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The Washington Post just inter-
viewed a convicted possessor of child
pornography who was supposed to get 8
to 10 years under the guidelines. The
prosecutor wanted 2 years; Judge Jack-
son gave him 3 months—her ‘‘policy
disagreements’ in action.

This criminal realizes he was lucky
to end up in Judge Jackson’s court-
room. Here is what he told the Post:

I wasn’t very happy that she gave me three
months, though, after reflection when I was
in jail, I was hearing from other people who
said it was their first time arrested and they
got five years, six years.

This is not a few cherry-picked cases.
This is a consistent thread that runs
through Judge Jackson’s accomplished
legal career.

In 2011, as vice chair of the U.S. Sen-
tencing Commission, Judge Jackson re-
portedly made the jaw-dropping argu-
ment that if criminals were going to
recidivate no matter what, it doesn’t
matter whether we lock them up for a
long time or let them out early.

If we keep them in jail for the extra 36
months, or whatever, they’re going to
recidivate at the same rate.

A U.S. attorney replied with the ob-
vious point that criminals can only re-
offend if they are back on the streets.

In 2020, Judge Jackson rewrote the
FIRST STEP Act on the bench to let a
fentanyl trafficker out of jail early. In
2018, while initially sentencing this de-
fendant, she apologized to him and
voiced frustration that the law forced
her to apply a tough sentence. Two
years later, she twisted the law to let
him out.

Last year, Judge Jackson granted
compassionate release to someone who
shot and killed a U.S. marshal. The Pa-
role Commission had repeatedly denied
this release, but Judge Jackson let him
out.

These are not personal criticisms of
Judge Jackson. They are what the
nominee herself calls these decisions
“policy differences.”” And policy-
making is supposed to happen here in
this Chamber, not in the courthouse
across the street.

This isn’t just about this nomina-
tion. The Biden administration has a
sweeping project to make the whole
Federal judiciary softer on crime.

Even as this violent crimewave we
are experiencing sweeps across Amer-
ica, the Biden administration is pur-
suing an ideological mission to make
the Federal bench Kkinder and gentler
to criminals.

Judge Jackson’s record suggests she
stretches the judicial role to advance
that project.

U.S. SUPREME COURT

Mr. President, now on a related mat-
ter, judicial independence is essential
to our Republic. It is integral to the
rule of law. And for the most part,
since the Democratic Party’s last run
at partisan Court-packing in the 1930s,
both parties have respected it. Ah, but
lately, Washington Democrats have
gone off the rails.

In 2019, Democratic Senators tried to
openly bully the Supreme Court into a
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certain outcome. They wrote a threat-
ening amicus brief saying the Court
had better ‘‘heal itself.”

In 2020, the Democratic leader him-
self stood on the steps of the Supreme
Court and threatened multiple sitting
Justices, by name, if they didn’t reach
the policy outcome the liberals wanted.

In 2021, President Biden assisted the
delegitimizing campaign by con-
structing a pseudoacademic commis-
sion to ponder ideas like partisan
Court-packing and unconstitutional
term limits.

Far-left activist groups mounted a
public pressure campaign to push Jus-
tice Breyer to retire. Just last week,
the No. 2 Senate Democrat, our col-
league from Illinois, claimed that the
primary safeguard against partisan
Court-packing is the Senate’s 60-vote
threshold. This was a very revealing
comment, considering that Senator
DURBIN and the vast majority of his fel-
low Democrats just tried to destroy
that very threshold a couple of months
back.

And now, in the last few days, the
latest chapter, the quest to
delegitimize the Supreme Court found
its latest outlet. This time it is a co-
ordinated effort to nullify the presence
of Justice Clarence Thomas on the
Court. The far left wants another crack
at what they tried and failed to do way
back in 1991.

Washington Democrats are now try-
ing to bully this exemplary judge of 30-
plus years out of an entire legal subject
or off the Court altogether. Far-left
House Members are talking about dust-
ing off their party’s impeachment ad-
diction for a third consecutive year.

They are boasting about how they
successfully bullied their senior leader-
ship into impeachment in the past.
Make no mistake, this performative
outrage is not in earnest. This is a po-
litical hit, part of liberals’ yearslong
quest to delegitimize the Court, all be-
cause our laws and Constitution occa-
sionally inconvenience the Democrats’
radical agenda.

This isn’t new. It is a tired old topic.
In recent years, the far left has issued
near-constant—constant—demands for
the late Justice Scalia, Justice Alito,
Justice Gorsuch, Justice Kavanaugh,
and Justice Barrett to recuse them-
selves from various issues where the
far left feared they might not like a
certain ruling, all based on spurious ac-
cusations about faith, ethical prob-
lems, or partiality. This new public
pressure campaign is just a continu-
ation of this well-worn pattern.

It has no basis in Justice Thomas’s
decades of impeccable service on the
Court. The Justice and the entire
Court should feel free to completely ig-
nore all of this. Justice Clarence
Thomas is a great American, an out-
standing Justice. He is faithful to the
text of our laws and Constitution. His
writing is clear. His reasoning is rig-
orous and transparent.

I have total confidence in Justice
Thomas’s impartiality in every aspect
of the work of the Court.
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Each of the nine Justices should feel
free to make every single judicial deci-
sion they make with total independ-
ence and complete freedom. What cases
they hear, how they hear them, how
they rule, whether and when they
recuse themselves, and whether and
when they retire, these are all judicial
decisions.

All nine Justices deserve total inde-
pendence as they approach every judi-
cial decision they make. This clumsy
bullying from the political branches is
really beyond the pale. Justice Thomas
is an exemplary jurist who has modeled
fidelity to the rule of law for more
than 30 years and counting.

I hope none of these Justices give
any of the radical left’s various pres-
sure campaigns a minute’s thought.

I suggest the absence of a quorum.

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. 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 ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. Without objection, it is so or-
dered.

RECOGNITION OF THE MAJORITY LEADER

The majority leader is recognized.

BUSINESS BEFORE THE SENATE

Mr. SCHUMER. Mr. President, so
today is going to be a very busy day on
the Senate floor, as we continue ad-
vancing even more of President Biden’s
well-qualified nominees.

Later this morning, we hold an espe-
cially important vote to proceed on the
nomination of Alvaro Bedoya, tapped
by President Biden to sit as a Commis-
sioner of the Federal Trade Commis-
sion.

The FTC right now is one of the best
Agencies for protecting Americans
from price gougers, manipulators, and
those trying to rip off American con-
sumers, or at least it would be if it had
full membership. Instead, the FTC has
remained deadlocked for just about the
entirety of the Biden administration
because of Republican obstruction, and
the consequences for American con-
sumers have cascaded one after the
other.

We all know that prices have been
going way up and hurting a lot of
Americans. There are serious reasons
to fear a lot is due to some gouging and
manipulation. The FTC is about the
best Agency to look for this. But as
long as its membership is deadlocked,
it cannot act.

This is especially urgent when it
comes to energy prices. Americans are
seeing higher prices at the pump, de-
spite massive profits for oil companies.
So we need a fully operational FTC to
investigate and take action if war-
ranted.

That is why moving forward on Mr.
Bedoya is so urgently needed. And,
frankly, the obstruction over Mr.
Bedoya is truly unacceptable, given the
FTC is so important for fighting poten-
tial price manipulations.
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Republicans know this. Yet his nomi-
nation has been deadlocked not once
but twice at the committee level. For
all the howling our Republican friends
are doing about rising costs, they are
truly content with dragging their feet
on public servants who could actually
help solve the problem. So shame on
those who are blocking that.

Without Mr. Bedoya, the FTC and
members are left handicapped and in-
capable of moving forward. So today’s
motion to discharge is a matter of im-
mense importance, and I hope all my
colleagues who care about fighting in-
flation and price manipulation and col-
lusion vote to ©proceed with Mr.
Bedoya’s nomination.

And on one other point I wanted to
make, I read that stock buybacks by
the o0il companies have dramatically
increased this year. Why is that money
going into stock buybacks instead of
into other much more productive uses?
This is another thing the FTC could
take a look at.

Now, as the day progresses, I also
want my colleagues to realize the pos-
sibility of additional votes later today.
On Monday, I filed cloture on five indi-
viduals to fill other important roles
across the administration. Today, we
will move on the first of these nomi-
nees, but we are working to move for-
ward with the rest as soon as we can.

CORONAVIRUS

Mr. President, now on COVID, nego-
tiations on COVID public health re-
sponse funding continue. Yesterday, I
met again with my Republican col-
league Senator ROMNEY, as we work to
an agreement, and, today, these nego-
tiations will keep going.

To keep the process moving forward
in the Senate, last night I took the
first procedural step on a legislative
vehicle through which the Senate could
pass COVID public health funding,
when the time comes that both sides
reach an agreement.

We are not yet at the finish line, but
we will keep working throughout the
day, and I am committed to working
with the other side reasonably and in
good faith. The consequences of not
getting COVID funding are really seri-
ous—scary, almost.

Additional public health funding is
crucial for making sure every Amer-
ican can get a vaccine if needed, in-
cluding booster doses and potentially
new, more effective vaccines down the
line. New funding would help make
sure we have enough testing supplies
throughout the country, which we
know is perhaps the most effective way
to keep track of the spread of the
virus.

Of course, more funding would ensure
the Federal Government can continue
providing treatments like monoclonal
antibody treatments, which are invalu-
able for preventing severe COVID infec-
tions. The lack of therapeutics is prob-
ably the greatest need of all, and we
need money so we can have a supply so
when, God forbid, the next variant hits,
we will immediately be able to counter
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it with the kind of medicines that are
needed that limit the severity of the
infection. The rest of the world is rac-
ing to buy up the supply of these treat-
ments and these therapeutics, and if
the United States falls behind because
of a lack of funding, vulnerable Ameri-
cans and our whole country will pay
the price.

The bottom line is this: Both sides
should come to an agreement for more
funding as quickly as possible because
that would mean more vaccines, more
therapeutics, and more testing so we
can Kkeep schools and communities
open, and when and if another new var-
iant hits, we can stay as ‘‘normal’ as
possible.

If a new COVID variant extends its
nasty tentacles across the country and
we don’t have the tools to respond,
then woe is us. We don’t want to see
that. Americans don’t want to endure
that. So let’s keep working to try to
reach an agreement soon.

I yield the floor.

I suggest the absence of a quorum.

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. The clerk will call the roll.

The senior assistant legislative clerk
proceeded to call the roll.

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

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. Without objection, it is so or-
dered.

The Senator from South Dakota.

OCEAN SHIPPING REFORM ACT

Mr. THUNE. Mr. President, American
families are currently struggling with
the worst inflation in 40 years—40
years. Food prices, gas prices, used car
prices—everywhere Americans 1look,
they are paying more. Wages increased
on average last year, but inflation out-
stripped wage growth, which means
that, instead of a wage increase, a lot
of Americans got a de facto pay cut.
And there is no clear end in sight.

It is no wonder that nearly two-
thirds of the American people dis-
approve of President Biden’s handling
of the economy, and they are right to
do so because Democrats bear a sub-
stantial part of the responsibility for
this inflation crisis. While it is true
that supply chain issues and the re-
opening of economies after COVID
shutdowns contributed somewhat to in-
flationary pressures, a big part of the
reason for our current inflation crisis
is the Democrats’ decision to pass the
American Rescue Plan last March.

The very definition of ‘“‘inflation” is
too many dollars chasing too few goods
and services, and that is exactly the
situation that Democrats helped create
with their so-called American Rescue
Plan. Democrats took control mere
weeks after Congress had passed a
fifth—fifth—bipartisan COVID relief
bill totaling more than $900 billion and
meeting essentially all current, press-
ing COVID needs.

It was abundantly clear that we were
not in immediate need of trillions more
in government spending, but that
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didn’t stop Democrats. Now that they
were in charge, they were eager to take
advantage of the COVID crisis to begin
implementing their Big Government
vision.

So, in the name of COVID relief, they
pushed through a massive, partisan,
$1.9 trillion piece of legislation filled
with unnecessary spending and hand-
outs to Democrat interest groups, and
the outcome was entirely predictable.
Democrats flooded the economy with
unnecessary government money, and
the economy overheated as a result.

Unfortunately, there is no going back
and undoing the American Rescue Plan
Act; although, given the inflation cri-
sis it helped create, I wonder if some
Democrats wish they could go back and
undo it.

There is no easy fix for Democrats’
self-inflicted inflation crisis, but there
are things that we can do to at least
lessen its effects, starting with legisla-
tion to help ease supply chain woes.

Last week, the Senate Commerce
Committee reported my bipartisan
shipping legislation out of committee
by voice vote. The Ocean Shipping Re-
form Act, which I introduced with Sen-
ator KLLOBUCHAR, would help ease sup-
ply chain pressures by improving the
fluidity of the supply chain.

For some time now, I have been hear-
ing reports of ocean carriers refusing
to transport certain goods, often Amer-
ican agricultural products. This would
be a difficult situation at any time, as
export markets around the world are
critically important to American pro-
ducers, but it is particularly painful at
a time when inflation is soaring and
the supply chain is under significant
strain.

The Ocean Shipping Reform Act is
designed to address these kinds of ship-
ping problems and create a more level
playing field for American producers.
Our legislation would give the Federal
Maritime Commission increased au-
thority to respond to unfair ocean car-
rier practices whether that involves a
refusal to carry certain cargo, like ag-
ricultural commodities, or discrimi-
nating against certain commodities for
export.

Our bill would also provide the FMC
with tools to more quickly resolve de-
tention and demurrage disputes, which
would bring greater efficiency and
transparency to a process that leaves
many shippers frustrated, especially
agricultural producers and other small
businesses; and our legislation would
take steps to improve the movement of
goods at our Nation’s ports, which
would help ease supply chain bottle-
necks and improve the speed at which
goods reach consumers.

The Ocean Shipping Reform Act
would bring long-term positive changes
to the maritime supply chain, which I
hope would benefit exporters, import-
ers, and consumers alike.

I was very pleased that our legisla-
tion received strong bipartisan support
in the Commerce Committee, and I
hope it can swiftly pass here in the
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