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were part of the rules-based inter-
national order, it would be one thing, 
but they are not. 

The People’s Republic of China and 
the Chinese Communist Party welcome 
that foreign investment to build their 
economy while they modernize their 
military and rearm their country, 
threatening peace in the region and be-
yond. 

Quite frankly, I am disappointed the 
House and the Senate have so far failed 
to take action on this matter that is of 
critical importance to our strategic 
competition with the Chinese Com-
munist Party. The House and the Sen-
ate will have one last chance this year 
to address the outbound investment 
transparency provision I am discussing 
in the continuing resolution before we 
leave for the holiday recess. 

But consider for a moment, we are 
awaiting an announcement that this 
continuing resolution has somehow 
been agreed to by the leaders here 
when we are talking about financing 
the government that we should have 
done before the end of the fiscal year 
last September. And now here we are, 
at the last minute, trying to figure out 
how to kick the can down the road to 
March. 

But notwithstanding this terrible 
way to do business and to handle our 
country’s finances—threatening, once 
again, another government shutdown, 
a completely unnecessary drama—I 
would urge my colleagues not to miss 
this opportunity to include this out-
bound investment transparency provi-
sion in the continuing resolution. We 
simply cannot wait another year to ad-
dress this issue. 

While Members of the House and Sen-
ate hem and haw, China is aggressively 
building up their defensive and offen-
sive capabilities. The Chinese military 
continues to conduct joint exercises 
with Russia, and they continue to en-
gage in provocative and aggressive be-
havior toward our treaty ally, the Phil-
ippines, in the South China Sea. 

It is no secret that President Xi has 
ordered the Chinese military to be 
ready and capable of taking Taiwan by 
force by the year 2027, barely 2 years 
from now. The last thing the United 
States of America should be doing is fi-
nancing the very economy and the 
weapons systems that will be used to 
try to destroy our allies and, poten-
tially, us. 

As we all know, China, Russia, Iran, 
and North Korea have joined together 
as the axis of autocracies in opposition 
to the democracies across the planet. 
This is a very dangerous alliance which 
foreshadows the sort of things that led 
to the runup to World War II. 

It is simply foolish for the United 
States to help China to modernize its 
military and create this very dan-
gerous scenario by investing in tech-
nologies that could be used ultimately 
to kill American soldiers. 

I could care less if American inves-
tors want to build another Starbucks 
or another Burger King in the People’s 

Republic of China. I do care about dual- 
use technology and advanced tech-
nology that they could use to defeat us 
in the Indo-Pacific. By some estimates, 
U.S. investments in Chinese companies 
total $2.3 trillion in market value by 
the end of 2020. This includes, incred-
ibly enough, $21 billion in semiconduc-
tors, $54 billion in military companies, 
and a whopping $221 billion in artificial 
intelligence. Those are American com-
panies investing in China to build 
those things. 

A recent report from the United 
States-China Economic and Security 
Review Commission found that more 
than 90 percent of the total U.S. invest-
ment in these sectors is concentrated 
in the semiconductor industry. When it 
comes to China’s AI industry, the re-
port cites an analysis that found U.S. 
investors account for 37 percent of the 
$110 billion in global financing raised 
by firms from 2015 to 2021. This is in AI. 

To capture this picture from another 
angle, the report points out that U.S. 
investors consistently contribute more 
than double the capital to these sectors 
compared to all non-U.S. investors 
combined. 

Consider the fact that we passed the 
Chips and Science Act in 2021 to create 
programs that would bolster our abil-
ity to compete with China and to 
eliminate vulnerable supply chains 
when it comes to advanced semi-
conductors. We made this critical in-
vestment in reshoring the manufac-
turing of advanced semiconductors, but 
also we made critical investments in 
quantum computing and AI to ensure 
that we win the competition with 
China. And we established guardrails 
to make sure that these funds could 
not be used by our adversaries or to 
fund them. 

But how foolish would it be for us to 
have made this investment and still 
continue to fund the growth of China’s 
capabilities and these sectors at the 
exact same time? By turning a blind 
eye to this reality, we are feeding the 
hand that is preparing to bite us. And 
the truth is, addressing outbound in-
vestment transparency will only be-
come more painful if we wait. 

This is a can that the United States 
of American cannot afford to kick 
down the road anymore. As I said, Chi-
na’s President Xi Jinping has made his 
plans for the People’s Liberation Army 
to be ready to invade Taiwan by 2027. 
He could not be more clear. 

What are we waiting for? And while I 
know I have painted a rather grim pic-
ture—which I unfortunately believe to 
be completely accurate—I remain opti-
mistic that progress will be made on 
this critical matter before the end of 
the year. It has to. We simply cannot 
put it off. It has to be in the continuing 
resolution. 

And while our political environment 
is divided, there is one thing that 
Democrats and Republicans—hawks 
and doves—alike can agree on, and that 
is the threat posed by China and the 
Chinese Communist Party. 

I have been working on this matter 
for a long time now, and I have been 
amazed at the amount of bipartisan 
and bicameral agreement that exists 
on addressing outbound investment 
transparency. 

So what is the delay? Why haven’t we 
done it yet? Minority leader HAKEEM 
JEFFRIES originally blocked outbound 
investment transparency provisions 
from being included in the NDAA last 
week, but I remain hopeful that he will 
continue to work in a bipartisan man-
ner with Republicans on including this 
critical tool in this end-of-year funding 
package, which must be acted on by 
the end of this week. 

I would like to thank the Speaker of 
the House MIKE JOHNSON for his strong 
commitment to making sure this gets 
done in a timely fashion. Last year, my 
amendment to address outbound in-
vestment passed the Senate by 91 to 6— 
91 to 6. But it was not included in the 
final version of the National Defense 
Authorization Act. However, Speaker 
JOHNSON assured me he would make 
sure those provisions were included in 
the end-of-year funding package. Like-
wise, Senator SCHUMER made the same 
commitment. And I know they will 
keep their word. 

So I look forward to continuing work 
with all my colleagues to make sure 
this critical matter is addressed in this 
year’s funding measure. We simply can-
not put it off any longer. We cannot 
continue to fly blind when it comes to 
American companies investing in 
China in industries and areas that can 
be used not only to build their econ-
omy but threatens peace and stability 
in the region and beyond. 

As I said last week, no one can seri-
ously claim to care about the threat 
posed by China if they support contin-
ued U.S. investment in Chinese defense 
technologies. 

China is certainly not waiting 
around, and neither should we. 

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. 
Ms. KLOBUCHAR. Madam President, 

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

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. Without objection, it is so or-
dered. 

The Senator from Minnesota. 
RULES COMMITTEE 

Ms. KLOBUCHAR. Madam President, 
I rise today to thank my colleagues on 
both sides of the aisle who have been 
involved in work with the Rules Com-
mittee. 

I have led that committee as chair 
for the last 4 years and as ranking 
member before that. 

As we look ahead to the new Con-
gress, I would like to thank our rank-
ing member, Senator FISCHER, for her 
partnership in the last 2 years and the 
opportunity to do important work with 
her. And I look forward to continuing 
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our work together next month on the 
Joint Congressional Committee on In-
augural Ceremonies that I chair. 

I also want to express my gratitude 
to my friend, former Senator Blunt, for 
our work when we led the committee 
together and to congratulate our in-
coming chair, Leader MCCONNELL, and 
Ranking Member Senator PADILLA. 

In addition, I want to thank the 
Rules Committee members for their 
service, and I look forward to con-
tinuing to serve on the committee. And 
that would be Senator SCHUMER and 
Senator WARNER; MERKLEY; Senator 
PADILLA, of course; Senator OSSOFF; 
BENNET; WELCH; Senator SCHIFF, who 
just joined the committee in place of 
Senator BUTLER—we also thank her; 
Senator MCCONNELL; Senator CRUZ; 
Senator CAPITO; Senator WICKER; Sen-
ator HYDE-SMITH; Senator HAGERTY; 
and Senator BRITT, as well as the staff 
who have supported our work, includ-
ing my staff director who is here, Eliz-
abeth Farrar, who has been with me for 
a very long time as my counsel and ju-
diciary and leg director, has done in-
credible work. I also want to thank 
former staff director Lizzy Peluso and 
Lindsey Kerr and the other members of 
our Rules Committee staff, some of 
whom are here today, including Steve 
Spaulding, who has done excellent 
work on elections; Ben Driscoll; Coun-
sel Kristin Mollet; Allison Hunn; 
Kulani Jalata; Khalil Lee; and our 
clerks, Cami Morrison and Kasie Jones, 
as well as the staff for Senator FISCHER 
and the nonpartisan staff as well. 

The Rules Committee is a little dif-
ferent than some of the other commit-
tees, and if we have disagreements, we 
have tended to work them out. As Sen-
ator Blunt used to say: The chair and 
ranking member of the committee are 
kind of like the mayors of the Capitol, 
kind of getting involved in many issues 
regarding the building itself, regarding 
the personnel, regarding our Senators, 
and making sure that this place func-
tions. And that means you don’t want 
to have a lot of public brawls over how 
to fix things. 

We have managed to get a lot done 
and made a lot of changes that are 
really positive over the last few years. 
What may be our committee’s lasting 
contribution to the Senate and the 
country will be on display next month 
when we convene to certify the results 
of the election in line with the signifi-
cant reforms that we have made to the 
Electoral Count Act. 

Senator Blunt and I shepherded that 
bill through the Rules Committee and 
worked on the bill, along with, of 
course, Senator COLLINS and Senator 
MANCHIN. 

We got a bipartisan vote on our com-
mittee of 14 to 1 to significant changes 
to make sure that the will of the voters 
prevails and that, in fact, we don’t 
have situations where one Senator or 
one House Member can block the elec-
toral count or that claims can be made 
that a Vice President can overcome the 
will of the people and the like. That 

was an old law that needed to be 
changed; we changed it for generations 
to come. 

We also will see the changes as we 
see key security improvements that we 
have made, thanks in large part to 
Capitol Police Chief Tom Manger, 
someone who we installed after Janu-
ary 6, and as well as the men and 
women of the Capitol Police who stand 
in defense of the Capitol every single 
day. 

We also thank Sergeant At Arms 
General Karen Gibson for her good 
work. We had a final hearing of the 
Rules Committee last week involving 
Chief Manger. It was our eighth hear-
ing on the Capitol Police, including 
two hearings that I held with the 
Homeland Security Committee—major, 
major joint hearings after January 6 in 
which our focus was on security fail-
ures and how they had to be fixed after 
January 6. 

We also had our first joint hearing of 
the Capitol Police Board with the 
House, with Representative STEIL— 
first hearing since 1945. As the Chief 
testified at our hearing last week, the 
Capitol Police have made significant 
progress in the last 4 years. In that 
time, the Department has made nec-
essary enhancements impacting all as-
pects of work, including implementing 
the bipartisan security report that 
came out of those major, major hear-
ings that were televised in which we 
called the former Police Chief of the 
Capitol Police, the former Sergeant At 
Arms at the House and the Senate, and 
major leaders in the FBI and in Home-
land Security to figure out what went 
wrong. 

On my mind is always the haunting 
voice of the officer on the police line 
that day that went over the police 
radio saying: Does anyone have a plan, 
does anyone have a plan; the horror 
story of 75 percent of the cops not hav-
ing access to riot gear; that a number 
of their gears were actually locked on 
a bus that they couldn’t access, with 
the insurrectionists sometimes having 
better gear than our police officers 
had. 

Senator Blunt and I then led legisla-
tion, which has passed, to allow the 
Capitol Police to request immediate 
assistance from the National Guard in 
an emergency. It was like a phone tree 
they had to go through that led to sig-
nificant delays. That legislation has 
passed and allowed the Police Chief to 
do that. 

The bipartisan security report that 
Senators Blunt, PETERS, Portman, and 
I put in the wake of our hearings, those 
changes have been made, and 103 rec-
ommendations from the Department 
inspector general have been imple-
mented—all 103 recommendations. The 
way we know that is we had a hearing, 
and half were done. Then we had an-
other hearing, and more were done. 
That is accountability. That is the bi-
partisan job of the U.S. Senate—to 
oversee these things and make sure 
they get done for the safety of our po-

lice officers, for the security of the 
people who work in this Capitol, and 
not just the Members but the court re-
porters and the people who are working 
in the cafeteria and the people who are 
keeping things clean around here. They 
need that protection. They were the 
ones hiding in closets. 

(Mr. WELCH assumed the Chair.) 
We also passed my bipartisan legisla-

tion with Senator FISCHER to improve 
accountability and empower Congress 
to appoint and remove the Architect of 
the Capitol. We learned that day 
through hearings from the House of 
Representatives as well as our work in 
the Senate that the then-Architect of 
the Capitol didn’t even come in that 
day. He said he was in his mobile van. 
That person has been terminated, but 
we found out in the course of all this 
that we didn’t have the ability to ter-
minate the Architect of the Capitol in 
the House and the Senate, so we passed 
the legislation that gave us the owner-
ship of it. We hire this person on a bi-
partisan basis—with the Senate and 
the House, Republicans and Demo-
crats—who supervises the work of 
thousands of employees in this Capitol, 
and we also have the right to termi-
nate that person—not the President; 
us. As a result, we have our new Archi-
tect of the Capitol, Tom Austin, and he 
was supported with unanimous bipar-
tisan and bicameral support. 

With the support of so many service-
members, veterans, and military fami-
lies, our committee passed a resolution 
that paved the way—I see the Presiding 
Officer, Senator WELCH, was part of 
this—to pass a rule that paved the way 
for an eventually voluntary agreement 
so that more than 400 military pro-
motions would move forward after 
months and months of delay. 

I thank my Republican colleagues 
that stood up on this floor to get those 
nominations through, as well as all the 
Democrats, and I thank the Democrats 
on the committee for working with me 
on this resolution so that we could pass 
it to change the rules, and that eventu-
ally put some pressure on to get this 
done. 

During my time in the committee, 
thanks to our great members, we have 
taken on a whole host of issues: re-
opening the buildings after the pan-
demic; reforming the outdated process 
of the reporting and handling of har-
assment claims on Capitol Hill, which 
was something I did with former-Sen-
ator Blunt as well as Senators SCHU-
MER and MCCONNELL—they showed 
great leadership, all of them; making 
closed captioning available for all Sen-
ate committee hearings. 

We worked to ensure that the people 
we venerate in this Capitol more close-
ly reflect the people of this country. It 
is not just about removing paintings 
and statues; it is about who you put up 
there so that when little kids come in, 
they see them and think, oh, that is 
someone who looks like me. 

We passed my legislation, with Sen-
ators MURKOWSKI, COLLINS, and 
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SINEMA, for two statues of two former, 
trailblazing Supreme Court Justices— 
one appointed by a Democratic Presi-
dent and one by a Republican—Sandra 
Day O’Connor and Ruth Bader Gins-
burg. Once those are completed, there 
will be 21 women finally represented in 
statues in the Capitol. Of the 209 stat-
ues in the Capitol, 192 are men—but, 
OK, I am not counting—but I changed 
this one statue at a time. We have 
added five of those statues of women 
just in the time I have been chair. 

We also dedicated the first rooms in 
the Senate wing of the Capitol—this 
was sort of ironic. We had not one 
room in the Capitol named after a 
woman when I came in—not one; zero— 
when we had, in fact, many women 
leaders in the Congress. We dedicated 
those first rooms in the Senate wing in 
honor of women—I am talking about 
the Senate wing here—former Senators 
Barbara Mikulski and Margaret Chase 
Smith. 

Margaret Chase Smith was from 
Maine, and she was the first Repub-
lican on the Armed Services Com-
mittee and the first major candidate 
for President on the Republican side. 

The bust of Justice Taney, who au-
thored the Dred Scott decision, was re-
moved and will be replaced with one of 
Justice Thurgood Marshall—that 
sounds like a pretty good trade to me— 
the first African American to serve on 
our Nation’s High Court. 

When our restaurant workers union-
ized, we fought to make sure they had 
a fair contract. 

In one of my favorite moments—and 
this was one of my more fun things we 
worked on. I work on a lot of kind of 
detailed things which involve Senators 
telling me when there is too long of a 
line of visitors trying to come into the 
Capitol, sending me pictures, making 
sure we have people working at those 
gates, making sure Senators are able 
to get to and from, that they get of-
fices they need, that they get their 
hideaways. Some of that isn’t fun, but 
it is still important. 

But what was really fun was when 
Senator Blunt and I worked to update 
the rules so that Senator DUCKWORTH, 
who was just presiding over the Senate, 
and everyone in her wake are able to 
bring their babies onto the Senate 
floor. Before that, we only allowed dogs 
onto the Senate floor. 

Senator DUCKWORTH already had a 
toddler. She said that if there were 
late-night votes, she would have to 
bring her baby with her. The House al-
ready allowed for this. 

What I most remember from that 
time is that I had to use a Dr. Seuss 
rhyme, which I am not going to use, 
about how we had to get this done be-
cause she wasn’t going to burp the 
baby in the house; she would be as 
quiet as a mouse. It was really long. I 
am not going to go into the whole 
thing, but it was quite effective. 

So out of that, after some of maybe 
the more senior Members of the Senate 
didn’t want to change the rule and they 

didn’t want to talk about breastfeeding 
and things like that—but none of that 
ever happened. We changed the rule. It 
is a good thing. 

I will never forget the first day 
TAMMY DUCKWORTH brought her little 
baby Maile Pearl—now not so little but 
at the time, all 6 pounds of her—here 
onto the floor, wheeling her in on her 
wheelchair, with all the reporters look-
ing down and not really a dry eye in 
the house, and it was kind of an amaz-
ing moment. So things have changed in 
little ways one thing at a time. 

We have done important work, as I 
note, much of it behind the scenes to 
help so many of our colleagues with 
issues that impact their ability to do 
their work, regardless of party or ide-
ology. We help to support repairs and 
updates to offices here in Washington. 
In their home States, we have imple-
mented new security measures. We 
have made sure that constituents can 
be hosted and feel welcome in this 
place. 

We strived to make sure the security 
lines to get in the buildings were mov-
ing along—there was some transition 
after the pandemic—and we literally 
have worked to make sure the trains in 
the basement were running smoothly. I 
got a lot of texts from Members about 
that. 

As we look ahead to the new Con-
gress, we have worked with the Sec-
retary of the Senate, the Architect of 
the Capitol, and the Sergeant at Arms 
to welcome our newly elected col-
leagues on both sides of the aisle to the 
Senate and make sure they have what 
they need to run their offices on day 
one. 

We also have worked tirelessly to 
support the safety of those in the Cap-
itol, which I mentioned, especially the 
Parliamentarian’s office, which was 
really at risk—as I look at some of my 
favorite employees in the Senate—that 
day of January 6, and we take their 
input and try to make changes when-
ever we can with those concerns. 

We work to support the Agencies in 
the committee’s jurisdiction here in 
our Nation’s Capital. The Library of 
Congress has expanded public access to 
its digital collections, and its new 
David M. Rubenstein Treasures Gallery 
opened to the public earlier this year, 
featuring special items from the Li-
brary’s collection, like a draft of the 
Gettysburg Address, handwritten by 
President Lincoln; President James 
Madison’s crystal flute; and the origi-
nal handwritten lyrics from ‘‘The 
Sound of Music.’’ I thought that was 
cool. 

We celebrated the arrival of the new 
pandas that will be ready to meet visi-
tors at the National Zoo next month. I 
got to see them already. They are real-
ly cute. 

Since two new Smithsonian museums 
were established with bipartisan sup-
port after legislation passed the com-
mittee unanimously in 2020, we are at 
this moment working to get those loca-
tions nailed down. The locations have 

been chosen, and tens of millions of 
dollars have been raised for both the 
Women’s Museum and the Latino Mu-
seum. 

We have 50 Republicans in the House 
of Representatives on the bill, on the 
joint bill, and we are doing everything 
we can to get this done at the end of 
the year. I really don’t understand 
what people’s issue is when this is not 
a money situation; this is a location 
situation. So they can raise even more 
money than they have already to build 
these museums. The Smithsonian is 
supportive of this. These will be very 
positive museums. People want to go 
see the Women’s Museum, they want to 
see the Latino Museum, and this is our 
big opportunity to get this done on a 
bipartisan basis. 

Fundraising is now at—private fund-
raising—$68 million for each new mu-
seum. Directors have been hired and 
staff working to build the collections 
because of Congress. Congress gave 
them the authority to move forward. 
They have done it, and they have done 
it incredibly well and found locations 
that both Senator Blunt and I have 
signed off on. 

These two open sites on the National 
Mall will look even better to anyone 
who goes and looks at them and actu-
ally looks at it and thinks about it, 
and the Smithsonian Board of Regents 
has determined that. 

Our work to get the needed waivers 
to begin construction, as I noted, is on-
going, with over 100 cosponsors, evenly 
split between the parties, on the House 
bill, led by Representative NICOLE 
MALLIOTAKIS of New York, a Repub-
lican, and JUDY CHU of California. 

As we are nearing the end of this 
Congress, we have two major chal-
lenges—one, getting the two new muse-
ums the waivers so they can continue 
progressing. Our leaders on both sides 
will decide the fate of the Women’s Mu-
seum. The four men who are leading 
our Congress in the Senate and the 
House will make this decision. Many 
women have been involved in pushing 
this issue so we can finally move for-
ward on this, and we appreciate Sen-
ator SCHUMER’s strong support for this. 

Through the past several years, we 
have not stopped fighting to protect 
our free and fair elections, the corner-
stone of our democracy, which is our 
second challenge—to continue that 
work—supporting our State and local 
election workers on the frontlines, en-
suring they have needed resources, and 
successfully urging the Election Assist-
ance Commission to enable them to use 
funding to protect against threats. We 
held our first field hearing in 20 years 
in Georgia on the Freedom to Vote 
Act, which we are looking forward to 
reintroducing next year. 

I am very focused on artificial intel-
ligence in our elections and bipartisan 
work. I have one bill with Senator 
MURKOWSKI and another with Senator 
HAWLEY to take this on. 

In closing, I want to end my work on 
the Rules Committee with a story that 
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Senator Blunt always loved to share 
with our colleagues. It is a story of a 
bust that he always had in his office 
called The Unknown Cleric, a statue, 
and it is a guy that looked very distin-
guished. 

Senator Blunt did a bunch of re-
search, and he could never figure out 
who this guy was. It was over 100 years 
ago that they made this beautiful stat-
ue of him, and no one could figure who 
he was except that he is a cleric, be-
cause of his collar, so he called him 
The Unknown Cleric. 

At the time, they thought this man 
was so important, but today, as Sen-
ator Blunt likes to tell people who 
came to his office, whether they were 
Senators or school kids, today, no one 
even knows who he is. 

So what is the message we learn from 
that? That what we do here is more im-
portant than who we are. Most people 
aren’t going to remember who we are 
100 years from now—and I like to re-
mind my colleagues of that—but they 
are going to remember when we do 
good things that help them, that help 
their kids, that help their grandkids. 
They are going to remember, when 
they walk into that Women’s Museum 
or that Latino Museum, that someone 
back at this point had the foresight to 
think, OK, these are pretty important 
things in American history, and maybe 
we should honor them. Or maybe they 
are going to think 100 years from now, 
I am sure glad we still have our democ-
racy because somewhere back there, 
they changed an old law and made sure 
that we reformed our election process 
or that we protected our democracy or 
we stood up for democracy, because 
what we do is more important than 
who we are. 

That is why this committee, which 
has been run on such a strong bipar-
tisan basis over the last decades under 
both Democrat and Republican leader-
ship, has been a big part of that. 

I look forward to working with our 
incoming Rules Committee chair, 
Leader MCCONNELL, and ranking mem-
ber, Senator PADILLA. I know they are 
both well suited to do this work. I 
think maybe Senator MCCONNELL 
knows a little bit about the Capitol 
and how it is run. I look forward to 
working with them. 

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

ator from Kansas. 
FARM BILL 

Mr. MORAN. Mr. President, I am 
sorry that I am here at this hour of the 
day on Monday, the beginning of what 
we hope to be the last week of this con-
gressional session, as we recess for 
about a week before returning for the 
new session of the U.S. Congress. 

I am here this evening to hope to ex-
press my hope that things that have 
not happened that have created chal-
lenges for farmers and ranchers across 
Kansas and around the country are ad-
dressed in legislation pending before 
the U.S. Senate and the House of Rep-
resentatives. 

We have made mistakes, errors. We 
have failed in a couple of significant 
ways this congressional session in re-
gard to the appropriations process and 
the consequences that the failure to 
pass a farm bill has upon farmers 
across my State and around the coun-
try. 

First of all, I am saddened that we 
have not completed the appropriations 
process, the 12 appropriations bills that 
should have marched across this Sen-
ate floor and across the House and al-
ready been sent to the President. 

In the Senate Appropriations Com-
mittee, of which I am a senior member, 
we passed all but one of those bills and 
reported them to the Senate floor with 
no further action. As a result of that, 
one of the items that has not occurred 
is that there is no appropriations bill 
dealing with agriculture that is ready 
for the President’s signature or that 
should have been signed by September 
30, earlier this year. 

Secondly, the Senate Committee on 
Agriculture has not provided us with a 
renewed, improved farm bill. We are 
operating under an extension, and I 
would expect, before the end of the 
week, we will extend the farm bill one 
more time. 

As a result, we are combining the ef-
fort to meet the needs of farmers and 
ranchers in this process by which we 
will pass a continuing resolution fund-
ing the Federal Government, presum-
ably, to March; and included in that 
continuing resolution is what we call 
disaster assistance. 

The disasters that occurred across 
the country—Helene, Milton; the dam-
age that was done by tropical storms in 
Florida, North Carolina, South Caro-
lina, Georgia, Tennessee—and the 
storm damage in many places across 
the country are to be addressed this 
week in an addition to the continuing 
resolution that funds the Federal Gov-
ernment. I support that. 

There are significant challenges to 
people that have occurred through no 
fault of their own. One of those chal-
lenges is to farmers and ranchers, who, 
through no fault of their own, have no 
farm bill—therefore, no safety net—and 
who have no opportunity to address the 
needs as they go to their bankers— 
their financial bankers—to plan for the 
new year—no farm bill in place to pro-
vide a safety net and, without passage 
of disaster assistance, no assistance to 
help them get through the planting 
season for agriculture commodities 
across the country. 

So before the end of this week, we 
need to do serious and significant 
work. And the point I want to make to-
night is that, without the inclusion of 
assistance to farmers and ranchers in 
the continuing resolution, I will not 
vote for the continuing resolution. I 
despise voting for them regardless, all 
the time. I have because I so oppose 
government shutdowns. But in the ab-
sence of solving the challenges that 
farmers and ranchers meet—through 
disaster assistance, through financial 

assistance to those farmers—the CR 
will not attain my vote. 

So the negotiations are ongoing, as I 
understand it. They were to have been 
completed, perhaps a long time ago, 
but they were certainly to have been 
completed last night and filed. It has 
not happened yet, and the deadline is 
December 20, before there is a govern-
ment shutdown. 

The circumstances that we face is 
no—let me repeat this so I can make it 
perhaps clearer. Without a farm bill, 
there is no safety net. The safety net 
that was present under the old farm 
bill, even if extended, does not meet to-
day’s current challenges that farmers 
face. 

The cost of inputs—fuel, fertilizer, 
seed, labor, land values, interest rates, 
in particular—have skyrocketed, and 
the U.S. Department of Agriculture has 
determined that ‘‘on the farm’’ income 
will be down more than 43 percent over 
what it was when we passed the last 
farm bill, now 6 years ago—no farm bill 
to meet the needs, no farm policy to 
meet the needs of the challenges that 
ranchers and farmers have. 

And then, unless we provide the dis-
aster assistance—the natural disaster 
assistance that is so needed—and, 
again, I mentioned States that have 
had hurricanes. I will highlight that, in 
the State of Kansas, we have been in a 
drought for the last 4 or 5 years. This 
is the most severe year yet. 

Seventy-nine percent of Kansas agri-
culture experienced drought across our 
State, most of it in severe fashion. This 
past year, Kansas wheat farmers expe-
rienced their smallest crop since 1961, 
largely due to lack of moisture. 

So you add these things together— 
terribly high input costs, low com-
modity prices, and then if you have no 
commodity to sell because you couldn’t 
grow anything—one of my staffers told 
me, when I said: You should be home 
for harvest earlier this year. 

He said: JERRY, we plant wheat; we 
don’t harvest wheat. 

And that is exactly what happened 
across the State this year and, unfortu-
nately, for past years. 

Some will say we have crop insurance 
to deal with this issue. Crop insurance 
is hugely important to producers 
around the country, but it doesn’t 
work when there are multiple-year dis-
asters because the average for which 
you can receive compensation is based 
on previous years. 

So we have never figured out—RMA, 
the Department of Agriculture have 
never figured out—a crop insurance 
product that meets the needs of farm-
ers who, year after year after year, 
have less production. 

The point I want to make is, this is 
a real circumstance that has huge con-
sequences, not only on the farmers of 
Kansas and other States across the 
country but upon the need to meet our 
hunger needs around the world and the 
need to meet the nutrition and safety 
and well-being of Americans across the 
country. 
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