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The PRESIDING OFFICER. On this
vote, the yeas are 57, the nays are 39.
The motion is agreed to.

NOMINATION OF JOHN Ww.
DEGRAVELLES TO BE UNITED
STATES DISTRICT JUDGE FOR
THE MIDDLE DISTRICT OF LOU-
ISIANA

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
clerk will report the nomination.

The bill clerk reported the nomina-
tion of John W. deGravelles, of Lou-
isiana, to be United States District
Judge for the Middle District of Lou-
isiana.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under
the previous order, the time until 12:30
p.m. will be equally divided and con-
trolled in the usual form.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Indiana.

MALAYSIA AIRLINES TRAGEDY

Mr. COATS. Mr. President, I wish to
comment on the tragedy of the civilian
airliner shot out of the sky by a Rus-
sian surface-to-air missile, cutting
short the lives of 298 innocent civilians.
Parents, children and spouses of vic-
tims have expressed deep anguish, and
we all feel their grief.

All of us agree the images we are see-
ing from the crash site are heart-
breaking and sickening. President
Obama, Dutch Prime Minister Mark
Rutte, leaders throughout the world,
and many others have expressed their
outrage at the vicious, uncivilized act
that took place at 33,000 feet over the
country of Ukraine. A few days ago,
British Prime Minister David Cameron
stated firmly:

For too long there has been a reluctance
on the part of too many European countries
to face up to the implications of what is hap-
pening in eastern UKkraine. Elegant
forms of words and fine communiques are no
substitute for real action. The weapons and
fighters being funneled across the border be-
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tween Russia and eastern Ukraine; the sup-
port to the militias; the half-truths, the
bluster, the delays. They have to stop.

As the prime minister acknowledged:
This is a moment when words of con-
demnation and expressions of grief are
simply not enough. This is a moment
when action must follow the outrage
and rhetorical condemnation.

The tragedy of Malaysian Airlines 17
will be a defining event in history. It is
a defining event for Russia, first and
foremost, and for its President, Vladi-
mir Putin. It is no secret that Putin
has imperial ambitions, motivated by
his pathological insecurities, and a
quest to restore lost glory to Mother
Russia. These are dangerous delusions.
If they are not confronted firmly, they
will come to threaten us all.

But it is also a defining event for the
United States and its European allies.
The festering danger in Ukraine is the
result of the civilized world’s faltering
half-steps as a meager, timid and all
too minimal response to Russia’s inva-
sion of a neighbor in violation of sov-
ereign borders. This is an opportunity
for American leadership, in step with
our European allies, to spur the com-
munity of nations to act together and
be a force for good and be a force for
the right change that needs to take
place—not later, but now.

It is a defining event for President
Obama and German Chancellor Angela
Merkel. Today these two leaders, the
two who are most able to influence this
situation, can stand up and dem-
onstrate leadership that will shape his-
tory. So this is a pivotal moment—a
pivotal moment for the United States,
for Germany, for the European Union
and for the world. Given the signifi-
cance of this event in this moment,
what are we to do? I do not have all the
answers. I have been suggesting harsh
sanctions, sanctions that bite, that hit
Russia hard ever since their invasion of
Crimea.

As I have said earlier, what has been
done is far too short of what needs to
be done to punish Russia for the breach
of sovereignty and now this brutal and
terrible tragic result and consequence
of what they are doing in eastern
Ukraine. So first we need to ask the
entire civilized world to join the
United States, our European allies, and
everyone in condemning this out-
rageous act.

Events like this tragedy have no
place in the modern world. This unas-
sailable fact needs to be acknowledged
globally and more than once. It needs
to be acknowledged repeatedly until it
becomes so loud that Putin and the
Russians can hear it in Moscow and in
the Kremlin and see that what has
taken place is the direct result of their
engagement in eastern UKkraine.

Secondly, I think we need to demand
complete cooperation with the ongoing
investigation. Positive steps are begin-
ning to take place far too late, but at
least they are starting to take place.

Our commitment to the rule of law,
rules of evidence, and to the demands
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of justice require that we go through
this investigative process, and we must
insist on the access to do so. We must
demand full, immediate, unhindered
access to the site of the tragedy, in-
cluding all parts of the aircraft, missile
battery, site evidence and, most of all,
proper treatment of the remains of the
many victims. President Putin by him-
self can ensure that success and that
access, and he absolutely must be re-
quired to do so.

Third, we need to demand an imme-
diate Russian stand-down in Ukraine.
Crimes like Malaysia Airlines flight 17
can only happen in such a lawless
wasteland—renegades and desperados
with their fingers on the triggers of the
world’s most advanced weapons. Law-
lessness reigns in eastern Ukraine be-
cause the government of that nation
still does not have sovereign control of
its own territory.

The situation is greatly exacerbated
as a result of President Putin’s out-
rageous territorial aggression. He has
already severed an arm of Ukraine and
threatened an entire country’s disinte-
gration.

Make no mistake, the Russian sepa-
ratists in eastern Ukraine have been
organized, motivated, trained,
equipped, unleashed, guided, and con-
trolled by the forces of the Russian
Federation which are controlled them-
selves—with totalitarian execution—by
none other than President Vladimir
Putin. Now we see a new tragic result
of this aggression, of sponsorship, of
ruthless renegades—a blatant act of
terrorism inflicted on innocent people.
This problem will only get worse unless
we demand that Russian behavior
change and Putin’s aggression stop. It
needs to be a voice that resounds from
every nation, civilized nation, in the
world.

The only solution to the Ukraine
problem is doing what is consistent
with our national law. The demands of
order and civility and the requirements
of justice are what Russia must ac-
knowledge and that the Government of
Ukraine must have sovereign control
over its own territory.

No. 4, the United States and Europe
must, at last, act vigorously and in
unison if we are to succeed in this ef-
fort. Until now, President Obama has
sent largely weak signals to Putin
about the seriousness of Russia’s ac-
tions. Our European partners have been
reluctant to act, some hypnotized by
anxiety about their economic depend-
ency on Russian o0il and gas. Let us
hope that after this horrific act of ter-
ror against 298 innocent passengers on
Malaysia Airlines Flight 17, this view
is changing and changing quickly.

History will see this event as a wa-
tershed moment. Some argue that the
Soviet downing of Korean Airlines
flight 007 in 1983 was an event that ex-
posed the true nature of the Soviet re-
gime and hastened its decay. Simi-
larly, Malaysia Airlines flight 17 re-
veals to any remaining doubters the
nature of Putin and his brutal ambi-
tions and ruthlessness.
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With illusions stripped away, the in-
adequacy of half measures revealed, we
must now act and act together. We can
respond to this tragedy by forming and
forging a new unity. But only the most
robust and concerted actions to impose
economic sanctions on Russia have a
chance to change Putin’s behavior and
end Russian support for the separatist
militants and, to be effective, we and
the Europeans must do this together,
imposing these costs.

We need to target the fragile Russian
economy through sanctions on Russia’s
energy sector and State-backed arms
exporter. While it may take time for
Russia to feel the effects of sanctions
on the energy sector, we can take ac-
tion today that would have an imme-
diate effect.

I have previously introduced legisla-
tion that prohibits all government con-
tracts with Putin’s arms dealers. Tak-
ing steps to meaningfully obstruct this
agency’s work and the revenue it pro-
vides the Russian State is one of the
most effective ways we can condemn
Putin’s aggression. Through these spe-
cific sanctions we can demand that
Putin end his support for the separat-
ists and accept and work toward a sta-
ble Ukraine. If not, I suggest we do
whatever is necessary to bring Russia’s
economy to its knees. We need to see
that stock market plummet. We need
to see confidence and support for any-
thing Russia makes or exports denied
by the civilized nations of the world.
We need to put measures there to pre-
vent their manufacturing and shipment
of arms to people such as Assad in
Syria, to the Iranians, to the groups
that are creating havoc around the
world. Russia’s arms exports are a
major source of their revenue. We need
to stop them.

The decision is in their hands. Fol-
lowing this horrific, brutal, tragic
event, they have the responsibility to
the world’s nations to step up and ad-
dress this issue.

This crisis has reached a point of
high tension, great tragedy, and esca-
lated consequences. These potential
consequences are dangerous for all of
us but, most of all, they are dangerous
for Putin’s Russia.

Russia’s President holds in his hands
the ability to de-escalate this crisis or
to pay a very steep price. We need to
define and implement that steep price
if he doesn’t take this action.

It is Putin’s choice to bring this situ-
ation back from the brink. It is our ob-
ligation, along with our European part-
ners, to make Putin’s choice crystal
clear.

With that, I yield the floor.

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Ms.
HEITKAMP). The Senator from OKkla-
homa.

Mr. INHOFE. What is the general
order?

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The time
between now and 12:30 p.m. is equally
divided, and the Republicans control 5
minutes.

Mr. INHOFE. I ask unanimous con-
sent that I be recognized for 8 minutes.
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without

objection, it is so ordered.
GLOBAL WARMING

Mr. INHOFE. Later this week we are
going to have the EPA Administrator
Gina McCarthy come to our Environ-
ment and Public Works Committee to
testify about the greenhouse gas rule
being developed for existing fleets of
powerplants. We know what the rule is
for the new powerplants; this is for the
existing.

In light of that, it is important to
point out that the Senate has been de-
bating global warming for well over a
decade, actually around 14 years. The
first cap-and-trade bill the Senate de-
bated was when Republicans were in
the majority. I was chairman at that
time of the Environment and Public
Works Committee.

The first bill was the McCain-Lieber-
man bill which would have set CO, lim-
its on all utilities that emit at least
10,000 tons of greenhouse gases per
year. That was defeated October 30,
2003, by a vote of 43 to 55. That was
when I was all alone. Actually, every-
one thought eventually something was
going to pass and they were all afraid
of the issue.

Now times have dramatically
changed. Since that time we have had
other bills come up. In 2005 we had the
same bill by the same authors. It was
defeated even at that time by a wider
range.

Then in 2008 the Lieberman-Warner
bill came up, and it failed also. That
was actually when the Republicans had
lost the majority. So even with the
Democrats as the majority, they were
not able to get it through.

Most recently, we debated the Wax-
man and Markey bill of 2009 which said
emissions to facilities over 25,000 tons a
yvear. That bill passed the House, but it
was never brought to the Senate for a
vote because they knew it would fail.

Each of these bills had one thing in
common: Their cost was enormous. We
found out—and there was testimony
quite some time ago—that if we were
to pass cap-and-trade, the cost would
be in the area of $300 billion to $400 bil-
lion a year.

I do calculations every time I hear a
large number and I go back. In my
State of Oklahoma, I calculate the
number of families who actually file
Federal tax returns and do the math.
That would cost each family in OKkla-
homa about $3,000 a year. We know it
doesn’t make any difference, because
the testimony of the Administrator of
the Environmental Protection Agency,
the EPA, Lisa Jackson, who was ap-
pointed by President Obama, said in re-
sponse to my question on the public
record that even if we were to pass
something it would not have the effect
of reducing CO, emissions worldwide,
because this isn’t where the problem is.
The problem is in China and other
places.

Since this time—and it is not me say-
ing this—Nature magazine, The Econo-
mist, and even the IPCC—the IPCC is
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the United Nations; they are the ones
who started this—they admit for the
past 15 years there has been no in-
crease in global temperatures. Mean-
while, the CO, emissions have in-
creased a lot. So obviously it is not
warming and that is going back into a
normal cycle.

Unfortunately, this hasn’t deterred
the President from making global
warming a key part of domestic policy.
What he could not have accomplished
through legislation he is now doing
through regulations at the EPA, but
the American people don’t want any-
thing to do with this.

I can remember when the polls were
something like the No. 1 or No. 2 issue.
The last Gallup poll, this past week,
had it as No. 14 out of 15 issues. The
Pew Research Center—53 percent of
Americans, when asked about the
cause of global warming, said they
don’t believe there is enough evidence
to blame human anthropogenic gases
or to believe that it is caused by nat-
ural variation.

This problem explains why it is dif-
ficult for Tom Steyer. On the floor I
showed his picture and read the com-
ments he had made. He is raising $100
million to put into campaigns. He has
already put up $50 million and has been
unable to raise anything close to the
next $50 million. So people are not ral-
lying to pour money into this lost
cause.

The international community is
starting to give up too. I was with the
Secretary of Defense of Australia last
night, and he was one of them who was
very strongly in opposition to the cap-
and-trade they adopted in Australia
and they have now, as of 1 month ago,
repealed it. If you look at other coun-
tries, and not only Australia but others
that were believing this at one time,
are dropping off. So the Australian peo-
ple should thank the Prime Minister.

It is my hope we will be able to pro-
tect the American people from the
senseless global warming policies in
the United States.

Tomorrow we are going to have a
committee hearing, and the momen-
tum has actually gone from the other
side.

I yield the floor and I suggest the ab-
sence of a quorum.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
clerk will call the roll.

The legislative clerk proceeded to
call the roll.

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

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

THE ECONOMY

Mr. THUNE. Madam President, here
we are—another day in the Senate—
facing another political gimmick. That
is the way things seem to work in the
Democratic Senate, and that is what is
happening again this week.

Yesterday Democrats introduced
their latest designed-to-fail bill, the
Bring Jobs Home Act. It is a bill they
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know is not going to pass. The reason
I say the bill is designed to fail is be-
cause it has already failed. It has been
voted on here before in the previous
Congress, but that is not stopping the
Democrats.

The Bring Jobs Home Act would sup-
posedly encourage American compa-
nies to bring jobs back home to the
United States and to discourage com-
panies from sending jobs overseas. But
the bill completely ignores the real
problem and the reason American com-
panies are sending jobs overseas: Amer-
ica’s broken Tax Code and our sky-high
tax rate on business. America has one
of the highest corporate tax rates in
the developed world and many compa-
nies simply can’t afford to pay it and
stay profitable.

If Democrats were truly serious
about solving the problem of American
jobs going overseas, they would be sit-
ting down with Republicans to hammer
out reform of our Tax Code. We should
be substantially lowering overall tax
rates to allow American businesses to
keep jobs here at home while remain-
ing competitive in the global market-
place. Instead of serious reform, how-
ever, Democrats have chosen to take
up a bill that would do nothing to ad-
dress the real problem we are dealing
with. Democrats are not bringing up
this bill in the hopes of actually fixing
problems. They are bringing it up in
hopes of winning a few votes in the No-
vember election. This is not a secret.

When Democrats first brought this
bill up 2 years ago ahead of the 2012
election, Reuters described it as an ex-
ample of Members of Congress ‘‘offer-
ing up measures they know will not
pass but can be used to fire up their re-
spective supporters in the run-up to
November’s elections.” That was from
2 years ago, the last time this was
brought up. That has been the Demo-
crats’ preferred method of operating in
the Senate.

Back in March the New York Times
reported that Democrats planned to
spend the spring and summer on mes-
saging votes ‘“‘timed to coincide with
campaign-style trips by President
Obama.” Again, that is from the New
York Times earlier this year.

The ‘‘Democrats concede,” the Times
continued, ‘‘that making new laws is
not really the point.” ‘‘Rather, they
are trying to force Republicans to vote
against them.” That is also a quote
which was in the New York Times
story a few months ago. Making new
laws is not really the point. What we
are talking about here is not fixing
problems; it is just creating political
opportunities.

So 5% years of Democratic policies
have left American families hurting.
Unemployment, which the President’s
advisers predicted would fall below 6
percent in 2012, is still above 6 percent
2 years later. Almost 10 million Ameri-
cans are unemployed, and 3.1 million
have been unemployed for 6 months or
longer. Those numbers would be even
worse if so many Americans had not
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given up on finding work and dropped
out of the labor force all together.

Our current labor force participation
rate is at lows we have not seen since
the 1970s during the Presidency of
Jimmy Carter. In fact, if the labor par-
ticipation rate were today what it was
when the President took office, the un-
employment rate would not be a little
over 6 percent, it would be 10.2 percent.
That is how many people have entirely
quit looking for work.

Household income has plummeted by
more than $3,300 on the President’s
watch. At the same time, prices have
risen. Food prices have increased. The
price of gas has nearly doubled, college
costs continue to soar, and family
health insurance premiums have sky-
rocketed by almost $3,000, despite the
President’s promise they would fall.
And what do you get when you combine
high prices, fewer opportunities for em-
ployment and advancement and re-
duced income? You get a lot of strug-
gling middle-class families.

Instead of spending this year taking
up serious legislation to help those
families, Democrats—by their own ad-
mission—have spent this year on polit-
ical show votes they hope will win
them a few votes in the November elec-
tion.

Last week the Congressional Budget
Office issued its yearly long-term budg-
et outlet. The news on that front was
grim. The Congressional Budget Office
recorded that as early as 2039, under its
baseline scenario, the Nation could see
public debt reach 106 percent of GDP,
which would be a level of debt seen
only once before in our Nation’s his-
tory.

By 2039, under an alternative fiscal
scenario, the debt-to-GDP ratio could
rise to more than 180 percent of GDP.
By comparison, Greece’s current debt-
to-GDP ratio is 175 percent. In other
words, our economy could go the way
of Greece’s in just a few short years if
nothing is done.

We have to take up significant budg-
et reform and reduce the size of govern-
ment. We need to look for ways we can
make government work more effec-
tively and more efficiently by reform-
ing programs that need to be reformed.
Chipping away around the edges is not
going to get the job done. It is not
going to cut it.

Even before the President came into
office, our national debt presented a se-
rious and pressing problem. But over
the last 5% years of the current admin-
istration, the problem has gotten expo-
nentially worse. If you look at our
total debt—which includes the public
and intergovernmental debt—when
President Obama came into office, our
national debt was $10.6 trillion. Today,
just 5% years later, our national total
debt stands at $17.6 trillion. That is a
66-percent increase on the President’s
watch. That is horrifying. Yet Presi-
dent Obama and his party continue to
act as if our country is not hurdling to-
ward a fiscal crisis.

Among the President’s many fiscally
irresponsible policies, ObamacCare
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stands out as one of the worst offend-
ers. Former Congressional Budget Of-
fice Director Douglas Holtz-Eakin has
estimated that the President’s health
care law will increase the deficit by
hundreds of billions of dollars in its
first 10 years alone and by more than
$1.5 trillion over the next 10 years.

Politico reports that the Congres-
sional Budget Office attributes the
coming growth of the debt to—among
other things—‘‘rising health care
costs” and ‘‘the expansion of subsidies
offered through ObamaCare.”” So much
for the President’s claim that the
health care law would be ‘‘the largest
deficit reduction plan in over a dec-
ade.”” But that is par for the course for
the Affordable Care Act.

The President also promised that the
law would reduce Americans’ health in-
surance premiums by $2,500. Instead, as
I mentioned, they have already risen
by almost $3,000, and they are still
going up.

I have a few headlines from this past
week that I will read into the RECORD.
Yesterday’s Kaiser Health News re-
ported: ‘“‘Florida’s Biggest Health In-
surer Signals Rate Hikes Ahead.”

The Nebraska Radio Network had an
expert who said: ‘‘Nebraskans’ pre-
miums may bounce 30 percent under
ObamaCare.”

Last Wednesday, the Nashville Busi-
ness Journal reported, ‘‘Here come
higher premiums: Tennessee’s insur-
ance providers request rate increases.”

Last Tuesday, the Associated Press
reported: ‘‘Delawareans Could Face
Higher Rates Under ACA.”

The New Orleans Times-Picayune re-
ported: ‘‘Some insurance carriers look-
ing for double-digit increases for Af-
fordable Care Act policies.”

Those are just a few of the most re-
cent headlines from newspapers around
this country last week. I could go on
about the health care law’s broken
promises. I could also talk about the
fact that the President promised that
Americans would be able to keep their
doctors and hospitals, but Americans
are now finding the new health plans
exclude doctors and hospitals they
have literally been using for years or
the fact that the health care bill was
supposed to give more Americans ac-
cess to health care but that many
Americans are struggling to find doc-
tors who will take their ObamaCare in-
surance.

One doctor reporting on her patient’s
experience with the ObamaCare plan
said: ‘““We are running into problems
with coverage in the same way we were
when they were uninsured.’”” Let me re-
peat that. This is from a doctor talking
about one of her patient’s experiences
with the ObamacCare plan: ‘“We are run-
ning into problems with coverage in
the same way we were when they were
uninsured.” If that doesn’t sum up the
law’s failure, I don’t know what does.

Then there was the President’s prom-
ise that shopping for health care on the
exchange would be like buying a TV on
Amazon or a plane ticket on Kayak. As
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Americans quickly found out or are
still finding out almost 10 months
later, shopping on the exchanges is a
lot more like the world’s most night-
marish experience with the DMV.

ObamaCare is failing Americans, and
so is the Obama economy. Instead of
focusing on making things better,
Democrats are focused on trying to get
reelected in November.

Republicans have solutions to the
challenges facing the American peo-
ple—solutions such as approving the
Keystone Pipeline and the tens of thou-
sands of jobs it would support; repeal-
ing the ObamaCare 30-hour workweek
provision, which is slashing employees’
hours and wages; stopping the job-kill-
ing national energy tax which will
eliminate hundreds of thousands of
jobs and drive up Americans’ energy
bills; enacting trade promotion author-
ity to open new markets to American
farmers, workers, and businesses; re-
pealing the medical device tax which is
costing American jobs and increasing
the cost of health care; and passing
real health care reform—the kind that
will lower costs, increase choice, and
put Americans back in charge of their
health care. If Democrats were serious
about helping American families, they
would be working with us on these pri-
orities instead of tying up the Senate
with partisan legislation, and they
would be taking up the 40 House-passed
jobs bills currently gathering dust on
the majority leader’s desk.

Every day the Senate spends on de-
signed-to-fail bills, designed-to-fail leg-
islation—bills we know aren’t going
anywhere—is a day the Senate is not
spending on bills to provide real relief
to the American people.

It is high time for Democrats to stop
wasting time on partisan legislation
and start working with Republicans on
real reform. Middle-class, middle-in-
come families around this country
have been squeezed for long enough.
The American people have been wait-
ing long enough. There are 40 House-
passed jobs bills waiting for action here
in the Senate. Instead, we are spending
week after week of the Senate’s time
voting on bills designed to fail and de-
signed to do nothing more than score
political points heading into an elec-
tion. That is wrong on so many levels.
Most of all, it is wrong for the Amer-
ican people, and it has to change.

I yield the floor.

———

RECESS

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

Thereupon, the Senate, at 12:34 p.m.,
recessed until 2:15 p.m. and reassem-
bled when called to order by the Pre-
siding Officer (Ms. BALDWIN).
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NOMINATION OF ANDRE BIROTTE,
JR., TO BE UNITED STATES DIS-
TRICT JUDGE FOR THE CENTRAL
DISTRICT OF CALIFORNIA—Con-
tinued

The PRESIDING OFFICER. There is
now 2 minutes equally divided prior to
a vote on the Birotte nomination.

If no one yields time, time will be
equally charged to both sides.

Mrs. FEINSTEIN. Madam President,
I urge my colleagues to support the
nomination of André Birotte to be a
U.S. district judge for the Central Dis-
trict of California.

I recommended Mr. Birotte to serve
as U.S. attorney for this district in
2009. I have been very impressed by his
performance in that role since his
unanimous confirmation by the Senate
in 2010. I believe he will be an out-
standing district judge.

Mr. Birotte received his law degree
from Pepperdine in 1991 and his bach-
elor’s from Tufts in 1987. He then
served as a deputy public defender for
the Los Angeles County Public Defend-
er’s office. He later spent 4 years as an
assistant U.S. attorney in the Central
District of California, where he pros-
ecuted violent crime, fraud, and nar-
cotics cases.

In 1999, he spent a year in private
practice before moving to the Los An-
geles Police Commission, where he
served as assistant inspector general
and later as inspector general until he
became TU.S. attorney. As inspector
general, Birotte built a strong reputa-
tion for fairness and earned the respect
of all sides, including in the law en-
forcement community. In 2009, then-
LAPD Chief Bill Bratton—who is deep-
ly respected on both sides of the aisle
in this body—wrote to me to express
his ‘‘strongest endorsement and sup-
port” for Birotte. As Chief Bratton
said: ‘““In the approximately six years
that I have known André, our working
relationship has been one of trans-
parency, cooperation, trust, and re-
spect.”

In 2009, as I said, I recommended him
to the President for appointment as
U.S. attorney. He earned high marks
from my bipartisan advisory com-
mittee and an outpouring of support
from a broad spectrum of respected in-
dividuals in the Los Angeles commu-
nity. The Senate soon confirmed him
unanimously and he has served in his
current position with distinction ever
since.

When I introduced Mr. Birotte to my
colleagues on the Judiciary Com-
mittee, I went through the impressive
work the U.S. attorney’s office has
done under his leadership in a number
of areas. I will not go into each of
those cases today, except to note that
they cover very important areas of
Federal law enforcement, including:
national security, gangs and organized

crime, sex crimes and human traf-
ficking, public corruption, and civil
rights.

Since his nomination was approved
by the Judiciary Committee by voice
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vote, the U.S. attorney’s office has con-
tinued its impressive track record of
enforcing the law. In one case, a Los
Angeles doctor who ran medical clinics
pleaded guilty to illegally prescribing
addictive painkillers and laundering
the cash payments, which amounted to
hundreds of thousands of dollars.

Last month, the owner and employ-
ees of a Los Angeles-area immigration
consulting firm were arrested after
being indicted for filing fraudulent
green card applications. The office’s
press release states that the defendants
quoted fees for their services, but then
more than tripled those fees and ‘‘al-
legedly threatened to contact authori-
ties and have the aliens deported’’ after
‘““‘several of the foreign nationals
sought refunds.”

Just 2 weeks ago, Mr. Birotte’s office
announced that two men from Long
Beach, CA pleaded guilty to ‘‘con-
spiracy charges arising from a sex traf-
ficking scheme that exploited adult
women for prostitution.” Bill Lewis,
assistant director in charge of the FBI
Los Angeles field office, stated: “In
this case, the defendants defrauded vic-
tims and forced them to work as sex
slaves under threat to themselves and
their families.”” The office’s press re-
lease states that both men now face up
to life imprisonment.

Let me conclude by saying that
throughout his career André Birotte
has built a reputation for fairness and
for a profound commitment to the rule
of law. He has earned the deep respect
of people on all sides of difficult issues.
In fact, Birotte is supported not only
by State and Federal law enforcement,
but also by the Central District’s Fed-
eral Public Defender, Sean Kennedy.
Kennedy told my selection committee
that Birotte has ‘‘incredible judgment”
and would make a ‘“‘wonderful federal
judge.” It says something very special
about the chief Federal prosecutor for
the second-largest district in the Na-
tion when the chief Federal Public De-
fender for the district has such high
praise.

This is a nominee I am proud to have
recommended, and that the Senate
should be proud to confirm.

Mr. GRASSLEY. Madam President, I
yield back our time.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, all time is yielded back.

The question is, Will the Senate ad-
vise and consent to the nomination of
Andre Birotte, Jr., of California, to be
United States District Judge for the
Central District of California?

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

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there a
sufficient second?

There appears to be a sufficient sec-
ond.

The clerk will call the roll.

The legislative clerk called the roll.

The result was announced—yeas 100,
nays 0, as follows:
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