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agreement on an omnibus appropria-
tions bill and a package of emergency
Federal aid to provide the country re-
lief from the continuing impact from
the COVID-19 pandemic.

Yesterday, House and Senate leader-
ship worked well into the night. We re-
sumed first thing this morning. While
many, if not all, of the difficult topics
are behind us, a few final issues must
be hammered out. We are very close to
an agreement, but the details really
matter. When it comes to unemploy-
ment benefits, stimulus checks, aid to
small businesses, and so much else, we
have a responsibility to get this right.
People’s lives depend upon it.

I would note that had the Republican
majority joined in negotiations any-
time in the last 6 months, as we had re-
quested, we would not be in the unfor-
tunate position of negotiating against
the government funding deadline.
Leader MCCONNELL kept calling for a
pause, and here we are. I also note that
we would have a much larger bill that
met crucial needs of so many Ameri-
cans if Republicans had not been so in-
transigent.

But we are all eager to conclude our
work and deliver the relief that the
American people have been waiting for.
Everyone wants to see this get done,
and soon. It is not an easy feat or proc-
ess. We are talking about providing re-
lief to a country that is hurting from
coast to coast; a country with tens of
millions of unemployed workers and
more slipping into poverty every day; a
country with businesses of all sizes and
varieties struggling in different ways
and more in danger of closing for good
every week; a country that just yester-
day suffered the worst day of the entire
pandemic—the most cases, the most
hospitalizations, the most deaths, more
than 3,600 American lives.

Already, we know that the size of
this emergency relief bill would be the
largest stimulus in the history of our
country if not for the other COVID re-
lief bill, the CARES bill, which I nego-
tiated with Secretary Mnuchin and we
passed earlier this year.

Let me say that again. We are put-
ting the final touches on what would be
the largest stimulus in the history of
the country with the exception of the
CARES Act—larger even than ARRA,
the stimulus bill Congress passed in
the wake of the financial crisis in 2009.

None of the remaining hurdles can-
not be overcome. Everyone is com-
mitted to achieving a result, and we
will not leave until we get the job
done.

I yield the floor.

VOTE ON ATCHLEY NOMINATION

The PRESIDING OFFICER.
postcloture time has expired.

The question is, Will the Senate ad-
vise and consent to the Atchley nomi-
nation?

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

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there a
sufficient second?

There appears to be a sufficient sec-
ond.

All
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The clerk will call the roll.

The legislative clerk called the roll.

Mr. THUNE. The following Senators
are necessarily absent: the Senator
from Wyoming (Mr. ENZI), the Senator
from Nebraska (Mrs. FISCHER), the Sen-
ator from Georgia (Mrs. LOEFFLER),
and the Senator from Georgia (Mr.
PERDUE).

Mr. DURBIN. I announce that the
Senator from California (Ms. HARRIS) is
necessarily absent.

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr.
GARDNER). Are there any other Sen-
ators in the Chamber desiring to vote?

The result was announced—yeas 54,
nays 41, as follows:

[Rollcall Vote No. 272 Ex.]

YEAS—bH4
Alexander Graham Risch
Barrasso Grassley Roberts
Blackburn Hawley Romney
Blunt Hoeven Rounds
Boozman Hyde-Smith Rubio
Braun Inhofe Sasse
Burr Johnson Scott (FL)
Capito Jones Scott (SC)
Cassidy Kelly Shelby
Collins Kennedy Sinema
Cornyn Lankford Sullivan
Cotton Lee Tester
Cramer Manchin Thune
Crapo McConnell Tillis
Cruz Moran Toomey
Daines Murkowski Whitehouse
Ernst Paul Wicker
Gardner Portman Young
NAYS—41

Baldwin Gillibrand Reed
Bennet Hassan Rosen
Blumenthal Heinrich Sanders
Booker Hirono Schatz
Brown Kaine Schumer
Cantwell King Shaheen
Cardin Klobuchar Smith
Carper Leahy
Casey Markey E&abenow

all
Coons Menendez Van Hollen
Cortez Masto Merkley
Duckworth Murphy Warner
Durbin Murray Warren
Feinstein Peters Wyden

NOT VOTING—5

Enzi Harris Perdue
Fischer Loeffler

The nomination was confirmed.

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

The Senator from North Dakota.

Mr. CRAMER. Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent that the manda-
tory quorum call be waived.

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

——————

CLOTURE MOTION

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

The legislative clerk read as follows:

CLOTURE MOTION

We, the undersigned Senators, in accord-
ance with the provisions of rule XXII of the
Standing Rules of the Senate, do hereby
move to bring to a close debate on the nomi-
nation of Zachary N. Somers, of the District
of Columbia, to be a Judge of the United
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States Court of Federal Claims for a term of
fifteen years.

Mitch McConnell, James E. Risch, Mike
Crapo, Roy Blunt, Shelley Moore Cap-
ito, Tom Cotton, John Cornyn, Chuck
Grassley, Thom Tillis, Richard Burr,
Pat Roberts, Cory Gardner, Lindsey
Graham, Todd Young, Marco Rubio,
John Boozman, John Barrasso.

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

The question is, Is it the sense of the
Senate that debate on the nomination
of Zachary N. Somers, of the District
of Columbia, to be a Judge of the
United States Court of Federal Claims
for a term of fifteen years, shall be
brought to a close?

The yeas and nays are mandatory
under the rule.

The clerk will call the roll.

The legislative clerk called the roll.

Mr. THUNE. The following Senators
are necessarily absent: the Senator
from Wyoming (Mr. ENZI), the Senator
from Nebraska (Mrs. FISCHER), the Sen-
ator from Georgia (Mrs. LOEFFLER),
and the Senator from Georgia (Mr.
PERDUE).

Mr. DURBIN. I announce that the
Senator from California (Ms. HARRIS)
and the Senator from Alabama (Mr.
JONES) are necessarily absent.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Are there
any other Senators in the Chamber de-
siring to vote or change their vote?

The yeas and nays resulted—yeas 52,
nays 42, as follows:

[Rollcall Vote No. 273 Ex.]

YEAS—52

Alexander Graham Romney
Barrasso Grassley Rounds
Blackburn Hawley Rubio
Blunt Hoeven Sasse
Boozman Hyde-Smith Scott (FL)
Braun Inhofe Scott (SC)
Bur? Johnson Shelby
Capito Kelly Sinema
Cassidy Kennedy Sullivan
Collins Lankford

Tester
Cornyn Lee
Cotton McConnell T?lu'ne
Cramer Moran Tillis
Crapo Murkowski Toomey
Cruz Paul Whitehouse
Daines Portman Wicker
Ernst Risch Young
Gardner Roberts

NAYS—42
Baldwin Gillibrand Peters
Bennet Hassan Reed
Blumenthal Heinrich Rosen
Booker Hirono Sanders
Brown Kaine Schatz
Cantwell King Schumer
Cardin Klobuchar Shaheen
Carper Leahy Smith
Casey Manchin Stabenow
Coons Markey Udall
Cortez Masto Menendez Van Hollen
Duckworth Merkley Warner
Durbin Murphy Warren
Feinstein Murray Wyden
NOT VOTING—6

Enzi Harris Loeffler
Fischer Jones Perdue

The PRESIDING OFFICER. On this
vote, the yeas are 52, the nays are 42.
The motion is agreed to.

—————
EXECUTIVE CALENDAR

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
clerk will report the nomination.
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The bill clerk read the nomination of
Zachary N. Somers, of the District of
Columbia, to be a Judge of the United
States Court of Federal Claims for a
term of fifteen years.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Iowa.

(The remarks of Mr. GRASSLEY per-
taining to the introduction of S. 5045
are printed in today’s RECORD under
“Statements on Introduced Bills and
Joint Resolutions.”’)

Mr. GRASSLEY. I yield the floor.

I suggest the absence of a quorum.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
clerk will call the roll.

The legislative clerk proceeded to
call the roll.

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

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

CHINA

Mrs. BLACKBURN. Mr. President, I
have to tell you, when I am back home,
I am struck by one of the things I am
hearing in Tennessee, and it is this odd
mix of optimism and also of concern.

And Tennesseans are very concerned
that we are not going to pass another
round of COVID relief in time to help
save their businesses and in time to
help people who lost their job through
no fault of their own. And, on the other
hand, they are excited about the fact
that we finally have vaccines that are
going through the process, that are
getting to communities, and there are
vaccinations taking place. And I have
thought, you know, this is really an in-
teresting mix of emotions, especially
with Christmas right around the cor-
ner.

And Sunday, after I had visited with
some folks, I thought, you know, this,
I think, is where people are going to be
for a while. Some are very optimistic.
Some are incredibly worried. But there
is one thing that is a constant—and I
have really watched this grow over the
last several months. It is the confusion
and the anger that is directed at the
Chinese Communist Party. And, quite
frankly, this is something that I fully
believe has reached a boiling point
with Tennesseans and with the Amer-
ican public.

Tennesseans were familiar with the
tense relationship between China and
the United States well before they
found themselves in the middle of this
pandemic. Here is a good example. At
this point, most everyone is familiar
with China’s notorious disregard for in-
tellectual property rights, but when I
first started working on this issue in
the House with songwriters back in
Tennessee—and it was in the early
2000s—we felt like we were fighting
that battle all alone. We had to fight
with Chinese officials and eventually
were able to establish some initial roy-
alty rates payable to U.S. copyright
owners whose sound recordings are
broadcast in China. That was a solid
win, but the fact that we had to fight
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so hard for something so simple really
was frustrating, and people in Ten-
nessee have not forgotten that frustra-
tion.

Before this year, they were painfully
familiar with the Chinese Govern-
ment’s abysmal human rights record.
That initial footage of massive protests
in Hong Kong had resurrected memo-
ries of Tiananmen Square and re-
minded everyone that the Chinese Gov-
ernment still uses political violence,
speech suppression, and torture to si-
lence dissent.

The people I talked to had read about
diplomatic tensions and trade deals,
and they could sense that in spite of all
those optimistic perspectives on the
nightly news, our biggest rival in Asia
had become our adversary.

So they weren’t at all shocked when
news reports started rolling in that the
Chinese Communist Party officials in
Hebei Province and Beijing had done
nothing—not one thing—to stop the
spread of the novel coronavirus.

Since then, Tennesseans and, indeed,
most Americans have received a valu-
able education, courtesy of Xi Jinping
and the Chinese Communist Party. We
learned that the Chinese Government’s
failure to sound the alarm wasn’t an
anomaly. It was intentional. Neither
was there strong-arming of the World
Health Organization or the incarcer-
ation and torture of doctors and jour-
nalists who defied gag orders to blast
out warnings to anyone who would lis-
ten. They tried to tell us this was
reaching a pandemic, and they were
punished.

And as they look around at the eco-
nomic ruin in their communities, as
small businesses are shuttered and
independent music venues are boarded
up for the long haul, all those puzzle
pieces are falling into place, and, quite
frankly, they are justifiably upset. I
would venture to say many of them are
absolutely furious with what the Chi-
nese Government has done.

By now, we understand this is what
the Chinese Communist Party does as a
government, as an all-powerful polit-
ical organization, and as a group of
rabid ideologues from whom acts of
genocide flow as easily as the propa-
ganda posted to their many official
Twitter accounts. This is all a part of
their quest for global dominance, and
their success depends on gaining com-
plete control over speech, thought, re-
sources, and their relationships with
other nations.

This is the Chinese Communist Par-
ty’s master plan.

When Xi Jinping took power in 2012,
there were a lot of optimistic pundits
out there who thought that he would
embrace transparency and liberal eco-
nomic policies, but oh my goodness,
have they ever been wrong. In fact, he
styled himself in the image of Mao,
creating a personality cult that
equates attacks on Xi with challenges
to the legitimacy of party rule. It is all
about him.

Anyone who has opened a history
book knows this doesn’t bode well for
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diplomatic efforts to rebalance power.
This isn’t my political opinion; this is
the reality that diplomats, members of
the defense community, and policy ex-
perts accept as a matter of fact. The
Senate Armed Services Committee ac-
cepted this reality when we drafted the
bipartisan 2021 NDAA. This year’s bill
contains the most substantial action
we have ever taken to counter Chinese
aggression and great power competi-
tion. It establishes the Pacific Deter-
rence Initiative, which will help the
military enhance defense capabilities
in the region and reaffirms our com-
mitments to Taiwan, India, Vietnam,
Japan, and other allies and partners
geographically near China.

We drafted numerous provisions to
keep U.S. intellectual property, tech-
nology, and data out of Beijing’s grasp
by limiting funding for universities
that host Confucius Institutes and re-
stricting defense industrial base em-
ployees from working for Chinese-
owned companies. Why did we do this?
Because we have learned that not only
is this part of China’s propaganda, this
is where they are embedding their
spies.

In 2021, we will take major steps to
secure our supply chain and invest in
American innovation to maintain our
technological advantage. We paid par-
ticular attention to accelerating the
development of 5G networks that are
needed by our troops in the field and,
to complement that expansion, enhanc-
ing our Nation’s cyber security strat-
egy.

The Chinese Communist Party isn’t
just playing politics on Twitter; their
tactics pose a very real threat to our
Nation’s security and that of our allies
and our partners.

I have spoken at length about how
badly we need to unravel our relation-
ship with China. I have examined prob-
lems related to our medical supply
chains, security issues in the building
blocks of popular technology, and
sourcing for rare earth elements. Re-
claiming these critical resources will
take time and investment, but it can
be done, and I will continue to fight for
this as we move into the next Congress.
But I want to consider just for a mo-
ment a few examples of this entangle-
ment that hit particularly close to
home and really give a sense of how
much private companies and organiza-
tions compromise just to maintain ac-
cess to the Chinese marketplace.

Earlier this year, the PR profes-
sionals at the NBA worked some seri-
ous overtime after an investigative re-
port published by ESPN showed that
the Chinese Communist Party-affili-
ated coaches at the league’s training
facilities in Xinjiang were abusing
players. That is correct—abusing play-
ers. Initial reports of this abuse were
ignored by NBA officials.

Keep in mind that these training fa-
cilities existed in the same region as
those concentration camps used to im-
prison the Uighur Muslims and others
guilty of thought crimes against the
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