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The two parties meet, and the buyer 
hands over money and leaves with a 
gun. 

A recent investigation by the gun 
safety organization Everytown found 
that in 2018, there were 1.2 million ads 
on this website to sell guns without a 
background check. 

Last week, it listed an ad—listen to 
this—for a private sale in Buffalo, NY, 
of an AR–15—the same kind of weapon 
that that madman took into the gro-
cery store and the same kind of weapon 
that was used against the school-
children in Uvalde, TX. Through that 
website, you could buy an AR–15 last 
week—no background check required. 
How long do these background checks 
take? In most cases, they take less 
than 5 minutes, and no law-abiding cit-
izen needs to worry about passing this 
test. We should close the deadly ‘‘pri-
vate sale’’ loophole to help keep guns 
out of the hands of people who are le-
gally prohibited from owning firearms. 

I support ‘‘red flag’’ laws that allow 
law enforcement to temporarily re-
move firearms from a person who is de-
termined by the court to be at risk of 
hurting himself or others. There are 19 
States, including Illinois, that have 
these laws, and they are an important 
tool for preventing violence. Even 
Florida’s Republican-controlled legis-
lature enacted a State ‘‘red flag’’ law 
after the Parkland massacre. We 
should support similar efforts. 

I will close with a story from my 
State. 

Three years ago, a convicted felon 
was fired from a job at a small manu-
facturing plant near Chicago. He went 
back a few hours later with a handgun. 
He shot and killed five of his former 
coworkers and wounded five police offi-
cers before killing himself. I attended 
the memorial services of several of 
those victims. Those murders happened 
in a town called Aurora, IL. 

Seven years before that, a gunman in 
another Aurora—this time in Colo-
rado—opened fire in a movie theater, 
killing 12 people and wounding 70 
more—killing 12 and wounding 70 more. 
When the police chief of Aurora, CO, 
heard about the Illinois rampage, he 
said to a reporter: Months from now, as 
people talk about the mass shootings 
of the world, some will ask: Which Au-
rora mass shooting are you talking 
about? 

Think about that. In nearly any 
other nation on Earth, the name of a 
town in which a mass shooting has 
taken place would be remembered and 
mourned for years or even decades. In 
America, gun deaths and even mass 
murders now happen with such sick-
ening regularity that some people have 
a hard time keeping the tragedies 
apart or of even remembering them. 

I might say to the Presiding Officer 
at this point, I know of the terrible 
shooting in your State over the week-
end where one of your State judges was 
gunned down. It is happening every-
where. I am so sorry that it touched 
your State this last weekend. 

Over this past week, I met with peo-
ple across Illinois to discuss gun vio-
lence. I met with police officers, youth 
in Chicago who had been affected by 
gun violence, and doctors at Stroger 
Hospital and at Lurie Children’s Hos-
pital. I spoke to so many people, and 
this was always the first topic they 
mentioned: gun violence. 

They asked me a basic question: 
When is Congress going to do some-
thing about this? 

The American people are sick and 
tired of gun violence, and they are des-
perate for us to bring change. This Sen-
ate has it within our power now to 
make changes that respect our Con-
stitution and the rights of law-abiding 
citizens that will literally save lives. 
The question is whether we have the 
conscience and the courage to take 
these numbers of steps forward to-
gether. Lives depend on it. 

When I left my granddaughter’s 
grade school last Friday, I thought 
about it all-day long—those beautiful 
kids and the kids down in Texas and 
the kids at Sandy Hook and the kids at 
Columbine and the kids at Parkland. 
All of these kids are being butchered 
by gun violence. 

Many people think, because the Con-
stitution and its Second Amendment 
gives us the right to bear arms, that we 
can’t touch this issue. They are wrong. 
The Supreme Court, in the Heller deci-
sion Justice Scalia wrote, made clear 
that we still retain the power to regu-
late the guns that are sold and how 
they are going to be used. We have got 
to take that and seize that oppor-
tunity. We have been elected to the 
U.S. Senate to respond to American 
crises. This is at the top of the list. 
After what we have been through in the 
last several weeks and what we are 
likely to go through in the weeks to 
come, how dare we say this is too big 
and too tough. How could anything be 
more important than the safety of our 
children and of our families across 
America? 

I will join in the Senate Judiciary 
Committee, in any way that I can, to 
support this bipartisan effort. I hope 
that it is meaningful. I hope, when it is 
all said and done, we can point to it 
and say: We achieved something in the 
names of those families of survivors 
and of those who lost their lives—who 
have given so much to this madness 
that has become part of life in Amer-
ica. 

I yield the floor. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER (Ms. 

BALDWIN). The senior Senator from 
Iowa. 

FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION 
Mr. GRASSLEY. Madam President, 

Congress has a constitutional responsi-
bility to ensure that the executive 
branch executes the laws and uses tax-
payer money that has been appro-
priated to do it according to congres-
sional intent. Now, around here, we 
refer to seeing that the laws are faith-
fully executed as the constitutional re-
sponsibility of oversight of the Con-

gress of the United States. In further-
ance of that constitutional responsi-
bility, Congress has an obligation to 
investigate the executive branch for 
fraud, waste, abuse, and gross mis-
management. I take my constitutional 
responsibilities of oversight very seri-
ously. 

From time to time, I receive infor-
mation that requires me to ask ques-
tions of the executive branch in efforts 
to better understand whether any 
wrongdoing has occurred and, if so, 
what remedial actions will be taken 
and employed to cure the damage done. 
That is what brings me to the floor of 
the Senate today, focusing on Assist-
ant Special Agent in Charge Timothy 
Thibault at the FBI’s Washington Field 
Office. 

Last week, while I was meeting with 
my constituents in Iowa, I sent a letter 
to the Justice Department and the FBI 
and also a letter to the Department of 
Justice’s inspector general. In those 
letters, I provided evidence of extreme 
leftwing bias shown by Special Agent 
Thibault. Now, in his position, he is a 
very powerful agent within the FBI—so 
powerful that he can open and close 
Federal public corruption cases and in-
vestigations. He is a shining example, 
at the same time, of what is wrong 
with the FBI. 

Andrew McCarthy wrote about Mr. 
Thibault last week and wondered what 
the heck has happened with the FBI. 
This FBI agent’s leftwing political bias 
was exposed by his very own LinkedIn 
and Twitter accounts. There, in those 
accounts, he posted highly partisan 
material related to his superiors, mat-
ters under the FBI’s purview, and mat-
ters under his own purview. His 
LinkedIn network includes current and 
former FBI personnel. The general pub-
lic is able to review his social media 
content, which includes his political 
views, his political biases, and objec-
tions. 

Thibault, under the title of Assistant 
Special Agent in Charge, directly post-
ed a partisan article related to the 
LTG Michael Flynn case to his 
LinkedIn account. The article was a 
September 3, 2020, opinion piece from 
the Washington Post, entitled ‘‘Why 
the Michael Flynn case still matters,’’ 
which was about the ‘‘Trump adminis-
tration’s abuses of the justice system.’’ 
He also ‘‘liked’’ other politically 
charged articles relating to then-Presi-
dent Trump and his superior, then-At-
torney General Barr. 

Thibault’s public political associa-
tion doesn’t even end with those exam-
ples. 

According to his Twitter feed, which 
is also under his name, he mocked the 
election of one of our new colleagues, 
Senator TUBERVILLE, and the State of 
Mississippi at the same time. 

He said: 
Thank God for Mississippi—state motto of 

Alabama. 

I am not sure exactly what that 
means, but it is pretty clear that he is 
making fun. 
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When Representative LIZ CHENEY 

tweeted ‘‘Dick Cheney says wear a 
mask,’’ Thibault replied with this: 

Your dad was a disgrace. 

He recently tweeted: 
Can we give Kentucky to the Russian Fed-

eration? 

In response to a Catholic priest’s 
tweet that was critical of abortion, he 
tweeted an anti-Catholic slur to both 
Catholic priests and then-President 
Trump: 

Focus on the pedophiles. 

There are other examples, but I think 
it is pretty clear you get the bias of 
this particular special agent. You get 
the picture, in other words. 

After my letters were made public, 
he reportedly then set his tweets to 
protected mode and deleted his 
LinkedIn profile. His social media ac-
tivity likely violated several Federal 
regulations and Department guidelines. 
The guidelines are designed to prevent 
political bias from infecting FBI mat-
ters. Such restrictions on political ac-
tivity are heightened by senior FBI of-
ficials like Thibault because of the risk 
of improper influence on investigative 
matters. 

If he projects this type of political 
sentiment in public, using his name 
and title, there is absolutely no telling 
what he is doing within the privacy of 
his office and in front of subordinates. 

The fact that this FBI agent has the 
power to open and close investigations, 
particularly into political figures—Re-
publican and/or Democrat—is cause for 
serious concern. His actions present a 
grave risk of political infection and 
bias in his official decision-making 
process. 

Let me ask: What have the Justice 
Department and FBI done to oversee 
his work behavior? 

Let me ask: How many investiga-
tions have been infected by this polit-
ical bias by this special agent? 

I fear, for many years, he has been 
able to do whatever he has wanted to 
do. Accordingly, such conduct unques-
tionably undermines both the Justice 
Department and the FBI because, at a 
minimum, it creates the perception of 
the unequal application of the law. At 
the maximum, his political bias has 
materially affected investigative mat-
ters that he has been a part of. 

This is why the American people 
have lost confidence in the Justice De-
partment and the FBI to do the jobs 
that those two Agencies are assigned 
to do under our law. Political consider-
ations have infected these Agencies, 
and the cost is a loss of faith in the 
very institutions that depend on the 
American people’s trust for the credi-
bility of these Agencies. 

My press release last week listed a 
phone number and an email address for 
the Justice Department and FBI whis-
tleblowers to contact my office if they 
know some of these similar things that 
we need to know. Since then, I have 
had whistleblowers reach out to me 
about Thibault and others. I will have 

more to say on that matter, in the 
coming weeks, to my colleagues here 
in the Senate. 

I urge anyone who is willing to speak 
to government waste, fraud, abuse, and 
gross mismanagement to contact me. 
And, of course, I strongly urge the Jus-
tice Department and the FBI to clean 
house without hesitation. 

Transparency brings accountability, 
and my future investigative actions in 
this space will do exactly that. I am 
asking my colleagues to stay tuned. 

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

clerk will call the roll. 
The bill clerk proceeded to call the 

roll. 
Mr. TUBERVILLE. Madam Presi-

dent, I ask unanimous consent that the 
order for the quorum call be rescinded. 

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

50-YEAR ANNIVERSARY OF TITLE IX 
Mr. TUBERVILLE. Madam Presi-

dent, just imagine: It is a Tuesday 
night in October. The shuffle of shoes 
screech across the waxed court, the 
buzzer sounds, and the crowd erupts in 
cheers as the home team scores the 
winning point. Clinching the first-place 
title, the home team gathers at center 
court, each player grinning from ear to 
ear. The excitement is tangible. It was 
a hard-fought season and a well-earned 
first-place title. The trophy is pre-
sented, pictures are taken, and team 
members high-five each other as fans 
charge the court to congratulate the 
winning team. 

What I just described are the final 
seconds of a high school girls’ basket-
ball game. Those who have witnessed a 
buzzer-beater win know there is noth-
ing like it. For the players, the fans, 
the parents, and all involved, it is a 
prized moment and a memory that will 
never be forgotten. But it is not just a 
memory; it is a valuable learning expe-
rience. 

Over the span of a year, teammates 
dedicate hundreds of hours of late- 
night and early morning practices. 
They overcome conflicts. They work 
together. They practice self-discipline. 
They perfect their craft. And they 
knew, if they gave it all, they would 
have a chance to be victorious with all 
this hard work and effort. 

I saw these learning experiences un-
fold time and time again throughout 
my 40-year career as a coach, educator, 
and mentor. A great deal has changed 
in the world of women’s athletics since 
I began my career coaching high school 
girls’ basketball almost 40 years ago. 
What an experience. 

Almost 50 years ago, female athletics 
received less than 2 percent of college 
athletic budgets, and athletic scholar-
ships for women were virtually non-
existent. Only 1 in 27 girls participated 
in intercollegiate sports in the United 
States 50 years ago—1 in 27. 

Since the 1970s, female participation 
in sports at the collegiate level has 
risen by more than 600 percent, and 

today 43 percent of the high school 
girls whom we have in school today 
participate in sports, up from 5 percent 
50 years ago. 

These strides in women’s athletics 
did not just happen by circumstance. 
They are the result of title IX protec-
tions passed by Congress in 1972 in this 
very room where we are today. Title IX 
provided females a long-denied plat-
form that had always been afforded to 
males only. It ensured female athletes 
had the same access to funding, facili-
ties, and athletic scholarships. That 
was title IX. 

It is an unquestionable truth that bi-
ological males have a physiological ad-
vantage over females. Title IX ac-
knowledged that truth for the benefit 
of women’s athletics. To break it down 
even more, one study states: On aver-
age, males have 40 to 50 percent greater 
upper limb strength, 20 to 40 percent 
greater lower limb strength, and an av-
erage of 12 pounds more skeletal mus-
cle mass than age-matched females at 
any given body weight. 

Title IX sent an incredible—incred-
ible—message to female athletes across 
the Nation. That message was: You can 
compete; you can win; and you will be 
afforded a fair and level playing field 
to do so. Because of these reasons, dec-
ades later, we know title IX has been a 
monumental success for female ath-
letes across this country. 

As the 50th anniversary of title IX 
approaches at the end of this month, 
we should be celebrating female ath-
letes who were given the opportunity 
to win first place, to learn the life les-
sons sports teaches each individual, 
and to overcome obstacles and reach 
their God-given potential. We should be 
asking ourselves how we can preserve 
title IX so female athletes 50 years 
from now can experience the same 
euphoric feeling of hard work and hard- 
earned victory. 

But, unfortunately, with the Biden 
administration’s proposal, in the next 
few weeks, we will lose title IX protec-
tions for female athletes as we know it. 
Later this month, it is expected that 
President Biden’s Department of Edu-
cation will publish a proposed rule to 
change title IX to align more with the 
administration’s progressive agenda. 

These proposed changes would re-
quire schools to allow biological males 
to compete in women’s sports. It would 
take a wrecking ball to five decades of 
title IX success and tilt what was a 
level playing field to the far left. With 
the Biden administration’s proposal, 
female athletes will lose. We cannot 
allow title IX’s protections for female 
athletes to be eroded. It has been too 
much of a success. 

I plan to continue leading efforts 
against this misguided policy to ensure 
no Federal action will negatively im-
pact female athletes. Recently, I have 
spoken with numerous female athletes 

VerDate Sep 11 2014 00:53 Jun 07, 2022 Jkt 029060 PO 00000 Frm 00005 Fmt 4637 Sfmt 0634 E:\CR\FM\G06JN6.014 S06JNPT1dl
hi

ll 
on

 D
S

K
12

0R
N

23
P

R
O

D
 w

ith
 S

E
N

A
T

E



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — SENATES2776 June 6, 2022 
who were able to compete and win be-
cause of title IX. Additionally, I intro-
duced an amendment to prohibit Fed-
eral funding to schools that allow bio-
logical males to compete in women’s 
sports. 

I have also repeatedly called for the 
Senate to pass the Protection of 
Women and Girls in Sports Act, legisla-
tion I helped introduce that would en-
sure the definition of ‘‘sex’’ in title IX 
is based on ‘‘solely a person’s reproduc-
tive biology and genetics at birth’’ and 
prohibit Federal funding to institu-
tions that do not uphold that defini-
tion. 

Just last week, I sent a letter to U.S. 
Department of Education Secretary 
Cardona, warning the administration 
to rethink this rule change. The Biden 
administration’s title IX rule flies in 
the face of the so-called science that 
Democrats are quick to pledge their al-
legiance to by ignoring the scientific 
differences in biological makeup of 
male and female athletes. Apparently, 
science only holds water when it con-
forms to the Democrats’ partisan agen-
da. 

Allowing biological males to compete 
in women’s sports will set women’s 
rights back 50 years to a time before 
title IX. It will discourage young girls 
from entering the court, jumping in 
the pool, walking on the field because 
they will know they will have to com-
pete with the deck stacked against 
them; they can only hope to win second 
place, at best. 

So the bottom line is that there is 
really no pregame speech or halftime 
talk you can give to a woman or a girl 
who feels like they aren’t competing on 
a fair playing field, like 50 years ago. 
With this proposed rule, girls will be 
playing for second. 

The Biden administration should do 
the right thing and rethink their deci-
sion that would destroy female ath-
letics as we know it today. 

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. CORNYN. Madam President, I 

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

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

GUN VIOLENCE 
Mr. CORNYN. Madam President, like 

so many people in Texas and across the 
country, I can’t stop thinking about 
the 19 children and the two teachers 
who lost their lives in Uvalde, TX. Over 
the last several days, 21 families have 
started burying their loved ones. This 
tight-knit community of 15,000 people 
60 miles from the U.S.-Mexico border is 
grieving the loss of classmates, play-
mates, friends, neighbors, colleagues, 
and fellow church members. 

As grief turns to anger and anger 
turns to action, everyone is asking the 
question—the logical question—how do 
we stop these sort of things from hap-
pening again? Well, I think that is the 

right question. That is the question 
that has been on my mind and domi-
nating conversations with my col-
leagues the last couple of weeks. 

This is a big diverse country. There 
are a lot of differences regionally, cul-
turally, and the like. Each of us have 
ideas about what would work best, but 
that is the genius of our Federal sys-
tem, one that Louis Brandeis called the 
‘‘laboratories of democracy’’ because 
‘‘one size fits all’’ is not necessarily al-
ways the right solution. 

But those of us who work here in the 
Senate know this is not just about our 
goals or ideals; it is about what was 
once called the ‘‘art of the possible.’’ 
Perfect bills exist only in our imagina-
tion and we have to be realistic about 
what can pass both Chambers of Con-
gress and get the President’s signature. 
And we know it is not easy by design. 
The Founding Fathers had this idea 
that if they made it hard to pass legis-
lation, if they forced us to build con-
sensus, that we wouldn’t pass a lot of 
laws that would limit individual free-
dom and liberty; that it would only be 
where there was a true national con-
sensus that we could get those laws 
passed. 

Over the last week and a half, I have 
been talking, particularly with Senator 
MURPHY, Senator TILLIS, Senator 
SINEMA, but, literally, with everybody I 
could reach on the phone or get 
through text message to see if there is 
some package of mental health and 
safety legislation that addresses some 
of the factors that might have pre-
vented the recent shootings in Uvalde 
and elsewhere. 

I want to be clear, though. We are 
not talking about restricting the rights 
of current law-abiding gun owners or 
citizens. This is a constitutional right, 
as much as that may go against the 
grain of some of our colleagues who 
would like to see us do things that 
would restrict the right of American 
citizens under the Second Amendment. 
The right to keep and bear arms is 
guaranteed by the Constitution itself. 
And the vast majority of the Repub-
lican conference feels, certainly, the 
same way. 

What I am interested in is keeping 
guns out of the hands of those who, by 
current law, are not supposed to have 
them—people with mental health prob-
lems, people who have criminal 
records. 

Again, this is about the ‘‘art of the 
possible.’’ In order to deliver results, 
we have to build consensus, and the 
best way to do that is through targeted 
reforms. We have actually had success 
doing this before. On November 5, 2017, 
a tight-knit community in Texas 
called Sutherland Springs was the tar-
get of a shooting. A gunman opened 
fire at a small Baptist church, killing 
26 people. We quickly learned that the 
shooter had a long and disturbing 
record of violence—school suspensions, 
comments about wanting to kill his su-
periors in the military, animal abuse, 
violence against those closest to him, 

felony, domestic violence convictions— 
he fractured the skull of his stepson in 
a fit of anger, and he even spent time 
in military prison. Yet, under the ex-
isting National Instant Criminal Back-
ground Check System, the Air Force 
had not uploaded that information. 

Under existing Federal law, the 
shooter was prohibited from ever pur-
chasing or possessing a firearm. So how 
did he get his hands on a semiauto-
matic weapon that he used to take 26 
innocent lives? Well, it was because of 
a broken system. He was able to pur-
chase four firearms because the infor-
mation about his criminal history had 
never been uploaded into the National 
Instant Criminal Background Check 
System known as the NICS system. In 
that case, it was clear that the answer 
was, How do we stop this again? It was 
obvious: Get the background check sys-
tem improved to record existing dis-
qualifications to purchase or possess 
firearms. 

Senator MURPHY and I introduced the 
Fix NICS Act to ensure all depart-
ments and agencies accurately and cor-
rectly uploaded these conviction 
records on a timely basis. That bill, at 
the time it became law, had more than 
70 bipartisan cosponsors, and it was 
signed into law in March 2018. And here 
is what happened next. In the first 3 
years since that bill became law, 111⁄2 
million additional records have been 
uploaded into the three national data-
bases—11.5 million additional records. 
The number of records in one of those 
databases increased by more than 30 
percent. 

I believe the reason we were able to 
succeed with the Fix NICS legislation 
is because it addressed a glaring prob-
lem without jeopardizing the rights of 
law-abiding citizens under the Second 
Amendment. I mentioned that the bill 
had more than 70 cosponsors. I am re-
minded here that it had 77 bipartisan 
cosponsors. And that was how we 
passed the first major reform to the 
background checks system in 25 years. 
My hope is we can take the same ap-
proach here to build consensus by tar-
geting the problem with a targeted so-
lution. 

This one is actually harder because 
in Uvalde there were so many points of 
failure—not just one—multiple points 
of failure. But one obvious glaring 
issue is the lack of mental health 
intervention. According to the reports 
we have seen, the shooter was isolated, 
he was bullied, he harmed himself, he 
self-mutilated. He had a history of 
fighting and threatening students and 
abusing animals. These are textbook 
signs, compounded with a profile we 
have seen too often of someone who 
could pose, not only as a threat to him-
self, but to others, as well. 

But these signs were ignored, and we 
saw the tragic consequences. I don’t 
think it is breaking news to say that 
there is a mental health crisis among 
America’s children, and we can’t ignore 
the devastating impact that the pan-
demic had on a lot of our young people. 
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