February 24, 2021

hold hearings, receive evidence, and report
to the full Committee on all matters referred
to it. Subcommittee chairmen, after con-
sultation with Ranking Minority Members of
the subcommittees, shall set dates for hear-
ings and meetings of their respective sub-
committees after consultation with the
Chairman and other subcommittee chairmen
with a view toward avoiding simultaneous
scheduling of full Committee and sub-
committee meetings or hearings whenever
possible.

———

NOMINATION OF JENNIFER
GRANHOLM

Mrs. FEINSTEIN. Mr. President, I
rise today in support of Governor Jen-
nifer Granholm’s nomination to be Sec-
retary of the Department of Energy.

I can think of no one better than
Governor Granholm to lead the Depart-
ment of Energy during this critical and
transformative period for our country.

Governor Granholm has the experi-
ence to lead and oversee the 13,500 em-
ployees at the Energy Department. She
served as the Governor of Michigan
from 2003 to 2011 and as Michigan’s at-
torney general from 1998 to 2002.

During her tenure as Governor, she
led Michigan through the tumultuous
years of the 2008 financial crisis and
the resulting bailout of the auto indus-
try. She shepherded over a billion dol-
lars in Federal funding to her State to
manufacture electric vehicles and bat-
teries. She diversified Michigan’s en-
ergy portfolio and signed into law the
State’s first renewable energy stand-
ard.

I won’t hold against the Governor the
fact that she is a graduate of UC
Berkeley—I am sure a Stanford Car-
dinal and a Golden Bear can still find
some common ground and I am sure it
will help that she will bring the inno-
vative spirit of California along with
her to her new role as Secretary.

Following her tenure as Governor,
Jennifer became a faculty member at
the UC Berkeley Goldman School of
Public Policy. She has spent her ca-
reer, both inside and outside of public
office, as a steadfast advocate for clean
energy. I have no doubt she will bring
the same passion if confirmed as Sec-
retary.

With this appointment, Governor
Granholm has gained the opportunity
to understand our unique national lab
system, which is a critical aspect of
the Department of Energy. She was a
project scientist at Lawrence Berkeley
National Lab, and I look forward to her
getting to know our 16 other National
Labs. From basic science to nuclear
safety, these are gems of the Energy
Department.

Finally, I would be remiss if I did not
mention the trailblazing nature of the
Governor’s career. She was Michigan’s
first female attorney general; Michi-
gan’s first female Governor; and, if
confirmed, will be only the second
woman to lead the Energy Department
since its formation in 1977. She has
been and will continue to be a role
model for young women across this
country.
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The Governor does not have an easy
task ahead of her, but I have full con-
fidence that she is up to the challenge.
As chair of the Appropriations Sub-
committee on Energy and Water, I look
forward to working with her closely
over the coming years to fund clean en-

ergy programs, confront climate
change, and fulfill the energy and
water infrastructure needs of Cali-
fornia and our country.
———
NOMINATION OF JENNIFER
GRANHOLM

Mr. VAN HOLLEN. Mr. President,
now is the time to take substantive ac-
tion to transition to renewable re-
sources, combat climate change, and
build a brighter future for Americans.
To help manage that transition, Presi-
dent Biden has nominated Jennifer
Granholm to be the Secretary of En-
ergy.

As the first female Governor and first
female attorney general in Michigan
history, Granholm oversaw the State’s
response to the great recession and
worked closely with the Obama admin-
istration to save the Nation’s auto in-
dustry and 1 million jobs. Granholm
embraced innovative ideas to electrify
the auto industry, stimulate State-
wide job growth, and build the State’s
clean energy sector. She founded the
American Jobs Project to promote
technological advancements and clean
energy policies to spark job creation
and continues to push for clean energy
policy nationwide.

Additionally, Granholm backed tax
credits and incentives for wind and
solar and signed legislation requiring
Michigan to get 10 percent of its energy
from renewable sources. She is emi-
nently qualified to spearhead research
and development and set policies to
reach President Biden’s stated goal of
getting to a 100-percent carbon pollu-
tion-free power sector by 2035.

Granholm received bipartisan sup-
port from the Senate Energy and Nat-
ural Resources Committee, and we
should follow their lead. She knows
that clean energy is the key to cre-
ating millions of good jobs and miti-
gating climate change and is dedicated
to advancing our Nation’s nuclear se-
curity. For these reasons, I support
Jennifer Granholm’s nomination for
Secretary of Energy.

———
DARFUR

Mr. MENENDEZ. Mr. President, I
rise today to express my concern about
increasing insecurity in the Darfur re-
gion of Sudan and to call for imme-
diate action to prevent further violence
and protect civilians.

As many of my colleagues will recall,
in 2003 the regime of toppled Sudanese
dictator Omar al-Bashir began a vi-
cious and deadly campaign against his
own citizens in the Darfur region. Mil-
lions were driven from their homes,
and hundreds of thousands killed and
sometimes raped by militia armed and
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supported by the government. In 2004
Congress and the State Department
stood united in determining that what
was taking place in Darfur was, in fact,
genocide. Three years after that deter-
mination, the United Nations-African
Union Hybrid Operation in Darfur,
UNAMID, was established.

UNAMID has not been perfect. How-
ever, despite numerous obstacles the
Government of Sudan put in place
under al-Bashir to obstruct the mis-
sion’s ability to carry out its mandate
to protect civilians, UNAMID has pro-
vided critical support for the people of
Darfur. UNAMID policewomen have
served as trusted confidants for Darfuri
women to report sexual and domestic
violence, and UNAMID soldiers have
provided a protective presence, deter-
ring violence against civilians in areas
where they have been deployed. Over-
all, the presence of international forces
has reinforced some sense of security
and stability for the hundreds of thou-
sands of people in Darfur who remain
displaced, so that that they can con-
tinue to live full and dignified lives.
These efforts have come at significant
cost both in blood and treasure: 64
UNAMID peacekeepers have been
killed, and billions of dollars spent, in
support of the mission.

With the fall of Bashir, many had
hoped that the situation in Darfur
would improve. However, those hopes
have yet to be fully realized. Violence
in West Darfur in late December of 2019
killed dozens and displaced an esti-
mated 40,000 people. In January 2020,
two separate violent incidents in North
Darfur were additional indicators that
all was not well in the region, as were
deadly attacks on internally displaced
camps in July. In January of this year,
communal clashes in West and South
Darfur resulted in the death of over 250
people and the displacement of over
100,000. These episodes raise the specter
of a return to the catastrophic and gen-
ocidal violence that engulfed the re-
gion in 2003. But instead of redoubling
its commitment to Darfur’s long-suf-
fering people at this critical time, the
international community risks aban-
doning them.

This past December, the United Na-
tions Security Council made the deci-
sion to dissolve UNAMID. Although it
will retain a presence in the region
until it completes its full drawdown at
the end of June 2021, UNAMID’s core
civilian protection functions have now
ceased. UNAMID is to be replaced by
the United Nations Integrated Transi-
tion Assistance Mission in Sudan, or
UNITAMS. UNITAMS is a Sudan-wide
political mission that is aimed at as-
sisting with the transition. I agree that
such a mission is needed to ensure that
Sudan’s transition to democracy is suc-
cessful. However, supporting the tran-
sition and protecting vulnerable civil-
ians are not mutually exclusive, and
the mandate for UNITAMS could have
included both. Unfortunately, Sudan’s
transitional government refused to ac-
cept this course of action, and
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UNITAMS therefore lacks UNAMID’s
Chapter VII authorities to deploy mili-
tary tools in service of civilian protec-
tion and the advancement of peace in
Darfur. Officials in the transitional
government at the highest levels have
argued that a Chapter VII mission is
not necessary because the security sit-
uation in Darfur has improved; that
many of the warring parties in Darfur
have made peace with the Government
of Sudan through the Juba Peace
Agreement; that Bashir’s genocidal re-
gime, which bore primary responsi-
bility for the crisis in the region, is no
longer in power; and that the transi-
tional government is implementing a
security plan for Darfur that will ade-
quately protect civilians.

I do not share this assessment of the
situation in Darfur, and recent clashes,
as well earlier rounds of violence that
have plagued Darfur since Sudan’s
transition began in 2019, demonstrate
that the region remains fragile. Com-
munal tensions over land, water, and
political power persist, and Darfur is
awash in weapons. The government’s
program to provide security to the re-
gion, including through its National
Plan for Civilian Protection, has yet to
be adequately fleshed out let alone im-
plemented. Just last week, the
UNAMID team site at Saraf Umrah
that was transferred to the Sudanese
Government on January 21 was looted
by unnamed assailants, and all of the
buildings on the site were reportedly
destroyed despite the government’s
prior commitment to secure it. The
Juba Peace Agreement, while prom-
ising, has not been endorsed by all of
Darfur’s warring parties. And most
worryingly, those likely to be charged
with protecting civilians in Darfur, in-
cluding components of the Sudanese
military and the Rapid Support Forces,
RSF, of Mohamed Hamdan Dagalo, are
the same actors that for years worked
to implement Bashir’s campaign of ter-
ror and genocide in the region.

In this context, the United Nations
Security Council’s ill-timed and poor-
ly-conceived decision to end UNAMID’s
mandate—facilitated by the Trump ad-
ministration’s lack of a well-thought-
out diplomatic strategy and approach—
and to rapidly draw down the mission
exposes the Darfuri people to signifi-
cant harm. It could derail Sudan’s ci-
vilian-led transition to democracy, re-
sulting in another round of instability
that Sudan and the broader region can
ill afford. That is why in February 2020
I led a group of Senators in writing to
the Trump administration, urging it to
ensure that the U.N. maintain a mis-
sion in Darfur with an adequate num-
ber of peacekeeping troops operating
under a robust Chapter VII mandate to
protect civilians from violence; and
that is why I am raising the alarm
again here today. The United States,
along with its international partners,
must work rapidly to put in place
mechanisms that can protect Darfur’s
civilians until such a time that Su-
dan’s transitional government is capa-
ble of providing security to the region.
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Fortunately, the plight of Darfur has
long attracted the bipartisan support
of Congress and multiple administra-
tions. At this critical time, it is vital
that our commitment remain stead-
fast. I hope to work with the Biden ad-
ministration to urgently address the
security vacuum created by UNAMID’s
drawdown and call upon Secretary of
State Blinken and United Nations Am-
bassador Thomas-Greenfield to take
urgent steps.

First, we must use our voice and vote
at the UNSC to encourage a temporary
reauthorization of UNAMID so that it
can carry out critical protection of ci-
vilian functions, at the very least until
it fully draws down in June 2021. Sec-
ond, we must work actively at the
UNSC to strengthen the mandate of
the UNITAMS so that it includes ro-
bust civilian protection mechanisms.
Third, we should press Sudan’s civil-
ian-led transitional government to de-
velop a credible civilian protection
plan in Darfur that does not—I repeat,
does not—involve the RSF or any other
forces implicated in violence in Darfur.
Fourth, the administration should
carefully monitor progress on civilian
protection in Darfur and provide sup-
port where necessary, including by con-
sidering how much of the recently ap-
propriated $700 million for Sudan needs
to be set aside to support civilian secu-
rity in Darfur. Fifth, we must make
clear to all that sustainable peace in
Darfur requires justice and account-
ability for past atrocities, no matter
how powerful the people implicated.

Mr. President, I strongly support a
closer Dbilateral relationship with
Sudan and will continue, as I have for
the past 2 years, to do what I can to en-
sure the United States does its part to
see to it that Sudan’s civilian-led tran-
sition to democracy is successful. We
have what may be a once in a genera-
tion opportunity. A healthy political
transition at the national level will
only aid the cause of peace in Darfur,
and vice versa.

Mr. President, the situation in
Darfur requires our urgent and consid-
ered attention. Let us continue our
strong tradition of bipartisan support
for the long-suffering people of Sudan
at this critical time.

———
IMPEACHMENT

Mr. ROMNEY. Mr. President, once
again, I have listened to the arguments
of the respective counsel, studied
briefs, and weighed evidence in an im-
peachment trial of President Donald
Trump. This is not a responsibility I
sought or expected. I certainly did not
anticipate having to serve a second
time as a Senator-juror in an impeach-
ment trial.

An initial question shaping the con-
text of this trial was whether or not
the Senate has constitutional jurisdic-
tion to try a President who is no longer
in office. The Constitution gives the
Senate the power to try all impeach-
ments. In this case, where the House
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impeached the President while he was
in office, it is particularly clear that
the impeachment is constitutional and
therefore that this trial is constitu-
tional. The weight of legal opinion and
historical precedent affirms this con-
clusion. Further, the Senate decided
this question in the affirmative. I be-
lieve its decision was correct: The Sen-
ate must not surrender its power to
hold accountable those who abuse their
office or threaten our Republic, even in
their final days in office.

In following the oath in an impeach-
ment trial and in our deliberations on
the final question, I believe it is up to
every Senator to determine what to
consider and what the Constitution and
their conscience require of them. The
conclusion I reached on the final ver-
dict will not surprise anyone who read
my reasoning in the first impeachment
trial: I consider an attempt to corrupt
an election to keep oneself in power
one of the most reprehensible acts that
can be taken by a sitting President.
The second impeachment resulted from
the President’s continued effort to do
just that.

His attempt to pressure Georgia’s
secretary of state to falsify the elec-
toral results was itself a heinous act
that merited impeachment. President
Trump summoned his supporters to
Washington on the very day of the
electoral vote count, knowing that
among the people he gathered were
many who had committed violence in
the past and who had violent intent.
Despite the obvious and well-known
threat of violence, he incited and di-
rected thousands to descend upon the
seat of Congress as it was undertaking
the constitutionally prescribed process
to certify his successor. And then he
not only failed to defend the Vice
President and the others at the Capitol
who he saw were in mortal danger, he
also incited further violence against
the Vice President.

The President’s conduct represented
an unprecedented violation of his oath
of office and of the public trust.

There is a thin line that separates
our democratic republic from an autoc-
racy: It is a free and fair election and
the peaceful transfer of power that fol-
lows it. President Trump attempted to
breach that line, again. What he at-
tempted is what was most feared by
the Founders. It is the reason they in-
vested Congress with the power to im-
peach.

Accordingly, I voted to convict Presi-
dent Trump.

We must also consider how we came
to a point where a President felt he
could do as he did without suffering
meaningful consequence. .

It has become almost cliche to say
that America is divided as never before
in modern history. So, too, is the ob-
servation that this division is the prod-
uct of a decline in trust in our gov-
erning institutions, of a decline in the
social bonds forged in churches and
charities and communities, of expand-
ing income inequality, and of trusted
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