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Many have never had to worry about 
that. 

But, today, we are grieving with the 
Eramo, McKenna, and the Wayment 
families. All three soldiers were mar-
ried. Mr. Wayment also had three 
young children that he leaves behind. 

Scripture tells us that ‘‘the Lord is 
close to the brokenhearted and saves 
those who are crushed in spirit.’’ 

And to the families, I know no words 
can lessen your grief, but I hope you 
will find some small measure of com-
fort in knowing that Christopher, 
Stewart, and Kyle were heroes and that 
they will always be remembered as 
such. 

I know that the Fort Wainwright and 
the Fairbanks communities are abso-
lutely heartbroken. There are families 
and brothers and sisters in arms who 
are grieving today. They are attending 
a private memorial service for their 
fallen comrades this afternoon in Alas-
ka. My husband Verne and I offer our 
deepest condolences to them. Know 
that we are keeping all who serve in 
our prayers and all who are no longer 
with us. 

This has been an awful, awful trag-
edy. There is one small sliver of light, 
however. There was a fourth service-
member who was injured in that same 
crash. He was treated at Fairbanks Me-
morial Hospital, and he has now been 
released. We are told that he is recov-
ering at home. A full recovery is ex-
pected. So, hopefully, this can be some 
small bit of hope to the Fort Wain-
wright and Fairbanks communities 
that are suffering this loss. 

It is, indeed, a sad moment for this 
military community, our interior com-
munity—know that in our golden 
hearts we will hold these men and their 
families tight. 

With that, I yield the floor. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-

ator from Nebraska. 
f 

DEFEND OUR NETWORKS 

Mrs. FISCHER. Mr. President, over a 
decade ago, when President Obama was 
in office and Apple’s iPad was just hit-
ting the market, our intelligence agen-
cies began to notice a disturbing pat-
tern. Chinese-made communications 
equipment was multiplying across our 
country, placed on top of cell towers 
throughout the Midwest. 

Equipment made by Chinese State- 
backed companies like Huawei and 
ZTE spread across my own home State 
of Nebraska, as well as nearby Colo-
rado and Montana. 

Curiously, these technologies were 
clustering near critical military loca-
tions in midwestern States. Nebraska 
is home to sensitive areas, like Offutt 
Air Force Base and a number of nu-
clear missile silos. 

Well, the FBI looked into it. And 
they discovered that at least one Chi-
nese company—Huawei—was regularly 
selling its equipment to rural providers 
at cheap prices that appeared unprofit-
able. But once installed, the equipment 

would be located right next to Amer-
ican military assets. 

The Chinese Communist Party is ac-
tively seeking ways to disrupt Depart-
ment of Defense communications. And 
that is why we cannot allow commu-
nications equipment made in China 
next door to our military sites. 

This is just one example of the perva-
sive threat Chinese-made equipment in 
our communications networks poses to 
our national security. 

We know that the Chinese Com-
munist Party intends to exploit these 
vulnerabilities for all kinds of activi-
ties, including espionage. 

That is why, in 2020, the Federal 
Communications Commission banned 
the use of its funds to expand or main-
tain networks containing any Huawei 
or ZTE equipment. Since then, the 
Commission banned all equipment au-
thorizations for several Chinese tech 
firms that pose threats to national se-
curity—blocking their imports and 
sale. 

We also passed a law in Congress ap-
proving $1.9 billion to secure our com-
munications infrastructure—to rip out 
the Chinese network gear and replace 
it with secure equipment. 

It has been years, but not all of this 
dangerous Chinese gear has been re-
placed. Approximately 24,000 pieces of 
Chinese-made equipment remain in 
8,400 different locations across our 
country. Nearly all of the 85 companies 
approved by the FCC are still waiting 
for that Federal reimbursement 
money, because they aren’t able to pay 
to replace the technologies without 
help. 

The FCC’s program is facing a budget 
shortfall of $3.08 billion. The sum of 
money that we first approved based on 
initial estimates is not going to cut it. 

That financial uncertainty means 
smaller, regional carriers—after being 
mandated by the Federal Government 
to rip out the equipment—won’t re-
ceive the money they need to replace 
that high-risk Chinese technology. 

I have heard from rural carriers that 
this basically leaves them with two op-
tions: one, go out of business; or, two, 
to never replace the equipment after 
they remove it, and, instead, that 
would reduce the size of their wireless 
networks. 

Either option would be devastating 
for communities, especially commu-
nities in rural areas. We need more, not 
less, connectivity. And we need more, 
not fewer, jobs. 

That is not just true in Nebraska but 
across this country. 

Think about it. If these carriers go 
out of business or they reduce cov-
erage, that is going to leave thousands 
of residents without wireless services— 
services that are essential for work, 
emergencies, and life in the 20th cen-
tury. And people traveling through 
these vast areas of our country, they 
often won’t have any services either. 

Addressing this funding shortfall is 
urgent. The FCC has a July 15 deadline 
by which reimbursement requests are 

due. If Congress doesn’t act quickly to 
fix this issue before that July deadline, 
there won’t be enough funds to cover 
costs. This would impact communities 
in 49—49—States, plus our United 
States territories. 

Without action now, we face incom-
plete removal of high-risk Chinese 
equipment from U.S. networks—wast-
ing the money that Congress has al-
ready passed. 

I have introduced the Defend Our 
Networks Act to remedy this problem. 
Protecting our national security is 
vital, and it is also vital that we ensure 
the government’s response to protect 
our security does not put smaller com-
panies out of business. 

The Defend Our Networks Act does 
both. It would allocate $3.08 billion of 
unobligated COVID–19 emergency relief 
funds to the rip and replace program. 
That is only 3 percent of the unobli-
gated emergency funds. 

I introduced this bill with my col-
league Senator HICKENLOOPER because 
securing our communications infra-
structure, it is a national, it is a bipar-
tisan, issue. The FCC commissioners, 
including Chairwoman Rosenworcel, 
have come out in strong support, dem-
onstrating the importance of getting 
this done. Just a week ago, I had the 
opportunity to question Secretary of 
Commerce Gina Raimondo about this 
big problem that we have, and she 
agreed that we must address it imme-
diately. 

Over the coming weeks, I expect that 
we will continue to gain more bipar-
tisan momentum. And I will continue 
to push for the swift passage of the De-
fend Our Networks Act, even as stand-
alone legislation. 

Spy balloons and secret police sta-
tions have recently reminded us of the 
Chinese Communist Party’s sly and un-
derhanded espionage tactics. If we can-
not completely remove risky Chinese 
telecommunications equipment, how 
can the American people expect us to 
defend them from the threats that 
China poses? 

We did the right thing when we 
passed the Secure and Trusted Commu-
nication Networks Act to establish the 
rip and replace program. Now, let’s do 
the right thing again by completing 
the funding so that we can follow 
through on what we said we would do. 

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. CORNYN. Mr. President, I ask 

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

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. 
BOOKER). Without objection, it is so or-
dered. 

f 

ELECTRIC VEHICLES 

Mr. CORNYN. Mr. President, since 
President Biden took office, he and our 
Democratic colleagues have been on a 
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mission—a mission to replace every car 
in America with an electric vehicle. 

Think about that for a minute. There 
are 280 million cars on the road in 
America, and our colleagues on the 
Democratic side of the aisle want to re-
place every single internal combustion 
engine with a big battery with wheels 
on it, known as an electric vehicle. 
They are determined to please the 
Green New Deal enthusiasts by shov-
eling mountains of taxpayer money 
into this effort, and they are making 
some headway. 

Last summer, our Democratic col-
leagues abused the rules of the Senate 
to spend hundreds of billions of dollars 
on something called the Inflation Re-
duction Act, which, in true Washington 
form, does not actually reduce infla-
tion. But that is the name they gave to 
it. More importantly, this massive bill 
included a variety of pet projects, from 
a supersized Internal Revenue Service 
to handouts for rich folks who want to 
buy electric vehicles. 

Wealthy Americans, the only ones 
who can afford these expensive cars, 
can receive up to $7,500 in taxpayer as-
sistance to buy an electric vehicle. So, 
in effect, you and I and everyone in the 
country is subsidizing, with our tax 
dollars, a private, well-to-do person to 
buy an electric vehicle, most of which 
costs in the $60 to $70 to $80,000 range 
and up. 

Democrats passed this bill at a time 
when most people can’t afford their 
basic expenses. That is because of in-
flation, another product of profligate 
spending. Working families are strug-
gling to keep up with the cost of every-
thing from gasoline to groceries, to 
rent and electricity. Our Democratic 
colleagues responded by forcing every 
person in America to subsidize wealthy 
people’s purchase of an electric car. 

Initial estimates pegged the costs of 
these EV tax credits, as they are 
called, at just over $30 billion. That is 
a lot of money. But private forecasters 
have recently reevaluated that number 
based on more precise projections. 
They said that the actual cost of the 
electric vehicle credits will be closer to 
$196 billion—61⁄2 times higher than ad-
vertised. 

Again, hard-working families are suf-
fering under inflation. When every-
thing costs more, their purchasing 
power is diminished. Washington, DC, 
and our friends on the Democratic side 
of the aisle said: Well, your life is not 
quite hard enough; so we are going to 
make it harder. We are going to force 
you to subsidize wealthy people’s pur-
chase of these cars. 

Unfortunately, that is not the end of 
the story. The administration recently 
rolled out new rules to ensure—or at 
least to claim—that, by 2032, two- 
thirds of new passenger vehicles sold in 
the United States will be electric. 

By 2032, President Biden will be long 
gone. Probably many Members of the 
U.S. House and Senate will no longer 
be in office. Nevertheless, the adminis-
tration says that, by 2032, we are going 

to mandate that two-thirds of new pas-
senger vehicles be run on batteries, be 
electric. 

Of course, this announcement was 
met with applause by those who think 
that every driver in America should 
drive an electric vehicle, that somehow 
this is the price that has to be paid in 
pursuit of climate change or to combat 
climate change. 

But everybody else in America under-
stands this is an unrealistic mandate 
because, like I said, with 280 million 
cars on the road, only about 6 percent 
max of the new cars sold in America 
are electric vehicles—only 6 percent of 
the new cars sold. 

But the Biden administration says 
that, by 2031, two-thirds of the cars 
have to be electric vehicles. So making 
the leap from 6 percent to 66 percent— 
which is two-thirds of the new car 
sales—in less than 10 years is an impos-
sible task, and it comes with a lot of 
risks and hurdles. 

One of the most obvious ones is cost 
to consumers. At the end of last year, 
the average price of a new electric ve-
hicle—this is just the average price— 
was more than $61,000. That is only a 
few thousand dollars less than the me-
dian household income in my State. 

Most families don’t have tens of 
thousands of dollars to spend on fancy 
electric cars. As we have seen over the 
last few years with inflation, people 
are already struggling to keep up. They 
are not in the market for a fancy new 
electric vehicle that costs more than 
they make in an entire year. 

Another big issue has to do with how 
these vehicles are going to get pow-
ered. One of my favorite questions for 
my friends who are enthusiasts for this 
mandate and these taxpayer sub-
sidies—one of my favorite questions—is 
this: Do you actually know where elec-
tricity comes from? 

No, it is not just that wall socket 
that you plug an appliance into. Elec-
tricity is generated by the same source 
that produces most of our other en-
ergy: natural gas, some nuclear, some 
coal, some other types of energy—hy-
droelectric energy, depending upon the 
location. But all of that energy use, in-
cluding fossil fuels, is needed to 
produce affordable energy that then be-
comes electricity, that you can then 
plug your vehicle into. 

So this pie-in-the-sky idea that we 
are going to somehow cool the climate 
by everybody driving an electric vehi-
cle is just—well, it is unattainable, and 
it is, frankly, ridiculous. 

Last year, 60 percent of America’s 
electricity was generated by fossil 
fuels, including 40 percent by natural 
gas and nearly 20 percent by coal. De-
spite the fact that we will need these 
energy sources to power the electric 
grid and charge electric vehicles, we 
know the folks on the left side of the 
political spectrum have waged a war on 
fossil fuels. Well, this will turn out 
about as well as Europe’s dependency 
on Russian oil and gas, on a sole source 
of energy, which they found out did not 

turn out well at all once Russia in-
vaded Ukraine and they tried to diver-
sify their energy sources. Putting all of 
our eggs in one basket with unrealistic 
goals and mandates to achieve a social 
outcome is bound to be unsuccessful. 

Our colleagues across the aisle have 
also made these energy sources more 
expensive by instituting a methane fee 
and tax hikes on energy producers, 
which, invariably, get passed on to the 
consumer; and they are consistently, it 
seems, trying to make fossil fuels less 
affordable in order to push our country 
toward renewables. 

Now, don’t get me wrong. I am not 
opposed to renewables. We generate 
more electricity from wind turbines in 
Texas than any other State in the Na-
tion. One reason our State continues to 
prosper economically is because we 
have the most affordable energy costs 
that come from an all-of-the-above 
strategy. We don’t try to put all of our 
eggs in one basket—that is bound to be 
unsuccessful. We say: Well, let’s do as 
much as we can using renewables— 
solar, wind—but we are also pragmati-
cally clear-eyed about where elec-
tricity comes from, and we need all of 
the above. 

So one big important issue that I 
think was overlooked when the Infla-
tion Reduction Act was passed by 
strictly Democratic votes in the Sen-
ate is that renewables only accounted 
for 22 percent of America’s electricity 
generation last year—22 percent. It is 
growing, but it is not nearly sufficient 
to generate the electricity necessary to 
charge your electric vehicles. 

Either consumers have low-cost, reli-
able energy from fossil fuels or an all- 
of-the-above strategy, or else, they are 
condemned to an expensive and unreli-
able grid powered only by renewable 
energy sources. Those are the only op-
tions at this point, and I am afraid 
that is exactly the path that our 
Democratic colleagues are heading 
down. 

But since COVID–19 hit, we have seen 
what happens to vulnerable supply 
chains for the components we need to 
do all sorts of things. We spent a lot of 
time and money and focus on advanced 
semiconductors. That is really impor-
tant because if we lost access to those 
advanced semiconductors, it would 
tank our economy and it would also 
jeopardize our national security. But 
the supply chain for electric vehicles is 
a vulnerable one as well. The feature 
that differentiates electric vehicles 
from those with an internal combus-
tion engine is a battery. And, actually, 
what you can think of is the electric 
vehicles are like a battery on wheels 
run by a computer. And—this should 
really come as no surprise, but you 
would think this would have been vet-
ted before—here is where batteries 
come from. 

Last year, China’s battery manufac-
turing capacity accounted for 77 per-
cent of the global total. Its production 
capacity is greater than that of the 
rest of the world combined. You can 
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see Poland at 6 percent, the U.S. at 6 
percent, and everybody else is at just 
11 percent. 

China is home to 6 of the world’s 10 
biggest battery makers and completely 
dominates the global battery-manufac-
turing market. Nobody else even comes 
close. By 2027, it is estimated that its 
manufacturing capacity is expected to 
increase nearly sevenfold—sevenfold. 
In that same timeframe, the United 
States is expected to see a twelvefold 
increase, but we are starting at 6 per-
cent. That is not going to get us any-
where near where China is or where 
they will be by 2027. 

China will still command more than 
two-thirds of the world’s battery-man-
ufacturing capacity and the United 
States will be in second place with a 
measly 10 percent. Anyone who doesn’t 
recognize and appreciate this issue 
hasn’t been paying attention. Over the 
years, the Senate has been spending a 
great deal of time analyzing and ad-
dressing supply chain and particularly 
security gaps. As I had said, the pan-
demic taught us many lessons—many 
tough lessons—but one was the impor-
tance of a resilient supply chain. And 
we tried to make sure—we tried to 
learn from that so those lessons would 
not be in vain. 

I mentioned semiconductors. That 
may be the best example. The global 
chip shortage affected everything from 
personal electronics to cars to defense 
assets and critical infrastructure. 

We came to appreciate the hard way 
how reliant we had become on other 
countries for these semiconductors, 
these integrated circuits. And that 
made us incredibly vulnerable to an-
other pandemic, to a natural disaster 
or, heaven forbid, a military conflict in 
the Taiwan Strait. 

So Congress responded appropriately 
by creating the CHIPS Program to bol-
ster domestic chip manufacturing and 
close this massive security gap. 

But now our Democratic friends seem 
content to replace one vulnerability 
with another. As they continue to push 
for arbitrary and unrealistic electric 
vehicle goals, we will find ourselves in 
a similar situation when it comes to 
the batteries necessary to run these 
electric vehicles. To be blunt about it, 
we will be at China’s mercy which, as 
we all know, is a very dangerous place 
to be. 

Despite the fact that China domi-
nates the supply chain for the critical 
minerals used to produce batteries, 
most of those minerals are not actually 
mined in China. They come from re-
serves around the world. The Demo-
cratic Republic of Congo, for example, 
is home to the world’s largest cobalt 
reserve. Indonesia is the leading pro-
ducer of nickel. And three of the larg-
est lithium reserves are concentrated 
in South America in Argentina, Bo-
livia, and Chile. 

Critical minerals are not safe from 
Chinese influence just because they are 
mined beyond China’s borders, because 
China has made a huge investment in 

processing those critical minerals in 
China. In other words, they are mined 
in these countries, exported to China 
for processing, where they control ac-
cess to the critical minerals that are 
needed to build batteries, among other 
things. China has aggressively in-
creased its own processing capacity. 

Part of the problem, I might men-
tion, is because it takes so long and re-
quires an arduous, bureaucratic 
Rubik’s Cube in order to get a permit 
to build things in America. And that is 
true whether it is from fossil fuels or 
the transmission lines from green en-
ergy that can transmit the electricity 
generated from wind turbines in Texas 
or anywhere else. You don’t have those 
problems in China. They also don’t 
have the same concerns we have for the 
environment. 

As we know, China is building more 
coal-fired power plants than any other 
country in the world. What happens in 
China does not stay in China when it 
comes to those emissions. 

So, right now, we have a general 
sense of the problems that we are con-
fronting, but we are lacking some spe-
cifics when it comes to critical min-
erals, particularly. We don’t know 
what reserves are under the control of 
foreign adversaries. We aren’t guaran-
teed to receive a heads-up before major 
deals are made regarding mining rights 
and processing. Indeed, China has 
shown itself to be expert at operating 
surreptitiously under the cover of com-
panies that sound like they come from 
somewhere else, where actually the 
People’s Republic of China—the Chi-
nese Communist Party—actually has 
controlling interest in those compa-
nies. 

So we are not able to identify the 
many risks of the global supply chain 
or critical opportunities for new trade 
partnerships. We need to address the 
blind spots that are protecting China’s 
dominance in critical minerals and 
battery production. And we are not 
going to be able to do it overnight and 
certainly are not going to be able to 
meet President Biden’s goal of two- 
thirds of new cars being electric vehi-
cles by 2032. It is just not going to hap-
pen unless we are going to go to China 
and get those batteries. 

So a number of us are working to try 
to solve the problem. I think that is 
the appropriate response. 

I hope this is a topic where we can 
work together and that we are in bipar-
tisan support, much as we did on the 
CHIPS Act, where Senator WARNER, 
the senior Senator from Virginia, and I 
introduced that bill back in June of 
2020, and we ended up passing that into 
law, as I indicated earlier, because both 
sides of the aisle saw a need to come 
together and come up with a solution. 

We need a solution in this area, too. 
Well, our colleagues on the other side 

have repeatedly prioritized some ideo-
logical obsession with all electric vehi-
cles over the practical ramifications. 
Most Americans can’t afford to pur-
chase these pricey vehicles. Given the 

war on fossil fuels, our electric grid 
may not be able to sustain them, even 
if they could. By increasing our reli-
ance on battery-powered vehicles, we 
are certain to increase our reliance on 
China. Given the major costs and risks, 
you have to ask, is this really worth it? 
Can we afford the risks? Will it actu-
ally—can it actually work? Will this 
have an impact on emissions as our 
friends across the aisle seem to be-
lieve? 

The answer is no. China is respon-
sible for nearly one-third of all global 
emissions. As I said, they build more 
new coal-fired power plants than any 
other place on the planet. So China is 
responsible for nearly one-third of all 
global emissions, more than 21⁄2 times 
the amount emitted by the United 
States. 

When it comes to U.S. emissions, pas-
senger vehicles are only a fraction of 
the total. In 2021, the entire transpor-
tation sector accounted for 28 percent 
of total greenhouse gas emissions in 
the United States. So if every car and 
every truck on the road was operated 
by an electric battery and electric ve-
hicle courtesy of China, that would 
only account for 28 percent of the emis-
sions. So this is not a solution to what 
our colleagues across the aisle are ac-
tually saying they are trying to do. 

Transportation is a significant 
source of emissions, beating out elec-
tricity production, industry, and agri-
culture, but that doesn’t mean that 
personal vehicles are responsible for 28 
percent of the emissions, because you 
have to include cars, SUVs and 
minivans, and trucks that drive all 
across America. So regular working 
families driving their kids to school or 
to work account for a little over one- 
half of the transportation emissions. 
The remainder comes from semitrucks, 
airplanes, trains, buses, ships, pipe-
lines. In total, personal vehicles ac-
count for a little over 16 percent, and 
the U.S. emissions account for only 12.5 
percent of global emissions. 

So we are not talking about a solu-
tion that our friends across the aisle 
say they want to accomplish. We are 
not going to eliminate our dependence 
on all of the above sources of energy, 
and we are certainly not going to solve 
what they perceive as a problem with 
the climate by forcing hardworking 
American families to subsidize electric 
cars for rich people. 

My purpose in speaking today is to 
demonstrate that these goals set out 
for by the President and which our col-
leagues have voted for in pursuit of 
their climate agenda are unrealistic. 
They are dangerous, and they are 
shortsighted. We will continue to shine 
a bright light on the facts as I have 
tried to do today so the American peo-
ple can understand exactly what is 
going on here. This is more a pursuit of 
an ideological agenda rather than a 
practical solution to the real problem. 

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

ior Senator from Maryland. 
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EXPRESSING SUPPORT FOR THE 

DESIGNATION OF THE WEEK OF 
APRIL 30, 2023, THROUGH MAY 6, 
2023, AS ‘‘NATIONAL SMALL BUSI-
NESS WEEK’’ 
Mr. CARDIN. Mr. President, I rise 

today as chair of the Small Business 
and Entrepreneurship Committee and 
on behalf of over 33 million small busi-
nesses across the country to recognize 
National Small Business Week. 

When I complete my remarks, I am 
going to ask consent to pass S. Res. 
200, which has been cleared from the 
hotline, which is sponsored by me, Sen-
ator ERNST, and the distinguished Sen-
ator from New Jersey and a distin-
guished member of the Small Business 
and Entrepreneurship Committee, our 
current Presiding Officer, Senator 
BOOKER. This is a resolution that rec-
ognizes the contributions of small busi-
nesses and entrepreneurs in every com-
munity in the United States. 

A lot has changed in the 60 years 
since the week was first celebrated in 
1963, Small Business Week, but today, 
small businesses are as resilient as 
ever. They have faced immense chal-
lenges like COVID–19 and continue to 
serve their communities with great 
commitment and courage. Our small 
businesses deserve far more than a 
week of appreciation for all they do, 
but this week, we look forward to cele-
brating them and committing our full 
and unconditional support. 

Small businesses account for 99.9 per-
cent of all U.S. businesses and employ 
nearly half of all U.S. workers. They 
are spearheaded by entrepreneurs like 
Lois Gamerman, from my home State 
of Maryland, who was hit hard during 
the pandemic but who pulled her busi-
ness through to continue serving our 
great State. Her grit and resourceful-
ness earned her the 2023 Maryland 
Small Business Person of the Year. I 
congratulate Lois on that accomplish-
ment. 

Lois saw an 85-percent loss in sales as 
the hospitality industry suffered dur-
ing the pandemic. Her business, Soft 
Stuff Distributors, received help from 
the Small Business Administration’s 
Paycheck Protection Program and the 
COVID–19 Economic Injury Disaster 
Loan Program to keep its doors open. 

I thank all of my colleagues for their 
help in the passage of those two criti-
cally important bills—bipartisan ef-
forts to keep our small businesses 
alive. 

Lois is just one example of many 
small businesses that are alive today 
because of the efforts that we did here 
in the U.S. Senate. Now Soft Stuff oc-
cupies 33,000 square feet of space and 
employs over 50 individuals. 

For Lois and the millions of entre-
preneurs who depend on these re-
sources, we must double down and con-
tinue to fund the programs that help 
fuel their success. The ‘‘Default on 
America Act’’ that Speaker MCCARTHY 
unveiled last week would do exactly 
the opposite. It would cause the small 
businesses we love and need, to suffer. 

America needs to invest in our small 
businesses, not abandon them. If the 
‘‘Default on America Act’’ were to be-
come law, accessible capital for many 
entrepreneurs would diminish, and 
they would have nowhere to turn for 
assistance. 

In 2022, the SBA’s entrepreneurial de-
velopment programs served 1.2 million 
small businesses. The ‘‘Default on 
America Act’’ proposes cutting spend-
ing to fiscal year 2022 levels. If spend-
ing for these critical programs is cut, 
the SBA would serve 125,000 fewer 
small businesses than in previous 
years; 125,000 American small busi-
nesses would be denied the resources 
and assistance that are critical to their 
survival. 

While many small business owners 
would find themselves struggling with-
out necessary resources, entrepreneurs 
of color, women, rural, and other un-
derserved small business owners in par-
ticular would feel the squeeze. 

Now is not the time to walk back our 
support. In fact, under the Biden-Har-
ris administration, we have seen a 
small business boom. Today, there are 
more small business owners nationwide 
than ever, and now is the time to in-
vest in them, to grow our economy 
from the middle out and the bottom- 
up, and to build on the small business 
boom. 

We must come together to keep our 
communities strong, not push for legis-
lation that would cut jobs and harm 
the local shops we love. Part of keeping 
our communities strong is by ensuring 
that the Agencies serving them work 
efficiently and effectively. The Small 
Business Administration does essential 
work in supporting small businesses 
and their communities. 

For the sake of our small businesses, 
I ask my friends and colleagues on both 
sides of the aisle to come together so 
we can pass the long-overdue reauthor-
ization of the Small Business Adminis-
tration. National Small Business Week 
is our chance to show our small busi-
nesses how valuable they are and to 
pledge our continued support. 

To all of America’s small businesses 
and entrepreneurs, thank you for what 
you do this week and every week. 

Madam President, I ask unanimous 
consent that the Senate proceed to the 
consideration of S. Res. 200, which is at 
the desk. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Ms. 
DUCKWORTH). The clerk will report the 
resolution by title. 

The legislative clerk read as follows: 
A resolution (S. Res. 200) expressing sup-

port for the designation of the week of April 
30, 2023, through May 6, 2023, as ‘‘National 
Small Business Week’’ to celebrate the con-
tributions of small businesses and entre-
preneurs in every community in the United 
States. 

There being no objection, the Senate 
proceeded to consider the resolution. 

Mr. CARDIN. I ask unanimous con-
sent that the resolution be agreed to, 
the preamble be agreed to, and that the 
motions to reconsider be considered 

made and laid upon the table with no 
intervening action or debate. 

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

The resolution (S. Res. 200) was 
agreed to. 

The preamble was agreed to. 
(The resolution, with its preamble, is 

printed in today’s RECORD under ‘‘Sub-
mitted Resolutions.’’) 

f 

RECOGNIZING THE 202ND ANNIVER-
SARY OF THE INDEPENDENCE OF 
GREECE AND CELEBRATING DE-
MOCRACY IN GREECE AND THE 
UNITED STATES 

Mr. CARDIN. Madam President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the Senate 
proceed to the immediate consider-
ation of Calendar No. 42, S. Res. 119. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will report the resolution by 
title. 

The legislative clerk read as follows: 
A resolution (S. Res. 119) recognizing the 

202nd anniversary of the independence of 
Greece and celebrating democracy in Greece 
and the United States. 

There being no objection, the Senate 
proceeded to consider the resolution, 
which had been reported from the Com-
mittee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. CARDIN. I further ask that the 
resolution be agreed to, the preamble 
be agreed to, and that the motions to 
reconsider be considered made and laid 
upon the table with no intervening ac-
tion or debate. 

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

The resolution (S. Res. 119) was 
agreed to. 

The preamble was agreed to. 
(The resolution, with its preamble, is 

printed in the RECORD of March 23, 2023, 
under ‘‘Submitted Resolutions.’’) 

f 

ORDERS FOR FRIDAY, MAY 5, 2023, 
THROUGH TUESDAY, MAY 9, 2023 

Mr. CARDIN. Madam President, I ask 
unanimous consent that when the Sen-
ate completes its business today, it 
stand adjourned to convene for a pro 
forma session, with no business being 
conducted, at 9:30 a.m. on Friday, May 
5; that when the Senate adjourns on 
Friday, it stand adjourned until 3 p.m. 
on Tuesday, May 9; that on Tuesday, 
following the prayer and pledge, the 
morning hour be deemed expired, the 
Journal of proceedings be approved to 
date, the time for the two leaders be 
reserved for their use later in the day, 
and morning business be closed; that 
following the conclusion of morning 
business, the Senate proceed to execu-
tive session and resume consideration 
of the Gorordo nomination; further, 
that the cloture motions filed during 
today’s session ripen at 5:30 p.m. on 
Tuesday, May 9. 

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