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House of Representatives

The House was not in session today. Its next meeting will be held on Friday, October 31, 2025, at 1 p.m.

The Senate met at 10 a.m. and was
called to order by the President pro
tempore (Mr. GRASSLEY).

—————

PRAYER

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

Let us pray.

Eternal God, our Lord, we praise
Your Holy Name. You are our strength,
guide, and protection.

Lord, we continue to pray without
ceasing for an end to this shutdown.
Use our Senators to make this dream
become a reality. Help them to express
their gratitude to You with deeds of
faith, love, and obedience. May our
lawmakers, for the glory of Your
Name, learn to foresee danger and take
precautions. Prosper the works of their
hands until the kingdoms of this world
become the springboard for the eternal
reign of the King of Kings and Lord of
Lords.

We pray in Your strong Name. Amen.

———

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.

———

RESERVATION OF LEADER TIME

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

Senate

WEDNESDAY, OCTOBER 29, 2025

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 PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Iowa.

———

RECOGNIZING STEAD FAMILY
CHILDREN’S HOSPITAL

Mr. GRASSLEY. Mr. President, my
colleagues may get tired of me braying
about great things in Iowa, but I am
here again to do that.

The University of Iowa Stead Family
Children’s Hospital continues to set
the standard for pediatric care in our
State and our region.

In the 2025-2026 U.S. News and World
Report, Iowa’s Stead Family was
ranked No. 1 in Iowa and No. 12 in the
Midwest under a category called the
Best Children’s Hospitals ranking.

Stead Family Children’s Hospital has
appeared in rankings every year since
the U.S. News and World Report
launched these indexes in 2007. These
rankings reflect more than numbers;
they represent the hospital’s commit-
ment to high-quality, compassionate,
and innovative care.

Stead is home to Iowa’s only level 4
Neonatal Intensive Care Unit and level
1 Pediatric Trauma Center, offering the
highest levels of critical and emer-
gency care.

In 2020, Stead Family also earned the
Gold Beacon Award for excellence from
the American Association of Critical-
Care Nurses, the world’s largest spe-
cialty nursing organization.

This award recognizes hospital units
that exemplify exceptional patient
care, strong leadership, and a sustained
commitment to safety and quality.

Achieving the gold-level designation
reflects Stead Family’s success in fos-
tering an environment where collabo-
ration, evidence-based practice, and
compassionate care thrive.

The University of Iowa Health Care
system has also maintained Magnet
designation for nursing excellence in
2008, 2013, 2018, and 2023.

The Magnet Recognition Program is
considered the gold standard for nurs-
ing quality. Fewer than 10 percent of
hospitals in the United States have
earned this distinction, and even fewer
have achieved redesignation multiple
times.

Each of these recognitions affirms
what Iowans already know: Iowa Stead
Family Children’s Hospital is a place of
hope, healing, and leadership.

The future of children’s health in
Iowa is bright, thanks to the tireless
work of everyone at the University of
Iowa Stead Family Children’s Hospital.

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.

————
RECOGNITION OF THE MAJORITY
LEADER

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ma-
jority leader is recognized.
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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, we are
now in day 29 of the Democrat govern-
ment shutdown, and I say that because
it is a Democrat shutdown. Now, the
Democrats are out there publicly say-
ing: Well, these are the Republicans
who are responsible for shutting down
the government, notwithstanding the
fact that the House of Representatives
has passed a bill sitting right here;
that with five more Democrats, we
could pick up and pass, put on the
President’s desk, he would sign it into
law, and we could reopen the govern-
ment.

Those are the simple facts. Those are
the indisputable facts.

What it suggests to me, however,
when they say that it is the Repub-
licans’ fault or somehow the Repub-
licans are responsible for shutting the
government down, it really defies facts.
It defies history. It defies reality be-
cause as everybody who has been
around here knows, we have now voted
13 times—13 times—on that bill sitting
at the desk that would open up the
government, put everybody back to
work, and all the pain that is being
caused on the American people would
go away. Thirteen times we had that
vote.

Interestingly enough, that matches
the number of times the Democrats
passed a clean CR when they had the
majority the last 4 years under Presi-
dent Biden. On 13 different occasions—
13 different occasions—they voted for a
clean continuing resolution to fund the
government.

At the time, they talked about how
terrible it is, you know, that the gov-
ernment should be taken hostage when
you have a dispute over other issues.
You have tons of statements. I could
spend all day just repeating the state-
ments the Democrats made over and
over and over again about the impor-
tance of funding the government and
not taking it hostage to discuss other
issues. The RECORD is replete with
statements like that coming out of the
Democrats.

So 13 times they have voted against
funding the government right here.
Thirteen times while they were in the
majority, they voted for a clean con-
tinuing resolution. Now, explain that
logic to the American people who are
the ones that are experiencing the pain
and the consequence of their shutdown.
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I think the American people under-
stand what is going on here. And we
consistently see that, so much so that
you even have the organizations—the
unions around the country have come
out now. You have the American Fed-
eration of Government Employees, you
have the Teamsters, part of the Air
Traffic Controllers Union all have en-
dorsed a clean funding resolution.
That, to me, suggests that it is reso-
nating with the American people about
who is responsible for this government
shutdown.

But don’t take my word for who it is,
take the Democrats’ own words. If you
look at what has been said by some of
the Democrat leadership here just in
the last few days since the government
actually shut down, that, of course, is
the Democrat leader Senator SCHUMER,
who said: “Every day gets better for
us,” commenting about the govern-
ment shutdown.

My simple observation is, better for
whom? For you because you think you
are winning politically? What about
the air traffic controllers? What about
the TSA agents? What about the Amer-
ican troops? What about our Border
Patrol agents? What about the people
who work in this building? What about
the 40 million Americans who are not
going to get SNAP benefits starting
Saturday if the government doesn’t
open up?

But ‘“‘every day gets better,
ing to Senator SCHUMER.

Then, of course, this last week there
was the House Democrat whip who
said:

Of course there will be families that are
going to suffer . . . but it is one of the few le-
verage times we have.

Of course there are families that are
going to suffer. Yes, true, but it doesn’t
matter because we have leverage.

Then, of course, we have a third one
here, one of our colleagues here in the
Senate, the Senator from Delaware,
who said this in an interview:

Frankly, this is our only moment of lever-
age and although a very unpleasant tool to
use. . . .

Yes, it is unpleasant, unless you are
a Democrat who thinks that this gives
you a moment of leverage.

So lest there be any question about
who is responsible for shutting the gov-
ernment down, make no mistake about
it, these guys are the ones who are out
there bragging about it ‘‘getting better
for us every single day,” or ‘“‘we have
more leverage now.”’

This has gone on long enough. We
made it abundantly clear that this is
not about what the Democrats say it is
about. It is about the President in the
White House. This is TDS. This is
Trump derangement syndrome on
steroids. And they are asking the
American people to pay the price for
that.

Thirteen times when Biden was
President, they had no issues with
funding the Federal Government with a
clean CR. Now, we bring a clean, non-
partisan CR—no partisan riders, no Re-

’
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publican policies attached, just funds
the government, comes over from the
House a month ago now, we put it here
just asking a handful of Democrats to
join us because, as we know, it takes 60
in the Senate. I think most people un-
derstand that.

I mean, they are trying to ignore the
fact now that Republicans have control
of Washington. They have the House,
the Senate, the White House. Anybody
who follows this knows that in the U.S.
Senate, the rules, the procedures in the
Senate by which we operate and are
governed, require a 60-vote threshold.
So it takes more than 51. Meaning,
since we have 53 Republicans, it is
going to taking take a handful of
Democrats. We have been able to gen-
erate 55 votes consistently now 13 dif-
ferent times for funding the govern-
ment, opening up the government, but
we need five more.

The question is, Are there five people
over there with a backbone, five coura-
geous Democrats, five Democrats who
don’t buy this, who don’t believe that
they ought to be using the American
people as leverage—as leverage—to try
to win a political battle? Are there five
Democrats over there who believe we
ought to do what is in the interest of
the American people, the best interest
of the air traffic controllers and the
TSA agents and the men and women in
uniform and the SNAP recipients that,
starting on Saturday, are going to go
without food assistance? This is not a
game. You are playing with real peo-
ple’s lives.

In the Washington world, in the po-
litical world, they may think that they
are winning this debate because it
gives them leverage, but in the real
world where real people live, people are
hurting. People aren’t getting paid.
Federal workers aren’t getting paid. As
of Friday, last paycheck. Air traffic
controllers’ paychecks started going
away yesterday.

I am still hopeful. I remain hopeful
that there are enough sane Democrats
who are not so afflicted with Trump de-
rangement syndrome because that is
what this is about, fundamentally,
nothing more, nothing less, nothing
else. This is about Trump derangement
syndrome. And it has broken out here
in a way unlike anything I have seen in
my time here. Disagree with the Presi-
dent, that is fine. Come down here,
make statements, cast votes. Don’t
take the American people hostage and
make them pay the price because you
think that every day this is getting
better for us.

HEALTHCARE

Mr. President, the Democrat leader
was on the floor yesterday morning
claiming, once again, Republicans
don’t want to talk about fixing
healthcare. Let me just say, for the
1,282nd time, that Republicans are
more than happy to have a discussion
about healthcare. We should have a dis-
cussion about healthcare because
Democrats’ signature healthcare law
has done exactly nothing to address
the problem of rising healthcare costs.
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We were promised, of course, that it
would. We were, in fact, promised the
Democrats’ signature law would fix our
entire healthcare system.

This is a quote:

[Aln historic bill that will finally reform
our broken healthcare system and help mil-
lions of our families and small businesses get
the coverage they need at a price they can
afford.

That is from the senior Democrat
Senator from Washington speaking of
ObamaCare back in 2009.

Or to quote President Obama himself:

This law will cut costs and make coverage
more affordable for families and small busi-
nesses.

‘““Cut costs and make coverage more
affordable for families and small busi-
nesses’’—except, of course, it didn’t.

And what has been very striking
about the last few weeks is that Demo-
crats are, at least, now admitting that.
Oh, yes, they are not saying it straight
out. But every time they talk about
Americans facing a healthcare crisis,
they are admitting that their signature
healthcare law failed, that it did not
address the problem of high healthcare
costs, and that it did not make
healthcare more affordable for hard-
working Americans.

Now, I could go down the list of
ObamacCare’s broken promises:

If you like your health insurance,
you can keep it—not true.

If you like your doctor, you can keep
him or her—not true.

Premium costs will go down—not
true. It is exactly the opposite. If you
look at 2013 to today, what premium
costs have done in the individual mar-
ketplaces and on the exchanges is a
line like this.

Suffice it to say, as Democrats are
now implicitly admitting, ObamaCare
massively failed in its aims.

Democrats, of course, now want to
put a bandaid on a gaping wound by ex-
tending the Biden COVID bonuses. But,
of course, extending those credits will
do nothing to fix the underlying prob-
lem, which is that healthcare costs will
continue to spiral under ObamaCare.
Throwing $350 billion—taxpayer dol-
lars—at the problem in the form of en-
hanced tax credits will do nothing to
stop ObamaCare premiums from going
up by double digits, because that is
what they have been doing. And it will
do nothing to improve healthcare for
the majority of Americans, who are
not—mot—on ObamaCare health plans,
like our seniors, our most vulnerable
citizens, and those who get their cov-
erage through their employers.

While Democrats are, shall we say,
shaky on the facts when it comes to
their dramatic healthcare speeches—
while ObamaCare premiums are in-
creasing, the median plan premium is
not, in fact, going to double next
year—it is absolutely true that Demo-
crats have created real healthcare
problems. And as I have said more
times than I can count, Republicans
are ready and willing to have a discus-
sion about those problems and about
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how we lower costs
Americans. We are,
have that discussion.

The President is willing to have
Democrats over to discuss it next
week, if they vote to reopen the gov-
ernment, because in the words of the
Democrat leader, back in 2013, ‘“‘we are
not going to negotiate with a gun to
our heads.”” That is what he said.

This is a serious matter. I know
Democrats think you can solve any
problem simply by throwing billions of
taxpayer dollars at it—the record is
pretty clear on that—but you can’t.
Genuine remedies for the problem of
soaring healthcare costs are not going
to be arrived at with a brief, late-night
session, behind closed doors, in the
Democrat leader’s office. We need ex-
tended, serious bipartisan work, with
input from all Senators, and we need
Democrats to reopen the government
so that work can start.

Republicans are brimming over with
healthcare ideas, from cost-sharing re-
ductions to actually lowering health
plan costs, to association health plans,
to ways to stopping ObamaCare’s spiral
of enriching insurers at the expense of
everyday Americans. In fact, we al-
ready took steps to make healthcare
more affordable and accessible when we
passed the One Big Beautiful Bill this
summer, which expanded health sav-
ings accounts and telehealth for Amer-
icans, to say nothing of investing heav-
ily in rural healthcare and ensuring
that our healthcare entitlement pro-
grams were focused on those most in
need.

So I say, we are looking forward to
having a real discussion with Demo-
crats. But to quote another Democrat
Senator, the junior Democrat from
Connecticut:

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

There are a lot of Americans suf-
fering right now because of the Demo-
crats’ monthlong shutdown, and the
suffering increases every day. It is
time—it is past time—for Democrats to
reopen the government. Once they do,
Republicans look forward to having
some serious discussions about how to
address rising healthcare costs and the
failures of the Democrats’ signature
healthcare law.

SUPPLEMENTAL NUTRITION ASSISTANCE
PROGRAM

Mr. President, before I close, I would
like to mention a bill that Democrats
are reportedly going to attempt to
move by unanimous consent today.

I would just say that, after a month
of steadily increasing pain thanks to
the Democrats’ shutdown, the Demo-
crats have, apparently, woken up to
the fact that, in 3 days—in 3 days—
they are going to be responsible for
SNAP recipients starting to go without
food stamps.

for hard-working
in fact, eager to
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So what are the Democrats doing?
Are they making plans to end their
shutdown and reopen the government?

Nope. They are going to propose a
bill to fund food stamps during their
shutdown.

That is right. The Democrats don’t
want the bad press of hungry Ameri-
cans, but they are also, apparently, un-
willing to even contemplate ending
their monthlong shutdown. So they are
trying to insulate themselves with this
bill.

Do you know what is not in this bill?
Paychecks for our troops, paychecks
for law enforcement officers and Fed-
eral firefighters, paychecks for air traf-
fic controllers, paychecks for other
government workers, funding for rental
and housing assistance, funding for
small business loan programs, funding
for farm loan programs, funding for
Tribal programs, funding for Head
Start, funding for rural development
programs, funding for National Guard
training, funding for telehealth serv-
ices.

Shall I go on? Because I am happy to.

Every one of those programs I men-
tioned has either run out of money, is
running out of money, or is otherwise
in jeopardy because of the Democrats’
government shutdown. The Democrats’
bill would do nothing to support even
one of those programs. Thanks to
Democrats, Federal workers are lining
up at food banks. The Democrats’ bill
is certainly not going to help them as
they struggle to pay the rent or the
electric bill or to make the car pay-
ment.

Enough is enough. This bill is a cyn-
ical attempt to buy political cover for
Democrats to allow them to carry on
their government shutdown even
longer. We are not going to let them
pick winners and losers. It is time to
fund everybody, and the bill sitting at
the desk right there does that. We just
need five brave Democrats.

If Democrats really want to fund
SNAP and WIC, we have a bill for
them—a clean, nonpartisan CR to fund
SNAP, WIC, and the entire Federal
Government—or we can pass the Agri-
cultural appropriations bill the Demo-
crats have been resisting behind closed
doors. That would fund SNAP, WIC,
and our farm and conservation pro-
grams, not to mention ensuring sala-
ries for the people who inspect our food
and support our farmers. I am happy to
bring that up right now.

The Democrats have spent a month—
a month now—playing with people’s
livelihoods because the far-left wing of
their party won’t let them accept a
clean, nonpartisan CR.

Enough is enough. We are not giving
Democrats political cover. If they want
to prevent damage from their shut-
down, then they can end their shut-
down. The bill is right there at the
desk, and I will call a vote the minute
the Democrats tell me they have
enough votes to fund the government.
The ball is really in their court.

Is this what you want the American
people to think—that you are willing
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to give them enormous amounts of
pain and adverse consequence so that
you can gain leverage—political lever-
age?

It is time to end it.

I yield the floor.

RECOGNITION OF THE MINORITY LEADER

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
Democratic leader is recognized.

GOVERNMENT FUNDING

Mr. SCHUMER. Mr. President, we are
just 3 days—3 days—away from open
enrollment and 3 days away from the
biggest healthcare crisis America has
seen in a generation.

Right now, at this moment, all day
today, millions of Americans are get-
ting sticker shock as the so-called win-
dow-shopping period has begun. Amer-
ican families, as they window shop, are
seeing that due to Republican obstruc-
tion, they will end up having to pay
tens of thousands of dollars more each
year for healthcare, seeing their pre-
miums triple, quadruple, or more just
to afford a basic need like health insur-
ance. And what is Donald Trump
doing? He is ignoring one colossal
healthcare crisis while manufacturing
another: a hunger crisis.

In a matter of days, SNAP benefits
will run out for 42 million Americans.
And let’s be very clear. This does not
need to happen. This is on Donald
Trump’s shoulders. He can imme-
diately provide SNAP benefits, as
every President has done in the past.
Every single President was not so cruel
and heartless to hold those hungry
children, hungry elderly, hungry vet-
erans as hostages, but Donald Trump,
who is a cold, heartless individual, only
advancing himself, is doing it for the
first time in American history. Never,
never before in American history—not
once under a Democratic President or a
Republican President—has SNAP fund-
ing lapsed during a shutdown—not even
in 2019, during Trump’s last shutdown.
In fact, Trump himself funded SNAP
throughout that shutdown.

So this argument that he can’t do it,
that he doesn’t have the money, that it
is not legal is just bull—self-serving,
nasty, vicious bull—to try to take the
most needy people in our society, who
don’t have food right now—who could
be a middle-class person who lost a job,
could be an elderly person who has
healthcare costs—and he is saying: The
hell with you. I need you to be my hos-
tage for political purposes because I
don’t want to provide healthcare for
the American people.

Just weeks ago, Trump’s own U.S.
Department of Agriculture confirmed
in writing that contingency funds—
about $6 billion in emergency re-
serves—were ‘‘available to fund partici-
pant benefits.” That is not Democrats
saying it; that is the Republican-ap-
pointed U.S. Department of Agri-
culture saying that $6 billion in emer-
gency reserves were ‘‘available to fund
participant benefits.”

But then, suddenly, after USDA said
it, Trump ordered the Department of
Agriculture to rip up the contingency
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plan, literally delete it from their
website—the big lie that they can’t do
it—and told them not to use emergency
funds—no explanation, no justification;
just plain cruelty from the man who
only serves himself.

Donald Trump is picking politics
over the lives of hungry Kkids. He is
weaponizing hunger, turning millions
of children, seniors, and veterans into
political pawns to score points in his
shutdown fight. Donald Trump is a vin-
dictive politician and a heartless man,
and that is why he doesn’t care about
cutting off food aid to hungry kids.

Of course, what he is doing is totally
unprecedented. Let’s not forget who it
affects. Two-thirds of SNAP recipients
are children, seniors, or people with
disabilities. That is who Trump is cut-
ting off—kids who rely on school
meals, seniors on fixed incomes, and
veterans trying to get by. That is why
every single President in history con-
tinued SNAP benefits during a shut-
down. Instead, what does Trump do? He
is focused on $40 million to bail out Ar-
gentina rather than how to keep SNAP
benefits flowing for Americans here at
home.

And don’t give me the lie that this
can’t be done legally. Every single
President—Republican, Democrat, and
Trump himself in 2019—has used these
funds during shutdowns to keep SNAP
running.

Trump’s own administration asserted
that these emergency funds could be
used to keep SNAP benefits flowing in
a shutdown, and the Government Ac-
countability Office, which is non-
partisan, confirmed it. The USDA can
also use the same transfer authority
they used to keep WIC afloat in Octo-
ber to move money over to SNAP for
November. To claim otherwise is a
bald-faced lie.

Republicans are on a crusade to kill
SNAP. They tried to do it in their Big
Beautiful Bill. They don’t like funding
hungry children. They say to the most
needy in society: We don’t give a damn
about you. In fact, we will use you as
political pawns. Trump and Repub-
licans spent their entire summer slash-
ing SNAP by a historic $200 billion.
Why? To pay for tax cuts for billion-
aires. Now they are doubling down,
using the shutdown to further dev-
astate families and leave Kkids hungry.

But Democrats will not stand by
while Trump manufacturers a hunger
crisis. We are ready to work in what-
ever way to solve this issue. There is a
bill right now from Senator HAWLEY—
a Republican, a conservative Repub-
lican—that could ensure SNAP is fund-
ed. It has Republican and Democratic
support. It is a bill I would happily sup-
port and vote for. As soon as THUNE
lets HAWLEY put it on the Senate floor,
it will pass, plain and simple.

But that is not the only option, of
course. This week, Senate Democrats,
led by my friend BEN RAY LUJAN of
New Mexico, will introduce legislation
to fully fund SNAP and WIC—and WIC,
going better than HAWLEY’S bill—to
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protect hungry kids, pregnant women,
veterans, and working parents.

The bill is simple; it is moral; it is
urgent. Ask JOHN THUNE why he won’t
put it on the floor. He decries the fact
that SNAP benefits are cut off. He
knows the money is available. He
knows there is broad Republican sup-
port for it. And he doesn’t put it on the
floor. He is afraid of Trump. That is it.
He knows better.

We Democrats are ready to act. We
will push to pass the LUJAN bill. We
will vote for the HAWLEY bill if THUNE
does the right thing and puts it on the
floor before the weekend, before fami-
lies lose their benefits, before holidays
turn into a hunger crisis. We are ready
to act.

We are ready to work with anyone,
Republicans or Democrats, who is will-
ing to stop this cruelty, but Senate Re-
publicans—especially Leader THUNE—
have to find the courage to stand up to
Trump. Right now, they are frozen,
paralyzed by fear, by cynicism, while
millions of Americans wonder how they
will feed their families.

So I say to my Republican col-
leagues: Don’t block the HAWLEY bill.

Put it on the floor, Senator THUNE.

Don’t block the LUJAN bill, which is
even better. Don’t let politics outweigh
compassion. Let’s stop this hunger
shutdown. Let’s stop this shutdown.
Let’s stop the shutdown Republicans
caused, using hungry people as pawns.
Let’s feed our people, and let’s end this
hunger crisis before it begins.

CHINA AND TARIFFS

Mr. President, now on Trump’s Asian
trip and tariffs, as we enter the 29th
day of the government shutdown,
where is Donald Trump? Gallivanting
in Asia. Dancing in Malaysia.

He is preparing now to meet with
President Xi of China to strike a trade
deal that will sell out the American
people, give away vital national secu-
rity tools in exchange for little more
than a photo op.

President Trump is about to con-
gratulate himself—patting himself
hard on the back—for cleaning up a
mess that he created. Again, President
Trump is about to congratulate himself
for cleaning up a mess that he created.
It is amazing what this guy does.

It is the same story with his so-called
deal with South Korea. We are actually
worse off because tariffs on Korean im-
ports went from 2 percent now to 15
percent. But Donald Trump created a
mess and now wants credit for pre-
tending like he fixed it.

On China, Donald Trump’s trade ne-
gotiations with China have been a fail-
ure. His actions have decimated soy-
bean farmers. He has hurt small busi-
nesses. Has he revived any of American
manufacturing? No. China is still flood-
ing global markets with subsidized
goods, still stealing American tech-
nologies to undercut U.S. firms and
workers. Meanwhile, we have lost tens
of thousands of American manufac-
turing jobs.

This is Trump’s MO in foreign policy:
He creates a giant mess, and then he



October 29, 2025

wants everyone to praise him when he
tries to clean it up and ignore the dam-
age he has inflicted. He creates the
mess, tries to clean it up, and pats
himself on the back when we are no
better off—worse off—than when we
started.

In anticipation of today’s meeting
with Trump and President Xi, Senate
Democrats are demanding that Presi-
dent Trump not negotiate away Amer-
ica and our allies’ national security.

He is using the most advanced semi-
conductor chips, which China doesn’t
have, as a bargaining chip. China is
desperate to get these chips. If Trump
gives it away, China will dominate the
world of AI in a few short years, and
Americans will pay an awful price.

Where are our China hawks on the
Republican side decrying this? Where
are they? Because these chips are vital,
and it is American technology that has
produced them, American companies
that make them. China is desperate to
get them because it will make them
the leader in AI in a few years—AI, the
most dominant technology in the
world. And Trump is willing to give
away those crown jewels so he can say
he has ‘‘a deal’”’ and undo the mess that
he created with tariffs.

Donald Trump’s chip deal is not
“America First” but China first, put-
ting China first over the next decade in
what is the most crucial technology
facing the world. Americans will regret
that move for generations. Historians
will note it as one of the turning points
where America became not the primary
power in the world but secondary to
China—all because Trump wants an im-
mediate press hit to say, ‘‘Hey, I have
a deal,” even though that deal doesn’t
move us forward at all, and it cleans up
the mess he created.

Now, President Trump’s trip to the
Asian Continent could have been an op-
portunity to make progress with Amer-
ica’s vital partners. He could have used
this trip to end his reckless trade war,
to stop alienating our allies, to show
strength and unite our allies against
the Chinese Communist Party, and,
most importantly, to help Americans
struggling with high costs here at
home. But so far, his trip has been a
total dud.

By the end of his trip to Asia, it
could be the case that we somehow
have higher tariffs on our neighbor
Canada than we do on our biggest rival
China. How on earth does that make
sense?

In fact, the biggest news out of this
trip is that Donald Trump seems to fi-
nally realize that he can’t run for a
third term. That just goes to show you
how fruitless this trip has been.

American families are facing enough
problems right now, with the night-
mare of open enrollment, the pain of
higher groceries, the prices of every-
thing, from cars, to home appliances,
to electricity, skyrocketing. The last
thing they want is to turn on the TV
and see Trump being gifted with a gold-
en crown and then signing a deal with
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China that royally screws over Ameri-
cans.

Trump’s trade war has been an utter
disaster from the start. It has been a
nightmare for our allies, for our econ-
omy, and for our families who are pay-
ing more because of the Trump tariff
tax.

I am proud the Senate came together
yesterday in a bipartisan vote, 52 to 48,
to end Trump’s tariffs on Brazil yester-
day—the tariffs he put on Brazil simply
because he is angry that the Brazilian
Government is prosecuting a friend of
his, a guy who is MAGA just like him.
Isn’t that amazing? That is why he put
Trump tariffs on Brazil. That is why
Americans are paying more for their
cup of coffee in the morning—because
Trump wants to embrace and help a
MAGA, rightwing guy who is being
prosecuted by the legitimate Brazilian
Government. It is amazing.

This week we will have more resolu-
tions to push back on Trump’s trade
war and help stop the bleeding. Our Re-
publican colleagues will have a
choice—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.

I yield the floor.

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr.
SHEEHY). The majority whip.
GOVERNMENT FUNDING

Mr. BARRASSO. Mr. President,

today I would like to start with a
quote. Here it is:

It is time to pass a clean continuing reso-
lution and end this shutdown today.

It goes on to say:

No half measures, and no gamesmanship.

Those are the words from the Amer-
ican Federation of Government Em-
ployees—not FOX News, not the Na-
tional Review, not the Wall Street
Journal—no. These are the words of
the American Federation of Govern-
ment Employees.

Let me tell you about the organiza-
tion. They are the largest union in
America for Federal workers. They
were proud promoters, a couple of
weeks ago, of the far left’s radical
rally. They are a very liberal group
that has sued the Trump administra-
tion now more than a dozen times in
the past year. This is a group that en-
dorsed Kamala Harris for President,
and 100 percent of their 2024 campaign
war chest went to Democrats.

Even my friend and colleague who is
on the floor right now, DICK DURBIN of
Illinois, the Democratic whip, admits:

They’re our friends. We take them seri-
ously.

This labor union is one of the Demo-
crats’ biggest cheerleaders, and today
they are calling out Democrats for
playing politics and holding hostage
the paychecks of over 800,000 Federal
workers. If that doesn’t push the
Democrats to wake up and reopen the
government, it is hard to tell what
will.

We are now in day 29 of the Schumer
shutdown, and Democrats have set a
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record for the longest full government
shutdown in American history. Union
after union are begging the Democrats
to open the government. It is not only
this American Federation of Govern-
ment Employees—oh, no, it is the head
of the Capitol Police union. The head
of the Capitol Police union warns:

The longer the shutdown drags on, the
harder it becomes for my officers.

The President of the Teamsters
Union says:

American workers are not bargaining
chips. Senators should stop screwing around
and pass the House-passed clean, short term
funding bill.

The head of the National Air Traffic
Controllers, their union, warns:

The message is simple: End the shutdown
today.

There is no excuse—

The union leader says—
that these hardworking men and women are
showing up to do this job and to not ever
know when . . . they’'re going to get paid.

These are working Americans, and
their paychecks are missing. And at
the same time their paychecks are
missing, their bills are mounting, and
the stress that they are suffering is
multiplying. The message is clear: Re-
open the government today.

Democrats refuse to listen. Instead,
they freely admit it is all about poli-
tics. They are playing a big and dan-
gerous game of politics, and it is a poli-
tics of pain. The minority leader, SCHU-
MER, gloated—he gloated—this month
to the press in a sitdown interview
with Punchbowl News. He says:

Every day gets better for us.

I am not sure who the ‘“‘us” is, but it
is not the American people.

Then you have the whip in the House
on the Democrat side of the aisle. What
did she say? She admitted to FOX
News—she said:

Of course there will be families that are
going to suffer . . . but it is one of the few le-
verage times we have.

That is not somebody that is serious
about taking care of people and mak-
ing sure we get the government open.

And even my friend and colleague
CHRIS CoOONS of Delaware, just last
Thursday, told a national television
audience on C-SPAN:

Frankly, this is our only moment of lever-
age.

And he called this shutdown an ‘‘un-
pleasant tool.” He has voted 13 times
to keep using this ‘‘unpleasant tool’’ to
keep the government closed.

Now, those are the words of high-
ranking Democrats in both the House
and the Senate, and at the same time,
vulnerable mothers and children are
being described as leverage so that
Democrats can give free healthcare to
illegal immigrants. That is what they
are doing: using the American people
as leverage, as pawns in their big game
of politics. And what are their de-
mands? Healthcare for illegal immi-
grants. It is reckless; it is radical; and
it is wrong.

This suffering, the unpleasantness, is
going to get worse as the weeks go on
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unless the Democrats vote to reopen
the government. Air traffic controllers
missed their first full paychecks yes-
terday; 1.8 million Federal workers
missed their full paycheck on Friday.
This includes Border Patrol agents,
TSA agents. By the end of the week, 42
million Americans will lose food assist-
ance. The Democrats call that unpleas-
antness.

Lines at food banks are already
swelling. The New York Times reports
food banks are anticipating an even
greater surge in demand. What do the
Democrats call that? Unpleasantness,
so they can have leverage.

Families from New Hampshire to
Georgia are going to go hungry because
Democrats choose to close the govern-
ment and refuse to open it. What do
the Democrats call that? Unpleasant-
ness.

Democrats know the President can’t
legally use emergency funds, to the
tune of $9 billion per month, for food
assistance. Democrats have an option:
Vote for a clean continuing resolution
and reopen the government.

Of course, the Schumer shutdown is
not only a financial issue; it is also
causing a crisis in national security.
This past weekend, one in six air traf-
fic controllers nationwide—in terms of
the locations, the centers—were under-
staffed. Since Sunday, nearly 20,000
flights have been delayed.

What do the Democrats call that?
Unpleasantness.

Some Democrats privately say they
are not going to budge unless planes
are falling out of the sky. That is their
definition of unpleasantness.

Democrats continue to embrace the
politics of pain. Democrats have chosen
leverage over the lives of people in this
country. They have chosen leverage be-
cause they want to fight Trump. They
should be feeding our families. They
are choosing politics over paychecks.

The American people deserve better.
We are not getting it from the Demo-
crats in this body. Senate Republicans
have voted 13 times for a clean, short-
term continuing resolution to reopen
the government and pay every Federal
worker, and 13 times Senate Democrats
have voted no. Under Joe Biden, they
voted 13 times for the exact same kind
of clean continuing resolution. They
voted yes all of those times.

Here is the math everybody in this
Chamber understands. It takes 60 votes
to reopen the government. Fifty-five
Senators have voted to reopen the gov-
ernment time and time again. That
means we need five more Democrats to
end the shutdown.

Republicans are absolutely ready to
pay our Nation’s workers, to feed our
Nation’s families, and to reopen the
government. Democrats continue to
vote against this. They seem to be
committed to what the House Demo-
crat whip admits is suffering and what
Senator COONS continues to call un-
pleasantness.

Democrats need to stop playing this
dangerous game of the politics of pain.
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They need to reopen the government,
and they need to do it today.

I yield the floor.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The mi-
nority whip.

Mr. DURBIN. Mr. President, I would
like to clarify several points raised by
my friend and colleague from Wyoming
Dr. JOHN BARRASSO, my Senate col-
league—and he is my friend. I disagree
with him, and I think several things
that he said were incorrect and need to
be clarified on the record.

First, the notion that we are pro-
viding health insurance for illegal im-
migrants is wrong. Let me tell you why
it is wrong. You go back almost 20
years, I believe, to the Reagan Presi-
dency when we had a phenomena in the
United States that needed to be ad-
dressed. People were showing up at the
emergency rooms of hospitals and
being turned away. Some of them were
bleeding out in the driveways of hos-
pitals across America.

We changed the law under President
Reagan, and we changed the law to say
that you must admit people coming
through the door who need emergency
medical assistance—women who were
in labor to deliver a child, people who
were literally bleeding to death.

Do I hear the Senator from Wyoming
say that we should be turning those
people away? I hope not. I don’t think
that is what he really believes. He un-
derstands, as I do, that there are com-
pelling human situations where you
provide assistance. And I thank our
hospitals for doing that.

But to say that we are trying to
make sure that we manufacture some
coverage for illegal aliens is to over-
look the obvious. We don’t want these
hospitals turning away people who are
literally in an extreme situation. I will
defend that to the death.

I will just tell you, when President
Reagan and others supported that, it
was considered to be bipartisan, com-
mon sense, and still is today.

When it comes to the SNAP program,
it is true that one out of eight Ameri-
cans counts on SNAP to provide $6 a
day for food. A third of those Ameri-
cans are children. Another third are
disabled. And the other third are senior
citizens. It is a valuable program in my
State, where almost 2 million people
receive this kind of assistance.

Why are we stopping the decision to
fund SNAP?

It is a decision by the White House
and the President and the Republicans
in Congress. They have decided that,
even though they posted on the website
for this program, just a few weeks ago,
that they had the money to cover it in
case of a shutdown, they removed that
language and now say they won’t pro-
vide food for hungry Americans.

That is not necessary. In fact, there
is a way around it. It has been used be-
fore by this President and others, in a
shutdown crisis situation, and should
be used again. Let’s not bargain this
political decision we are making in
Washington on the tables and health of
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Americans who receive the SNAP pro-
gram.

Now, let me say a word about the
core issue that is at stake here. We
have a problem we face that we need to
correct, and we need to correct it now
because the decision was made in the
“Big Beautiful Trump Budget Bill”’ not
to provide tax credits to millions of
Americans who qualify under the Af-
fordable Care Act. Many of them are
seeing increased health insurance pre-
miums that they never anticipated.

Let me give you an example. In my
State of Illinois, Cook County is the
largest county and includes the city of
Chicago. The average monthly pre-
mium on the Affordable Care Act now
is $226—$226 a month. The projected in-
crease, because of the Republicans’ Big
Beautiful Bill, goes from $226 a month
to $441 a month—in other words, about
$2,600 the individual would pay for
health insurance, over and above what
they paid this year. That is an increase
of 95 percent.

How is this affecting other States?
Let’s take one for example, South Da-
kota, with a population of about a mil-
lion people, and 53,000 of them are cov-
ered by the Affordable Care Act. They
are facing this kind of increase to their
premiums. I am sure the Senators from
South Dakota, both of them, want to
protect their families from health in-
surance premiums they can’t afford.
They don’t want people to drop cov-
erage.

In order to protect them, they have
to change the law—the ‘‘Big Beautiful
Law,” as they call it—and provide as-
sistance for people to pay these health
insurance premiums. That is at issue.

Across the United States, some 24
million people are facing this reality.
It is a hardship for them and can be
taken care of, and should be, on a bi-
partisan basis. The problem is that it
isn’t just tinkering at edges that is at
stake here with many Republicans.
They want to do away with the Afford-
able Care Act.

Under the first Trump term, I can
still remember when Senator McCain
came through those doors at 2 in the
morning and voted no to save the Af-
fordable Care Act. Trump, in his first
Presidency, wanted to get rid of it, and
many Republicans still do.

What is their alternative? They have
none. They have no alternative. They
just are angry over this notion of
Obamacare and want to see some other
approach to it but can’t put it on paper
because it won’t do the basics that
Obamacare has done, which provides
health insurance across the board to
more Americans than ever in our his-
tory.

So here is the bottom line. We can
take care of the issues that face us—
the government shutdown, as well as
making sure that the Affordable Care
Act premiums don’t go through the
roof—on a bipartisan basis—that peo-
ple of good will will agree to do that.

We have spent now a month or longer
at this impasse, and it is time to break
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it. Let’s reach an agreement that pro-
vides for health insurance premiums
that are affordable. Let’s reopen this
government, and let’s do it sooner
rather than later. As I have said re-
peatedly, there are plenty of tables in
this building. Let’s sit at that table as
soon as the President returns, with the
President. Let’s have the House of Rep-
resentatives—in their 6-week vaca-
tion—come back to Washington and do
the business of the people in that
Chamber, as well, and let’s put our
leaders at the table as well.

This can be done and should be done
quickly, as soon as the President re-
turns from his overseas trip and the
House of Representatives can recon-
vene, which could be tomorrow. Let’s
get down to business to do that.

IMMIGRATION

Mr. President, it is hard to explain
what is going on in the city of Chicago
and the State of Illinois that I rep-
resent. We have a President who in-
sisted on sending National Guard
troops in from Texas—from Texas. The
Governor of Illinois said they are not
needed; we have our own National
Guard if we need one.

And, instead, he is sending these
troops and waiting for court approval
to spread out across the city of Chi-
cago. At the same time, ICE—the De-
partment of Homeland Security—is
creating a reign of terror on the city of
Chicago. I do not exaggerate.

Why are they in force in Chicago? Be-
cause the President has said, over and
over again, that the immigrants are
the problem in America. You have
heard the speeches, waving his arms at
these rallies, saying: We have got to
stop the rapists, the murderers, the
terrorists, the criminally insane, and
the criminal predators who come
across our border from committing all
these crimes. So we are going to crack
down on them, in cities who just hap-
pened to vote against me in the last
election.

What they have done—what Presi-
dent Trump has done—is send in these
ICE agents who have created this reign
of terror. It is hard to describe what is
going on in this great city, when it
comes down to these ICE agents. They
have people afraid to leave their homes
to go shopping, to go to church, to go
to a restaurant, to meet with their
family, to bring their kids to school.
The stories come in, over and over, of
what these ICE agents are doing.

Do you know what happened last
Saturday? In their effort to get the
worst of the worst—the criminal ele-
ments of the immigrants—these ICE
agents raided a Halloween parade for
kids in Old Irving Park. Well, that is
where you are going to find a lot of ter-
rorists, I am sure. I jest, of course.

We know what happened: Harass-
ment, fear—and they left.

They gathered on the sidewalk out-
side of the Lutheran church in Albany
Park in Chicago and dropped tier gas
canisters. The neighbors came out,
blowing their whistles, and finally they
left.
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These are men who are wearing
masks so they can’t be identified.
Some of them are wearing uniforms
that have no identification whatsoever.
They travel about in vans with no
markings on them, and they are
harassing people in all sorts of ways.

This is not America, and this is not
how we fight crime in this country. Un-
fortunately, it is the reality of what is
happening. But sometimes, in the
worst of times, things emerge which
are nothing short of incredible. It hap-
pened yesterday in Chicago.

There is a section of the city of Chi-
cago called Little Village in Lawndale.
Yesterday, several hundred high school
students from the local high school
marched down 26th Street in Little Vil-
lage, in the east section of Chicago.
They were doing that to protest the
treatment that they faced with these
ICE agents.

Mr. President, I ask unanimous con-
sent that this article from the Chicago
Sun Times be printed in the RECORD.

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

[From the Chicago Tribune, Oct. 28, 2025]
STUDENTS WALK OUT OF LITTLE VILLAGE

SCHOOLS, HOLD MARCH IN PROTEST OF RE-

CENT ICE ACTIVITY

(By Kate Perez)

Barbers paused haircuts to look out win-
dows and bakers in aprons peered out door-
ways along West 26th Street in Little Village
to the sounds of whistles and chants from
young voices echoing down the street.

Since the Trump administration’s Oper-
ation Midway Blitz began in September,
whistles have been used as warnings that
U.S. Immigration and Customs Enforcement
is nearby. But on Tuesday, the whistle-blow-
ing coincided with students carrying Mexi-
can flags and signs during a staged walkout
of local schools.

In an over 2-mile walk, hundreds of stu-
dents made their way from Little Village
Lawndale High School to the La Villita or
Little Village Arch, denouncing recent ICE
action and supporting immigrant commu-
nities.

Immigration enforcement descended on
Little Village last week, resulting in mul-
tiple people being taken into custody. The
sobering effect the arrival of federal officers
had on the community inspired the walkout,
student organizer and Social Justice High
School senior Lia Sophia Lopez said.

“They hurt us like they’ve never hurt us
before. They attacked our community, they
surrounded the parks, they surrounded our
school, I've never felt more unsafe in my life
than that day.” Lopez said. ‘‘We need to pro-
tect our people’s peace. We need to protect
their freedom and dignity. Because if we
don’t, no one else will.”

Lopez and other students organized the
walkout, which included her peers from the
four schools on Little Village Lawndale High
School’s campus—Multicultural Academy of
Scholarship High School, World Language
High School, Greater Lawndale High School
for Social Justice, and Infinity Math,
Science, and Technology High School.

With less than a week of planning. Lopez
said she was pleased with the large turnout
and made sure her fellow students knew the
risks of protesting, including the presence of
federal agents, telling them ‘‘they will not
stop because you are children’” and ‘‘they do
not care,” she said.
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Still, fear did not stop students accom-
panied by Chicago police officers as they
moved along the route. Chants of ‘‘say it
loud, say it clear immigrants are welcome
here,” and ‘‘the people united, will never be
divided” drew honks from cars stopped along
the marchers’ path.

The march through the village drew people
to the sidewalks, cheering and blowing whis-
tles in solidarity with students as they
passed. Others hung out of windows that
overlooked the streets or pressed themselves
against storefront windows, smiling and re-
cording. The community engagement was
not lost on Lopez, who said her ‘‘beautiful,
vibrant home’’ has gone quiet amend the re-
cent federal action.

“I’'ve seen so0 many people come out and
smiling and feeling safe, which is something
we haven’t felt in months. And that’s what I
want. That is all I want,”” Lopez said. ‘“This
protest was just for us to get peace, to be
able to walk down the street again without
being scared, to be able to live your life.”

For Lopez, protesting was worth whatever
potential consequences. When her peers and
family expressed concerns, she pushed back.

“I said to them, I don’t care if I get ex-
pelled, I don’t care if I get detained. . . . I
will do this for my people, for my commu-
nity, because they deserve it,”” Lopez said.
“They deserve people to speak out for them.
They deserve people to show the love and ap-
preciation that they give to us and to our
students, Social Justice and Little Village
Lawndale High School as a whole.”’

Mr. DURBIN. It says:

Since the Trump administration’s Oper-
ation Midway Blitz began in September,
whistles have been used as warnings that
U.S. Immigration and Customs Enforcement
is nearby. But on Tuesday, the whistle-blow-
ing—

That was yesterday—
on Tuesday, the whistle-blowing coincided
with students carrying Mexican flags and
signs during a staged walkout of local
schools.

Mr. President, this was a peaceful
demonstration. I see the photograph of
the parade of these high school stu-
dents, several hundred of them. Two of
them are carrying a large copy of the
wording of the U.S. Constitution. Oth-
ers are carrying American flags, some
carrying Mexican flags.

In an over 2-mile walk, hundreds of stu-
dents [yesterday] made their way from Little
Village Lawndale High School to the . ..
Little Village Arch, denouncing recent ICE
action and supporting immigrant commu-
nities.

Immigration enforcement descended on
Little Village last week, resulting in mul-
tiple people being taken into custody. The
sobering effect the arrival of federal officers
had on the community inspired the walkout
[by these students] . . . Social Justice High
School senior Lia Sofia Lopez said.

And here I am quoting her:

“They hurt us like they’ve never hurt us
before. They attacked our community, they
surrounded the parks, they surrounded our
school. I've never felt more unsafe in my life
than that day,” Lopez said. ‘““We need to pro-
tect our people’s peace. We need to protect
their freedom and dignity. Because if we
don’t, no one else will.”

Lopez and other students organized the
walkout, which included her peers from the
four schools on Little Village Lawndale High
School’s campus.

These students walked peacefully
through the community.
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With less than a week of planning, Lopez
said she was pleased with the large turnout
and made sure her fellow students knew the
risks of protesting, including the presence of
federal agents, telling them ‘‘they will not
stop”’—

This is what she told fellow students.

‘“‘they will not stop because you are chil-
dren’”’ and ‘‘they do not care,’” she said.

Still, fear did not stop these students
yesterday. They were accompanied by
Chicago police officers as they moved
along the road.

Chants of ‘‘say it loud, say it clear, immi-
grants are welcome here,” and ‘‘the people
united, will never be divided” drew honks
from cars stopped along the marchers’ path.

The march through the village drew people
to the sidewalks, cheering and blowing whis-
tles in solidarity with [these] students . . .
Others hung out of windows that overlooked
the streets or pressed themselves against
storefront windows, smiling and recording.
The community engagement was not lost on
Lopez, who said her ‘‘beautiful, vibrant
home” has gone quiet amid the recent fed-
eral action.

And then she said:

I've seen so many people come out smiling
and feeling safe, which is something we
haven’t felt [in this area] in months. And
that’s what I want. That is all I want,”
Lopez said. ‘‘This protest was just for us to
get peace, to be able to walk down the street
again without being scared, to be able to live
your life.”

For Lopez, protesting was worth whatever
potential consequences. When her peers and
family expressed concerns, she pushed back.

She said:

“I said to them, I don’t care if I get ex-
pelled, I don’t care if I get detained .. . I
will do this for my people, for my commu-
nity, because they deserve it,”” Lopez said.
“They deserve people to speak out for them.
They deserve people to show the love and ap-
preciation that they give to us and to our
students, Social Justice and Little Village
Lawndale High School as a whole.”

That was an extraordinary amount of
courage from a high school student in
the city of Chicago. She knows her par-
ents and many other families are afraid
of what might happen because of the
ICE agents that are roaming through,
showing their strength to bust up Hal-
loween parades, showing their strength
to drop tear gas canisters in front of
churches when people come out after
services.

This extraordinary show of courage
and commitment to our country is
nothing new.

I, 20 years ago, introduced a bill
called the DREAM Act. And as I de-
scribed this act, it said, if you were
brought to this country as a small
child, you should have a chance for a
path to citizenship.

I used to tell that story, and then I
would wait afterward. And when I
would go out to my car, outside of the
hall, there would be young people wait-
ing for me in the dark, looking in both
directions, afraid that someone would
see them, and say: Senator, I am a
Dreamer. Thank you for this legisla-
tion.

Though I have never been able to
make it law, I am happy to say that
President Obama used his Executive
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power to create DACA to protect
800,000 of these young people around
the country.

Now, this generation of young people
is doing what happened next in the
story of the Dream Act. After DACA
was created, most of these young peo-
ple—despite the advice and warnings of
their parents—came out publicly and
said: I am a Dreamer. I want to be part
of America’s future.

It was extraordinary courage on their
part. Now this generation is doing the
same, marching down 26th Street to
say they want an end to this harass-
ment by ICE officials.

This is not what America is all
about. If you are engaged in stopping
the worst of the worst—criminal ele-
ments among immigrants—count me
in. But harassing innocent families
that have not violated the law is not
the way to do it.

So far, 70 percent or more of those
who have been detained by ICE as part
of this venture have no criminal record
whatsoever. It is harassment and ter-
ror, plain and simple.

I salute these students in Little Vil-
lage for the courage that they showed.
I hope that the students across the Chi-
cago area and beyond will stand in soli-
darity with them in peaceful protest of
the intimidation that is taking place in
Little Village.

I yield the floor.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Alaska.

Mr. SULLIVAN. Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent that I be permitted
to speak for up to 15 minutes prior to
the scheduled rollcall vote.

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

————————

PROVIDING FOR CONGRESSIONAL
DISAPPROVAL UNDER CHAPTER
8 OF TITLE 5, UNITED STATES
CODE, OF THE RULE SUBMITTED
BY THE BUREAU OF LAND MAN-
AGEMENT RELATING TO ‘NA-
TIONAL PETROLEUM RESERVE
IN ALASKA INTEGRATED ACTIV-
ITY PLAN RECORD OF DECI-
SION’—Motion to Proceed

Mr. SULLIVAN. Mr. President, I rise
to urge my colleagues to overturn the
Biden administration’s sweeping re-
strictions of what we call in Alaska the
National Petroleum Reserve in Alas-
ka—so to pass the CRA, the S.J. Res.
80, that we are going to vote on here in
a couple of minutes.

When I say the Biden administra-
tion’s restrictions, in this case, that is
not strong enough. What the Biden ad-
ministration did when they came into
office is they took the NPRA—that is
right there, the National Petroleum
Reserve in Alaska—and they said we
are going to essentially shut this down.

So what is the National Petroleum
Reserve of Alaska? Well, it started
out—in 1923, President Warren Harding
said: This is so important, this area of
Alaska, we are going to call it the
Naval Petroleum Reserve of Alaska for
the U.S. Navy for oil.
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Then Congress later came and in law
said: No, we are going to designate this
the ‘‘National Petroleum Reserve of
Alaska.” It is the size of Indiana, and
we are going to make sure it is devel-
oped for oil.

Development—that is what this body
did.

Joe Biden comes in and says: Nope.
We are going to take an Executive
order, and we are going to shut it
down.

And that is what they did.

So the most important element of
this is not just Biden flaunting the law,
which he did in Alaska many times, as
I am going to get to—he canceled the
voices of the most important people in
Alaska who lived there.

So let me go to the next slide here. A
lot of people have seen this. This is
what I call the Last Frontier Lock-Up.
OK. This is a map of Alaska. Here is
NPR-A up here. Again, we are a big
State. That is about the size of Indi-
ana.

Biden issued 70 Executive orders and
Executive actions singularly focused
on my State during his 4 years—T7-0.
One of them is the lockup of NPR-A, on
this huge list.

By the way, I went to the President,
President Biden, when this list was at
48, and I handed it to him and said: Mr.
President, what are you doing? Do you
even know what you are doing?

John Podesta was in there—all the
bad, you know, far-left, radical enviros.

You are crushing our State, you are
crushing American energy, you are
killing workers, and you are not listen-
ing to the Native people of my State
who don’t like this. And by the way,
Mr. President, we have the highest
standards in the world on resource de-
velopment in Alaska.

But they didn’t listen. So 7-0 Execu-
tive orders singularly focused on one
State. It was an outrage. But it showed
their priorities, which was not to un-
leash American energy but to listen to
the radical far left, who always wants
to shut down Alaska. They don’t care
about the Native people; don’t care
about jobs; certainly don’t care about
union jobs.

So the good news is that when Presi-
dent Trump came into office, he said:
Enough of that. We are going to un-
leash Alaska.

So day one—this is a day-one HExecu-
tive order from the President of the
United States. He said: We are going to
unleash Alaska’s extraordinary re-
source potential.

That is a day-one Executive order
from President Trump, and so that is
what we are doing. We are going to do
it through the executive branch—what
the President is doing—and here in the
legislative branch. So, not surpris-
ingly, this morning, there was a State-
ment of Administration Policy from
the Trump administration saying they
““strongly supports passage of S.J. Res.
80‘‘ of my CRA.

Mr. President, I ask unanimous con-
sent that the October 29, 2025, State-
ment of Administration Policy be
printed in the RECORD.
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There being no objection, the mate-
rial was ordered to be printed in the
RECORD, as follows:

[From the Executive Office of the President,
Office of Management and Budget, Oct. 29,
2025]

STATEMENT OF ADMINISTRATION POLICY

S.J. RES. 80—JOINT RESOLUTION PROVIDING FOR
CONGRESSIONAL DISAPPROVAL OF THE RULE
SUBMITTED BY THE BUREAU OF LAND MAN-
AGEMENT RELATING TO ‘NATIONAL PETRO-
LEUM RESERVE IN ALASKA INTEGRATED AC-
TIVITY PLAN RECORD OF DECISION”’

(Sen. Sullivan, R-AK, and one cosponsor)

The Administration strongly supports pas-
sage of S.J. Res. 80, which would disapprove
a rule issued by the Bureau of Land Manage-
ment during the previous Administration.
The 2022 Biden-era National Petroleum Re-
serve in Alaska (NPR-A) Integrated Activity
Plan Record of Decision closes half of the
NPR-A to oil and gas development and im-
poses additional restrictions on areas where
development is allowed.

Recognizing that developing Alaska’s
largely untapped supply of energy resources
will benefit the Nation, President Trump
issued Executive Order 14153, ‘‘Unleashing
Alaska’s Extraordinary Resource Potential”’
on his first day in office and directed the
Secretary of the Interior to review this
Biden-era decision. By restricting access to
America’s abundant resources, this ill-ad-
vised decision strays from the statutory di-
rection for development of this important
area under the Naval Petroleum Reserves
Production Act, undermines the President’s
pro-growth energy agenda, and weakens
America’s energy security by increasing our
reliance on foreign countries and limiting
America’s preeminence in powering innova-
tion and growth. The decision is also incon-
sistent with section 50105 of the One Big
Beautiful Bill Act, P.L. 119-21, which directs
the Secretary to lease in accordance with
the 2020 Integrated Activity Plan Record of
Decision for the area, which the Biden-era
decision amended.

President Trump is committed to
unleashing American energy dominance and
reversing the failed, America-Last energy
policies of the Biden Administration. The
Trump Administration will continue its mis-
sion to unleash America’s affordable and re-
liable energy, drive down energy costs, and
put hardworking Americans first.

For these reasons, if this joint resolution
is presented to the President in its current
form, his advisors would recommend that he
sign it into law.

Mr. SULLIVAN. So why would we
want to do this? Again, we have the
highest environmental standards in the
world, but when you unleash Alaska
energy, when you unleash Montana en-
ergy, when you unleash American en-
ergy, it helps with jobs, it helps with
our environment because we have the
highest standards in the world, and it
really helps with national security.

I remember a meeting I was in many
years ago with Senator McCain, John
McCain, and a very prominent Russian
dissident, Vladimir Kara-Murza. Putin
has tried to poison and Kkill this guy
twice. He is still alive. He lives in
America now. He is a great hero.

At the end of the meeting, I looked
at Vladimir Kara-Murza: What more
can we do to undermine the Putin re-
gime?

Do you know what he said? He said:
Simple, Senator. The No. 1 thing Amer-
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ica can do to undermine Vladimir
Putin is produce more American en-
ergy.

By the way, all of my colleagues on
the other side of the aisle who love
shutting down energy production, you
are only helping our adversaries—Ven-
ezuela, China, Russia.

So this is about national security
and environmental stewardship.

Really important—I want to talk
about another group that matters a lot
with regard to this CRA, and this is the
Native people who live on the North
Slope of Alaska.

This is a slide that I put out a lot.
This is where we are looking at. This is
the National Petroleum Reserve of
Alaska in my State.

This is what we call our trilateral in
Alaska: the Inupiat Community of the
Arctic Slope—that is the Tribe; the
North Slope Borough, which is our gov-
ernment entity, which is huge—the
North Slope Borough I think is almost
the size of Montana; and the Arctic
Slope Regional Corporation, which is
our regional Native corporation.

They tried. Eight times they flew to
Washington, DC. This is all Native peo-
ple. They flew to Washington, DC, dur-
ing the Biden administration. Eight
times they flew down here—4,000 miles
away from their home—to try to meet
with the Secretary of the Interior, Sec-
retary Haaland, and the White House of
the Biden administration, saying:
Don’t do this NPR-A lockup. This is
our land. Don’t do it.

Do you know what? The Biden ad-
ministration never even met with
them. The Secretary of the Interior
never met with them. They flew here
eight different times to say: Don’t do
it. This is every Tribal leader, Native
leader, on the North Slope, and their
voices were ignored. Think about that.
Eight times.

Now, the total insult when Biden fi-
nally did this giant regulation locking
up the entire National Petroleum Re-
serve of Alaska—do you know what he
did? He and Secretary Haaland put out
a statement saying: We did this be-
cause the Native people of Alaska
wanted it.

I went on national TV. I don’t nor-
mally throw bombs, but I went on na-
tional TV, and I said: That is a bald-
faced lie from Joe Biden.

He was canceling Native voices, and
then he was using them. He literally
said: We did this because the Native
people of Alaska wanted it.

Outrageous—actually, one of the
most outrageous things I saw the Biden
administration do, and they did a heck
of a lot of outrageous stuff.

So I want to submit for the RECORD a
letter from ICAS, the North Slope Bor-
ough, and ASRC—the trilateral, as we
call it—all the Native leadership on the
North Slope strongly supporting my
CRA.

Mr. President, I ask unanimous con-
sent that the October 3, 2025, Inupiat
Community of the Arctic Slope letter
be printed in the RECORD.
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There being no objection, the mate-
rial was ordered to be printed in the
RECORD, as follows:

Re Support for S.J. Res. 80 and H.J. Res.
124—Congressional Review Act Dis-
approval of the BLM NPR-A Integrated
Activity Plan (IAP) Record of Decision
(ROD).

OCTOBER 3, 2025.

Hon. L1sSA MURKOWSKI,

U.S. Senate, Washington, DC.

Hon. DAN SULLIVAN,

U.S. Senate, Washington, DC.

Hon. NICHOLAS BEGICH, III,

House of Representatives, Washington, DC.

DEAR SENATORS MURKOWSKI, SULLIVAN, AND

REPRESENTATIVE BEGICH: On behalf of the

North Slope Inupiaq leadership—including

Arctic Slope Regional Corporation (ASRC),

the North Slope Borough (Borough), and the

Inupiat Community of the Arctic Slope

(ICAS)—we write in strong support of S.J.

Res. 80, introduced by Senators Sullivan and

Murkowski, and H.J. Res. 124 in the House,

each providing for congressional disapproval

under chapter 8 of title 5, United States

Code, of the ruL.e submitted by the Bureau of

Land Management relating to the ‘‘National

Petroleum Reserve in Alaska Integrated Ac-

tivity Plan Record of Decision.”

BACKGROUND

The North Slope Inupiat have called the
Arctic home for over 10,000 years. We are
proud of our self-determination efforts to en-
sure future generations of Inupiat continue
to reside in our communities and have access
to essential services. Without a stable econ-
omy, our communities will suffer, along with
our ability to fully engage in and sustain our
Inupiaq cultural traditions, including our
vital subsistence way of life.

The North Slope of Alaska spans an area
nearly the size of the state of Minnesota and,
within that expansive area, there are eight
Inupiaq communities—Anaktuvuk Pass,
Atqasuk, Kaktovik, Nuiqsut, Point Hope,
Point Lay, Utqiagvik, and Wainwright. None
of our communities are connected by a per-
manent road system; all supplies must be
flown or barged in, making the cost of living
extremely high and economic opportunities
generally low.

Over fifty years ago, the Federal Govern-
ment directed Alaska Native people to orga-
nize into a new structure of indigenous rep-
resentation. The Alaska Native Claims Set-
tlement Act of 1971 (ANCSA) was a dramati-
cally different and transformative approach
by the Federal Government to federal Indian
policy. The fact that our ancestral lands
were claimed by the Federal Government be-
fore our people had a right to settle aborigi-
nal land claims should inform every decision
the Federal Government makes in managing
those lands.

Unlike the Lower 48 model of indigenous
representation where tribal governments
typically administer the delivery of services
such as healthcare, public safety, education,
land management, and economic develop-
ment, the passage of ANCSA created a
shared system of Alaska Native representa-
tion and delivery of services. Our region has
a multitude of Alaska Native entities that
work together to effectively serve, provide
for, and enrich the lives of the North Slope
Inupiat we represent. Our three regional en-
tities, the ICAS, the Borough, and ASRC are
three of those entities. While our roles differ,
our constituencies overlap, which is why we
work closely together to protect the cultural
and economic interests of the North Slope
Inupiat.

While our leaders over fifty years ago were
initially wary of any development on our
lands, our Inupiaq leaders have spent decades
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prioritizing open communication and trans-
parency in planning with industry. We have
exercised true self-determination through a
unique framework of Alaska Native govern-
ance—a framework that relies on our tribal
governments, municipal governments, and
Alaska Native corporations established by
Congress to serve our indigenous constitu-
ents. For millennia, Inupiaq ingenuity has
transformed our relationship with industry
into a partnership that has both protected
our environment and our way of life and has
brought significant economic benefits to the
region that would have otherwise been ab-
sent. Our North Slope residents are keenly
aware that advances in our communities—
running water, local schools, health care,
public safety, electricity, and more—have
come because of the coordination and co-
operation of Alaska Native leaders and enti-
ties across the region.

ICAS

Established in 1971, the Inupiat Commu-
nity of the Arctic Slope is the federally rec-
ognized regional tribal government for the
North Slope and represents over 14,000
Inupiaq tribal members. The mission of ICAS
is to exercise its sovereign rights and powers
for the benefit of tribal members, to con-
serve and retain tribal lands and resources
including subsistence for millennia Inupiaq
ingenuity has transformed our relationship
with industry into a partnership that has
both protected our environment and our way
of life and has brought significant economic
benefits to the region that would have other-
wise been absent. Our North Slope residents
are keenly aware that advances in our com-
munities—running water, local schools,
health care, public safety, electricity, and
more—have come because of the coordina-
tion and cooperation of Alaska Native lead-
ers and entities across the region.

Borough

The Borough is a home rule government lo-
cated above the Arctic Circle that represents
roughly 10,000 residents. The Borough’s juris-
diction includes the entire National Petro-
leum Reserve-Alaska (NPR-A) and the eight
villages within it. In 1972, the North Slope
Inupiat formed the Borough, in part, to en-
sure our communities would benefit from oil
and gas development on their ancestral
homelands. It was the first time Alaska Na-
tives took control of their destiny using a re-
gional municipal government. The Borough
exercises its powers of taxation, property as-
sessment, education, and planning and zon-
ing services to serve our communities. Taxes
levied on oil and gas infrastructure, not de-
velopment, have enabled the Borough to in-
vest in public infrastructure and utilities,
support education, and provide police, fire,
emergency, health, and other services. Else-
where in rural Alaska, these services are
typically provided primarily by the State or
Federal Government, or both.

ASRC

ASRC is a for-profit, land-owning Alaska
Native regional corporation formed pursuant
to ANCSA. ASRC represents the same region
as the Borough and ICAS, and the same eight
villages whose residents are predominantly
Inupiat, and who comprise many of our over
14,000 Alaska Native shareholders. ASRC
holds the title to approximately five million
acres of land on the North Slope, including
both surface and subsurface lands. These
lands—the ancestral lands of the North Slope
Inupiat—were conveyed to ASRC by the
United States pursuant to ANCSA to provide
for the economic and cultural well-being of
our Inupiaq shareholders.

ASRC is committed to both providing
sound financial returns to our shareholders,
through jobs and dividends, and to pre-
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serving our Inupiaq way of life, culture, and
traditions, including the ability to maintain
a subsistence lifestyle that supports our
communities. In furtherance of this congres-
sionally mandated mission to provide bene-
fits to our shareholders, ASRC conducts and
continues to invest in a variety of activities
related to infrastructure and natural re-
source development and other economic ini-
tiatives.

ASRC’s perspective is based on the dual re-
alities that our Inupiaq culture and commu-
nities depend on a healthy ecosystem and
subsistence resources, as well as infrastruc-
ture and resource development as the foun-
dation of sustainable North Slope commu-
nities.

DISAPPROVAL OF THE 2022 NPR-A IAP ROD

The NPR-A lies entirely within the home-
lands of the North Slope Inupiat. Congress
established the NPR-A with a clear purpose:
to ensure energy security for the Nation
while respecting the needs of Alaska Natives.
Instead, the 2022 Record of Decision (ROD)
issued by BLM has imposed sweeping restric-
tions that curtail responsible development,
undermine congressional intent, and dis-
regard the well-being of the people who de-
pend on these lands for both subsistence and
livelihoods.

The impacts of the 2022 ROD are especially
severe for the North Slope. Oil and gas devel-
opment in the NPR-A funds the Borough’s
schools, emergency services, and infrastruc-
ture. It supports jobs for Inupiaq share-
holders and residents. It underwrites the
continuation of our communities, even as we
maintain our subsistence way of life. By ar-
bitrarily locking away vast portions of the
NPR-A, BLM’s rule threatens these essential
services and imposes disproportionate bur-
dens on our people.

Equally concerning, BLM failed to engage
in meaningful government-to-government
consultation with ASRC, the Borough, and
ICAS. This omission contradicts federal con-
sultation requirements and disregards the
voices of the very communities most af-
fected. Our leadership has consistently
raised concerns about this process and its
outcomes, yet those concerns were ignored.

The 2022 ROD ignores congressional intent
under ANCSA, the Alaska National Interest
Lands Conservation Act of 1980 (ANILCA),
the National Petroleum Reserve Production
Act of 1976 (NPRPA), and the Omnibus Ap-
propriations Act of 1980. The 2022 ROD also
disregards the economic needs of North
Slope communities, and creates unnecessary
obstacles to infrastructure, energy, and com-
munity health across the North Slope of
Alaska.

SUPPORT FOR S.J. RES 80 AND H.J. RES. 124

For these reasons, our trilateral organiza-
tions strongly support passage of S.J. Res. 80
and H.J. Res. 124 to disapprove the 2022 NPR-
A TAP ROD. Overturning this rule is nec-
essary to restore balance to federal policy,
reaffirm Congress’s intent for the NPR-A,
and uphold the economic, cultural, and sub-
sistence well-being of the North Slope
Inupiat.

Our identity, resilience, and survival are
deeply rooted in our traditional lands that
the NPRA boundaries encompass. We take
great pride in our ongoing efforts toward
self-determination, focused on securing a fu-
ture where future generations of Inupiat can
continue to live in our communities with ac-
cess to the essential services they need to
thrive. We thank you for your leadership on
this important resolution and look forward
to continued collaboration to ensure that
federal policies in the NPR-A reflect both
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national priorities and the needs of the peo-
ple who call the Arctic home.
Sincerely,
NICOLE WOJCIECHOWSKI,
President, Inupiat Community of the
Arctic Slope.
JOSIAH PATKOTAK,
Mayor, North Slope Borough.
REX A. ROCK Sr.,
President and CEO, Arctic Slope Regional
Corporation.

Mr. SULLIVAN. I would also like to
submit for the RECORD a letter from
The Alliance, which is all of our com-
panies—not just energy companies but
all related companies, the biggest
group of businesses, workers in Alaska,
who also strongly support my CRA.

Mr. President, I ask unanimous con-
sent that The Alliance letter of Octo-
ber 18, 2025, be printed in the RECORD.

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

OCTOBER 18, 2025.
Hon. LisSA MURKOWSKI,
U.S. Senate, Washington, DC.
Hon. DAN SULLIVAN,
U.S. Senate, Washington, DC.
Hon. NICHOLAS BEGICH III,
House of Representatives, Washington, DC.

SENATOR MURKOWSKI, SENATOR SULLIVAN
AND CONGRESSMAN BEGICH: As you know, the
Alaska Support Industry Alliance (the Alli-
ance) is a 46-year-old professional trade orga-
nization, representing companies who pro-
vide support to Alaska’s oil, gas, and mining
industries.

Our mission statement is “To lead and ad-
vocate for the responsible exploration, devel-
opment, and production of Alaska’s oil, gas,
energy, and mineral resources, ensuring du-
rable benefits for all Alaskans and fostering
economic growth.”

On behalf of the 547 members of the Alaska
Support Industry Alliance and their 35,000
Alaskan employees, I am writing in support
of S.J. Res. 80, disapproving BLM’s 2022
NPR-A Integrated Activity Plan.

The 2022 NPR-A IAP Record of Decision,
which cut open-for-leasing acreage from 18.6
to 11.8 million acres and imposed new con-
straints on development, caused great con-
cern among our members. Their livelihoods
depend on a business climate that contin-
ually attracts new exploration and develop-
ment of Alaska’s vast natural resources.
Anything that restricts the ability to do so
threatens the future of their business.

The opportunity given to Congress, a 60-
day window for expedited action, is an oppor-
tunity to restore the acreage removed by the
previous administration and align with
President Trump’s EO 1141563 ‘‘Unleashing
Alaska’s Extraordinary Resource Potential’’.
In addition S.J. Res. 80 supports a balanced,
development-compatible management frame-
work for the NPRA.

Thank you for your efforts on this resolu-
tion and for your consideration of our com-
ments,

Respectfully,
REBECCA LOGAN,
CEO, The Alliance.

Mr. SULLIVAN. Let me just end with
this: I hope my colleagues on both
sides of the aisle can vote for this CRA.

I talk about jobs, I talk about na-
tional security, and I talk about work-
ing families, all of which are very im-
portant. At the end of the day, this is
so important because this actually, in
my State, is a matter of life and death.
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What do I mean? Now, I have trotted
out this chart a lot. I am going to ex-
plain it here. But this is why I get so
riled up about these issues and why,
when my colleagues on the other side
of the aisle and Democratic adminis-
trations always come up to Alaska,
saying ‘‘Hey, we are just going to shut
you down; we are going to crush your
jobs,”” why I get so animated about it.
It is jobs. It is national security. When
you are producing energy from Amer-
ica, from Alaska, you are strength-
ening the country, strengthening good
jobs—good union jobs, by the way—but
the other thing you are doing is you
are helping people live longer.

What do I mean? I break this chart
out a lot because it is really important
to me. This is from the American Med-
ical Association from 1980 to 2014 on
Americans’ life expectancy—who was
living longer and who, unfortunately,
was living less longer.

If you look here, this is America. The
light blue, the darker blue, purple—
those are the States that are living the
longest. The yellow, orange, and red—
that is actually people losing life ex-
pectancy. That is not good at all.

The place that had the longest life
expectancy increase from 1980 to 2014
was my State. Thirteen years. Look at
this. Thirteen years on the North
Slope, Northwest Arctic Borough,
Aleutian Islands chain. How did that
happen? It happened because respon-
sible resource development happened.

The Native people of my State were
living 13 years longer—more than any
other place in the country. I have
asked my colleagues a 1ot when we de-
bate this: Give me a policy indicator of
success more important than the peo-
ple you are representing living longer.
There isn’t one. I have never heard of
one.

The people I am representing are liv-
ing longer because we are responsibly
developing resources. And they get
jobs, they get gymnasiums, they get
hospitals, and they get flush toilets
and running water, which a lot of the
communities in my State, Native com-
munities, don’t have.

So this is a matter of life and death,
my colleagues, and I do want to really
try to encourage my colleagues on the
other side of the aisle: Join us. This is
the right call. There is a lot of talk
about. Hey, we want to help minority
communities. We want to help people
of color. Here is your chance. You are
going to help them live longer.

So I am hoping that every Member of
this body can come down and vote for
my CRA because it is the right thing to
do. It is going to help with jobs, it is
going to help with national security,
and it is what the Native people in my
State who actually live there want.

Again, they came down here eight
different times and told President
Biden and Secretary Haaland: Don’t do
this. Don’t do this.

Not only did they ignore their voice,
they wouldn’t even meet with them.

So now we have a chance to right
that wrong and pass my CRA. Again, I
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really hope my colleagues on the other
side of the aisle will do this because it
is the right thing to do, and the indige-
nous people of my State who live here
want this because it is going to help
them live longer. I don’t think there is
anything more important than that.
MOTION TO PROCEED

Mr. SULLIVAN. Mr. President, I
move to proceed to Calendar No. 221,
S.J. Res. 80.

The PRESIDING OFFICER.
clerk will report.

The legislative clerk read as follows:

Motion to proceed to Calendar No. 221, S.J.
Res. 80, providing for congressional dis-
approval under chapter 8 of title 5, United
States Code, of the rule submitted by the Bu-
reau of Land Management relating to ‘“‘Na-
tional Petroleum Reserve in Alaska Inte-
grated Activity Plan Record of Decision’.

VOTE ON MOTION

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

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

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there a
sufficient second?

There appears to be a sufficient sec-
ond.

The clerk will call the roll.

The bill clerk called the roll.

The result was announced—yeas 54,
nays 46, as follows:

[Rollcall Vote No. 595 Leg.]

The

YEAS—b54
Banks Fischer Moran
Barrasso Graham Moreno
Blackburn Grassley Mullin
Boozman Hagerty Murkowski
Britt Hawley Paul
Budd Hoeven Ricketts
Capito Husted Risch
Cassidy Hyde-Smith Rounds
Collins Johnson Schmitt
Cornyn Justice Scott (FL)
Cotton Kennedy Scott (SC)
Cramer Lankford Sheehy
Crapo Lee Sullivan
Cruz Lummis Thune
Curtis Marshall Tillis
Daines McConnell Tuberville
Ernst McCormick Wicker
Fetterman Moody Young
NAYS—46
Alsobrooks Hirono Sanders
Baldwin Kaine Schatz
Bennet Kelly Schiff
Blumenthal Kim Schumer
Blunt Rochester King Shaheen
Booker Klo_@uchar Slotkin
gantwell Il\;IuJaLL? Smith
oons arkey
Cortez Masto Merkley &an Hollen
arner
Duckworth Murphy
N Warnock
Durbin Murray
Gallego Ossoff Warren
Gillibrand Padilla Welch
Hassan Peters Whitehouse
Heinrich Reed Wyden
Hickenlooper Rosen
The motion was agreed to.
———
EXECUTIVE SESSION
EXECUTIVE CALENDAR
The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr.

RICKETTS). Under the previous order,
the Senate will proceed to executive
session to resume consideration of the
following nomination, which the clerk
will report.
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The senior assistant legislative clerk
read the nomination of Edmund G.
LaCour, Jr., of Alabama, to be United
States District Judge for the Northern
District of Alabama.

NOMINATION OF EDMUND G. LACOUR, JR.

Mr. DURBIN. Mr. President, today,
the Senate will vote to confirm Ed-
mund LaCour to the U.S. District
Court for the Northern District of Ala-
bama.

Mr. LaCour is another judicial nomi-
nee selected by President Trump for
his extreme views. As the solicitor gen-
eral of Alabama, Mr. LaCour has re-
peatedly put politics ahead of the rule
of law.

He has resisted the orders of Federal
courts—including the Supreme Court—
after they ruled against him and the
State of Alabama in voting rights
cases. His role in that litigation was
not confined to a courtroom. After the
Supreme Court recognized that Ala-
bama’s voting maps likely violated sec-
tion 2 of the Voting Rights Act, Mr.
LaCour helped State legislators draw
new voting maps. He pushed for the in-
clusion of so-called ‘‘legislative find-
ings’’ and wrote talking points for law-
makers. Despite his best efforts, Fed-
eral judges again found that these
maps violated the Voting Rights Act.
Yet Mr. LaCour and the State continue
to argue the case and challenge the rul-
ings against them.

Mr. LaCour has argued for extreme
restrictions on abortion rights and the
rights of transgender people. He has
also aggressively advocated for the
death penalty. Last year, Mr. LaCour
argued in support of nitrogen suffo-
cation—an untested and inhumane
death penalty method—which allowed
Alabama to carry out the first execu-
tion in the world by nitrogen gas.

And just last week, in another case
that Mr. LaCour argued, Alabama exe-
cuted Anthony Boyd by nitrogen suffo-

cation. Mr. Boyd reportedly
“‘convulse[d] and heave[d] for about 15
minutes before being pronounced

dead.” In her dissent from the Supreme
Court’s denial of a stay of execution,
Justice Sotomayor, joined by Justices
Kagan and Jackson, concluded, ‘‘Allow-
ing the nitrogen hypoxia experiment to
continue despite mounting and unbro-
ken evidence that it violates the Con-
stitution by inflicting unnecessary suf-
fering fails to ‘‘‘protec[t] [the] dig-
nity””’ of ‘‘“‘the Nation we have been,
the Nation we are, and the Nation we
aspire to be.”’”’

Based on Mr. LaCour’s record, I am
concerned that he will continue to dis-
play his clear ideological preferences if
he is confirmed to the bench.

I oppose his nomination. I urge my
colleagues to join me.

VOTE ON LACOUR NOMINATION

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

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

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there a
sufficient second?
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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-
ators are necessarily absent: the Sen-
ator from Wyoming (Ms. LUMMIS) and
the Senator from North Carolina (Mr.
TILLIS).

The result was announced—yeas 51,
nays 47, as follows:

[Rollcall Vote No. 596 Ex.]

YEAS—51
Banks Fischer Moran
Barrasso Graham Moreno
Blackburn Grassley Mullin
Boozman Hagerty Murkowski
Britt Hawley Paul
Budd Hoeven Ricketts
Capito Husted Risch
Cassidy Hyde-Smith Rounds
Collins Johnson Schmitt
Cornyn Justice Scott (FL)
Cotton Kennedy Scott (SC)
Cramer Lankford Sheehy
Crapo Lee Sullivan
Cruz Marshall Thune
Curtis McConnell Tuberville
Daines McCormick Wicker
Ernst Moody Young
NAYS—47

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

oons ujan X
Cortez Masto Markey ‘S,:l;tg ollen
Duckworth Merkley N
Durbin Murphy Warner
Fetterman Murray Warnock
Gallego Ossoff Warren
Gillibrand Padilla Welch
Hassan Peters Whitehouse
Heinrich Reed Wyden

NOT VOTING—2

Lummis Tillis

The nomination was confirmed.

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr.
SHEEHY). Under the previous order, the
motion to reconsider is considered
made and laid upon table, and the
President will be immediately notified
of the Senate’s action.

The Senator from Tennessee.

———
LEGISLATIVE SESSION

Mrs. BLACKBURN. Mr. President, I
move to proceed to legislative session.

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

The motion was agreed to.

FBI

Mrs. BLACKBURN. Mr. President,
earlier this month, we discovered one
of the worst abuses of government
power in our Nation’s history: The FBI,
under President Biden, spied on eight
U.S. Senators. I was one of those eight.

Now, what we have learned so far is
this: The Agency, the FBI, tracked
whom we were calling on our cell
phones, where we were physically lo-
cated when we made or received the
calls, and how long each call lasted. We
still don’t know the predicate for the
subpoena, but they did go into a court,
and they got a subpoena.

Now, by all appearances, the spying
was politically motivated. The law-
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makers who were spied on are all Re-
publicans, each one of us supports
President Trump, and we had valid
questions about the outcome of the
2020 election.

What we also know is that no Amer-
ican should be spied on by their gov-
ernment because of their political be-
liefs whether they are a Democrat, a
Republican, or an Independent. This
should not happen.

We are all duly-elected Members of
Congress, and Jack Smith and the CR-
15 unit at the FBI that did his dirty
work for him violated our First and
Fourth Amendment rights, the separa-
tion of powers, the speech and debate
clause, and the Stored Communica-
tions Act.

If they are willing to do this to us,
just imagine what they are willing to
do to private citizens who have a dif-
ferent political point of view. What
were they doing to the moms and dads
that went to school board meetings?
What were they doing to pro-lifers?

We already know that through the
same probe, which was termed ‘‘Arctic
Frost,” the FBI investigated nearly 100
Republican and conservative groups,
including the Republican National
Committee, the Republican Attorneys
General Association, and Charlie
Kirk’s Turning Point USA. We are
hearing they may have surveilled as
many as 150 different individuals.

We are learning that this
weaponization of government was ap-
proved by those at the very top of Joe
Biden’s Justice Department. Late last
week, Chairman GRASSLEY, who chairs
our Judiciary Committee, released an
FBI memo drafted on April 4, 2022, that
authorized the Arctic Frost probe.
Among the people whose signatures ap-
pear on that document are then-Dep-
uty Attorney General Lisa Monaco and
the Attorney General of the United
States, Merrick Garland. Oh, by the
way, the memo was written by FBI Di-
rector Christopher Wray.

We are only learning about this
abuse of power and this weaponization
of the FBI because the Trump adminis-
tration and Republicans are committed
to complete transparency and account-
ability. They are committed to a single
tier of justice, not two different tiers of
justice.

Thankfully, FBI Director Kash Patel
has fired all the individuals that were
involved in the spying operation.

Now it is time to find out how else
they have weaponized our Nation’s jus-
tice system, so we will begin to have
some hearings, and we are going to put
these individuals under oath and ask
them to explain how they allowed this
to happen.

What we have heard so far is that
Jack Smith, who was the ringleader of
this, wants ‘‘assurances’—his choice of
words—that he won’t be punished in
exchange for testifying about his spy-
ing scheme before Congress. He is abso-
lutely out of his mind if he thinks he is
going to get off with this scot-free.
This is a scandal bigger than Water-
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gate. It is a scandal where the FBI and
the DOJ have been weaponized, politi-
cized. And, no, he will not get off scot-
free. The American people want to see
that people are going to be held to ac-
count. So if we need to subpoena him,
that is exactly what we will do.

We are also going to determine why
exactly Verizon Wireless complied with
the FBI’s groundless subpoena request.

Just last week, we learned that
AT&T also received a subpoena request
from Jack Smith for two other Mem-
bers of Congress’s phone records. Yet,
when AT&T questioned Smith’s team
about the legality of the subpoena,
they apparently backed down, and they
abandoned the effort altogether.

So it is very curious why Verizon just
rolled over and went along with this
lawless request and didn’t move to
question and didn’t move to quash the
subpoena. So we will get to the bottom
of that.

It is important to realize that Lady
Justice is blindfolded. The American
people want that one tier of justice—
equal treatment under the law, equal
access. We are not going to stop fight-
ing until we can ensure that the
weaponization of government that oc-
curred under Joe Biden does not ever
happen again.

MEMPHIS

Mr. President, late last month, I had
the honor of joining President Trump
in the Oval Office as he signed an order
establishing the Memphis Safe Task
Force. This is a coordinated effort by
the Justice Department, the FBI, and
11 other Federal Agencies to work with
local and State officials, support the
Memphis Police Department, and get
violent criminals off the streets.

This support has been desperately
needed. Last year, Memphis saw the
highest crime rate in the country. In
many parts of the city, residents have
told us they could not walk out their
front door without fear of being robbed,
shot, or murdered.

Now, with the task force, we are see-
ing violent, repeat criminals get locked
up after terrorizing Memphians for far
too long. In just 1 month of operations,
there have been some just astounding,
remarkable results. The authorities are
working together as a team. They have
made more than 1,700 arrests, including
114 warrant arrests for aggravated as-
sault, 116 arrests for domestic violence,
23 arrests for robbery, 12 for sexual as-
sault, and 10 for homicide. At the same
time, the task force has recovered
more than 370 illegal weapons and more
than 230 stolen vehicles, and they have
found more than 80 missing children.

This is a huge step forward for Mem-
phis. Already, Memphians are doing
things they could not do before, and
they are enjoying this wonderful, his-
toric, iconic city. For the opening
night for the Memphis Grizzlies, fans
came out to the game in huge numbers,
knowing that law enforcement was
there to keep the peace.

As one fan said
FedExForum:

outside the
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It is so peaceful . .. we’re just enjoying
life and it just feels so free.

This is something that all Americans
should celebrate.

We will not stop fighting to make
Memphis safer. We are going to make
certain it is the safest city in the
United States, not the most dangerous.

I yield the floor.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Hawaii.

GOVERNMENT FUNDING

Mr. SCHATZ. Mr. President, a couple
of weeks ago, I came to the floor to
talk about where the Republicans are,
and this is now—effectively, the House
of Representatives has adjourned. The
national legislature has adjourned.

I want everyone to understand what
is going on here. These are work peri-
ods. These yellow days are work peri-
ods. So August is off; everyone is sup-
posed to be home. But what they did
was they left early, so here, all these
are crossed out. They didn’t show up.
And then they didn’t show up for any
of these days. That is fine. But then
they decided to unexpectedly cancel
this week and then this week and then
this week and then this week. Now we
are at the point where, if you are a
Member of the House of Representa-
tives, over the last 3 months, for every
day that you show up for work, you get
7 days off. The rest of the Federal
workforce is either furloughed at home
and not getting their paycheck or they
are considered an excepted employee,
which is essentially a designation you
get if the work you do is so essential
for safety that you have to work any-
way.

So here you have the Members of the
House of Representatives getting paid
not to show up, and then you have the
rest of the Federal workforce having to
show up and not get paid.

I have lived through several shut-
downs, unfortunately, but none like
this. Usually, both parties are in town,
for a start. Usually, both parties are in
town.

I get the play that Speaker JOHNSON
made at the outset. It is a pretty com-
mon play. It is considered a jam-job,
which is essentially: Here is this bill.
Now we are out of town. It is the only
thing you can pass or not pass, so you
are now under pressure to either pass it
or not pass it.

It is a very common thing to do.
They jammed us. They did the same
thing in March, and it worked, but it
didn’t work this time, and then the
Speaker of the House, instead of saying
““Gosh, we should probably start a ne-
gotiation, try to figure out how to keep
the lights on in the U.S. Government,
keep people from losing their pay-
checks,” he just said ‘““Well, tough. I
am going to adjourn the House of Rep-
resentatives.”’

I want everyone to understand how
ahistorical this is. This is already a
very light schedule, right? Just objec-
tively speaking, people don’t get sched-
ules like this before you do all the
cross-offs, right? This is even a light
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schedule compared to normal House
schedules.

This guy is not that interested in leg-
islating.

And I also want to make one other
specific point: It is not as though there
is nothing else to do.

We haven’t passed a national defense
authorization. We haven’t passed the
rest of the appropriations bills. We
haven’t passed a Water Resources De-
velopment Act. We haven’t done over-
sight.

And what happens is, when you stop
doing your work, it is just like home-
work. It piles up. It piles up, and then
you run out of time at the end of the
year.

And the House of Representatives—
these people who spend so much money
and time and put their family and their
friends and coworkers through a bunch
of pain to achieve being a Member of
Congress and having this little pin and
having ‘“The Honorable’ in front of
your name, and then they just said: Do
you know what? I don’t think I need to
show up at all.

Sometimes, it can be hard for people
to understand what politicians in
Washington are arguing about. But
this is actually pretty simple. Open en-
rollment starts on Saturday, and about
24 million Americans—it just so hap-
pens that most of them are in States
that supported Donald Trump—are
about to face roughly a doubling of
their healthcare costs.

And for some people, it will be like a
30-percent increase, and for some peo-
ple, it will be a 70-percent increase, and
for some people it will be like a three-
fold increase in their healthcare costs.

And in raw dollars—percentage is a
big deal. But the raw dollars are kind
of what matters, right, because people
don’t have an extra $600 or $700 that
they can kind of like wring savings out
of.

You don’t get to go: You know what;
I would like a $12,000 raise to cover
this.

That is not available to them, not in
this economy. And there is not $12,000
less that you can spend somewhere.

And in the middle of this, even
though the U.S. Department of Agri-
culture in their initial shutdown guid-
ance said specifically: We have got $5
billion in contingency funds, and those
resources are available to keep people
getting their nutritional assistance,
their SNAP benefits—and then abrupt-
ly, like four or five days ago, they just
like changed their guidance. This is
something that Trump did in his first
term, during a shutdown, to use those
contingency funds to prevent Ameri-
cans from starving—to prevent Ameri-
cans from starving.

And I guess I just don’t understand
why anybody thinks this should be a
point of leverage. Like, half of the
roughly 40 million people who receive
SNAP benefits are working poor be-
cause we have decided nationally we
are not going to raise the minimum
wage, and we are not going to support
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the labor movement enough so that
when people work 40 hours a week or 60
hours a week or 100 hours a week, they
still can’t even afford to put food on
their table.

And so we have these SNAP benefits
to make up for our policy failure, and
40 million people need it. About 20 mil-
lion of them actually have jobs, and
most of the rest of them are the elderly
or the disabled. And I don’t know what
the hell has come of this country when
the President of the United States, who
is in charge of this particular question
has said: As a point of leverage against
Democrats, I am going to cause mil-
lions of Americans to not have enough
food on their table.

I remain flabbergasted that the na-
tional legislature has basically ad-
journed under MIKE JOHNSON’s leader-
ship. He is not even trying anymore be-
cause he thinks it increases his lever-
age.

Costs are about to double for tens of
millions of Americans on the
healthcare side. Electricity is going up
at double the inflation rate. Vegetables
are up 39 percent. Coffee is up 30 to 40
percent. And now there won’t be
enough food.

I implore everyone on every side of
the aisle to just sit down and negotiate
this. Under Biden and under Leader
SCHUMER, we just didn’t have shut-
downs. We just didn’t. And you could
actually make a valid criticism that
under Democratic leadership we con-
ceded too much. We conceded too many
policies to the minority party. But we
did because we understood that in
order to enact an appropriations bill,
even a continuing resolution, you need
four corners.

What does that mean? The Speaker,
minority leader in the House, majority
leader and minority leader in the Sen-
ate.

So let’s get the House back in town.
Let’s turn on these SNAP benefits.
Let’s fix this ACA problem. And let’s
turn the Federal Government’s lights
on.

I yield the floor.

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

UNITED STATES ARMED SERVICES

Mr. REED. Mr. President, I rise
today to discuss a matter that tran-
scends party lines and goes to the very
heart of what makes America’s mili-
tary the most trusted institution in
our country.

I speak from a lifetime of devotion to
the Army and our armed services. I
joined the Army at 17 when I took the
oath to defend and protect the Con-
stitution as a new cadet at West Point.

I served 12 years on Active Duty. I
earned my Ranger tab and my senior
jump wings. I had the privilege of com-
manding an infantry company in the
82nd Airborne Division. I taught at
West Point, but I want to make it
clear, I am not a combat veteran.

I have spent, in addition, nearly
three decades on the Senate Armed
Services Committee, with the great
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privilege of serving as ranking member
and chairman.

My connection to the military is nei-
ther transient nor incidental. That is
precisely why I must speak out today
about what President Trump is doing
to our Armed Forces. He is attempting
to politicize an institution that has re-
mained steadfastly apolitical for near-
ly 250 years. He is disrespecting the
professionalism and sacrifice of our
servicemembers. And if we in Congress
do not reject his actions—and very
soon—the damage could take genera-
tions to repair.

America’s apolitical military was
constructed deliberately by leaders
who understood that republics die
when generals and soldiers become po-
litical pawns or political powers.

George Washington set the standard.
When he resigned his commission in
1783, he established a principle that
military leaders serve the Nation, not
a party or a President or anything else.
He made clear that military leadership
is not a pathway to personal political
power. Washington could have made
himself King. He refused, and that re-
fusal created a tradition we inherit
today.

The Founders enshrined a non-
political military in our Constitution,
giving Congress—not the President—
the sole power to raise armies, estab-
lish laws governing the military, and,
importantly, to declare war.

The Founders built checks and bal-
ances precisely to prevent the situa-
tion we now face: a President who
views the military as his personal po-
litical instrument.

This tradition is maintained in the
United States through deliberate pol-
icy. The Uniform Code of Military Jus-
tice prohibits Active-Duty personnel
from partisan political activities. Mili-
tary bases do not host campaign ral-
lies. Servicemembers do not appear in
uniform at political events.

Indeed, the Supreme Court itself has
affirmed this principle. In the case of
Greer v. Spock in 1976, the Court
upheld military regulations strictly
prohibiting partisan political activities
on military bases. The Court’s conclu-
sion was unequivocal. The majority
opinion explained that the military has
a special responsibility to avoid ‘‘both
the reality and the appearance of act-
ing as handmaiden for partisan polit-
ical causes or candidates.”

Justice Powell went on to warn that
‘it is the lesson of ancient and modern
history that the major socially desta-
bilizing influence in many European
and South American countries has
been a highly politicized military. . . .
Complete and effective civilian control
of the military would be compromised
by participation of the military in the
political process.”

The Supreme Court understood what
we must remember: Once the military
appears political, civilian control itself
is compromised; public confidence
evaporates; and history shows where
that leads.
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And these are not bureaucratic nice-
ties. Once the military becomes politi-
cized, it loses the trust of the Amer-
ican people. A military seen as serving
a political party cannot claim to serve
the Nation. For nearly 250 years, this
principle has held. The American mili-
tary has remained the most trusted in-
stitution precisely because it has
stayed out of politics.

Now, President Trump is systemati-
cally dismantling this bedrock prin-
ciple, brazenly, repeatedly, and with
apparent pride.

On May 24, he addressed West Point’s
graduating class while wearing a red
MAGA hat—a political campaign sym-
bol at a military ceremony. This was
not an accident. It was a statement. He
told our Nation’s future Army officers
that this election victory gave him the
right to ‘‘do what we wanna do.” He
told cadets about to take their oath to
the Constitution that winning an elec-
tion means you can do whatever you
want.

In June, at an event at Fort Bragg,
President Trump made this
politicization even more explicit. Sol-
diers attending the event were appar-
ently screened for physical appearance
and enthusiasm and were positioned in
the bleachers as background props for
what Trump boasted was a political
rally. The troops were encouraged to
boo his opponents, cheer his applause
lines, and jeer the press.

Almost as disturbing, President
Trump’s team brought vendors on to
Fort Bragg to sell campaign merchan-
dise to everyone, including soldiers in
uniform. This was an explicit violation
of longstanding Army regulations and
Department of Defense policy. It ex-
ploited soldiers and the prestige of
their service for the President’s par-
tisan and personal gain.

And, again, just last month at
Quantico, Trump spoke to a hall of
hundreds of generals and admirals to
make explicit what had previously
been unspoken. He complained about
“‘an enemy within’’ and told the assem-
bled officers that dealing with this do-
mestic enemy ‘‘is going to be a major
part for some of the people in this
room. That’s a war, too. It’s a war from
within.”

Let us be clear about who Trump
means when he says ‘‘the enemy with-
in.” He does not mean terrorists or for-
eign agents. He means his political op-
ponents. He means Americans exer-
cising their constitutional rights to
disagree with him.

Indeed, any doubt about whom he
considers ‘‘the enemy within” was
erased when he pardoned more than
1,600 people convicted of attacking
Congress and Capitol Police on Janu-
ary 6, 2021.

These are people who attacked the
Capitol, at President Trump’s urging,
who savagely beat police officers, who
forced Members of Congress to flee the
Chamber for their own lives.

The vast majority of my colleagues
were there that day and know exactly
what they saw.
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These criminals who supported Presi-
dent Trump were rewarded with par-
dons while those who he believes are
opposed to him are being targeted for
retribution.

This is not a theoretical concern. The
President went further in his remarks
at Quantico, suggesting that he wants
to use ‘‘some of these dangerous cities
as training grounds for our military.”
He proposed to deploy American troops
in American cities to train for oper-
ations against American citizens—all
without the consent of State and local
leaders and in very apparent violation
of the Posse Comitatus Act. Already,
we have seen him order deployments in
Los Angeles, Washington, DC, Chicago,
Portland, and elsewhere.

The pattern is unmistakable. Trump
is attempting to transform the mili-
tary from an apolitical institution that
serves the Constitution into a political
tool that serves him. He stages polit-
ical rallies on military bases. He sells
campaign merchandise to troops in
uniform. He fires generals who give
him professional military advice he
doesn’t like. He tells military leaders
that their mission includes waging war
on his domestic political opponents.

This is not normal, this is not ac-
ceptable, and if my Republican col-
leagues don’t publicly reject this be-
havior, the President will fundamen-
tally alter the character of American
civil-military relations.

Beyond politicalization, President
Trump has shown consistent disrespect
for the military leaders and the values
they hold.

At his West Point graduation speech,
he claimed he defeated ISIS ‘‘in three
weeks.”” There is just one problem: It is
not true. General Caine himself has re-
futed the story that President Trump
repeatedly tells about that campaign—
that he defeated ISIS. In fact, accord-
ing to the 2025 intelligence community
threat assessment, which was prepared
by the Trump administration itself,
ISIS ‘“‘remains the world’s largest Is-
lamic terrorist organization.” But the
President stood before America’s fu-
ture military leaders and essentially
lied to inflate his ego and his reputa-
tion.

Trump also told West Point grad-
uates that ‘“we do not need an officer
corps of yes-men.” Yet he fired General
Kruse, the head of the Defense Intel-
ligence Agency, because the DIA’s ex-
pert analysts contradicted Trump’s
claims about his military strike on
Iran. He fired Gen. CQ Brown, ADM
Lisa Franchetti, Gen. Timothy Haugh,
and many others in a purge of flag offi-
cers that appears motivated by race,
gender, and political loyalty rather
than merit. The message is clear: Give
the President the advice he wants to
hear or lose your job.

President Trump disrespects not just
military leaders but also military cus-
toms and traditions.

At the West Point graduation, he left
before the diplomas were presented. He
declined the opportunity to present the
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first and last cadets their diplomas—a
tradition honored by the Presidents be-
fore him and hopefully future Presi-
dents. He couldn’t be bothered to fully
participate in a ceremony that meant
everything to these young officers and
their families.

Earlier this month at Norfolk, at the
Navy’s 250th anniversary celebration,
Trump dispensed with any pretense. He
declared:

Let’s face it. This is a rally.

He closed the ceremony by dancing
to his campaign song “Y.M.C.A.” by
the Village People.

The Navy’s 250th anniversary became
about Trump, not about the history of
sacrifice of sailors and the service they
represent.

To my Republican colleagues who
have served in uniform: You under-
stand that service requires honesty,
humility, and respect for those who
came before you. You know that offi-
cers must give their best professional
advice even if it is not what the Com-
mander in Chief wants to hear. You
know that when officers fear giving
honest answers, people die, missions
fail, wars are lost.

So when the President lies about
military operations, he disrespects
every soldier who was told the truth
about the battlefield. When he fires of-
ficers for honest advice, he disrespects
every officer who has had the courage
to speak truth to power. When he turns
military ceremonies into political ral-
lies, he disrespects every servicemem-
ber who has kept politics out of their
professional life. You know this. The
question is what you—and all of us—
will do about it.

We are at a crossroads. The damage
Trump is inflicting is not theoretical;
it is happening now. If we don’t act, it
will accelerate. America’s civil-mili-
tary relationship took 250 years to
build, but it can be destroyed in a frac-
tion of that time. Once the military is
seen as a partisan instrument serving
one party, once it is deployed domesti-
cally against political opponents, the
trust that sustains it will evaporate,
and that trust, once lost, can take gen-
erations to rebuild.

Consider the dangers if this con-
tinues. Will military officers refuse to
serve under future administrations, de-
pending on the party in power? Will
they resist civilian authority over pol-
icy disagreements? Will the military
itself fracture along partisan lines?

Consider what happens if Trump con-
tinues to deploy the National Guard
against his political opponents. What
happens when citizens see soldiers in
the street to suppress constitutionally
permitted dissent? What happens to re-
cruiting when young Americans view
the military as a partisan tool? What
happens to military cohesion when sol-
diers treat fellow citizens as enemies?

These are not hypothetical questions.
President Trump told our most senior
military leaders that fighting the
“enemy within” is their mission. He
suggested using American cities as
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training grounds. The precedent he sets
will outlast his administration and be
available to every President after him.

Congress has the constitutional au-
thority and moral obligation to stop
this. We are not powerless. We control
the purse—although it appears so many
times recently that we want to sur-
render that control. We have oversight
authority; we are not exercising it
properly. We can pass legislation, and
we must act.

After 9 months of this Presidency, it
is clear that my Republican colleagues
must do more than recognize the prob-
lem; they must act. Republicans must
work with us to call out the President
and take concrete legislative action.

First, we must codify prohibitions on
political activities at military installa-
tions and block Federal funds from
supporting such activities. No more
campaign rallies on military bases. No
more merchandise sales to troops in
uniform or civilian dependents or any-
one else who wanders up.

Second, we must pass legislation—al-
ready in the Senate National Defense
Authorization Act—to require expla-
nations and notifications for senior
general and flag officer dismissals. If
these decisions are based on merit, the
administration should have no problem
explaining them publicly.

Third, we must strengthen the Hatch
Act as it applies to political leaders
interacting with military personnel.
The rules that constrain servicemem-
bers from politics must also constrain
politicians from exploiting service-
members for political purposes.

Fourth, we must establish clear
standards requiring congressional ap-
proval for domestic military deploy-
ments except in genuine emergencies.
The Founders gave Congress the power
over the military for exactly this rea-
son—to prevent any President from de-
ploying troops as a personal force.

I recognize the political pressure that
my colleagues on the other side of the
aisle face, but we all took the same
oath either in uniform or in elected of-
fice to support and defend the Con-
stitution, not a President or party.

The American military is trusted by
the American people because it has
earned that trust by remaining apo-
litical, professional, and devoted to de-
fending the Constitution of the United
States.

I will close with this: Yesterday in
Japan, President Trump boarded an
aircraft carrier to address American
sailors and marines. For a full hour,
standing before hundreds of young men
and women deployed thousands of
miles from home, the Commander in
Chief lectured them on his political
grievances. He complained that the
2020 election was stolen. He mocked re-
porters. He whined about the Nobel
Peace Prize. He boasted about deploy-
ing the National Guard domestically.
He invented false stories about Presi-
dent Biden and jeered him. The sailors
and marines, for their part, remained
silent and respectful, like the profes-
sionals they are.
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But the name of that aircraft carrier
is worth noting: The USS George Wash-
ington. How fitting that our first Presi-
dent set the standard for the military
we inherit today and how shameful
that President Trump so badly fails
that standard.

Washington recognized that the Pres-
idency and the military are grander
than any one person, and he recognized
the danger of any man who believes
otherwise. As he warned in his Fare-
well Address:

Guard against the impostures of pretended
patriotism.

President Trump, I fear that Wash-
ington’s warning has come to bear.

Simply put, President Trump is po-
liticizing the military for his benefit.
He is disrespecting our servicemem-
bers, and he is setting precedents that
will haunt us for generations.

Every day that passes, every political
rally on a military base, every firing of
an officer for honest advice, every
statement about deploying troops
against domestic opponents—each in-
flicts damage that becomes harder to
repair.

To my Republican colleagues: This is
your moment. You can help defend the
military you cherish—and, indeed, you
do cherish it. You have served in it
with distinction, honor, and courage.
You can exercise your constitutional
authority as the majority power, or
you can stand by and concede to an Ex-
ecutive who recognizes no limits.

I suspect history will not forgive this
body—all of us—for remaining silent
while the President transforms this
military into his personal political
tool. The military I served in and my
colleagues served in deserves better.
The country we all swore to defend de-
serves better. The young men and
women taking the oath today deserve
the apolitical, professional military
our Founders fought and died to estab-
lish.

Let us together reassert Congress’s
power and preserve the military tradi-
tion we inherited.

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

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

PROVIDING FOR CONGRESSIONAL
DISAPPROVAL UNDER CHAPTER
8 OF TITLE 5, UNITED STATES
CODE, OF THE RULE SUBMITTED
BY THE UNITED STATES FISH
AND WILDLIFE SERVICE RELAT-
ING TO “RECORD OF DECISION
FOR THE BARRED OWL MANAGE-
MENT STRATEGY; WASHINGTON,
OREGON, AND CALIFORNIA”—Mo-
tion to Proceed

Mr. KENNEDY. Mr. President, in a
few minutes, we are going to vote on
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my resolution, pursuant to the Con-
gressional Review Act, to overturn a
rule promulgated by the Federal Gov-
ernment, specifically, the Department
of the Interior. I can’t think of a rule
that better demonstrates the arro-
gance, the hubris of the Federal admin-
istrative State. It has to do with God’s
creatures. I talked about this yester-
day.

This is a barred owl, spelled B-A-R-R-
E-D. This is a spotted owl. They are
both magnificent animals. If you ever
studied them, they both have very
soulful eyes. They have incredibly—
you probably never had an opportunity
to pet one, but they have incredibly
soft feathers. They are not enemies;
they are cousins.

There are 19 species of owls in the
United States. These two have been
around about 11,000 years. They are not
enemies. They both hunt mice and liz-
ards and snakes and insects and mos-
quitoes. The barred owl is slightly big-
ger than the spotted owl. The barred
owl is a better hunter. That is just the
way God made them.

Now, the Department of the Inte-
rior—this started under President
Biden, but I don’t want to mislead any-
one. Secretary Burgum, our current
Secretary of the Interior, very much
opposes my CRA and supports this reg-
ulation I am trying to overturn.

What would the regulation do? Here
is what it would do. The Federal Gov-
ernment, as I said yesterday—it was
true then and is true now—which can’t
even deliver the mail when the stuff
has an address right on the front of it
and, in particular, the Department of
the Interior, under President Biden and
now under President Trump—as an
aside, it is very hard to piss off both
the Biden administration and the
Trump administration, but I have man-
aged to do that. That is OK. I think I
am right. The Department of the Inte-
rior is proposing to kill 453,000 barred
owls. Kill them—mamas, daddies, ba-
bies. Why? To protect, they say, the
spotted owl.

You go: Whoa, why does a spotted
owl need protecting from the barred
owl? They are cousins. They share the
same habitat. Sometimes they have
sex. It is not unknown that a barred
owl will marry a spotted owl. A barred
owl marries another barred owl for life,
in fact, and sometimes a barred owl
will marry a spotted owl.

The barred owl doesn’t eat the spot-
ted owl. The barred owl doesn’t kill the
spotted owl. But the barred owl is a
better hunter. And the Department of
the Interior says because of that, they
have to kill 453,000 barred owls to help
the spotted owls. That is what the Fed-
eral Government has come down to.

We now have DEI for owls. According
to the Department of the Interior: Bad
owl; good owl. But we are not talking
about an admission to college. If you
are on the wrong end of this DEI pro-
posal, you don’t just not get—the owl
doesn’t not get admitted to college; the
owl gets killed.
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I have been around a little while. I
have seen a few vampire movies. This
isn’t the first one of these, but this is
one of the worst examples I have ever
seen of the arrogance and the hubris of
the Federal Government.

This is bone-deep, down-to-the-mar-
row stupid. Let me tell you why. First
of all, it is not going to work. The Fed-
eral Government is going to send out a
bunch of hunters. Here is one of their
hunters. That is what they will prob-
ably look like. They are going to send
out a bunch of hunters at night with
flashlights and shotguns. Because the
owls are nocturnal, they live at night;
they come out at night. They hide dur-
ing the day.

Both barred owls and spotted owls
live about 40 feet up in the trees. So
they are going to send these cowboys
out there with their little lights and
they are going to point up and they are
supposed to shoot the barred owl and
not shoot the spotted owl.

Dream weaver. Dream weaver.

So to kill the barred owls, it is inevi-
table they are going to kill some spot-
ted owls.

No. 2, I have been all through the
regulation. I see no indication where
using lead shot is prohibited. We
changed the rules about using lead
versus steel shot because we realize
how dangerous lead is. So they are
going to Kkill—if they use a lead shot,
which is a lot cheaper than steel shot—
yes, they will kill some barred owls,
and they will also kill some spotted
owls. They will also kill some eagles.
They are also going to kill a bunch of
hawks, and they are going to kill a
bunch of other wildlife because they
eat the lead and the lead kills them.

It is not going to work.

The third reason it is not going to
work and what the Department of the
Interior won’t tell you is that the
barred owl, which is native to the East-
ern United States, started moving west
into the jurisdiction of the spotted owl
about 100 years ago. It has been stead-
ily moving west because the old-growth
forests, where the barred owl lived in
the Eastern United States, in north-
eastern Canada, was cut to make room
for people. So the barred owl started
moving west, and now the barred owl is
in Washington and Oregon and North-
ern California and British Columbia.

Once again, they don’t eat each
other. They don’t kill each other. But
the spotted owl that the Department of
the Interior says it has to save was los-
ing population well before the barred
owl moved in. Do you know why that
is? Because what is happening in the
West is the same thing that was hap-
pening in the East. Because we gained
population and people moved to the
suburbs, we reduced old-growth forests,
which reduces the habitat for both
owls. I am not saying that we shouldn’t
harvest trees appropriately. I am not
saying that. We have also had
wildfires. That is what is damaging the
spotted owl. It is not the barred owl.

The final point is that this isn’t
going to work in that, unlike some of

October 29, 2025

the employees in the Department of
the Interior, the barred owl isn’t stu-
pid. Once you start shooting the barred
owl, the barred owl is just going to
move on up to Canada. Then, as soon as
the coast is clear, the barred owl is
going to come back, OK? So you are
not going to do anything to help the
spotted owl.

The second reason that this regula-
tion is bone-deep, down-to-the-marrow
stupid is that it is going to be expen-
sive. In, I think, 2024, the Department
of the Interior issued a contract to kill,
I think it was, 1,600 barred owls. I don’t
know how they could do it. I don’t
know how they had the authority, but
they did it. That is the way the bu-
reaucracy works. They hired hunters.
They paid them $3,000 a bird—3$3,000 a
bird. So, if they went out at night with
their little flashlights, looking 40 feet
up in the trees, and they killed a daddy
barred owl, they got $3,000. If they
killed a mama barred owl, they got
$3,000. And if they killed a baby barred
owl, they got another $3,000.

Do you know how they really hit the
jackpot? It was when they would catch
a mama barred owl in her nest, pro-
tecting her baby chicks. With one shot-
gun shell, you hit all three baby
chicks. That is $9,000. That is what we
are going to use taxpayer money for.

Now, the Department of the Interior
wants to send out these folks to kill
453,000 barred owls at $3,000 a pop. That
is $1.3 billion—not million but billion
dollars—to try to protect the spotted
owl, not because the spotted owl is
hurting anybody, not because the
barred owl is hurting anybody. The
barred owl is just a better hunter, and
the Department of the Interior will tell
you that. The barred owl is better.
They both eat the same thing. They
are better at catching prey, and they
think that is putting pressure on the
spotted owl.

The spotted owl isn’t on the endan-
gered species list. If the spotted owl is
in such bad shape, why hasn’t the De-
partment of the Interior moved to put
the spotted owl on the endangered spe-
cies list?

Do you know why? Because they
can’t, because they are not in danger.

The Department of the Interior likes
to use the word ‘‘threatened”— ‘threat-
ened,” ‘‘threatened.”” Well, hell, the ze-
bras are threatened by lions, but the
Interior Department—at least not
yet—isn’t suggesting we go kill all the
lions because they eat zebras.

I don’t want to mislead anyone. This
regulation was promulgated under
President Biden, but Secretary
Burgum, with whom I have spoken—I
have great respect for him—is adamant
that this is a good rule and a good reg-
ulation. In fact, he told me, as I men-
tioned yesterday, that by opposing his
idea, I was slandering the Trump ad-
ministration. I am slandering the
Trump administration. No, sir, I am
trying to help the Trump administra-
tion. I am trying to save the Depart-
ment of the Interior and the Secretary
from himself.
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In a rare moment of candor, let me
tell you what one employee from the
Department of the Interior said to a re-
porter. He probably got fired for it, but
this is what he said, and he was—and
is—a Fish and Wildlife employee and
expert.

He said:

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

The final point I will make, and what
aggravates me the most about this, is I
know the employees at the Department
of the Interior are smart and virtuous.
I know they are smarter and more vir-
tuous than me. But who appointed
them God? Who appointed them Pope?

Animals migrate all the time. It hap-
pens all the time, not just mammals
but all animals. They move location.

So we are going to be in the business
of telling animals: Well, you can live
here, but you can’t live there.

We are also going to be in the busi-
ness of choosing which owls can live
and which owls can die.

I am going to end like I ended yester-
day. This is my advice to my friends at
the Department of the Interior, and I
don’t mean any disrespect in saying it:
Life is hard. Life is very, very hard, but
it is a lot harder when you are stupid.
This regulation is stupid, and we will
live to regret it, just like China, back
when Mao, during the Great Leap For-
ward, issued a decree—in his arrogance
and in his hubris—to kill all the spar-
rows in China. And they did, just like
we are going to kill all the owls. Two
million of the Chinese people died.
That is what happens when you mess
with God and Mother Nature. As a re-
sult, they had to import sparrows. We
will end up, someday, if they do this,
having to import barred owls. We will
regret it.

I don’t know, Mr. President, what I
am supposed to say next to start the
vote, but I am ready.

Here it is.

MOTION TO PROCEED

Mr. President, I move to proceed to
Calendar No. 190, S.J. Res. 69.

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr.
BANKS). The clerk will report the joint
resolution by title.

The bill clerk read as follows:

Motion to proceed to Calendar No. 190, S.J.
Res. 69, providing for congressional dis-
approval under chapter 8 of title 5, United
States Code, of the rule submitted by the
United States Fish and Wildlife Service re-
lating to ‘‘Record of Decision for the Barred
Owl Management Strategy; Washington, Or-
egon, and California’.

Mr. KENNEDY. Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent that the rollcall
vote begin immediately.

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

VOTE ON MOTION

The question is on agreeing to the
motion.

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

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there a
sufficient second?
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There appears to be a sufficient sec-
ond.

The clerk will call the roll.

The bill clerk called the roll.

Mr. BARRASSO. The following Sen-
ators are necessarily absent: the Sen-
ator from Mississippi (Mrs. HYDE-
SMITH) and the Senator from Mis-
sissippi (Mr. WICKER).

Mr. DURBIN. I announce that the
Senator from Arizona (Mr. GALLEGO) is
necessarily absent.

The result was announced—yeas 25,
nays 72, as follows:

[Rollcall Vote No. 597 Leg.]

YEAS—25
Blackburn Grassley Moran
Booker Hagerty Murkowski
Britt Hoeven Paul
Cassidy Johnson Sanders
Collins Kennedy Scott (FL)
Cramer Lankford Scott (SC)
Cruz Marshall' Tuberville
Ernst McCormick
Gillibrand Moody

NAYS—T72
Alsobrooks Hawley Reed
Baldwin Heinrich Ricketts
Banks Hickenlooper Risch
Barrasso Hirono Rosen
Bennet Husted Rounds
Blumenthal Justice Schatz
Blunt Rochester  Kaine Schiff
Boozman Kelly Schmitt
Budd Kim Schumer
Cantwell King Shaheen
Capito Klobuchar Sheehy
Coons Lee Slotkin
Cornyn Lujan Smith
Cortez Masto Lummis Sullivan
Cotton Markey Thune
Crapo McConnell Tillis
Curtis Merkley Van Hollen
Daines Moreno Warner
Duckworth Mullin Warnock
Durbin Murphy Warren
Fetterman Murray Welch
Fischer Ossoff Whitehouse
Graham Padilla Wyden
Hassan Peters Young

NOT VOTING—3

Gallego Hyde-Smith Wicker

The motion was rejected.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
Democratic leader.

UNANIMOUS CONSENT REQUEST—S. 3071

Mr. SCHUMER. Mr. President, in a
few minutes, my good colleague from
New Mexico Senator LUJAN will be of-
fering a unanimous consent request,
and I want to thank him for his ex-
traordinary leadership on the issue of
SNAP, leading the way on an urgent
issue for millions of Americans.

Now, right now, we are facing down
two crises at once: a healthcare crisis
and a hunger crisis, and both are
caused by and intensified by one man
and one man only: Donald Trump.

We are now 3 days away from open
enrollment, and now, for the first time
in history, a President is refusing to
fund SNAP during a shutdown; 42 mil-
lion Americans—young children who
need food, veterans who might have
PTSD and need help, senior citizens
who rely on SNAP to help feed them-
selves, and so many others—people who
are out of work because they lost their
jobs through no fault of their own—
need SNAP.

Why are we not doing it? Not because
the money is gone; it is there. Not be-
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cause it is not permitted; it is legal.
But because Donald Trump ordered it
stopped. It falls on his shoulders.

Let’s be clear: This does not need to
happen. Never before under any Presi-
dent, Republican or Democrat, has
SNAP been cut off during a shutdown.
We are not talking about—we are talk-
ing, with the shutdown, we all know
our position. We need a negotiation,
but this SNAP doesn’t have to happen
in any case and only because Donald
Trump is doing it, and the Republican
leadership goes along with Donald
Trump to let SNAP expire.

Trump did this once before. In 2019,
he funded SNAP during his last shut-
down. Back then, Trump kept SNAP
funded. This time, he is deliberately
pulling the plug, even though in Sep-
tember he said he would fund it and
could fund it, independent of any shut-
down.

Trump is weaponizing hunger. He is
using kids and parents as pawns. Don-
ald Trump is a vindictive politician
and a heartless man.

Just a few weeks ago, Trump’s own
USDA confirmed it had $6 billion in
emergency funds to keep food and aid
following. When asked about SNAP,
Trump assured everyone it will be fine;
he said it.

Then suddenly, last Friday, Trump
ordered USDA to delete the plan, take
it off their website, and refuse to use
the money. No reason. No explanation.
Just cruelty. Two-thirds of SNAP re-
cipients are kids, seniors, or people
with disabilities. That is whom Trump
is cutting off: kids who rely on school
meals, seniors on fixed incomes, vet-
erans trying to get by, families trying
to get groceries. That is the real-world
consequence of Trump’s decision.

And while he is manufacturing two
crises here at home, where is his focus?
Overseas, on a ballroom, on sending $40
billion to Argentina.

There is money for Argentina but not
for SNAP? And the Argentina money
far exceeds the money needed for SNAP
by at least a whole month.

Every President before, Democrat
and Republican, has used the same
funds to keep families fed. Trump
could fix this today with one stroke of
his pen. We don’t have to wait; we
don’t have to discuss; we don’t have to
deliberate.

Let’s be clear: Republicans have been
on a crusade against SNAP all year.
They have slashed it by a historic $200
billion this summer in their so-called
Big Beautiful Bill to pay for tax cuts
for billionaires. And now they are dou-
bling down, using the shutdown to dev-
astate families and leave Kkids hungry.

It is heartless; it is cynical; and it is
wrong. Well, Senate Democrats are not
waiting, and that is why I am so grate-
ful for Senator LUJAN.

In a few minutes, we will force a vote
to avert this avoidable crisis. I thank
Senator LUJAN. I thank him for cham-
pioning the Keep SNAP and WIC Fund-
ed Act, which will make sure that 42
million Americans don’t lose their ben-
efits. It will make sure 7 million moms
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and babies on WIC aren’t left behind. It
is simple. It is moral. It is urgent.

If the other side wouldn’t block it, I
bet you it would pass overwhelmingly.

There is another bill by Senator
HAWLEY a Republican, conservative. I
believe it has 11 Republican cosponsors
already. It is another bill that could
pass. It doesn’t have WIC, but it does
have SNAP.

Democrats are ready to do what
every President in American history
has done except for Trump; avert this
problem. We are willing to work with
anyone to get this bill on the floor and
stop this cruelty.

But right now, unfortunately, Senate
Republicans are frozen, paralyzed by
fear or cynicism, while enabling Trump
to use millions of hungry Americans as
political hostages. Senate Republicans
should let this bill pass.

Mr. President, I yield to Senator
LUJAN for the unanimous consent re-
quest.

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

Mr. LUJAN. Mr. President, I rise
today to ask my colleagues to pass my
Keep SNAP and WIC Funded Act of
2025, which has the backing of the en-
tire Democratic caucus—the Demo-
cratic Members of this Senate.

Now, we all know access to food is a
human right. It is that simple. And we
are all fortunate enough to live in the
United States of America, a nation
that is rich; it is abundant. A nation
that is rich in agricultural tradition
can be abundant in harvest.

Now, in a nation blessed with such
abundance, allowing our fellow Ameri-
cans to go hungry is, sadly, right now,
a policy decision—I would argue a po-
litical decision, not a financial neces-
sity.

Now, the Trump administration has
yet again made the decision—made the
choice—to allow our fellow Americans
to go hungry. Now, let’s be clear: The
only way to ensure the SNAP benefits
are issued by November 1 is for the
Trump administration to release the
billions of dollars it has sitting in an
account in USDA that Congress appro-
priated, Democrats and Republicans
working together to appropriate, to use
for this purpose.

As a matter of fact, never in the his-
tory of the United States has SNAP
been allowed to lapse like this. As a
matter a fact, during President
Trump’s first term, Secretary Purdue,
President Trump, they tapped the same
fund to allow SNAP benefits to con-
tinue to roll.

Now, President Trump says that the
use of SNAP contingency funds is ille-
gal. Well, here is the document that
was taken down from the USDA
website that was up just days ago. He
decided to take this down and now even
the Speaker of the House is lying to
the American people saying that it is
not allowed.

President Trump found $40 billion in
U.S. taxpayer dollars to send to his po-
litical allies in Argentina just last
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week. But when it comes to feeding our
own—our own people here in the
United States of America—he refuses
to act.

Back home in New Mexico, one in
five people rely on SNAP. They aren’t
strangers. They are neighbors, cowork-
ers, friends, children, people I go to
church with. They are the folks we say
hello to at the grocery store or at a
Little League game.

President Trump’s refusal to release
SNAP funding doesn’t just impact New
Mexico. States like Louisiana, where
Speaker JOHNSON is from, are facing
the same crisis. Louisiana is third on
the list of constituents that will be
negatively impacted.

Now, I have been fortunate enough to
visit several food banks across New
Mexico and meet with community
members who are working around the
clock to make sure neighbors have
something to eat.

To every one of our community mem-
bers who have stepped up, I want to say
thank you—not just across New Mexico
but across America. I am proud to rep-
resent a community that takes care of
each other when times are tough.

It shouldn’t have to be this way.

Since the creation of SNAP, there
has never been a lapse—there has never
been a lapse in SNAP funding during a
government shutdown. The Trump ad-
ministration has the authority and the
funds to keep SNAP running during
this shutdown. Don’t take my word for
it. Look at the USDA’s own guidance
that they removed from their website
that justifies this.

Any failure to do so right now falls
squarely on the Trump administration
and Republicans. We could vote on this
today, on this bill or one that Senator
HAWLEY has authored as well that has
many Republican colleagues that are
cosponsors, to prevent a hunger crisis.

This pain does not need to happen.
President Trump is choosing to inflict
pain on American families by holding
meals hostage. That is why I am lead-
ing this legislation to ensure that no
child, parent, or veteran misses a meal
because of the Republican shutdown.

It also says that if States or Tribal
governments are in a position right
now to fund SNAP programs, that they
do get reimbursed, unlike what Presi-
dent Trump has been threatening
them—that they will not. We cannot
stand by and let our neighbors go hun-
gry.

So I urge my colleagues on both sides
of the aisle, and I appreciate everyone
that has reached out to my office to
have a conversation about this piece of
legislation. I hope we can work to-
gether and find a path forward.

I urge my colleagues on both sides of
the aisle to come together to pass this
bill now and fund SNAP and fund WIC
before this hunger crisis hits our com-
munities.

Mr. President, I ask unanimous con-
sent that the Senate proceed to imme-
diate consideration of S. 3071, intro-
duced earlier today; that the bill be
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considered read three times and passed;
and that the motion to reconsider be
considered made and laid upon the
table.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there
an objection?

The majority leader.

Mr. THUNE. Mr. President, reserving
the right to object, let me just point
out, if I might, that we are 29 days into
a Democrat shutdown. And the Senator
from New Mexico is absolutely right—
SNAP recipients shouldn’t go without
food. People should be getting paid in
this country. We have tried to do that
13 times, and you voted no 13 times.

This isn’t a political game. These are
real people’s lives that we are talking
about. And you all just figured out 29
days in that, oh, there might be some
consequences. There are people running
out of money. Yeah, we are 29 days in,
and they have done their best to make
sure that a lot of these programs are
funded, but at some point, the govern-
ment runs out of money.

Thirteen times people over here
voted to fund SNAP. Thirteen times
they voted to fund WIC. My aching
back. Finally realized this thing has
consequences.

Well, you know what, what Demo-
crats are doing here—they are making
plans to keep the shutdown going, and
they realize all of a sudden, 29 days in,
that this is a real consequence, real-
life pain for American families—some-
thing that results from their shutdown.

So are they making plans to end the
shutdown and reopen the government?
Nope. They are going to propose a bill
to fund food stamps during their shut-
down. This request is a transparent ad-
mission that Democrats want to keep
the shutdown—for what? Another
month? Longer? This bill is a cynical
attempt to buy political cover for
Democrats to allow them to carry on
their government shutdown for the
long term.

Now, I will point out that we did 13
short-term, clean CRs when they had
the majority, and President Biden was
in the White House—13. They have now
voted 13 times against a clean CR.

I have no idea where you are coming
from.

The Democrat leader said that Presi-
dent Trump could end this with a
stroke of his pen, and he is right. We
pass that bill, and with a stroke of his
pen, he will sign it into law, and the
government opens up, and SNAP bene-
ficiaries, SNAP recipients get food as-
sistance. But do you know what else?
TSA workers get paid, air traffic con-
trollers get paid, Border Patrol agents
get paid, and troops get paid. These
people here get paid who are working
without pay. Do you want to extend
that and keep that going? Give me a
break.

So the people who aren’t going to get
the benefit of what they are trying to
do today are all the other programs
that are affected: Head Start; grants to
law enforcement to fight fentanyl and
hire more cops to protect communities;
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rural development programs that are
important in my State and the Senator
from New Mexico’s State, I assume; as
well to support housing, utilities, and
infrastructure projects in rural com-
munities; small business loans; certain
direct loan and emergency programs
that farmers rely on; National Guard
training critical to our Nation’s mili-
tary readiness; veterans’ transition as-
sistance as they come out of service;
veterans cemetery services. Right now,
there are no headstones, memorial cer-
tificates, or cemetery maintenance.

Programs that are at risk: rental and
housing assistance; delays in proc-
essing FHA-insured loans; delays in
aircraft inspections and maintenance
for air traffic control equipment.

People that are currently not getting
paid: I mentioned some of them but air
traffic controllers; TSA officers; Cap-
itol Police; the people who protect us
in this building; NOAA employees who
are tracking hurricanes and other po-
tential weather disruptions and disas-
ters; food inspectors; other food and
drug safety officials; mine safety in-
spectors.

People who don’t have pay certainty
right now: troops; Coast Guard; ICE;
Border Patrol; Federal law enforce-
ment; Federal wildland firefighters.

Extenders that have lapsed: tele-
health and at-home care; community
health centers; teaching health cen-
ters; special diabetes programs; pay-
ments for ambulances, hospital at-
home services.

Other lapsed authorizations: CISA to
prevent against cyber attacks; Na-
tional Flood Insurance Program to pre-
vent closure on homes in flood zones.

That is what you are leaving on the
table. The bill at the desk takes care of
all of it—funds SNAP, funds WIC. And,
yes, with the stroke of the President’s
pen, he can sign it into law, and every-
body starts getting paid again.

This has got to stop. Hostage taking.
Now you want some political cover.
How long is this going to go on? How
much longer do you want to see it go
on, just out of curiosity? So you think
this buys some time. You want the
shutdown to go on for another month,
and then we are going to have other
people come down here: Well, let’s
carve this out or carve this out. Why
don’t we just open the government?

I have never seen anything like this.
I have been here a good amount of
time. I have seen continuing resolu-
tions and appropriations problems and
funding fights and government shut-
downs. I have been through a few, but
I have never seen anything like this.
This just isn’t done.

You want to have a discussion about
healthcare? Absolutely. Let’s do it.
Open the government. Let’s do it. The
President will sit down with Democrats
next week if you want to talk about
healthcare.

That is not what this is about.

So we are not going to pick winners
and losers. It is time to fund everybody
who is experiencing the pain from this
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shutdown. If the Democrats really
want to fund SNAP and WIC, I have a
bill for them sitting right there at the
desk—a clean, nonpartisan CR to fund
SNAP, WIC, and the entire govern-
ment, and all the many programs and
people that the Democrat SNAP bill
completely ignores.

Democrats have spent a month—a
month now—playing with people’s live-
lihoods because the far-left wing of
their party won’t let them accept a
clean, nonpartisan CR. If they want to
prevent damage from their shutdown,
they can end the shutdown. The bill is
right here at the desk.

Mr. President, I ask that the Senator
from New Mexico modify his request so
that the Senate can proceed to the im-
mediate consideration of Calendar No.
168, H.R. 5371; that the bill be consid-
ered read a third time and passed; and
that the motion to reconsider be con-
sidered made and laid upon the table.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the
Senator so modify his request?

The Senator from New Mexico.

Mr. LUJAN. Mr. President, reserving
the right to object, I respect the major-
ity leader, the Republican leader. I see
some of his staff in the room as well,
people that I have worked with. They
know when I work with them and when
others don’t. But I understand the
words that were being used today to
spin an argument as to why there
should be justification for 40 million
people to go hungry.

You know, I get in trouble sometimes
because I use language from the little
farm that I still call home, but I have
learned the rules of decorum on the
Senate floor, so I won’t use them
today. But some of the lessons my fa-
ther taught me early in my life, even
after I was elected to the U.S. House of
Representatives, when he would leave a
shovel by the front door when I would
go home on the weekends, and he
would leave my rubber boots there to
make sure I put them on because we
were going to go clean the barn.

We raised cattle. We raised sheep. We
raised all kinds of animals. After those
animals eat, they make something.
Some of us use it to fertilize our land;
some people call it manure. I won’t
refer to it as the language that I usu-
ally call it when I am not on the Sen-
ate floor.

I also thought it was important to
tell people the truth and be honest
with the American people. What the
good leader left out when he was talk-
ing about the number of votes that Re-
publicans voted on under a Democratic
President, under a Democratic major-
ity in the Senate and in the House, was
that there was not a shutdown. We ne-
gotiated.

People came to me—as a matter of
fact, a lot of my Democratic constitu-
ents told me: Democrats gave way too
much to those Republicans when you
were in the majority.

Well, when you have to negotiate,
when you hold power, when you are in
the majority, you meet people. You
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pull them in. You don’t tell folks: You
know where my office is.

You all have heard me talk about the
late Governor Bruce King, cattle farm-
er out of New Mexico. He used to tell
us: When people can’t figure out what
is going on, you lock them up in a
barn, and you don’t let them out until
they figure out how to get along.

Well, we don’t have a barn. Maybe
they have an office around here to send
some people. There is a White House. It
is easy to get in—there is a big hole in
it. Invite some people over there to sit
down.

President Trump said not long ago
that if there is a shutdown, it is up to
the President to bring people together
to prevent it, and if there is a shut-
down, it does not bode well for the
President of the United States of
America. He is absolutely right.

It is not just a Democratic bill to
fund SNAP that is on the floor today;
there is a pending bill that has been in-
troduced into the U.S. Senate that has
11 Republicans that are cosigners, in-
cluding the Republican who authored
it, a colleague out of Missouri. He
doesn’t want his folks to go hungry,
and he said: Enough of this nonsense.
Let’s have a bill on the floor.

Give him a UC. If you don’t want to
give the Democratic bill a unanimous
consent, give the Republican-authored
bill a unanimous consent. I am a co-
sponsor of that one, too, because I am
willing to work with folks. You all
know that. You all know that.

Look, days before Americans start
receiving notices that healthcare pre-
miums are about to skyrocket, as the
Trump administration moves to cut off
SNAP benefits, this dysfunction is
what the American people have come
to expect from Republican majorities
in the Congress and the White House.

I appreciate my colleague saying the
blame is on our side of the aisle, but we
are in the majority—oh, not yet.
Maybe soon. We are in the minority.

With power comes responsibility. Re-
publicans are in the majority in the
Senate—fact. Republicans are in the
majority in the House of Representa-
tives—fact. Donald Trump, the Presi-
dent of the United States, is a Repub-
lican—fact. It cannot be refuted. They
are in charge. The American people
know that.

So just as a reminder, SNAP has
never not been funded when there have
been shutdowns in the past, including
in President Donald Trump’s first
term. And even under President
Trump’s second term, he tapped a bil-
lion of the $6 billion to pay for staff to
administer SNAP. They did it.

Now they want to take down policy
from a website that says that they can
justify doing this, showing the law.
That is the nonsense. That is the gar-
bage the American people are tired of—
the political this, the political jostling,
all of that.

We have got people that are going to
g0 hungry. This has never happened be-
fore, you all. There is a better way to
do that.
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So, Mr. President, in response to the
request from the majority leader—the
Republican leader—on behalf of con-
stituents from South Dakota, constitu-
ents from New Mexico that don’t—do
not, so that I am clear; sometimes peo-
ple confuse my New Mexico accent—
that do not want to see their health
premiums double and triple and bank-
rupt them—and some people that can’t
afford to get insurance won’t be as
lucky as me, where I survived a stroke
3 years ago.

By the way, this is what a stroke sur-
vivor looks like, if you get access to a
doctor. You don’t have to worry about
going bankrupt if you can’t pay the
bills. This is what you can look like.
You can get better. And in America, we
should strive for that.

So, again, on behalf of constituents
from South Dakota that don’t—do
not—want to see health premiums dou-
ble and triple, on behalf of my New
Mexico constituents that do not want
to see health premiums double or tri-
ple, I will not modify my request.

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

Is there an objection to the original
request?

The majority leader.

Mr. THUNE. Mr. President, I regret
the fact that the Senator from New
Mexico and his Democrat colleagues
are unwilling to modify his request to
include keeping the government open.

And I would say—a rhetorical ques-
tion to my colleague from New Mexico:
If the government reopens, do SNAP
beneficiaries get paid? Yeah. Right? So
do WIC beneficiaries, veterans, low-in-
come elderly people, people who need
this assistance.

It is not like you are doing anything
here that isn’t accomplished by reopen-
ing the government and paying every-
body else, and you guys know that.

There are a lot of people, today, who
aren’t getting paid. Last Friday, Fed-
eral employees didn’t get paid for the
first time. I should say air traffic con-
trollers didn’t get paid for the first
time. And it only worsens over time.

And so I would be more than will-
ing—and have said this multiple times,
as you all know—to sit down, get a
group together, and talk about
healthcare.

We think that ObamaCare and, par-
ticularly, the enhanced subsidies, are
in desperate need of reform. There is no
income cap. There is no asset test. Peo-
ple are making 500, 600 grand a year
and getting subsidies from the Federal
Government for their healthcare.

There are zero-dollar premiums.
There are millions of Americans who
don’t even know they have coverage
because the way that program is struc-
tured, the payments go directly to the
insurance companies. Insurance com-
panies are out there auto-enrolling
people and making bank. A lot of peo-
ple don’t even know they have insur-
ance coverage.

So this program is desperately in
need of reform. The waste, fraud, and
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abuse in this program has kind of got-
ten to an epic level, because if you look
at what has happened since 2013, when
the exchanges went online, insurance
premiums in the individual market-
place on the exchanges have gone up
221 percent. I mean, you tell me any-
place else in the economy that goes up
221 percent in that amount of time. It
is going up double-digits every year.

In the employer market, it would be
6 to 7 percent.

So it is a program that is fundamen-
tally in need of change and reform. It
is unsustainable, and it is unaffordable.
And to give you an example of that,
doing the very thing you are talking
about, which is included in your bill,
which was offered as an alternative to
the Republican proposal—the clean Re-
publican proposal that simply opens
the government—the proposal included
in your bill is a $400 billion item, a cost
to the taxpayers.

And so we are willing to sit down and
see—and I have said, on behalf of the
President, as well, that he is willing to
sit down—and talk about how we can
reform and make healthcare in this
country more affordable and less infla-
tionary, because this program is infla-
tionary. It is going up every year.

Now, you all are going to blame the
doing away with the Biden bonus pay-
ments in that legislation for the in-
crease. But the fact of the matter is,
that will be a very small part of that
because of the way the program is
structured in the first place. There is
no incentive to constrain or control
costs.

So let’s have that conversation. I
have said that. We can sit down and do
it.

But as many of you have said—and
there are quotes out there from all of
you—from all of you: In previous shut-
downs, or when there are fights over a
continuing resolution, you can’t nego-
tiate when you have a gun to your
head.

The Democrat leader said that.

And so let’s just get beyond this silli-
ness and fund the government and
make sure that SNAP recipients and
WIC recipients and recipients of other
government programs, which I men-
tioned—it is a long list, which isn’t
covered by your bill, by the way—that
those people and those programs also
get taken care of. We have a chance to
do that.

And we actually have a chance, I
think, to have a normal appropriations
process, where we move bills across the
floor, open them up to the amendment
process—something that hasn’t been
done here in a while. We can do that.

I want to start now, but it starts
when we open up the government. So
let’s just do what normal people would
do.

And the Senator from New Mexico is
right. I represent a lot of hard-working
Americans—farmers, ranchers, small
business people, schoolteachers, edu-
cators. My dad and mom were edu-
cators. And I just think that there are

October 29, 2025

a lot of people out there who look at
this and say: This doesn’t make any
sense to me. If they want to talk about
healthcare, then let’s do that. But why
take the Federal Government hostage
and every Federal employee—including
everybody in this room that is not get-
ting paid—that isn’t covered by the bill
that you are putting forward. The bill
that does cover everybody is the one
right there, which we have now voted
on 13 times.

Just a few of you decide to vote dif-
ferently. Let’s get on appropriations
bills and start funding the government
the old-fashioned way.

I am for that. I think everybody over
here is up for that. I know the chair of
our Appropriations Committee, SUSAN
CoLLINS, and most of the appropriators
have worked together in a constructive
way, in a bipartisan way, to get bills to
the floor that we can consider. But, so
far, everything we have tried to do
here, at least in the last few weeks, has
been blocked, including getting on the
Defense appropriations bill and going
to conference on three bills we have al-
ready passed.

So as much as I appreciate what the
Senator from New Mexico is trying to
do here, and he is not—I don’t question
his intentions. I think he is sincere.
But I also think that this is missing
the larger point here, and that is, this
government is closed. And what you
are trying to do and accomplish here is
make it harder, not easier, to get the
government opened up again and to
make sure everybody else gets paid.

So, Mr. President, I object.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ob-
jection is heard.

The Senator from Washington.

HEALTHCARE

Mrs. MURRAY. Mr. President, I want
to thank the Senator from New Mexico
for coming out here and making it very
clear who we are fighting for. And it
really is Americans across this coun-
try, who are seeing their costs sky-
rocket across the board. And, as Demo-
crats, we want to make sure that, yes,
they are paid, but they also have the
ability to get their healthcare.

I heard the majority leader just now
say they are not going to operate with
a gun to their head. I would say to the
majority party that the gun to the
head is to all these people who are
opening up their healthcare notices
this week and are finding out that
their costs are skyrocketing. Why? Be-
cause what the Republicans have said—
and just said again—is that they want
to talk about it. Talking about it is
going to do absolutely nothing for
those people who are getting those bills
and those payments today.

So I wanted to come to the floor
today and talk about that. And I would
say to my Republican colleagues: Yeah,
we all want to have bipartisan bills. We
want to work on bipartisan appropria-
tions.

But what we have in front of us is a
CR that is partisan, that says: Do it
my way or the highway, and do not dis-
cuss the priorities of the Democrats.
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When you are asking us for votes—
when you are asking for Democratic
votes—you can’t just demand whatever
you want and say: If you don’t do it,
then we are going to sit here—which is
what the Republicans have done.

I would ask the Republican leader, as
I have done so many times: Talk to the
Democratic leader. Bring the President
in the room.

I have been here many, many times
when we have had to find a way out of
a challenging situation. And you know
who has always been at the table? The
President, the majority leader, and the
Speaker of the House, and the minority
leaders—on both sides of the aisle. And
that has not happened yet.

And that is why we are sitting where
we are, where, today, my constituents
who are hurting are saying to me:
Where are the Republicans, and why
are they not talking to you about how
we solve this issue?

The majority leader said: Well, there
are problems with it.

They could have done this months
ago. And they say: Oh, now, we can
open up the government, and we will
talk about it.

What does ‘‘talk about it do to my
constituents? Because, last week, win-
dow shopping for next year’s health
plans actually started in my home
State, and, this week, open enrollment
begins nationwide. I am hearing from
families in my State today who are
panicked.

While Republicans are refusing to act
on this and saying they are going to
talk about it, their premiums—their
family’s premiums—are going through
the roof, and their healthcare coverage
is slipping out of reach.

There are so many stories. I have
talked to small business owners. I have
talked to patients, and I have talked to
parents. And I have lifted up their con-
cerns here on the Senate floor, and I
am going to keep doing everything I
can to shout out these stories from the
rooftops, because, right now, Repub-
licans are doing everything they can to
ignore this and to say: Deal with it
later.

And what is
never comes.

Why do I know that? Because we
brought up this issue, time and time
again, throughout the summer, when
the Republicans were giving away tax
breaks to billionaires, and saying: This
is an issue that is confronting us.

And it was ‘“‘later’ then. It is ‘‘later”
now, and ‘‘later’’ is way too late.

There are many stories about this,
too awful to ignore, and there are mil-
lions of families that are facing abso-
lutely catastrophic price increases. 1
have heard from seniors whose pre-
miums are increasing eightfold.

So in order to make the scope and
scale of the problem that Republicans
want to ignore and talk about later, I
thought I would share a list—just the
top lines—of what I am hearing from
my constituents about how their
healthcare costs are going to sky-

“‘later”? Well, later

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — SENATE

rocket if Republicans refuse to work
with us, or even talk to us, about this
issue and help us find a solution so we
can all move on by saving the
healthcare tax credits.

I am going to share some of those
stores today.

There is Kathleen. She lives in Bel-
lingham. Now, if Republicans refuse to
act, she is going to see her monthly
premium triple.

Sharon, in Thurston County, in my
State—if Republicans refuse to act, her
premium is going to double, increasing
by over $100 a month.

And we are just getting started, be-
cause if Republicans refuse to act, Na-
nette in Tumwater and Stacya in Se-
attle are both going to see their pre-
miums increase by $400 a month—not a
year, a month.

If Republicans refuse to act, Leslie’s
husband in Brewster is going to see his
premiums increase by $780 a month.
Tom will see his premiums increase by
over $800 a month. Jennifer will see her
premium go up by at least $890 a
month.

And, I have to emphasize, we are
talking about families, seniors, small
business owners, people who cannot af-
ford that kind of increase.

And yet if Republicans refuse to act,
Jason in Seattle is going to see his pre-
mium increase by over $900 a month;
Maya in Woodinville, $1,000 more a
month. I can’t even imagine that.

But if you think that is outrageous,
well, Republicans don’t think it is
worth talking about—or talk about it
later, when it is way too late, or pre-
tend that they are going to do some-
thing about it, but not really.

Talk about a gun to their head, if we
do not act, Diane in Wenatchee is going
to see her premium increase by over
$1,400 a month.

Leighann told me $1,500 a month that
her premium will increase; Terry, a
$1,600-a-month  increase; and the
Banergee family told me they are
going to see their premium go up by
more than $1,600 every single month.

The Republican plan: talk about it;
do nothing. For all of us who have been
here, we have been waiting for the plan
for a long time and have never seen it—
have never seen it. It is always just a
plan.

Rebecca in Seattle will see her pre-
mium increase by more than $1,700 a
month.

By the way, that plan is not in writ-
ing. It is a thought in somebody’s head
that has never been told to anybody.
What do we have here today? Repub-
lican silence.

James and his wife are going to see
their premium go up by a completely
unreasonable $1,800 a month. Damian
said his is going to go up $2,000 a
month. Why? Because Republicans are
refusing to act. That is whom we are
fighting for here today.

I could go on and on, but those cases
I just told you about all came from
Washington State. That is a drop in
the bucket. There are several million
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more examples just like this in red
States across the country.

Bob in Idaho told me his premium
will jump by nearly $1,900 a month;
Nancy in Florida, $1,000 a month; Cheri
in Tennessee will see her monthly costs
go from $10 to $1,140.

I mean, we could do this all day. Yet
Republicans can’t be bothered to do it
at all. These are their constituents.
Nearly 4 million people in Texas rely
on these tax credits. Republicans don’t
want to save over 4 million in Florida.

The increases they are going to face
are unthinkable. In five States—all red
States—families who rely on these tax
credits are going to see prices more
than quadruple. That is on average.

It is unthinkable, it is unconscion-
able, and totally untethered from re-
ality for Republican leaders to think
they can just ignore this tsunami or
this price hike.

So I say to my Republican friends:
You have to get your heads out of the
sand. This is a real problem for fami-
lies. Later is way too late, and I don’t
think it exists.

The majority leader just said that
families don’t know that they get this.
There is something wrong with that?
They find out that their healthcare—
that they are being helped by their
neighbors and their friends and the
people in this country who say it is im-
portant for all of us to make sure our
healthcare premiums are lowered? I
would say to my Republican col-
leagues: Listen to your constituents. It
is their health. It is their lives. They
are telling you that. They want action.
Open enrollment for this country
starts Saturday. The time to act is
now. So I hope they start listening.

Please join us at a negotiating table,
not out here on the floor just throwing
things around. Join us. The majority
leader can call the minority leader and
the President and get them in the
room, which is what we always do when
we have a challenge in front of us. That
has not happened. That is unconscion-
able because people in this country are
hurting.

I yield the floor.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Vermont.

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

Mr. WELCH. Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent that the Senate
execute the order of October 7 in rela-
tionship to S.J. Res. 77.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under
the previous order, the Committee on
Finance is discharged and the Senate
will proceed to the consideration of
S.J. Res. 77, which the clerk will re-
port.

The legislative clerk read as follows:

A joint resolution (S.J. Res. 77) termi-
nating the national emergency declared to
impose duties on articles imported from Can-
ada.
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Vermont.

Mr. WELCH. Mr. President, I want to
speak on two topics, one after the
other, healthcare and then tariffs.

HEALTHCARE

Mr. President, open enrollment will
begin across the country on Saturday.
Many have already received notice of
new sky-high premiums, including, by
the way, notices that went out to my
fellow Vermonters. Many across the
country will log on to the Marketplace
on Saturday. It is a scary day for them
because they will be checking to see
what it will cost them next year to
purchase the same healthcare that
they have this year. Twenty-four mil-
lion Americans are going to be doing
that this Saturday.

Folks across the country are going to
get some bad news; that without the
tax credits that are in place now and
are set to expire by the end of the year,
their healthcare premiums are going to
double, triple, and, in some cases,
quadruple and even worse.

What Vermonters are finding—our
website went up on October 15—is truly
a shocking increase in premiums, and
it is not affordable. By the way, these
are folks, some of whom voted for
Trump, some of whom didn’t, but all of
whom deeply care about their families
and their small businesses and their
farmers. I will give you an example.

A family of four making $130,000 a
year—a very good income in Vermont—
would have paid $1,200 a month in 2025.
Next year, they are going to have to
pay $3,035. That is a $22,000 increase. A
family of four making about $64,000 a
year is going to pay 920 percent more
for healthcare premiums. Obviously,
that is going to mean they have to de-
cide whether they are going to go with-
out or somehow, some way, try to find
a way to pay that, which they really
won’t be able to do.

Let me give some starters to make it
very concrete about Vermonters. A
woman named Sarah is going to see her
premium go from $217 a month to $1,200
a month. This is a person who is 63,
self-employed, and might have to go
without healthcare for the first time in
her life.

Cara, also self-employed, has had the
same income for 20 years, really scrap-
ing by. She pays about $100 a month for
healthcare through the Marketplace.
Her premium goes up to $1,200.

Erica is paying $1,166 for her family.
The deductible for her family of three
is $15,000. This is barely insurance.
Erica and her family make this pre-
mium work somehow, but I am sure it
is not easy. Without the tax credits,
her monthly premium goes to $2,650.

Maria and her husband run a small
food business in Vermont. He spends
half the year fishing in Alaska. They
pay just under $240 a month, but they
are looking at $1,740 per month unless
the Senate acts. That is for bronze
plan, which you know is the lowest
level plan. They will be paying about
$21,000 per year with a deductible of
$7,700 per person.
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The examples I gave of Vermonters
are going to be true in Indiana; they
are going to be true in Louisiana; they
are going to be true all across the
country. We have been having this de-
bate about a shutdown, but what we
haven’t been having is a negotiation
about how to protect families from a
rate shot that they can’t afford that
means they are really going to lose
healthcare.

I do urge us and I urge the President
to act aggressively to resolve this. It
will help folks. Whether they are in a
red State or a blue State, whether they
identify as a Republican or Democrat
or Independent, it just doesn’t matter.
We have a healthcare system that is
too, too expensive—beyond reach—and
it is crippling to our small businesses,
our farmers, and our families.

TARIFFS

Mr. President, I want to address an-
other topic, and that is the topic of
tariffs. They are doing incredible harm
to our economy in Vermont. In my
view, they are doing long-term damage
to our economy here in the United
States.

I want to commend my colleagues
Senator PAUL, Senator KAINE, and oth-
ers, Senator SHAHEEN, Ranking Mem-
ber WYDEN, and Leader SCHUMER for
sponsoring the bipartisan legislation
we voted on yesterday suspending the
emergency authority on which the
President was acting to impose a tariff
on Brazil, a country, by the way, with
whom we have a trade surplus.

We are 9 months into this trade war
with tariffs at the forefront. It is a war
with Canada. It sort of started with
them. That is a big deal for Vermont.
We are a border State. But it is a big
deal for all of our States because
Vermont is 1 of 34 States whose major
trading partner is Canada.

For Vermont, Canada has been our
largest export market and the largest
source of imports. Trade with Canada
accounted for 35 percent of our State
exports and 67 percent of Vermont’s
imports and 56 percent of its total
trade.

We have small businesses now that
are really struggling to Kkeep their
lights on. We have farmers across the
country but also farmers in Vermont
who are incredibly worried about
whether they are going to be able to
make it into the next harvest. We had
a drought. We had early floods. And
now we have these tariffs that are in-
creasing the input costs. I know, Mr.
President, as a Senator from Indiana,
you are very sensitive to the chal-
lenges that our agriculture economy
and our farmers face.

Things were bumping along, and then
President Trump just recently an-
nounced an additional 10-percent tariff
on Canada, which already had a 35-per-
cent effective rate. We don’t even know
what that applies to. Is that 10 percent
on top of 35 percent or on specific prod-
ucts? Of course, all of that was done be-
cause the President was irritated about
an ad that was run, apparently, by the
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Province of Ontario that was quoting a
speech that President Reagan made
some years ago about how destructive
tariffs are. Maybe that does irritate
the President. But the constant chang-
ing of what a tariff is from day to day
creates havoc for our businesses that
are trying to plan and control their ex-
penses and deal with all the other un-
certainties that they face.

These tariffs are hurting our farmers.
Just think about this. Fertilizers—
those costs are up 16 percent and in
some cases, 39 percent. The effective
rate on tractors and other farming ma-
chinery is 16 percent and 13 percent, re-
spectively.

We have also had, as a result of the
tariffs that are seen by our trading
partner in Canada that was the partici-
pant in the U.S.-Mexico-Canada Trade
Agreement—negotiated, by the way, by
President Trump, an agreement he
bragged about as being really effective
and the best trade agreement—that is
getting ripped up in many ways. And
then when you add to it the insults
that were hurled at Canada—the ‘‘51st
State,” the ‘“‘Governor of Canada’—it
has had a catastrophic impact on the
tourism Vermont has depended on from
our Canadian neighbors with whom we
have enormous respect.

That is not just true for Vermont.
New Hampshire, Maine, Montana are
seeing an incredible drop in tourism
that is related to this tariff battle and
the rhetoric associated with it.

Also, in Vermont, just as in Indiana,
our small businesses are really a big
deal. I have been hearing from them. I
am hearing from bed and breakfasts,
hotels, brewers, distillers—any indus-
try. I will give a few stories, a few
quotes.

Simon Perkins at Orvis
chester:

The reality is that, in a rapidly changing
tariff environment, one that’s forced on com-
panies too quickly, it’s really hard for a
business to respond quick enough to make it
work.

Orvis, which was founded in 1856, an-
nounced the closure of 31 stores and
five outlet locations by 2026. Orvis had
to lay off 50 employees, citing tariffs.

Another business, Peter Case of Bur-
rows Sports in Brattleboro:

We love what we do and it’s under attack!
For 90 years, Burrows Sports has proudly
served Brattleboro, growing with our com-
munity through good times and hard ones.
Today’s economic pressures, rising costs, and
shrinking margins are testing small local
businesses like never before.

Jim Hall from Vermont Country
Store:

This is the lull before the storm. . .
they realize this is a tax on Christmas?

These tariffs are a tax. They are paid
for by our businesses. They disrupt our
businesses. They are passed on to con-
sumers, and there is nothing but a
downside, especially when you add the
fact that these tariffs are a tax. They
are imposed and implemented in a to-
tally arbitrary way, wherein a person
who is running a business has to con-
tend with all the uncertainties of a

in Man-
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volatile marketplace and has to deal
with the constant uncertainties that
are the result of an ever-changing tar-
iff policy.

I urge all of us in the Senate to re-
assert our own authority under article
I, which gives to the Congress the
power to tax, the power to impose tar-
iffs or not, and to not have us continue
to relinquish the authority and respon-
sibility to the Executive that we have
as the U.S. Senate.

This is our responsibility, and part of
the reason is that we are close to peo-
ple who are affected by these policies.
It is a shirking of our responsibility for
the U.S. Senate to essentially cede
that authority to a President, particu-
larly when we are seeing in every sin-
gle State the harmful impacts on folks
in our States—on the businesses in our
States, on the farmers and ranchers in
our States—who are working hard to
try to pull things together and keep
their businesses going, our economy
going, and contributing to the well-
being of our country.

I call on the President to reconsider
what these tariffs are doing.

I call on our U.S. Senate to reassert
its authority and be the decider of
what the tariff policy shall be in this
country.

I yield the floor.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Alaska.

S.J. RES. 80

Ms. MURKOWSKI. Mr. President, I
have come to the floor to join my col-
league from Alaska Senator SULLIVAN
in support of S.J. Res. 80, as Senator
SULLIVAN explained earlier.

This resolution will disapprove the
integrated activity planned by the ad-
ministration, issued back in 2022, to
manage the National Petroleum Re-
serve in northwest Alaska. He spon-
sored it and I cosponsored it because
the Biden administration imposed this
management plan over not only our ob-
jections but the objections of leaders
from across Alaska’s North Slope. The
third member of our delegation, Con-
gressman BEGICH, has introduced H.J.
Res. 124, which is identical and is pend-
ing in the House of Representatives.

I think it is important to outline a
little bit of the history on this issue,
but I don’t want to go into all of it.

The National Petroleum Reserve in
Alaska—we call it NPR-A—is a 23 mil-
lion-acre tract of land. It is roughly
the size of the State of Indiana. It was
specifically—specifically—designated
for responsible energy development.

The petroleum reserve dates back a
century, to President Harding’s with-
drawal and initial control by the U.S.
Navy.

More recently, Congress has come to
understand not only the naval value
but the national value of the area.
They have directed the Department of
the Interior to ‘‘conduct an expeditious
program of competitive leasing of oil
and gas in the Reserve’ to help boost
our energy security.

What I just shared there is a word-
for-word requirement from existing
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Federal law, so this is what is in law:
“to conduct an expeditious program of
competitive leasing of oil and gas in
the Reserve.”

The Department is mandated to do
that while protecting important wval-
ues, including sensitive areas, as well
as providing for subsistence use for
Alaskans. This is generally Alaskan
Natives who live in the North Slope
area.

Congress really envisioned this as a
balance here, where you had respon-
sible exploration and development
moving in tandem with strong environ-
mental protection and subsistence
rights. The statute is pretty clear. It
kind of spells it out. And we are OK
with that. We don’t have a problem
with that. That is kind of the Alaska
way.

But, unfortunately, the Biden admin-
istration ignored that. Instead of pro-
viding for balanced management, the
last administration ignored what I
think was a good plan that was already
in place. They ignored Federal law.
They ignored the congressional delega-
tion. They ignored the people who live
on the North Slope. I think they also
ignored or overlooked our history of re-
sponsible production, our energy secu-
rity, and they instead prioritized con-
servation over everything else. So that
is why we are here.

The 2022 Integrated Activity Plan cut
off access, to cut off leasing, to cut off
development in our petroleum reserve.
That was not an accident. That was the
goal here. That was the intent. The
2022 plan admits—they admit—that it
will reduce oil and gas activity, which
was fine in the eyes of the Biden ad-
ministration because, right as they
were putting sanctions on Alaska, they
were taking them off of places like
Iran and Venezuela to free up those na-
tions to produce more.

Let me reiterate how the Biden ad-
ministration went about doing this.
The 2022 plan replaced the 2020 plan,
which was put in place after an envi-
ronmental review process that featured
public comment and significant con-
sultation with communities and lead-
ers on the North Slope.

Under that 2020 plan, the BLM con-
cluded that 18.6 million acres—this was
82 percent of the NPR-A—should be
open for potential leasing, but in the
2022 plan, just 11.8 million acres—52
percent of the petroleum reserve—were
left open for that purpose.

Under the 2020 plan, 4.3 million acres
were closed to new infrastructure, with
development across millions of addi-
tional acres subject to requirements
for no surface occupancy, seasonal tim-
ing, and other sensible protections, but
then the 2022 plan rejected that, clos-
ing off 8.3 million acres to any new in-
frastructure.

The 2020 plan was well received by
most Alaskans because it was viewed
as balanced. BLM crafted a plan that
was, as the Agency wrote at the time,
‘“‘suitably specific for broad-scale man-
agement decisions. . . . Additional site-
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specific analysis will occur when BLM
receives an application to approve an
action on the ground. This will be done
through subsequent NEPA reviews and
analysis, which will be conducted be-
fore BLM issues permits or approvals
for any ground disturbing activity.”

In other words, what you had was a
high-level management framework. No
individual projects were approved. Any
seeking to advance would still have to
go through a separate permitting proc-
ess before being allowed to do so.

But unfortunately, BLM abandoned
that approach after the Biden adminis-
tration took office. They didn’t base
their 2022 plan on any new scientific
analysis or new environmental review
process; they based it on a political
agenda and their preference to what
they called ‘‘keep it in the ground.”
They issued a ‘‘determination of NEPA
adequacy’ and then went into the 2020
plan and selected a far more restrictive
alternative from it.

So with virtually no public process,
no public comment, no consultation
with Alaska Natives who call the
North Slope home, the Biden adminis-
tration unilaterally cut off access to
6.8 million acres of our petroleum re-
serve. That is an area that is larger
than the individual States of Mary-
land, Massachusetts, New Hampshire,
and Hawaii. It is clearly not what the
delegation wanted. It is not what most
Alaskans wanted. And, as I explained
when discussing the administrative
withdrawals in the Central Yukon plan
just a few weeks back, it violates mul-
tiple Alaska-specific statutes.

I should add that this was just one
plank in the Biden administration’s
plan to shut down development in our
petroleum reserve. In addition to cut-
ting off access, they refused to hold a
single lease sale in the NPR-A during
their time in office. They dragged the
Willow Project through years of addi-
tional process, sending a signal that
nobody else should dare try to develop
there. They issued a management rule
that turned the law on its head by es-
tablishing a presumption against new
development. They initiated another
process to expand and designate new
special areas where no development
would be allowed to occur. Then, just a
few days before leaving office, an Act-
ing Deputy Secretary issued a memo
with interim management measures to
further tilt the balance away from any
potential development.

So what you had was an administra-
tion that wanted nothing to do with re-
sponsible development in Alaska’s pe-
troleum reserve, and that was enough
to cause some whiplash for those of us
who not only know the law but also re-
member the Obama-Biden administra-
tion repeatedly urging companies: Go
over there. Go to the National Petro-
leum Reserve.

This was the big fight over ANWR.
They said: Don’t go to ANWR; go to
NPR-A.

I have kind of outlined the history of
this, some of the politics of it, but I
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would suggest that folks just shouldn’t
take the delegation’s word for it either.
We received a letter from the North
Slope trilateral. This is the political
leadership on the North Slope con-
sisting of the North Slope Borough, the
Inupiat Community of the Arctic
Slope, and the Arctic Slope Regional
Corporation. They weighed in with
their strong support for this dis-
approval resolution.

In their words:

The NPR-A lies entirely within the home-
lands of the North Slope Inupiat. Congress
established the NPR-A with a clear purpose:
to ensure energy security for the Nation
while respecting the needs of Alaska Natives.

Despite that, the 2022 plan ‘‘imposed
sweeping restrictions that curtail re-
sponsible development, undermine con-
gressional intent, and disregard the
well-being of the people who depend on
these lands for both subsistence and
livelihoods.”

The letter then goes on to explain
how the impacts of the 2022 plan ‘‘are
especially severe for the North Slope.
0il and gas development in the NPR-A
funds the Borough’s schools, emer-
gency services, and infrastructure. It
supports jobs for Inupiaq shareholders
and residents. It underwrites the con-
tinuation of our communities, even as
we maintain our subsistence way of
life. By arbitrarily locking away vast
portions of the NPR-A, BLM’s rule
threatens these essential services and
imposes disproportionate burdens on
our people.”

Equally concerning, BLM failed to engage
in meaningful government-to-government
consultation with ASRC, the Borough, and
ICAS. This omission contradicts federal con-
sultation requirements and disregards the
voices of the very communities most af-
fected. Our leadership has consistently
raised concerns about this process and its
outcomes, yet those concerns were ignored.

I think the words from the North
Slope trilateral are particularly strong
and powerful, and I thank them for
their leadership on the issues.

Mr. President, I ask unanimous con-
sent that the full text of their letter be
added to the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD
immediately following my remarks.

There is a good chance you will see
Senator SULLIVAN and me here on the
floor of the Senate seeking to dis-
approve any administrative action that
unreasonably restricts access to public
land in our home State. That is exactly
what happened in this 2022 plan. Like
we saw so much in the Biden adminis-
tration, it lacked balance, and it failed
to adhere to the law.

We feel pretty strongly back home
that we don’t need Washington, DC, to
try to protect Alaska from Alaskans.
We need Washington, DC, to under-
stand that no one—no one—cares more
about Alaska, our lands, than those
who live there and to partner with us
on the balanced management of our
lands. That is true across our State,
and that is true within the NPR-A.

We had a good framework for respon-
sible development in our petroleum re-
serve back in 2020. Today, we can vote
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to nullify the 2022 replacement and go
back to it.

I would urge my colleagues, when we
have this measure before us tomor-
row—I would urge support for the reso-
lution.

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

OCTOBER 3, 2025.

Re Support for S.J. Res. 80 and H.J. Res.
124—Congressional Review Act Dis-
approval of the BLM NPR-A Integrated
Activity Plan (IAP) Record of Decision
(ROD).

Hon. LISA MURKOWSKI,

U.S. Senate,

Washington, DC.

Hon. DAN SULLIVAN,

U.S. Senate,

Washington, DC.

Hon. NICHOLAS BEGICH III,

House of Representatives,

Washington, DC.

DEAR SENATORS MURKOWSKI, SULLIVAN, AND
REPRESENTATIVE BEGICH: On behalf of the
North Slope Inupiaq leadership—including
Arctic Slope Regional Corporation (ASRC),
the North Slope Borough (Borough), and the
Inupiat Community of the Arctic Slope
(ICAS)—we write in strong support of S.J.
Res. 80, introduced by Senators SULLIVAN
and MURKOWSKI, and H.J. Res. 124 in the
House, each providing for congressional dis-
approval under chapter 8 of title 5, United
States Code, of the rule submitted by the Bu-
reau of Land Management relating to the
‘“‘National Petroleum Reserve in Alaska Inte-
grated Activity Plan Record of Decision.”

BACKGROUND

The North Slope Inupiat have called the
Arctic home for over 10,000 years. We are
proud of our self-determination efforts to en-
sure future generations of Inupiat continue
to reside in our communities and have access
to essential services. Without a stable econ-
omy, our communities will suffer, along with
our ability to fully engage in and sustain our
Inupiaq cultural traditions, including our
vital subsistence way of life.

The North Slope of Alaska spans an area
nearly the size of the state of Minnesota and,
within that expansive area, there are eight
Inupiaq communities—Anaktuvuk Pass,
Atqasuk, Kaktovik, Nuigsut, Point Hope,
Point Lay, Utqiagvik, and Wainwright. None
of our communities are connected by a per-
manent road system; all supplies must be
flown or barged in, making the cost of living
extremely high and economic opportunities
generally low.

Over fifty years ago, the Federal Govern-
ment directed Alaska Native people to orga-
nize into a new structure of indigenous rep-
resentation. The Alaska Native Claims Set-
tlement Act of 1971 (ANCSA) was a dramati-
cally different and transformative approach
by the Federal Government to federal Indian
policy. The fact that our ancestral lands
were claimed by the Federal Government be-
fore our people had a right to settle aborigi-
nal land claims should inform every decision
the Federal Government makes in managing
those lands.

Unlike the Lower 48 model of indigenous
representation where tribal governments
typically administer the delivery of services
such as healthcare, public safety, education,
land management, and economic develop-
ment, the passage of ANCSA created a
shared system of Alaska Native representa-
tion and delivery of services. Our region has
a multitude of Alaska Native entities that
work together to effectively serve, provide
for, and enrich the lives of the North Slope
Inupiat we represent. Our three regional en-
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tities, the ICAS, the Borough, and ASRC are
three of those entities. While our roles differ,
our constituencies overlap, which is why we
work closely together to protect the cultural
and economic interests of the North Slope
Inupiat.

While our leaders over fifty years ago were
initially wary of any development on our
lands, our Inupiaq leaders have spent decades
prioritizing open communication and trans-
parency in planning with industry. We have
exercised true self-determination through a
unique framework of Alaska Native govern-
ance—a framework that relies on our tribal
governments, municipal governments, and
Alaska Native corporations established by
Congress to serve our indigenous constitu-
ents. For millennia, Inupiaq ingenuity has
transformed our relationship with industry
into a partnership that has both protected
our environment and our way of life and has
brought significant economic benefits to the
region that would have otherwise been ab-
sent. Our North Slope residents are keenly
aware that advances in our communities—
running water, local schools, health care,
public safety, electricity, and more—have
come because of the coordination and co-
operation of Alaska Native leaders and enti-
ties across the region.

ICAS

Established in 1971, the Inupiat Commu-
nity of the Arctic Slope is the federally rec-
ognized regional tribal government for the
North Slope and represents over 14,000
Inupiaq tribal members. The mission of ICAS
is to exercise its sovereign rights and powers
for the benefit of tribal members, to con-
serve and retain tribal lands and resources
including subsistence. For millennia Inupiaq
ingenuity has transformed our relationship
with industry into a partnership that has
both protected our environment and our way
of life and has brought significant economic
benefits to the region that would have other-
wise been absent. Our North Slope residents
are keenly aware that advances in our com-
munities—running water, local schools,
health care, public safety, electricity, and
more—have come because of the coordina-
tion and cooperation of Alaska Native lead-
ers and entities across the region.

Borough

The Borough is a home rule government lo-
cated above the Arctic Circle that represents
roughly 10,000 residents. The Borough’s juris-
diction includes the entire National Petro-
leum Reserve-Alaska (NPR-A) and the eight
villages within it. In 1972, the North Slope
Inupiat formed the Borough, in part, to en-
sure our communities would benefit from oil
and gas development on their ancestral
homelands. It was the first time Alaska Na-
tives took control of their destiny using a re-
gional municipal government. The Borough
exercises its powers of taxation, property as-
sessment, education, and planning and zon-
ing services to serve our communities. Taxes
levied on o0il and gas infrastructure, not de-
velopment, have enabled the Borough to in-
vest in public infrastructure and utilities,
support education, and provide police, fire,
emergency, health, and other services. Else-
where in rural Alaska, these services are
typically provided primarily by the State or
Federal Government, or both.

ASRC

ASRC is a for-profit, land-owning Alaska
Native regional corporation formed pursuant
to ANCSA. ASRC represents the same region
as the Borough and ICAS, and the same eight
villages whose residents are predominantly
Inupiat, and who comprise many of our over
14,000 Alaska Native shareholders. ASRC
holds the title to approximately five million
acres of land on the North Slope, including



October 29, 2025

both surface and subsurface lands. These
lands—the ancestral lands of the North Slope
Inupiat—were conveyed to ASRC by the
United States pursuant to ANCSA to provide
for the economic and cultural well-being of
our Inupiaq shareholders.

ASRC is committed to both providing
sound financial returns to our shareholders,
through jobs and dividends, and to pre-
serving our Inupiaq way of life, culture, and
traditions, including the ability to maintain
a subsistence lifestyle that supports our
communities. In furtherance of this congres-
sionally mandated mission to provide bene-
fits to our shareholders, ASFIC conducts and
continues to invest in a variety of activities
related to infrastructure and natural re-
source development and other economic ini-
tiatives.

ASRC’s perspective is based on the dual re-
alities that our Inupiaq culture and commu-
nities depend on a healthy ecosystem and
subsistence resources, as well as infrastruc-
ture and resource development as the foun-
dation of sustainable North Slope commu-
nities.

DISAPPROVAL OF THE 2022 NPR-A IAP ROD

The NPR-A lies entirely within the home-
lands of the North Slope Inupiat. Congress
established the NPR-A with a clear purpose:
to ensure energy security for the Nation
while respecting the needs of Alaska Natives.
Instead, the 2022 Record of Decision (ROD)
issued by BLM has imposed sweeping restric-
tions that curtail responsible development,
undermine congressional intent, and dis-
regard the well-being of the people who de-
pend on these lands for both subsistence and
livelihoods.

The impacts of the 2022 ROD are especially
severe for the North Slope. Oil and gas devel-
opment in the NPR-A funds the Borough’s
schools, emergency services, and infrastruc-
ture. It supports jobs for Inupiaq share-
holders and residents. It underwrites the
continuation of our communities, even as we
maintain our subsistence way of life. By ar-
bitrarily locking away vast portions of the
NPR-A, BLM’s rule threatens these essential
services and imposes disproportionate bur-
dens on our people.

Equally concerning, BLM failed to engage
in meaningful government-to-government
consultation with ASRC, the Borough, and
ICAS. This omission contradicts federal con-
sultation requirements and disregards the
voices of the very communities most af-
fected. Our leadership has consistently
raised concerns about this process and its
outcomes, yet those concerns were ignored.

The 2022 ROD ignores congressional intent
under ANCSA, the Alaska National Interest
Lands Conservation Act of 1980 (ANILCA),
the National Petroleum Reserve Production
Act of 1976 (NPRPA), and the Omnibus Ap-
propriations Act of 1980. The 2022 ROD also
disregards the economic needs of North
Slope communities, and creates unnecessary
obstacles to infrastructure, energy, and com-
munity health across the North Slope of
Alaska.

SUPPORT FOR S.J. RES 80 AND H.J. RES. 124

For these reasons, our trilateral organiza-
tions strongly support passage of S.J. Res. 80
and H.J. Res. 124 to disapprove the 2022 NPR-
A TAP ROD. Overturning this rule is nec-
essary to restore balance to federal policy,
reaffirm Congress’s intent for the NPR-A,
and uphold the economic, cultural, and sub-
sistence well-being of the North Slope
Inupiat.

Our identity, resilience, and survival are
deeply rooted in our traditional lands that
the NPR-A boundaries encompass. We take
great pride in our ongoing efforts toward
self-determination, focused on securing a fu-
ture where future generations of Inupiat can

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — SENATE

continue to live in our communities with ac-
cess to the essential services they need to
thrive. We thank you for your leadership on
this important resolution and look forward
to continued collaboration to ensure that
federal policies in the NPR-A reflect both
national priorities and the needs of the peo-
ple who call the Arctic home.
Sincerely,
NICOLE WOJCIECHOWSKI,
President, Inupiat
Community of the
Arctic Slope.
JOSIAH PATKOTAK,
Mayor, North Slope
Borough.
REX A. ROCK, SR.
President and CEO,
Arctic  Slope  Re-
gional Corporation.

Ms. MURKOWSKI. I yield the floor.

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr.
SCHMITT). The Senator from Min-
nesota.

S.J. RES. 77

Ms. KLOBUCHAR. Mr. President, I
rise today in strong support of our bi-
partisan resolution, which Senator
KAINE and I lead, along with our col-
leagues RAND PAUL, MARK WARNER, and
Leader SCHUMER.

Our resolution terminates the Presi-
dent’s so-called emergency declaration
related to the Canadian border and re-
stores stability and common sense to
our trade with our close ally and neigh-
bor to the north, Canada.

The administration has used that
declaration as a pretext to impose
sweeping tariffs on a friend, on a neigh-
bor, on an ally—which are taxes, paid
by American consumers and busi-
nesses, on Canadian imports.

Back in April, this same resolution
passed the Senate with bipartisan sup-
port. Under the National Emergencies
Act, Congress must review and, if nec-
essary, vote again every 6 months. Be-
cause the administration has refused to
lift this so-called emergency and in-
stead doubled down by raising tariffs
on Canada to 35 percent as of August 1,
with a threat of more, we are back on
the floor today, and we will be back on
the floor until this passes.

Just this past week, the President
announced, as I noted, yet another 10
percent tariff hike on Canada—this
time in retaliation for an Ontario ad—
Ontario, one province. This would be as
if the Governor of Texas put out an ad
or if the Governor of California put out
an ad. But President Trump used this
as a pretext for another threat. And
that ad accurately used President Ron-
ald Reagan’s 1987 remarks criticizing
tariffs.

So that is a good way to begin: with
President Reagan’s remarks. He said,
in 1987, though there are economic and
national security circumstances during
which tariffs are necessary, that, gen-
erally, ‘‘high tariffs inevitably lead to
retaliation by foreign countries and
the triggering of fierce trade wars.
Then the worst happens: Markets
shrink and collapse; businesses and in-
dustries shut down; and millions of
people lose their jobs.”

This new tariff hike isn’t about secu-
rity. It isn’t even about our economy.
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It is just about the President’s per-
sonal grievances, and Americans are
the ones paying the price.

Since these chaotic, on-again, off-
again tariffs began in March, cross-bor-
der travel and trade have both fallen
precipitously. In Minnesota, we say we
can see Canada from our porch. Our
people go back and forth all the time—
sometimes for jobs, sometimes to visit
relatives and friends, and sometimes,
of course, for vacations. We welcome
Canadians all the time.

I was, in fact, at the Minnesota Frost
game in which they played the Charge,
a Canadian team, a women’s profes-
sional hockey team. It was a joyous
event with our Canadian neighbors.

You see, we know now, the World Se-
ries, one of the most exciting World Se-
ries between the Toronto Blue Jays
and the Los Angeles Dodgers.

This isn’t just some faraway place to
us. These are our friends and neigh-
bors. But yet, despite all of this incred-
ible history of friendship and booming
economic gains because of all the back-
and-forth and travel, trips from Canada
to the United States are down roughly
20 percent from last year. Towns in the
United States are having to put up
signs that say ‘“We love you, Cana-
dians’ because they feel so dissed by
this administration.

They are saying: What is happening?
We were the first ones on the ground
after 9/11 from another country.

The Canadians were there.

We were the ones that stood by your
side in so many foreign wars. We are
the one that, for so many of our States,
is the No. 1 trading partner. How can
this be happening?

And, frankly, it pisses them off, and
so individual families are making deci-
sions—are deciding: Well, we are not
going to go to America. Maybe we will
go to Mexico. Maybe we will go to an-
other country. Maybe we will stay in
Canada. But we are not going to travel
there.

The average foreign visitor spends
about $4,000 when they come to Amer-
ica.

We are not going to eat their food.
We are not going to go to their res-
taurants. We are not going to stay at
their hotels. We are not going to fish in
their lakes.

You name it, that is what the people
in my State are seeing. And everything
from manufactured parts to whiskey
have dropped sharply. And small busi-
nesses, farmers, and manufacturers are
losing business.

This is not how our economy was
supposed to work, if you believe in cap-
italism, if you believe in trade, if you
believe you just can’t put your head in
the sand and think, “Well, we are just
going to be on our own,” when 95 per-
cent of our potential customers, par-
ticularly in the agriculture area, are
outside of our borders. We should be ex-
porting more goods, and we should be
encouraging more trade.

The President shouldn’t be able to
just wake up one day and see an ad he
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doesn’t like on TV featuring a Repub-
lican President by a province in Can-
ada and decide, ‘I am just going to
hike up another 10 percent’’—or some-
thing happened in Brazil—and I con-
gratulate Senator KAINE and Senator
PAUL on their recent overturning from
this body—finally, enough is enough;
we are asserting our power. You are
not going to be able to just put a 40-
percent tariff on Brazil, a country with
which we have a trade surplus, simply
because the guy is facing a trial there,
and the President doesn’t like it. No,
this is not how this works. It is not
how it works under the Constitution. It
is not how it works under the law.

This resolution is about drawing a
line in the sand and saying you cannot
abuse your emergency powers to start
an unjustified trade war; you cannot
abuse your emergency powers to hurt
one of the finest relationships in the
world; and you cannot drive up prices,
eliminate jobs, and put in place a na-
tional sales tax that experts now pre-
dict will altogether—the tariff tax—
cost the average family nearly $2,000
per year.

And they are seeing it every day in
their grocery bills. They are seeing it
when they want to go out and buy
tools. They see it when they are going
out to buy audio equipment.

Minnesota’s No. 1 trading partner,
one of our country’s top 2 trading part-
ners, and one of our most trusted al-
lies—that is Canada. We export more
goods to Canada than we do—in Min-
nesota—to our second, third, and
fourth largest markets combined. In
2024, Minnesota’s goods trade with Can-
ada, including ag products, machinery,
and medical devices, amounted to
roughly $22 billion—$22 billion. That is
more than a quarter of all the goods
that we export, a major hit for our
State.

I chair the Canadian-American Inter-
parliamentary Group. I frequently
meet with our partners in Canada. A
number of Senators, including Senator
KAINE and Senator SHAHEEN and Sen-
ator WELCH and Senator KEVIN CRAMER
of North Dakota, a Republican—we
went up there together to Ottawa a few
months back, met with Prime Minister
Carney. And as the Prime Minister said
recently, the U.S.-Canada relationship
has become ‘‘mostly transactional.”

That is not the story of our friend-
ship with Canada. Canada, as I men-
tioned, fought alongside us in two
World Wars. They are our partners in
NORAD and NATO. They helped us get
our supply chain back in order after
the pandemic—and, yes, we helped
them. Canada is setting historic new
goals to contribute to our collective
defense, planning to triple defense
spending over the next decade—new
equipment, new infrastructure, new
technology—to strengthen our NATO
alliance, which means strengthening
our own national security.

But rather than supporting a thriv-
ing Canadian economy that would en-
able the government to fulfill those
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goals, the tariffs that the President
keeps slapping on this great ally will
hinder our potential and Canada’s.
These tariffs also undercut the very
trade deal the President himself once
called the most ‘“‘modern and balanced
agreement in history’—that is, the
USMCA, the U.S.-Mexico-Canada
Agreement.

I supported that agreement. I was
one of the first Democrats—in fact, the
first one during that election, the 2020
election—that actually came out and
said I supported that trade agreement
on the debate stage because I felt it
was so important.

So why would the President take this
jewel of a trade agreement—that albeit
needs to be changed as we go forward
and reviewed, which is mandatory this
coming year, for things like dairy and
other things—that has been acknowl-
edged. We would like to see some
changes to it. But why would he take
this incredibly important agreement
and just say it doesn’t matter?

The kind of uncertainty that we are
seeing with these tariffs shakes busi-
ness confidence across North America.
These tariffs are paid by families: gro-
ceries, clothes, housing. Homebuilders
say higher material costs from tariffs
are adding as much as $10,000 to the
cost of a new home. Americans looking
for a new car are paying more than
$3,000 more for an American-made vehi-
cle. And of course it is increasing the
cost of cars made in America because
parts come from Canada.

And this is an important point: The
tariffs are not just about raising the
prices on the goods that we import;
they are also driving up prices across
the board on all types of goods and
services—electricity costs. If we con-
tinue down this path, as I noted, the
average family will likely see a $2,000
increase per year.

This might not mean a lot to some of
the President’s friends and family
members, billionaires on his Cabinet.
They are not going to care about this
$2,000 a year. That is true. They are not
going to care. But people right now,
that are already faced with all these
problems with healthcare, which is a
fight that is raging right now, about
this budget, they can’t handle it.

Tariffs, as I noted, can be an impor-
tant tool for countering other coun-
tries’ unfair trade practices. I sup-
ported some of the steel tariffs that
were more narrow from the former
Trump administration and the Obama
administration and the Biden adminis-
tration in order to make sure that our
iron ore—very key to my past and our
future—mined in northern Minnesota—
my grandpa was an iron ore miner—
that that continue.

But that is not what we are talking
about with the President’s action here.
The broad emergency power statute en-
acted from 1977 that the President has
used to justify these across-the-board
tariffs didn’t even mention the word
“tariff.”

My colleagues and I have filed an
amicus brief to the Supreme Court.
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That case is going to be heard next
week. But it is not the only answer.
The answer should be that Congress as-
serts its power, even though I believe
that the use of the statute is clearly il-
legal and I believe, as the underlying
court—which was made up of the ini-
tial trade court: a Trump judge, an
Obama judge, and a Reagan judge—yes,
they still exist. They unanimously, the
three of them, said that this was an il-
legal use of the statute.

But this, today, is about something
else. It is about us asserting our own
power, stopping the chaos with changes
over 100 times in these tariffs: small
brewers paying for aluminum cans that
can’t afford them, furniture makers
paying more for lumber, and family-
owned tourism businesses in my State
suffering.

If the Trump administration wants
to address trade disputes with Can-
ada—and the Prime Minister is clearly
open to that—it should work in good
faith with our neighbors to strengthen
the USMCA trade agreement that the
President himself originally nego-
tiated.

Our bipartisan group of cosponsors
understands this. This isn’t about poli-
tics. It is about jobs, economic sta-
bility, and respect for the successful
agreement that we committed to in the
past. It is why this resolution has sup-
port from the United Steelworkers, the
International Association of Machin-
ists, North America’s Building Trades
Unions, and the AFL-CIO. The Cham-
ber of Commerce, the National Tax-
payers Union, and the National Retail
Federation have all endorsed this reso-
lution.

These are voices from every corner of
the political spectrum, every part of
our economy. Maybe we should be lis-
tening to them and not be a
rubberstamp, I say to my colleagues. It
is time to stand up. Otherwise, why are
you here?

I yield the floor, and I see that my
friend from Virginia, who has been
such a leader on this, is here.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Virginia.

Mr. KAINE. Mr. President, I rise to
thank my colleague from Minnesota
Senator KLOBUCHAR for her hard work
on this effort and her work over many
years in leading the U.S.-Canada inter-
parliamentary dialogue. That is a dia-
logue that we have with some nations,
nations that are longstanding allies of
the United States, and I maintain that
the U.S.-Canada relationship is really
the model for what a relationship be-
tween two neighboring nations should
be.

I primarily object to the Canada tar-
iffs because I don’t think there is an
emergency that should trigger the use
of this statute, but there are many
other reasons I object to them, and the
fracturing of this longstanding, power-
ful relationship is one of them.

I spoke yesterday with respect to the
Brazil tariffs, and I talked about the
wrecking ball that Donald Trump is
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taking to the American economy.
There have been three academic stud-
ies of the Virginia economy in recent
months, and they were recently sum-
marized by a publication called Car-
dinal News in Virginia earlier this
month. The takeaway line about how
Virginia is faring wunder Donald
Trump’s economic mismanagement is
this: fewer jobs, higher prices, slower
growth.

The firing of Federal employees, the
cancellation of celebrated economic de-
velopment projects, the imposition of
tariffs in a chaotic on-again, off-again,
pause-again, give-you-an-exception,
we-will-renegotiate regime—all of
these things are deeply hurting the
Virginia economy, and I know my col-
leagues around the country are experi-
encing the same thing.

That economic wrecking ball
composes many elements beyond the
tariffs, but the tariffs are really the
central item that is causing damage to
our economy right now.

The tariffs that have been imposed
by President Trump on Canada, like
the Brazil tariffs we discussed yester-
day or the ‘“‘Liberation Day’’ tariffs we
will talk about tomorrow, are proposed
under the statute IEEPA.

Yesterday on the floor, as I talked
about the Brazilian tariffs, I told ev-
eryone what IEEPA was meant to do.
It was meant to give the President
power to take action in the event of an
international emergency.

An international emergency is de-
fined in a pretty significant way so as
to not be used in minor instances. The
definition under IEEPA says that a
President may take certain actions
when there is an extraordinary and un-
usual threat to the national security,
foreign policy, or economy of the
United States—an extraordinary and
unusual threat.

Before President Trump, what kind
of emergencies have been triggered
under IEEPA by Democratic and Re-
publican Presidents? The existence and
activities of transnational criminal or-
ganizations, malicious cyber-enabled
activities that target the TUnited
States, human rights violations that
affect the United States, corruption
that affects the United States, perva-
sive strategies by foreign nations to
evade sanctions imposed by the United
States, foreign interference in U.S.
elections.

These are the kinds of unusual and
extraordinary actions originating in
whole or substantially in part outside
the United States that have been la-
beled by Presidents an ‘‘international
emergency’’ under IEEPA to enable a
President to take certain action. Presi-
dent Trump has stretched this notion
of emergency far beyond the language
of the statute and far beyond what any-
one contemplated when this statute
was written.

You have heard me talk about the
President declaring an energy emer-
gency when the United States is pro-
ducing more energy than at any time

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — SENATE

in our history. You have heard us talk
about the President declaring the pros-
ecution of a friend of his in Brazil a na-
tional security emergency. If President
Trump can define anything as an emer-
gency, then so can any President
henceforth. That is why my colleagues
should be pretty careful in striking
down overuse of emergency power.

So what is the emergency with re-
spect to Canada that has inspired the
President to impose these tariffs on
Canada and then add to the tariffs be-
cause he saw a television advertise-
ment he didn’t like? The emergency
the President has cited is the challenge
of fentanyl.

Now, fentanyl is an emergency. I am
not standing here on the floor of the
Senate to deny that it is so. The Presi-
dent has used the fentanyl emergency
to impose tariffs on Canada and Mex-
ico, and I haven’t challenged those uses
of emergency power. I have questions
about whether tariffs are the right so-
lution to the declared emergency. But I
would not stand here on the floor of
the Senate and claim that fentanyl is
not an emergency that had significant
origin in China and Mexico. But
fentanyl is not an emergency from
Canada.

In the most recent year that we had
statistics, the United States seized
nearly 40,000 pounds of fentanyl on the
southern border of the United States
coming from Mexico. That is an emer-
gency. How much fentanyl was seized
on or near the Canadian border during
the same year? The answer is 21
pounds—21 pounds.

Much of that fentanyl was not nec-
essarily seized at the border; it was
seized near the border. It may have
been coming from Canada, but in all
likelihood, it was actually on its way
to Canada because more fentanyl goes
from the United States into Canada
than vice versa.

So this claim that Canada is respon-
sible for a fentanyl emergency and thus
we need to punish both Canada but
more especially American consumers is
completely without factual basis, and
it is completely illogical.

What is the emergency? The emer-
gency apparently got augmented in the
past weekend. The President saw an
advertisement, as my colleague said,
with a direct quote from President
Ronald Reagan about why tariffs are
bad, and he said: We caught the Cana-
dians redhanded, and so we are going to
add another 10-percent tariff on top of
what I have already done, and we are
going to stop any trade negotiations
with Canada because I have such thin
skin that an ad on television quoting
Ronald Reagan hurts my feelings.

How about that as a rationale for
trade policy? How about that? There is
no emergency in this situation, and
that is the reason this resolution
should be supported.

But while there is no emergency,
there are consequences. There are con-
sequences to what President Trump
has done with Canada.
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In the economic space, my colleague
talked about visitation. ‘‘Canadian
Visitors To TU.S. Plummet 33% In
June—Sixth Straight Month Of Steep
Declines.”

Canadian visitors are the most com-
mon foreign visitors to the Common-
wealth of Virginia. They tend to love
Virginia Beach, and we love Canadians
coming to Virginia Beach. But we have
seen Canadian visitation drop. All
States in the country have seen Cana-
dian visitation drop.

There are so many other stories that
I hear out on the road. I was with a
baker in Virginia who has three pie
shops—Mom’s Apple Pie. We were talk-
ing about this back in the spring after
the tariffs had been announced but be-
fore they had really bit.

She had seen tariffs in Trump’s first
term, and she said to me on behalf of
Mom’s Apple Pie—I mean, this is al-
most too good a story to be true—
Mom’s Apple Pie, for gosh sake.

She said: Senator KAINE, you have
got to do something about these tar-
iffs.

I said: Tariffs? You have three bak-
eries—one in Occoquan, one in
Purcellville, one in Leesburg. How do
tariffs affect you?

Pie tins. Pie tins. All pie tins are
made of aluminum, and they all come
from Canada. If you jack up the cost of
aluminum with aluminum tariffs by 25
percent, apple pie gets more expensive.
Nobody has to buy apple pie. If it gets
more expensive, people will choose not
to buy apple pie, and I got to lay people
off. I saw it in Trump term 1. I am
going to see in Trump term 2.

Farmers. Farmers have seen com-
modities be pretty darn flat. Com-
modity prices have not been going up.
They have been getting a lot more for
agricultural commodities, but the in-
puts aren’t stable. They are getting
more expensive.

One of the most significant inputs for
any farmer of an agricultural vegetable
or grain product is fertilizer. One of the
key ingredients in fertilizer is potash,
and about 80 percent of potash that
goes into fertilizer used by American
farmers comes from Canada.

So the initial effect of these tariffs is
to raise the cost of these inputs—build-
ing supplies, food, fertilizer, pie tins.
The input costs go up. And then there
is never a one-way trade war, so a na-
tion will say: Well, then, we are going
to retaliate against you. We are not
going to take this sitting down.

So Canada doesn’t want to, but after
Trump imposed the tariff, Canada re-
taliates on products in the ag sector,
and suddenly it becomes harder for
American businesses to sell products in
Canada.

One of the products that is an impor-
tant one in Southern States like mine
is whiskey. ‘“The U.S. Alcohol Industry
Is Reeling From Canada’s Booze Boy-
cott. Trade fight prompts pullback in
purchases by the biggest export market
for U.S.-made wines, costing American
brands tens of millions in sales.”
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Virginia is one of the top 10 States in
the country in the volume of wine pro-
duction. We also produce a lot of whis-
key and other spirits. And Canadians
like to buy American products. But the
retaliation and the anger at the United
States has caused many to decide to
pull all American products off their
shelves—all American products off
their shelves. And I speak with a num-
ber of businesses in Virginia who would
face this.

So the consequences are very real.
My colleague from Minnesota talked
about estimates that this could be al-
ready costing American families on av-
erage between $1,800 and $2,000 a year.

But it has consequences bigger than
that. Canada is an ally. We are trying
to convince Canada to increase their
NATO expenditure up to 2 percent of
GDP and related expenditures on infra-
structure up to 5 percent of GDP. The
new Prime Minister, Mark Carney, has
gone to the Parliament and gotten
their commitment to do so.

We are asking Canada to participate
with us in one of President Trump’s
most significant military priorities,
called Golden Dome. In Canada, they
call it Continental Shield. They have a
different name for it, but it is the same
thing; it is missile defense for North
America. And we are trying to get Can-
ada to heavily invest, as they should,
to try to provide missile defense in
North America. It is much harder to
convince an ally to spend hundreds of
millions, if not billions of dollars on a
joint defense platform when you are
punishing their economy and when we
are punishing our own citizens.

So that is why we need to vote for
this resolution.

There is a right way to resolve this,
and my colleague mentioned it: the
U.S.-Mexico-Canada Agreement. It was
one of the highlights, the stellar
achievements of Donald Trump’s first
term. NAFTA was 20 years old; it need-
ed to be renegotiated.

Donald Trump said: We are going to
renegotiate it and make it a lot better.

Guess what. He did. He and his team
did make it better.

So when it came to the Senate, my
recollection is it came to the Senate,
and it passed by about 89 to 10. We
can’t get that vote on a Mother’s Day
resolution here. Donald Trump should
be proud of USMCA.

USMCA had a provision that, in 2026,
we would look at the first 5 years of its
history and then make it better. Those
discussions had just started when I was
in Ontario about a month and a half
ago. The Canadian Government felt
really good about sitting around the
table with the United States and Mex-
ico and making this deal better. Don-
ald Trump has stopped the discussions
because a TV ad hurt his feelings.

The right answer to the U.S.-Canada
relationship on trade is to go back to
the table on USMCA, find anything
that hasn’t worked, anything that can
be made better, negotiate it, and make
it better.
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Tariffs are hurting our economy,
hurting our citizens, hurting our busi-
nesses. Let’s terminate this bogus
emergency and let our households and
businesses save some money.

I yield the floor.

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

Mr. REED. Mr. President, I rise
today to express my support for this
resolution, and, indeed, the full series
of tariff resolutions my colleagues Sen-
ators KAINE and WYDEN and others
have put forth. And I want to take this
opportunity to personally commend
Senator KAINE for his leadership and
for his understanding of the complex-
ities of the issues we face.

Our resolution would overturn Presi-
dent Trump’s tariff taxes on American
consumers. These tariffs are part of the
President’s effort to use trade policies
to benefit his friends and himself at the
expense of American families.

He has used trade to prop up Argen-
tina’s President before a key election
because that country’s President has
said nice things about President
Trump, hardly the basis for a funda-
mental economic decision affecting the
life of every American.

And he has used trade to punish the
entire country of Bragzil for the pros-
ecution of its former leader, another
friend and political ally of Trump.

These are not economically based de-
cisions. These are purely personal,
whimsical decisions that harm Amer-
ican families.

The hope is that any Chief Executive
is going to look thoughtfully and ra-
tionally, measure benefits and costs,
and make decisions that benefit this
country. That is not the case with
President Trump.

And while he is cutting these special-
interest trade deals, President Trump
is really whacking households with
more than $15 billion in additional
costs each month. This includes the
tariffs on Brazil, one of the main
sources of coffee for the United States
of America. And, you know, we are just
waiting for our constituents to roll up
to their Dunkin Donuts, if you are in
Rhode Island, and order a small coffee:
That will be $15, please.

That is where we are headed. And it
is going to hurt our constituents, par-
ticularly the most vulnerable, and
working families that are struggling to
get by.

Grocery prices continue to climb
with essentials like coffee and beef,
with a 19-percent increase and 15 per-
cent increase, respectively, more ex-
pensive than they were a year ago.

The average new car price just
crossed $50,000 for the first time in our
Nation’s history. Investment bank UBS
reports that tariffs have increased
home construction costs by $9,000, and
we have an affordable housing crisis in
the United States in every State.

And Ashley Furniture, the largest
U.S. and, indeed, global furniture man-
ufacturer, announced this month it was
raising prices by as much as 12 percent
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due to the President’s tariffs, and that
was before new 25-percent furniture-
specific tariff came into force.

In total, researchers at Yale report
that tariffs are costing families $1,800
this year. The President has essen-
tially claimed these costs are a fig-
ment of our imagination, repeatedly
claiming that foreign companies—not
Americans—pay his tariffs. But his
claims don’t match Americans’ reality
or the economic data.

A recent Goldman Sachs report found
that foreign exporters have been pay-
ing only about 9 percent of tariff costs.

In fact, Goldman, the nonprofit
Peterson Institute, and investment
bank Morgan Stanley have all reported
that most of the President’s tariffs are
being absorbed by American compa-
nies, small businesses, and consumers.

Indeed, our Nation’s two largest auto
manufacturers, General Motors and
Ford, have each reported billions of
dollars in new tariff-related costs. Nike
told its investors it will pay $1.5 billion
in tariff costs this fiscal year, and de-
fense manufacturer Raytheon an-
nounced $220 million in tariff costs in
the third quarter alone.

Make no mistake, businesses, large
and small, in every corner of our coun-
try, are paying these costs but with
much tighter margins—much, much
tighter margins—than previously.

Many of the Main Street businesses
may not survive because of it. And, in-
creasingly, companies are passing the
costs of these tariff taxes on to Amer-
ican consumers. It is not just higher
costs. When companies shoulder new
costs, they hire fewer workers. And we
are seeing that in many parts of the
country. We are seeing it in Rhode Is-
land.

Unsurprisingly, job growth, as a re-
sult, has stagnated under President
Trump. Payroll company ADP found
the private sector actually lost 32,000
jobs last month, while those Yale re-
searchers estimate that Trump tariffs
will eliminate half a million jobs this
year.

It used to be the chief responsibility
of the President of the United States to
create economic programs and policies
that stimulated employment—not
eliminated employment.

And while President Trump wants to
demonize any dissent toward his poli-
cies as political or the work of his en-
emies, data and economic warnings
around his tariffs are coming from
every corner of our country.

I will close by noting that I do not
want to be on the floor delivering this
speech. I do not want to have to criti-
cize the President for his economic de-
cision making, but instead of pursuing
thoughtful, impactful, and cost-reduc-
ing policies, President Trump has de-
cided to take a whack at American
small business and families with bil-
lions and billions in new costs.

And as a Member of the Senate, I
cannot sit by quietly while our Presi-
dent makes Americans suffer simply
because their needs do not match his
priorities.
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I was hopeful that President Trump
would come to his senses before Con-
gress and the courts act, but he has
not, and that is why we are on the
floor. And that is why we must pass
this resolution, which is one of the
first steps to eliminating these Trump-
induced costs on households and busi-
nesses.

Passage today would signal to Ameri-
cans that Congress’s priority is their
financial well-being, not the well-being
of the wealthy, the well-connected, and
Donald Trump’s personal pals.

Most importantly, it would start the
process of eliminating over $15 billion
in new monthly costs for families.

I urge my colleagues to prioritize
hard-working Americans, not Donald
Trump and friends, by passing this res-
olution.

I yield the floor.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Oregon.

Mr. WYDEN. Mr. President, I thank
my colleague from Rhode Island, as
well as Senator KLOBUCHAR and Sen-
ator KAINE. We have all been teaming
up to terminate Donald Trump’s blan-
ket tariffs on products Americans buy
from Canada.

Once again, we have an opportunity
to cancel a Trump trade tax and put
money back into the pockets of the
American people.

This is a chance for Senators to show
our constituents that we are going to
act for them, not for special interests
or some new Presidential obsession.

Unlike many of the nations Trump
has slapped with taxes, there is already
a comprehensive trade deal between
the United States and Canada. It was
written with input from the Senate Fi-
nance Committee, and it was bipar-
tisan. USMCA was a trade deal nego-
tiated by Donald Trump himself, and it
got a significant bipartisan vote.

Congress approved the deal, put it
into black-letter law, and we made
sure—with Senator Brown, in par-
ticular, leading the fight—to have a
bill with tough enforcement—enforce-
ment teeth—to make sure the United
States could hold Canada and Mexico
to their commitments.

This is the only way to ensure that
farmers, workers, and businesses get
the full benefit.

But Trump’s trade taxes aren’t ad-
dressing enforcement issues with Mex-
ico and Canada, or making the USMCA
work better. Instead, he is unilaterally
undermining supply chains across the
board.

He has imposed new tariffs on scores
of products we buy from Canada, mak-
ing groceries, housing, energy, and cars
more expensive.

He put a 50-percent tariff on steel and
aluminum, a singularly bad idea. Beer,
appliances, auto parts—all of them—
are getting hammered by that tax.

There are 8 million American jobs
that depend on trade with Canada. Can-
ada is the biggest export market for 32
American States.

With this trade war, Trump is de-
stroying jobs and harming America and
making our people poorer.
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Since national security was one of
the rationales for the Trump trade
taxes on Canada, I have to point out
that his trade war against our close
ally is making American allies and us
less safe.

For one, Canada is a reliable source
of energy, raw materials, and critical
minerals that China has repeatedly
used as a bargaining chip in trade
talks. Critical minerals are essential to
manufacturing in the high-tech and de-
fense industries. The Trump adminis-
tration has invested millions in devel-
oping the Canadian critical minerals
industry as an alternative to China’s
near monopoly.

But here is a key point: instead of de-
veloping Canada as an alternative to
China for raw materials, Donald Trump
is driving our closest ally straight into
the arms of China.

The Canadian Prime Minister said
last week that his country is looking
to reengage with India and China to
find new markets and new allies that
are more reliable than the TUnited
States. America would get better re-
sults on trade by buying spells from an
Etsy witch.

Trump’s stated reason for blowing up
commerce is fentanyl trafficking. Now,
I don’t take a backseat to anybody
when it comes to cracking down on the
scourge of fentanyl. Oregon is no
stranger to the devastating effects it
has wreaked in our communities.

But, in reality, there is no crisis at
the northern border. Less than 0.2 per-
cent of fentanyl entering the United
States comes from Canada.

Some of my colleagues on the other
side have voiced concerns about tariffs
but said they want to give Donald
Trump more time to strike a deal. 1
would ask: what in the past 6 months
makes you think that this is somehow
magically going to get better?

Instead of negotiating, Donald
Trump spends his energy having tan-
trums about TV ads that accurately
quote Ronald Reagan’s position on tar-
iffs. He has already increased these tar-
iffs on Canada once. He is now threat-
ening to jack up Canada tariffs by an-
other 10 percent because one of their
provinces—just one—took out the
Reagan ad.

Who would make a deal with a person
who acts like this, who ignores a deal
that was made just a few years ago and
who constantly threatens to annex
their country?

That is what Donald Trump has done
with Canada.

These tariffs are doing nothing to
help Americans. They are unrelated to
trade disputes.

I hope every Senator will vote to re-
peal the taxes on Canadian goods and
help lower costs for our constituents.

I yield the floor.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Massachusetts.

Mr. MARKEY. Mr. President, I want
to thank Senator KAINE for his leader-
ship on this issue, highlighting it,
meeting on it, bringing it to the atten-
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tion of the American public. The same
thing is true for Senator WYDEN and
Senator KLOBUCHAR.

Thank you so much for your leader-
ship.

And I rise to join them in high-
lighting the devastating impact Presi-
dent Trump’s economic policies are
having on small businesses across our
country. Small business owners are
struggling in President Trump’s econ-
omy.

Let me just say this: 97 percent of all
the companies in America that engage
in trade are small businesses, and those
small businesses represent one-third of
all trade that our country engages in.

They are not big companies. They
can’t buy a year or 2 years’ inventory
in advance. They live week to week.
They live month to month. And that is
pretty much where they have been
since April. They have been trying to
survive. They have been trying just to
make it through this hectic, unpredict-
able, roller coaster of tariffs, which the
President has been imposing.

And these small businesses, they are
unbelievably struggling in this econ-
omy right now. Thanks to President
Trump, just this year, electricity costs
are up 11 percent. Food prices are up.
The cost of coffee is up 19 percent this
year. Bananas are up 7 percent. Beef is
up 13 percent. The cost of healthcare
for millions of small business owners
will increase by an average of 114 per-
cent.

This is going to be a massive hit on
small businesses and small business
workers if the Affordable Care Act tax
premiums expire. It is going to be 10
million small businesses and small
business employees in our country that
are going to see a spike that is going to
be dramatic for their healthcare.

And 42,000 jobs we have lost in manu-
facturing this year—42,000 down, not
up—not as promised. And that is sup-
posed to be at the center of his tariff
policy? We are losing manufacturing
jobs at an accelerated rate after Joe
Biden increased manufacturing jobs.

And I would like to, again, really
point out what a great job you have
been doing, Senator KAINE, on this in
putting a great big spotlight on all of
this, because this is absolutely central
to the economic well-being of our coun-
try.

So back in May, I introduced and
tried to pass my Small Business Lib-
eration Act, a bill that would have pro-
tected small businesses from Trump’s
tariff chaos, just saying: Get those 97
percent of all the businesses engaged in
trade—the small businesses—get them
out of this war. They can’t survive that
war. Big businesses, maybe, but not lit-
tle businesses. They just can’t do it.
But the Senate Republicans blocked
that proposal.

Then I did it again. Republicans
blocked my proposal just to spare the
small businesses, and, unfortunately,
Republicans have not shown the cour-
age yet on Trump’s tariffs, just capitu-
lation, as they do on so many other
issues.
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By opposing my bill and preventing
those sensible resolutions from moving
forward in the House, Republicans are
allowing Trump to tax any good from
any country for any reason—no rules.
And the only reason is Trump doesn’t
have the legal authority to do that. He
doesn’t have the legal authority to do
what he is doing right now.

Trump claims to have authority
under a 1977 law signed by Jimmy Car-
ter, the International Emergency Eco-
nomic Powers Act. This law was so
uncontroversial in 1977 that it was
passed on a voice vote.

Now, can you imagine? Jimmy Carter
is President. There is a bill that is
going to allow Jimmy Carter to be-
come a dictator, to impose tariffs on
any country in the world, to jack up
the price anywhere they want on any
product, at any time; anything that
ticks him off, including some little
commercial about Ronald Reagan, and
all of a sudden, boom, we are smashing
you, Canada.

Does anyone here really think the
Republicans and the Congress, in 1977,
at the height of Jimmy Carterism,
were giving him unlimited authority to
be able to impose tariffs?

You know that did not happen. He
doesn’t have the legal authority to do
this, and I can tell you because I was
there on the floor of Congress when it
happened in 1977. I know there was no
debate on this.

And so that is what we are talking
about right now. The Congress did not
give Jimmy Carter King-like powers—I
can guarantee you that—on a voice
vote. But Trump, he thinks he can ex-
ercise these emergency powers and tax
any import for any reason. Our latest
emergency? It is a television ad, a Ca-
nadian-produced and featured audio of
former President Ronald Reagan de-
nouncing the tariffs. And, in retalia-
tion, President Trump decided every-
day Americans and small businesses
should pay 10 percent more on imports
from Canada.

It is very clear, Trump is just mak-
ing all of this up. He is making it up as
he goes along.

And, for Massachusetts, it is very im-
portant. Every fifth grader—when I
was in the fifth grade and all fifth
graders in Massachusetts—in the geog-
raphy book there is one chapter enti-
tled: “‘Our Friends the Canadians.” And
why is that? Because they are our lead-
ing trading partner. It is only like a 3-
or 4-hour ride to get up to Canada. It is
who we are. We trade with them every
single day. We do $10 billion of trade
with Canada. That is whom we do busi-
ness with.

And this 10 percent additional tariff,
you know who it cascades down onto?
The small businesses of Massachusetts.
Ordinary citizens, they are going to be
further crushed. That is whom we part-
ner with.

And he knows he doesn’t have this
trade authority. Small businesses have
had enough of Trump’s illegal actions
and have successfully challenged the
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tariff authority twice already. He lost
in the district court. He lost in the cir-
cuit court. And next week, this case is
going to be heard in the Supreme
Court. So small businesses have al-
ready won twice, and now they are
going for the final round in the Su-
preme Court, hoping that they won’t
engage in creative legislative history
reinterpretation of that Republican
unanimous vote in 1977 that allowed
Jimmy Carter to become a King on tar-
iffs.

So the President says it is ‘‘enemies
of the country’ who are suing him. If
that is how you view Main Street in
America—Kiwanians, Rotarians, small
business, chambers of commerce all
across the country—they are the ones
bringing the suit and have already won
twice and are now heading for the
showdown on the Supreme Court.

For small businesses, this isn’t about
politics; it is about survival. And right
now, Trump’s tariffs are taxes for
them. So far, it is $30 billion coming
from small businesses that Trump then
transfers into tax breaks for the
wealthiest people in our country or for
the Argentine Government, but it is
not staying on Main Street. They are
not getting the rewards for the work
which they have done.

A small business in Massachusetts
that designs and manufactures and
sells outdoor recreation equipment told
me that they have paid an extra
$500,000 this year because of Trump’s
tariff taxes. Earlier this week, they re-
ceived a $40,000 bill from imports from
Taiwan. It is just a small business.

And, meanwhile, big businesses have
CEOs meeting directly with the Presi-
dent and receiving generous exemp-
tions.

It is Robin Hood in reverse. Trump is
taking from hard-working, regular peo-
ple, and he is transferring the wealth
to the millionaires and billionaires in
our country. It is absolutely economic
craziness that the President is engag-
ing in. He is punishing Main Street. He
is turning Main Street into ‘‘Pain
Street” in every single State in our
country.

And that extra increase in the tariffs
from Canada puts a special burden on
Massachusetts and our small busi-
nesses, our workers.

So it is very clear this tax is not
being paid by other countries. Amer-
ican small businesses pay the tax. Main
Street is paying this tax. And Presi-
dent Trump is taxing food and clothing
and toys and even tea. And as a small
business owner reminded me, the last
time there was a tax on tea, there was
a revolution in our country that began
in Boston.

Small businesses have no lobbyists,
no Mar-a-Lago, no golden gifts for
President Trump, no margin for error.
There will be no invitations to the new
ballroom, but I am not going to back
down. I am going to continue to stand
up for small businesses across the
country, across Massachusetts, from
red States to blue States, who are bear-

October 29, 2025

ing the burden of these tariffs, and I
hope that our Republican colleagues
will join us today by voting to pass
this resolution.

And, again, I thank you, Senator
KAINE, for your leadership, and the
same to you, Senator WYDEN and to
Senator KLOBUCHAR. This is a very im-
portant moment in the economic his-
tory of our country.

I yield the floor.

The PRESIDING OFFICER
MORENO). The Senator from Idaho.

Mr. CRAPO. Mr. President, I rise in
opposition to S.J. Res. 77, which would
terminate the fentanyl national emer-
gency declared with respect to Canada.

I agree with my colleagues that tar-
iffs should be more targeted to avoid
harm to Americans. I made precisely
that point at a hearing in the Finance
Committee in May.

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

It is equally as important that en-
forcement guidance provides the clar-
ity that U.S. companies need to comply
with the tariffs and to make critical
business decisions.

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 to
helping American families and busi-
nesses of all sizes.

What my colleagues across the aisle
have not discussed is the ubiquitous
tariffs and nontariff trade barriers that
our small businesses and large busi-
nesses alike face across this globe from
countries that are not allowing fair
trade to happen with the TUnited
States, and the cost of that is being
borne by the American people—small
businesses and large businesses alike.

The President’s historic trade nego-
tiations recognize that this cannot
continue, and nations across the globe
need to reduce their tariff barriers and
their nontariff trade barriers to Amer-
ican companies and American citizens.

The President’s negotiations are
bearing fruit. President Trump already
announced new trade deals with major
trading partners, including the United
Kingdom, Japan, and the European
Union. Other such announcements we
expect to be forthcoming.

And I urge other trading partners of
the United States to reach similar
deals.

Consequently, S.J. Res. 77 is counter-
productive to the progress already
made by the President and to new
gains he can still achieve in the ongo-
ing negotiations with our trading part-
ners. Let’s truly get a balanced, fair
playing field in trade.

On April 30, the Senate rejected the
joint resolution of disapproval of
IEEPA-based reciprocal tariffs for the
same reasons. I recommend we do the
same thing today and reject this reso-
lution.

(Mr.
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I yield the floor.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Minnesota.

Ms. KLOBUCHAR. Mr. President, in
conclusion, I want to say this: One,
thank you to Senator KAINE and Sen-
ator WARNER, the two Senators from
Virginia, for their leadership on this
important resolution; Senator WYDEN
for all of his work; Senator RAND PAUL
and others who have stood with us, who
have stood with capitalism, who have
stood with this idea that trade matters
and that our country is stronger when
we do business and sell our goods
across the seas and to our friendly
neighbors like Canada.

Let me start with Canada. As the
head of the Inter-Parliamentary Group
with Canada, I spent a lot of time
working with the Canadians. It was one
Embassy, years ago, when America was
disliked by a lot of countries, that dis-
played on their Embassy huge banners
that said: ‘““‘Friend, Ally, Partner.”

For so many of our States, they are
our biggest trading partner. They
fought alongside us in two World Wars.
They are our partners in NORAD and
in NATO. They worked with us to-
gether on supply chains and getting
them back working after the pandemic.
They are setting new historic goals,
Canada is, to contribute to our collec-
tive defense, planning to triple defense
spending over the next decade.

So what does this administration do?
Slap them with a 35-percent tariff. And
then, just because the President woke
up in the morning and didn’t like an ad
that quoted a beloved Republican
President, Ronald Reagan, didn’t like
it, he said: Well, I am going to give
them 10 percent more.

Yet this is a country with which we
share a trade agreement that this
President negotiated with Mexico and
Canada. If you want to make changes,
like for dairy or other things, do it in
the review of that agreement. Don’t do
it like this to a neighbor and friend.

Secondly, what do these tariffs mean
to America? mean to the people in our
country? Combined, they have been
changed over 100 times—total chaos.
Inflation is up. Manufacturing jobs are
down. Small farm bankruptcies are at
their highest levels in 5 years, and
every Senator in this Chamber has
heard from their beef producers or
heard from their soybean farmers.
What is happening right now, as one of
my farmers called it, is a ‘‘perfect
storm of ugly.”

For an individual family right now,
these tariffs mean a $2,000 tax per fam-
ily. Tools are up. Audio equipment
costs more. This is the effect of this
tariff policy on individual families in
America.

So we can have high-ended debates
here, but at home, they are looking at
their grocery prices. They are looking
at their markets, their family farms—
that they spent a century there, they
are next in line to take it over—drying
up. That is what these tariffs are
about.
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Then, finally, this President cannot
keep abusing his power like this. There
is a reason, when you look at the num-
bers, who supports this resolution:
United Steelworkers, International As-
sociation of Machinists, North Amer-
ica’s Building Trades Unions, the AFL-
CIO, the Chamber of Commerce, the
National Taxpayers Union, the Na-
tional Retail Federation have all en-
dorsed this resolution.

But, unfortunately, with a few excep-
tions, our friends on the other side of
the aisle are just rubberstamping what
this President wants.

Well, it is time for us to stand up.
This vote is about reasserting
Congress’s constitutional role, article
I, section 8, of the Constitution gives
Congress—not the President—the
power to impose tariffs and regulate
commerce with foreign nations. We
must stand up for American workers,
businesses, and consumers and remind
our allies and ourselves that America
keeps its word.

I yield the floor.

The PRESIDING OFFICER.
Democratic leader.

Mr. SCHUMER. Mr. President, first, I
want to thank our great Senators KLo-
BUCHAR and KAINE and WYDEN for lead-
ing the charge here on the Senate floor
against Donald Trump’s destructive,
self-defeating, and often utterly juve-
nile trade war.

Today, the Senate will vote to end
Donald Trump’s national emergency
declaration against Canada and put a
stop to the asinine trade war with our
neighbors to the north. This has been
the most peaceful relationship over the
centuries, and Donald Trump seems to
throw a hand grenade to undo that re-
lationship. We need to put a stop to
this asinine trade war with our neigh-
bors to the north.

And if Americans want proof that
Donald Trump’s trade war has been a
catastrophe, consider this: While he ca-
pitulates to Beijing, he is raising tar-
iffs on Canada.

How nonsensical. How stupid. How
thoughtless.

Canada—one of our strongest allies,
one of our most important trading
partners. I don’t know of two large
economies that are more entwined
than America’s and Canada’s. And
after a year and a half of failed trade
war, Americans have not gotten libera-
tion. Instead, Americans have been
saddled with a national sales tax. That
is what Trump’s tariffs are, a national
sales tax on Americans.

The average family—America, listen
to this—the average family, American
family, is paying $2,000 more a year
thanks to Trump’s tariffs. Our farmers
are taking a beating.

In New York, Donald Trump’s 35 per-
cent tariffs on Canada have been dev-
astating. We depend on tourism. More
than a quarter of the tourists who visit
Niagara Falls and the wine country in
the Finger Lakes region are from Can-
ada. So many from Canada flood New
York City every year. And yet, this
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year, tourism and border crossings are
down 20 percent. Western New York
and Buffalo depend on those border
crossings all the time.

Trade between our Nations has been
hurt. Jobs have been squandered. The
economy of every northern border
State—as with Minnesota—has suf-
fered.

And now Donald Trump wants to add
another 10 percent tariff on Canada be-
cause his feelings were hurt over an ad
featuring Ronald Reagan. Can you
imagine what an infantile leader we
have in America? He sees an ad and
then hurts the American people with
these tariffs.

Yes, that is right. Donald Trump’s
pride has become so fragile that he is
threatening to increase tariffs on Can-
ada by another 10 percent, from 35 per-
cent to 45 percent. Why? Simply be-
cause the government of Ontario re-
leased an ad that included a radio ad-
dress from President Reagan, warning
about the danger of tariffs, and, appar-
ently, that got Donald Trump’s feel-
ings all hurt.

Trump is letting his delicate little
ego drive U.S. trade, whether it is with
Brazil, Argentina, or with Canada. The
consequence is that Americans are pay-
ing more.

This isn’t a laughing matter, really—
no. Struggling families have to pay
thousands of dollars more each year be-
cause Donald Trump doesn’t like the
internal goings on in Canada or Argen-
tina or Bragzil. That hurts Americans,
and we pay more for construction ma-
terials, for aluminum, for paper, and so
much more.

But do you know what? The truth
hurts. What President Reagan said,
back in those years, about the danger
of tariffs was true back then and re-
mains true today. And I know my col-
leagues on both sides of the aisle dis-
agree.

Mr. President, I ask unanimous con-
sent that the radio address delivered by
President Reagan on free trade and on
the harms of tariffs on the economy, on
April 25, 1987, be printed in the CON-
GRESSIONAL RECORD.

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

RADIO ADDRESS TO THE NATION ON FREE AND
FAIR TRADE
(April 25, 1987)

My fellow Americans: Prime Minister
Nakasone of Japan will be visiting me here
at the White House next week. It’s an impor-
tant visit, because while I expect to take up
our relations with our good friend Japan,
which overall remain excellent, recent dis-
agreements between our two countries on
the issue of trade will also be high on our
agenda.

As perhaps you’ve heard, last week I placed
new duties on some Japanese products in re-
sponse to Japan’s inability to enforce their
trade agreement with us on electronic de-
vices called semiconductors. Now, imposing
such tariffs or trade barriers and restrictions
of any kind are steps that I am loath to take.
And in a moment I'll mention the sound eco-
nomic reasons for this: that over the long
run such trade barriers hurt every American
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worker and consumer. But the Japanese
semiconductors were a special case. We had
clear evidence that Japanese companies were
engaging in unfair trade practices that vio-
lated an agreement between Japan and the
United States. We expect our trading part-
ners to live up to their agreements. As I've
often said: Our commitment to free trade is
also a commitment to fair trade.

But you know, in imposing these tariffs we
were just trying to deal with a particular
problem, not begin a trade war. So, next
week I'll be giving Prime Minister Nakasone
this same message: We want to continue to
work cooperatively on trade problems and
want very much to lift these trade restric-
tions as soon as evidence permits. We want
to do this, because we feel both Japan and
the United States have an obligation to pro-
mote the prosperity and economic develop-
ment that only free trade can bring.

Now, that message of free trade is one I
conveyed to Canada’s leaders a few weeks
ago, and it was warmly received there. In-
deed, throughout the world there’s a growing
realization that the way to prosperity for all
nations is rejecting protectionist legislation
and promoting fair and free competition.
Now, there are sound historical reasons for
this. For those of us who lived through the
Great Depression, the memory of the suf-
fering it caused is deep and searing. And
today many economic analysts and histo-
rians argue that high tariff legislation
passed back in that period called the Smoot-
Hawley tariff greatly deepened the depres-
sion and prevented economic recovery.

You see, at first, when someone says,
“Let’s impose tariffs on foreign imports,”’ it
looks like they’re doing the patriotic thing
by protecting American products and jobs.
And sometimes for a short while it works—
but only for a short time. What eventually
occurs is: First, homegrown industries start
relying on government protection in the
form of high tariffs. They stop competing
and stop making the innovative management
and technological changes they need to suc-
ceed in world markets. And then, while all
this is going on, something even worse oc-
curs. High tariffs inevitably lead to retalia-
tion by foreign countries and the triggering
of fierce trade wars. The result is more and
more tariffs, higher and higher trade bar-
riers, and less and less competition. So, soon,
because of the prices made artificially high
by tariffs that subsidize inefficiency and
poor management, people stop buying. Then
the worst happens: Markets shrink and col-
lapse; businesses and industries shut down;
and millions of people lose their jobs.

The memory of all this occurring back in
the thirties made me determined when I
came to Washington to spare the American
people the protectionist legislation that de-
stroys prosperity. Now, it hasn’t always been
easy. There are those in this Congress, just
as there were back in the thirties, who want
to go for the quick political advantage, who
will risk America’s prosperity for the sake of
a short-term appeal to some special interest
group, who forget that more than 5 million
American jobs are directly tied to the for-
eign export business and additional millions
are tied to imports. Well, I’ve never forgot-
ten those jobs. And on trade issues, by and
large, we’ve done well. In certain select
cases, like the Japanese semiconductors,
we’ve taken steps to stop unfair practices
against American products, but we’ve still
maintained our basic, long-term commit-
ment to free trade and economic growth.

So, with my meeting with Prime Minister
Nakasone and the Venice economic summit
coming up, it’s terribly important not to re-
strict a President’s options in such trade
dealings with foreign governments. Unfortu-
nately, some in the Congress are trying to do
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exactly that. I'll keep you informed on this
dangerous legislation, because it’s just an-
other form of protectionism and I may need
your help to stop it. Remember, America’s
jobs and growth are at stake.

Until next week, thanks for listening, and
God bless you.

Mr. SCHUMER. Yesterday, the Sen-
ate came together in a bipartisan way
to pass legislation to end Donald
Trump’s bogus emergency declaration
in Brazil, under the leadership of Sen-
ator KAINE. Today, we can take the
next step to reverse Trump’s trade war
on one of America’s most important al-
lies, under the leadership of Senator
KLOBUCHAR. I urge—I urge—my Repub-
lican colleagues to join Democrats
once again to think about the families
back home that are hurt by Trump’s
tariffs and put an end to Trump’s tariff
war on Canada.

Enough is enough.

I ask unanimous consent to yield
back the remaining time.

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

Under the previous order, the clerk
will read the title of the joint resolu-
tion for 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. 77

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The joint
resolution having been read the third
time, the question is, Shall the joint
resolution pass?

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

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there a
sufficient second?

There appears to be a sufficient sec-
ond.

The clerk will call the roll.

The legislative clerk called the roll.

Mr. BARRASSO. The following Sen-
ators are necessarily absent: the Sen-
ator from Mississippi (Mrs. HYDE-
SMITH), the Senator from Louisiana
(Mr. KENNEDY), and the Senator from
Mississippi (Mr. WICKER).

Mr. DURBIN. I announce that the
Senator from Arizona (Mr. GALLEGO) is
necessarily absent.

The result was announced—yeas 50,
nays 46, as follows:

[Rollcall Vote No. 598 Leg.]

YEAS—50

Alsobrooks Hirono Reed
Baldwin Kaine Rosen
Bennet Kelly Sanders
Blumenthal Kim Schatz
Blunt Rochester  King Schiff
Booker Klql;uchar Schumer
gaﬁ‘?well Ll\;IuJaI? Shaheen

ollins arkey :
Coons McConnell Zlo‘tkm

mith
Cortez Masto Merkley Van Hollen
Duckworth Murkowski
Durbin Murphy Warner
Fetterman Murray Warnock
Gillibrand Ossoff Warren
Hassan Padilla Welch
Heinrich Paul Whitehouse
Hickenlooper Peters Wyden
NAYS—46

Banks Britt Cornyn
Barrasso Budd Cotton
Blackburn Capito Cramer
Boozman Cassidy Crapo
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Cruz Justice Rounds
Curtis Lankford Schmitt
Daines Lee Scott (FL)
Ernst Lummis Scott (SC)
Fischer Marshall Sheehy
Graham McCormick Sullivan
Grassley Moody Thune
Hagerty Moran Tillis
Hawley More'no Tuberville
Hoeven Mullin Young
Husted Ricketts
Johnson Risch

NOT VOTING—4
Gallego Kennedy Wicker
Hyde-Smith

The joint resolution (S.J. Res.

was passed, as follows:
S.J. RES. 77

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 February 1, 2025, by the President in Ex-
ecutive Order 14193 (90 Fed. Reg. 9113) is ter-
minated.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-

ator from Connecticut.
VOTER SUPPRESSION

Mr. BLUMENTHAL. Mr. President,
what has always separated America
from other nations around the world is
the right to vote. It is a right that ev-
erybody in this body cherishes, as do
the American people. Every person who
approaches the ballot box generally has
confidence that their votes are going to
be counted and their voice will be
heard.

But, as we stand here, this cherished
right is coming under attack because,
in 2026, we can expect a continuation of
what is happening in these last 9
months: that the Trump administra-
tion is doing everything it can to un-
dermine the confidence in elections
and sow distrust in the election proc-
ess.

It is like a spider weaving a web. The
Trump administration has crafted mul-
tiple strands that, when combined to-
gether, attack and change the voting
landscape in a way that America will
not recognize.

Trump is attempting to strip power
from the States, consolidate it for him-
self, and subvert the will of the people.
It is systematic, it is strategic, and it
is deeply and urgently serious.

Today, I am beginning an extended
effort to elevate this issue and sound
the alarm—because voters will go to
the polls this Tuesday, and my fear is
that it could be the last free and fair
election, unless we rise up and we act.
And this fear is not mine alone. I have
heard it all around Connecticut and
from my colleagues all around the
country, and it is well founded.

President Trump’s crusade of voter
suppression and election subversion
started on day one of the administra-
tion, when he pardoned the individuals
who participated in the violent attack
on the Capitol on January 6. That Jan-
uary 6 attack was not a protest or even
just a riot. It was an assault on the
very heart of our democracy. In at-
tempting to stop Congress from certi-
fying the results of the 2020 election,
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the January 6 insurrectionists sought
to nullify the votes and shatter the
peaceful transfer of power that has
characterized our democracy for nearly
2560 years.

President Trump provided a blanket
pardon to the January 6 attackers and
thereby endorsed and placed the Presi-
dential seal of approval on their ac-
tions and their direction and goal of
seeking to overturn the will of the peo-
ple. So it was no accident that these
pardons were one of President Trump’s
very first acts in office. It was an un-
mistakable signal that his administra-
tion would be obsessed with sup-
pressing votes and undermining free
and fair elections.

And since that very first day in of-
fice, President Trump and his adminis-
tration have been praising and hiring
into leadership positions the very peo-
ple who attempted to subvert our de-
mocracy. In fact, just this past month,
the White House reportedly hired Kurt
Olsen, a lawyer who attempted to over-
turn the 2020 election results, and he is
working officially as a ‘‘special govern-
ment employee’” tasked with looking
into the 2020 election and current vot-
ing machines.

But rewriting the history of January
6 was only the beginning of a relent-
less, purposeful campaign to stoke fear
among voters and sow seeds of distrust
in American elections. They have em-
ployed Federal Agencies to help do
some of the dirty work. In fact, Presi-
dent Trump has weaponized several
Federal Agencies against you, the vot-
ers. He is using these Agencies as in-
struments to suppress your vote.

The Department of Homeland Secu-
rity and the Department of Justice
have both taken alarming actions in
recent months targeting the vote. At
DHS, a senior Department leader,
Heather Honey, an election denier and
conspiracy theorist in her own right,
reportedly told State and local election
officials that the administration could
declare a ‘‘national emergency’ based
on the claim that the 2020 election was
stolen to obtain ‘‘additional powers
that don’t exist right now” and act
“without Congress’” to ‘‘mandate that
States” adopt her preferred, radical
election rules.

In addition, the Cybersecurity and
Infrastructure Security Agency, known
as CISA, a critical Agency within DHS
that works with State and local offi-
cials to protect the security of our
elections, has been gutted. CISA has
been instrumental in protecting our
elections from cyber attacks and
threats by foreign and domestic actors.
These attacks are growing, not dimin-
ishing.

I don’t have to reveal any classified
information for the American people to
know that attacks by our adversaries
on our election system are an increas-
ing threat, but instead of bolstering
CISA, President Trump has placed on
administrative leave or reassigned
nearly all of its election experts. In
their place, President Trump has in-
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stalled inexperienced political activists
who sought to overturn the results of
the 2020 election.

Marci McCarthy, named director of
public affairs at CISA, was responsible
for spreading false claims about faulty
voting machines in Georgia.

This past July, Sean Plankey, the
nominee to head CISA, refused to an-
swer me when I asked him in a hearing
if he believed that the 2020 election was
stolen.

President Trump has also chosen to
attack CISA officials. In April, Presi-
dent Trump issued an Executive order
directing the Department of Justice
and DHS to investigate Chris Krebs,
the former head of CISA, calling him a
“bad-faith actor’” who ‘“‘weaponized and
abused’ his authority—all because
Krebs refused to lie and say Trump’s
2020 election was rigged. And because
Krebs said there was no evidence in
2020 that ‘‘any voting system deleted or
lost votes, changed votes, or was in any
way compromised,”” he was attacked,
and that Executive order asked DHS to
target him.

At the same time, President Trump
has dismantled CISA’s election secu-
rity programs, including by termi-
nating initiatives that monitor foreign
disinformation and cutting the funding
of systems that detect, deter, and alert
States and localities about cyber and
physical attacks on election infrastruc-
ture.

This dismantling of CISA is funda-
mental and deeply alarming, but at the
Department of Justice, things are no
better. President Trump took an ax to
the Department of Justice’s Voting
Section within the Civil Rights Divi-
sion, that historic section established
to protect and uplift the vote.

First, he decimated the Voting Sec-
tion staff. In January, it was estimated
that the section had 30 attorneys on
staff to enforce voting rights laws.
Today, it is three. Then he decimated
its mission, transforming the section
from a bulwark against voting suppres-
sion into its opposite: a mechanism to
suppress voters and stoke fears of voter
fraud.

So instead of lifting up the work of
voting rights and serving as a staunch
defender of voters in the courts, the
section has withdrawn its engagement
in seven active voting cases. Where it
does remain involved, in redistricting
cases such as Louisiana v. Callais, it
has taken a sudden and staunch anti-
voter stance.

The Department of Justice has de-
cided to make a mockery of poll moni-
toring as well. The Trump DOJ will
now use poll monitoring—which began
as an effort to secure minorities’ votes
when they were denied it following pas-
sage of the Voting Rights Act—to po-
tentially intimidate and surveil voters
and officials alike at polling sites in
California and New Jersey. He is doing
it at the request of the Republican
Party officials in those States, ahead
of the November 4 election.

Those anti-voter campaigns are cou-
pled with efforts to distort the elec-
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toral maps. Since President Trump
took office, he has pressured Repub-
lican State legislators to ignore the
will of their voters and effectively
elect representatives through extreme
and unabashedly partisan gerry-
mandering. This flagrantly abusive re-
districting occurred in States like
Texas, representing a top-down cam-
paign directed by President Trump to
eradicate as many congressional dis-
tricts as possible that could conceiv-
ably elect a Democrat.

For example, the new Texas redis-
tricting seeks to gift Republicans 80
percent of its House seats in a State
where Democrats routinely receive be-
tween 40 and 50 percent of the vote in
congressional districts. It is plainly a
move designed to target minority vot-
ers.

The same playbook follows in Mis-
souri and North Carolina. These are
the actions of desperate politicians—
desperate because they know how deep-
ly unpopular their policies are with
voters, policies of stripping people of
their healthcare, cutting taxes for the
rich, and sending the military into
American streets. Instead of changing
those policies to win over voters, the
Trump administration is seeking to
disenfranchise the voters, suppress
votes, and rig these elections by
shamelessly moving voters to new dis-
tricts.

President Trump and Republicans
have started a tit-for-tat redistricting
arms race where Democrats are forced
to fight fire with fire and play catchup
to undo Republicans’ damage and re-
store balanced representation. And the
ones who suffer are the voters. Their
voices are ignored and often silenced
by frightened partisan politicians.

But it isn’t just the voters who are
undermined; it is our States as well.
Under the Constitution, it is the States
that have the power to oversee the
time, place, and manner of their elec-
tions, subject only to legislation en-
acted by Congress. The President is
given no role—zero—in that process.
States are not agents for the Federal
Government, hamstrung to Presi-
dential orders when it comes to elec-
tions. In this space of elections, they
have their own independent, sovereign
authority. Yet President Trump be-
lieves he can dictate the rules over our
elections and seize power from the
States for himself, and he has sought
to do it in a number of important ways
that ought to concern this body, espe-
cially because we represent our States.

Foremost among his tactics, he
wants to supplant States in deter-
mining the means, methods, and mech-
anisms for placing our votes. Those
mechanisms vary. For example, some
States use more mail-in voting than
others, and States don’t always have
the same approach to early voting.
Rather than the States making those
calls, he wants to be Big Brother him-
self, watching how elections must be
run, dictating how it is done.

The DOJ has already unsuccessfully
sought access to voting machines in
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Missouri, sending a request to ‘‘access,
physically inspect and perhaps take
physical custody of election equipment
used in the 2020 November general elec-
tion.”

In March 2025, President Trump
issued an Executive order—another Ex-
ecutive order—that attempted to man-
date that the independent, bipartisan
Election Assistance Commission re-
scind all previous certifications of vot-
ing equipment and recertify systems
under amended guidelines. That order
is currently being challenged in court.
It is plainly unlawful, it is reckless, it
is unfair to the States, and it is a false
solution in search of a problem that
doesn’t exist.

President Trump has called voting
machines ‘‘highly inaccurate, very ex-
pensive, and seriously controversial.”
There is zero evidence—zero—to sup-
port these claims. It is all just a pre-
text to insert Federal control over
States’ rights. States do have rights,
and President Trump is trying to over-
ride them roughshod.

His tactics are similar with mail-in
ballots. In the 2024 election, nearly
one-third of Americans voted by mail.
Mail-in voting is instrumental in help-
ing our troops and making sure that
every voice is heard, even when they
are overseas.

President Trump has stated that he
wants to ‘‘lead a movement’’ to get rid
of mail-in voting, and he posted this
past week on social media: ‘“No mail-in
or ‘Early’ Voting.” He has assigned
lawyers to craft another Executive
order to stop it.

The irony is not lost on anyone that
President Trump himself voted by mail
in the 2020 election when he cast his
ballot in Florida.

In some States, such as Oregon and
Washington, mail-in ballots are the
primary mechanism used by voters. At-
tempting to illegally strip States of
this right will decimate the way our
citizens are heard and the foundational
principle of States’ rights.

By law, by tradition, by history, and
sound public policy, States make this
call, not the President, and attempting
to strip States of these rights is fla-
grantly illegal and unconstitutional.

President Trump’s lackeys have at-
tempted to bully States into handing
over sensitive and personal informa-
tion contained within State voter rolls.
DOJ has requested information or
meetings about election administra-
tion from States and has demanded 40
States—40 States—provide their full
voter registration lists. In a private
meeting, Michael Gates, a Deputy As-
sistant Attorney General in the De-
partment of Justice Civil Rights Divi-
sion, disclosed that all 50 States will
eventually receive these requests. The
eight States that so far have refused to
turn over that data are now being sued
by the Department of Justice.

Trump is attempting to compile the
largest list of voter roll data ever in
our history in order to bolster unsub-
stantiated and false claims of illegal
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voting by noncitizens, despite the fact
that noncitizen voting is essentially
nonexistent.

This type of national voter roll col-
lection is totally unprecedented in our
history. Nothing like it has ever been
done before. Nothing like this invasion
of privacy and promises to voters
would have been imaginable before
January of this year.

The information he is requesting in-
cludes your driver’s license number,
your Social Security number, your
name, your address, your political
party, and your voting history. He
wants to know who you are and poten-
tially use that information however he
pleases. He wants to use that informa-
tion against States as well—more
broadly, to be the judge and jury of
whether States are effectively running
their own elections, despite the fact
that States—and I apologize for repeat-
ing it—States are tasked with admin-
istering elections under the Constitu-
tion.

In case Trump’s DOJ can’t dismantle
elections using all of these maligned
tactics, the administration is also tar-
geting election officials who seek to
run efficient, fair, honest elections and
to calculate and certify election re-
sults in a nonpartisan way. They are at
work in every election. Everybody in
this body knows what they do and
knows how important they are to free
and fair elections.

President Trump’s DOJ has a new
weaponization working group with a
focus on targeting election officials as
a result of supposedly widespread voter
fraud. It is the product of fever imagi-
nation.

The Department of Justice is also ex-
ploring whether they can bring crimi-
nal charges against State and local of-
ficials if they believe that those offi-
cials have not adequately safeguarded
their computer systems from harm, de-
spite gutting CISA—the very Agency
tasked with assisting them in safe-
guarding their computers and software.

To instill fear in election workers,
the administration is doing everything
it can to signal that it will punish any-
one who doesn’t bow to them.

Since 2020, Trump has been posting
on social media and publicly calling for
prosecution against election officials
he accuses of working against him.
Prosecuting election officials won’t
make elections any safer or fairer; it is
simply about creating fear and anxiety.
It will lead to an exodus of individ-
uals—it already has begun—that we
need to rely on to run our elections.

The fearmongering seems to be hav-
ing its effect ever since Trump began
espousing false claims of stolen elec-
tions in 2020 and putting this kind of
pressure on the dedicated men and
women who show up for elections to
help run them. Election officials have
reported harassment, threats, and
abuse locally.

Election officials with institutional
knowledge of how local systems run
and who are imperative to registering
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voters and maintaining voter processes
are leaving their roles at an alarming
rate. The turnover was especially pro-
nounced in large jurisdictions where
the Trump campaign focused its misin-
formation campaign around 2020 elec-
tions.

Now, each of these individual actions
of anti-election assault is serious and
significant, but each action needs to be
seen together as something deeper and
broader. It is the sum and substance of
totalitarianism—mnot at some distant
point in the future, not a vague storm
cloud on the horizon, but the destruc-
tion of democracy here and now.

As we approach our democracy’s
250th anniversary, we can’t afford the
luxury of defeatism or despair or com-
placency. We need to join together and
sound the alarm across differences of
political party, geography, financial
interests, personal background, and all
the rest. Join in this body—come to-
gether because we have a common in-
terest in making sure that elections
are free and fair.

More than words, we need action—
your action as voters registering to
vote and enabling others to do so, vol-
unteering to work at the polls and sup-
porting election officials and adminis-
trators, contributing to organizations
that defend voting rights in court, de-
manding that public officials unite
against the sabotage of our democracy,
and uniting at rallies, townhalls, and
every other forum available to make
your voice known.

I will be reaching out to colleagues
on both sides of the aisle and coming to
the floor and reaching out to the Amer-
ican people. Just as we threw off the
yoke of monarchy 2% centuries ago,
the American people still have the
power to determine their own future.
They still have the courage to make
“good trouble,” as John Lewis, the his-
toric voting champion, famously said.
Most of all, the American people have
the will and fortitude to stand up to
this assault.

I yield the floor.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Louisiana.

GOVERNMENT FUNDING

Mr. CASSIDY. Mr. President, the
government has been shut down for
nearly a month—the longest full gov-
ernment shutdown in American his-
tory. It all began with the Democratic
leader’s desire to play politics with
people’s lives and paychecks.

Americans, including those in Lou-
isiana, are paying the price. Nation-
wide, 1.4 million Federal employees—
many of whom, of course, are living
paycheck to paycheck—are furloughed
or working without pay, and 13,000 air
traffic controllers have already missed
1 paycheck and will miss another soon.

SNAP, the Supplemental Nutrition
Assistance Program, and food stamps—
these benefits run out November 1 in
many States, like mine, and that is
just 2 days away. In Louisiana alone,
that is 804,000 individuals, including
312,000 children, who rely on SNAP.
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Now, this is not an abstract ideolog-
ical issue; we are literally talking
about food on the table. SNAP can be
the difference between a child having a
full belly, going to sleep, waking up the
next morning, and going to school
happy and that same child asking their
mom when is the next time they will
eat a meal, going to bed hungry, and
doing poorly the next day.

Republicans are working to extend
the program. I want a bill to fund
SNAP, but it looks like we will not
have Democratic support to pass.

There are a lot of empty dinner ta-
bles and a lot of children going to bed
hungry. Democrats have voted against
reopening our government 13 times.
Thirteen times they have voted to deny
children food, sending families to food
banks instead.

I am told that food banks will not be
able to keep up. Federal workers, sin-
gle parents with young children, walk-
ing into empty food banks. That is
coming from a party that regularly
claims that they are the party of chil-
dren, families, and vulnerable commu-
nities.

Republicans and the Trump adminis-
tration are working hard to mitigate
the worst parts of the shutdown. Presi-
dent Trump found the money to pay
our troops through the generosity of a
patriotic American. Senate Repub-
licans voted for a bill to pay all Fed-
eral employees, including air traffic
controllers who are working without
pay now. Democrats blocked it.

They are the party of ‘“no.” And the
bizarre part is no one is quite sure why,
until one of their leaders said the quiet
part out loud. The House Democratic
whip acknowledged that Democrats are
allowing people to suffer because of the
shutdown but said:

There will be families that are going to
suffer . . . but it is one of the few leverage
times that we have.

This is the second highest ranking
House Democrat openly confirming
that working families are being used as
political leverage.

This is all about politics, not what is
best for the people of our country.
Now, they will tell you it is about
healthcare, but their position crumbles
under scrutiny. If it were about
healthcare costs, why would they make
people suffer more in order to change
healthcare policy rather than reopen
the government and negotiate with Re-
publicans on solutions which actually
lower healthcare costs?

Republicans have repeatedly said we
will negotiate to lower healthcare
costs, just not while Americans suffer.
Our position is clear: End the shut-
down, and then let’s talk about
healthcare. It seems reasonable.

You might ask why they are still
voting against reopening the govern-
ment. It is because they know that
their proposals on healthcare won’t ac-
tually lower healthcare costs.

Under Democrats’ current plan, pre-
miums still go up next year, not to
mention their proposed solution is just
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aimed at papering over the mess that
ObamaCare created because the facts
are clear: The Affordable Care Act did
not make care affordable.

All of this seems like one elaborate
attempt to save face. Well, it is not
working, and, more importantly,
Americans are suffering. I repeat: Re-
open the government, then let’s have a
conversation about the areas in
healthcare we can address to actually
lower premium costs and out-of-pocket
costs for middle-income Americans.

By the way, the Democrats’ current
plan will only affect 7 percent of the
people on ObamaCare. Their plan ig-
nores 93 percent of Americans who will
also see costs go up. We need to help all
Americans by fixing our healthcare
system, not just paper over the failures
of ObamaCare to help a few.

I will add, for as much as they talk
about healthcare, the Democrat shut-
down is defunding important
healthcare programs.

As chairman of the Health, Edu-
cation, Labor, and Pensions Com-
mittee, I led a bipartisan effort to pro-
tect Americans’ access to affordable
over-the-counter drugs. The members
of my committees worked together to
remodify the Over-the-counter Mono-
graph Drug User Fee Program, some-
times referred to as OMUFA. This
funds the review process to bring over-
the-counter drugs to market.

Because of the shutdown, because of
my Democratic colleagues refusing to
vote to open the government, for the
first time in history, a user fee pro-
gram has expired, meaning patient ac-
cess to new over-the-counter treat-
ments for common ailments is in jeop-
ardy.

I am a doctor. I want to tackle the
numerous issues facing our healthcare
system. I spent my whole career fight-
ing for patients. Let’s have a conversa-
tion about lowering costs for all Amer-
icans like those on Medicare, those
with employer-sponsored insurance,
and small business owners who provide
insurance to their workers.

If Democrats are interested in low-
ering healthcare costs, as they say
they are, reopen the government, pay
our troops, and stop taking food from
children. I am tired of hearing people
say there is no off-ramp or way out of
the shutdown. Here it is, the way for-
ward: Open the government.

NATIONAL FLOOD INSURANCE PROGRAM

Mr. President, I spoke on this floor a
month ago about the consequences of a
government shutdown on our country
and upon Louisiana, particularly the
half million Louisianans enrolled in
the National Flood Insurance Program
or the NFIP.

I called on Senate Democrats to join
me and Republican colleagues in keep-
ing the government open and Congress
working. Unfortunately, the Senate
minority leader shut the government
down nearly a month ago to appease a
radical base. That is nearly a month
that many people in Louisiana on the
NFIP that have gone without the trust,
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certainty, and stability that the pro-
gram is designed to provide.

Families are unable to close on a new
house because they can’t purchase a
new flood insurance policy. Home-
owners are vulnerable during hurricane
season because they cannot renew ex-
isting policies, and that raises a ques-
tion the American people are asking
every day: How can they trust a gov-
ernment that isn’t even open?

Now, by the way, NFIP is not perfect.
It faces financial challenges. Some re-
forms are needed. But shutting it down
makes the problem worse, not better.

The Democratic leader said that
every day the shutdown gets better for
them. Well, I can tell you every day
the government is shut down, it gets
worse for the Americans in my State
who are worried about flooding and los-
ing everything.

The American people want solutions.
They want a government that works.
They want flood insurance that pro-
tects their homes, families, and liveli-
hoods. That is why I am working on
legislation that would automatically
reauthorize the NFIP if there is any
lapse in government funding; in other
words, prevent any future shutdown
from interrupting the NFIP.

It fixes the damage caused by the
Schumer shutdown and ensures sta-
bility going forward. My colleague
JOHN KENNEDY from Louisiana and I
have introduced two bills, one to ex-
tend NFIP in the short term, another
to provide a full year of coverage.

We are also working toward broader
reforms that keep premiums affordable
and the program sustainable for gen-
erations to come.

We must reopen the government im-
mediately. Democrats have voted
against doing so 13 times. Thirteen op-
portunities they have been given to end
their shutdown, and they have thrown
it back in the face of all Americans.

Government services might be on
pause, but hurricane season is not. Re-
open the government, restore certainty
to the American people, protect homes,
protect families, protect livelihoods.
Republicans are working to prevent the
worst effects of the Schumer shutdown
from taking place, but Democrats keep
blocking our efforts.

We want to pay the troops. We want
to fund SNAP. We want to extend
NFIP. The American people deserve
better. They deserve more than the
Democratic Party is willing to give.

I yield the floor.

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. JUS-
TICE). The Senator from Louisiana.

———

MORNING BUSINESS

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

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, it is so ordered.
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WOMEN’S HEALTH

Mr. WELCH. Mr. President, on Sep-
tember 11, 2025, the spokeswoman for
the U.S. Agency for International De-
velopment, USAID, confirmed to the
New York Times that $9.7 million
worth of contraceptives being stored in
a warehouse in Belgium had been de-
stroyed at the direction of the Trump
administration. These contraceptives
were intended for people in poor coun-
tries with high rates of morbidity and
mortality for pregnant women, infants,
and children.

Just 1 day later, the spokeswoman
rescinded her previous statement,
claiming that there had been a
“miscommunication’ and that the con-
traceptives in question had not yet
been incinerated. This was confirmed
by Belgian officials who visited the
warehouse where the materials were
being stored.

Although Belgium prohibits the de-
struction of reusable medical devices,
aid workers worry that the Trump ad-
ministration will run down the clock
until these contraceptives expire. Most
of the products expire in 2028 or 2029,
with some expiring as early as April
2027. Destination countries often have
rules for importing medical supplies
based on remaining shelf life. The ad-
ministration may exploit these rules to
stop their distribution.

Destroying these contraceptives
would have cost American taxpayers
an estimated $167,000, on top of the $9.7
million already spent to purchase
them. At the time of this incident,
three African countries had reportedly
already run out of contraceptives com-
pletely, and 13 more were on the verge
of running out due to President
Trump’s and Elon Musk’s reckless de-
struction of USAID and cuts to foreign
aid.

Seeking to destroy safe, lifesaving
contraceptives is emblematic of the
Trump administration’s approach to
foreign aid. Destroying these birth con-
trol products would exacerbate an al-
ready dire problem and would lead to
more unwanted and high-risk preg-
nancies, unsafe abortions, and higher
maternal mortality rates. The adminis-
tration’s other drastic cuts to foreign
aid have already reduced or eliminated
food aid for many families, forcing par-
ents to remove their young daughters
from school and into child marriage,
increasing sexual violence and the risk
of pregnancy-related deaths.

This administration’s ideologically
driven disregard for global public
health worldwide is appalling. Contra-
ceptives are legal and widely used in
America. They prevent unwanted preg-
nancies and abortions. They enable
women to choose when to have a child
and grow their families, by doing so in-
creasing the chances their children will
survive beyond the age of 2.

I urge the White House to put the
lives of women and children above poli-
tics by allowing these contraceptives,
purchased with funds agreed to by a
large majority of congressional Repub-
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licans and Democrats, to be made
available to those who need them most.
Women and girls in dozens of the poor-
est countries are depending on these
commodities to take control of their
lives. Destroying them is antithetical
to America’s long-held values and rep-
utation of safeguarding public health
around the world.

———

ADDITIONAL STATEMENTS

RECOGNIZING THE 350TH ANNIVER-
SARY OF DERBY, CONNECTICUT

e Mr. BLUMENTHAL. Mr. President, I
rise today to recognize and celebrate
the 350th anniversary of Derby, CT. It
may be our State’s smallest city by
square mileage, but Derby’s role in our
Nation’s history is truly larger than
life.

The city was first established as a
trading post in 1642 and was officially
named Derby in 1675. Derby was incor-
porated as a city on May 13, 1775.

The city is home to many significant
moments in our Nation’s history and
played a vital role in our foundational
years. Derby was integral in defending
our Nation during the War of 1812,
helping to repel British invaders along
the coast of Connecticut and the
Thames River. In addition, during this
conflict, Derby native Isaac Hull dis-
tinguished himself for his command of
the USS Constitution and to this day is
renowned for his naval excellence and
fearlessness.

Derby has made notable contribu-
tions to Connecticut, New England,
and our country. The city had the first
electric trolley system in New Eng-
land—only the second in the United
States—and is also home to the first
electric locomotive in our history to be
built and successfully used for com-
mercial freight hauling. This loco-
motive, built in 1888, is kept in running
condition to this day by the Shore Line
Trolley Museum. Derby is also the
hometown of such notable figures as
Ebenezer Don Carlos Bassett, the first
African-American diplomat; Harry
Haugh, who invented the ‘‘electromatic
traffic signal” in 1928 and revolution-
ized traffic control; Clara Louise Kel-
logg, who was recognized as the Na-
tion’s first prima donna opera singer;
and Mary Portis, who became the first
female executive of Scouting America
in 1990.

Today, Derby is known for several
annual events, including parades and
farmers’ markets, as well as a collec-
tion of museums and a vibrant res-
taurant culture—especially for chicken
wings, New Haven-style pizza, and craft
breweries. It is a lively small city with
a thriving commercial district.

The residents of Derby have Kkept
their history incredibly well-preserved;
in fact, there are currently six loca-
tions in Derby that are on the National
Register of Historic Places, including
the Birmingham Green, the Derby Pub-
lic Library, and the Howe House.
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The city officially celebrated their
350th anniversary on May 13, 2025, and
held a gala on October 17, 2025. I hope
my colleagues will join me in cele-
brating the city of Derby and all of its
residents and community leaders, as
well as its remarkable place in our Na-
tion’s history.e

————

TRIBUTE TO REVEREND DR. ROY
L. MANNING, SR.

e Mr. PETERS. Mr. President, I rise
today to honor Reverend Dr. Roy L.
Manning, Sr., a devoted spiritual lead-
er, educator, and community advocate
from Saginaw, MI, as he retires after 33
years as pastor of Corinthian Mis-
sionary Baptist Church. For more than
three decades, Reverend Dr. Manning
has shaped the spiritual and academic
lives of generations through his com-
mitment to faith, education, and serv-
ice.

Born in Lamont, MS, Reverend Dr.
Manning’s journey was defined early by
excellence in athletics, scholarship,
and leadership. At Lane College, he
earned NATA All-American honors in
basketball in 1968 and received the J.A.
Cooke Award, the school’s highest ath-
letic honor. His success led to rare dual
selections by both the Dallas Chap-
arrals of the American Basketball As-
sociation and the San Diego Rockets of
the National Basketball Association.

After earning his bachelor of science
from Lane College and a master of arts
from Central Michigan University, he
served 34 years in Saginaw Public
Schools as teacher, coach, attendance
counselor, and vice principal of Central
Middle School. His exceptional influ-
ence on students was recognized when
the school gymnasium was named in
his honor following his retirement
from education.

While shaping young minds, Rev-
erend Dr. Manning also answered the
call to ministry under the late Rev-
erend Dr. James L. Dorsey. Beginning
as assistant pastor of Greater Freewill
Missionary Baptist Church, he later be-
came pastor of Corinthian Missionary
Baptist Church, where he faithfully
served for 33 years. His ministry
reached beyond his congregation
through leadership as past moderator
of the Saginaw Valley Baptist District
Association, past president of the Wol-
verine State Missionary Baptist Con-
vention, and as a certified instructor
for the National Baptist Convention,
USA, Inc.

Reverend Dr. Manning’s community
impact extended far beyond the pulpit.
As past president of the Saginaw Val-
ley District Congress of Christian Edu-
cation and instructor at the Wolverine
State Pastors and Wives Retreat, he
mentored future leaders. For 7 years,
he edited the CMBC Informer quarterly
newsletter without missing an issue,
reflecting his hallmark discipline and
dedication. He also championed civil
rights and social justice as a Silver
Life Member of the NAACP, a member
of Phi Beta Sigma Fraternity, Inc., and
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an active participant in the Concerned
Baptist Pastors of Saginaw.

Throughout his lifetime, Reverend
Dr. Manning has been recognized for
his leadership and dedication to both
education and ministry. In 1979, he re-
ceived the Governor’s Award from the
State of Michigan. In 2007, he was hon-
ored with the Dr. Martin Luther King,
Jr. Leadership Award, connecting his
work to the broader legacy of civil
rights and justice. In 2015, he was
awarded a doctor of humane letters
from the Tennessee School of Religion,
acknowledging his scholarly contribu-
tions to faith and community.

Reverend Dr. Roy L. Manning, Sr.,
exemplifies the power of faith-led lead-
ership. From NAIA All-American ath-
lete to dedicated educator and spiritual
shepherd, his influence continues
through the students he taught, the pa-
rishioners he guided, and the leaders he
inspired. I ask the Senate to join me,
his wife First Lady Beatrice Manning,
their children and grandchildren, and
the Saginaw community in celebrating
his extraordinary career and enduring
legacy.e®

———

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED

At 2:34 p.m., a message from the
House of Representatives, delivered by
Mrs. Cole, one of its reading clerks, an-
nounced that the Speaker has signed
the following enrolled bills:

H.R. 998. An act to amend the Internal
Revenue Code of 1986 to require additional
information on math and clerical error no-
tices.

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

The enrolled bills were subsequently
signed by the President pro tempore
(Mr. GRASSLEY).

————

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES

The following reports of committees
were submitted:

By Mr. CRUZ, from the Committee on
Commerce, Science, and Transportation,
with an amendment in the nature of a sub-
stitute:

S. 2318. A bill to amend the National Insti-
tute of Standards and Technology Act to re-
quire the periodic update to the strategic
plan to guide the Manufacturing USA Pro-
gram to align with the mandatory updates to
the National Strategy for Advanced Manu-
facturing (Rept. No. 119-91).

By Mrs. CAPITO, from the Committee on
Environment and Public Works, without
amendment:

S. 287. A bill to designate the Federal
building located at 225 South Pierre Street
in Pierre, South Dakota, as the ‘‘Marcella
LeBeau Federal Building,” and for other pur-
poses.

S. 2082. A bill to amend the Atomic Energy
Act of 1954 to modify the definition of ‘‘pro-
duction facility’ to exclude an equipment or
device capable of reprocessing spent nuclear
fuel in a manner that does not separate plu-
tonium from other transuranic elements.
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S. 2110. A bill to require the Administrator
of the Environmental Protection Agency to
prepare a report on reuse and refill systems,
and for other purposes.

S. 2235. A bill to amend the Energy Policy
Act of 2005 to reauthorize the diesel emis-
sions reduction program.

S. 2319. A bill to designate the Federal
building located at 300 West Congress Street
in Tucson, Arizona, as the “Raul M. Grijalva
Federal Building”’.

By Mrs. CAPITO, from the Committee on
Environment and Public Works, with an
amendment:

S. 2741. A Dbill to establish within the Envi-
ronmental Protection Agency the Office of
Mountains, Deserts, and Plains, and for
other purposes.

By Mrs. CAPITO, from the Committee on
Environment and Public Works, without
amendment:

S. 2878. A Dbill to reauthorize funding to
monitor, assess, and research the Great
Lakes Basin, and for other purposes.

S. 3022. A bill to amend the Save Our Seas
2.0 Act to reauthorize certain Environmental
Protection Agency programs, and for other
purposes.

————

EXECUTIVE REPORTS OF
COMMITTEE

The following executive reports of
nominations were submitted:

By Mrs. CAPITO for the Committee on En-
vironment and Public Works.

*Jeffrey Hall, of Virginia, to be an Assist-
ant Administrator of the Environmental
Protection Agency.

*Mitch Graves, of Tennessee, to be a Mem-
ber of the Board of Directors of the Ten-
nessee Valley Authority for a term expiring
May 18, 2029.

*Jeff Hagood, of Tennessee, to be a Member
of the Board of Directors of the Tennessee
Valley Authority for a term of expiring May
18, 2029.

*Randall Jones, of Alabama, to be a Mem-
ber of the Board of Directors of the Ten-
nessee Valley Authority for a term expiring
May 18, 2028.

*Arthur Graham, of Florida, to be a Mem-
ber of the Board of Directors of the Ten-
nessee Valley Authority for the remainder of
the term expiring May 18, 2026.

*Ho Nieh, of Alabama, to be a Member of
the Nuclear Regulatory Commission for the
remainder of the term expiring June 30, 2029.

*Douglas Troutman, of Maryland, to be As-
sistant Administrator for Toxic Substances
of the Environmental Protection Agency.

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

———

INTRODUCTION OF BILLS AND
JOINT RESOLUTIONS

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

By Mr. SCOTT of Florida:

S. 3069. A bill to amend the Consumer
Product Safety Act to protect Americans
from harmful CCP products; to the Com-
mittee on Commerce, Science, and Transpor-
tation.

By Ms. ALSOBROOKS (for herself, Mr.
VAN HOLLEN, Ms. WARREN, Mr.
BLUMENTHAL, Mr. WARNER, Ms.
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HIRONO, Mr. WYDEN, Mr. KiM, Mr.
MARKEY, Mr. LUJAN, Mr. MERKLEY,
Mr. KAINE, Mr. SANDERS, Mr. BOOKER,
and Mrs. GILLIBRAND):

S. 3070. A bill to provide Federal student
loan borrower relief for Federal employees;
to the Committee on Health, Education,
Labor, and Pensions.

By Mr. LUJAN (for himself, Ms. KLO-
BUCHAR, Mr. SCHUMER, Ms.
ALSOBROOKS, Ms. BALDWIN, Mr. BEN-
NET, Mr. BLUMENTHAL, Ms. BLUNT
ROCHESTER, Mr. BOOKER, Ms. CANT-
WELL, Mr. COONS, Ms. CORTEZ MASTO,
Ms. DUCKWORTH, Mr. DURBIN, Mr.
FETTERMAN, Mr. GALLEGO, Mrs.
GILLIBRAND, Ms. HASSAN, Mr. HEIN-
RICH, Mr. HICKENLOOPER, Ms. HIRONO,
Mr. KAINE, Mr. KELLY, Mr. KiM, Mr.
KING, Mr. MARKEY, Mr. MERKLEY, Mr.
MURPHY, Mrs. MURRAY, Mr. OSSOFF,
Mr. PADILLA, Mr. PETERS, Mr. REED,
Ms. ROSEN, Mr. SANDERS, Mr. SCHATZ,
Mr. SCHIFF, Mrs. SHAHEEN, Ms.
SLOTKIN, Ms. SMITH, Mr. VAN HOLLEN,
Mr. WARNER, Mr. WARNOCK, Ms. WAR-
REN, Mr. WELCH, Mr. WHITEHOUSE,
and Mr. WYDEN):

S. 3071. A bill to appropriate funds to en-
sure uninterrupted benefits under the supple-
mental nutrition assistance program and the
special supplemental nutrition program for
women, infants, and children; to the Com-
mittee on Appropriations.

By Ms. CORTEZ MASTO (for herself
and Mr. PAUL):

S. 3072. A bill to prohibit the imposition of
additional tariffs on coffee imported from
countries to which the United States has ex-
tended normal trade relations, and for other
purposes; to the Committee on Finance.

By Mr. SCOTT of South Carolina (for
himself, Mr. MULLIN, Ms. MURKOWSKI,
Mr. GRAHAM, Mr. SULLIVAN, Mrs.
HYDE-SMITH, Mr. LANKFORD, Mr.
CRAMER, Mr. MORAN, Mr. ScoTT of
Florida, and Mr. CASSIDY):

S. 3073. A bill making continuing appro-
priations for the United States Capitol Po-
lice with respect to a Government shutdown;
to the Committee on Appropriations.

By Ms. BLUNT ROCHESTER:

S. 3074. A bill to direct the Secretary of
Agriculture to reimburse State agencies for
costs incurred in carrying out the supple-
mental nutrition assistance program during
a lapse in appropriations; to the Committee
on Agriculture, Nutrition, and Forestry.

By Mr. GRAHAM:

S.J. Res. 94. A joint resolution proposing
an amendment to the Constitution of the
United States requiring Members of Congress
to forfeit their compensation during Govern-
ment shutdowns; to the Committee on the
Judiciary.

———

SUBMISSION OF CONCURRENT AND
SENATE RESOLUTIONS

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

By Mr. WICKER (for himself, Mr.
WHITEHOUSE, and Mrs. SHAHEEN):

S. Res. 472. A resolution supporting the
designation of October 30 as the ‘‘Inter-
national Day of Political Prisoners’’; to the
Committee on Foreign Relations.

By Mr. KAINE (for himself, Mr. WAR-
NER, Mr. BENNET, Mr. BOOKER, Mr.
CoOONS, Ms. DUCKWORTH, Mr. DURBIN,
Mr. HEINRICH, Ms. HIRONO, Mr. KIM,
Ms. KLOBUCHAR, Mr. MERKLEY, Mr.
MURPHY, Mrs. MURRAY, Mr. SANDERS,
Mr. SCHATZ, Mr. SCHIFF, Mr. VAN
HOLLEN, Ms. WARREN, Mr. WELCH,
and Mr. WYDEN):



S7828

S. Res. 473. A resolution commemorating
the seventh anniversary of the murder of
Jamal Khashoggi and calling for account-
ability; to the Committee on Foreign Rela-
tions.

By Mrs. BLACKBURN (for herself and
Mr. KAINE):

S. Res. 474. A resolution designating Octo-
ber 2025 as ‘‘National Country Music Month”’;
considered and agreed to.

By Mr. HOEVEN (for himself, Mr. HEIN-
RICH, Ms. BALDWIN, Mr. BARRASSO,
Mr. BENNET, Mr. BOOKER, Mr. B0OOZ-
MAN, Mr. CooONS, Mr. CRAMER, Ms.
DUCKWORTH, Mr. HICKENLOOPER, Mrs.
HYDE-SMITH, Ms. KLOBUCHAR, Mr.
LUJAN, Ms. LuMMIS, Mr. MARSHALL,
Mr. MORAN, Mr. MULLIN, Mr.
RICKETTS, Mr. ROUNDS, Mr. SCOTT of
Florida, Ms. SMITH, Mr. SHEEHY, Mr.
THUNE, Ms. WARREN, and Mr. WHITE-
HOUSE):

S. Res. 475. A resolution designating No-
vember 1, 2025, as ‘‘National Bison Day’’;
considered and agreed to.

ADDITIONAL COSPONSORS

S. 752
At the request of Mr. GRASSLEY, the
name of the Senator from Ohio (Mr.
MORENO) was added as a cosponsor of S.
752, a bill to amend title XIX of the So-
cial Security Act to streamline enroll-
ment under the Medicaid program of
certain providers across State lines.
S. 1173
At the request of Mr. CASSIDY, the
name of the Senator from North Caro-
lina (Mr. BUDD) was added as a cospon-
sor of S. 1173, a bill to amend title
XVIII of the Social Security Act to
clarify and preserve the breadth of the
protections under the Medicare Sec-
ondary Payer Act.
S. 1220
At the request of Mr. MERKLEY, the
name of the Senator from New Mexico
(Mr. LUJAN) was added as a cosponsor
of S. 1220, a bill to amend the Higher
Education Act of 1965 to provide for a
Savings Opportunity and Affordable
Repayment plan as an income contin-
gent repayment plan.
S. 1370
At the request of Mr. HEINRICH, the
name of the Senator from Maryland
(Ms. ALSOBROOKS) was added as a co-
sponsor of S. 1370, a bill to amend title
18, United States Code, to restrict the
possession of certain firearms, and for
other purposes.
S. 1538
At the request of Mr. BLUMENTHAL,
the name of the Senator from Hawaii
(Mr. SCHATZ) 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. 1677
At the request of Ms. BALDWIN, the
name of the Senator from Michigan
(Ms. SLOTKIN) was added as a cosponsor
of S. 1677, a bill to provide health in-
surance benefits for outpatient and in-
patient items and services related to
the diagnosis and treatment of a con-
genital anomaly or birth defect.
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S. 1716
At the request of Mr. CRAMER, the
name of the Senator from West Vir-
ginia (Mrs. CAPITO) was added as a co-
sponsor of S. 1716, a bill to amend title
XXVII of the Public Health Service Act
to improve health care coverage under
vision plans, and for other purposes.
S. 179
At the request of Mr. CORNYN, the
name of the Senator from Alabama
(Mrs. BRITT) was added as a cosponsor
of S. 1795, a bill to modify the program
of grants to support high-quality char-
ter schools.
S. 1802
At the request of Mr. ScoTT of Flor-
ida, the name of the Senator from
Pennsylvania (Mr. MCCORMICK) was
added as a cosponsor of S. 1802, a bill to
amend the Public Health Service Act
to prohibit the National Institutes of
Health from awarding any support for
an activity or program that uses live
animals in research unless the research
occurs in the United States, and for
other purposes.
S. 1866
At the request of Ms. BALDWIN, the
name of the Senator from South Da-
kota (Mr. ROUNDS) was added as a co-
sponsor of S. 1866, a bill to amend the
Public Health Service Act to reauthor-
ize and improve the National Breast
and Cervical Cancer Early Detection
Program for fiscal years 2026 through
2030, and for other purposes.
S. 2663
At the request of Mr. ROUNDS, the
name of the Senator from Alaska (Mr.
SULLIVAN) was added as a cosponsor of
S. 2663, a bill to amend the Bank Hold-
ing Company Act of 1956 to generally
permit holding merchant banking in-
vestments of up to 15 years.
S. 2742
At the request of Mr. LEE, the name
of the Senator from Idaho (Mr. CRAPO)
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. 2858
At the request of Mr. BOOKER, the
names of the Senator from Connecticut
(Mr. BLUMENTHAL) and the Senator
from Louisiana (Mr. KENNEDY) were
added as cosponsors of S. 2858, a bill to
improve research and data collection
on stillbirths, and for other purposes.
S. 2061
At the request of Mr. BANKS, the
name of the Senator from South Caro-
lina (Mr. ScoTT) was added as a cospon-
sor of S. 2961, a bill to direct the United
States Postal Service to designate sin-
gle, unique ZIP Codes for certain com-
munities, and for other purposes.
S. 3024
At the request of Mr. SANDERS, his
name was added as a cosponsor of S.
3024, a bill to appropriate funds to en-
sure uninterrupted benefits under the
supplemental nutrition assistance pro-
gram.
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At the request of Ms. KLOBUCHAR, her
name was added as a cosponsor of S.
3024, supra.

At the request of Mr. LUJAN, his
name was added as a cosponsor of S.
3024, supra.

At the request of Mr. HAWLEY, the
names of the Senator from West Vir-
ginia (Mrs. CAPITO), the Senator from
Arizona (Mr. GALLEGO), the Senator
from New Hampshire (Ms. HASSAN), the
Senator from New Jersey (Mr. BOOKER),
the Senator from New Jersey (Mr.
Kim), the Senator from Nevada (Ms.
CORTEZ MASTO), the Senator from
Washington (Mrs. MURRAY), the Sen-
ator from New York (Mr. SCHUMER),
the Senator from Massachusetts (Ms.
WARREN), the Senator from New Mex-
ico (Mr. HEINRICH), the Senator from
Maine (Mr. KING) and the Senator from
Georgia (Mr. WARNOCK) were added as
cosponsors of S. 3024, supra.

S. 3030

At the request of Mr. SULLIVAN, the
name of the Senator from Arizona (Mr.
GALLEGO) was added as a cosponsor of
S. 3030, a bill making continuing appro-
priations for military pay in the event
of a Government shutdown, and for
other purposes.

S. 3031

At the request of Mr. CRUZ, the name
of the Senator from Arizona (Mr.
GALLEGO) was added as a cosponsor of
S. 3031, a bill making continuing appro-
priations for essential Federal Aviation
Administration and Transportation Se-
curity Administration pay and oper-
ations in the event of a Federal Gov-
ernment shutdown, and for other pur-
poses.

S. 3062

At the request of Mr. HAWLEY, the
name of the Senator from Arizona (Mr.
GALLEGO) was added as a cosponsor of
S. 3062, a bill to require artificial intel-
ligence chatbots to implement age
verification measures and make cer-
tain disclosures, and for other pur-
poses.

S. RES. 374

At the request of Ms. ALSOBROOKS,
the name of the Senator from Georgia
(Mr. OSsSOFF) was added as a cosponsor
of S. Res. 374, a resolution expressing
the sense of the Senate that Secretary
of Health and Human Services Robert
Fitzgerald Kennedy, Jr. does not have
the confidence of the Senate or of the
American people to faithfully carry out
the duties of his office and should be
removed from his position.

S. RES. 470

At the request of Ms. ROSEN, the
name of the Senator from Nevada (Ms.
CORTEZ MASTO) was added as a cospon-
sor of S. Res. 470, a resolution con-
demning any financial compensation
from the Department of Justice to
President Donald Trump tied to pre-
vious Federal investigations into his
unlawful actions.
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SENATE RESOLUTION  472—SUP-
PORTING THE DESIGNATION OF
OCTOBER 30 AS THE “INTER-
NATIONAL DAY OF POLITICAL
PRISONERS”’

Mr. WICKER (for himself, Mr. WHITE-
HOUSE, and Mrs. SHAHEEN) submitted
the following resolution; which was re-
ferred to the Committee on Foreign
Relations:

S. RES. 472

Whereas there are an estimated 1,000,000
political prisoners throughout the world, in-
cluding journalists, academics, political op-
position activists, dissidents, anti-war cam-
paigners, and human rights defenders, who
have been detained, arrested, imprisoned,
convicted, and otherwise punished for polit-
ical motives without connection to any cred-
ible offense;

Whereas authoritarian and repressive re-
gimes around the world, including the Re-
public of Belarus, the People’s Republic of
China, the Republic of Cuba, the Arab Re-
public of Egypt, the Islamic Republic of Iran,
the Republic of the Union of Myanmar, the
Russian Federation, the Republic of Turkey,
and the Bolivarian Republic of Venezuela,
have engaged in systematic imprisonment of
independent voices;

Whereas, in 2024 and 2025, the United
States Government, through bilateral and
multilateral negotiations, secured the re-
lease of several dozen political prisoners
from the Republic of Belarus, the Russian
Federation, and the Bolivarian Republic of
Venezuela;

Whereas, on October 30, 1974, Ukrainian
and Russian prisoners of conscience in the
Soviet Gulag initiated the tradition of mark-
ing an annual ‘“‘Day of Political Prisoners”
in the Union of Soviet Socialist Republics
(referred to in this Preamble as “USSR”’) to
draw public attention to the plight of those
imprisoned for their political or religious be-
liefs and to express solidarity with them; and

Whereas, in subsequent years, the Day of
Political Prisoners, was marked on October
30 by hunger strikes by prisoners inside the
Soviet Gulag and by public demonstrations
of solidarity in cities across the USSR: Now,
therefore, be it

Resolved, That the Senate—

(1) deplores all forms of political repression
and imprisonment;

(2) conveys its unwavering solidarity with
all those who are imprisoned around the
world for peacefully expressing their polit-
ical or religious beliefs;

(3) supports efforts by the United States
Government—

(A) to condemn political imprisonment;

(B) to hold accountable any regime that is
responsible for persecuting and imprisoning
dissenters;

(C) to raise international awareness of po-
litical prisoners; and

(D) to secure the release of such political
prisoners through bilateral and multilateral
negotiations with other countries;

(4) urges the United States Government to
continue such efforts in the future; and

(5) supports the annual designation of Oc-
tober 30 in the United States as the ‘“‘Inter-
national Day of Political Prisoners’’.
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SENATE RESOLUTION 473—COM-
MEMORATING THE SEVENTH AN-
NIVERSARY OF THE MURDER OF
JAMAL KHASHOGGI AND CALL-
ING FOR ACCOUNTABILITY

Mr. KAINE (for himself, Mr. WARNER,
Mr. BENNET, Mr. BOOKER, Mr. COONS,
Ms. DUCKWORTH, Mr. DURBIN, Mr. HEIN-
RICH, Ms. HIRONO, Mr. KiM, Ms. KLO-
BUCHAR, Mr. MERKLEY, Mr. MURPHY,
Mrs. MURRAY, Mr. SANDERS, Mr.
SCHATZ, Mr. SCHIFF, Mr. VAN HOLLEN,
Ms. WARREN, Mr. WELCH, and Mr.
WYDEN) submitted the following reso-
lution; which was referred to the Com-
mittee on Foreign Relations:

S. REs. 473

Whereas Jamal Khashoggi was a Saudi
journalist, author, and a former general
manager and editor-in-chief of Al-Arab News
Channel who fled Saudi Arabia in June 2017
and went into self-imposed exile in Virginia
in the United States;

Whereas, on September 18, 2017, Jamal
Khashoggi published his first article in the
Washington Post, stating, ‘I have left my
home, my family and my job, and I am rais-
ing my voice. To do otherwise would betray
those who languish in prison. I can speak
when so many cannot. I want you to know
that Saudi Arabia has not always been as it
is now. We Saudis deserve better.”’;

Whereas, on October 2, 2018, Jamal
Khashoggi was brutally killed and dis-
membered by agents of the Government of
Saudi Arabia in the consulate of Saudi Ara-
bia in Istanbul, Turkey;

Whereas, in February 2021, the Government
of the United States submitted an unclassi-
fied report to Congress, providing trans-
parency on the killing and announced the
Khashoggi Ban, a measure that allows the
Department of State to impose visa restric-
tions on individuals who ‘‘directly engage in
serious, extraterritorial counter-dissident
activities, including those that suppress,
harass, surveil, threaten, or harm journal-
ists, activists, or other persons perceived to
be dissidents’’;

Whereas the Office of the Director of Na-
tional Intelligence found that the Crown
Prince of Saudi Arabia, Muhammad bin
Salman, approved an operation in Istanbul,
Turkey, to capture or kill Jamal Khashoggi;

Whereas, since the brutal murder of Jamal
Khashoggi, the Government of Saudi Arabia
continues to crack down on free expression
through the use of enforced disappearances,
unjust detentions, threats, intimidation,
executions, and transnational repression;

Whereas Freedom House defines
transnational repression as ‘‘governments
reaching across borders to silence dissent
among diasporas and exiles, including
through assassinations, illegal deportations,
abductions, digital threats, Interpol abuse,
and family intimidation”’;

Whereas, according to Freedom House, the
Governments of Iran, the People’s Republic
of China, Egypt, the Russian Federation,
Rwanda, Saudi Arabia, and other states are
increasingly disregarding the laws of the
United States to threaten, harass, surveil,
stalk, and, in some cases, plot physical harm
to individuals across the United States;

Whereas, according to Freedom House,
governments that perpetrate tactics of
transnational repression regularly reach be-
yond their borders to intimidate journalists
and suppress truthful reporting;

Whereas, since 2014, 26 governments have
carried out 124 incidents of transnational re-
pression against exiled journalists;

Whereas, on June 17, 2025, the leaders of
the GT7 recognized transnational repression
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as a global threat to national security and
democracy;

Whereas citizens of the United States
Areej al-Sadhan, sister of detained humani-
tarian aid worker Abdulrahman al-Sadhan,
and Abdullah Alaoudh of Virginia, son of de-
tained scholar Salman Alodah, have been
subject to intimidation and harassment in
the United States;

Whereas, in August 2022, a former Twitter
employee was found guilty of acting as an
unregistered agent of the Government of
Saudi Arabia, spying on Saudi dissidents and
sharing their private information with Saudi
leadership;

Whereas Saudi officials have continued to
arrest, ban the travel of, and otherwise in-
timidate women and women human rights
defenders, including Loujain Alhathloul,
Manahel and Fouz al-Otaibi, Dr. Lina al-
Sharif, Salma al-Shehab, and Nourah al-
Qahtani;

Whereas Saudi border security systemati-
cally killed hundreds of Ethiopian migrants,
including women and children, crossing the
Saudi-Yemeni border between March 2022
and June 2023, subjecting others to brutal vi-
olence and sexual assault;

Whereas Saudi officials continue to un-
justly imprison and ban individuals from the
United States from travel, including Agziza
Yousef and Saad Almadi;

Whereas Turki al-Jasser, a journalist and
founder of the news blog Al-Mashhad Al-
Saudi, was executed on June 14, 2025, after 7
years of arbitrary imprisonment in Saudi
Arabia;

Whereas Saudi human rights abuses, in-
cluding against individuals of the United
States, place unnecessary strain on the
United States-Saudi Arabia relationship,
which is an essential element of regional sta-
bility; and

Whereas the United States has an impor-
tant strategic relationship with Saudi Ara-
bia, one based on a long history of coopera-
tion on regional security issues and energy
supply: Now, therefore, be it

Resolved, That the Senate—

(1) acknowledges the Government of the
United States has sanctioned 17 Saudi indi-
viduals under the Global Magnitsky Human
Rights Accountability Act (subtitle F of
title XII of Public Law 114-328; 22 U.S.C. 10101
et seq.) for their roles in the murder of
Jamal Khashoggi; and

(2) calls for the Government of Saudi Ara-
bia to—

(A) ensure appropriate accountability for
all individuals responsible for the murder of
Jamal Khashoggi, including the individuals
sanctioned by the United States;

(B) release all individuals wrongfully de-
tained, including Nourah al-Qahtani,
Abdulrahman Alsadhan, Salman Alodah,
Waleed Abu al-Khair, and Sarah and Omar
Aljabri; and

(C) respect the rights of Saudi citizens and
ensure the protection of the freedoms of as-
sembly, association, and the press.

———

SENATE RESOLUTION 474—DESIG-

NATING OCTOBER 2025 AS ‘“NA-
TIONAL COUNTRY MUSIC
MONTH”

Mrs. BLACKBURN (for herself and
Mr. KAINE) submitted the following
resolution; which was considered and
agreed to:

S. RES. 474

Whereas country music, a uniquely Amer-
ican sound, echoes from the backroads of the
United States to the streets of Nashville,
Tennessee;
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Whereas Bristol, straddling the Tennessee
and Virginia State line, is recognized as the
“birthplace of country music’’;

Whereas the Grand Ole Opry, the most fa-
mous stage in country music, has been called
the ‘“home of American music’’;

Whereas the Ryman Auditorium, the origi-
nal home of the Grand Ole Opry, has been de-
scribed as ‘‘the Mother Church of country
music’’;

Whereas country music reminds every
American of the importance of faith, family,
freedom, hope, opportunity, and patriotism;

Whereas country music has influenced nu-
merous other genres of music;

Whereas country music is an incredibly di-
verse genre, appealing to Americans from all
walks of life;

Whereas country music has millions of
fans all across the United States;

Whereas the country music industry con-
tributes billions of dollars in revenue each
year to the economy of the United States;

Whereas the Country Music Association
first celebrated ‘‘National Country Music
Month” in 1964; and

Whereas President Nixon issued a presi-
dential proclamation in 1970 to acknowledge
October as ‘“‘National Country Music
Month’’: Now, therefore, be it

Resolved, That the Senate—

(1) designates October 2025 as ‘‘National
Country Music Month’’;

(2) honors the contributions of country
music to the story and history of the United
States; and

(3) encourages the American people to ob-
serve ‘‘National Country Music Month” with
appropriate ceremonies and activities.

————

SENATE RESOLUTION 475—DESIG-
NATING NOVEMBER 1, 2025, AS
“NATIONAL BISON DAY”

Mr. HOEVEN (for himself, Mr. HEIN-
RICH, Ms. BALDWIN, Mr. BARRASSO, Mr.
BENNET, Mr. BOOKER, Mr. BOOZMAN, Mr.
CooNs, Mr. CRAMER, Ms. DUCKWORTH,
Mr. HICKENLOOPER, Mrs. HYDE-SMITH,
Ms. KLOBUCHAR, Mr. LUJAN, Ms. LuM-
MIS, Mr. MARSHALL, Mr. MORAN, Mr.
MULLIN, Mr. RICKETTS, Mr. ROUNDS,
Mr. ScoTT of Florida, Ms. SMITH, Mr.
SHEEHY, Mr. THUNE, Ms. WARREN, and
Mr. WHITEHOUSE) submitted the fol-
lowing resolution; which was consid-
ered and agreed to:

S. RES. 475

Whereas, on May 9, 2016, the North Amer-
ican bison was adopted as the national mam-
mal of the United States;

Whereas bison are considered a historical
and cultural symbol of the United States;

Whereas bison are integrally linked with
the economic and spiritual lives of many In-
dian Tribes through trade and sacred cere-
monies;

Whereas there are approximately 87 Indian
Tribes participating in the InterTribal Buf-
falo Council, which is a Tribal organization
incorporated pursuant to section 17 of the
Act of June 18, 1934 (commonly known as the
“Indian Reorganization Act’) (48 Stat. 988,
chapter 576; 25 U.S.C. 5124);

Whereas numerous members of Indian
Tribes are involved in bison restoration on
Tribal land;

Whereas members of Indian Tribes have a
combined herd of almost 25,000 bison on more
than 1,000,000 acres of Tribal land in 22
States;

Whereas bison play an important role in
the health of the wildlife, landscapes, and
grasslands of the United States;
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Whereas bison hold significant economic
value for private producers and Tribal and
rural communities;

Whereas, as of 2022, the Department of Ag-
riculture estimates that 192,477 head of bison
were under the stewardship of private pro-
ducers, creating jobs and contributing to the
food security of the United States by pro-
viding a sustainable and healthy meat
source;

Whereas a bison has been depicted on the
official seal of the Department of the Inte-
rior since 1912;

Whereas the Department of the Interior
has launched the Bison Conservation Initia-
tive, a 10-year cooperative initiative to co-
ordinate the conservation and restoration of
wild American bison;

Whereas a bison is portrayed on 2 State
flags;

Whereas the bison has been adopted by 3
States as the official mammal or animal of
those States;

Whereas the buffalo nickel played an im-
portant role in modernizing the currency of
the United States;

Whereas several sports teams and busi-
nesses have the bison as a mascot, which
highlights the iconic and cultural signifi-
cance of bison in the United States;

Whereas Indigenous communities and a
group of ranchers helped save bison from ex-
tinction in the late 1800s by gathering the re-
maining bison of the diminished herds;

Whereas, on December 8, 1905, William
Hornaday, Theodore Roosevelt, and others
formed the American Bison Society in re-
sponse to the near extinction of bison in the
United States;

Whereas, on October 11, 1907, the American
Bison Society sent 15 captive-bred bison
from the New York Zoological Park, now
known as the ‘“‘Bronx Zoo”’, to the first big
game refuge in the United States, now
known as the ‘“Wichita Mountains Wildlife
Refuge’’;

Whereas, in 2005, the American Bison Soci-
ety was reestablished, bringing together
bison ranchers, Native American leaders and
bison herd managers, Federal and State
agencies, conservation organizations, artists,
writers, young people, and natural and social
scientists from the United States, Canada,
and Mexico to create a vision for the North
American bison in the 21st century;

Whereas there are bison herds in national
wildlife refuges, national parks, national for-
ests, and other Federal land;

Whereas there are bison in State-managed
herds across 11 States;

Whereas private, public, and Tribal bison
leaders are working together to continue
bison restoration throughout North Amer-
ica;

Whereas there is a growing effort to cele-
brate and officially recognize the historical,
cultural, and economic significance of the
North American bison to the heritage of the
United States; and

Whereas members of Indian Tribes, bison
producers, conservationists, sportsmen, edu-
cators, and other public and private partners
have celebrated the annual National Bison
Day since 2012 and are committed to con-
tinuing this tradition annually on the first
Saturday of November: Now, therefore, be it

Resolved, That the Senate—

(1) designates November 1, 2025, the first
Saturday of November, as ‘‘National Bison
Day’’; and

(2) encourages the people of the United
States to observe the day with appropriate
ceremonies and activities.

October 29, 2025

AUTHORITY FOR COMMITTEES TO
MEET

Mr. CASSIDY. Mr. President, I have
eight 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 foltowing committees are au-
thorized to meet during today’s session
of the Senate:

COMMITTEE ON AGRICULTURE, NUTRITION, AND
FORESTRY

The Committee on Agriculture, Nu-
trition, and Forestry is authorized to
meet during the session of the Senate
on Wednesday, October 29, 2025, at 3
p.m., to conduct a hearing.

COMMITTEE ON COMMERCE, SCIENCE, AND
TRANSPORTATION

The Committee on Commerce,
Science, and Transportation is author-
ized to meet during the session of the
Senate on Wednesday, October 29, 2025,
at 10 a.m., to conduct a hearing.

COMMITTEE ON ENERGY AND NATURAL
RESOURCES

The Committee on Energy and Nat-
ural Resources is authorized to meet
during the session of the Senate on
Wednesday, October 29, 2025, at 9:30
a.m., to conduct a hearing.

COMMITTEE ON ENVIRONMENT AND PUBLIC

WORKS

The Committee on Environment and
Public Works is authorized to meet
during the session of the Senate on
Wednesday, October 29, 2025, at 10 a.m.,
to conduct a business meeting.

COMMITTEE ON FINANCE

The Committee on Finance is author-
ized to meet during the session of the
Senate on Wednesday, October 29, 2025,
at 10 a.m., to conduct a hearing on
nominations.

COMMITTEE ON HEALTH, EDUCATION, LABOR,

AND PENSIONS

The Committee on Health, Edu-
cation, Labor, and Pensions is author-
ized to meet during the session of the
Senate on Wednesday, October 29, 2025,
at 10 a.m., to conduct a hearing.

COMMITTEE ON INDIAN AFFAIRS

The Committee on Indian Affairs is
authorized to meet during the session
of the Senate on Wednesday, October
29, 2025, at 2 p.m., to conduct a hearing.

COMMITTEE ON VETERANS’ AFFAIRS

The Committee on Veterans’ Affairs
is authorized to meet during the ses-
sion of the Senate on Wednesday, Octo-
ber 29, 2025, at 4 p.m., to conduct a
hearing.

——————

RESOLUTIONS SUBMITTED TODAY

Mr. CASSIDY. Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent that the Senate
now proceed to the en bloc consider-
ation of the following resolutions
which are at the desk: S. Res. 474 and
S. Res. 475.

There being no objection, the Senate
proceeded to consider the resolutions
en bloc.
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Mr. CASSIDY. I ask unanimous con-
sent that the resolutions be agreed to,
the preambles be agreed to, and that
the motions to reconsider be consid-
ered made and laid upon the table, all
en bloc.

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

The resolutions were agreed to.

The preambles were agreed to.

(The resolutions, with their pre-
ambles, are printed in today’s RECORD
under ‘“‘Submitted Resolutions.’’)

———

ORDERS FOR THURSDAY, OCTOBER
30, 2025

Mr. CASSIDY. Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent that when the Sen-
ate completes its business today, it
stand adjourned until 10 a.m. on Thurs-
day, October 30, and that following the
prayer and pledge, the Journal of pro-
ceedings be approved to date, the
morning hour be deemed expired, the
time for the two leaders be reserved for
their use later in the day, and the Sen-
ate be in a period of morning business,
with Senators permitted to speak
therein for up to 10 minutes each, and
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notwithstanding rule XXII, at 11:45
a.m., the Senate execute the order of
October 28 in relation to S.J. Res. 80,
and following disposition of the joint
resolution, the Senate execute the
order of October 22 in relation to S.J.
Res. 88, and that all time be expired
and the Senate vote on the joint reso-
lution; finally, at 1:45 p.m., the Senate
vote on the motion to invoke cloture
on Executive Calendar No. 370, Joshua
D. Dunlap.

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

Mr. CASSIDY. For the information of
my colleagues, Senators should expect
two votes at 11:45 a.m., and one vote at
1:45 p.m.

———

ADJOURNMENT UNTIL 10 A.M.
TOMORROW

Mr. CASSIDY. Mr. President, if there
is no further business to come before
the Senate, I ask that it stand ad-
journed under the previous order.

There being no objection, the Senate,
at 6:40 p.m., adjourned until Thursday,
October 30, 2025, at 10 a.m.

S7831

DISCHARGED NOMINATIONS

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:

ANTHONY D’ESPOSITO, OF NEW YORK, TO BE INSPEC-
TOR GENERAL, DEPARTMENT OF LABOR.

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:

PLATTE MORING, OF SOUTH CAROLINA, TO BE INSPEC-
TOR GENERAL, DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE.

CONFIRMATION
Executive nomination confirmed by
the Senate October 29, 2025:
THE JUDICIARY
EDMUND G. LACOUR, JR., OF ALABAMA, TO BE TO BE

UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE FOR THE NORTHERN
DISTRICT OF ALABAMA.
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