing threats to 
healthcare and the impact it will have 
on every American, but Republicans 

seemingly—I say ‘‘seemingly’’—refuse 
to listen. I think they are listening but 
are in denial because instead of work-
ing with Democrats to prevent Ameri-
cans from being crushed by impending 
medical debt, Republicans have wasted 
valuable time blocking every single 
Democratic effort to lower costs for 
families. 

To be clear, if Republicans refuse to 
join Democrats in protecting the 
American people from massive in-
creases in their healthcare costs, mil-
lions of people will suffer, and 
healthcare premiums will rise to in-
comprehensible levels. 

Just this week, Connecticut launched 
a window-shopping tool that allows 
residents to preview their healthcare 
options for next year. It allows con-
sumers to see how costs compare to 
next year’s costs. Very frankly, the op-
tions are preposterous. 

For example, a couple in their sixties 
living in Hartford, CT—our capital— 
making $100,000 a year will go from 
paying $260.38 to $2,614.60. That is for 
the same plan. It is an Anthem plan. 
They are going from the cost this year 
of $260.83 to, next year, $2,614.60. By the 
way, they are getting nothing more. It 
is the same plan. There is no additional 
coverage, and they are paying over 
$2,500 more each month. 

It is, in effect, a Republican 
healthcare tax on a family in their six-
ties making $100,000 a year—that is a 
middle-class family—in Hartford, CT. 

Let me give you another example. A 
family of four living in Hartford and 
making $159,767, roughly $160,000 a 
year—the average salary for a family 
of four in our State—would be forced to 
pay $1,159.52 more. They go from $796.65 
this year to $1,956.17 next year. I don’t 
know how they can afford it. The sim-
ple answer is, probably they can’t. And 
that family will be at risk of financial 
catastrophe without healthcare insur-
ance coverage. 

Already—let me just emphasize, al-
ready—healthcare debt is the major 
cause of bankruptcy in this country. It 
hurts our whole economy. So even if 
you don’t care about a family of four 
living in Hartford or a couple in their 
sixties, even if the humanitarian im-
pacts are impervious to you, think 
about the economic consequences. 
Think about your pocketbook, not 
theirs. Bankruptcy will increase along 
with the suffering. 

These price hikes, the taxes on 
healthcare, are absolutely absurd and 
abhorrent. It is incomprehensible to 
expect any American enrolled in one of 
these plans to have the disposable in-
come necessary to keep their coverage. 
This added cost is money that could be 
used to cover weeks’ worth of gro-
ceries, heat, rent, or mortgage. 

This added cost is money that many 
individuals and families simply don’t 
have. They won’t pay these prices be-
cause they simply cannot. Instead, 
many will be forced to go without 
health insurance, which raises the 
costs for everyone. 
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Very bluntly, these rates will not 

just impact people enrolled in the ACA 
marketplace. If Republicans have their 
way, the entire healthcare system will 
feel the effects, and every individual 
trying to receive care, regardless of 
what kind of insurance they have, will 
be impacted. The ripple effect is com-
ing to you. Even if you don’t have an 
ACA plan, even if you are paying some 
part of your employer’s insurance cost, 
this rising tide will truly lift 
everybody’s boat in terms of costs. 

Republicans are making Connecticut 
families and Americans across the 
country choose between affordable 
healthcare or putting food on the table 
or heating their homes this winter or 
buying clothes for their kid. It is cruel. 
It is unnecessary. It will undoubtedly 
cost people their health and their lives. 

Open enrollment is less than 5 days 
away now in Connecticut. Time is not 
on our side. We have no time to waste. 
If you don’t feel this sense of urgency, 
listen to your constituents. 

I choose to stand with them—with 
small business owners, with working 
families, with everyday Americans who 

will be crushed by these costs, and 
their futures will be crippled—at least 
financially. 

It is paramount in my mind that Re-
publican colleagues listen to those con-
stituents, to those small business own-
ers, to those families and millions of 
Americans and healthcare profes-
sionals who have been speaking truth 
to power. 

This government shutdown can end 
tonight if we choose the path forward 
to guarantee an extension of the 
healthcare tax credits and add it to the 
government funding measure that is 
now before this body. 

The House of Representatives needs 
to come back to do its job. President 
Trump will come back from Asia. The 
American people deserve a real solu-
tion that preserves Americans’ 
healthcare. 

I yield the floor. 
f 

ADJOURNMENT UNTIL 10 A.M. 
TOMORROW 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under 
the previous order, the Senate stands 
adjourned until 10 a.m. tomorrow. 

Thereupon, the Senate, at 7:17 p.m., 
adjourned until Wednesday, October 29, 
2025, at 10 a.m. 

f 

DISCHARGED NOMINATION 

The Senate Committee on Homeland 
Security and Governmental Affairs was 
discharged from further consideration 
of the following nomination under the 
authority of the order of the Senate of 
01/07/2009 and the nomination was 
placed on the Executive Calendar: 

WILLIAM KIRK, OF MARYLAND, TO BE INSPECTOR GEN-
ERAL, SMALL BUSINESS ADMINISTRATION. 

f 

CONFIRMATION 

Executive nomination confirmed by 
the Senate October 28, 2025: 

THE JUDICIARY 

JORDAN EMERY PRATT, OF FLORIDA, TO BE UNITED 
STATES DISTRICT JUDGE FOR THE MIDDLE DISTRICT OF 
FLORIDA. 
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