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These heinous attacks are part of a
growing storm of anti-Semitism that
has made Jewish Americans fearful to
worship and walk the streets in their
own communities. They come in the
wake of the deadly rampage at the ko-
sher market in Jersey City that left
four innocent people dead, including a
police detective, and of course they
come in the wake of the deadliest anti-
Semitic attack in our Nation’s history:
the massacre of 11 Jews at the Tree of
Life synagogue in Pittsburgh by a
White supremacist.

According to the FBI, our country
suffered a 37-percent increase in anti-
Semitic crimes between 2014 and 2018.
According to the New York Police De-
partment, the city suffered a 26-percent
increase in anti-Semitic crimes in the
past year alone. That increase is
alarming enough. So is the fact that
most hate crimes reported in New York
are crimes against Jews. While some of
the increase is due to better reporting,
much of it is not.

Jewish Americans bear witness to
this harsh reality. Anti-Semitism is an
ancient hatred, and today it appears in
new disguises. It festers on internet
message boards and social media. It
festers in so-called Washington think
tanks like the Quincy Institute, an iso-
lationist, blame-America-first money
pit for so-called ‘‘scholars’” who have
written that American foreign policy
could be fixed if only it were rid of the
malign influence of Jewish money. It
festers even on elite college campuses,
which incubate the radical boycott, di-
vestment, and sanctions movement—a
movement to wage economic warfare
against the Jewish State. These forms
of anti-Semitism may be less bloody
than street crime in New York, but
they channel the same ancient hatred,
the same conspiratorial and obsessive
focus on the Jewish people.

Anti-Semitic attacks are a symptom
of a larger breakdown of public order in
our major cities caused by politicians
who are letting dangerous criminals
roam our streets.

While Jews were being attacked in
New York City, a law went into effect
eliminating pretrial detention and bail
for most crimes, including serious
crimes like stalking, arson, robbery,
and even manslaughter and negligent
homicide. This law was a gift to crimi-
nals just in time for the holidays. In
some cases, it came with an actual gift.
New York City’s criminal justice sys-
tem gives goodies like taxpayer-funded
movie tickets to criminal suspects just
for showing up to court—movie tickets
for criminals. I wish I were joking, but
the joke is on the law-abiding citizens
of this Nation.

These soft-on-crime politicians are
doing their best to make crime pay in
New York. Releasing criminals is the
logical next step for the criminal-leni-
ency movement.

Thanks to the new bail law, an esti-
mated 3,800 criminal suspects were re-
leased from New York jails before New
Year’s Day. Many of those suspects
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were arrested for new offenses within
hours—within hours—of their release.

Case in point: On the sixth day of Ha-
nukkah, December 27, Tiffany Harris
was arrested for attacking three Jew-
ish women in Crown Heights. She
shouted ‘“F-you Jews’” as she slapped
them in a rage. Despite the violent na-
ture of her crime, Harris was amaz-
ingly released without bail the very
next day, December 28, the seventh day
of Hanukkah. On the eighth day of Ha-
nukkah, Harris was arrested yet again
for assault. She was released for a sec-
ond time the day after that and is in
custody now only because she was ar-
rested for now a third time for failing
to comply with a court order.

I can only imagine how demoralizing
it must be for New York’s police offi-
cers to arrest a violent criminal, only
to risk their safety arresting them the
next day for harming somebody else
and the next day and the next day. How
terrifying it must be for the witnesses
of those crimes to contemplate giving
evidence while the criminals they wit-
nessed stalk the streets the very next
day. And how enraging it must be for
New York’s Jews to suffer constant
anti-Semitic attacks and know that
the perpetrators will slide through a
revolving door from the lockup back
into their communities to spread more
of their virulent, anti-Semitic hatred.

Soft-on-crime politicians claim that
cash bail and strong policing punish
the poor, but is there a worse punish-
ment for poor communities than flood-
ing them with dangerous criminals,
making them unlivable for many law-
abiding Americans who call those
neighborhoods home? Guess what.
Those dangerous criminals aren’t going
back to live in fancy penthouses in the
Upper East Side. They aren’t living be-
hind gated communities in Bethesda
and Arlington. They are living in the
very communities that most need po-
licing. That is why the consequences of
criminal leniency never fall on the rich
elites who praise it the most. Instead,
the consequences fall on the less fortu-
nate and on the brave officers who are
duty-bound to uphold the law, even as
they receive less and less support from
the political class.

The real solution to disorder in our
cities is the same as it always has
been: more and better policing. New
York’s finest and police officers all
across the country have broken crime
waves in the past using steely resolve
and superior force. They can do it
again, if only we give them the freedom
and support they need.

Thankfully, most Americans know
whose side we are on in the fight
against crime. We stand with cops, not
criminals. We stand for the Jewish peo-
ple against the ancient hatred that
stalks them even to this day.

America liberated Nazi death camps
in World War II, and we have served as
a haven for persecuted Jews for longer
than that. We must not allow the big-
otry so common in Europe and the
Middle East to spread here to our free
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shores. We must not allow our city
streets to be plunged into the lawless-
ness of the not so distant past.

IRAN

Madam President, I want to com-
mend our brave troopers and our intel-
ligence officers and the President for
the daring strike last week on Qasem
Soleimani. Qasem Soleimani had the
blood of thousands of Americans on his
hands, and he was plotting to kill more
Americans just like his terrorist prox-
ies had killed in Iraq on December 27.
He even was picked up, when he landed
at Baghdad International Airport, by a
terrorist culpable for the bombing of
our Embassy in Kuwait in 1983.

You would think that everyone
would celebrate the death of a terrorist
monster, but, no, you would be wrong.
You would be wrong. Our Democratic
friends have been criticizing and com-
plaining ever since Qasem Soleimani
died Thursday night.

Two particularly surprising com-
plaints I have heard are that the Demo-
crats weren’t notified in advance and
that Qasem Soleimani’s plot wasn’t im-
minent. Let’s think about those criti-
cisms.

The Speaker of the House and the mi-
nority leader weren’t notified in ad-
vance of a target of opportunity
against a terrorist mastermind. I am
sorry, but what did you expect? Is the
President or Secretary of Defense or
Chairman of the Joint Chiefs of Staff
supposed to call hours in advance when
they don’t even know if the target will
show up where our intelligence ex-
pects?

Were they supposed to call when the
missile was in the air? Give me a
break. Give me a break.

I will share what the majority leader
told us yesterday about the raid on
Osama bin Laden. Do you think he got
notified in advance? No. Did he expect
to be notified in advance? No. He said
the Secretary of Defense called him
after the strike to give him a brief
summary of what had happened, and
the majority leader, in 2011, simply
said: ‘‘Congratulations.” He put out a
public statement to the exact same ef-
fect. Where is that sense of patriotism
and pride from the Speaker of the
House and from the minority leader
today with the elimination of Qasem
Soleimani?

Second, this critique that, well,
Qasem Soleimani wasn’t plotting an
imminent attack—I mean, we are talk-
ing about how many terrorists can
dance on the head of a pin here. Qasem
Soleimani had been killing Americans
for 30 years. He was flying around the
Middle East to meet with his terrorist
proxies in Syria and Lebanon and Iraq
to plan how to kill more Americans.

We just had a briefing downstairs
with the Director of the CIA and the
Secretary of State and the Secretary of
Defense and the Chairman of the Joint
Chiefs of Staff in which they said: Yes,
the plot was imminent. Intelligence is
never ironclad, though. It can rarely
say a strike is going to happen at this
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time on this day at this target. That is
apparently the standard the Democrats
want to hold the President to—not
weeks, not even days, not even a period
of days against a hard target that pre-
sented an opportunity, as Qasem
Soleimani did last Thursday night.

Let me say this: Imminence is ulti-
mately a question of judgment that has
to be made by the people we have elect-
ed to make those decisions for our
country. It is not a question of intel-
ligence. Our intelligence officers have
great skills and capabilities. They can
tell us the best intelligence they have
that suggests the timing of such at-
tacks. But it is ultimately the people’s
elected representatives who make
those judgments.

I will just submit that if you are a
soldier sitting in Iraq with Qasem
Soleimani flying around trying to de-
cide when to kill you, the question of
imminence probably looks a lot dif-
ferent than if you are a comfortable
Senator sitting behind guarded doors
with armed security details protecting
your every movement.

I will simply say yet again that
Qasem Soleimani got exactly what he
deserved. All those Americans he killed
and their families also got what they
deserved: justice. America and the
world are a safer place because Qasem
Soleimani is no longer a part of this
world.

I yield the floor.

I suggest the absence of a quorum.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
clerk will call the roll.

The senior assistant legislative clerk
proceeded to call the roll.

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

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

Mr. KAINE. 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.

Under the ©previous order,
postcloture time has expired.

The question is, Will the Senate ad-
vise and consent to the Solomson nom-
ination?

The yeas and nays were previously
ordered.

The clerk will call the roll.

The legislative clerk called the roll.

Mr. THUNE. The following Senators
are necessarily absent: the Senator
from Tennessee (Mr. ALEXANDER) and
the Senator from Georgia (Mr.
PERDUE).

Further, if present and voting, the
Senator from Tennessee (Mr. ALEX-
ANDER) would have voted ‘‘yea.”

Mr. DURBIN. I announce that the
Senator from Massachusetts (Ms. WAR-
REN) is necessarily absent.

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr.
CRAMER). Are there any other Senators
in the Chamber desiring to vote or
change their vote?

The result was announced—yeas 89,
nays 8, as follows:

all
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[Rollcall Vote No. 6 Ex.]

YEAS—89
Baldwin Fischer Peters
Barrasso Gardner Portman
Bennet Graham Reed
Blackburn Grassley Risch
Blumenthal Hassan Roberts
Blunt Hawley Romney
Boozman Hginrich Rosen
Braun Hirono Rounds
grown gozversl i Rubio
urr yde-Smi

Cantwell Inhofe gasse

X chatz
Capito Johnson Scott (FL)
Cardin Jones Scott (SC)
Carper Kaine Shaheen
Casey Kennedy
Cassidy King Shelby
Collins Lankford Sinema
Coons Leahy Smith
Cornyn Lee Stapenow
Cortez Masto Loeffler Sullivan
Cotton Manchin Tester
Cramer McConnell Thune
Crapo McSally Tillis
Cruz Menendez Toomey
Daines Merkley Udall
Duckworth Moran Van Hollen
Durbin Murkowski Warner
Enzi Murphy Whitehouse
Ernst Murray Wicker
Feinstein Paul Young

NAYS—8
Booker Klobuchar Schumer
Gillibrand Markey Wyden
Harris Sanders
NOT VOTING—3

Alexander Perdue Warren

The nomination was confirmed.

———

EXECUTIVE CALENDAR

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
clerk will report the next nomination.

The bill clerk read the nomination of
Eleni Maria Roumel, of Maryland, 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 Oklahoma.

Mr. LANKFORD. Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent that the remaining
votes in this series be 10 minutes in
length.

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

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

Ms. BALDWIN. 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.

The clerk will call the roll for this 10-
minute vote.

The bill clerk called the roll.

Mr. THUNE. The following Senators
are necessarily absent: the Senator
from Tennessee (Mr. ALEXANDER) and
the Senator from Georgia (Mr.
PERDUE).

Further, if present and voting, the
Senator from Tennessee (Mr. ALEX-
ANDER) would have voted ‘‘yea.”

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

The result was announced—yeas 51,
nays 47, as follows:
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[Rollcall Vote No. 7 Ex.]

YEAS—51
Barrasso Fischer Paul
Blackburn Gardner Portman
Blunt Graham Risch
Boozman Grassley Roberts
Braun Hawley Romney
Burr Hoeven Rounds
Capito Hyde-Smith Rubio
Cassidy Inhofe Sasse
Collins Johnson Scott (FL)
Cornyn Kennedy Scott (SC)
Cotton Lankford Shelby
Cramer Lee Sullivan
Crapo Loeffler Thune
Cruz McConnell Tillis
Daines McSally Toomey
Enzi Moran Wicker
Ernst Murkowski Young
NAYS—47
Baldwin Hassan Rosen
Bennet Heinrich Sanders
Blumenthal Hirono Schatz
Booker Jones Schumer
Brown Kaine Shaheen
Cantwell King Sinema
gardm Elo]i)luchar Smith
arper eahy

Casey Manchin '?tabenow

ester
Coons Markey Udall
Cortez Masto Menendez
Duckworth Merkley Van Hollen
Durbin Murphy Warner
Feinstein Murray Warren
Gillibrand Peters Whitehouse
Harris Reed Wyden

NOT VOTING—2

Alexander Perdue

The nomination was confirmed.

———
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
question is, Will the Senate advise and
consent to the nomination of Michael
George DeSombre, of Illinois, to be
Ambassador Extraordinary and Pleni-
potentiary of the United States of
America to the Kingdom of Thailand?

Mr. DAINES. 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.

The clerk will call the roll.

The senior assistant legislative clerk
called the roll.

Mr. THUNE. The following Senators
are necessarily absent: the Senator
from Tennessee (Mr. ALEXANDER) and
the Senator from Georgia (Mr.
PERDUE).

Further, if present and voting, the
Senator from Tennessee (Mr. ALEX-
ANDER) would have voted ‘“‘yea.”’

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

The result was announced—yeas 91,
nays 7, as follows:

[Rollcall Vote No. 8 Ex.]

YEAS—91
Baldwin Capito Crapo
Barrasso Cardin Cruz
Bennet Carper Daines
Blackburn Casey Duckworth
Blumenthal Cassidy Durbin
Blunt Collins Enzi
Boozman Coons Ernst
Braun Cornyn Feinstein
Brown Cortez Masto Fischer
Burr Cotton Gardner
Cantwell Cramer Graham
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