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As much as I love summer in South 

Dakota, I always get particularly ex-
cited when summer turns to fall be-
cause there are few things I enjoy more 
than cheering on South Dakota’s ath-
letes. Kids go back to school; and high 
schools, college teams start competing. 
My grandkids’ sports seasons have 
begun in earnest. I made it to football 
games in Brookings for South Dakota 
State University and Vermillion for 
the University of South Dakota to sup-
port the Jackrabbits and Coyotes in a 
couple of big wins as their seasons get 
underway. 

And, of course, it is not long until 
pheasant season comes around next 
month. 

Winter, spring, summer, or fall, there 
is always something to look forward to 
in South Dakota. I am lucky to be a 
son of our State. 

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

pore. The clerk will call the roll. 
The senior assistant legislative clerk 

proceeded to call the roll. 
Mr. TUBERVILLE. Mr. President, I 

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for the quorum call be rescinded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. 
PADILLA). Without objection, it is so 
ordered. 

FARM BILL 
Mr. TUBERVILLE. Mr. President, 

this is my third year serving on the 
Senate Ag Committee. This is my first 
time getting to work on a farm bill. 
The farm bill comes around every 5 
years. It sets national policy on agri-
culture, nutrition, conservation, and 
forestry. 

In less than 2 weeks, at the end of 
this fiscal year, the current farm bill 
will expire. 

In 2018, this bill had a pricetag of $867 
billion, right—$867 billion 5 years ago, 
in 2018. Now, we used to think that was 
a lot of money, but the upcoming farm 
bill is almost double that amount at 
roughly $1.5 trillion. This is the first 
trillion-dollar farm bill in our Nation’s 
history. 

The enormous pricetag of the bill is 
driven by an 84-percent increase in 
SNAP, or Federal nutrition assistance, 
and a 58-percent increase in conserva-
tion programs—in other words, a huge 
increase in welfare and climate spend-
ing. Most of this new spending does not 
offer support for farmers. 

The $559 billion increase in SNAP 
funding was done directly by the De-
partment of Agriculture through up-
dates to the Thrifty Food Plan. In 
other words, nobody in Congress voted 
for this. The $35 billion in conservation 
funding was done through the Inflation 
Reduction Act of last year. Democrats 
are pushing through priorities that 
cater to climate activists and lead 
Americans to become dependent on 
welfare benefits. Approximately 82 per-
cent of the upcoming farm bill goes to 
SNAP, commonly known as food 
stamps. Four percent goes to conserva-
tion. 

Just yesterday, we hit $33 trillion in 
debt for this country—yes, I said that— 
$33 trillion. That will be picked up— 
this tab—by our grandkids and their 
kids. 

This graph here, developed by the 
Farm Bureau Federation, showcases 
the enormous increase in nutrition 
spending and the steady decline of farm 
spending over the last 50 years. As you 
can see, SNAP spending has almost 
doubled what it was 5 years ago. How is 
this even possible? Has poverty doubled 
in our country in the last 5 years? Of 
course, it hasn’t. 

The poverty rate has been between 10 
and 20 percent during my lifetime—10 
to 20 percent. We spent $20 trillion in 
the war on poverty, and we have not 
even moved the needle. What does that 
mean? That means we are not doing 
our job. All we are doing is we are pay-
ing for somebody else to do it. So it 
doesn’t work. 

Yet I never hear my Democratic col-
leagues consider how we fight poverty. 
We just give out money. If my col-
leagues on the left cared about pov-
erty, then they would want better re-
sults. But nobody wants better results 
here. They want votes. Welfare spend-
ing—if we would ever get it in our 
heads—welfare spending does not lift 
people out of poverty. Are we ever 
going to realize that? It simply makes 
people more comfortable remaining in 
poverty, and that makes it wrong. It 
makes it wrong for this body that we 
continue down this path of poverty and 
not helping poverty. 

Food stamps are supposed to help 
people stay afloat while they work to 
become self-sufficient, help them get 
through tough times—not a free walk 
in society. It should not be an incen-
tive to stay home other than to train 
and want to get a job, but that is ex-
actly what it has done. Making some-
one dependent on government is not 
helping them; it is hurting them. 

The whole purpose of the farm bill is 
supposed to be to help farmers. What 
an idea. Yet $7 out of $8—$7 out of $8 in 
the farm bill is for something else. Our 
farmers depend on crop insurance; com-
modity programs such as the Agricul-
tural Risk program—ARC, as we call 
it—and price-loss coverage, which is 
the PLC program; and disaster pro-
grams to help them deal with difficult 
crop yields, markets, and rising input 
costs. 

Farmers can’t control the weather or 
the price, and that is the reason they 
need help. We have to remember farm-
ers put food on the table. But there is 
a lot of people who don’t understand 
that. 

These are some of the hardest work-
ing people in America, and they have 
too little to show for it. Back home in 
my State of Alabama, I have heard the 
struggles facing our row croppers and 
our specialty crop producers. They 
need help to deal with inflation and ris-
ing input costs. Farm production costs 
have increased—have increased 28 per-
cent since Joe Biden took office less 

than 3 years ago. That is embarrassing. 
How in the world can we increase 
prices 28 percent in this country in 21⁄2 
years and expect the people in this 
country to survive, the hard-working 
people? Farmers included. 

Fuel and fertilizer are 60 percent to 
130 percent higher than they were in 
2021. Folks, we can’t survive with that; 
but my colleagues on the left are not 
even concerned about it—not one bit. 
We are just going to cut back on 
digging oil and gas and buy it from 
other countries and charge the heck 
out of taxpayers in the United States 
of America for oil and gas that we can 
produce here. 

Other farm expenses like land, cash 
rents, labor, and equipment are all add-
ing up. As a result, net farm income is 
projected to decrease by roughly 23 per-
cent this year. Costs are up, incomes 
are down, and farmers are struggling to 
survive. 

We are on a direct collision in this 
country of closing our farmers out and 
having to completely depend on other 
countries for our food and other things 
that we eat. Think about that—com-
pletely depend on other countries. 

We just found out going through this 
COVID crisis that we were completely 
dependent on other countries for our 
drugs. We said: We have got to over-
come that. We have got to redo that. 
Now, we are doing the same thing to 
our farmers. We do away with our food, 
it is over, because if you think prices 
are high now, they will be completely a 
lot higher than they are now. 

The only thing that is keeping our 
farmers afloat is called the Farm Safe-
ty Net, but the current support levels 
for title I commodity programs, like 
cotton, peanuts, and soybeans, are not 
high enough to sustain our farmers 
over the next 5 years. 

In other words, this safety net is a 
level of pricing. If the price goes under 
a certain amount, we help our farmers 
overcome that cutback where they can 
survive. The problem is, that safety net 
price has not risen since 2012. And we 
don’t think the prices haven’t gone up? 
We have lost our minds. 

If we don’t raise those reference 
prices—and right now, my colleagues 
on the left don’t want to raise our ref-
erence prices for farmers—we are going 
to be buying all of our food and every-
thing we eat from other countries. It is 
coming. We have got to raise our ref-
erence prices. 

We have got to help out our farmers. 
These programs and these reference 
prices allow farmers to continue cloth-
ing, feeding, and fueling every citizen 
in this country and a lot of other coun-
tries. 

Now, we don’t need to idly sit by 
while our hard-working producers work 
tirelessly and barely survive under this 
Joe Biden economy. I ask my col-
leagues—I beg my colleagues—on the 
left to wake up, open your eyes, and 
support our farmers and fight for this 
farm bill. Raise the reference prices. 
Help them out. Because if we don’t, 

VerDate Sep 11 2014 04:27 Sep 20, 2023 Jkt 039060 PO 00000 Frm 00004 Fmt 0624 Sfmt 0634 E:\CR\FM\G19SE6.005 S19SEPT1dm
w

ils
on

 o
n 

D
S

K
JM

0X
7X

2P
R

O
D

 w
ith

 S
E

N
A

T
E



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — SENATE S4571 September 19, 2023 
there won’t be a need for another farm 
bill. Our Nation’s food security is going 
to depend on it, and the lives of all 
American citizens are going to depend 
on it. 

I yield the floor. 
NOMINATION OF VERNON D. OLIVER 

Mr. DURBIN. Mr. President, today, 
the Senate will vote to confirm Judge 
Vernon Oliver to the U.S. District 
Court for the District of Connecticut. 
Judge Oliver’s long career on the bench 
and in public service make him an out-
standing nominee to the Federal bench. 

Born and raised in Connecticut, 
Judge Oliver received his B.A. and J.D. 
from the University of Connecticut. 
After spending approximately 3 years 
in private practice, Judge Oliver de-
voted the rest of his legal career to 
public service, serving as an Assistant 
State’s Attorney in the division of 
criminal justice and as an Assistant 
Attorney General in the child protec-
tion unit of the Connecticut Office of 
the Attorney General. 

In 2009, Judge Oliver was appointed 
to be a judge on the Connecticut Supe-
rior Court, presiding over criminal, 
civil, habeas corpus, and housing mat-
ters. On the bench, he has presided over 
more than 320 trials that have gone to 
verdict or judgment. He has also sat by 
designation on the Connecticut Appel-
late Court in three matters. 

Judge Oliver has strong support from 
his home State Senators, Mr. 
BLUMENTHAL and Mr. MURPHY. In addi-
tion, he was unanimously rated ‘‘well 
qualified’’ by the American Bar Asso-
ciation. Judge Oliver’s deep ties to 
Connecticut and significant courtroom 
experience, as a longtime litigator and 
on the bench, make him well-posi-
tioned to serve the District of Con-
necticut with distinction. 

I urge my colleagues to support 
Judge Oliver’s nomination. 

NOMINATION OF RITA F. LIN 
Mr. President, today, the Senate will 

vote to confirm Judge Rita Lin to the 
U.S. District Court for the Northern 
District of California. Judge Lin at-
tended Harvard College and Harvard 
Law School before clerking for Judge 
Sandra Lynch on the U.S. Court of Ap-
peals for the First Circuit. During her 
10 years in private practice, she focused 
on complex civil litigation and worked 
on a variety of matters, including 
copyright, trade secret misappropria-
tion, unfair competition, breach of con-
tract, and real estate. 

She then joined the U.S. Attorney’s 
Office for the Northern District of Cali-
fornia and served as a Federal pros-
ecutor for 4 years. In this role, Judge 
Lin investigated and prosecuted Fed-
eral criminal cases involving public 
corruption, organized crime, illegal 
firearms, child pornography, and vio-
lent crime. She also led teams of 
agents in dismantling drug trafficking 
networks and developed the Northern 
District of California’s program for in-
vestigating doctors who had illegally 
prescribed opioids. In 2018, she was ap-
pointed to serve as a judge on the Su-

perior Court of California, County of 
San Francisco. In her time on the 
bench, Judge Lin has presided over 
hundreds of felony criminal cases and 
several jury trials. 

Judge Lin has strong support from 
Senators FEINSTEIN and PADILLA and 
was unanimously rated ‘‘well quali-
fied’’ by the American Bar Association. 
Her evenhanded approach to judicial 
decisionmaking and significant experi-
ence litigating both civil and criminal 
matters in Federal court will serve the 
Northern District of California well. 

I look forward to supporting Judge 
Lin’s nomination and urge my col-
leagues to do the same. 

Mr. TUBERVILLE. I suggest the ab-
sence of a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will call the roll. 

The legislative clerk proceeded to 
call the roll. 

Mr. REED. Mr. President, I ask unan-
imous consent that the order for the 
quorum call be rescinded. 

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

VOTE ON OLIVER NOMINATION 

Under the previous order, the ques-
tion is, Will the Senate advise and con-
sent to the Oliver nomination? 

Mr. REED. I ask for the yeas and 
nays, please. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there a 
sufficient second? 

There appears to be a sufficient sec-
ond. 

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

Senator from California (Mrs. FEIN-
STEIN) and the Senator from Arizona 
(Mr. KELLY) are necessarily absent. 

Mr. THUNE. The following Senator is 
necessarily absent: the Senator from 
South Carolina (Mr. SCOTT). 

The result was announced—yeas 53, 
nays 44, as follows: 

[Rollcall Vote No. 230 Ex.] 

YEAS—53 

Baldwin 
Bennet 
Blumenthal 
Booker 
Brown 
Cantwell 
Cardin 
Carper 
Casey 
Collins 
Coons 
Cortez Masto 
Duckworth 
Durbin 
Fetterman 
Gillibrand 
Graham 
Hassan 

Heinrich 
Hickenlooper 
Hirono 
Kaine 
King 
Klobuchar 
Luján 
Manchin 
Markey 
Menendez 
Merkley 
Murkowski 
Murphy 
Murray 
Ossoff 
Padilla 
Peters 
Reed 

Rosen 
Sanders 
Schatz 
Schumer 
Shaheen 
Sinema 
Smith 
Stabenow 
Tester 
Tillis 
Van Hollen 
Warner 
Warnock 
Warren 
Welch 
Whitehouse 
Wyden 

NAYS—44 

Barrasso 
Blackburn 
Boozman 
Braun 
Britt 
Budd 
Capito 
Cassidy 
Cornyn 
Cotton 
Cramer 
Crapo 
Cruz 

Daines 
Ernst 
Fischer 
Grassley 
Hagerty 
Hawley 
Hoeven 
Hyde-Smith 
Johnson 
Kennedy 
Lankford 
Lee 
Lummis 

Marshall 
McConnell 
Moran 
Mullin 
Paul 
Ricketts 
Risch 
Romney 
Rounds 
Rubio 
Schmitt 
Scott (FL) 

Sullivan 
Thune 

Tuberville 
Vance 

Wicker 
Young 

NOT VOTING—3 

Feinstein Kelly Scott (SC) 

The nomination was confirmed. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. 

HICKENLOOPER). Under the previous 
order, the motion to reconsider is con-
sidered made and laid upon the table, 
and the President will be immediately 
notified of the Senate’s action. 

f 

CLOTURE MOTION 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Pursuant 
to rule XXII, the Chair lays before the 
Senate the pending cloture motion, 
which the clerk will state. 

The senior assistant legislative clerk 
read as follows: 

CLOTURE MOTION 

We, the undersigned Senators, in accord-
ance with the provisions of rule XXII of the 
Standing Rules of the Senate, do hereby 
move to bring to a close debate on the nomi-
nation of Executive Calendar No. 37, Rita F. 
Lin, of California, to be United States Dis-
trict Judge for the Northern District of Cali-
fornia. 

Charles E. Schumer, Richard J. Durbin, 
Richard Blumenthal, Christopher A. 
Coons, Benjamin L. Cardin, Tina 
Smith, Christopher Murphy, Mazie K. 
Hirono, Tammy Baldwin, Margaret 
Wood Hassan, John W. Hickenlooper, 
Sheldon Whitehouse, Catherine Cortez 
Masto, Brian Schatz, Gary C. Peters, 
Alex Padilla, Michael F. Bennet. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. By unan-
imous consent, the mandatory quorum 
call has been waived. 

The question is, Is it the sense of the 
Senate that debate on the nomination 
of Rita F. Lin, of California, to be 
United States District Judge for the 
Northern District of California, shall 
be brought to a close? 

The yeas and nays are mandatory 
under the rule. 

The clerk will call the roll. 
The senior assistant legislative clerk 

called the roll. 
Mr. DURBIN. I announce that the 

Senator from California (Mrs. FEIN-
STEIN) and the Senator from Arizona 
(Mr. KELLY) are necessarily absent. 

Mr. THUNE. The following Senator is 
necessarily absent: the Senator from 
South Carolina (Mr. SCOTT). 

The yeas and nays resulted—yeas 52, 
nays 45, as follows: 

[Rollcall Vote No. 231 Ex.] 

YEAS—52 

Baldwin 
Bennet 
Blumenthal 
Booker 
Brown 
Cantwell 
Cardin 
Carper 
Casey 
Collins 
Coons 
Cortez Masto 
Duckworth 
Durbin 
Fetterman 
Gillibrand 
Graham 
Hassan 

Heinrich 
Hickenlooper 
Hirono 
Kaine 
King 
Klobuchar 
Luján 
Manchin 
Markey 
Menendez 
Merkley 
Murkowski 
Murphy 
Murray 
Ossoff 
Padilla 
Peters 
Reed 

Rosen 
Sanders 
Schatz 
Schumer 
Shaheen 
Sinema 
Smith 
Stabenow 
Tester 
Van Hollen 
Warner 
Warnock 
Warren 
Welch 
Whitehouse 
Wyden 
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