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My view on this is simple: We did not 

swear an oath to protect a procedural 
rule like the filibuster, which has been 
the tool of racial segregation and Jim 
Crow. No, we swore an oath to defend 
the Constitution. When the Senate 
rules stand in the way of voting rights 
legislation, then those Senate rules 
must change. 

A year after an insurrection at our 
Nation’s Capitol, we must do more 
than speak up about the importance of 
democracy. Now, we must act. It is 
time to end the filibuster, time to pro-
tect voting rights, and time to defend 
our democracy. 

I yield the floor. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-

ator from Iowa. 
LOCAL SCHOOL BOARDS 

Mr. GRASSLEY. Mr. President, all 
the Republican members of the Senate 
Judiciary Committee sent Attorney 
General Garland two letters about the 
Justice Department’s involvement in 
local school board matters. 

The first one was in October. Then in 
December, we asked why the FBI’s 
counterterrorism division was getting 
involved in parents’ expressing their 
concerns at school board meetings. 

Now, just to be crystal clear, there is 
no excuse for real threats or acts of vi-
olence at school board meetings, but if 
there is such threats, these should be 
handled at the local level, and the At-
torney General should withdraw his 
memo that started this whole thing off. 

Well, a couple days before Christmas, 
the Justice Department responded to 
us Republican members of the Judici-
ary Committee with a single-page let-
ter. In that letter, the Department of 
Justice had nothing to say about why 
the FBI’s counterterrorism division 
was involved in local school board mat-
ters. The Department of Justice just 
simply said ‘‘We’re not going to with-
draw the memo.’’ 

So the Feds may be keeping track of 
school board meetings, even if it cre-
ates a horrible chilling effect at those 
meetings and maybe even discourages 
people from coming to those meetings. 
And, of course, the FBI looking over 
your shoulder would then have a 
chilling effect. 

Now, next week, the Senate Judici-
ary Committee will hold a hearing on 
domestic terrorism, and I hope the 
committee will be focusing on the seri-
ous threats facing our country, and I 
hope no one thinks the focus is going 
to be on our Nation’s parents. 

School boards have to be accountable 
to the parents and the taxpayers that 
they serve. Some school boards across 
the country are still shutting down 
classes, even though vaccines have 
been available for a long time and dra-
matically reduce the chances of major 
illness to teachers. 

Meanwhile, millions of kids across 
the country are struggling to catch up. 
They are under enormous stress from 
being separated, one kid from their 
friends in the classroom or in the 
school building. Schools are seeing far 

more behavioral problems than they 
ever have before. 

Parents, then, are right to be con-
cerned about these situations in their 
local schools, and it is their right to 
ask questions. They should be telling 
their school board districts that they 
want to see changes. But will they see 
changes or will they be afraid to speak 
up at school board meetings? Will the 
FBI’s counterterrorism division be 
keeping track of them as parents ask 
for changes from their school boards? 

The Department of Justice owes the 
American people a better answer than 
just a single-page letter that says 
nothing about why the FBI’s counter-
terrorism division is involved in local 
school board matters. 

Now, more than ever, parents should 
be their kids’ strongest and their kids’ 
best advocates. They have a God-given 
right to do so. And, of course, the Jus-
tice Department ought to be doing ev-
erything it can to protect that con-
stitutional right, not scare these par-
ents out of exercising their constitu-
tional right. 

Attorney General Garland should 
withdraw his memo, and he should 
take Congress’ oversight and concerns 
for parental rights more seriously. 

VIOLENT CRIME 
Mr. President, on another matter and 

the last issue I am going to speak to, I 
want to visit with my colleagues on 
the continuing rise of violent crime 
across the country. 

We have all heard about the unprece-
dented 30-percent spike in murders 
that began in the summer of 2020. It 
continues to this very day. Over a 
dozen cities set new homicide records 
in the year just passed. 

The rise of violent crimes coincides 
with the defund the police movement 
and widespread de-policing. Cutting po-
lice budgets combined with an 
antipolice sentiment fostered by local 
elected officials has led to violence 
against our police officers, so we have 
seen a dramatic increase in on-duty 
deaths in the last year. 

I want to quote the Fraternal Order 
of Police. That organization says that 
63 officers were murdered and 346 offi-
cers were shot. This organization also 
reported ambush-style attacks on law 
enforcement officers spiked 115 percent 
from 2020. The FBI has reported that 
unprovoked attacks against officers in 
which the officers had no official con-
tact with the offender prior to the at-
tack ‘‘continued to outpace all cir-
cumstances of felonious officers’ 
death.’’ 

Other forms of violent crime are also 
up, as police are forced to retreat from 
the streets, including carjackings. Chi-
cago saw 1,646 carjackings, compared 
to 603 incidents in 2019. Minneapolis 
Police report that carjacking shot up 
by 537 percent. Carjackings in New Or-
leans have doubled since 2019. Oakland 
Police say carjackings increased by 85 
percent. Washington, DC, reports a 141- 
percent increase from last year. In 
Louisville, KY, carjackings have in-

creased 185 percent. And similar re-
ports come out of cities across the 
country. 

So, you see, criminals are 
emboldened by what is going on in our 
country, either through not showing 
respect for law enforcement or from ef-
forts to cut the budgets of police de-
partments. 

Flash mobs—another sort of new 
lingo that is just new because of the in-
crease in crime—flash mobs have made 
large organized smash-and-grab rob-
beries a way of life in many cities. You 
have seen this on television—break 
down the doors, go in with the ham-
mers, steal everything you can, do it 
within 2 or 3 minutes, and get out of 
there. So in Los Angeles, San Fran-
cisco, Chicago, New York, Boston, 
Houston, Atlanta, Sacramento, Balti-
more, Las Vegas, and Seattle, groups of 
dozens make off with hundreds of thou-
sands in merchandise. 

I requested a briefing from the De-
partment of Justice and the Depart-
ment of Homeland Security on these 
organized retail crime groups. 

This rise in violent crime ought to be 
unacceptable to everybody, and I am 
stepping up to find solutions to these 
issues. 

This past December, Chairman DUR-
BIN of the Judiciary Committee held a 
field hearing in Chicago concerning 
gun trafficking and violent crime. I 
submitted questions for witnesses con-
cerning the crisis level of carjackings, 
the terrible attacks on police, like the 
murder of Chicago Police Officer Ella 
French, and failed policies in blue cit-
ies that allow violent crime to con-
tinue. 

I hope the Judiciary Committee will 
hold a full committee hearing here in 
Washington on the spike in violence 
and the challenges that law enforce-
ment is facing, including ineffective 
bail policies, the cumbersome restraint 
on police officers, and the impact of 
the progressive prosecutor movement. 
Every minority member of the com-
mittee, led by myself as ranking mem-
ber, has written to the chairman to re-
quest that we do have this hearing. I 
look forward to working with him on 
setting that up. 

I hope my colleagues will join me in 
looking for ways that we can do more 
to combat violent crime—from 
carjackings, to organized retail crime, 
to an unspeakable rise in murders and 
the murders of police officers. Let’s 
have a hearing where we can learn 
more about these trends and how we 
can support police officers. Let’s look 
for ways that we can strengthen Fed-
eral criminal laws and Agencies to 
fight this violent crime. We can’t con-
tinue down this path or it is going to 
lead to vigilante law enforcement. 

I yield the floor. 
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. SCHUMER. Mr. President, I ask 

unanimous consent that the order for 
the quorum call be rescinded. 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 

objection, it is so ordered. 
f 

LEGISLATIVE SESSION 

Mr. SCHUMER. Mr. President, I 
move to proceed to legislative session. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
question is on agreeing to the motion. 

The motion was agreed to. 
f 

EXECUTIVE SESSION 

EXECUTIVE CALENDAR 

Mr. SCHUMER. Mr. President, I 
move to proceed to executive session to 
consider Calendar No. 612. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
question is on agreeing to the motion. 

The motion was agreed to. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 

clerk will report the nomination. 
The senior assistant legislative clerk 

read the nomination of Alan Davidson, 
of Maryland, to be Assistant Secretary 
of Commerce for Communications and 
Information. 

CLOTURE MOTION 

Mr. SCHUMER. Mr. President, I send 
a cloture motion to the desk. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The clo-
ture motion having been presented 
under rule XXII, the Chair directs the 
clerk to read the motion. 

The senior assistant legislative clerk 
read as follows: 

CLOTURE MOTION 

We, the undersigned Senators, in accord-
ance with the provisions of rule XXII of the 
Standing Rules of the Senate, do hereby 
move to bring to a close debate on the nomi-
nation of Executive Calendar No. 612, Alan 
Davidson, of Maryland, to be Assistant Sec-
retary of Commerce for Communications and 
Information. 

Charles E. Schumer, Maria Cantwell, 
Patrick J. Leahy, Martin Heinrich, 
Tim Kaine, Gary C. Peters, Chris Van 
Hollen, Jeanne Shaheen, Tina Smith, 
Sheldon Whitehouse, Thomas R. Car-
per, Mazie Hirono, John W. 
Hickenlooper, Edward J. Markey, Jack 
Reed, Jacky Rosen, Tammy Baldwin. 

f 

LEGISLATIVE SESSION 

Mr. SCHUMER. Mr. President, I 
move to proceed to legislative session. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
question is on agreeing to the motion. 

The motion was agreed to. 
f 

EXECUTIVE SESSION 

EXECUTIVE CALENDAR 

Mr. SCHUMER. Mr. President, I 
move to proceed to executive session to 
consider Calendar No. 465. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
question is on agreeing to the motion. 

The motion was agreed to. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 

clerk will report the nomination. 
The senior assistant legislative clerk 

read the nomination of Amitabha Bose, 

of New Jersey, to be Administrator of 
the Federal Railroad Administration. 

CLOTURE MOTION 
Mr. SCHUMER. Mr. President, I send 

a cloture motion to the desk. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The clo-

ture motion having been presented 
under rule XXII, the Chair directs the 
clerk to read the motion. 

The senior assistant legislative clerk 
read as follows: 

CLOTURE MOTION 
We, the undersigned Senators, in accord-

ance with the provisions of rule XXII of the 
Standing Rules of the Senate, do hereby 
move to bring to a close debate on the nomi-
nation of Executive Calendar No. 465, 
Amitabha Bose, of New Jersey, to be Admin-
istrator of the Federal Railroad Administra-
tion. 

Charles E. Schumer, Maria Cantwell, 
Patrick J. Leahy, Martin Heinrich, 
Tim Kaine, Gary C. Peters, Chris Van 
Hollen, Jeanne Shaheen, Jack Reed, 
Tina Smith, Thomas R. Carper, Mazie 
K. Hirono, John W. Hickenlooper, Ed-
ward J. Markey, Sheldon Whitehouse, 
Jacky Rosen, Tammy Baldwin. 

Mr. SCHUMER. Finally, I ask unani-
mous consent that the mandatory 
quorum calls for the cloture motions 
filed today, January 5, be waived. 

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

The Senator from Kansas. 
CORONAVIRUS 

Mr. MARSHALL. Mr. President, it 
was 2 years ago this month that I stood 
on the floor of the U.S. House of Rep-
resentatives and was the first person to 
speak about a novel coronavirus, soon 
to be called COVID–19. Two years ago, 
I had been reading about this virus for 
several weeks, and something in my 
gut as a physician told me this was not 
going to be a common cold. I chatted 
with the CDC, and I implored them to 
start doing research on the origins of 
the virus, asking ‘‘Was it from nature 
or from a laboratory?’’ and that we 
needed to work on vaccines, thera-
peutics, and testing. 

As we all know, the development of 
an American vaccine, thanks to Oper-
ation Warp Speed, was successful. As 
for the testing, we know the CDC fum-
bled it, but the private sector saved us. 
And therapeutics? Not so much. Thera-
peutics have never been a priority for 
this administration. 

As we return to our Nation’s Capital, 
I would venture to say that very few 
Americans didn’t have somebody in 
their families catch Omicron, and my 
family was no different. We shared the 
same experience as millions of other 
Americans did. Despite being vac-
cinated, one of my loved ones with un-
derlying healthcare conditions caught 
the Omicron virus. As I saw my loved 
one start having asthma, wheezing, and 
become short of breath, I did what 
every spouse would do and said: Well, 
we need to go get tested. We need to 
talk to a doctor. 

So we drove to several testing sites, 
and we had the option of standing in 
line for 3 or 4 hours with sick people. If 
we didn’t have the Omicron, we cer-

tainly would have by the time we left. 
We called around and finally were able 
to get an appointment the next day for 
testing. 

I am not sure if you have ever seen a 
person with asthma, but you can see 
the distress in their face as they 
wheeze, as they become short of 
breath. This is something with which I 
am all too familiar. I have taken care 
of thousands of women, pregnant 
women, with asthma. I have been in 
the emergency room with them, having 
to admit them to the ICU, and I knew 
that was the road that we were headed 
to. 

I called around, hoping to find some 
monoclonal antibodies—a place where 
we could go and we could get 
monoclonal antibodies. Then there is 
this new miracle of biotherapeutics out 
there. I thought, well, maybe we could 
get those, but none were to be had. 

In watching my wife continue to suf-
fer, I decided, you know, I think we 
need to do some type of telemedicine. 
So we called a doctor and set up a tele-
medicine visit—someone who had 
taken care of thousands of patients 
with the coronavirus. We did the ap-
pointment, and he prescribed 
Ivermectin for her. After the first tab-
let, it was a miracle. Within an hour, 
her labored breathing had settled 
down. By the next day, her second 
dose, she was almost completely better 
right before my eyes. 

Again, I remind everybody it has 
been 2 years since this pandemic start-
ed, and we still have limited access to 
therapeutics. Again, as we all know, 
the Biden administration’s approach to 
this is to put all of their eggs in one 
basket. They believed in a one-size-fits- 
all approach. Vaccine mandates, 
masks, and testing was their prescrip-
tion to getting us through this pan-
demic. All of those have had a place, 
and all of them have had some suc-
cesses, but when a million people in 1 
day are testing positive, it is not sur-
prising we can’t keep up with the test-
ing, and that is why we need thera-
peutics. 

In fact, the Federal Government has 
allocated over $80 billion for testing— 
$80 billion for testing—and only $15 bil-
lion for therapeutics. This is simply 
unacceptable. We are 2 years into this 
pandemic, and we have only spent $15 
billion on therapeutics. The Biden ad-
ministration should have already es-
tablished an Operation-Warp-Speed ap-
proach to the development, manufac-
turing, and distribution of thera-
peutics. 

It just always seems like this admin-
istration has been a day late and a dol-
lar short. For example, in mid-2021, we 
saw the Delta wave coming. We all 
knew it was coming, and we had real- 
world evidence in the summer of 2021 to 
suggest that a booster shot would be 
helpful for seniors and at-risk individ-
uals. It was in June of 2020 that I asked 
the CDC and the FDA to consider let-
ting physicians meet with their pa-
tients and prescribe a booster ahead of 
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