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that were issued for the very specific
set of individuals who on January 6
brutally attacked Capitol Police offi-
cers. Now, I understand that many of
my Republican colleagues think the
people who trespassed here shouldn’t
have been prosecuted. Let’s set aside
that disagreement.

This resolution just says that the
specific set of people who viciously at-
tacked police officers—the ones that
hit the police officers over the head
with metal poles—that those people
shouldn’t have been given a ‘“‘Get Out
of Jail Free’ card. And so why don’t we
just be consistent? Why don’t we say
that violence matters when it is com-
mitted against Elon Musk’s dealer-
ships, and it matters when it is com-
mitted against the people that protect
us?

And so my offer is to just pass both
resolutions, right now, right now. We
could just agree by unanimous consent
to your resolution, and we could agree
as a body that you shouldn’t pardon
the people who brutally beat the people
who show up every day to protect us.
They matter too. Elon Musk isn’t the
only person that matters. Capitol Po-
lice officers matter too.

UNANIMOUS CONSENT REQUEST—S. RES. 42

Mr. President, so I would ask the
Senator to modify her request to add
the following: that the Committee on
the Judiciary be discharged from fur-
ther consideration and the Senate now
proceed to S. Res. 42, a resolution con-
demning the pardons for individuals
who were found guilty of assaulting
Capitol Police officers, that the resolu-
tion be agreed to, and the motion to re-
consider be considered made and laid
upon the table.

If we agree to move forward on this
unanimous consent, I think we can
move forward on the Senator’s request
as well.

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr.
MORENO). Is there objection to the
modification?

Mrs. BLACKBURN. I object.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ob-
jection is heard.

Is there an objection to the original
request?

Mr. MURPHY. Mr. President, there
is.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objec-
tion is heard.

Mrs. BLACKBURN. Mr. President, to
speak on my objection, I think it is im-
portant to note that the resolution I
presented does not mention Elon Musk.
The ‘“‘Resolved” title in this—and by
the way, it is really short is that the
Senate condemns the horrific acts of
violence, arson, and domestic terrorism
committed against electric vehicles,
car dealerships, and charging stations
across the United States.

Now, for years, my Democratic col-
leagues have come to the floor and sup-
ported EVs. Just last year, my col-
league from Connecticut claimed, and I
quote him, ‘“if we want to cut emis-
sions and save the planet, we need
more electric cars on the road.”
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And as domestic terrorists target the
largest EV company in the world, they
refuse to condemn the violent actions.
And in the past, he has also condemned
vandalism and political violence.

Now, as BLM rioters rampaged
through American cities in the summer
of 2020, he posted on X that ‘‘Looting
and property damage is bad.”

He deleted that post, but I will give
him credit, his sentiment was right.
And after an assassin’s bullet almost
took the life of then-Candidate Trump,
he said:

There is no room in America for political
violence.

He was right on that quote. And as
we see a wave of political violence in
our country today, Democrats should
have no problem condemning it.

Now, to the resolution from my col-
league in Washington, I find it inter-
esting that they want to talk about
lawlessness. For years, they pushed
policies that weaken law enforcement
and promote crime.

As BLM rioters rampaged through
Seattle in 2020, my colleague called on
the Department of Homeland Security
to remove Federal agents from the city
who were trying to quell the unrest.

The U.S. Senate should be able to
stand up to violence and support law
and order. And today, they are stop-
ping us from doing that.

And when it comes to pardons, I
think we should talk about pardons. In
his final weeks in office, President
Biden abused his pardon power to pro-
tect family members, free violent
criminals, and make our country less
safe.

For years, President Biden claimed
he would not pardon his son Hunter;
yet, in December, Biden gave him an
unconditional pardon for any Federal
crimes he may have committed over
the course of a decade.

Such an abuse of Presidential pardon
power has never happened in our Na-
tion’s history. Just months before,
Hunter had been convicted of Federal
gun crimes and tax offenses totaling
$1.4 million. At the same time, evi-
dence continued to mount that Hunter
sold access to his father in foreign
countries, including China and Russia.
This was a multimillion-dollar influ-
ence peddling scheme and a Biden fam-
ily affair.

That is why just minutes before leav-
ing office, the former President also
pardoned his siblings and their spouses.
They joined more than 8,000 people who
received pardons and commutations
from Joe Biden, including many vio-
lent criminals and murderers.

With one foot out the door, before
leaving office, he commuted the death
sentences of 37 of the 40 men on Fed-
eral death row, including—get this—
Thomas Sanders, who kidnapped and
then shot a 12-year-old girl, and he cut
her throat. That is who Joe Biden de-
cided to commute a sentence on. An-
thony Battle, who murdered an At-
lanta prison guard with a hammer in
1994 while serving a life sentence for
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raping and murdering his wife. And
Kaboni Savage, who was convicted of
committing and ordering the deaths of
not 1 person or 2, 12 people—12 people,
including 4 little children.

If we should be condemning any par-
dons, we should start with violent
criminals. To be clear, Senate Repub-
licans strongly oppose any violence, es-
pecially toward our Nation’s brave law
enforcement. Our resolution states
that all acts of violence are entirely
unacceptable in the United States. I
would encourage my colleagues to join
me in passing this resolution. Instead,
they have decided to play games with a
sham counter resolution.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Washington.

Mrs. MURRAY. Mr. President, I have
been unequivocal in saying: In this
country, we use our voices and our
votes—not violence—to advocate for
change. I have said it many times. I
will say it many times more. And I say
it today.

But you are sorely mistaken if you
think I am going to sit here feet away
from our Capitol Police officers and let
the Senate say we stand by the richest
men on the planet before saying we
stand by the men and women who keep
us safe every single day.

Where is the solidarity for our offi-
cers here? And where, by the way, is
the plaque that Congress passed into
law honoring their sacrifice on Janu-
ary 6?

Do I have to march down to Speaker
JOHNSON’s office, put it up on my own?
You can hang it on my door. You just
bring up the plaque; I will go get the
nails and do it myself because I am not
going to let anyone ever erase this his-
tory, and I am not going to let them
paper it over with outrage on behalf of
the richest man in the world.

I have no problem condemning vio-
lence. I will do that any day of the
week. I condemn attacks on our car
owners and salespeople. I condemn de-
stroying other people’s personal prop-
erty. This is not a new position for me.
But you will have to excuse me if I
don’t take some Republicans seriously
when they make this big show about
law and order at the same time they
are letting this President stab law en-
forcement in the back. I am not going
to let Republicans get by selling a cha-
rade not weeks after they voted to
freeze funding levels for law enforce-
ment in a bill—

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Your
time is expired.

Mrs. MURRAY. Mr. President, I ask
for 3 additional minutes.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there
objection?

Without objection, it is so ordered.

Mrs. MURRAY. I am not going to let
some Republicans get by selling a cha-
rade not weeks after they voted to
freeze funding levels for law enforce-
ment in a bill where House Republicans
slashed DC’s budget for police officers;
not months after Trump tried to halt
COPS grants and many Republicans
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didn’t breathe a word about it; not
when Trump is still in the middle of
firing just about as many Federal law
enforcement workers as he can get
away with; and certainly not when
some of my Republican colleagues are
still ignoring how our lawless Presi-
dent continues to champion the very
people who attacked our Capitol Po-
lice.

Just this week, mere days ago, Presi-
dent Trump speculated about compen-
sating people who committed crimes
on January 6, about rewarding their vi-
olence with taxpayer dollars. Where is
that outrage? Where is the condemna-
tion? What are some of you waiting
for?

Don’t you try for a single second to
say: Oh, he is not talking about the
violent ones. You all know better. We
know better. Remember when you tried
to say that about pardons? Remember
how that worked out? Trump pardoned
people who violently attacked police.
They are back on the streets—except
for the ones who already committed
new crimes.

I don’t know how my colleagues keep
forgetting what happened on January
6. I don’t know how on Earth it is not
burned into their memories. But Presi-
dent Trump is talking about people
who attacked this building, our offices,
our staff, our democracy. He is talking
about people who smashed windows in
that we walk by every day, people who
brought bats and weapons to the halls
where we meet our constituents, people
who beat the Capitol Police who keep
us safe every day, the Capitol Police
who are standing guard even now, who
sit right outside this Chamber.

These are violent criminals, and
President Trump is talking about them
like heroes. He wants us to write them
a check. Over my dead body, Mr. Presi-
dent. And I am going to say it again
and again.

Unlike some of my Republican col-
leagues, I will say the same for the peo-
ple who burn Teslas and for the people
who smash windows here at the Cap-
itol.

I am tired of watching this. I know
our constituents are. We need to de-
mand that Speaker JOHNSON hang that
plaque that he—

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator’s time is expired.

Mrs. MURRAY. It is not too much to
ask, and I hope this body recognizes
that violence is violence, and we should
condemn the attacks on January 6.

I yield the floor.

VOTE ON LAWRENCE NOMINATION

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
question is, Will the Senate advise and
consent to the Lawrence nomination?

Mr. CRAMER. 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 senior assistant legislative clerk
called the roll.
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Mr. BARRASSO. The following Sen-
ators are necessarily absent: the Sen-
ator from Louisiana (Mr. KENNEDY) and
the Senator from South Dakota (Mr.
ROUNDS).

Mr. DURBIN. I announce that the
Senator from Vermont (Mr. SANDERS)
and the Senator from New York (Mr.
SCHUMER) are necessarily absent.

The result was announced—yeas 51,
nays 45, as follows:

[Rollcall Vote No. 155 Ex.]

YEAS—51
Banks Fischer Moran
Barrasso Graham Moreno
Blackburn Grassley Mullin
Boozman Hagerty Murkowski
Britt Hawley Paul
Budd Hoeven Ricketts
Capito Husted Risch
Cassidy Hyde-Smith Schmitt
Collins Johnson Scott (FL)
Cornyn Justice Scott (SC)
Cotton Lankford Sheehy
Cramer Lee Sullivan
Crapo Lummis Thune
Cruz Marshall Tillis
Curtis McConnell Tuberville
Daines McCormick Wicker
Ernst Moody Young

NAYS—45
Alsobrooks Heinrich Peters
Baldwin Hickenlooper Reed
Bennet Hirono Rosen
Blumenthal Kaine Schatz
Blunt Rochester Kelly Schiff
Booker Kim Shaheen
Cantwell King Slotkin
Coons Klobuchar Smith
Cortez Masto Lujan Van Hollen
Duckworth Markey Warner
Durbin Merkley Warnock
Fetterman Murphy Warren
Gallego Murray Welch
Gillibrand Ossoff Whitehouse
Hassan Padilla Wyden

NOT VOTING—4

Kennedy Sanders
Rounds Schumer

The nomination was confirmed.

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr.
MULLIN). 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.

The majority leader.

———

LEGISLATIVE SESSION

Mr. THUNE. Mr. President, I move to
proceed to legislative session.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
question is on agreeing to the motion.

The motion was agreed to.

———

EXECUTIVE SESSION

EXECUTIVE CALENDAR

Mr. THUNE. Mr. President, I move to
proceed to executive session to con-
sider Calendar No. 40.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
question is on agreeing to the motion.

The motion was agreed to.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
clerk will report the nomination.

The senior assistant legislative clerk
read the nomination of Matthew
Whitaker, of Iowa, to be United States
Permanent Representative on the
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Council of the North Atlantic Treaty
Organization, with the rank and status
of Ambassador Extraordinary and
Plenipotentiary.

CLOTURE MOTION

Mr. THUNE. Mr. President, I send a
cloture motion to the desk.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The clo-
ture motion having been presented
under rule XXII, the Chair directs the
clerk to read the motion.

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. 40, Mat-
thew Whitaker, of Iowa, to be United States
Permanent Representative on the Council of
the North Atlantic Treaty Organization,
with the rank and status of Ambassador Ex-
traordinary and Plenipotentiary.

John Thune, Katie Boyd Britt, Bernie
Moreno, Mike Rounds, Tom Cotton,
Markwayne Mullin, John Barrasso,
Cindy Hyde-Smith, Rick Scott of Flor-
ida, John Hoeven, Roger Marshall,
Thom Tillis, Jim Justice, Tim Sheehy,
James Lankford, Joni Ernst, John R.
Curtis.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Washington.

TRUMP ADMINISTRATION

Mrs. MURRAY. Mr. President, right
now, we have a couple of billionaires
running our country straight into the
ground and who seem to have skipped
American history because President
Trump and Elon Musk don’t seem to
care much about our Constitution, in-
cluding the part that says quite clear-
ly:

The Congress shall have Power to lay and
collect Taxes, Duties, Imposts and Excises,
to pay the Debts and provide for the common
Defence and general Welfare of the United
States.

It continues:

No Money shall be drawn from the Treas-
ury, but in Consequence of Appropriations
made by Law.

Well, their lack of interest in that
section of the Constitution doesn’t
make it any less real at all. You don’t
have to take my word for it; it is right
down the street at the National Ar-
chives. You can go read it yourself. 1
would invite our billionaire ‘‘co-Presi-
dents’ to go take a look. Stand in line
with the schoolkids who are on trips.
Read up on the separation of powers.
You can even explain to the students
there why you are gutting the Depart-
ment of Education while you are at it.

Just in case Trump and Musk strug-
gle as much with reading comprehen-
sion as history, let me translate for
you what the Constitution says. Con-
gress—that is us, everyone elected
here—has the power of the purse. Presi-
dents don’t write laws; they execute
them. That has been true for every
spending bill this body has ever passed,
including the House Republicans’ year-
long CR.

The basic fact that Congress has the
power of the purse is something Repub-
licans and Democrats agree on, and it
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