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play—and that seems to be pretty fre-
quently—you know, for a national 
championship or in important games, 
they think of Bear Bryant, Coach Bry-
ant—the coach—and how he kind of got 
the whole Alabama football dynasty 
going. That is another thing that is in-
teresting; that Chairman SHELBY knew 
Bear Bryant and worked with some of 
Bear Bryant’s other really great play-
ers, like Joe Namath and a few others. 

So I loved hearing those stories. I 
have to tell you that, not only now but 
for as long as I am around, I will al-
ways take an abiding interest in 
watching the Alabama football team 
play. 

Most people probably think, you 
know, when they think about icons and 
are watching the Alabama football 
game and go, ‘‘Oh, yes, that Bear Bry-
ant, didn’t he start something amaz-
ing? Isn’t that an amazing dynasty?’’— 
oh, I have got to do one quick story, 
and that is we like to kid the chair-
man. 

One year, Alabama had a particularly 
good football team, and a story we 
were kind of teasing him about was, 
Hey, did you see the new football 
rankings that came out for college 
football? 

You know, we would say: Well, who 
was No. 1? 

He would say: Well, Alabama, of 
course. 

They would say: Well, then, who was 
No. 2? 

Well, Alabama’s second string. 
Then we would say: Ah, that is good. 

How about No. 3? 
Well, that is Clemson—or somebody 

else. 
We would say: OK. Well, how about 

No. 4? 
Well, that is Alabama’s third string. 
So we would like to tease and have 

fun. 
But whenever I watch the Alabama 

football games now, it is not only 
about Bear Bryant; I think about 
Chairman SHELBY. I think about all of 
the amazing things that he has done in 
Congress, in the House and in the Sen-
ate, not only for Alabama—and he has 
done quite a few good things for Ala-
bama, but he has done an awful lot of 
good things for this country. I think, 
where the rubber really hits the road 
on so many of these things when legis-
lation gets authorized, whether it is de-
fense or anything else, it has got to be 
funded. 

So, if you really look back at the 
length of this gentleman’s career in the 
House and in the Senate and at what he 
has actually done and at all of the 
things that he has been a part of and 
been involved with, it is monumental. 
It is iconic. It is a big, big deal, and we 
are going to miss him a lot. 

I just want to say thank you to Sen-
ator SHELBY and to his wonderful, 
beautiful, classy wife, Annette, from 
both myself and my wife, Mikey. It has 
been great working with him. I hope we 
will see a lot of him in the future. 

Congratulations on just an incredible 
career in the U.S. Congress and U.S. 
Senate. 

Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 
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. KAINE assumed the Chair.) 
(Mr. BOOKER assumed the Chair.) 
Mr. KAINE. Mr. President, I ask 

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

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

200TH ANNIVERSARY OF UNITED STATES AND 
MEXICO BILATERAL RELATIONS 

Mr. KAINE. Mr. President, I do rise 
for multiple purposes. The first is to 
acknowledge that earlier this week, on 
Monday, December 12, we marked the 
historic bicentennial of diplomatic re-
lations between the United States and 
Mexico. 

Our two countries share a 2,000-mile 
border, an extensive trade, security, 
economic, cultural, and familial ties. 

Our cultural ties are particularly 
deep. Forty million Americans have 
Mexican heritage, many of whom are 
proud residents of Virginia. People of 
Mexican origin represent nearly 60 per-
cent of our Nation’s Hispanic popu-
lation, and 2 million Americans live in 
Mexico. These people-to-people ties are 
invaluable. 

The two countries share an impor-
tant tradition of democracy, and those 
traditions require consistent work and 
maintenance to ensure strong and inde-
pendent institutions, rule of law, and 
democratic freedoms. 

We know that upholding democracy 
in both our nations isn’t always easy, 
but it is a vital endeavor, and it is the 
bedrock of our partnership. As we cele-
brate the bicentennial, it is crucial 
that the Senate and the U.S. Govern-
ment as a whole continue all efforts to 
advance this relationship. 

I want to commend the Biden admin-
istration for working side by side with 
Mexican leaders and taking on the 
many challenges we face together. This 
is exactly what we should be doing 
with such a close neighboring partner, 
and I am committing to continue to 
support these efforts through my role 
on the Foreign Relations Sub-
committee over the Americas, which I 
chair. 

Through the high-level economic dia-
logue, the high-level security dialogue, 
the North American Leaders’ Summit, 
and innumerable local and national en-
gagements, the United States and Mex-
ico have worked more closely in ad-
dressing our shared priorities. 

We have got to ensure that the future 
of the U.S.-Mexico relationship con-
tinues to be grounded in shared pros-
perity and the protection of funda-
mental freedoms that are so important 
to both of our people. 

I will have a more formal and de-
tailed statement on the bicentennial 
that I will have submitted for the 
RECORD. 

UNANIMOUS CONSENT REQUEST—EXECUTIVE 
CALENDAR 

Now, Mr. President, if I may con-
tinue, I want to rise, together with my 
colleague from New Hampshire, Sen-
ator SHAHEEN, to seek consent to ad-
vance the nomination of a friend, Dr. 
Geeta Rao Gupta for Ambassador at 
Large for Global Women’s Issues. And I 
would like to ask if I might yield time 
now to my colleague from New Hamp-
shire, Senator SHAHEEN. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from New Hampshire. 

Mrs. SHAHEEN. Thank you, Mr. 
President, and thank you to my col-
league from Virginia, Senator KAINE. I 
am really pleased to join you on the 
floor in support of Dr. Gupta to be Am-
bassador at Large for Global Women’s 
Issues at the Department of State. 

Sadly, this isn’t the first time that I 
have come to the floor to raise Dr. 
Gupta’s nomination here with our col-
leagues in the Senate but also with our 
colleagues on the Foreign Relations 
Committee. 

I have to admit that it is dis-
appointing to still be standing here 
trying to convince my colleagues that 
women’s rights matter. They matter 
whether they are in the United States, 
in Afghanistan, in Iran, in China, or in 
Venezuela. 

Partisan obstruction should not pre-
vent a qualified nominee from under-
taking the necessary work of the Am-
bassador at Large for Global Women’s 
Issues. I have to be honest, it feels to 
me like what is at issue here is more 
than just the Office of Global Women’s 
Issues. It feels like the Members of this 
body don’t understand the role of that 
office and think that anytime there is 
something that has ‘‘women’’ in the 
title, that we must be talking about re-
productive rights. Well, that is not 
what the Office of Global Women’s 
Issues does. Reproductive rights are 
not part of that office, and it is dis-
appointing that we are here still debat-
ing whether we are going to put in an 
Ambassador into that office, when 
since the beginning of the Trump ad-
ministration, we have only had about a 
year when we have had an Ambassador 
at the Office of Global Women’s Issues. 

I would say to my colleagues across 
the aisle who are worried about Dr. 
Gupta’s record to meet with her. Sit 
down and talk about what she would 
prioritize as Ambassador for Global 
Women’s Issues. They should request a 
briefing with USAID’s Office of Global 
Health because that is where their 
work is done to address women’s 
healthcare. 

What USAID’s Office of Global 
Health has done is to reduce maternal 
deaths by 30 percent annually. It saves 
the lives of 1.4 million children under 5 
each year, and it decreases—let me re-
peat that—it decreases the number of 
abortions, particularly unsafe abor-
tions, that happen around the world. 
But that is not what the Office of Glob-
al Women’s Issues does. 

I hope they won’t continue to hold up 
Dr. Gupta’s nomination because they 

VerDate Sep 11 2014 08:24 Dec 15, 2022 Jkt 039060 PO 00000 Frm 00025 Fmt 4624 Sfmt 0634 E:\CR\FM\G14DE6.038 S14DEPT1S
S

pe
nc

er
 o

n 
D

S
K

12
6Q

N
23

P
R

O
D

 w
ith

 S
E

N
A

T
E



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — SENATES7178 December 14, 2022 
don’t understand how women’s health 
is supported by the U.S. Government or 
which offices do the work that they ob-
ject to. 

The Office of Global Women’s Issues 
is charged with advancing the rights 
and liberation of women and girls 
around the world through our U.S. for-
eign policy. It endeavors to empower 
women and eliminate barriers that pre-
vent them from achieving equity and 
equality, particularly economic equity 
and equality. 

Not only does the Office of Global 
Women’s Issues prioritize policies and 
programs to advance the status of 
women around the world, it ensures 
that U.S. policies incorporate a gender 
lens at all levels of policy and decision 
making. 

And now more than ever, we need an 
office that is charged with leading U.S. 
policy on women, because around the 
world, what we have seen as the result 
of the last few years of this pandemic 
is that the gender gap has grown. Girls 
are dropping out and staying out of 
school at a higher rate than boys; the 
female labor-force participation rate 
has declined, with women holding less 
secure jobs and taking on even more 
unpaid child and housing labor than be-
fore the pandemic; and gender-based vi-
olence has increased to such an extent 
that U.N. Women—the U.N. body 
charged with advancing the rights of 
women globally—now warns of what 
they are calling a shadow pandemic of 
violence. 

These are issues of consequence to 
half—more than half—of the world’s 
population. They need a champion in 
our U.S. foreign policy. They need Dr. 
Gupta. 

Gender equity, equality, and the em-
powerment of women and girls must be 
a focal point of U.S. policy, and that is 
exactly what the Ambassador at Large 
is intended to facilitate. 

The reason it matters to our foreign 
policy is because what we know is that 
when women are empowered, their fam-
ilies are empowered; they give back 
more to their families and their com-
munities than men do; and societies 
that empower women are more stable 
societies. 

These are issues that we need to pay 
attention to. We need someone in that 
role who is going to pay attention to 
those issues. And that is what Dr. 
Gupta would do if she is approved. 

(Ms. SMITH assumed the Chair.) 
So, Madam President, Senator KAINE, 

that is why we are here again on the 
floor in support of Dr. Gupta’s nomina-
tion in hopes that our colleagues on 
both sides of the aisle—but particu-
larly our Republican colleagues—will 
recognize what the Office of Global 
Women’s Issues does and understand 
that it is not the office that is working 
on reproductive rights for women. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Virginia. 

Mr. KAINE. Madam President, in just 
a second, I will make a motion for 
unanimous consent. Before I do, I just 

want to say, this Nation has a bipar-
tisan track record of fielding fantastic 
women diplomats: Secretary Clinton, 
Secretary Rice, Secretary Albright. So 
this is something that we do well and 
we have done well in a bipartisan way. 

My colleague from New Hampshire 
talked about what this important posi-
tion does and what it doesn’t do. I just 
want to say a few words about Dr. 
Gupta. 

She is a nationally recognized leader 
and expert on women’s contributions 
to economic prosperity and stability. 
She has over three decades of experi-
ence in research, policy formulation, 
advocacy, and the implementations of 
policies and programs to empower 
women and girls; that includes 5 years 
at UNICEF and a decade as the presi-
dent and CEO of a U.S.-based research 
institute. 

She has taken, throughout her ca-
reer, an evidence-based approach to 
demonstrate again and again one irref-
utable fact: Investing in women is one 
of the best tools to promote economic 
development and stability. 

Because of her strong reputation, be-
cause of the importance of the role, be-
cause of the fact that this is not a posi-
tion that deals with some of the issues 
that often cause controversy on the 
floor—reproductive rights—I now move 
to the following: 

I ask unanimous consent that the 
Senate Foreign Relations Committee 
be discharged, and the Senate proceed 
to the following nomination: PN1578, 
Dr. Geeta Rao Gupta, to be U.S. Am-
bassador at Large For Global Women’s 
Issues; that the Senate vote on the 
nomination with no intervening action 
or debate; that the motion to recon-
sider be considered made and laid upon 
the table; that no further motions be 
made in order to the nomination; and 
that any related statements be printed 
in the RECORD. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there 
objection? 

Mr. LANKFORD. Reserving the right 
to object. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Oklahoma. 

Mr. LANKFORD. Madam President, 
let me clarify what this motion is. This 
motion today is to ask for a unanimous 
consent of all 100 Senators to be able to 
move a nominee through the process, a 
nominee that, when she came through 
the Foreign Relations Committee, 
every single Republican opposed— 
every one of them. 

It seems the frustration here doesn’t 
seem to be with Republicans; it seems 
to be with the Democratic leader, quite 
frankly. This nominee was brought to 
the committee last year and then was 
voted out of the committee in July of 
this year but has never been brought to 
the floor for a vote—never. Instead, it 
has been to try to do a unanimous con-
sent when my colleagues full well know 
that every single Republican on the 
Foreign Relations Committee opposes 
this nominee. And now the request is: 
Now that you opposed her in com-

mittee, now consent on the floor to be 
able to support her. That is not going 
to happen, obviously. 

Now, we have not blocked a vote. If 
the Democratic leader wants to be able 
to bring this nominee to a vote, he has 
had plenty of opportunity to be able to 
do that and still has plenty of oppor-
tunity to be able to do that. No one is 
inhibiting a vote on the floor. 

What we oppose is what is being 
pushed onto us to say: Now unani-
mously consent to someone you know 
you don’t agree to in the first place. It 
has often been interesting in this con-
versation to say this nominee has 
nothing to do with reproductive rights, 
has nothing to do with that. I have 
heard that from my colleagues. 

It is fascinating to me that Planned 
Parenthood put out a statement in 
strong support of this nominee and spe-
cifically stated in their release: be-
cause she will speak out on reproduc-
tive rights for women globally. 

So either Planned Parenthood is not 
telling the truth or something else. So 
it is interesting, when we get into this 
dialogue, to say: OK, let’s just have the 
vote on it and allow everyone to be 
able to speak out. 

We have a disagreement on this 
nominee, but it is the right of the 
Democratic leader to be able to bring 
who he chooses to the floor for a vote 
at any time. But I would say, as one 
Republican of many, please don’t ask 
me to unanimously consent to someone 
that we have a philosophical difference 
with. 

So, with that, I object. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objec-

tion is heard. 
The Senator from Virginia. 
Mr. KAINE. Madam President, in re-

sponse to my colleague, might I modify 
my request because, certainly, some-
one should have the right to vote no if 
they want to vote no. So let me modify 
my request. 

I would ask unanimous consent that 
the Senate Committee on Foreign Re-
lations be discharged and that the Sen-
ate proceed to the following nomina-
tion: PN1578, Geeta Rao Gupta, of Vir-
ginia, to be Ambassador at Large for 
Global Women’s Issues; and that the 
Senate vote on the nomination at a 
time to be determined by the Senate 
leadership. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there 
objection? 

Mr. LANKFORD. Reserving the right 
to object. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Oklahoma. 

Mr. LANKFORD. Madam President, I 
would say to my colleague that, obvi-
ously, I am not in the position to be 
able to make a decision for all of my 
colleagues at this moment whether 
that is acceptable. That is something 
we should discuss with the ranking 
member of the Foreign Relations Com-
mittee and with the Republican leader 
and allow our conference to be able to 
have that dialogue if that is an accept-
able thing. 
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So at this point, I would object just 

saying I am not in a position because I 
am not going to speak for the ranking 
member of the Foreign Relations Com-
mittee, who voted unanimously in op-
position to this nomination. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objec-
tion is heard. 

The Senator from New Hampshire. 
Mrs. SHAHEEN. Will my colleague 

yield for a question? 
Mr. LANKFORD. Absolutely. 
Mrs. SHAHEEN. I think, perhaps, I 

wasn’t clear. I didn’t talk about Dr. 
Gupta’s position on reproductive rights 
for women. I talked about the role of 
the Office of Global Women’s Issues. 

When I supported Kelley Currie, who 
was nominated by President Trump to 
be the head of the Office of Global 
Women’s Issues, I didn’t ask what her 
position was on choice; I asked her 
what she was going to do if she took 
that role. And she had an excellent his-
tory of working on issues that matter 
to women and foreign policy, and be-
cause that is not the Agency that is 
charged with women’s reproductive 
health in our government, I didn’t 
think that should be the basis on which 
I judged whether she was the appro-
priate person to take over that role. 

And, sadly, what seems to have hap-
pened is that because Dr. Gupta per-
sonally says she is pro-choice, all of 
the anti-choice organizations have 
made her nomination an issue. 

So I would ask my colleague: Have 
you sat down with Dr. Gupta? Have you 
asked her what she would do in her role 
if she is approved to be the head of 
Global Women’s Issues and whether 
that was something that she was going 
to talk about or work on? 

Mr. LANKFORD. If I may respond to 
my colleague as well. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Oklahoma. 

Mr. LANKFORD. Have I engaged in a 
colloquy, in a conversation? Actually, I 
have not. The members of the Senate 
Foreign Relations Committee, as you 
serve faithfully in that role—that is 
not a committee I serve on, but I do 
know that all the Republican members 
of the committee have had the oppor-
tunity to be able to sit down with her 
personally and to be able to go through 
all of those notes. 

I know how she came through the 
committee without any Republican 
support at all, and I know the different 
statements that have been put up—one 
by Planned Parenthood, a very strong 
statement in support of her specifically 
on the issue of women’s reproductive 
rights. 

That seems to say, at least somebody 
is saying this role is going to take on 
that issue. But that is not a committee 
that I currently serve on, but I do 
know those well who do. 

Mrs. SHAHEEN. I would just say to 
my colleague, having sat through those 
hearings, which my recollection is only 
one or two Republicans on the com-
mittee showed up and that most of the 
people who I talked to had not actually 

talked to Dr. Gupta, didn’t actually 
know what the Office of Global Wom-
en’s Issues does. And it is very dis-
appointing that they are going to make 
a decision based on a press release from 
Planned Parenthood as opposed to 
looking at what she would actually do 
in that role and the responsibilities of 
that office. 

So I am—you know, you guys think 
that every time you see ‘‘women’’ in a 
title, as I said, we are talking about re-
productive rights. That is not the case. 
There is a lot that women do besides 
having babies. 

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

ator from Oklahoma. 
Mr. LANKFORD. Madam President, I 

would affirm, again, as a husband and 
as a dad of two daughters and as some-
one who is very passionate about glob-
al women’s issues as well, I am fully 
aware that women do a lot more than 
have babies—regardless of Health and 
Human Services currently using the 
term ‘‘birthing people’’ and ‘‘menstru-
ating persons,’’ which, again, I find of-
fensive in the process as well—that this 
is a group of people, half the popu-
lation of the Earth, that has made tre-
mendous contributions, including my 
own wife and my own family. 

I would just simply ask the question: 
This is not a nominee that we are 
going to give unanimous support to, 
but I am unsure why the Democratic 
leader has not scheduled this vote now 
for months on the floor when there 
have been months that we have been in 
session but it has yet to be scheduled 
for a vote. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Virginia. 

Mr. KAINE. Madam President, I said 
I was rising for multiple purposes. It is 
now my third purpose, but I would seek 
consent to speak—I know we have a 
vote call at 5—for about 5 minutes on 
legislation being contemplated tomor-
row. 

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

NATIONAL DEFENSE AUTHORIZATION ACT 
Mr. KAINE. Madam President, we are 

currently in consideration of the Na-
tional Defense Authorization Act, and 
the leadership is working out a timing 
agreement for a vote possibly on one or 
more amendments and then a vote on 
the NDAA. 

The Defense bill is the most impor-
tant thing I work on every year as a 
member of the Armed Services Com-
mittee, and I think the Defense bill 
that our Armed Services Committee 
did with strong bipartisan support is a 
very strong one. The timing isn’t to 
my liking, that it took so long to reach 
an agreement with the House. But it is 
what it is. The Defense bill is strong. 

We are likely to have a vote on an 
amendment tomorrow offered by my 
friend and colleague JOE MANCHIN deal-
ing with permitting reform, and I 
wanted to stand on the floor to express 
my objection not to the topic and even 
not to much of the substance but to 

one particular provision that I think is 
horrible policy and I think will cause 
me to oppose the amendment. 

Do we need to do permitting reform 
to accelerate infrastructure in this 
country? We do. We do. Many of the 
permitting reform rules—FERC, for ex-
ample—are decades old, and they 
haven’t kept up with new technologies 
or new needs of our population. I am 
strongly of the belief that we should do 
permitting reform, and I have intro-
duced my own bills going back years to 
make at least that permitting process 
work better. 

The amendment that we are going to 
be voting on tomorrow, at least as I 
have been told—I haven’t seen the lan-
guage, but I have been told it is very 
similar to an amendment that was of-
fered in September. It is an 88-page per-
mitting reform bill. Eighty-five pages 
are permitting reform; the last three 
pages are the opposite of permitting re-
form. 

What do I mean by that? Eighty-five 
pages of the bill go deeply into permit-
ting for infrastructure, especially en-
ergy infrastructure, and propose a 
whole series of reforms, many of which 
I strongly support. 

Although I had no hand in the draft-
ing of that bill and I think I could im-
prove it if I was involved, I would give 
that bill a good solid B or B-plus, and 
I would have no trouble voting for it as 
an amendment to the Defense bill or a 
stand-alone bill. 

However, the last three pages of the 
bill take a particular single project— 
100 miles of which is in Virginia— 
called the Mountain Valley Pipeline 
and exempts it from permitting reform. 
It, essentially, says this 85-page reform 
that sets up how a project should be 
considered and approved by adminis-
trative agencies and then reviewed by 
the judiciary if there are complaints 
about it—that is what the 85 pages 
does, but then the last three pages says 
the Mountain Valley Pipeline should be 
exempt from all of that, should get an 
administrative green light. And, in a 
provision that I find to be both unprec-
edented and really troubling, it sug-
gests that if individuals want to seek 
judicial review of Mountain Valley 
Pipeline, the current jurisdiction in 
the Federal code which would suggest 
that that suit would be heard in the 
Fourth Judicial Circuit, which includes 
Virginia, the case about one project, 
the Mountain Valley Pipeline, will be 
stripped away from the court where it 
is currently being litigated and all fu-
ture litigation must happen in the DC 
circuit. 

Now, never in the history of this 
body has Congress gone into the middle 
of a case and, because a corporation 
was not happy with the rulings of the 
court, stripped the case away from that 
court and given it to another court. 
And I have verified that through my 
own staff in research since this provi-
sion came up in September: stripping a 
case away from a court. 

Now, this is my hometown court. It 
is headquartered in Richmond. The 
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