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that oversight was occurring and that 
abuses were not occurring at the same 
time. 

The Senate Intelligence Committee 
is one of the most bipartisan on Capitol 
Hill, and I credit our leadership for 
keeping us above the political fray. 

Chairman WARNER, a Democrat from 
Virginia, and Vice Chairman RUBIO, a 
Republican from Florida, operate arm 
in arm to lead the kind of oversight 
that I believe helps instill confidence 
in the intelligence community and in 
our intelligence professionals. 

The committee has a responsibility 
to examine the facts of these cases and 
understand the potential risk it could 
create for national security. 

Unfortunately, in a hearing we had 
with the Director of National Intel-
ligence, we seem to have hit a brick 
wall, at least initially. Despite the 
high profile nature of these discoveries, 
the Biden administration will not 
allow Congress to perform its constitu-
tional oversight duties. 

Back in August, Senator WARNER and 
Senator RUBIO sent a letter to the Di-
rector of National Intelligence and the 
Attorney General requesting the classi-
fied documents that were seized at 
Mar-a-Lago. 

Members of the Intelligence Com-
mittee are accustomed to reviewing, 
handling, and protecting classified in-
formation. It is something we do on 
virtually a daily basis. This document 
request was not to make this public. 
This was a request for committee mem-
bers to review the documents in a clas-
sified setting. The administration re-
fused. 

In the months since, classified docu-
ments have been discovered at more lo-
cations, and, again, the administration 
has refused to provide access to this in-
telligence. 

The Justice Department, as we know, 
has appointed special counsel to over-
see two of these probes, but yet they 
refuse to share the documents or any 
information about them. 

Now, it is one thing in an investiga-
tion conducted by law enforcement to 
say: We are going to protect the person 
being investigated, and we are going to 
protect the integrity of the investiga-
tion by not making that public. We un-
derstand that, but this is something far 
different. 

When a current and former President 
of the United States and a former Vice 
President of the United States have 
classified documents in unsecured set-
tings, we need to know who had access 
to it, what the intelligence reports con-
tain, not because we are curious or we 
want to interfere with an investigation 
by the Justice Department but because 
we have an independent constitutional 
responsibility to protect the national 
security of the United States and to 
protect the intelligence community 
from unjustified criticism. 

Several years ago, the Intelligence 
Committee investigated Russia’s ef-
forts to interfere with the 2016 election. 
This was a case like now, where special 

counsel was appointed, but Congress 
did not have to wait. It wasn’t forced 
to wait for that inquiry to be com-
pleted by former FBI Director Mueller. 
Those investigations happened concur-
rently. The special counsel’s investiga-
tion happened at the same time as the 
Senate Intelligence Committee’s inves-
tigation occurred. These investiga-
tions—both that of the Intelligence 
Committee and that of the Department 
of Justice—should happen concurrently 
now as well. 

As I said last week, the Director of 
National Intelligence, Director Haines, 
testified before the Intelligence Com-
mittee. I was eager to learn more in a 
secure setting, protected from public 
dissemination, what was going on with 
these documents, what they meant, 
and who produced them. Were they 
stale or were they current intelligence? 
What sort of access did our adversaries 
have to them, and what did they learn 
if they did get access to them that we 
need to know about and prepare for? 

I don’t think any of our colleagues 
expected a full analysis of these docu-
ments, but I was alarmed by the com-
plete lack of transparency by the Di-
rector of National Intelligence to the 
oversight committees in Congress like 
the Senate Select Committee on Intel-
ligence. Without going into detail, Di-
rector Haines essentially said that 
once the Department of Justice initi-
ated its investigation, her office stood 
down and did not inquire any further as 
to what these documents contained. So 
far, the Department of Justice refuses 
to share details of these intelligence 
products that were discovered at these 
unsecured locations. 

As I said, we have no idea what is in 
these documents, who could have seen 
them, or how big of a risk it creates for 
national security, but we do need the 
answers to those questions that only a 
review in a classified setting in a se-
cure facility by the oversight commit-
tees—we need the answers that only 
that sort of inquiry will reveal. 

We could have a major national secu-
rity risk on our hands or it could be a 
nothing burger, but the Department 
needs to be expedient and fully trans-
parent in sharing this information with 
Congress and the intelligence commu-
nity, again, in a classified secure set-
ting, not for public dissemination. 

If you worry about leaks, which are 
rampant here in Washington, DC, I 
must say, the record of the Senate Se-
lect Committee on Intelligence is pret-
ty darn good when it comes to no 
leaks. 

Senator RUBIO and Senator WARNER 
have been clear that the Department of 
Justice will not stonewall Congress. 
This is not a partisan matter. It is not 
tenable for the position of the Depart-
ment of Justice and for the Biden ad-
ministration to take that position. As 
policymakers with an independent con-
stitutional responsibility, we need to 
know the full details so we can conduct 
the risk assessment and determine how 
best to respond. President Biden’s De-

partment of Justice cannot stand in 
the way of Congress’s constitutional 
oversight role. 

Now, many in the press have said: 
Well, what sort of things might the 
Senators on the Intelligence Com-
mittee do to compel the cooperation of 
the Department of Justice? 

Well, I hope we don’t have to go 
there. I hope this produces a negotia-
tion that will address the concerns 
both of the Department of Justice and 
of the Senate Select Committee on In-
telligence. It is well known what sort 
of tools are available to Congress— 
things like appropriations, things like 
nominations—but I sincerely hope it 
doesn’t come to that. But we have a job 
to do, and we are going to do it, with 
the cooperation of the Biden adminis-
tration or without their cooperation. 

So all options are on the table to en-
sure not that we get to see what we 
want to see for political or other inap-
propriate reasons but to make sure our 
national security is not at risk. 

Again, this is a bipartisan desire to 
see these documents and evaluate the 
risk they could pose to our security. It 
is time for the administration to co-
operate with us in that effort. 

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. Madam President, I 

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

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

f 

UNANIMOUS CONSENT AGREE-
MENT—EXECUTIVE CALENDAR 

Mr. SCHUMER. Madam President, I 
ask unanimous consent that the Sen-
ate proceed to executive session to con-
sider PN62, Roger Israel Zakheim; that 
the time until 5:30 p.m. be equally di-
vided in the usual form on the nomina-
tion; that upon the use or yielding 
back of time, the Senate vote on the 
nomination without intervening action 
or debate; that if confirmed, at a time 
to be determined by the majority lead-
er, in consultation with the Republican 
leader, the Senate proceed to executive 
session to consider PN61, Joseph Lee 
Falk; that there be 10 minutes for de-
bate, equally divided in the usual form 
on the nomination; that upon the use 
or yielding back of time, the Senate 
vote on the nomination without inter-
vening action or debate; that if either 
nomination is not confirmed, all action 
with respect to both nominations be vi-
tiated. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there 
objection? 

Without objection, it is so ordered. 
f 

EXECUTIVE SESSION 

EXECUTIVE CALENDAR 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 

clerk will report the nomination. 
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The senior assistant legislative clerk 

read the nomination of Roger Israel 
Zakheim, of Maryland, to be a Member 
of the Board of Directors of the United 
States Institute of Peace for a term of 
four years. 

Thereupon, the Senate proceeded to 
consider the nomination. 

Mr. SCHUMER. I suggest the absence 
of a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will call the roll. 

The senior assistant legislative clerk 
called the roll. 

Ms. DUCKWORTH. Madam President, 
I ask unanimous consent that the order 
for the quorum call be rescinded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Ms. 
HIRONO). Without objection, it is so or-
dered. 

VOTE ON ZAKHEIM NOMINATION 

The question is, Shall the Senate ad-
vise and consent to the Zakheim nomi-
nation? 

Ms. DUCKWORTH. I ask for the yeas 
and nays. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there a 
sufficient second? 

There appears to be a sufficient sec-
ond. 

The clerk will call the roll. 
The bill clerk called the roll. 
Mr. DURBIN. I announce that the 

Senator from New Jersey (Mr. BOOKER), 
the Senator from Maryland (Mr. 
CARDIN), the Senator from Massachu-
setts (Mr. MARKEY), and the Senator 
from New Jersey (Mr. MENENDEZ) are 
necessarily absent. 

Mr. THUNE. The following Senators 
are necessarily absent: the Senator 
from Wyoming (Ms. LUMMIS) and the 
Senator from Mississippi (Mr. WICKER). 

The result was announced—yeas 84, 
nays 10, as follows: 

[Rollcall Vote No. 3 Ex.] 

YEAS—84 

Baldwin 
Barrasso 
Bennet 
Blackburn 
Blumenthal 
Boozman 
Britt 
Brown 
Budd 
Cantwell 
Capito 
Carper 
Casey 
Cassidy 
Collins 
Coons 
Cornyn 
Cortez Masto 
Cotton 
Cramer 
Crapo 
Cruz 
Daines 
Duckworth 
Durbin 
Ernst 
Feinstein 
Fetterman 

Fischer 
Gillibrand 
Graham 
Grassley 
Hagerty 
Hassan 
Heinrich 
Hickenlooper 
Hirono 
Hoeven 
Hyde-Smith 
Johnson 
Kaine 
Kelly 
Kennedy 
King 
Klobuchar 
Lankford 
Luján 
Manchin 
Marshall 
McConnell 
Moran 
Mullin 
Murkowski 
Murphy 
Murray 
Ossoff 

Padilla 
Peters 
Reed 
Ricketts 
Risch 
Romney 
Rosen 
Rounds 
Rubio 
Schatz 
Schumer 
Shaheen 
Sinema 
Smith 
Stabenow 
Sullivan 
Tester 
Thune 
Tillis 
Tuberville 
Van Hollen 
Warner 
Warnock 
Warren 
Welch 
Whitehouse 
Wyden 
Young 

NAYS—10 

Braun 
Hawley 
Lee 
Merkley 

Paul 
Sanders 
Schmitt 
Scott (FL) 

Scott (SC) 
Vance 

NOT VOTING—6 

Booker 
Cardin 

Lummis 
Markey 

Menendez 
Wicker 

The nomination was confirmed. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. 

HEINRICH). The majority leader. 
f 

LEGISLATIVE SESSION 

MORNING BUSINESS 

Mr. SCHUMER. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the Senate 
proceed to legislative session and be in 
a period of morning business, with Sen-
ators permitted to speak therein for up 
to 10 minutes each. 

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

f 

HONORING SERGEANT JOHN 
O’NEAL RUCKER 

Mr. CORNYN. Mr. President, on Feb-
ruary 4, 2023, the tight-knit community 
in Cass County, TX, will gather to sol-
emnly honor the 50th annual remem-
brance of the end of the Vietnam war 
and pay tribute to one of its heroes, 
U.S. Air Force Sergeant John O’Neal 
Rucker. 

Sergeant Rucker grew up in Linden, 
a town nestled deep in the heart of the 
piney woods of east Texas. After grad-
uating high school, he answered the 
call to serve in the Armed Forces and 
volunteered for the U.S. Air Force. 

During his basic training at 
Lackland Air Force Base, Sergeant 
Rucker volunteered for assignment in 
Southeast Asia. According to the AC– 
119 Gunship Association, Sergeant 
Rucker was initially directed to 
Nakhon Phanom, Thailand, in April 
1972. In July of that year, he took a 
temporary duty assignment to Da 
Nang, Vietnam, with the 18th Special 
Operations Squadron. 

After spending leave at home in Lin-
den over Christmas 1972, Sergeant 
Rucker returned to Vietnam with the 
anticipation that his time on the bat-
tlefield would soon come to an end, as 
the war appeared to be winding down. 
On January 27, 1973, the 21-year-old 
Sergeant Rucker was off-duty and 
asleep in his barracks when rockets 
struck Da Nang Air Base, instantly 
taking his life just hours before the 
Paris Peace Accords took effect, fi-
nally ending the Vietnam war. Ser-
geant Rucker is remembered as one of 
the last American servicemembers who 
paid the ultimate sacrifice in Vietnam. 

Shortly after his death, a marble 
plaque to honor Sergeant John O’Neal 
Rucker was unveiled at Da Nang Air 
Base in March 1973. Thousands of miles 
away, his hometown of Linden dedi-
cated a monument to him in November 
1973 outside of the Cass County court-
house. Today, Sergeant Rucker’s life 
and legacy remain forever engraved in 
the hearts and minds of his family, 
friends, and community. 

Texas is home to generations of 
servicemembers and veterans who have 
defended our freedoms at home and 
abroad. Our Nation’s rich history has 
been strengthened by the dutiful serv-

ice and sacrifice of our courageous 
military women and men, and we owe 
them our deepest respect and greatest 
appreciation. May God bless Sergeant 
John O’Neal Rucker, all of our fallen 
servicemembers, and their families. 

f 

RECOGNIZING THE STENNIS 
CENTER FOR PUBLIC SERVICE 

Mr. COONS. Mr. President, I rise 
today to recognize the achievement of 
the Stennis Center for Public Service’s 
service-oriented students, following 
the publication of their journal, the 
‘‘Public Service Review.’’ 

For all who are looking for encour-
agement about the future of our coun-
try, I want to bring to your attention 
the most recently published issues of 
‘‘Public Service Review,’’ produced by 
the Stennis Center for Public Service. 
‘‘Public Service Review’’ features in-
spiring and informative stories from 
young leaders who share in their own 
words their experiences, insights, 
hopes, and dreams as they engage in 
public service through internships, 
jobs, and activities in their commu-
nities and throughout the world. 

The publication, available on the 
Stennis Center’s website at 
www.stennis.gov, provides a glimpse 
into the future for all who care deeply 
about the future of American democ-
racy. As they explore the challenges 
and rewards of public service, the com-
mitment of these young leaders to help 
keep our Nation strong and free is 
truly inspirational. The 33 authors fea-
tured in the 2022 issues are Adam Duffy 
of Ohio State University, Alex Siegal 
of Columbia University, Alexandra 
Dorotinsky of University of New 
Haven, Amanda Guilardi of American 
University, Anna Zmistowski of Uni-
versity of Maine School of Law, Cath-
erine Lawson of Texas A&M Univer-
sity, Jaydn Smith of Hastings College, 
Owen Rosenberg of American Univer-
sity, Alexandra Schindewolf of Rutgers 
University, Ava Goble of University of 
Hawai’i, Ben Savercool of California 
State University, Chico, Caroline 
Rykard of University of Georgia, Diana 
Grechukhina of Salisbury University, 
Disha Jhaveri of Harvard T.H. Chan 
School of Public Health, Drew 
Ficociello of George Washington Uni-
versity, MAJ Matt Romanowski of 
Princeton University and U.S. Army, 
Ethan Sanders of Oklahoma State Uni-
versity, Jagaar Halverson of Grand 
Canyon University, Jennifer Rivera 
Galindo of Florida International Uni-
versity, Kathleen Griffith of University 
of South Carolina, McKayla Steineke 
of Northeastern University, Mia Rob-
ertson of Mississippi State University, 
Alanna Cronk of Georgetown Univer-
sity, Mini Ganesh of Harvard College, 
Natalie Gilbert of Georgetown Univer-
sity, Anum Syed of West Chester Uni-
versity, Avinash Maniam of Rutgers 
University, Mignely Nunez of Indian 
University Bloomington, Natalie Sala-
zar of Carnegie Mellon University, 
Niklas Kleinworth of University of 
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