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automated systems (specific to the employ-
ing office or governmentwide), make oral or
written requests prior to giving a condi-
tional offer of employment—

(1) In a job opportunity announcement on
USAJOBS or in any recruitment/public noti-
fication such as on the employing office’s
website or social media;

(2) In communications sent after an em-
ploying office receives an initial application,
through an employing office’s talent acquisi-
tion system, shared service providers/recruit-
ers/contractors, orally or in writing (includ-
ing via email and other forms of electronic
notification); or

(3) Prior to, during, or after a job interview
or other applicant assessment.

(c) When a prohibited request, announce-
ment, or communication is publicly posted
or simultaneously distributed to multiple
applicants, it constitutes a single violation.

(d) Any violation as defined in paragraph
(a) of this section is subject to the claim and
penalty procedures under subchapter IV of
title 2 (other than section 1407 or 1408 of title
2, or a provision of that subchapter that per-
mits a person to obtain a civil action or judi-
cial review) and the OCWR Procedural Rules,
consistent with these regulations.

———

UNANIMOUS CONSENT
AGREEMENT—S. 870

Mr. SCHUMER. Madam President, I
ask unanimous consent that notwith-
standing rule XXII, at a time to be de-
termined by the majority leader in
consultation with the Republican lead-
er, it be in order for the Chair to lay
before the Senate the House message to
accompany S. 870, and the leader or his
designee be recognized to make a mo-
tion to concur in the House amend-
ments; further, that there be up to 2
hours of debate equally divided, and
upon the use or yielding back of that
time, the Senate vote on the motion to
concur with the House amendments
without further intervening action or
debate; finally, if the motion is agreed
to, the motion to reconsider be consid-
ered made and laid upon the table.

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

———
FIRE GRANTS AND SAFETY ACT

Mr. SCHUMER. Madam President, I
have some very good news. Today, we
reached an agreement to move forward
on bipartisan legislation to support our
firefighters. Our firefighters—paid and
volunteer—are brave. They risk their
lives for us. And they run toward dan-
ger, not away from it. In that sense,
they are like our domestic soldiers.

Passing this bipartisan legislation
would be the best way to support our
firefighters and ensure they have the
equipment and personnel they need to
do their jobs.

I have long supported this legisla-
tion. I was involved in putting it to-
gether originally, way back when, and
I look forward to working with my col-
leagues to bring this legislation to the
floor for a vote as soon as possible. We
need to help our firefighters.

I yield the floor.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Iowa.
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BIDEN ADMINISTRATION

Mr. GRASSLEY. Madam President, I
come to the floor to discuss the dif-
ferences between Democrat foreign pol-
icy and Republican foreign policy.

There seems to be a pattern where if
a Republican President is elected, par-
tisan pundits warn that it will be very
bad for our international relations.
Now, by contrast, when a Democrat
President takes over from a Repub-
lican, the same partisan pundits often
promise smooth overall international
relations. These same left-leaning pun-
dits then breathe a sigh of relief that
our alliances will be shored up and ev-
erything will be miraculously harmo-
nious, but if you look at the record, it
often doesn’t work out that way.

President Carter presided over a
string of foreign policy disasters, leav-
ing the United States looking weak
and humiliated.

Ronald Reagan was portrayed as a
dangerous cowboy who might start a
nuclear war. On the contrary, Reagan’s
calculated efforts to push back against
Soviet communism resulted in fewer
nuclear arms and freed millions of peo-
ple from repressive regimes.

In 2009, the new Vice President, Joe
Biden, went to Munich to deliver the
Obama administration’s first major
foreign policy address. That address
was hailed by some in the media as an-
nouncing a more cooperative approach
with European countries.

Biden’s promise to defer more to
other countries rather than setting the
agenda was a foreshadowing of Presi-
dent Obama’s infamous ‘‘leading from
behind” policy, which turned out to be
a disastrous policy.

Biden also said:

It’s time to press the reset button and to
revisit the many areas where we can and
should be working together with Russia.

Then look at what Russia did after
that comment. This comment was 6
months after Russia had invaded and
occupied territory of the Republic of
Georgia, which, if you remember, had
sent significant forces to fight along-
side the American military in Afghani-
stan and Iraq.

Now, can you believe that in a uni-
lateral effort to show good—meaning
good will—towards Russia, the Obama-
Biden reset included abruptly scrap-
ping planned missile defense coopera-
tion with the Czech and Polish allies of
America.

To add insult to injury, the Obama
administration made the announce-
ment about abandoning our missile de-
fense cooperation with the Czech Re-
public and Poland on the anniversary
of the Soviet invasion of Poland—not
an ideal time to make that announce-
ment—and, of course, that announce-
ment turned out to be a grave error.
Not only did it offend some of our most
pro-American allies, but it also sent
the very exact wrong message to dic-
tator Vladimir Putin.

Putin’s Russia, like the old Soviet
Union before, only understands
strength. They respect even enemies
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that have strength. They are not going
to take advantage of somebody that
shows strength. Unilateral concessions
are perceived by Putin as weakness and
actually encourage further aggression,
just like we saw against Ukraine in
2014.

The Obama response to the 2014 inva-
sion of Ukraine was, again, dan-
gerously weak. Sending such a signal
to Putin is the wrong thing to do. This
signal amounted to wagging its prover-
bial finger at Russia while denying
Ukraine the defensive weapons needed
to repel the Russian invasion.

So what did Obama do? His policy
was to send helmets and blankets and
then push for negotiations—another
show of weakness—doing all this while
leaving Ukraine helpless, with a gun to
its head.

Obviously, negotiations under such
circumstances effectively meant Rus-
sia keeping what it gained by force and
freezing the conflict until Russia could
take more land.

Is there any wonder, then, that Putin
felt he could get away with taking the
rest of Ukraine in February of 2022? Do
you know what he was getting away
with at the same time? Killing women,
children, grandmothers, grandads, real-
ly kidnapping maybe 20,000 children,
taking them to Russia.

President Obama’s pursuit of a nu-
clear deal with Iran at all costs alien-
ated our closest ally in the Middle
East. That close ally we all know is
Israel. But the Iran agreement also
alarmed Saudi Arabia, which has been
a longtime strategic partner of the
United States.

Then you will remember the drawing
of the infamous redline in Syria at the
time Syria was going to gas people to
death and this infamous redline, before
immediately abandoning it, as Obama
did, sending a very dangerous signal
about America’s weakness to the axis
of Iran, Russia, and China, now very
much cooperating as an axis like Ger-
many, Italy, and Japan did before
World War II and during World War II.

Now, all of this about the redline no
doubt played into Vladimir Putin’s cal-
culations when he chose to invade
Ukraine for the first time a few months
later.

So far, I have just talked about Dem-
ocrat administrations. I want to talk
about Republican.

When Trump was elected, he scrapped
the nuclear deal. This repaired the
trust with our gulf partners, and not
only repairing trust but leading and
setting the stage for the Abraham Ac-
cords, which accords were cooperation
that nobody thought could ever happen
between Israel and Arab Nations be-
cause previous administrations said:
We can’t expect any sort of close work-
ing relationships between Israel and
Arab countries if we don’t have a Pal-
estinian State. But President Trump
didn’t wait for a Palestinian State. Yet
he had success bringing Israel into eco-
nomic relationships with a lot of Gulf
partners.
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This major diplomatic breakthrough
went way beyond the long-sought rec-
ognition of Israel by Arab and Muslim
countries; it also opened the door to
economic and people-to-people ties
that have the potential to foster a new
era of mutual understanding and peace
in the Middle East.

President Obama was also overly
cautious in dealing with China’s ag-
gression in the South China Sea and
too overly deferential to China’s impe-
rialistic sensitivities toward Taiwan.

Now, do you remember that in 1979,
the Taiwan Relations Act passed, and
it mandated strong, if unofficial, eco-
nomic and military ties, including
military sales. This has been the basis
of U.S. policy with Taiwan for decades.

The more you slow-walk military
sales to Taiwan out of deference to Chi-
na’s feelings, the more China feels real-
ly empowered to dictate aspects of our
bilateral relationships with Taiwan.

President Trump abandoned this
weak and this dangerous Obama policy
of appeasement.

President Trump imposed sanctions
against the Nord Stream 2 Pipeline,
which Russia was clearly pursuing to
give Russia geopolitical leverage over
Europe and Ukraine because supplying
energy to other countries brings that
leverage.

The Trump administration armed
and trained the Ukrainian military and
cooperated closely with our frontline
allies like the Baltic nations and Po-
land.

The Trump administration stopped
being deferential towards China. Arm
sales to Taiwan became a regular oc-
currence, and U.S. Government offi-
cials got the blessing to interact with
their Taiwanese counterparts. Can you
imagine China feeling it has a right to
tell Senators and people in the admin-
istration or U.S. House of Representa-
tives Members: You can’t go to Tai-
wan.

Now, this message that Trump sent—
China got that message that it couldn’t
get away with breaking trade rules and
pushing around our allies and partners
in the region.

Most recently, President Biden’s in-
sistence on returning to failed Obama-
era policies has resulted in foreign pol-
icy setbacks. The cascade of countries
joining the Abraham Accords would
likely have continued, to include even
Saudi Arabia, but the Biden adminis-
tration’s repeated efforts to resurrect
the defunct Iran nuclear deal once
again damaged the trust of our re-
gional allies and our partners—at the
same time, empowering Iran.

President Biden promised to repair
relations with our European allies.
What he meant became clear when he
dropped sanctions on the Nord Stream
2 Pipeline. This was a sign of deference
towards Germany at the expense of our
Eastern European allies. Germany is
indeed a close ally in Europe, but Ger-
many is not all of Europe.

Also, while it is known that there
was a personality conflict between
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President Trump and former Chan-
cellor Merkel of Germany, our alliance
with Germany is deep enough to sur-
vive both personality conflicts and dif-
ferences over Nord Stream 2.

In hindsight, everyone, even includ-
ing the Germans, can see the folly in
giving Vladimir Putin the ability to
turn the heat on and the lights off
throughout all of Europe. And he would
be glad to have that power. This ges-
ture of good will towards Germany was
certainly not worth bolstering Putin
and upsetting several Central and East-
ern European allies, who saw clearly
what was at stake if you gave Putin
that power.

Let’s face it: Trump does ruffle feath-
ers. But his policies—including pushing
delinquent NATO members to spend
the agreed amount on defense that
they are obligated to spend on NATO
security—these countries were better
for it, and European security was bet-
ter for it than the Obama and Biden
policies that simply sought applause
from certain European leaders.

There are those strongly backing
Trump and then, as we know, those
strongly opposed to Trump—both
claiming, though, to know what he
would do in a second term. I do not
have much time for pontificating and
political prognosticating based upon
speculation. I prefer to look at the
record, and I hope I have reminded peo-
ple of that record.

We should demand a foreign policy
based on American strength. Some-
times we talk about peace through
strength, or sometimes we forget to re-
mind people that a strong American
military is the best tool to bring about
world peace. So we should demand a
foreign policy based upon that
strength.

And we should also be on guard to
not accept a failure of American lead-
ership spun as a more collaborative ap-
proach with our allies. Our allies who
are closest to the threats from Russia
and China really want strong American
leadership and need us to push our
more reluctant allies to do what it
takes to defend the free world.

That is what we saw in the first
Trump administration, and it is the
kind of leadership we badly, badly need
right now.

I yield the floor.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Nevada.

————

MEASURE READ THE FIRST
TIME—S. 4541

Ms. CORTEZ MASTO. Madam Presi-
dent, I understand that there is a bill
at the desk, and I ask for its first read-
ing.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
clerk will read the bill by title for the
first time.

The senior assistant legislative clerk
read as follows:

A bill (S. 4541) to amend the Internal Rev-
enue Code of 1986 to make certain provisions
with respect to qualified ABLE programs
permanent.
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Ms. CORTEZ MASTO. Madam Presi-
dent, I now ask for a second reading,
and in order to place the bill on the
calendar under the provisions of rule
XIV, I object to my own request.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ob-
jection is heard.

The bill will be read for the second
time on the next legislative day.

———

GLIOBLASTOMA AWARENESS DAY

Ms. CORTEZ MASTO. Madam Presi-
dent, I ask unanimous consent that the
Senate proceed to the consideration of
S. Res. 735, which is at the desk.

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

The clerk will report the resolution
by title.

The senior assistant legislative clerk
read as follows:

A resolution (S. Res. 735) designating July
17, 2024, as ‘‘Glioblastoma Awareness Day’’.

There being no objection, the Senate
proceeded to consider the resolution.

Ms. CORTEZ MASTO. I ask unani-
mous consent the resolution be agreed
to, the preamble be agreed to, and the
motions to reconsider be considered
made and laid upon the table with no
intervening action or debate.

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

The resolution (S. Res.
agreed to.

The preamble was agreed to.

(The resolution, with its preamble, is
printed in today’s RECORD under ‘‘Sub-
mitted Resolutions.’”)

———

FOREIGN EXTORTION PREVENTION
TECHNICAL CORRECTIONS ACT

Ms. CORTEZ MASTO. Madam Presi-
dent, I ask unanimous consent that the
Senate proceed to the immediate con-
sideration of S. 4548 introduced earlier
today.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
clerk will report the bill by title.

The legislative clerk read as follows:

A Dbill (S. 4548) to make a technical correc-
tion to the National Defense Authorization
Act for Fiscal Year 2024 by repealing section
5101 and enacting an updated version of the
Foreign Extortion Prevention Act.

There being no objection, the Senate
proceeded to consider the bill.

Ms. CORTEZ MASTO. I ask unani-
mous consent that the bill be consid-
ered read a third time and passed, and
that the motion to reconsider be con-
sidered made and laid upon the table.

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

The bill (S. 4548) was ordered to be
engrossed for a third reading, was read
the third time, and passed as follows:

S. 4548

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives of the United States of America in
Congress assembled,

SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE.

This Act may be cited as the ‘‘Foreign Ex-
tortion Prevention Technical Corrections
Act”.

SEC. 2. TECHNICAL CORRECTION TO 2024 NDAA.

(a) REPEAL OF PREVIOUS VERSION OF
FEPA.—Section 5101 of the National Defense

735) was
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