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our No. 1 job. The United States faces 
the most dangerous national security 
situation in decades. China’s military 
strength is growing at an alarming 
rate. Russia has brought war to Eu-
rope. Iran is actively attacking our 
troops. North Korea continues to de-
velop dangerous weapons. 

In the face of such a complicated web 
of threats, we must take military prep-
aration seriously. Our precarious situa-
tion makes it irresponsible for anyone 
to fearmonger about readiness in order 
to advance a political agenda. Yet that 
is what we must conclude the Presi-
dent’s appointees at DOJ have done. 

They contend that the Dobbs deci-
sion hurts readiness, so, in response, 
Republicans have repeatedly asked for 
proof that Dobbs harms readiness. I 
have personally, as ranking member of 
the Armed Services Committee, asked 
for proof that Dobbs harms readiness, 
and the administration has refused to 
provide that evidence. In truth, that is 
because the evidence does not exist. At 
this point, it is pretty clear that Biden 
officials are avoiding the question be-
cause they do not like the answer. 

It is difficult not to see that the 
President, and not my colleague from 
Alabama, is the one who precipitated 
the crisis. 

To solve this imaginary emergency, 
the administration released what they 
called the reproductive health policy. 
The creative title failed to disguise 
what is a clear attempt to use taxpayer 
dollars illegally for abortion, contrary 
to the Hyde amendment. Under the 
rule, servicemembers are granted com-
pensated time off, as well as monetary 
reimbursement for travel costs in-
curred, to receive an abortion. This 
policy violates popular opinion, and it 
violates the law. 

Most Americans oppose late-term 
abortions, but a DOD official begrudg-
ingly admitted to me in testimony that 
the policy would facilitate abortion at 
the very latest stages of pregnancy, in 
the eighth or ninth month. The provi-
sion spends tax dollars to facilitate 
abortions conducted mere days before a 
child’s due date. That is just a fact. 

Again, the administration claims 
this policy is necessary to solve a read-
iness problem created by Dobbs, but if 
Dobbs is such a threat, we could have 
reasonably expected wide usage of the 
travel policy. Despite the administra-
tion’s stonewalling, I have obtained in-
formation indicating that just 12 
women during this entire time have 
taken advantage of the reimburse-
ment—just 12. Over 1 million Ameri-
cans serve in our Armed Forces, but 
12—not 12,000, not 1,200, but 12—have so 
far used this abortion travel reimburse-
ment program. So the Biden adminis-
tration cannot provide proof that 
Dobbs created a crisis for national de-
fense. 

We do have evidence that other ad-
ministration priorities are harming our 
Armed Forces. The U.S. military faces 
a recruiting challenge, but the Biden 
administration is making it worse. The 

President has instituted a woke diver-
sity, equity, and inclusion bureaucracy 
at the DOD which is souring service-
members’ views of the military. A sur-
vey of Active Duty troops found that 7 
in 10 are concerned about the 
politicization of the military. That 
same percent said that politicization 
would affect whether or not they would 
encourage their children to enlist. We 
know that family ties are the No. 1 
way we recruit new servicemembers. 
When the Biden administration injects 
politics into the Armed Forces, it 
weakens that recruiting channel, and 
we see the results of that weakening. 

In this year’s national defense legis-
lation, Republicans successfully in-
cluded a number of important provi-
sions curbing that woke agenda; but, 
regrettably, Democrats ended up block-
ing our efforts to end the DOD’s illegal 
abortion travel policy. We will con-
tinue in future Congresses to resist 
that travel policy. 

Last year’s Dobbs decision was a 
monumental victory for the Constitu-
tion, our country, and, most impor-
tantly, for the unborn. It was the cul-
mination of decades of dedicated work 
by pro-life groups, and I salute them. 
These groups understood how the 
Framers built our political process, 
and they patiently used their voices to 
advocate for the unborn in our demo-
cratic system. They were rewarded for 
their faithfulness that they exhibited 
during nearly 50 years under Roe. 

During this time, the Biden adminis-
tration has refused to play by the 
rules, and they grasp at ways to cir-
cumvent the Supreme Court’s ruling. 
We intend to promote, in the next 
phase of our effort, a culture of life and 
to refocus the Pentagon on its national 
defense mission. The pro-life move-
ment has always been a coalition of en-
ergetic volunteers, resilient advocates, 
and elected officials, and we will con-
tinue to work together to fight for the 
unborn. 

And one final bit of very good news: 
Since the Dobbs decision was an-
nounced in 2022, approximately 30,000 
babies have been born who would, oth-
erwise, not have had an opportunity to 
experience life. That, in essence, is 
what this fight has been about and 
what it will continue to be about. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Iowa. 

SENATE JUDICIARY COMMITTEE 
Mr. GRASSLEY. Mr. President, 

today, I want to address the ill-advised 
and really unacceptable conduct at the 
November 30 Judiciary Committee ex-
ecutive meeting. The majority there 
didn’t allow a single Republican 
amendment to the adoption of the sub-
poena authorization, and that was 
breaking with precedent. Contrary to 
what Democrats allege, when I was 
chairman, I followed the rules and let 
everyone speak who wanted to so 
speak. I even allowed them to offer res-
olutions during a confirmation process, 
which I could have ruled out of order. 
Simply put, this subpoena authoriza-

tion isn’t based on oversight; it is 
based on overreach. It is a political hit. 

Over the past 6 months, the left’s web 
of dark money interest groups has 
tried to impugn the character and rep-
utation of certain conservative mem-
bers of the Supreme Court. This Demo-
cratic investigation into the Supreme 
Court totally ignores ethical questions 
and dark money networks surrounding 
liberal Justices. This is all part of a 
whirlwind effort to cast doubt on our 
country’s highest Court and call into 
question the legitimacy of its rulings. 
Conservative Justices have been spe-
cifically targeted, harassed, and even 
threatened. The left’s influence-ped-
dling scheme views these conservative 
Justices as the greatest obstacle to 
jamming their radical agenda through 
our courts because Congress won’t do 
the same liberal bidding. 

The left has outlined new rules for 
conservative Justices: Justices’ 
spouses must give up their independent 
law practices; Justices shouldn’t vaca-
tion with close personal friends; Jus-
tices shouldn’t have wealthy friends; 
and Justices shouldn’t make any new 
friends after donning the robe. 

How unfair and how unrealistic. No 
such conflicts of interest ever were 
raised during the Court’s liberal years. 
These rules were not invoked against 
the Court’s liberal Justices. This per-
sistent political battering of the Judi-
ciary is coming at a tremendous cost. 
The conservative Justices have en-
dured real threats to their safety and 
the safety of their loved ones. 

As I have said before, judicial deci-
sion-making must be based on law and 
sound jurisprudence. It shouldn’t be 
subject to the whims of public opinion 
or clamor. It cannot be the result of 
threats and intimidation of Supreme 
Court Justices. This political hit by 
the Democratic majority of the com-
mittee will do lasting damage not only 
to the Court but to the committee. 
Again, this effort isn’t really oversight 
as I like to do, and we do a good job of 
it; instead, it is about political theater. 

Let me give some examples of how an 
investigation should be conducted. 

During my time as chairman of the 
Judiciary Committee, starting in 2017, 
the committee investigated, in a bipar-
tisan fashion, alleged collusion be-
tween the Trump campaign and the 
Russians. Bipartisan committee staff— 
I want to emphasize that—bipartisan 
committee staff interviewed five indi-
viduals who participated in that meet-
ing, including President Trump’s son, 
and collected documents from several 
others involved. At the Democrats’ re-
quest, the committee interviewed an 
additional six individuals. I subpoenaed 
even Paul Manafort, with then-Rank-
ing Member Feinstein’s agreement for 
him to appear at a hearing and to pro-
vide testimony. With the exception of 
Democrats refusing to subpoena Fusion 
GPS and related parties, then-Chair-
man GRAHAM’s 2020 Crossfire Hurricane 
subpoena authorization was based on 
years of bipartisan work. 
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As I have thought more about my 

Democratic colleagues’ apparent laser 
focus on government ethics, it is clear 
that they have totally ignored the big-
gest, most obvious ethical fact pattern 
that requires investigation, and that is 
of the Biden family. 

Since August 2019, Senator JOHNSON 
and I have investigated the Biden fam-
ily’s connections to foreign govern-
ments and questionable foreign nation-
als. We issued two reports and gave 
three floor speeches that made public 
hundreds of bank records. Our findings 
showed criminal activity, to include 
potential money laundering, with re-
spect to members of the Biden family 
and their business associates and the 
use of public office for private gain. 

Well, with respect to the Hunter 
Biden-related accounts, some have also 
been flagged for potential human traf-
ficking. As Senator JOHNSON and I 
noted in our September 23, 2020, Biden 
family report, Treasury records show 
thousands of dollars in financial trans-
actions involving Hunter Biden and 
Ukrainian and Russian women. These 
Treasury records link those women to 
Eastern European prostitution or 
human trafficking rings. 

At this Judiciary Committee execu-
tive meeting that I have been speaking 
about, Democrats failed to consider my 
amendment to gather more facts on 
this abuse against women. Senator 
JOHNSON and I made public a bank 
record that showed Hunter Biden re-
ceived $1 million from a Chinese com-
pany that was an arm of the com-
munist regime for representing Patrick 
Ho. Patrick Ho was charged and con-
victed for bribery and related Federal 
offenses. Now, guess what. Hunter 
Biden called Patrick Ho the spy chief 
for China. Based on the known facts, it 
appears that Hunter Biden was effec-
tively a foreign agent of the com-
munist regime. 

The Judiciary Committee main-
tained jurisdiction and still maintains 
jurisdiction over the Foreign Agents 
Registration Act and the Justice De-
partment’s enforcement of it. Yet, the 
Democrat-led committee has ignored 
the law and the Biden family. 

In July of this year, I obtained and 
publicly released what is now called 
the Biden family 1023. This FBI-gen-
erated document is based on informa-
tion provided to a long-serving FBI 
confidential human source. The FBI 
document shows a criminal bribery 
scheme. The criminal scheme included 
Joe Biden and Hunter Biden each being 
paid $5 million for Joe Biden to take a 
policy position in favor of a foreign na-
tional. That policy position was ulti-
mately taken. Joe Biden even bragged 
about it, and you can see, fairly regu-
larly, his voice and his face talking 
about this—what he did to the Ukrain-
ian Government to get somebody fired. 
The 1023 used the phrase ‘‘Big Guy’’ to 
describe Joe Biden before the ‘‘Big 
Guy’’ description was publicly known 
months later. Different people at dif-
ferent times in different parts of the 

world independently used the same 
code name to describe Joe Biden. 

Do my Democratic colleagues believe 
that it is just a coincidence? The 1023 
includes references to audio recordings 
with Joe Biden, text messages, and 
records allegedly proving bribery 
criminal activity, and that it was real. 

What have my Democratic colleagues 
done to investigate that evidence? 
What has the Biden Justice Depart-
ment done? 

The Tony Bobulinski interview noted 
that the Biden family would receive a 
multimillion-dollar unsecured loan, in-
tended to be forgivable, from the en-
ergy company in China called CEFC. 
That would serve as payments for ac-
tions Joe Biden took during his Vice 
Presidency. 

This financial strategy to illegally 
treat income as a loan is consistent 
with the IRS whistleblower testimony 
that indicated Hunter Biden attempted 
the same with respect to other income. 
These facts and allegations indicate 
criminal activity, money laundering, 
bribery, tax evasion, and significant 
ethical violations. 

And, by the way, the Hunter Biden 
tax indictment mentioned financial 
transactions that my and Senator 
JOHNSON’s work exposed years ago. 

Look at indictment paragraphs 10, 11, 
12, 13, 14, and 100. Compare them with 
the other two reports from 2020 and 
three floor speeches last year. 

My Democratic colleagues have 
shown zero interest in knowing, under-
standing, joining forces, or advancing 
this 4-year-old investigation. Instead, 
they have shown willful blindness to 
protect the President and family. 

One of my Democratic colleagues 
said the right thing when we consid-
ered then-Chairman GRAHAM’s sub-
poena authorization. Senator WHITE-
HOUSE brought up an amendment to 
‘‘reinforce his point made at the last 
meeting about the selective enthu-
siasm of [the Judiciary] Committee for 
getting to the bottom of things and 
what appears to be a policy at the De-
partment of Justice of refusing to an-
swer Committee members’ letters and 
Committee members’ questions for the 
record.’’ 

The U.S. Congress has a constitu-
tional mandate to conduct oversight of 
Republican and Democratic adminis-
trations without any political bias for 
either. We have a duty to ensure the 
Justice Department and the FBI con-
sistently enforce the law without re-
gard to politics. 

Judiciary Committee Democrats 
were eager to engage in the FBI’s 
Trump-Russia investigation before it 
was totally debunked. However, they 
were very eager to falsely attack my 
and Senator JOHNSON’s Biden family 
investigation as Russian 
disinformation. Sadly, I haven’t seen 
the same enthusiasm from the other 
side now that a Democratic political 
family is under the microscope. 

If it is criminal and ethical questions 
my Democratic colleagues are inter-

ested in, then the Judiciary Committee 
should, in a bipartisan fashion, bring 
the family members for interviews and 
obtain records from them. No, the 
Democrat majority wants to inves-
tigate Supreme Court Justices and, of 
all nine of the Justices, only the con-
servative ones. So I can only conclude 
the Democrats’ brand of oversight is 
more about politics than fact finding. 

WHISTLEBLOWERS 
On another subject, Mr. President, I 

come to the floor to bring attention to 
three brave Department of Homeland 
Security whistleblowers: Mark Jones, 
Mike Taylor, and Fred Wynn. 

These three whistleblowers came to 
my office to report retaliation and gov-
ernment misconduct. People like this, 
I say they ought to be considered he-
roes, instead of like skunk at a picnic, 
as sometimes whistleblowers are treat-
ed by our bureaucracy. The retaliation 
that they told me about has been ex-
tensive and long enduring. 

In 2018, these whistleblowers made le-
gally protected disclosures to the Of-
fice of Special Counsel and Customs 
and Border Protection. They legally 
disclosed information about delays and 
the failure to collect DNA from de-
tained illegal immigrants based on the 
DNA Fingerprint Act of 2005 and subse-
quent regulations. 

An August 21, 2019, letter from the 
Office of Special Counsel to the Presi-
dent substantiated these whistle-
blowers’ disclosures, stating: 

The agency’s noncompliance with the law 
has allowed subjects subsequently accused of 
violent crimes, including homicide and sex-
ual assault, to elude detection even when de-
tained multiple times by [Customs and Bor-
der Protection] or Immigration and Customs 
Enforcement. . . . This is an unacceptable 
dereliction of the agency’s law enforcement 
mandate. 

I don’t know how you can get a 
stronger statement from a nonpolitical 
division of our government about infor-
mation not being properly used to stop 
wrongdoing. 

After making their protected disclo-
sures, all three whistleblowers were re-
taliated against. That gets back to my 
‘‘skunk at a picnic’’ of how whistle-
blowers are treated by the bureauc-
racy. They aren’t treated as the patri-
ots they ought to be treated as. All 
they want the government to do is 
what the government is supposed to be 
doing, what the law requires, and how 
the money should be spent. 

From February 2018 to the present, 
Customs and Border Protection offi-
cials subjected these whistleblowers to 
significant changes in duties, respon-
sibilities, and working conditions. That 
is how you get treated if you are a 
whistleblower. 

After harsh retaliation, Fred Wynn 
left Customs and Border Protection’s 
Office of Intelligence to work for the 
U.S. Border Patrol doing management 
and program analysis work. 

Mr. Jones and Mr. Taylor didn’t re-
ceive a performance award any year 
after their disclosures, for the first 
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