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We all know about the key role Am-
bassadors play in diplomacy. U.S. and
broader democratic efforts suffer when
we do not have an Ambassador in
place—someone to officially represent
the U.S. Government, to lead our For-
eign Service Officers abroad, and to
strengthen diplomatic ties with other
nations.

This is particularly true of Brazil, a
country that is home to a U.S. Em-
bassy, four consulates, a branch office,
and decades of partnership. More than
40,000 students, teachers, and profes-
sionals have participated in exchanges
between the United States and Brazil.
The United States is Brazil’s second
largest trading partner, and our gov-
ernments and law enforcement agen-
cies work closely together to combat
money laundering, arms trafficking,
and human trafficking.

To manage the many challenges fac-
ing the world today—food shortages
from Russia’s invasion of Ukraine, ris-
ing temperatures and extreme weather
events, continuing recovery from the
pandemic, and China’s growing influ-
ence around the world, we need capable
Ambassadors in place to share demo-
cratic values and secure America’s
place in the world. Time and time
again, Elizabeth Bagley has proven
herself to be the kind of leader who is
up for the task.

Don’t take it just from me. Elizabeth
has been awarded the Secretary of
State’s Distinguished Honor Award,
given for those who have made signifi-
cant contributions to the Agency’s
mission, and the Portuguese Govern-
ment has conferred upon her the Grand
Cross of Prince Henry the Navigator,
Portugal’s highest civilian honor.

I am proud to say I will be voting for
Elizabeth Bagley as Ambassador to
Brazil, and I urge my colleagues to do
the same.

———

NOMINATION DISCHARGED AND
PLACED ON THE CALENDAR

Mr. WARNER. So, Mr. President, I
ask unanimous consent that the Com-
mittee on Foreign Relations be dis-
charged from further consideration of
PN1691, Elizabeth Frawley Bagley, to
be Ambassador of the United States to
Brazil, and that the nomination be
placed on the calendar.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there
an objection?

Without objection, it is so ordered.

Mr. WARNER. Thank you, Mr. Presi-
dent.

I yield the floor and, again, hope that
we can move on this ambassadorship
and many others to make sure that our
country is well represented not only in
South America but around the world
going forward.

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. CARDIN. Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent that the order for
the quorum call be rescinded.
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The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr.
LUJAN). Without objection, it is so or-
dered.

Mr. CARDIN. I ask unanimous con-
sent that the vote scheduled at 12 noon
start immediately.

———

CLOTURE MOTION

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Pursuant
to rule XXII, the Chair lays before the
Senate the pending cloture motion,
which the clerk will state.

The bill 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. 1149,
Frances Kay Behm, of Michigan, to be
United States District Judge for the Eastern
District of Michigan.

Charles E. Schumer, Richard J. Durbin,
Alex Padilla, Tina Smith, Michael F.
Bennet, Christopher A. Coons, Mar-
garet Wood Hassan, Catherine Cortez
Masto, Tim Kaine, Ben Ray Lujan,
Tammy Duckworth, Kirsten E. Gilli-
brand, Angus S. King, Jr., Patty Mur-
ray, Robert P. Casey, Jr., Martin Hein-
rich, Jack Reed.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. By unan-
imous consent, the mandatory quorum
call has been waived.

The question is, Is it the sense of the
Senate that debate on the nomination
of Frances Kay Behm, of Michigan, to
be United States District Judge for the
Eastern District of Michigan, shall be
brought to a close?

The yeas and nays are mandatory
under the rule.

The clerk will call the roll.

The bill clerk called the roll.

Mr. DURBIN. I announce that the
Senator from Illinois (Ms. DUCKWORTH),
the Senator from Colorado (Mr.
HICKENLOOPER), the Senator from Ari-
zona (Mr. KELLY), the Senator from
Connecticut (Mr. MURPHY), the Senator
from Vermont (Mr. SANDERS), and the
Senator from Georgia (Mr. WARNOCK)
are necessarily absent.

Mr. THUNE. The following Senator is
necessarily absent: the Senator from
Alaska (Ms. MURKOWSKI).

The yeas and nays resulted—yeas 47,
nays 46, as follows:

[Rollcall Vote No. 374 Ex.]

YEAS—47
Baldwin Hassan Reed
Bennet Heinrich Rosen
Blumenthal Hirono Schatz
Booker Kaine Schumer
Brown King Shaheen
Cantyvell Klobuchar Sinema
gardln Eeaﬁly Smith
arper ujan
Casey Manchin r?‘tai)enow
Collins Markey ?S ler
Tillis
Coons Menendez
Cortez Masto Merkley Van Hollen
Durbin Murray Warner
Feinstein Ossoff Warren
Gillibrand Padilla Whitehouse
Graham Peters Wyden
NAYS—46
Barrasso Boozman Capito
Blackburn Braun Cassidy
Blunt Burr Cornyn
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Cotton Johnson Rubio
Cramer Kennedy Sasse
Crapo Lankford Scott (FL)
Cruz Lee Scott (SC)
Daines Lummis Shelby
Ernst Marshall Sullivan
Fischer McConnell Thune
Grassley Moran Toomey
Hagerty Paul Tuberville
Hawley Portman Wicker
Hoeven Risch
Hyde-Smith Romney Young
Inhofe Rounds

NOT VOTING—T7
Duckworth Murkowski Warnock
Hickenlooper Murphy
Kelly Sanders

The PRESIDING OFFICER. On this
vote, the yeas are 47, the nays are 46.
The motion is agreed to.

RECESS

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under
the previous order, the Senate stands
in recess until 2:15 p.m.

Thereupon, the Senate, at 12:53 p.m.,
recessed until 2:15 p.m. and reassem-
bled when called to order by the Pre-
siding Officer (Mr. OSSOFF).

———

EXECUTIVE CALENDAR—Continued

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from North Dakota.

Mr. HOEVEN. Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent that we proceed
with the vote.

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

———

CLOTURE MOTION

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Pursuant
to rule XXII, the Chair lays before the
Senate the pending cloture motion,
which the clerk will state.

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. 1184, Kelley
Brisbon Hodge, of Pennsylvania, to be United
States District Judge for the Eastern Dis-
trict of Pennsylvania.

Charles E. Schumer, Richard J. Durbin,
Chris Van Hollen, Richard Blumenthal,
Tim Kaine, Michael F. Bennet, Gary C.
Peters, Benjamin L. Cardin, Margaret
Wood Hassan, Jack Reed, Alex Padilla,
Robert P. Casey, Jr., Christopher A.
Coons, Debbie Stabenow, Tammy Bald-
win, Elizabeth Warren, Cory A. Booker,
Mark R. Warner.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. By unan-
imous consent, the mandatory quorum
call has been waived.

The question is, Is it the sense of the
Senate that debate on the nomination
of Kelley Brisbon Hodge, of Pennsyl-
vania, to be United States District
Judge for the Eastern District of Penn-
sylvania, shall be brought to a close?

The yeas and nays are mandatory
under the rule.

The clerk will call the roll.

The senior assistant legislative clerk
called the roll.
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Mr. DURBIN. I announce that the
Senator from Colorado (Mr.
HICKENLOOPER), the Senator from Ari-
zona (Mr. KELLY), the Senator from
Connecticut (Mr. MURPHY), and the
Senator from Georgia (Mr. WARNOCK)
are necessarily absent.

Mr. THUNE. The following Senator is
necessarily absent: the Senator from
Alaska (Ms. MURKOWSKI).

The yeas and nays resulted—yeas 52,
nays 43, as follows:

[Rollcall Vote No. 375 Ex.]

YEAS—52
Baldwin Heinrich Rounds
Bennet Hirono Sanders
Blumenthal Kaine Schatz
Booker King Schumer
Brown Klobuchar Shaheen
Cantwell Leapy Sinema
gardm Il\;[uJanh_ Smith
arper anchin

Casey Markey '?tabenow

- ester
Collins Menendez Tillis
Coons Merkley
Cortez Masto Murray Toomey
Duckworth Ossoff Van Hollen
Durbin Padilla Warner
Feinstein Peters Warren
Gillibrand Portman Whitehouse
Graham Reed Wyden
Hassan Rosen

NAYS—43
Barrasso Fischer Paul
Blackburn Grassley Risch
Blunt Hagerty Romney
Boozman Hawley Rubio
Braun Hoeven Sasse
Burr Hyde-Smith Scott (FL)
Capito Inhofe Scott (SC)
Cassidy Johnson Shelby
Cornyn Kennedy Sullivan
Cotton Lankford
Thune
Cramer Lee .
Crapo Lummis Tuberville
Cruz Marshall Wicker
Daines McConnell Young
Ernst Moran
NOT VOTING—5

Hickenlooper Murkowski Warnock
Kelly Murphy

The PRESIDING OFFICER. On this
vote, the yeas are 52, the nays are 43.
The motion is agreed to.

——
EXECUTIVE CALENDAR

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
clerk will report the nomination.

The senior assistant legislative clerk
read the nomination of Kelley Brisbon
Hodge, of Pennsylvania, to be United
States District Judge for the Eastern
District of Pennsylvania.

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr.
KAINE). The Senator from Louisiana.

INFLATION

Mr. KENNEDY. Mr. President, I want
to talk a few minutes today about in-
flation, but I don’t want to just talk
about the problem; I want to talk
about the solution as well as
Congress’s role. I don’t need to tell the
American people—and I certainly don’t
need to tell my colleagues—about in-
flation.

The inflation we are experiencing
today is the highest since 1982, and it
really is ravaging the American people.
It is gutting them like a fish.

Depending upon which experts you
believe, the inflation rate right now is
about 8 percent. Most Americans will
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tell you viscerally they feel that it is
higher. Every time they go to the gro-
cery store, they feel like prices have
gone up 8 percent.

And I don’t really want to debate or
discuss the causes too much.

There are basically two types of in-
flation. There is what is called de-
mand-pull inflation and cost-push in-
flation.

Inflation is just basically too much
money chasing too few goods. If you re-
strict the supply of the goods, that is
called cost-push inflation. If you keep
the supply of the goods constant and
raise demand for the goods, that is
called demand-pull inflation.

And the truth is, our current infla-
tion is a direct product of both cost-
push and demand-pull.

I do think—well, I know that the U.S.
Congress had to spend more money
than we would have liked to deal with
the pandemic, but I also believe that
once the pandemic was over and the
economy was recovering, we kept on
spending and all of that spending was
stimulatory or stimulative and all of
that spending did add to inflation.
Once again, too much money chasing
too few goods.

Since the 1950s, we have had roughly
10 periods of inflation—some very high
inflation, some more moderate—but 10
inflationary periods, if you will, in
which government decided we need to
reduce the rise in prices. We need to re-
duce inflation.

Most people remember the infla-
tionary period of the 1980s—I know you
do, Mr. President—but there have been
10 inflationary periods. And normally
what we do to deal with inflation—we
talk about Federal Reserve. And we
know the Federal Reserve, to get prices
down, raises interest rates.

Well, why does the Federal Reserve
do that?

It does that to slow the economy.

Well, what does that mean? How do
you measure slowing the economy?

Well, here is the dirty little secret
that we all don’t talk about much:
When the Federal Reserve raises inter-
est rates to slow the economy, I will
tell you how they measure it, they
measure it in jobs, and they measure it
in the unemployment rate.

And, in effect—I am not being crit-
ical of them. The Federal Reserve is
doing its job. But what the Federal Re-
serve does when it raises interest rates
to slow the economy, they are trying
to throw people out of work. They are
trying to throw people out of work.

Now, I made a few notes. Right now,
the unemployment rate is about 3.7
percent. And if you go back in these 10
periods of inflation since the 1950s and
look at how many people the Federal
Reserve had to put out of work in order
to get the inflation down, here is what
you see: On average, during those 10 pe-
riods, to get inflation down 2 percent,
we had to see a rise in unemployment
of 3.6 percent.

Now, what does that mean?

Today, unemployment is about 3.7
percent. Inflation is—let’s call it 8 per-

S6979

cent. Historically—I am not saying it
will be the case this time, but histori-
cally that would mean that the Federal
Reserve, in order to reduce inflation by
2 percent, would have to raise unem-
ployment to 7.3 percent.

And those aren’t just a bunch of ster-
ile statistics on a page. Those are 6
million jobs that will be lost, people
out of work.

We have some really smart econo-
mists who have looked at this prob-
lem—Jason Furman, for example,
Larry Summers. They both happen to
be smart economists who served Presi-
dent Obama. They are suggesting that
in order to get this high inflation
down, if we just depend on the Federal
Reserve alone, that we will have to
have an unemployment rate of between
7.5 and 10 percent for a pretty long pe-
riod of time.

That is anywhere from 8 to 10 million
Americans out of work, and that is a
lot of pain.

Now, what can Congress do to help?

If you look at the worst of those 10
periods of inflation, most people—I
do—think of the 1980s, and most people
consider Paul Volcker to be a hero be-
cause the then-Federal Reserve Chair-
man got inflation down.

And a lot of people think that the
Chairman of the Federal Reserve then
did it all by himself by raising interest
rates so high, causing unemployment
to go up so high, causing a lot of pain.

He didn’t do it alone. Congress helped
him. When the Reagan administration
came in, the Reagan administration—
first thing it did, it cut taxes, which
was inflationary—no question—but
then the Reagan administration and
the U.S. Congress worked with the Fed-
eral Reserve whereby the Federal Re-
serve would raise interest rates, but
Congress tried to slow the growth in
spending, not cut spending in the sense
of our budget this year will be less
than last year, just slowing the growth
in spending and slowing debt accumu-
lation. And that is how we conquered,
other than now, the worst inflationary
period in the United States. It wasn’t
just the Federal Reserve; Congress did
its part.

We have to slow the rate of growth in
our budget, and we have to slow the ac-
cumulation of debt. Now, one might
say: Well, you know, Congress doesn’t
have to do anything; the United States
Senate can do what it wants. And that
is true. That is true. But if we don’t, if
we don’t slow the rate of growth in our
spending, if we don’t slow the accumu-
lation of debt, that is going to cause
the Federal Reserve to raise interest
rates even higher to slow the economy,
to raise the unemployment rate, to
throw people out of work.

All T am saying is, we all hate infla-
tion. Nobody wants this inflation. And
we can debate until the cows come
home about what caused it, OK? Was it
supply chain? Is it Ukraine? Is it
Putin? I happen to think a big part of
it is demand-fueled inflation, and we
just spent too much money once the
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