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DACA was always intended to be a 

temporary solution, and since Presi-
dent Obama established the program, 
Republicans, for reasons I cannot ex-
plain to you in any political or human 
terms, have waged a relentless cam-
paign to overturn it and to deport 
these Dreamers back to countries they 
may not even remember. 

Last September, a Federal judge in 
Texas declared the DACA Program ille-
gal. Although the decision left in place 
protections for current DACA recipi-
ents like Alyssandra while the appeal 
is pending, they live in fear the next 
court decision will end their careers 
and upend their lives. 

Until a permanent solution is written 
into law, Alyssandra’s service to her 
community is at risk, as is the service 
of other Dreamers who work as teach-
ers, doctors, engineers, and in so many 
more important professions. The per-
manent solution is enacting the 
DREAM Act, a piece of legislation 
which I have mentioned that I intro-
duced two decades ago. It would pro-
vide a path to citizenship for Dreamers 
across America and allow them to live 
stable lives and to live out the Amer-
ican dream, which they richly deserve. 

Immigrants have been a vital part of 
the American success story. Our Na-
tion still needs them. If DACA is 
struck down, experts predict that our 
economy will lose over $11 billion a 
year in lost wages. Moreover, as we 
face a decreasing population and short-
ages of medical professionals, immi-
grants can help mitigate that gap. 
Without continued immigration, the 
U.S. working-age population will 
shrink by over 6 million by the year 
2040. As Americans retire, this could 
lead to a 23-percent reduction in 
monthly Social Security payouts to re-
tirees. Remember, these immigrants, 
even undocumented, and Dreamers are 
paying taxes and paying into Social Se-
curity for us, for our children, for the 
next generation. 

To resolve these challenges, we need 
to create additional lawful pathways 
for immigrants while also providing 
legal status for our undocumented pop-
ulation who have been here for decades. 
That is why good-faith efforts to re-
form and improve our broken immigra-
tion system cannot stop with this bill. 

Madam President, I think about the 
situation with these Dreamers and 
what they are facing and how many of 
them I have met over the years. When 
I first introduced the bill, they used to 
come up to me in Chicago, wait until it 
got dark outside so that no one would 
see them, and they would whisper to 
me: ‘‘I am a Dreamer. Can you help 
me?’’ 

It became a cause for me, and cer-
tainly I have worked at it. I am dis-
appointed that I cannot tell a story of 
success even greater than we have 
achieved with DACA. But they are still 
waiting to hear. 

This bill that we are considering 
gives some help to what they call docu-
mented Dreamers. Here is how it 

works. The H–1B visa is offered to for-
eign experts and professionals to come 
to the United States and work for 3 
years—renewable 3 years. They can 
bring their families with them. 

A lot of people from China, from 
India, and from other places come and 
take some critically important jobs in 
our economy under this program of H– 
1B. They are accompanied by their 
families. They continue to work, ex-
tending year after year, in the hopes 
that eventually they will become citi-
zens themselves of the United States 
through what is called a green card. 
While they are doing this, their spouses 
cannot legally work in many instances, 
and their children are running a real 
risk. 

You see, when these kids reach the 
age of 21, they are no longer eligible to 
stay with their families. Now, these 
kids could have spent their whole lives 
in America because their families came 
here. They could have gone to school 
and succeeded over and over again. But 
to have a future in America, they need 
a green card. And if they don’t get it by 
age 21, they are eligible for deporta-
tion. 

Does that make any sense at all? 
Well, this bill starts to solve that prob-
lem. And I certainly support the efforts 
to solve it and applaud those who are 
behind it. 

But the same conditions apply to 
Dreamers, brought here as little chil-
dren. They were raised in the United 
States, went to school in the United 
States, stood up and pledged allegiance 
to that flag in the classroom every sin-
gle morning. And they asked to be a 
part of our future. They did nothing 
wrong. They were kids when they were 
brought here. Why they weren’t in-
cluded in this bill, I don’t know. 

I am sorry to say, I think there are a 
few Senators who are just dead-set on 
stopping the Dreamers and DACA 
every chance they get. What a loss that 
would be to America—for us to lose 
that talent, that drive, that determina-
tion, that important part of our future. 
And what a commentary it is on us as 
Americans that our Nation of immi-
grants has no room for Alyssandra and 
so many others who can make this a 
better nation. 

There are thousands of them. There 
were 800,000 under DACA, initially; and 
there are many more who are still eli-
gible. I am sorry this bill does not in-
clude that provision for the Dreamers. 
But I will tell you this: I will fight for 
every opportunity I have to bring the 
Dream Act before the U.S. Senate in 
the hope that one day we will give 
these young people exactly what they 
deserve—part of America’s future. 

I yield the floor. 
I suggest the absence of a quorum. 
The legislative clerk proceeded to 

call the roll. 
The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-

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

call the roll. 
Mr. CARDIN. Madam President, I ask 

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

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Ms. BUT-
LER). Without objection, it is so or-
dered. 

Mr. CARDIN. I ask unanimous con-
sent that the vote that was scheduled 
to begin in 3 minutes start imme-
diately. 

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

f 

EXECUTIVE CALENDAR 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under 
the previous order, the Senate will re-
sume consideration of the following 
nomination, which the clerk will re-
port. 

The legislative clerk read the nomi-
nation of Joseph Albert Laroski, Jr., of 
Maryland, to be a Judge of the United 
States Court of International Trade. 

NOMINATION OF JOSEPH ALBERT LAROSKI 

Mr. DURBIN. Madam President, 
today, the Senate will vote to confirm 
Joseph Laroski to the U.S. Court of 
International Trade. 

Mr. Laroski earned his B.S.F.S. from 
the Georgetown University School of 
Foreign Service and his J.D. from 
Fordham University School of Law. 
After graduating, he clerked for Judge 
Dominick L. DiCarlo on the Court of 
International Trade. Following his 
clerkship, Mr. Laroski joined the firm 
Skadden, Arps, Slate, Meagher & Flom 
as an associate. During his time in pri-
vate practice, Mr. Laroski represented 
a host of clients, including domestic 
companies, international producers and 
exporters, industry associations, U.S. 
importers, and trade unions. He has 
also spent 9 years in the Federal Gov-
ernment, serving as associate general 
counsel at the Office of the U.S. Trade 
Representative, advisor to the Office of 
the General Counsel at the U.S. Inter-
national Trade Commission, and Direc-
tor of Police and Deputy Assistant Sec-
retary for Police and Negotiations at 
the International Trade Administra-
tion. In these roles, he represented the 
United States in dispute settlements 
under free trade agreements, served as 
agency counsel on import injury inves-
tigations, advised senior Department of 
Commerce officials on trade policy 
matters, and oversaw negotiation and 
compliance efforts on international 
trade agreements. 

Over the course of his career, Mr. 
Laroski has handled trade matters be-
fore the International Trade Commis-
sion, the Court of International Trade, 
the U.S. Court of Appeals for the Fed-
eral Circuit, the World Trade Organiza-
tion, and regional trade agreement dis-
pute bodies. 

The American Bar Association unani-
mously rated Mr. Laroski ‘‘qualified.’’ 
His extensive experience in inter-
national trade litigation, both in pri-
vate practice and the Federal Govern-
ment, ensures that he will be an asset 
to the Court of International Trade. I 
will vote in favor of his confirmation 
and encourage my colleagues to do the 
same. 
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VOTE ON LAROSKI NOMINATION 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under 
the previous order, the question is, Will 
the Senate advise and consent to the 
Laroski nomination? 

Mr. CARDIN. I ask for the yeas and 
nays. 

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 Pennsylvania (Mr. 
FETTERMAN), the Senator from Colo-
rado (Mr. HICKENLOOPER), the Senator 
from West Virginia (Mr. MANCHIN), the 
Senator from Vermont (Mr. SANDERS), 
and the Senator from Massachusetts 
(Ms. WARREN) are necessarily absent. 

Mr. THUNE. The following Senators 
are necessarily absent: the Senator 
from Wyoming (Mr. BARRASSO), the 
Senator from Tennessee (Mrs. BLACK-
BURN), the Senator from Indiana (Mr. 
BRAUN), the Senator from North Caro-
lina (Mr. BUDD), the Senator from West 
Virginia (Mrs. CAPITO), the Senator 
from Louisiana (Mr. CASSIDY), the Sen-
ator from Texas (Mr. CORNYN), the Sen-
ator from North Dakota (Mr. CRAMER), 
the Senator from Texas (Mr. CRUZ), the 
Senator from Montana (Mr. DAINES), 
the Senator from Missouri (Mr. 
HAWLEY), the Senator from Wyoming 
(Ms. LUMMIS), the Senator from Kansas 
(Mr. MORAN), the Senator from Ne-
braska (Mr. RICKETTS), the Senator 
from Idaho (Mr. RISCH), the Senator 
from Utah (Mr. ROMNEY), the Senator 
from Florida (Mr. RUBIO), the Senator 
from Alaska (Mr. SULLIVAN), and the 
Senator from North Carolina (Mr. 
TILLIS). 

Further, if present and voting: the 
Senator from North Carolina (Mr. 
BUDD) would have voted ‘‘yea’’ and the 
Senator from North Carolina (Mr. 
TILLIS) would have voted ‘‘yea.’’ 

The result was announced—yeas 76, 
nays 0, as follows: 

[Rollcall Vote No. 34 Ex.] 

YEAS—76 

Baldwin 
Bennet 
Blumenthal 
Booker 
Boozman 
Britt 
Brown 
Butler 
Cantwell 
Cardin 
Carper 
Casey 
Collins 
Coons 
Cortez Masto 
Cotton 
Crapo 
Duckworth 
Durbin 
Ernst 
Fischer 
Gillibrand 
Graham 
Grassley 
Hagerty 
Hassan 

Heinrich 
Hirono 
Hoeven 
Hyde-Smith 
Johnson 
Kaine 
Kelly 
Kennedy 
King 
Klobuchar 
Lankford 
Lee 
Luján 
Markey 
Marshall 
McConnell 
Menendez 
Merkley 
Mullin 
Murkowski 
Murphy 
Murray 
Ossoff 
Padilla 
Paul 
Peters 

Reed 
Rosen 
Rounds 
Schatz 
Schmitt 
Schumer 
Scott (FL) 
Scott (SC) 
Shaheen 
Sinema 
Smith 
Stabenow 
Tester 
Thune 
Tuberville 
Van Hollen 
Vance 
Warner 
Warnock 
Welch 
Whitehouse 
Wicker 
Wyden 
Young 

NOT VOTING—24 

Barrasso 
Blackburn 
Braun 
Budd 
Capito 
Cassidy 
Cornyn 
Cramer 

Cruz 
Daines 
Fetterman 
Hawley 
Hickenlooper 
Lummis 
Manchin 
Moran 

Ricketts 
Risch 
Romney 
Rubio 
Sanders 
Sullivan 
Tillis 
Warren 

The nomination was confirmed. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. 

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

f 

LEGISLATIVE SESSION 

MORNING BUSINESS 

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

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

f 

ARMS SALES NOTIFICATION 

Mr. CARDIN. Mr. President, section 
36(b) of the Arms Export Control Act 
requires that Congress receive prior no-
tification of certain proposed arms 
sales as defined by that statute. Upon 
such notification, the Congress has 30 
calendar days during which the sale 
may be reviewed. The provision stipu-
lates that, in the Senate, the notifica-
tion of proposed sales shall be sent to 
the chairman of the Senate Foreign 
Relations Committee. 

In keeping with the committee’s in-
tention to see that relevant informa-
tion is available to the full Senate, I 
ask unanimous consent to have printed 
in the RECORD the notifications which 
have been received. If the cover letter 
references a classified annex, then such 
annex is available to all Senators in 
the office of the Foreign Relations 
Committee, room SD–423. 

There being no objection, the mate-
rial was ordered to be printed in the 
RECORD , as follows: 

DEFENSE SECURITY 
COOPERATION AGENCY, 

Washington, DC. 
Hon. BENJAMIN L. CARDIN, 
Chairman, Committee on Foreign Relations, 
U.S. Senate, Washington, DC. 

DEAR MR. CHAIRMAN: Pursuant to the re-
porting requirements of Section 36(6)(1) of 
the Arms Export Control Act, as amended, 
we are forwarding herewith Transmittal No. 
24–07, concerning the Air Force’s proposed 
Letter(s) of Offer and Acceptance to the Gov-
ernment of India for defense articles and 
services estimated to cost $3.99 billion. We 
will issue a news release to notify the public 
of this proposed sale upon delivery of this 
letter to your office. 

Sincerely, 
JAMES A. HURSCH, 

Director. 
Enclosures. 

TRANSMITTAL NO. 24–07 
Notice of Proposed Issuance of Letter of 

Offer Pursuant to Section 36(b)(1) of the 
Arms Export Control Act, as amended 

(i) Prospective Purchaser: Government of 
India. 

(ii) Total Estimated Value: 
Major Defense Equipment* $1.70 billion. 
Other $2.29 billion. 
Total $3.99 billion. 
Funding Source: National Funds. 
(iii) Description and Quantity or Quan-

tities of Articles or Services under Consider-
ation for Purchase: 

Major Defense Equipment (MDE): 
Thirty-one (31) MQ–9B Sky Guardian Air-

craft. 
One hundred sixty-one (161) Embedded 

Global Positioning & Inertial Navigation 
Systems (EGIs). 

Thirty-five (35) L3 Rio Grande Communica-
tions Intelligence Sensor Suites. 

One hundred seventy (170) AGM–114R 
Hellfire Missiles. 

Sixteen (16) M36E9 Hellfire Captive Air 
Training Missiles (CATM). 

Three hundred ten (310) GBU–39B/B Laser 
Small Diameter Bombs (LSDB). 

Eight (8) GBU–39B/B LSDB Guided Test Ve-
hicles (GTVs) with live fuzes. 

Non-MDE: Also included are Certifiable 
Ground Control Stations; TPE–331–10–GD en-
gines; M299 Hellfire missile launchers; KIV– 
77 cryptographic appliques and other Identi-
fication Friend or Foe (IFF) equipment; 
KOR–24A Small Tactical Terminals (STT); 
AN/SSQ–62F, AN/SSQ–53G, and AN/SSQ–36 
sonobuoys; ADU–891/E Adapter Group Test 
Sets; Common Munitions Built-In-Test (BIT) 
Reprogramming Equipment (CMBRE); GBU– 
398/B tactical training rounds, Weapons Load 
Crew Trainers, and Reliability Assessment 
Vehicles Instrumented; Portable Pre-flight/ 
Post-flight Equipment (P3E); CCM–700A 
encryption devices; KY–100M narrowband/ 
wideband terminals; KI–133 cryptographic 
units; AN/PYQ–10 Simple Key Loaders; Auto-
matic Identification System (AIS) tran-
sponders; ROVER 6Si and TNR2x 
transceivers; MR6000 ultra high frequency 
(UHF) and very high frequency (VHF) radios; 
Selex SeaSpray Active Electronically 
Scanned Array (AESA) surveillance radars; 
HISAR–300 radars; SNC 4500 Auto Electronic 
Surveillance Measures (ESM) Systems; 
SAGE 750 ESM systems; Due Regard Radars 
(DRR); MX–20 Electro-Optical Infrared (EO– 
IR) Laser Target Designators (LTDs); Ku- 
Band SATCOM GAASI Transportable Earth 
Stations (GATES); C–Band Line-of-Sight 
(LOS) Ground Data Terminals; AN/DPX– 
7IFF transponders; Compact Multi-band 
Data Links (CMDL); initial spare and repair 
parts, consumables, accessories, and repair 
and return support; secure communications, 
precision navigation, and cryptographic 
equipment; munitions support and support 
equipment; testing and integration support 
and equipment; classified and unclassified 
software delivery and support; classified and 
unclassified publications and technical docu-
mentation; personnel training and training 
equipment; transportation support; warran-
ties; studies and surveys; U.S. Government 
and contractor engineering, technical, and 
logistics support services; and other related 
elements of logistics and program support. 

(iv) Military Department: Air Force (IN–D– 
SAF). 

(v) Prior Related Cases, if any: None. 
(vi) Sales Commission, Fee, etc.. Paid, Of-

fered, or Agreed to be Paid: None known at 
this time. 

(vii) Sensitivity of Technology Contained 
in the Defense Article or Defense Services 
Proposed to be Sold: See Attached Annex. 

(viii) Date Report Delivered to Congress: 
February 1, 2024. 
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