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We still have more work to do in 

Congress, but I am optimistic that the 
path has now been paved and our objec-
tive is clear. We must pass this bipar-
tisan agreement avoiding default as 
soon as we can. I hope the House moves 
quickly, and I will make sure the Sen-
ate moves quickly the moment this bi-
partisan bill is sent to us by the House. 

BUSINESS BEFORE THE SENATE 
Mr. President, now, on Senate busi-

ness, as Congress fulfills its responsi-
bility to avoid default, the Senate be-
gins this work period with a lot of 
work to do both on and off the floor. 
Later this afternoon, the Senate will 
vote on the confirmation of Darrel Pa-
pillion to be a district judge for the 
Eastern District of Louisiana. Off the 
floor, Senators will be busy with a 
number of important hearings on a 
wide range of bipartisan priorities. 

This Thursday, for instance, the Sen-
ate Foreign Relations Committee will 
hold a markup on a critical treaty for 
the United States: the U.S.-Chile tax 
treaty. At stake in this treaty is access 
to critical minerals like lithium that 
make everything from iPhones to EVs 
function. The world is racing to source 
these materials, and this U.S.-Chile 
treaty would give America an impor-
tant edge. Thursday’s markup rep-
resents a crucial step toward ratifying 
this treaty. 

Also during this work period, I look 
forward to working with colleagues on 
both sides to begin the process of ad-
vancing bipartisan legislation to, one, 
outcompete the Chinese Government; 
two, prepare for a future defined by ar-
tificial intelligence; three, to lower the 
costs of prescription drugs, including 
insulin; four, to strengthen rail safety 
regulations; and, five, to build on our 
work from the past 2 years to make the 
United States more competitive and 
more prosperous in the 21st century. 

I thank my colleagues for their good 
work. 

I yield the floor. 
RECOGNITION OF THE MINORITY LEADER 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. The Republican leader is recog-
nized. 

DEBT CEILING 
Mr. MCCONNELL. Mr. President, 4 

months ago, Speaker MCCARTHY in-
vited President Biden to start negoti-
ating an agreement to preserve the full 
faith and credit of the United States 
and to begin to get our Nation’s finan-
cial house in order. 

The Speaker stood ready to discuss a 
responsible way forward, but for weeks 
on end, the Biden administration and 
the Senate Democratic leader insisted 
that there would be no discussion of 
reasonable reforms to Federal spend-
ing. Washington Democrats wanted a 
green light to spend more taxpayer dol-
lars with no strings attached. Well, the 
people’s House had other plans. 

Speaker MCCARTHY and his team 
committed to what I said repeatedly 
was the only way to get an outcome. 
Just as with 7 of the last 10 debt limit 

agreements in recent history, House 
Republicans focused on reaching a bi-
partisan agreement to put reasonable 
caps on Federal spending. 

The Speaker’s deal secures reduc-
tions in discretionary spending. But 
this top-line achievement is actually 
just part of the story. House Repub-
licans also succeeded in clawing back 
$28 billion in unspent COVID emer-
gency funds, they eliminated this 
year’s budget for hiring new IRS 
agents, and they expanded work re-
quirements to put more Americans on 
sustainable paths out of poverty. They 
put an important down payment on 
permitting reform by imposing a shot 
clock on the costly bureaucratic re-
views that hamstrings infrastructure 
projects. And they forced the executive 
branch to start balancing the cost of 
new regulations with corresponding 
cuts—a move that would have saved 
taxpayers $1.5 trillion in just the past 2 
years. 

Last fall, the American people elect-
ed a divided government. After 2 years 
of total Democratic control—2 years of 
radical spending and runaway infla-
tion—they decided to send a Repub-
lican majority to the people’s House. 
They decided to require that President 
Biden and Washington Democrats start 
working with Republicans on the big-
gest issues facing our country. 

Now divided government means nego-
tiated deals. It means nobody gets ev-
erything they want. But in this case, it 
means the American people got a whole 
lot more progress toward fiscal sanity 
than Washington Democrats wanted to 
give them. 

Speaker MCCARTHY and House Re-
publicans deserve our thanks. This 
spring, they passed the only viable leg-
islation that both preserved our Na-
tion’s full faith and credit and made 
real progress toward getting Federal 
spending under control. 

House Republicans’ unity forced 
President Biden to do his job. It is real-
ly just that simple. And now Congress 
will vote on legislation that locks in 
that important progress. 

Republicans have a tremendous op-
portunity to take on an existential 
challenge facing our economy and fu-
ture generations of Americans. We 
have a chance to start bringing Wash-
ington Democrats’ reckless spending to 
heel. Soon it will be the Senate’s turn 
to put this historic agreement on the 
President’s desk. Let’s not pass up our 
shot. 

HONORING DEPUTY CALEB CONLEY 
Now on an entirely different matter, 

Mr. President, yesterday, our Nation 
took pause to remember the brave 
service men and women who laid down 
their lives in defense of our country. 
Today, I would like to take a moment 
to honor another fallen hero from my 
home State of Kentucky who made the 
ultimate sacrifice in the line of duty. 

Sheriff’s Deputy Caleb Conley was 
shot and killed last week during a traf-
fic stop in Scott County. Deputy 
Conley served 8 years in the U.S. Army 

before coming home to join law en-
forcement in Kentucky. 

He was a hard worker and a man of 
profound faith. His dedication to pro-
tecting and serving his community was 
known all across the Commonwealth. 

Elaine and I continue to hold his wife 
Rachel, their young children, his par-
ents, and the entire Scott County Sher-
iff’s Office in our prayers. 

I suggest the absence of a quorum. 
The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-

pore. The clerk will call the roll. 
The bill clerk proceeded to call the 

roll. 
Mr. DURBIN. Mr. President, I ask 

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

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. Without objection, it is so or-
dered. 

NOMINATION OF DARREL JAMES PAPILLION 
Mr. DURBIN. Mr. President, pending 

before the U.S. Senate is the nomina-
tion of Darrel Papillion, to be U.S. dis-
trict judge for the Eastern District of 
Louisiana. I want to say a word about 
this nomination because it indicates a 
positive development in the Senate Ju-
diciary Committee, which the Acting 
President pro tempore and I share 
membership in, and the fact that this 
is a bipartisan nomination. 

On May 11, Darrel Papillion was 
voted out of committee by a vote of 15 
to 6. Senators on the Republican side— 
GRAHAM, CORNYN, KENNEDY, and 
TILLIS—joined all committee Demo-
crats in voting for this nominee. He re-
ceived the unanimous rating of ‘‘well 
qualified’’ from the American Bar As-
sociation, and he has the obvious sup-
port of the two Louisiana Senators— 
CASSIDY and KENNEDY—both of whom 
returned positive blue slips, which is 
committee process, and both of whom 
are Republican. 

Papillion had a B.A. from Louisiana 
State University and a J.D. from LSU’s 
Paul M. Hebert Law Center before 
clerking for Associate Justice Cath-
erine Kimball on the Louisiana Su-
preme Court. 

He entered private practice in New 
Orleans where he specialized in the de-
fense of products liability actions. 
Since moving to Baton Rouge in 1999, 
Papillion’s main areas of practice have 
been personal injury and wrongful 
death litigation. Papillion has tried at 
least 33 cases to verdict, including 
more than a dozen jury trials. He has 
been a special prosecutor for the East 
Baton Rouge District Attorney’s Office 
and a mediator for mediation cases in 
South Louisiana. He has served as a 
special master in State court on three 
different occasions. 

He is deeply involved in the Lou-
isiana legal community in having 
served as the president of both the 
Louisiana State Bar Association and 
the Baton Rouge Bar Association. Let 
me repeat that—the president of the 
Louisiana State Bar Association. 

The committee received several let-
ters of support from individuals and or-
ganizations on his behalf: the former 
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President of the Louisiana State Bar 
Association, the former president of 
the New Orleans Bar Association, six 
former opposing counsels, and the 
treasurer of the New Orleans Chapter 
of the Federal Bar Association. 

The reason I read that in detail is 
that, if I went back home to Illinois, 
like I did last week, and told people we 
are considering judges before the Sen-
ate Judiciary Committee, which I 
chair, their first reactions are, can’t 
you find a judge that both Democrats 
and Republicans agree on? 

Here is one. He wouldn’t be here be-
fore us today but for the fact that the 
two Republican Senators from Lou-
isiana reached an agreement with the 
Biden White House for this man to 
have a lifetime appointment to the 
Federal bench. 

Now, in case that sounds like front 
page news, it happens, and it happens 
more often than not. And the reason I 
come to the floor at this moment is to 
make sure it is a matter of record. 

During the Trump administration, 
Democrats approved what we call blue 
slips for 120 nominees for Federal 
court. Some of those were with two 
Democratic Senators, in a State like 
Illinois, but there was a level of nego-
tiation and cooperation. As the senior 
Senator from Illinois, I had to sit down 
with the legal counsel from President 
Trump’s White House and put nomi-
nees on the table, saying: Here is one 
that we want, and here is one that you 
want. I think we can agree on those 
two. Let’s move forward. 

And we did it. That happened, as I 
said, over 120 times with Democratic 
Senators working with the Trump 
White House. We filled all of the vacan-
cies of Illinois—virtually all of them— 
during the Trump administration with 
that bipartisan agreement. 

Today, we have another one, two Re-
publican Senators with a Democratic 
President. It happens. And for it to 
happen, you need two things: the will 
for Members to move, to put nominees 
on the bench; and, secondly, a person 
so qualified that both sides don’t feel 
they will be embarrassed by them. 
There are more judges and attorneys 
than there are politicians, and, in this 
case, I think we found just that kind of 
nominee. 

Now, we have a lot more to go. There 
are roughly 87 pending vacancies in the 
district courts across the Nation. Al-
most half of them are in States with 
two Democratic Senators, and the 
other half in States with at least one 
Republican, maybe two Republican 
Senators. 

We are trying to reach a point where 
we have an agreement on this, and I 
think we can do it. I could list some 
other Senators whom I am working 
with on the Republican side to fill 
those vacancies as well. I think that is 
what the American people are looking 
for—more evidence that we are trying 
to find some common ground, despite 
the obvious political differences in this 
Nation. 

This is an issue that I think is time-
ly, and I wanted to bring it to the at-
tention of the Senate and do it on the 
floor this afternoon. 

U.S. SUPREME COURT 
Mr. President, when I went home to 

Illinois, I can’t tell you how many peo-
ple who know that I chair the Judici-
ary Committee asked me: What is 
going on with the U.S. Supreme Court? 

It is an obvious question because, in 
the last few weeks, there have been dis-
closures about at least one Justice on 
the Court that have raised some seri-
ous questions. 

Justices have an important job to fill 
as one of the major branches of our 
government. They will be issuing their 
remaining decisions for this term, and 
they will recess soon, until they recon-
vene in October. 

But the debate is still going to con-
tinue, even if they are not sitting in 
the Court across the street. How will 
the Justices spend their time during 
these several months when they are 
not in session? That is really the ques-
tion. 

Rest up? Possibly. Or spend time 
with their family? Possibly. Or maybe 
take a trip or two. There, we have a 
question that is timely. 

We have learned through recent in-
vestigative reporting that some Su-
preme Court Justices on the highest 
Court in the land have enjoyed lavish 
travel during the summer months. 
That travel was often paid for by oth-
ers, and the Justices, in some cases, did 
not disclose this free travel as is re-
quired by law. 

These are the Justices on the highest 
Court in the land, and the question is 
whether they are following the law. 
They impose legal obligations on citi-
zens across the America. Are they liv-
ing by the same legal obligations that 
affect them as Justices? It is a pretty 
obvious question. 

Most notably, ProPublica recently 
found that in June 2019, after the Court 
issued its final opinion that term, Jus-
tice Clarence Thomas boarded a pri-
vate jet and flew to Indonesia. Then 
the Justice and his wife spent 9 days is-
land hopping through the South Pacific 
on a yacht that was 162 feet long. 

ProPublica estimated the cost of 
chartering the plane and yacht at more 
than half a million dollars, but Justice 
Thomas didn’t pay for that. The travel 
and trip were provided by billionaire 
real estate developer Harlan Crow and 
several corporate entities in Crow’s 
business empire. This is just one exam-
ple of the largess provided to Justice 
Thomas by Mr. Crow and his busi-
nesses. 

It has also been reported that the 
Justice has regularly spent time at a 
luxury retreat in the Adirondacks 
owned by one of Mr. Crow’s compa-
nies—again, free of charge. 

Mr. Crow has also bought real estate 
owned by Justice Thomas, including 
the home in which his mother lives. 
And Mr. Crow even paid for private 
school tuition for one of the Justice’s 
relatives. 

Justice Thomas did not disclose any 
of these gifts or travel or lodging or 
other benefits. 

Let me say at the outset that Justice 
Thomas is not the only Supreme Court 
Justice, past or present, who has ac-
cepted gifts of free travel and failed to 
disclose them in a timely manner. But 
the scope and scale of the undisclosed 
Justice Thomas gifts have gone far be-
yond anything we have ever seen, and 
this highlights the enormous gap in the 
ethical standards for the Supreme 
Court Justices. 

We have known this for years. In 
February of 2012, 11 years ago, I first 
wrote to Chief Justice Roberts and 
urged him to adopt a code of ethical 
conduct to bind the Justices, just like 
the code that binds every other Federal 
judge in America. Chief Justice Rob-
erts failed to act when I wrote to him 
11 years ago. Since then, the Court’s 
ethics problems have just gotten worse. 

Last month, after ProPublica pub-
lished its first report on Justice Thom-
as’s undisclosed travel, I renewed my 
call for Chief Justice Thomas to clean 
up the ethical mess across the street, 
and I invited him—I personally invited 
him—to testify at a hearing before our 
Senate Judiciary Committee so he 
could speak directly to the American 
people. 

You say: Wait a minute. How many 
times does a Supreme Court Justice 
come across the street and formerly 
appear before Congress? 

Well, it turns out, 92 different times 
since the year 1960—92 different times. 

So they come across the street when 
they have something to tell us. I think 
they should be coming across the 
street to discuss the ethics of the 
Court. This would have been an oppor-
tunity for the Chief Justice to reassure 
the American people and start to re-
store trust in the High Court. 

I watch some of those news programs 
on Sunday morning—I am a typical 
politician—and they have the polling 
data of what people think of the Su-
preme Court. The numbers are bad. 
They are almost as bad as Congress. 
The fact is, they can do something 
about it, and they should. Trust in this 
Court has fallen to the lowest level in 
50 years, and, unfortunately, the Su-
preme Court’s Chief Justice didn’t ac-
cept my invitation to walk across the 
street. 

Time and again, I have made clear 
one point that I want to make clear 
today: The Chief Justice, John Rob-
erts, has the ability right now, the au-
thority right now to impose higher eth-
ical standards on his fellow Justices— 
standards that would be transparent 
and enforceable. Wouldn’t that be re-
freshing? He could take that action 
today, but, for some reason, so far, he 
has declined the opportunity. 

If he won’t act, Congress must. We 
cannot tolerate a system in which the 
highest Court in America has the low-
est ethical standards in the Federal 
Government. And we certainly should 
not begin another Supreme Court sum-
mer recess where Justices can take free 
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