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do $1.5 trillion in tax cuts. Seventy per-
cent of it went to the richest people in 
the country. Yet they don’t want to do 
tax cuts for children that elicit these 
stories. 

I don’t recall, getting on my website, 
stories saying: You know, thank you, 
Senator BROWN—even though I voted 
against it—thank you for that big tax 
cut back in 2017. I could buy another 
yacht, thank you. Or I get to go to Eu-
rope again, thank you. 

We don’t hear those stories. Here are 
the stories you hear about these chil-
dren who need that tax cut. 

So you will remember when they all 
lined up outside of our colleague Sen-
ator MCCONNELL’s office. You will re-
member that tax cut. They promised it 
would trickle down to everyone else 
and then it would create all this pros-
perity. Well, we know it didn’t happen. 
They kept the money for themselves— 
no shock there. Corporations turned 
around and spent that money on— 
shocking—stock buybacks for their ex-
ecutives. They ended up, always, in the 
pockets of their executives. 

Now, this year, without a single vote 
from Republicans in Congress, who 
passed tax cuts for everyone else, a 
pretty simple contrast: tax cuts for bil-
lionaires and corporations—thank you 
very much—as they line up down the 
hall, or do you want tax cuts for work-
ing families? 

Every single month, we show parents 
and workers, every single month these 
checks are coming: $300 per child if 
your child is from newborn to 5, $250 a 
month if your child is from 6 to 17. 
Every single month, we show we are on 
your side. We are putting more of your 
own money back into your pockets. 

I know the Presiding Officer joins in 
this. We will not stop fighting to make 
sure parents’ hard work pays off. We 
will not stop. We will deliver on this. 

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. GRASSLEY. Mr. President, I ask 

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the quorum call be rescinded. 

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

The Senator from Iowa. 
f 

RENEWABLE FUEL STANDARD 

Mr. GRASSLEY. Mr. President, 
many bills get introduced in the Sen-
ate and don’t seem to go anyplace. The 
reason is that they are meant to be 
simply messaging documents, making 
a statement, telling people what you 
believe, not necessarily with the mo-
tive of passing a piece of legislation. 

Now, I usually do not care to com-
ment on these bills. It is simply not 
worth the time. But when I see the 
combination of false information 
spread in messaging bills that could 
negatively impact my State, I must set 
the record straight, and that is why I 
am here. 

Several colleagues just introduced a 
bill to repeal the renewable fuel stand-
ard. I have been a proud advocate for 
renewable energy. Iowa is the leader in 
both wind and renewable fuels. When it 
comes to the renewable fuel standard, 
it is hard to argue that there has ever 
been a more successful clean-fuel pol-
icy implemented across the world. Be-
tween 2008 and 2020, the use of biofuels 
under the renewable fuel standard re-
sulted in a savings of 980 million met-
ric tons of carbon dioxide. That is the 
equivalent of removing over 200 million 
cars from the road for 1 year. The re-
newable fuel standard makes gasoline 
more affordable. It generates good-pay-
ing jobs. It reduces oil imports and re-
duces our country’s greenhouse gas 
emissions. 

The messaging coming from the bill 
rehashes the same talking points about 
ethanol that Big Oil has trotted out for 
the past decades. So, once again, Big 
Oil raises its ugly head. 

Of course, Big Oil’s talking points 
have been completely debunked by the 
latest science and even our nonpartisan 
research from the Congressional Budg-
et Office. And Congress depends a great 
deal upon the research done by the 
Congressional Budget Office, a non-
partisan group of professional people 
that study things a long time before 
they release their information. 

Now, my pro-oil colleagues say that 
the renewable fuel standard causes food 
and feed prices to rise. However, in 
2014, the CBO looked at this issue and 
the impact on food prices if the renew-
able fuel standard was fully repealed. 
The Congressional Budget Office con-
cluded that American food prices would 
be just one-quarter of 1 percent higher 
if the renewable fuel standard was kept 
in place versus a total repeal. Out of a 
$100 grocery bill, the impact is no more 
than a quarter. But when you consider 
that there is a savings of $5 every time 
you fill up your gas tank due to the re-
newable fuel standard, consumers save 
money overall with the renewable fuel 
standard in place. 

My colleagues who introduced this 
messaging legislation also claimed, 
falsely, that corn ethanol achieves lit-
tle to no reduction in greenhouse 
gases. Now, this must be the most ri-
diculous assertion made against eth-
anol. I would like to invite my col-
leagues to visit Iowa to see how far 
ethanol has come in reducing emis-
sions. 

The most recent research from Har-
vard shows that corn ethanol green-
house gas emissions are 46 percent 
lower than gasoline. Research by the 
U.S. Department of Agriculture found 
the reduction in CO2 could reach 71 per-
cent by next year if farmers follow best 
practices. 

At a time when the Nation is work-
ing to reduce fossil fuel consumption 
and protect our environment, why 
would my colleagues introduce a bill 
that would increase our dependence 
upon foreign oil and, at the same time, 
increase greenhouse gas emissions? 

And some of these people on this bill 
have the most pure environmental 
record in the U.S. Senate. 

Renewable fuels like ethanol have a 
40-year track record of making fuel 
more affordable and vehicles more effi-
cient. To limit this consumer choice at 
the pump is completely irresponsible. 
Attempts to limit consumer choice, 
which are driven by big oil interests, 
must be defeated. 

The United States should continue to 
build on the progress of the renewable 
fuel standard and bring policy to the 
table that reduces greenhouse gas 
emissions and brings jobs to rural 
America. 

Let me end with a history of the RFS 
because this legislation is a story of 
irony if you consider how we got to the 
renewable fuel standard in the first 
place. You see, Big Oil wanted it. Why 
did they want it? Well, a lot of States 
where they had smog had what we call 
the oxygenate requirement. It was re-
quired in the Clean Air Acts that Con-
gress has passed over the decades. In 
order to meet that standard, Big Oil 
would add what they call MTBE, a 
product made out of petroleum that 
they added to their gasoline to meet 
the oxygenate standards, to reduce 
smog. 

After a long period of time, people re-
alized that the MTBE was poisoning 
groundwater in California—maybe 
other places as well, but I remember 
mostly the conflict being in Cali-
fornia—and they were being sued. So 
by 2005, Big Oil decided they didn’t 
want to be sued, and what could they 
do to get out of it? Well, the RFS was 
the answer. 

I was chairman of the Finance Com-
mittee at the time. They came to us 
with the ideas of the RFS, and it fit 
into a lot of things that we from agri-
cultural interests were trying to ac-
complish as well. So the renewable fuel 
standard was written in cooperation 
with Big Oil—the first time in three 
decades that Big Oil had any interest 
in working with ethanol industry. 
Then, what, after 3 or 4 years of work-
ing with us, they have been attacking 
the RFS since then. 

This piece of legislation I am speak-
ing about today is just one more exam-
ple of Big Oil trying to attack ethanol. 
And I gave all the facts about ethanol 
being good for the consumer, good for 
the environment, and good for less reli-
ance on foreign countries for our en-
ergy sources. In fact, everything about 
ethanol is good, good, good. 

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

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

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

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

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

EXECUTIVE CALENDAR 

Mr. SCHUMER. Mr. President, I 
move to proceed to executive session to 
consider Calendar No. 122. 

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

The motion was agreed to. 
The clerk will report the nomination. 
The senior assistant legislative clerk 

read the nomination of Todd Sunhwae 
Kim, of the District of Columbia, to be 
an Assistant Attorney General. 

CLOTURE MOTION 
Mr. SCHUMER. Mr. President, I send 

a cloture motion to the desk. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The clo-

ture motion having been presented 
under rule XXII, the Chair directs the 
clerk to read the motion. 

The senior assistant legislative clerk 
read as follows: 

CLOTURE MOTION 
We, the undersigned Senators, in accord-

ance with the provisions of rule XXII of the 
Standing Rules of the Senate, do hereby 
move to bring to a close debate on the nomi-
nation of Executive Calendar No. 122, Todd 
Sunhwae Kim, of the District of Columbia, 
to be an Assistant Attorney General. 

Charles E. Schumer, Richard J. Durbin, 
Tina Smith, Margaret Wood Hassan, 
Catherine Cortez Masto, Jeff Merkley, 
Patty Murray, Tammy Baldwin, Debbie 
Stabenow, Gary C. Peters, Angus S. 
King, Jr., Sheldon Whitehouse, Robert 
P. Casey, Jr., Christopher Murphy, Ben 
Ray Luján, Jack Reed, Chris Van Hol-
len. 

Mr. SCHUMER. Finally, I ask unani-
mous consent that the mandatory 
quorum call for the cloture motion 
filed today, July 22, be waived. 

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

f 

LEGISLATIVE SESSION 

Mr. SCHUMER. I move to proceed to 
legislative session. 

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

The motion was agreed to. 
Mr. SCHUMER. I suggest the absence 

of a quorum. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 

clerk will call the roll. 
The legislative clerk proceeded to 

call the roll. 
Mr. PAUL. Mr. President, I ask unan-

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

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

Mr. PAUL. I suggest the absence of a 
quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will call the roll. 

The legislative clerk proceeded to 
call the roll. 

Mr. PAUL. Mr. President, I ask unan-
imous consent that the order for the 
quorum call be rescinded. 

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

Mr. PAUL. Mr. President, I ask unan-
imous consent that we go ahead with 
the previously arranged vote. 

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

f 

CONCLUSION OF MORNING 
BUSINESS 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Morning 
business is closed. 

f 

EXECUTIVE SESSION 

EXECUTIVE CALENDAR 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under 
the previous order, the Senate will pro-
ceed to executive session and resume 
consideration of the following nomina-
tion, which the clerk will report. 

The legislative clerk read the nomi-
nation of Jill Hruby, of New Mexico, to 
be Under Secretary for Nuclear Secu-
rity, Department of Energy. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under 
the previous order, the question is, Will 
the Senate advise and consent to the 
Hruby nomination? 

Ms. BALDWIN. 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. THUNE. The following Senators 

are necessarily absent: the Senator 
from North Carolina (Mr. BURR), the 
Senator from Montana (Mr. DAINES), 
the Senator from Wisconsin (Mr. JOHN-
SON), the Senator from Kansas (Mr. 
MORAN), and the Senator from Florida 
(Mr. RUBIO). 

The result was announced—yeas 79, 
nays 16, as follows: 

[Rollcall Vote No. 277 Ex.] 

YEAS—79 

Baldwin 
Barrasso 
Bennet 
Blumenthal 
Blunt 
Booker 
Brown 
Cantwell 
Capito 
Cardin 
Carper 
Casey 
Collins 
Coons 
Cornyn 
Cortez Masto 
Cramer 
Crapo 
Duckworth 
Durbin 
Ernst 
Feinstein 
Fischer 
Gillibrand 
Graham 
Grassley 
Hassan 

Heinrich 
Hickenlooper 
Hirono 
Hoeven 
Hyde-Smith 
Inhofe 
Kaine 
Kelly 
King 
Klobuchar 
Leahy 
Lee 
Luján 
Lummis 
Manchin 
Markey 
McConnell 
Menendez 
Merkley 
Murkowski 
Murphy 
Murray 
Ossoff 
Padilla 
Peters 
Portman 
Reed 

Risch 
Romney 
Rosen 
Rounds 
Sanders 
Sasse 
Schatz 
Schumer 
Scott (SC) 
Shaheen 
Sinema 
Smith 
Stabenow 
Tester 
Thune 
Tillis 
Toomey 
Van Hollen 
Warner 
Warnock 
Warren 
Whitehouse 
Wicker 
Wyden 
Young 

NAYS—16 

Blackburn 
Boozman 
Braun 
Cassidy 
Cotton 
Cruz 

Hagerty 
Hawley 
Kennedy 
Lankford 
Marshall 
Paul 

Scott (FL) 
Shelby 
Sullivan 
Tuberville 

NOT VOTING—5 

Burr 
Daines 

Johnson 
Moran 

Rubio 

The nomination was confirmed. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. 

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

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Utah. 

f 

COMMEMORATING THE PAST SUC-
CESS OF THE UNITED STATES 
OLYMPIC AND PARALYMPIC 
TEAMS AND SUPPORTING THE 
UNITED STATES OLYMPIC AND 
PARALYMPIC TEAMS IN THE 2020 
OLYMPIC GAMES AND 
PARALYMPIC GAMES 

Mr. ROMNEY. As if in legislative ses-
sion, I ask unanimous consent that the 
Senate proceed to the consideration of 
S. Res. 314, submitted earlier today. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will report the resolution by 
title. 

The senior assistant bill clerk read as 
follows: 

A resolution (S. Res. 314) commemorating 
the past success of the United States Olym-
pic and Paralympic Teams and supporting 
the United States Olympic and Paralympic 
Teams in the 2020 Olympic Games and 
Paralympic Games. 

There being no objection, the Senate 
proceeded to consider the resolution. 

Mr. ROMNEY. I ask unanimous con-
sent that the resolution be agreed to, 
the preamble be agreed to, and that the 
motions to reconsider be considered 
made and laid upon the table with no 
intervening action or debate. 

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

The resolution (S. Res. 314) was 
agreed to. 

The preamble was agreed to. 
(The resolution, with its preamble, is 

printed in today’s RECORD under ‘‘Sub-
mitted Resolutions.’’) 

Mr. ROMNEY. Mr. President, I rise 
today to introduce a resolution with 
Senators BENNET, HAGERTY, KLO-
BUCHAR, and COONS to honor the 2020 
Olympic Games that officially start to-
morrow. 

More than 600 of our finest athletes 
have traveled to Tokyo to represent 
the United States. These athletes 
trained their entire lives to compete 
this month on the world’s biggest 
stage. They have shed blood, sweat, 
and tears and have sacrificed countless 
hours, many while working separate 
full-time jobs and raising families of 
their own. 

Of course, no one thought the 2020 
Olympics would be starting tomorrow. 
COVID–19 did not just delay the Games 
for a year, it also meant hundreds of 
qualifying events around the world had 
to be canceled and relocated. 

We recognize the dedication of the 
athletes and coaches of the U.S. Olym-
pic and Paralympic teams, as well as 

VerDate Sep 11 2014 01:28 Jul 23, 2021 Jkt 019060 PO 00000 Frm 00012 Fmt 0624 Sfmt 0634 E:\CR\FM\G22JY6.016 S22JYPT1S
S

pe
nc

er
 o

n 
D

S
K

12
6Q

N
23

P
R

O
D

 w
ith

 S
E

N
A

T
E


		Superintendent of Documents
	2025-10-08T08:09:17-0400
	Government Publishing Office, Washington, DC 20401
	U.S. Government Publishing Office
	Government Publishing Office attests that this document has not been altered since it was disseminated by Government Publishing Office




