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The Senator from Alabama’s actions 

deprive our Navy of the leadership the 
Navy counts on so that they will reli-
ably have the tools they need to suc-
ceed militarily. 

In a moment, I will be asking the 
Senate to confirm Calendar No. 102. 
These 13 nominees have collectively 
served in the Navy for over 400 years. 
These nominees include multiple com-
manders of carrier strike groups, in-
cluding one born in Springfield, MA. 
Another nominee is the Deputy Direc-
tor of Special Operations and Counter-
terrorism for the Joint Staff. If con-
firmed, one nominee would command 
the Naval Surface Force, which is re-
sponsible for manning, training, and 
equipping the entire surface force. If 
my colleagues want to protect the seas 
and fight terrorists, they should not 
stand in the way of these promotions. 

In a moment, I will be asking the 
Senate to confirm Calendar No. 103. 
This nominee is currently the execu-
tive assistant for the Director of the 
Defense Intelligence Agency. If we 
want to continue to make sure the 
United States has the best information 
about current and future threats, we 
should confirm people like this, not 
hold up the promotions they have al-
ready earned. 

In a moment, I will be asking the 
Senate to confirm Calendar No. 104. 
These two nominees have collectively 
served the Navy for over 55 years. One 
nominee is currently serving as infor-
mation warfare commander for Carrier 
Strike Group 5 in Yokosuka, Japan. 
The other is the Chief of Staff for U.S. 
Fleet Cyber Command and the Tenth 
Fleet. As we continue to see warfare 
expand to the information and cyber 
domains, we need to promote Navy cap-
tains like this. 

In a moment, I will be asking the 
Senate to confirm Calendar No. 105. 
These four nominees have collectively 
served the Navy for over 100 years. 
They include a Boston University grad-
uate managing the Navy’s new frigate 
program and the commander of Amer-
ica’s shipyard in Norfolk. The Senator 
from Alabama knows better than most 
how much work we need to do to reach 
the Navy’s shipbuilding goals. Blocking 
the promotions of the very people 
working to make sure we have the 
ships we need to protect the global 
commons only endangers our national 
security. 

In a moment, I will be asking the 
Senate to confirm Calendar No. 106. 
Collectively, these two nominees have 
served the Air Force for 65 years. One 
of the nominees earned her nursing de-
gree at Boston College, to rise to be-
come the chief nurse of the entire Air 
Force. Go get ‘em. The other nominee 
currently serves as commander for the 
Air Force Medical Readiness Agency, 
making him responsible for leading 
over 44,000 personnel at 76 military 
treatment facilities. These nominees 
are providing critical care and leader-
ship to keep our forces healthy, and 
they should not be punished because 

the Senator from Alabama thinks he 
knows more about healthcare than 
medical professionals do. 

In a moment, I will be asking the 
Senate to confirm Calendar No. 107. 
Currently serving as the commanding 
general for Marine Corps forces in 
Japan, he would be the Deputy Com-
mandant for Plans, Policies, and Oper-
ations for the Marine Corps if con-
firmed. As we approach competition 
with China, we need leaders with expe-
rience in the region to be promoted, 
not to have their careers stopped by 
politics. 

In a moment, I will be asking the 
Senate to confirm Calendar No. 110. 
Collectively, these 23 nominees have 
served over 620 years of service in the 
Air Force. These nominees include the 
Director for Strategic Capabilities on 
the National Security Council, which 
makes him the principal adviser to the 
President on how to avoid a nuclear 
war, and it includes the adviser to the 
National Nuclear Security Administra-
tion, protecting the safety and reli-
ability of our nuclear stockpile. An-
other nominee makes sure that we pro-
vide all the air and space power nec-
essary to promote U.S. interests in the 
Pacific. The current Director of Intel-
ligence of the U.S. Cyber Command is 
also held up by the Senator’s antics. 

Let me assure the Senator from Ala-
bama: We do not want to play nuclear 
football. 

Look, we have been at this for almost 
an hour and a half now, but these 
nominees—these 184 nominees—have 
been waiting for months. Holding them 
up and declaring that we just don’t 
need people in these positions is an in-
sult to them, and it undermines the 
safety and security of the United 
States of America. 

If we want to be able to recruit the 
very best and the very brightest our 
country has to offer, we need to treat 
those people with a little respect. That 
means that when we are in it on poli-
tics, we do not drag 184 of our most 
able leaders into the middle of it and 
say: Your promotion, your pay, your 
next duty station are all on hold until 
one Senator gets his way on one DOD 
policy. 

That is an incredibly dangerous ap-
proach, and the Senator from Alabama, 
as much as I respect him, I believe is 
acting in ways that are irresponsible 
and put our national defense at risk. I 
urge him to release his holds imme-
diately and allow these senior military 
officers to get the promotions they 
have earned. 

I renew my request with respect to 
each Calendar number I have raised. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there 
objection? 

Mr. TUBERVILLE. Mr. President, re-
serving the right to object. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Alabama. 

Mr. TUBERVILLE. Mr. President, I 
want to make something very, very 
clear here. None of these positions the 
Senator from Massachusetts has men-

tioned will go unfilled. Each role has 
its commander in place until the relief 
is confirmed. That is how the military 
works. 

Mr. President, one thing very impor-
tant to me and to our country is our 
military. There is only one thing more 
important, and that is our Constitution 
that they protect. For that reason, I 
object. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ob-
jection is heard. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. MAR-
KEY). The Senator from Illinois. 

Mr. DURBIN. Mr. President, I have 
two statements for the RECORD that I 
want to enter into the RECORD, but I 
would like to say my debt of gratitude 
to the Senator from Massachusetts. 

Members of the Senate go to parades 
and salute the military, and we give 
speeches on the floor about how much 
we appreciate them and their sacrifice. 
This is an illustration of the Senate at 
its worst. We should be standing behind 
these men and women who have given 
their lives to our country, who will 
risk their lives for our country, some 
earning Bronze Stars, Purple Hearts 
for doing it. 

Listen, I want to tell you, if we are 
respecting these men and women, we 
should give them the promotions they 
have worked their whole lives to 
achieve and, in so doing, keep our mili-
tary the strongest in the world. I re-
spect these men and women, and I 
think what is happening on the floor of 
the Senate is not only dangerous but it 
is insulting. That is the only word that 
can be used for one Senator to hold up 
184 men and women and their pro-
motions in the military. I never 
thought I would see that day in the 
U.S. Senate. 

Whatever the reason, it is time to 
bring the charade to an end. We can de-
bate the policy in the committee and 
on the floor, wherever we wish; but 
when it comes to these individuals, do 
not hold these men and women in the 
military hostage to the political de-
bate on the floor of the U.S. Senate. 

I commend the Senator from Massa-
chusetts for raising these issues. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Iowa. 

LAW ENFORCEMENT 
Mr. GRASSLEY. Mr. President, 

Leader SCHUMER said since last week 
that he intends to introduce a resolu-
tion purporting to support law enforce-
ment. 

In 2020, ‘‘defund the police’’ became 
the rallying cry of the radical left. 
Every day for the next 2 years, officers 
reported to duty despite a campaign 
saying that they didn’t deserve money 
for even bulletproof vests; and 1,146 of 
those officers died protecting Ameri-
cans. I don’t remember Democrats tak-
ing to this floor to defend law enforce-
ment back then. Instead, they blocked 
resolutions that condemned attacks 
against officers. 

By April of 2021, antipolice protests 
and Democrat silence were all but rou-
tine. And we know what happened: Po-
lice morale plummeted. 
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Still, officers rushed toward danger 

that those of us in Congress should 
thank God that we never have to face. 
Iowa Sergeant Jim Smith was one of 
those officers. On a Friday night in 
April 2021, he got a call for backup. It 
took him to the house of Michael 
Lange. Lange had just assaulted an-
other police officer and barricaded 
himself inside with a shotgun. 

Sergeant Smith led the entry team. 
They had just cleared the basement 
and were about to reach the main floor 
when Lange ambushed them. Lange 
fired two shots into Sergeant Smith’s 
chest. Then he gloated to the other of-
ficers, and this is what he said: 

I’ll kill you like I killed your buddy. 

All Sergeant Smith ever wanted was 
to be a police officer. When the 
antipolice rioters came, he and his tac-
tical team guarded the Iowa State Cap-
itol. They were spat on and insulted. 
They had frozen water bottles and 
rocks thrown at them. But they held 
the line. And when the time came, Ser-
geant Smith laid down his life holding 
a thin blue thin. 

He never got to see this pro-FBI reso-
lution. He didn’t witness the uptick in 
police popularity as blue cities de-
scended into violent crime. But I would 
imagine that the folks who loved Offi-
cer Smith must be wondering where 
this all was back then and why the FBI 
seems to matter more than State and 
local officers. 

Of course, this isn’t to say that there 
aren’t good FBI employees. There are 
plenty of them. I and my Republican 
colleagues have made our support for 
law enforcement clear time and again. 
I would, however, like to know where 
our Democratic colleagues have been 
with respect to the blatant political 
bias in the leadership of the FBI and 
the Department of Justice. 

On March 1 of 2023, Senator GRAHAM 
and I wrote to Attorney General Gar-
land and Director Wray regarding the 
more than 130 attacks on Catholic 
churches since the Supreme Court deci-
sion in Dobbs and the fact that the FBI 
has largely failed to investigate those 
violent attacks by leftist extremist 
groups. Instead, as we wrote to Direc-
tor Wray, elements of the FBI have la-
beled Catholics as extremists and 
lumped them together with violent 
White supremacists with no justifica-
tion. 

There is nothing extreme or sus-
picious about worshipping God accord-
ing to the dictates of your conscience. 

Our letter also pointed out that the 
Biden Department of Justice has ag-
gressively targeted pro-life advocates 
for selective prosecution. This includes 
the Department’s political prosecution 
of Mark Houck for allegedly violating 
the Freedom of Access to Clinic En-
trances Act. He had an altercation 
with an abortion clinic volunteer who 
allegedly verbally harassed his 12-year- 
old son. 

Even though local authorities de-
clined to press charges, Mr. Houck was 
arrested—arrested at gunpoint—by the 

FBI in front of his terrified family. He 
was eventually found not guilty by a 
jury after a very short deliberation. 

Let’s also not forget that, for many 
years, our Democratic colleagues po-
litically weaponized the FBI against 
my and Senator JOHNSON’s Biden fam-
ily investigation. On July 13, 2020, 
then-Minority Leader SCHUMER, Sen-
ator WARNER, then-Speaker PELOSI, 
and then-Chairman SCHIFF sent a letter 
with classified attachments to the FBI. 
The letter targeted the Grassley-John-
son Biden family investigation to try 
and falsely tie it to Russian 
disinformation. 

On July 16, 2020, mere days after the 
July 13 letter, then-Ranking Members 
WYDEN and PETERS wrote a letter to 
me and Senator JOHNSON asking for a 
briefing from the FBI’s Foreign Influ-
ence Task Force. The FBI did the bid-
ding of our Democratic colleagues and 
briefed us, accordingly, on August 6, 
2020. 

The contents of the FBI briefing were 
later leaked to the Washington Post, 
even though the FBI promised us con-
fidentiality. The leak was just another 
act in a long line of efforts to falsely 
label the Grassley-Johnson good gov-
ernment oversight work as—you 
guessed it—Russian disinformation. 

The Wall Street Journal editorial 
board hit the mark with their piece 
that they entitled ‘‘The FBI’s Dubious 
Briefing: Did the bureau set up two 
GOP Senators at the behest of Demo-
crats?’’ 

As I noted in the last Congress, pro-
tected whistleblower disclosures to my 
office make clear that the FBI has 
within its possession very significant, 
very impactful, and very voluminous 
evidence with respect to potential 
criminal conduct by members of the 
Biden family. Based on protected whis-
tleblower allegations, I know the FBI 
falsely labeled that evidence as Rus-
sian disinformation to bury it. 

To date, the Biden Justice Depart-
ment and the FBI haven’t challenged 
the accuracy of these allegations. They 
can’t because my staff has independ-
ently reviewed records to support the 
allegations. 

And you can’t forget the now-de-
bunked Steele dossier, a document 
funded and created by Democrats and 
the Clinton campaign, a document that 
was actually subject to Russian 
disinformation. The FBI’s willing and 
disastrous use of it to investigate can-
didate and then-President Trump sent 
our country into a tailspin for years. 

So let’s not kid ourselves right here, 
right now, as we are talking about a 
resolution to back law enforcement. 
The facts bear out that it is our Demo-
cratic colleagues who have consist-
ently used Federal law enforcement to 
their political benefit, and, in the proc-
ess, they have degraded the trust the 
American people once placed in Fed-
eral law enforcement. 

Accordingly, this resolution offered 
by my Democratic colleagues reeks of 
political gamesmanship. It is not a se-

rious effort. Let’s truly honor the he-
roes in law enforcement and the daily 
sacrifices they make for the American 
people by offering more than a tone- 
deaf political resolution that further 
divides the country. 

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

ator from New Hampshire. 
Mrs. SHAHEEN. Mr. President, I ask 

unanimous consent that Senator COL-
LINS and I are allowed to complete our 
remarks before the vote that is sched-
uled for 5:30. 

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

INSULIN ACT 
Mrs. SHAHEEN. Mr. President, I am 

really pleased to be able to come to the 
floor today with my cochair in the Dia-
betes Caucus and friend and colleague 
Senator COLLINS to discuss an issue 
that is near and dear to both of us and 
to the entire Diabetes Caucus, and that 
is what Congress can do to improve the 
lives of those living with this chronic 
disease. 

More than 37 million Americans live 
with diabetes, and millions more are at 
risk for developing it. I think most 
people in this Chamber probably know 
someone who has been affected by this 
chronic disease, and they get a chance 
to see very briefly the challenges that 
those with diabetes face every day. 

I understand those personal struggles 
all too well because my granddaughter 
Elle was diagnosed with type 1 diabetes 
in 2007, shortly after her 8th birthday. 
As a type 1 diabetic, she needs daily ac-
cess to insulin. Maintaining healthy 
glucose levels is a worry that has kept 
her and her mother—her whole fam-
ily—up too many nights. Without insu-
lin, Elle would not be here because 
there is no alternative treatment. 

There is no cure that can free her 
from those daily injections. Insulin 
truly is a lifesaving drug, and it has 
been for over 100 years. The 100th anni-
versary of insulin was 2 years ago. 

When the Canadian researchers who 
discovered insulin realized what they 
had—a drug that would turn a death 
sentence into a manageable, chronic 
condition—they decided to sell the pat-
ent for $1 each. 

They knew the drug they had was 
revolutionary, and they chose not to 
chase profits over the good of human-
kind. Unfortunately, that is not the re-
ality that we live with today. Over the 
last several decades, insulin prices 
have skyrocketed beyond the reach of 
too many Americans. 

I hear from far too many people 
about how they have to ration their 
needed insulin until the next paycheck 
or until their insurance coverage kicks 
in. 

Let’s be clear about what this means. 
Americans are literally risking their 
lives to stretch their insulin as far as 
possible because the costs are so great. 
And the cost burden is even heavier for 
uninsured Americans who have to pay 
fully out of pocket. 

These costs quickly number into the 
thousands of dollars. The challenges 
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