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Then December 7, 1941, happened, and 

our great Nation was at war. So what 
did this young woman do? She said she 
noticed a huge sign in her local post of-
fice. You know what the sign was—one 
of the most famous recruiting posters 
ever. It was Uncle Sam literally point-
ing at her. Every day, she said she 
walked past that sign that said: ‘‘I 
WANT YOU.’’ She was a patriot, so 
eventually Elverda heeded Uncle Sam’s 
call, and she joined the Navy—like I 
said, the WAVES Program. She was 
soon on a train to New York and on a 
journey then that took her across the 
country—a 5-day train ride. 

The WAVES Program was set up in 
1942 by President Roosevelt to free up 
positions primarily stateside but very 
important positions. You are going to 
hear about what Elverda actually did 
for her country and the Navy so that 
male sailors could deploy overseas. 

So she got on a plane with eight 
other women who had also joined 
WAVES. They had to take turns sleep-
ing on the floor of the lavatory for 5 
days because there were no assigned 
seats on this train going across our 
great Nation. 

There were 4 weeks of boot camp— 
tough duty—from 4:30 a.m. to 9:30 p.m. 
every day for 4 weeks straight. 

When she completed boot camp, 
Elverda was filled with a sense of ac-
complishment and patriotism. She had 
done something hard, something ful-
filling, something worthwhile. Beyond 
that, she felt connected with her fellow 
WAVES. These were sailors in the U.S. 
Navy, women sailors. Then, of course, 
she was connected with probably one of 
the most important causes our country 
has ever undertaken—to win World 
War II and free the world from tyranny 
and oppression. 

Her confidence soared, she said, when 
she received her Navy uniform and her 
$50-per-month paycheck—a lot of 
money back then. She was first sta-
tioned in Seattle. Get this: Her job was 
to keep track of the exact locations of 
U.S. ships and enemy ships and planes 
throughout the Pacific. She then was 
transferred to Tongue Point Naval Air 
Station in Astoria, OR. At this point, 
of course, the Pacific theatre—the war 
in the Pacific—was in full force. 

She aided in modifying, updating, 
and correcting naval communications 
manuals. She helped to code a great 
deal of radio signals and manuals that 
were used in battles like the Battle of 
Iwo Jima and were also used in the in-
vasion of the Aleutian Islands by 
Japan. A lot of people don’t know that 
Alaska was actually invaded by the 
forces of Imperial Japan and occupied 
in the Aleutian Islands. Our military 
had to go fight brutal battles in the 
Aleutian Islands to kick out the Japa-
nese on American territory, our great 
State. 

It was only after the war that 
Elverda realized the great importance 
of what she had done. Like I said, she 
is an Alaskan of the Week who helped 
save the world—literally helped save 
the world. 

She saw her time in the Navy as a 
great transition in her life, where she 
found out what hard work and dedica-
tion and patriotism were all about. 
And, importantly, she also met her 
husband, Bob Lincoln, a U.S. marine— 
so we know Elverda has very good 
taste by marrying a U.S. marine— 
while he was stationed in Oregon. 

Both Elverda and Bob wanted to live 
a continued life of adventure and trav-
el, so after the war in 1950, with one 
child already born and another one on 
the way, they packed up their car, and 
they drove north to the great State of 
Alaska. Now, it wasn’t a State back 
then. It was still a territory, but you 
get the picture. They wanted an Alas-
kan adventure, and they got it. They 
settled in the Matanuska Valley in the 
town of Wasilla on a homestead. 

Elverda and her husband Bob added 
to Wasilla’s population, which, back 
then, was 100 people. It is much bigger 
today. They felled trees. They built a 
cabin. They built a life. They raised 
three wonderful kids. Bob did every-
thing from dairy farming to putting up 
telephone lines to being a butcher. 
And, of course, they fell in love with 
Alaska. 

‘‘It’s like one big family,’’ Elverda 
said. ‘‘Our friends range from the 
preachers to the alcoholics and every-
body in between.’’ 

Eventually, Elverda began to write 
about her life in Alaska—some funny 
and some very serious stories about life 
on the homestead in the Last Frontier. 
She has written four books so far; and 
talking to her, you have no doubt that 
she has at least four more in her. 

Unfortunately, her husband, Bob, 
passed away. But before he did, he and 
Elverda traveled the world, something 
that she continued to do until recently. 

Elverda now lives in the senior cen-
ter in Wasilla, and she stays busy. She 
walks every day. She quilts for char-
ities, including Quilts of Valor and 
quilts for Children’s Place. During 
COVID, she made masks. 

She has 5 grandchildren, 19 great- 
grandchildren, and 2 great-great-grand-
children. In her hundred years of life— 
hundred years of wisdom—Elverda at-
tributes her longevity to the fol-
lowing—and this is a great lesson for 
everybody: living healthy, staying ac-
tive, being positive, and staying out of 
other people’s business. 

‘‘I’ve loved every minute of my life,’’ 
Elverda recently said. And what a life 
it has been. 

So, Elverda, thank you for your serv-
ice to our country. Thank you for your 
service in the U.S. Navy in WAVES, to 
the great State of Alaska, and to 
Wasilla. Thank you for being such a 
positive inspiration for so many. Happy 
hundredth birthday from the U.S. Sen-
ate. And, of course, congratulations on 
the great honor of being our Alaskan of 
the Week. 

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

ator from Rhode Island. 
Mr. WHITEHOUSE. Mr. President, I 

always consider it good fortune when I 

come to deliver remarks on the Senate 
floor and get to follow Senator SUL-
LIVAN’s Alaskan of the Week speeches. 

His discussion of his constituent 
Elverda reminds me of a very, very 
dear person in my life, Florence Kerins 
Murray, born just a little bit ahead of 
Elverda—1916—but like Elverda, served 
in the U.S. military. She was a WAC— 
Women’s Army Corps—lieutenant colo-
nel and then broke, essentially, every 
glass ceiling you could break in Rhode 
Island politics and in the Rhode Island 
judiciary, becoming a very respected 
Rhode Island Supreme Court Justice. 

So I will take the liberty of joining 
my colleague Senator SULLIVAN in 
wishing his constituent a happy birth-
day, but I also wanted to share the 
memory of a very dear Rhode Islander 
who I think would have gotten along 
very well—I would like to be a witness, 
a fly on the wall, to the conversation 
between Florence and Elverda. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Alaska. 

Mr. SULLIVAN. To my friend and 
colleague from Rhode Island, I will 
gladly pass along your birthday greet-
ings to Elverda. Thank you very much. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Rhode Island. 

U.S. SUPREME COURT 
Mr. WHITEHOUSE. Mr. President, I 

rise this evening, now for the 22nd 
time, to keep unmasking the far-right 
scheme to capture and control our Su-
preme Court. This scheme is funded by 
creepy rightwing billionaires who stay 
out of the limelight and let others— 
namely, Leonard Leo and his crew—op-
erate their scheme. 

How are they benefiting from the 
scheme? It is hard to track which 
rightwing billionaires are involved— 
and that is by design—but thanks to 
intrepid reporting from ProPublica and 
others, we are learning more all the 
time. And every day it becomes harder 
for the billionaire-friendly Justices and 
their political allies to pretend, with a 
straight face, that all is kosher at the 
Court. 

I have previously described the nox-
ious cocktail of this court capture 
scheme: creepy rightwing billionaires, 
phony front groups, amenable Justices, 
large sums of money, and secrecy. I 
don’t know whether they take that 
shaken or stirred, but those seem to be 
the common ingredients. 

To chill that Court-capture cocktail, 
we can add one more ingredient: Alas-
kan glacier ice. But I will get back to 
that later. 

First, let’s review the origin story of 
Justice Samuel Alito. It begins with 
the bipartisan Senate rejection of 
Judge Robert Bork, which infuriated 
Bork’s far-right backers. On the Court 
were Justices Souter and Stevens— 
both Republican appointees—but they 
wouldn’t help the billionaires, so the 
angry chant went out from the far 
right: No more Souters. No more 
Stevenses. 

Then President George W. Bush got 
an appointment and nominated his 
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friend and trusted White House coun-
sel, Harriet Miers. A Republican Presi-
dent nominates a personal friend and 
rock-ribbed conservative Republican— 
a woman to replace Sandra Day O’Con-
nor. And the attack on her comes from 
the right. The far-right billionaires 
won’t have it. And their operative—the 
aforementioned Leonard Leo—oversaw 
the project of taking her down. And in 
her place came the ever-so-reliably bil-
lionaire-friendly Sam Alito. 

This switch—Miers for Alito—gave 
Leo immense cred with the billion-
aires, who have since made him a very 
rich man and helped him launch his ar-
mada of front groups, of which this 
array is just a selection. These three 
groups are the groups from which he 
takes revenue for himself and through 
which he manages these two groups, a 
coordinated 501(c)(3) and 501(c)(4). That 
is sort of the latest and greatest tech-
nique in dark money political manipu-
lation, a conjoined 501(c)(3) and 
501(c)(4)—usually, common offices, 
common staff, common funders, com-
mon mail drop, all of that. 

Around this common core are what 
are called fictitious names. That is the 
name for it under Virginia law. So 85 
Fund is also the Judicial Education 
Project under a fictitious name. It is 
also the Honest Elections Project 
under a fictitious name. It is also the 
Free to Learn under a fictitious name. 
Concord Fund is also Judicial Crisis 
Network under a fictitious name, Hon-
est Elections Project Action under a 
fictitious name, and Free to Learn Ac-
tion under a fictitious name. That is 
quite a lot of confusion, and it is de-
signed to be confusing. 

Scroll on to 2021. By that time, I had 
been calling out obvious issues at the 
Supreme Court: published articles, de-
livered speeches, wrote law reviews, 
even wrote a book. Alito, speaking at 
the University of Notre Dame, be-
moaned what he said were ‘‘unprece-
dented efforts to intimidate the 
Court.’’ He went on to say that the 
media was suggesting that ‘‘a dan-
gerous cabal is deciding important 
issues in a novel, secretive, improper 
way in the middle of the night, hidden 
from public view.’’ That, of course, re-
ferred to the sudden surge under 
Trump in the Court’s use of its ‘‘shad-
ow docket’’ to quickly change the law 
without hearing full public arguments. 
Alito’s speech then was considered a 
pretty extraordinary airing of griev-
ance by a Supreme Court Justice. 

In response, I wrote an op-ed explain-
ing that Justice Alito had participated 
in a pattern of decisions, among them 
the shadow docket ruling leaving in 
place—pre-Dobbs—Texas’s ‘‘bounty- 
hunter’’ anti-abortion law—a pattern 
of big wins for big rightwing donors 
with little regard for fact or precedent. 

I argued that Americans’ perception 
that the Court lacks independence and 
the resulting drop in approval isn’t 
some leftwing figment. The evidence 
showed a clear pattern: When big right-
wing donor interests came before the 

Court, the Federalist Society Justices 
on the Court would regularly trample 
precedent and contort the facts and the 
law to deliver the donors’ political vic-
tories—not a figment, a pattern. 

Then, of course, came the Dobbs case, 
which actually took away a constitu-
tional right from women. For five dec-
ades, women had the right to choose 
when to have children. That constitu-
tional right appeared safely protected 
in Supreme Court precedent. 

Then, from a list mysteriously pre-
pared by Leonard Leo and the Fed-
eralist Society, President Trump ap-
pointed three Justices to the Court. 
Now, I say ‘‘mysteriously’’ because the 
Federalist Society, evidently, never 
had any formal proceedings to develop 
any list, but it offered no correction 
when Trump kept calling it his Fed-
eralist Society list. 

Well, the next thing you know, that 
constitutional right was taken away by 
Justices who, in their confirmation 
hearings, had told the American public 
and the Senate Judiciary Committee 
that Roe was settled law—settled, that 
is, until they had the votes to unsettle 
it and make up their own. 

As Justice Elena Kagan observed: If 
there is a new member of a court and 
all of a sudden everything is up for 
grabs, all of a sudden very fundamental 
principles of law are being overthrown, 
are being replaced, then people have a 
right to say: What’s going on there? 
That doesn’t seem very lawlike. And 
she was right. 

Years after he had assured us Roe 
was settled law, it was Justice Alito 
who wrote the decision in Dobbs. 
Alito’s draft opinion infamously leaked 
well ahead of the decision, causing 
rampant speculation about who leaked 
the opinion and why. 

Chief Justice Roberts directed the 
Marshal to investigate, interviewing 
clerks and Court staff and even search-
ing employees’ personal phone records. 
But with the Justices, the Marshal un-
dertook some other, also mysterious, 
iterative process, and the investigation 
proved inconclusive. 

Curiously, days before the opinion 
leaked, the Wall Street Journal edi-
torial page had predicted the Dobbs de-
cision, raising the suggestion that 
someone had a source in the Court. The 
editorial correctly predicted what 
Alito knew: that Alito would write the 
decision for the majority so long as 
Chief Justice Roberts couldn’t pull an-
other Justice to join a more moderate, 
middle-ground decision. 

Then, this past April, Justice Alito 
was featured in a highly sympathetic 
interview on the Wall Street Journal 
editorial page. Alito spoke about his 
opinion’s leak and said: 

I personally have a pretty good idea who is 
responsible, but that’s different from the 
level of proof that is needed to name some-
body. 

Any major newspaper would have put 
an exclusive interview with a Supreme 
Court Justice on the front page, but it 
would then have been subject to fact- 

checking. This opinion piece looked 
like an article, but it appeared in the 
Journal’s notoriously fast-and-loose- 
with-the-facts opinion section under a 
double byline. One was a Wall Street 
Journal editorial staffer, and the other 
was David Rivkin, a rightwing lawyer 
who represented the States challenging 
the EPA’s Clean Power Plan before the 
Supreme Court. 

A quick detour about the Wall Street 
Journal editorial page’s ties to the 
rightwing ecosystem: Rightwing 
bizarro-land likes to ape the legitimate 
world. In the legitimate world, there is 
a Pulitzer Prize, so rightwing bizarro- 
land has its own Bradley Prize, which— 
guess what—has provided hefty prize 
money to several Wall Street Journal 
editorial page writers, a million dollars 
cash in all. 

This editorial piece quotes Alito say-
ing: 

We are being hammered daily, and I think 
quite unfairly in a lot of instances. And no-
body, practically nobody, is defending us. 

In the piece, Justice Alito declined to 
talk about the Clarence Thomas ethics 
problems reported by ProPublica: ex-
travagant vacations worth as much as 
$500,000, paid for by rightwing billion-
aire megadonor Harlan Crow and not 
disclosed. 

That report was later followed by an 
additional ProPublica story detailing 
the billionaire’s purchase of properties 
from Justice Thomas and his family 
members, also not properly disclosed, 
and payments for years of tuition for 
the Justice’s grandnephew whom the 
Thomases were raising, also not dis-
closed. 

Justice Alito’s silence on the Thomas 
bombshell became all the more notable 
when, 2 months later, ProPublica pub-
lished another bombshell—this one 
about Justice Alito—same cocktail in-
gredients. In this case, a rightwing bil-
lionaire, an amenable Justice, undis-
closed private jet travel, an exotic va-
cation—all very expensive, all secret. 
Justice Alito’s private jet travel to 
this all-expenses-paid Alaskan fishing 
vacation was paid for by a hedge fund 
billionaire, Paul Singer, who contrib-
uted over $80 million to Republican po-
litical organizations and whose Elliott 
Management group is one of the largest 
donors to the National Republican Sen-
atorial Committee. This is a politically 
involved rightwing billionaire. 

Later, the billionaire’s firm had busi-
ness before the Court and, in that case, 
won billions of dollars—no disclosure 
by Alito, no recusal. Charles Geyh, an 
Indiana University law professor and 
leading expert on recusals, had this to 
say: 

If you were good friends, what were you 
doing ruling on his case? And if you weren’t 
good friends, what were you doing accepting 
this? 

But wait. There is more. The tab for 
Alito’s stay at the salmon lodge in 
Alaska was covered by a different bil-
lionaire. If you are keeping score, we 
are now up to three billionaires. This 
one is named Robert Arkley, and he 
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funded the launch of Leonard Leo’s ad-
vocacy group the Judicial Crisis Net-
work, also heavily engaged in right-
wing political influence focused on the 
Court. 

Leo, the operative behind the current 
rightwing Supreme Court super-
majority, not only organized Alito’s 
trip, he gallivanted off to Alaska with 
the Justice and the billionaires. 

By my count, after yet another story 
about Justice Thomas, we are now up 
to six rightwing billionaires attending 
to the care and feeding of two Justices: 
Thomas and Alito. And there are all 
sorts of links among them and with the 
ubiquitous Leonard Leo. So many Jus-
tices, so many billionaires, so many 
gifts. 

But there is even more. Alito was not 
the first Justice to stay at this par-
ticular lodge. Justice Scalia also took 
a private jet to the lodge, courtesy of 
billionaire Arkley, and also did not dis-
close the gift. In one memorable bit of 
color from that ProPublica story, 
Scalia was described as mixing mar-
tinis made with ice chipped off of a gla-
cier. 

There. You thought I had forgotten 
that, but I didn’t. 

The evening before the Alito billion-
aire travel story ran, the Wall Street 
Journal comes back into the picture 
again. Alito tried to preempt 
ProPublica’s reporting by taking to 
the Wall Street Journal editorial page. 
In the op-ed, Alito argued that he 
didn’t need to disclose the private jet 
travel under Federal law because the 
private jet should be considered a ‘‘fa-
cility’’ and that his seat on the private 
jet would have otherwise been empty 
so it was free and there was no gift. 

I won’t go into how laughable these 
arguments are. That is a separate case. 
What is important is that these argu-
ments were printed on the Wall Street 
Journal editorial page without inves-
tigation or comment by the page, 
taken at face value. 

Oh, and, by the way, the cost of that 
charter—the private jet travel would 
have cost over $100,000 each way. 

In that Wall Street Journal editorial 
page piece from the spring, Alito had 
said about the Court’s collapsing ap-
proval: 

Well, yeah, what do you expect when 
you’re—day in and day out—‘‘They’re illegit-
imate. They’re engaging in all sorts of un-
ethical conduct. They’re doing this, they’re 
doing that’’? 

Justice Alito’s complaining has it 
completely backward. The problem is 
not that Americans are pointing out 
the ethical lapses at the Supreme 
Court. The problem is the ethical 
lapses at the Supreme Court. The Rob-
erts Court Justices’ behavior is crash-
ing public trust in the institution—and 
justifiably—first, with preposterous ju-
dicial behavior that no other judge 
would indulge; second, with outrageous 
violations of quite clear rules and pro-
cedures judges are supposed to follow 
about reporting those gifts; third, with 
preposterous excuses for the bad behav-

ior and the reporting violations; and 
fourth, with no process to ever even try 
to get to the truth to establish the 
facts. 

It is a mess. 
Ideally, the Justices would start fix-

ing that mess on their own. The Court 
and the Judicial Conference, which 
Roberts chairs, have the ability to fix 
this, but so far, they won’t. I suspect 
there is a lot more to be found out 
about this mess, and they don’t want 
those further disclosures so they would 
just as soon pull a rug over the whole 
thing, but that won’t work. 

Congress also has the ability to write 
ethics rules for the Justices. Remem-
ber, Congress created the judges’ finan-
cial disclosure requirements in the 
Ethics in Government Act. And Con-
gress created the judicial recusal law, 
which the Justices are also required to 
follow. And Congress created the Judi-
cial Conference, which administers fi-
nancial disclosure and code of conduct 
matters. Clearly, the article I legisla-
tive branch can legislate in this area. 
Clearly, we can oversee Agencies that 
we have created and laws that we have 
passed, and indeed we have for decades. 

In the coming days, the Senate Judi-
ciary Committee will mark up my Su-
preme Court Ethics, Recusal, and 
Transparency Act. This is a very im-
portant step forward in this process, 
and I thank Chairman DURBIN for his 
leadership. This bill would put basic 
ethics guardrails and transparency 
measures in place to help ensure the 
American people that they can get a 
fair shot at the Supreme Court, even if 
they don’t have a private jet. 

Today, in the Court that dark money 
built, the honor system has flagrantly 
failed. We need to legislate; we need to 
investigate; and we need to fix this 
mess for the American people. 

To be continued, Mr. President. 
I yield the floor. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-

ator from Rhode Island. 
Mr. WHITEHOUSE. Mr. President, 

and now for the wrapup. 
f 

LEGISLATIVE SESSION 

MORNING BUSINESS 

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

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

f 

VOTE EXPLANATION 

Mr. KING. Mr. President, I rise to 
provide a brief statement on the mo-
tion to invoke cloture on the nomina-
tion of Xochitl Torres Small, of New 
Mexico, to be Deputy Secretary of Ag-
riculture. I was unable to attend the 
vote because I joined a bipartisan con-
gressional delegation to the 2023 NATO 

Summit in Vilnius, Lithuania. Had I 
been here on Monday, July 10, 2023, I 
would have voted yea on the cloture 
motion on vote No. 173. 

I rise to provide a brief statement on 
the nomination votes on July 11, 2023. I 
was unable to attend the votes because 
I joined a bipartisan congressional del-
egation to the 2023 NATO Summit in 
Vilnius, Lithuania. Had I been here on 
Tuesday, July 11, 2023, I would have 
voted in yea on vote No. 174, the con-
firmation of Executive Calendar No. 178 
Xochitl Torres Small, of New Mexico, 
to be Deputy Secretary of Agriculture. 

I rise to provide a brief statement on 
the nomination votes on July 11, 2023. I 
was unable to attend the votes because 
I joined a bipartisan congressional del-
egation to the 2023 NATO Summit in 
Vilnius, Lithuania. Had I been here on 
Tuesday, July 11, 2023, I would have 
voted in yea on vote No. 175, the mo-
tion to invoke cloture on Executive 
Calendar No. 56 Rosemarie Hidalgo, of 
the District of Columbia, to be Direc-
tor of the Violence Against Women Of-
fice, Department of Justice. 

I rise to provide a brief statement on 
the nomination votes on July 11, 2023. I 
was unable to attend the votes because 
I joined a bipartisan congressional del-
egation to the 2023 NATO Summit in 
Vilnius, Lithuania. Had I been here on 
Tuesday, July 11, 2023, I would have 
voted in yea on vote No. 176, the mo-
tion to invoke cloture on Executive 
Calendar No. 33 Kymberly Kathryn 
Evanson, of Washington, to be United 
States District Judge for the Western 
District of Washington. 

I rise to provide a brief statement on 
the nomination votes on July 11, 2023. I 
was unable to attend the votes because 
I joined a bipartisan congressional del-
egation to the 2023 NATO Summit in 
Vilnius, Lithuania. Had I been here on 
Tuesday, July 11, 2023, I would have 
voted in yea on vote No. 177, the con-
firmation of Executive Calendar No. 56 
Rosemarie Hidalgo, of the District of 
Columbia, to be Director of the Vio-
lence Against Women Office, Depart-
ment of Justice. 

I rise to provide a brief statement on 
the nomination votes on July 11, 2023. I 
was unable to attend the votes because 
I joined a bipartisan congressional del-
egation to the 2023 NATO Summit in 
Vilnius, Lithuania. Had I been here on 
Tuesday, July 11, 2023, I would have 
voted in yea on vote No. 178, the con-
firmation of Executive Calendar No. 33 
Kymberly Kathryn Evanson, of Wash-
ington, to be United States District 
Judge for the Western District of 
Washington. 

I rise to provide a brief statement on 
the nomination votes on July 11, 2023. I 
was unable to attend the votes because 
I joined a bipartisan congressional del-
egation to the 2023 NATO Summit in 
Vilnius, Lithuania. Had I been here on 
Tuesday, July 11, 2023, I would have 
voted in yea on vote No. 179, the mo-
tion to invoke cloture on Executive 
Calendar No. 8 Tiffany M. Cartwright, 
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