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Payday for scheme donors came in 

West Virginia v. EPA. At least 14 pol-
luter front group amici showed up to 
push in chorus for their major ques-
tions doctrine—the usual suspects— 
funded by fossil fuel dark money, like 
Cato, the Koch flagship Americans for 
Prosperity, and the Competitive Enter-
prise Institute. 

Justice Gorsuch’s concurrence is rife 
with citations legitimizing doctrine 
factory ‘‘scholarship.’’ He cites articles 
written by the founder and president of 
the Free State Foundation, a member 
of the dark money State Policy Net-
work; by a member of the dark money 
Federalist Society’s Administrative 
Law Group executive committee; and 
by the former president of the Koch- 
funded American Enterprise Institute. 

The scheme is all about boosting cor-
porate power and rolling back govern-
ment regulations. It is not just about 
building a dark money Court; it is 
about front groups by the dozen which 
operate in coordinated flotillas; it is 
about faux scholarship—reverse-engi-
neered in a parallel universe of faux 
academia—to give polluters power over 
government; and it is about more than 
a half a billion dollars in dark money 
spent to set up and run the whole sham 
enterprise. 

The attack on regulation began with 
an effort to revive the so-called non-
delegation doctrine discarded by the 
Supreme Court almost 100 years ago. 
Like the major questions doctrine, the 
nondelegation doctrine allowed courts 
to strike down Agency rules when Con-
gress wasn’t explicit enough in dele-
gating power. Polluters loved it. 
Scheme front groups like the Cato In-
stitute—propped up by the dark money 
from the fossil fuel billionaire Koch 
family and from companies like 
ExxonMobil—sponsored research that 
argued for reviving the nondelegation 
doctrine. They organized conferences 
and seminars, lobbied legislators, and 
funded law groups designed to spread 
the idea far and wide. 

But ‘‘major questions’’ had one ad-
vantage. Years ago, on the DC Circuit 
Court of Appeals, Justice Breyer had 
used those two words once, in passing, 
in a lengthy law review article. They 
could seize that camouflage. And guess 
what. ‘‘Major questions’’ is just ‘‘non-
delegation’’ in disguise. If you don’t be-
lieve me, let’s go back to Justice 
Gorsuch in a concurrence from another 
case earlier this year: 

[T]he major questions doctrine is closely 
related to what is sometimes called the non-
delegation doctrine. Indeed, for decades, 
courts have cited the nondelegation doctrine 
as a reason to apply the major questions doc-
trine. . . . Whichever the doctrine, the point 
is the same. 

Indeed. The point is that a Court cap-
tured by polluter interests will find 
any way it can to import polluter doc-
trine—cooked up in polluter-funded 
doctrine factories—into the law of the 
land, and that is just what they just 
did in West Virginia v. EPA. For the 
polluters, mission accomplished. 

The Court that dark money built had 
already wreaked havoc in our law. 
Even before they got to six, they had 
run up 80 5-to-4 partisan decisions ben-
efiting big Republican donor inter-
ests—80 5-to-4 partisan decisions bene-
fiting big Republican donor interests. 
Now with six Justices, they have set 
about destroying precedent left and 
right, taking away the constitutional 
right of women to control their own re-
productive decisions, blocking efforts 
to reduce gun violence, and now adopt-
ing new theories to empower polluters 
against public health regulation. 

The FedSoc Six’s hatred for regula-
tion isn’t shared much outside the pol-
luter-funded parallel universe. Most 
Americans appreciate regulations. 
They appreciate regulations that help 
make sure food and water are safe, that 
their air is clean to breathe, that medi-
cines actually work, that markets op-
erate honestly, that investors have real 
information, and that car seats protect 
you in a car wreck. The American peo-
ple are right to sense that something is 
deeply amiss at the U.S. Supreme 
Court. 

A captured Court presents an unprec-
edented challenge to the other 
branches of government, but we aren’t 
helpless. 

First, we need to start telling the 
truth about what is going on. The pat-
tern is unmistakable, and people across 
the country need to understand this is 
not right; this is not normal. We can 
also pass laws like my DISCLOSE Act, 
which I hope will be coming up for a 
vote shortly, to shine light on the dark 
money donors who captured our Court 
in a long scheme. 

We can require real ethics require-
ments for Supreme Court Justices, just 
like all other Federal judges already 
have. Remember the ongoing ethics in-
vestigations against Judge Kavanaugh? 
They were dropped, not because they 
were resolved, not because they ended, 
not because he was found not culpable; 
they were dropped against Judge 
Kavanaugh because he escaped to the 
Supreme Court, where ethics investiga-
tions don’t exist, so they had to shut 
down the ongoing investigations. That 
is a terrible signal. 

We can also require Justices to re-
port gifts and hospitality, as all other 
judges do and all senior government of-
ficials do in the executive and legisla-
tive branches. 

There are many ways to push back 
against the new ‘‘ruling class’’ of ‘‘un-
accountable ministers’’ occupying the 
captured Court and to assure the 
American people that fairness and jus-
tice, and not the Court’s deep-pocketed 
special interest friends, are what drives 
Court decisions. 

There is a lot to be done, and we need 
to begin. To be continued. 

I yield the floor. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Rhode Island. 

LEGISLATIVE SESSION 

MORNING BUSINESS 

Mr. WHITEHOUSE. Madam Presi-
dent, I ask unanimous consent that the 
Senate proceed to legislative session to 
be in a period of morning business, 
with Senators permitted to speak 
therein for up to 10 minutes each. 

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

f 

AFGHANISTAN 

Mr. HAWLEY. Madam President, fol-
lowing my submission yesterday, I ask 
unanimous consent to have printed in 
the RECORD the next part of an inves-
tigation directed by the U.S. Central 
Command concerning the Abbey Gate 
bombing in Afghanistan in August 2021. 

There being no objection, the mate-
rial was ordered to be printed in the 
RECORD, as follows: 
ACTS–SCK–DO 
Subject: Findings and Recommendation—At-

tack Against U.S. Forces Conducting 
NEO at Hamid Karzai International Air-
port on 26 August 2021 

(i) Throughout the NEO, USFOR–A FWD 
spent a significant amount of time coordi-
nating special evacuation requests on behalf 
of the interagency, congressional representa-
tives and senators, and the White House (ex-
hibits 13, 15, 18, 20, 21, 22). The USFOR–A 
FWD staff estimated they received over 4000 
such requests during the nine days ECPs 
were operating (exhibits 13, 20, 21, 22). (TEXT 
REDACTED) USFOR–A FWD Deputy Com-
manding General, referred to these evacuees 
as privileged personnel exhibit 21). USFOR–A 
FWD’s (TEXT REDACTED) and Embassy 
(TEXT REDACTED) worked with subordi-
nate staffs to action many of these requests. 
They would coordinate with the potential 
evacuees for challenge and password or other 
identification, visit gates, seek out the evac-
uees, physically pull them from the crowd, 
and get them processed through DoS and the 
Evacuation Control Center (ECC} (exhibits 
17, 20, 22, 100, 108, 122). 

(ii) (TEXT REDACTED) along with mem-
bers of the JTF–CR staff, were primarily re-
sponsible for coordinating multi-national ac-
tivities and requests through the Multi-Na-
tional Coordination Cell (MNCC) (exhibits 15, 
18, 20, 21, 22). The MNCC met daily, along 
with other Ambassador groups, to coordinate 
air and lift requirements for partner nations, 
and Afghans sponsored by those nations to 
depart (exhibits 20, 21, 22). Many of the other 
nations working out of HKIA and conducting 
NEO were completely dependent on the U.S. 
for airlift (exhibit 21). USFOR–A FWD, with 
JTF–CR, formed the International Coordina-
tion Cell (ICC), which was a broader forum 
for handling the extensive privileged per-
sons’ requests from partner nations (exhibit 
21). (TEXT REDACTED) USSFOR–A FWD 
Chief of Staff, and Commander. 3/10 IBCT, 
was responsible for working these issues (ex-
hibits 21, 126). The ICC also provided a forum 
to synchronize bulk movement and arrival of 
passport holders or cleared individuals from 
all nations through South Gate (exhibit 126). 
This included building and allocating move-
ment tables and coordinating with Taliban 
commanders for passage of vehicles (exhibit 
126). (TEXT REDACTED) coordinated with 1/ 
82 IBCTs (TEXT REDACTED) to request TF 
Wild Boar support for receiving these coordi-
nated arrivals at the various gates (exhibit 
247). TF Polar Bear was a force on the ground 
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at HKIA scheduled to conduct relief in place/ 
transfer of authority (RIP/TOA) with TF 
Wild Boar. The RIP was delayed based on 
conditions, to retain both forces for the ap-
proaching NEO (exhibit 126). After 17 August, 
both forces were at HKIA and made TACON 
to 1/82 IBCT during the NEO (exhibits 
128,247). TF Polar Bear operated as the HKIA 
quick reaction force (QRF) and had liaison 
officers (LNO) in the JTF–CR Joint Oper-
ations Center (JOC) (exhibit 247). TF Wild 
Boar also served as a QRF, but executed tar-
geted recovery missions with the MNCC and 
ICC when operations permitted (exhibits 10, 
126, 247). 

(iii) USFOR–A FWD was responsible for co-
ordination with adjacent military, para-
military, and former adversary forces (exhib-
its 13, 20, 21, 22, 23). On 16 August, RADM 
Vasely coordinated with other governmental 
agencies (OGA) for NSU assistance with air-
field security. NSU took over large swaths of 
the perimeter on the South, West, and North 
of HKIA (exhibits 13, 15, 181,20, 21, 22, 23). 
Shortly after, RADM Vasely began coordi-
nating with (TEXT REDACTED) the regional 
Taliban Commander and Taliban-designated 
LNO, for Taliban assistance with clearing 
the airfield and providing security along the 
southern perimeter of HKIA (exhibits 13, 15, 
18, 20, 21, 22, 23). Finally, RADM Vasely and 
his staff coordinated with the Turkish Mili-
tary to relieve them of security and airfield 
operations responsibilities (exhibits 13, 15, 18, 
21). 

(iv) USFOR–A FWD, and subordinate units, 
continued to coordinate with the Taliban 
throughout the NEO, however, only USFOR– 
A FWD and MG Donahue had authority to 
release threat reporting to the Taliban (ex-
hibits 13, 15, 18, 20, 21, 22, 23). Prior to the 
Abbey Gate attack, on 25–26 August, USFOR– 
A FWD was continuously updating the 
Taliban with information necessary to im-
prove their security posture and provide ef-
fective screening for exposed forces at the 
gates (exhibits 13, 15, 18, 20, 21, 22, 23). 
USFOR–A FWD and MG Donahue frequently 
provided updates in person to the Taliban at 
the South Terminal and by phone (exhibits 
13, 21, 23, 125). 

(3) Task Force—Medical (TF MED). 
(a) TF MED was initially located at 

Bagram Air Base and served as the most ca-
pable US Role Ill medical facility in Afghan-
istan (exhibits 14, 131). On approximately 15 
June, the facility at Bagram closed and TF 
MED moved to North HKIA to continue to 
provide medical support to remaining U.S. 
Forces, but with a reduced capability {exhib-
its 14, 128, 131). TF MED co-located with Nor-
wegian medical personnel at the HKIA Role 
II military treatment facility (exhibit 14, 128, 
131). (TEXT REDACTED) USAF, commanded 
TF MED during the period of the move to 
HKIA and throughout the NEO (exhibits 14, 
131). The facility at HKIA was a Role II En-
hanced (Role 11–E), with lab, pharmacy, two 
operating rooms (ORs), and computed tomog-
raphy (en scan capability (exhibits 14, 128, 
131). 

(b) During the NEO, the capabilities of this 
facility swelled, eventually supported by 
nine surgical teams arriving 20–23 August 
(exhibits 131). These teams came from var-
ious locations and nations: one Norwegian 
Special Operations Surgical Team (SOST), 
two U.S. SOSTs, two U.S. Forward 
Resuscitative Surgical Detachments (FRSD), 
surgical teams organic to TF MED, one U.K. 
Military surgical team, and those organic to 
the 82nd, which operated from the Role II at 
Camp Alvarado (exhibits 14, 128, 131, 149). In 
addition to surgical teams, TF MED also had 
an Aeromedical Evacuation Liaison Team 
(AELT), responsible for medical airlift from 
HKIA rearward. Io synchronize efforts, 
(TEXT REDACTED) conducted daily huddles 

with the various contingents to discuss 
threat reporting, posturing medical assets 
and supplies, and patient flow (exhibits 131, 
149). TF MED created and exercised a mass 
casualty (MASCAL) plan for medical re-
sponse in June 2021, which included Nor-
wegian capabiltties and participation (exhib-
its 14, 131). During the NEO, (TEXT RE-
DACTED) made the decision to consolidate 
higher-level medical care at the Role II–E an 
not push any assets to the gates (exhibit 131). 
The units at the gates had medics/corpsmen 
and the Role I capability had already pushed 
forward (exhibits 66, 100, 104). 

(c) On 25–26 August, Role II–E personnel 
were aware of increased credible reporting 
for a vehicle-borne improvised explosive de-
vice (VBIED) or suicide vest IED (SVIED) at 
a gate (exhibits 14, 131). The USFOR–A FWD 
(TEXT REDACTED) contacted approxi-
mately 26 August and warned him a 
MASCAL event was imminent exhibit 131). 
(TEXT REDACTED) placed medics and sur-
gical teams on stand-by until 1700, and then 
released them on immediate recall (exhibit 
14, 131). At the time of the blast (TEXT RE-
DACTED) was in the Joint Operations Cen-
ter (JOC) and a Role I facility reported sig-
nificant numbers of casualties, which trig-
gered the MASCAL response (exhibit 131). 
(TEXT REDACTED) Trauma Team Leader, 
was in the emergency room (ER) and did not 
hear the blast, but was notified within min-
utes to prepare for a MASCAL (exhibit 128). 
TF MED received its first patient within 12 
minutes and treated patients for the next 10– 
12 hours (exhibits 14, 128 131, 149). The most 
seriously wounded patients arrived first, a 
result of proper triage at the Role I facilities 
and casualty collection points (CCPs) (exhib-
its 14, 128, 131 14Q). The Role II–E expanded 
its operating room to accommodate four pa-
tients at a time and used hallway space to 
provide additional required care (exhibits 
128, 131, 149). Patients with less severe inju-
ries, not requiring immediate care, were 
staged outsde or in ambulances with medics 
to stabilize injuries (exhibits 14, 128, 131, 149). 
Of the 13 killed in action (KIA), every med-
ical professional interviewed concluded that 
no amount of additional measures, equip-
ment, or treatment could have saved their 
lives (exhibits 14, 128, 131, 149). By approxi-
mately 0700 on 27 August, the Role II–E was 
empty of patients, with three flights taking 
personnel to Qatar or Germany, to include 19 
U.S. causalities (exhibit 14, 131, 236). The 
Role II–E had a small morgue, capable of 
handling only eight deceased (exhibits 68, 
131). Because the MASCAL overwhelmed the 
hospital morgue capacity, the KIA were 
moved to a pre-coordinated refrigerated 
shipping container for preparation and move-
ment back to continental U.S. (CONUS) (ex-
hibit 68, 131). 

(4) JTF–CR. 
(a) JTF–CR is a command and control or-

ganization derived from a joint manning doc-
ument, manned by TF 51/5th Marine Expedi-
tionary Brigade (MEB) personnel, stationed 
in Bahrain, and augmented with personnel 
from the CENTCOM area of responsibility 
(AOR) (exhibits 15, 17, 18). TF 51/5th MEB 
began initial planning in April for the poten-
tial NEO, convened two operational planning 
teams, coordinated with USFOR–A, 
CENTCOM, and MARCENT, and attended op-
erations and intelligence updates with 
USFOR–A FWD (exhibits 15, 17, 18). JTF–CR 
activated in May and was TACON to USFOR– 
A FWD for NEO planning (exhibits 15, 17, 18). 
In May and June, JTF–CR conducted a pre- 
deployment site survey (POSS) to Afghani-
stan to assess possible evacuation sites and 
coordinate with stakeholders, specifically 
USEK (exhibits 15, 17, 18). Initial planning 
accounted for two aerial ports of embar-
kation (APOEs), HKIA and Bagram Air Base. 

In early June, Bagram transitioned to 
ANDSF control and was no longer considered 
for planning (exhibits 15, 17, 18). JTF–CR de-
ployed three LNOs forward in May, along 
with a small three person quartering party 
to HKIA in late May to set conditions for a 
possible NEO (exhibit 15, 18). 

(b) JTF–CR deployed to HKIA on 19 July, 
starting with the Early Entry Assistance 
Team (EEAT), followed by the JTF–CR staff 
as a robust quartering party (exhibit 15}. The 
staff continued to coordinate with USEK 
while in Afghanistan, in an attempt to plan 
the NEO, but to little effect (exhibit 18). 
With the fall of Afghanistan districts to the 
Taliban throughout July and August, the 
JTF–CR continuously took steps to prepare 
HKIA for NEO, such as building supply 
stocks on HKIA to handle evacuees’ basic 
needs (exhibit 18). During early August, DoS 
began processing Special Immigrant Visas 
(SIVs) and sending out evacuees by commer-
cial air. They evacuated approximately 750 
before the NEO was called on 13 August (ex-
hibits 18, 8, 24). 

(c) During execution of the NEO, JTF–CR 
had initial responsibility for securing HKIA 
and processing evacuees designated eligible 
by DoS (exhibits 15, 17, 18). In the early 
morning hours of 14 August, 24th MEU ar-
rived with nearly 200 personnel that included 
some of the headquarters staff, snipers, ECC 
personnel, and a single rifle company (exhib-
its 15, 100, 102, 104). At this time, elements of 
TF Polar Bear and TF Wild Boar, who were 
subordinate elements of 3/10 IBCT providing 
security for USEK and HKIA, arrived to 
HKIA (exhibits 15, 126, 247). 24th MEU later 
closed additional capability during 14 Au-
gust, with a similar mix of personnel as the 
first lift (exhibits 15, 100, 102, 104). The Turk-
ish Military was providing security on North 
HKIA, with approximately 400 troops, and 
the ANDSF were securing the southern pe-
rimeter of HKIA, specifically the routes into 
the commercial terminals (exhibit 15). Ap-
proximately a battalion of U.K. Forces was 
also facilitating their own evacuation oper-
ations out of the airport (exhibits 15, 18, 126). 
U.S. Air Force C–17s were slow to arrive 
throughout 14–15 August (exhibit 15). By the 
end of 14 August, there were approximately 
1600 U.S. and coalition forces at HKIA (ex-
hibits 13, 15, 18). 

(i) On 15 August, Afghanistan’s President 
Ghani departed Kabul in a helicopter, aban-
doning the capital and the government. Soon 
after, ANDSF leaders also fled (exhibits 13, 
15, 18, 20, 21, 22, 23). This precipitated the dis-
solution of the ANDSF, leaving the southern 
perimeter of the airport unsecured. Simulta-
neously, USEK was evacuating personnel to 
HKIA (exhibits 13, 15, 18, 20, 21, 22, 23). 
Ghani’s departure and the Embassy evacu-
ation created a panic in the Kabul popu-
lation, and civilians began to rush the air-
field in an attempt to board departing or sta-
tionary aircraft (exhibits 13, 15, 18, 20, 21, 22, 
23). On three separate occasions, on 15 Au-
gust and into the hours of darkness of 16 Au-
gust, large crowds pushed across the HKIA 
flight line and near the North HKIA foot-
print, forcing JTF–CR to empty their oper-
ations center of personnel to push back the 
crowds (exhibits 15, 18). The presence of large 
crowds of civilians on the runways halted air 
operations continuously throughout 16 Au-
gust. 

(ii) Three solutions to the airfield security 
problem manifested during the next 24–48 
hours. 1/82 IBCT forces arrived on C–17s dur-
ing the hours of darkness on 15–16 August, 
and JTF–CR immediately tasked them with 
airfield security (exhibit 15). On 16 August, 
an OGA offered to bring the NSU’s approxi-
mately 1200–1300 personnel to provide secu-
rity at HKIA (on the condition of evacuating 
NSU families) (exhibits 13, 15, 18, 21, 23). 
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Later on 16 August, the Taliban offered to 
help remove civilians from the airfield. 
RADM Vasely accepted the Taliban’s offer, 
and Taliban forces began clearing and secur-
ing the airfield (exhibits 15, 18, 21, 23). The 
addition of these three forces was sufficient 
to clear the runway and resume flight oper-
ations (exhibits 15, 18). 

(iii) Once the perimeter was reestablished 
on 16 and 17 August, the Taliban took the 
South, the NSU took the North and West, 
and 1/82nd took the West and overall security 
responsibilities (exhibits 15, 18, 53, 103). JTF– 
CR continued to manage the flow of combat 
forces into HKIA and into the line to hold 
the tenuous status quo (exhibits 15, 18, 53, 
103). Force flow over the next two days deliv-
ered the remainder of the 1/82 IBCT, all of 
the 24th MEU Command Element, the re-
mainder of 1/8 Marines, the MEU Combat Lo-
gistics Battalion (CLB), 2/1 Marines with 
enablers from the CENTCOM SPMAGTF, and 
the TAC of the 82nd Airborne Division (ex-
hibits 15, 18, 53, 100, 102, 104, 121, 125). JTF–CR 
had TACON of all forces providing security 
of HKIA until 17 August, when Gen 
McKenzie, CENTCOM Commander, tasked 
the 82nd Airborne Division with security of 
HKIA (exhibits 8, 10, 11, 13, 15, 18, 21, 238). The 
JTF–CR retained sole responsibility of NEO 
tasks and duties (exhibits 10, 11, 15, 18, 138, 
238). 

(d) During the execution of NEO, the JTF– 
CR managed three critical tasks at the JTF 
level or through its subordinate units: Gate 
Operations, ECC, and the Multi-National Co-
ordination Cell (exhibits 15, 17, 18). 

(i) After being relieved of airfield security 
duties, 1/8 Marines (24th MEU) occupied 
North and East Gates, and 2/1 Marines 
(SPMAGTF) occupied Abbey Gate (exhibits 
53, 103). From 19–26 August, these gates were 
used to process and screen tens of thousands 
of civilian evacuees (exhibits 15, 18). Com-
manders at each gate exercised their author-
ity to open or close their respective gates, as 
they deemed appropriate, according to the 
situation on the ground (exhibits 15, 53, 103). 
The JTF–CR Commander retained the au-
thority to reopen a gate if the gate com-
mander had closed it due to the threat envi-
ronment or possible attack (exhibits 15, 18, 
103). However, there was tremendous pres-
sure from the strategic level (Combatant 
Command (CCMD), Joint Staff (JS), White 
House) to continue to process and evacuate 
civilians to the maximum extent possible, so 
gate closures were done rarely, locally, and 
temporarily (exhibits 15, 18, 53, 56, 77, 103, 
121). For example, Abbey Gate did not phys-
ically close until the night of 26 August (ex-
hibit 53). JTF–CR’s management of gate op-
erations also entailed reacting to the over-
whelming number of special requests to se-
cure specific evacuees from gates (exhibits 
13, 15, 17, 20, 21, 22). Members of the USFOR– 
A FWD, JTF–CR, MEU, 1/8, and 2/1 staffs 
were constantly engaged in retrieving spe-
cially requested individuals from the gates, 
with the lower echelons doing so on behalf of 
JTF–CR (exhibits 13, 15, 18, 20, 21, 22, 23, 76, 
108, 122). 

(ii) The JTF–CR Commander was respon-
sible for deciding when to close Abbey Gate 
to facilitate the Joint Tactical Exfiltration 
(JTE) (exhibits 13, 15, 17, 18, 22). Initially, the 
JTF–CR sought to close the gate on the 
evening of 25 August (exhibits 18, 53, 77, 89, 
126). However, U.K. Forces were still oper-
ating at the Barron Hotel and could not 
meet this timeline (exhibits 15, 18, 53, 77, 89, 
126.). If the JTF–CR Commander decided to 
close Abbey Gate while U.K. Forces were 
still processing evacuees, it would have iso-
lated them at the Barron Hotel. This would 
have affected the JTE, as the JTF–CR Com-
mander estimated it would take 24–48 hours 
to clear the outer corridor and facilitate 

U.K. Forces’ passage of lines into HKIA (ex-
hibits 15, 18). Additionally, if the JTF–CR 
closed Abbey Gate early, the crowds likely 
would have breached the airfield, which 
posed a significant risk to mission and risk 
to force (exhibits 15, 18). 

(iii) The 24th MEU established the ECC at 
the passenger (PAX) Terminal in North 
HKIA (exhibits 15, 18, 100, 101, 102). Evacuees 
waiting for flights consistently saturated 
this area, creating a security concern (exhib-
its 100, 101). As a result, JTF–CR tasked sub-
ordinate units to provide security forces at 
the PAX Terminal to ensure evacuees did 
not attempt to board the wrong flights or 
move into the compounds on North HKIA 
(exhibits 15, 18, 101). 

(iv) As the lead for NEO, JTF–CR hosted 
the MNCC (exhibits 18, 21, 145). At the MNCC, 
JTF–CR coordinated the requirements of the 
multi-national partners to evacuate per-
sonnel (exhibits 18, 21). This usually included 
manifesting flights and coordinating appro-
priate arrival destinations based on the sta-
tus of evacuees (exhibits 18, 21). 

f 

ADDITIONAL STATEMENTS 

TRIBUTE TO IGOR BABAILOV 

∑ Mrs. BLACKBURN. Madam Presi-
dent, each year, the Ellis Island Honors 
Society recognizes individuals who 
have proved their commitment to our 
Nation through outstanding achieve-
ment in industry, education, entertain-
ment, and the arts. 

Today, I have the honor of congratu-
lating my friend and fellow Tennessean 
Igor Babailov, one of this year’s recipi-
ents of the Ellis Island Medal of Honor. 
Igor has earned a very special place in 
American culture through his work in 
philanthropy and the arts. A celebrated 
portraitist, he has immortalized on 
canvas Presidents, dignitaries, royalty, 
and even three Popes, and earned the 
trust of the world’s most important cu-
rators. His philanthropic endeavors 
have changed the lives of veterans and 
helped children realize their full poten-
tial. 

On behalf of the State of Tennessee, 
I offer my heartfelt congratulations to 
Igor and thank him for using his tal-
ents to make America a more diverse, 
innovative, and beautiful place to call 
home.∑ 

f 

TRIBUTE TO LAMAR ROGERS 

∑ Mrs. BLACKBURN. Madam Presi-
dent, it is my honor to congratulate 
Coach Lamar Rogers of Clarkrange, 
TN, on winning the Fred Russell Life-
time Achievement Award and joining 
the distinguished ranks of the National 
Federation of State High School Asso-
ciations Hall of Fame. 

Over the course of his long career, he 
has enriched the lives of young female 
athletes by helping them reach their 
highest potential. For 46 years, Coach 
Rogers has served as the architect of 
one of the most impressive and well-re-
spected girls basketball programs in 
the Volunteer State, boasting a 1,289– 
290 record and eight Tennessee Sec-
ondary School Athletic Association 

State championships. He is also re-
vered—and feared—as the winningest 
high school girls basketball coach in 
Tennessee. 

But more importantly, he is a men-
tor, a friend, and an inspiration to the 
next generation of athletes and edu-
cators, and I consider it my privilege 
to recognize him for his leadership. 
Congratulations, Coach.∑ 

f 

TRIBUTE TO ADOLPH L. ‘‘BOB’’ 
HIRSCH 

∑ Mr. BLUMENTHAL. Madam Presi-
dent, today I rise to recognize Mr. Ad-
olph ‘‘Bob’’ Hirsch, a remarkable man 
and World War II veteran who turns 100 
on July 23, 2022. 

In September 1942, at the age of 20, 
Mr. Hirsch enlisted in the U.S. Coast 
Guard. He would go on to attain the 
rank of seaman first class, serving this 
Nation honorably throughout World 
War II until 1945. During this time, Mr. 
Hirsch served as a gunner’s mate on 
the Coast Guard Patrol Frigate Annap-
olis. It was aboard that vessel in the 
American theater of operations that 
Mr. Hirsch was engaged in combat ac-
tion against hostile enemy submarine 
forces. 

In September 1945, Mr. Hirsch was 
also involved in a daring rescue while 
serving on the Annapolis. After the 
Steamship Prince George caught fire in 
Ketchikan, AK, several U.S. Coast 
Guard vessels responded to the inci-
dent, including the Annapolis. Mr. 
Hirsch was engaged in lifesaving and 
port clearance operations, further dem-
onstrating his remarkable bravery. 

Following his time in the Coast 
Guard, Mr. Hirsch continued his out-
standing legacy of service. He joined 
the New York City Police Department 
and served that city honorably for over 
20 years. Since 1976, Mr. Hirsch has re-
sided in Bethlehem, CT, and we are 
proud he has chosen to call our great 
State home. 

Mr. Hirsch’s tireless service will be 
an enduring legacy. I applaud his many 
accomplishments and hope my col-
leagues will join me in congratulating 
Mr. Bob Hirsch on this milestone of his 
100th birthday.∑ 

f 

REMEMBERING JACK GRANEY 

∑ Mr. BROWN. Madam President, I ask 
my colleagues to join me in honoring 
Jack Graney, Cleveland Indians player 
and broadcaster, as he is posthumously 
awarded the Ford C. Frick Award by 
the Baseball Hall of Fame on July 23, 
2022. 

Jack Graney was born on June 10, 
1886, in St. Thomas, Ontario, Canada, 
but his professional career on the base-
ball diamond began with the Cleveland 
Naps in 1908. Over his 14-year Major 
League career, Jack led the American 
League in walks during the 1917 and 
1919 seasons and played in three World 
Series games, helping the Naps to vic-
tory in 1920. His daughter fondly re-
members growing up on the road and 
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