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working with Bloomberg in 2017, she 
worked for other major international 
outlets, household names like Reuters, 
CNBC, CBS, and Al Jazeera. 

On December 7, 2020, just over a year 
ago, Ms. Fan was being escorted from 
her apartment by security officials. 
She was detained on suspicion of en-
dangering China’s national security, 
although a year later, the investiga-
tion into Ms. Fan is still ongoing, with 
no details of what she is accused of or 
even where she is held. She was a jour-
nalist, and a message is being sent. 

Certainly, this is not consistent with 
the U.N. Declaration of Human Rights 
that says that everyone has the right 
to freedom of thought and to freedom 
of opinion and expression because for 
being a journalist, she is being de-
tained. 

As I stand here at this moment, 127 
journalists like Haze Fan are detained 
in China, according to the statistics 
compiled by Reporters Without Bor-
ders. It is no wonder that China is at 
the very bottom of Reporters Without 
Borders’ World Press Freedom Index, 
right there with North Korea, 
Turkmenistan, and Eritrea. 

This is what is happening in a coun-
try that just 7 weeks from now will be 
hosting the Olympic Games—Games 
meant to be a celebration of camara-
derie, physical achievement, and lift-
ing up the human spirit. But it is Yu 
Wensheng and Haze Fan and all others 
like them detained by the Chinese Gov-
ernment for demanding the recognition 
that all are ‘‘born free and equal in dig-
nity and rights’’ who deserve to have 
their spirits lifted up. They deserve to 
know where the world stands. Does the 
world stand with them? 

Now, the United States and the 
United Kingdom, joined by Canada and 
joined by Australia—they have de-
clared diplomatic boycotts of Feb-
ruary’s Games. I am very proud that 
the Government of the United States 
has declared this boycott. They said 
that they will not join the fanfare of 
the Games, helping China to disguise 
the egregious human rights abuses 
against individuals like these; that we 
will not stand with our diplomats at 
those opening ceremonies when China 
has stripped the political rights of 
every single citizen in Hong Kong. We 
will not have our diplomats there in 
opening celebrations, helping China 
cover up its genocide against the 
Uighur people. But tonight, I am won-
dering where the rest of the free world 
is. 

You know, I was thinking a little bit 
about the history of France—the his-
tory of France being very engaged in 
human rights issues. France stood with 
the United States as an ally when we 
fought for our freedom. France gifted 
our Nation with the symbol of freedom, 
the Statue of Liberty, whose torch is 
held up to the world. France authored 
the Declaration of the Rights of Man 
and of the Citizen not in 1990 but in 
1789—one of the very first documents 
laying out the foundations of human 

rights, defining individual and collec-
tive rights. Where is France tonight— 
standing with the United States and 
Canada and Australia? They are not 
there. 

I am really disappointed to hear 
President Macron saying that any such 
boycott would be ‘‘insignificant.’’ Do 
you know what is significant? Going to 
the opening celebrations and helping 
China cover up genocide and stripping 
Hong Kong of political rights. It is not 
just significant and substantial, it is 
wrong. 

France, we call on you to continue 
the tradition of fighting for freedom, 
the tradition that led you to stand 
with us, that led you to send us the 
Statue of Liberty, that led you to craft 
one of the first documents in the world 
for human rights in 1789. 

The Education Minister of France ar-
gued that sport should be separate 
from political interference. When you 
put the Games in a nation engaged in 
genocide, you put the athletes in the 
middle of the worst of world horrors 
and ask them to be complicit in cov-
ering up by engaging in the Games as if 
nothing else was going on. 

You know, it was 1936 that the Olym-
pic Games were held in Hitler’s Ger-
many. He was already engaged in seri-
ous human rights violations. He turned 
down those violations during the 
Games, and the world said: Germany is 
coming back into the family of na-
tions. We did not as a world highlight 
his ongoing crimes at that time, which 
emboldened him to horrific acts that 
followed soon upon the close of those 
Games. That was a mistake, to help 
Hitler cover up the human rights 
abuses of the Nazis, and it is a mistake 
for us now to help China cover up its 
horrific human rights abuses. 

So I call on France to join us in this 
boycott, this diplomatic boycott, to 
say: Yes, it is too late for the Games to 
move. I regret that. I called on them to 
be moved. But it is not too late to strip 
away the pomp and circumstance of 
the opening Games. It is not too late to 
call out the serious, egregious conduct 
occurring in China—not some petty se-
rious problem but genocide and the 
crushing of the entire state of Hong 
Kong, the entire entity of Hong Kong, 
in terms of their political rights. 

France, join us, as you have over 
time, in standing for human rights. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Texas. 

DEMOCRATIC LEGISLATIVE AGENDA 
Mr. CORNYN. Madam President, as 

the Senate’s schedule for this calendar 
year begins to wind down, hopefully 
with the anticipation of spending time 
with our friends and families during 
this holiday season, I want to look 
back over some of the deadlines that 
the majority leader, the Senator from 
New York, has set for Senate action 
and to ask whether these sort of arbi-
trary deadlines and attempts to do leg-
islation essentially along party lines is 
the right way to actually get things 
done in the Senate. 

We have excellent examples of how to 
get things done. Today, we passed the 
Defense authorization bill with a 
strong bipartisan vote. But we know 
that when either political party de-
cides to do things unilaterally, espe-
cially in a 50–50 Senate, it makes the 
work immeasurably harder, and that is 
for a good reason. 

The Founders of this country and our 
Constitution and the creators of this 
Senate looked to the Senate to be a de-
liberative body and looked for us to do 
what sometimes doesn’t come natu-
rally, which is to work together to 
build consensus. But, as I said, when 
one party or the other attempts to do 
things unilaterally, it usually means 
what you see here, which is one blown 
self-imposed deadline after another. 

First of all, the majority leader set a 
July 21 target for Senate action on a 
budget resolution. 

He laid out an August deadline for a 
partisan election takeover bill, which 
would have preempted State and local 
laws, which are responsible, under our 
division of responsibility in the Con-
stitution, under our Federal system, 
for conducting elections. 

Then he proudly announced his goal 
to get two bills to President Biden’s 
desk by the end of October. He said 
those would be joined together—a bi-
partisan infrastructure bill that is the 
exception to the rule—actually like the 
Defense authorization bill that actu-
ally enjoyed broad bipartisan support— 
but the hangup was the other part of 
that proposition, which was the Demo-
crats’ multitrillion-dollar partisan 
spending bill. 

Of course, not one single one of these 
deadlines was met—again, because it is 
hard to do things in a 50–50 Senate 
when you try to do it unilaterally 
without doing the hard work of build-
ing consensus, which is the way the 
Founders wanted this institution to 
work. 

So our colleague from New York kept 
setting deadlines and blowing right 
past them, and it looks like he is about 
to add another one to the list. Senator 
SCHUMER’s latest deadline for the 
‘‘Build Back Bankrupt’’ bill is Decem-
ber 25. That is Christmas. While he has 
yet to make an official announcement, 
news reports are starting to confirm 
what we have known all along—that 
the Senate will not vote on this bill by 
Christmas because it is just not ready 
for prime time. 

Before our colleagues can bend the 
rules of the Senate to pass their par-
tisan, multitrillion-dollar spending 
bill, they have got a lot of roadblocks 
to overcome. The most obvious is they 
need a bill to vote on. This bill is not 
even in final form yet. As a matter of 
fact, the Senate Finance Committee, 
on which I have the pleasure of serving, 
released about 1,100 pages of new text 
on Saturday, and there are at least 20 
different issues that have been raised 
with the Parliamentarian which need 
to be litigated in a deliberative proc-
ess, but the version of the legislation 
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that passed the House started getting 
picked apart even before reaching this 
side of the Capitol. The committee 
chairmen here were still deciding 
which provisions to keep, which ones 
to alter, and which ones to throw away. 

It is tough to know how things are 
progressing because all of these con-
versations happen not here on the Sen-
ate floor, with open debate, but behind 
closed doors, completely out of view of 
the American people. That is dan-
gerous because this bill will touch vir-
tually every aspect of Americans’ daily 
lives and stick them with a massive in-
voice—without any visibility into the 
process. 

We are told that the Build Back Bet-
ter bill is immensely popular. Well, 
that may be true until you start look-
ing at the details, at the fine print. 
Right now, we have to rely on vague 
statements from our Democratic col-
leagues to understand where things 
stand, and I will tell you, right now, it 
doesn’t sound too promising. 

Following severe blowback from the 
American people after the details of 
this bill began to become public, Fi-
nance Committee Democrats began 
making changes to one extremely con-
troversial part of the bill. The Wash-
ington Post headline says it all: ‘‘The 
second-biggest program in the Demo-
crats’ spending plan gives billions to 
the rich.’’ 

No wonder they went back to the 
drawing board. After all, there is a 
sharp contrast from how our colleagues 
have tried to sell this bill—really, an 
effort of false advertising. They have 
harped previously—or some sections of 
the Democratic caucus—on the need to 
stick it to the rich, to tax the rich, but 
when given the opportunity, they hand 
out massive tax breaks for the rich. 

It is unclear how long it will take our 
colleagues to finalize changes to the 
millionaires’ tax breaks and the count-
less other provisions that are being re-
tooled, but once they lay down their 
pens, the work is not done. As I sug-
gested, they have the substantial and 
difficult process of vetting a number of 
the provisions with the Senate Parlia-
mentarian to determine whether these 
provisions can pass the Byrd rule. 

The Byrd rule is simply the name 
given to the process to see whether it 
complies with the 1974 Budget Act, 
which provides for an expedited process 
and 51 votes for passage because it is 
limited strictly to budgetary matters. 
When our colleagues try to stick into 
the bill other substantive law changes 
which require a 60-vote requirement, 
that is where the Byrd rule comes in, 
and that is where these provisions get 
kicked out. 

According to the chairman of the Fi-
nance Committee, the Finance Com-
mittee’s proposal alone has more than 
20 different issues to resolve with the 
Parliamentarian in the so-called Byrd 
bath, and that is just one committee. 
Our colleagues on various other com-
mittees are presenting arguments on 
provisions of all sizes. We have heard 

that our Democratic colleagues are 
trying to make massive changes in our 
immigration law on a party-line vote 
at 51 votes—50 votes plus the Vice 
President. Well, that has not succeeded 
on two previous occasions for good rea-
son, and now we are awaiting the ver-
dict of the Parliamentarian on those 
immigration proposals on the third 
try. 

But we know that this massive legis-
lation, once it is written, presumably, 
will go from everything from technical 
changes to major issues like whether 
the budget rule can be used to legalize 
millions of undocumented immigrants. 
Again, these conversations are hap-
pening not out here in the Senate, with 
an opportunity for full debate and 
amendment; they are happening behind 
closed doors. So we really don’t have a 
good sense—nor do the American peo-
ple—of what has been decided or how 
long it will take to resolve pending dis-
putes. 

If our Democratic colleagues receive 
adverse guidance from the Parliamen-
tarian, it is still unclear whether they 
will accept the outcome or light the 
rule book on fire, as some have sug-
gested, and try to overrule her. It is 
tough to imagine a world in which our 
Democrat colleagues would put this 
Frankenstein’s monster on the Senate 
floor before Christmas. Christmas is, in 
fact, 10 days away. Even if our col-
leagues were able to iron out every 
issue with the Parliamentarian and 
were able to present finalized text and 
receive a score on the final legislation 
at that time, Senator SCHUMER doesn’t 
have the votes to pass it. Again, we are 
an evenly divided Senate, with the Vice 
President casting the tie-breaking 
vote. 

Colleagues on the other side of the 
aisle are not on board entirely with 
this proposed massive spending-and-tax 
bill. Unlike the majority of our col-
leagues who have blindly fallen in line 
or aired their concerns in private, we 
know that the Senator from West Vir-
ginia, Mr. MANCHIN, has consistently 
expressed his reservations about the 
bill. 

In September, for example, he wrote 
an op-ed, titled: ‘‘Why I Won’t Support 
Spending Another $3.5 Trillion.’’ He 
has hardly been quiet or hidden his 
concerns. He shared his concerns in 
that op-ed about the scale and scope of 
this legislation, and he encouraged his 
colleagues in his own political party to 
take a strategic pause. 

Some of the reasons he cited included 
the growing threat of inflation, which 
has only increased since September. In-
flation, in fact, has now reached a 40- 
year high—just last month. He warned 
about the possibility that the virus 
might mutate and take a new turn and 
that we ought to really save our pow-
der in case we had to address either the 
public health or economic con-
sequences flowing from a new variant. 
Well, today, all of our eyes are on the 
Omicron variant, and we have yet to 
know how that will play out. He asked 

how we could respond to another finan-
cial crisis like we experienced in 2008 
during the great recession or, heaven 
forbid, a terrorist attack or a major 
international conflict. 

If we spend trillions of dollars on un-
necessary programs today, we will 
hardly have those reserves available to 
us should we need them. I think the 
questions and issues raised by the Sen-
ator from West Virginia were valid 
then, and they are even more pressing 
now. 

Over the last several months, the 
winds haven’t shifted in favor of this 
massive tax-and-spending bill. In fact, 
we now have more reason to believe 
this legislation would add to, not solve, 
the problems that the American people 
are facing. The Senator from West Vir-
ginia told one of our Republican col-
leagues that the score proposed by his 
own political party—$1.75 trillion—is 
full of gimmicks, and he even acknowl-
edged that that pricetag is a form of 
deceptive advertising. 

We now have an honest score, one 
that acknowledges that massive pro-
grams cannot be started and stopped 
on a dime and that, if you are really 
going to be honest about the cost of 
the bill, you need to look at a score 
that spans the full 10-year budget win-
dow. We now have that score, one that 
avoids the gimmicks that are meant to 
disguise the true cost of the bill. Now 
we can quantify how disingenuous this 
so-called $1.75 trillion pricetag really 
is, and it is about as disingenuous as 
the President’s claim that the bill 
costs zero. Nobody believes that. It 
really undermines the President’s 
credibility when he says something 
like that. 

The Congressional Budget Office now 
says this legislation, if in place for a 
full 10 years, would cost $4.9 trillion. 
That is on top of the almost $2 trillion 
our colleagues spent unilaterally ear-
lier this year. Well, that is certainly 
higher than the $3.5 trillion redline 
that Senator MANCHIN drew earlier this 
year, and it is a whole lot more than 
the $1.75 trillion pricetag that our 
Democratic colleagues are claiming. It 
makes the repeated claim that this bill 
costs zero seem even more bizarre and 
out of touch. 

Under this bill, as it is shaping up, 
we know deficits would increase by a 
staggering $3 trillion over the next dec-
ade. Now, last year, when we passed 
COVID–19 relief bills with huge bipar-
tisan majorities, we did so because it 
was a public health emergency and an 
economic emergency, and we did it to-
gether. Yet, on top of all of that nec-
essary spending, our colleagues are in-
sisting on spending another $4.9 tril-
lion—adding another $3 trillion to the 
debt over the next decade. Our children 
and grandchildren would never have a 
chance to dig out of the hole that our 
Democratic colleagues are now drill-
ing. 

This legislation doesn’t just fall 
short of solving problems; it actually 
makes them worse. This bill would fuel 
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the red-hot inflation that is already 
burning up the paychecks of the Amer-
ican people. People who are on fixed in-
comes are finding their purchasing 
power shrinking by the day because of 
the threat of inflation. We know this 
bill would also hurt our energy secu-
rity. It would give massive tax breaks 
to the wealthy while increasing taxes 
on the middle class. It would literally 
cut funding for safety net hospitals and 
drive the national debt to unimagi-
nable heights. Finally, and maybe most 
importantly, it would hand to the Fed-
eral Government decisions that should 
be made by families. 

I hope our colleague from West Vir-
ginia will continue to hold strong 
against the dangers of this bill. At a 
minimum, we need to tap the brakes 
and take what he called a ‘‘strategic 
pause.’’ 

So it seems the Democratic leader is 
on track to miss yet another deadline. 
For the country’s sake, I hope this bill 
does not arrive after Christmas. I hope 
it never comes at all. 

I yield the floor. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. 

OSSOFF). The Senator from Ohio. 
Mr. BROWN. Mr. President, I appre-

ciate my friend from Texas and his 
comments, but I have trouble following 
some of them. 

When he came to the floor after the 
deserved credit for the Trump 2017–2018 
tax cut for the rich—70 percent of the 
benefits went to the 1 percent—he did 
take credit for his work in the Finance 
Committee. He should take credit for 
that, but that is what drove this hole 
in the deficit where the rich got richer. 

I remember during that—and the 
Presiding Officer was not here at the 
time, but he can still see it here. 

You can look out the window, and 
you can see Senator MCCONNELL’s of-
fice there and the lobbyists lined up. 
You should have seen it back when 
Senator CORNYN was talking about this 
tax cut—this tax cut for the rich— 
when they made these promises: You 
know, if you give tax cuts to really 
rich people and corporations, it will 
trickle down, and we will all do better. 
They will hire more people, and they 
will raise wages. 

Well, we know what they did. In fact, 
they just announced another round of 
it—a whole bunch of stock buybacks 
for the executives. So we know what 
happened during those years. Profits 
went up for corporations, and stock 
markets soared. Executive compensa-
tion exploded through the roof, and 
wages for most people in Mansfield, 
GA, and Mansfield, OH, and Marietta, 
GA, and Marietta, OH, stayed flat. We 
know that. That is why Build Back 
Better makes sense. It begins to put 
money in people’s pockets. 

And what my friend from Texas—and 
we sit across from each other in the Fi-
nance Committee and work together on 
some issues, and I appreciate what he 
has done on some other bills. But what 
he didn’t explain is why every one of 
them opposes the child tax credit. On 

the child tax credit, we know a number 
of things. I have been working on this 
since 2013. It started with not a lot of 
support, but it built huge support by 
this year, early this year. Sitting at 
this desk, on March 6, I voted—as did 
the Presiding Officer from Georgia in 
the first really big vote he cast as a 
Member of the Senate, in the major-
ity—for the child tax credit. 

Two different times, every single Re-
publican voted no. Every single Demo-
crat voted yes. Do you know what that 
meant? It meant that starting in July, 
when we got it set up, 90 percent of the 
families in Georgia, 90 percent of the 
families in Ohio who have children 
under the age of 18 got at least a $3,000- 
a-year tax cut. 

Think about that. There are families 
who struggle with paying rent. Twen-
ty-five percent of renters in this coun-
try before the pandemic paid more 
than half their income in rent. Think 
of the pressure those families are under 
if, at the end of every month, they cob-
ble together $700 to pay their rent. 
They get a $3,000 tax cut. The family 
who is struggling to pay for diapers or 
childcare, especially—the cost of 
childcare has exploded. 

Whether it is Metro Atlanta or Metro 
Columbus, OH, or whether it is 
smalltown Milledgeville or smalltown 
Shelby, OH, families struggle with 
childcare, and this $300 a month per 
child—or $250, depending on the age of 
the children—makes a huge difference 
in those families. 

One father said: You know, for the 
first time, I have money now to buy 
my daughter fast-pitch softball equip-
ment. 

A mother said to me: I have money 
now. For the first time, I can send my 
son for a week to summer camp and 
buy school supplies in the fall. 

And, as I said, for diapers and other 
expenses for infants, it makes all the 
difference in the world. 

I expect the Presiding Officer, I hope, 
has a long career in this body. I don’t 
know if he will ever get the oppor-
tunity to vote on anything as big as 
what we did in March with the recov-
ery act and what we are about to do 
with Build Back Better. For me, they 
are the highlights of my career. 

I hope the Presiding Officer has a lot 
of years in front of him, but this is the 
most consequential thing this Congress 
has done, not just to fight poverty, lift 
poor kids and struggling parents who 
are working so hard to raise kids and 
balance two jobs and all that, not just 
to help kids get out of poverty but to 
make life easier. 

As I said, 90 percent of the families 
who have children under 18 in Georgia, 
in Ohio, and every State in between are 
going to get a $3,000-a-year tax cut. 
That alone is so important. 

I wish my colleague from Texas 
would address why they all vote no. 
They have had two chances. It sounds 
like they are going to take their third 
chance and vote no again. 

I don’t understand it. Is it that the 
lobbyists who line up in Senator 

MCCONNELL’s office have some weird 
philosophy that markets always know 
better? Is it just that they don’t really 
care about helping kids? I don’t know 
what their logic is. I just know what 
our logic is, and it will make our coun-
try better. 

TRIBUTE TO ALYSSA BROCKINGTON 
Mr. President, I would like to honor 

a member of my staff who has been 
such a valuable part of our office, 
Alyssa Brockington. She is joining us 
in the Chamber today. 

She has done such important work on 
healthcare and on economic justice. 
She is moving on to a new oppor-
tunity—again, to fight for a lot of the 
people whom we fight for in our office. 
She is moving on at the end of the 
year. 

She has been with our office for 5 
years, working to expand access to 
healthcare for Ohioans, for people 
around the country and to bring down 
drug prices and healthcare costs, one of 
the major goals of Build Back Better. 
She has worked to make sure that not 
only can families afford to see a doctor 
but that the care they get actually 
makes them healthier and serves their 
needs. We know that so often that isn’t 
the case for too many people, espe-
cially the most vulnerable. 

Last year, Ms. Brockington led ef-
forts in the Senate, with me, to intro-
duce a resolution declaring racism a 
public health crisis. And this is an ef-
fort, but what I love about this effort is 
that, in the first place, it really kind of 
happened. It started at the community 
level, in Hamilton County, Ohio, in the 
Cincinnati area. Other communities in 
the State began to pass resolutions to 
declare racism a public health crisis. 

She worked with leaders. She worked 
with advocates in these communities. 
She worked with organizations like the 
National Urban League and the YWCA 
and other Senate offices to introduce a 
resolution. It acknowledges the sys-
temic barriers that people of color, es-
pecially Black Americans, continue to 
face in our healthcare system. 

The first step to solving this problem 
is recognizing its existence and under-
standing it. Some of us in this Cham-
ber have read the 1619 Project. It has 
just come out. It came out of a New 
York Times very lengthy, very detailed 
series of articles. This is what Ms. 
Brockington is helping to address, 
some of these endemic problems we 
face. She has always pushed our office 
to recognize the issues and the people 
that too often get overlooked in this 
town. 

Ms. Brockington led efforts in our of-
fice to work to prevent maternal mor-
tality, working on bills like the 
Healthy Moms Act and the Supporting 
Best Practices for Healthy Moms Act. 

Mothers—we know especially young 
mothers of color—are dying at an 
alarming rate in this country. It is 
pretty unbelievable that so many 
women still die in childbirth in the 
richest country in the world. We have 
the best healthcare, to be sure, but it 
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