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individual members of the Senate 
Democrats, many of whom are sympa-
thetic to the problem but were power-
less to change it because the leader-
ship—the minority leader, the Senator 
from New York—who controls that 
caucus would not hear of any sort of 
negotiation. 

We are all accustomed to negotiating 
around here. We do it on a daily basis. 
But we have tried, in good faith, every 
possible permutation, short of this ac-
tion that we are taking today. But I 
have to ask, is it in good faith to say: 
Let’s wait until 2029 to change the 
rules? What is President Trump sup-
posed to do over the next 3 years? Gov-
ern with one arm tied behind his back, 
without the team that he has selected 
to help him govern the country? 

He won the election on last Novem-
ber 5. He got a mandate. People are 
sick and tired of the status quo here in 
Washington, DC. They want to see 
change. They want to see things shak-
en up. But now Democrats are saying: 
You have got to wait until 2029. That is 
obviously unacceptable. 

And then, finally, I would just point 
out we could have offered a number of 
different solutions to this problem, 
some that, perhaps, would advantage 
Republicans and disadvantage Demo-
crats, but we haven’t done that. We 
said: Let’s take the Democratic pro-
posal from 2023 and offer that. Surely, 
they would think that is reasonable 
since they themselves have proposed it 
in the first instance. 

But what we have just heard is that 
Democrats won’t even agree to that— 
their own proposal, their own idea. So, 
to me, it is abundantly clear that we 
have exhausted all the opportunities 
for negotiation. We have vetted a num-
ber of different alternatives, but it is 
this all-consuming, mindless partisan 
objection to President Trump and his 
policies that are blinding our Demo-
cratic colleagues from doing what they 
know is right, which is having a way, 
with debate and with votes, to give the 
American people a President who has a 
team to carry through the policies that 
they voted for on November 5. 

So, Mr. President, I am disappointed 
but not surprised, but I think we have 
done everything we can. This obstruc-
tion has to end, and it will end very 
soon. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Wyoming. 

Mr. BARRASSO. Mr. President, I 
know of no further debate on the nomi-
nation. 

VOTE ON DUDEK NOMINATION 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there 

further debate? 
Hearing none, the question is, Will 

the Senate advise and consent to the 
Dudek nomination? 

Mr. BARRASSO. 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. BARRASSO. The following Sen-

ator is necessarily absent: the Senator 
from Tennessee (Mr. HAGERTY). 

Mr. DURBIN. I announce that the 
Senator from Maryland (Mr. VAN HOL-
LEN) is necessarily absent. 

The result was announced—yeas 53, 
nays 45, as follows: 

[Rollcall Vote No. 509 Ex.] 
YEAS—53 

Banks 
Barrasso 
Blackburn 
Boozman 
Britt 
Budd 
Capito 
Cassidy 
Collins 
Cornyn 
Cotton 
Cramer 
Crapo 
Cruz 
Curtis 
Daines 
Ernst 
Fischer 

Graham 
Grassley 
Hawley 
Hoeven 
Husted 
Hyde-Smith 
Johnson 
Justice 
Kennedy 
Lankford 
Lee 
Lummis 
Marshall 
McConnell 
McCormick 
Moody 
Moran 
Moreno 

Mullin 
Murkowski 
Paul 
Ricketts 
Risch 
Rounds 
Schmitt 
Scott (FL) 
Scott (SC) 
Sheehy 
Sullivan 
Thune 
Tillis 
Tuberville 
Welch 
Wicker 
Young 

NAYS—45 

Alsobrooks 
Baldwin 
Bennet 
Blumenthal 
Blunt Rochester 
Booker 
Cantwell 
Coons 
Cortez Masto 
Duckworth 
Durbin 
Fetterman 
Gallego 
Gillibrand 
Hassan 

Heinrich 
Hickenlooper 
Hirono 
Kaine 
Kelly 
Kim 
King 
Klobuchar 
Luján 
Markey 
Merkley 
Murphy 
Murray 
Ossoff 
Padilla 

Peters 
Reed 
Rosen 
Sanders 
Schatz 
Schiff 
Schumer 
Shaheen 
Slotkin 
Smith 
Warner 
Warnock 
Warren 
Whitehouse 
Wyden 

NOT VOTING—2 

Hagerty Van Hollen 

The nomination was confirmed. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under 

the previous order, the motion to re-
consider is considered made and laid 
upon the table, and the President will 
be immediately notified of the Senate’s 
action. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ma-
jority leader. 

f 

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. 
f 

EXECUTIVE SESSION—Motion to 
Proceed 

Mr. THUNE. Mr. President, I move to 
proceed to executive session to con-
sider Executive Calendar No. 1, S. Res. 
377, and I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there a 
sufficient second? 

There appears to be a sufficient sec-
ond. 

The yeas and nays are ordered. 
The Democratic leader. 

POINT OF ORDER 

Mr. SCHUMER. Mr. President, I 
make a point of order that a motion to 
proceed to Executive Calendar No. 1, S. 
Res. 377, is not in order because legisla-

tion that provides for the en bloc con-
sideration of individual nominations on 
the Executive Calendar is legislative 
business; therefore, such a resolution 
should be required to be considered in 
legislative session. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. In the 
opinion of the Chair, the Senate has 
not previously considered this ques-
tion; therefore, the Chair, under the 
provisions of rule XX, submits the 
question to the Senate for its decision. 

The question is: Is a resolution for 
the en bloc consideration of specific 
nominations on the Executive Calendar 
required to be considered in legislative 
session? 

MOTION TO TABLE 
Mr. THUNE. Mr. President, I move to 

table and ask for the yeas and nays. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there a 

sufficient second? 
There appears to be a sufficient sec-

ond. 
The bill clerk called the roll. 
Mr. DURBIN. I announce that the 

Senator from Maryland (Mr. VAN HOL-
LEN) is necessarily absent. 

The result was announced—yeas 53, 
nays 46, as follows: 

[Rollcall Vote No. 510 Leg.] 
YEAS—53 

Banks 
Barrasso 
Blackburn 
Boozman 
Britt 
Budd 
Capito 
Cassidy 
Collins 
Cornyn 
Cotton 
Cramer 
Crapo 
Cruz 
Curtis 
Daines 
Ernst 
Fischer 

Graham 
Grassley 
Hagerty 
Hawley 
Hoeven 
Husted 
Hyde-Smith 
Johnson 
Justice 
Kennedy 
Lankford 
Lee 
Lummis 
Marshall 
McConnell 
McCormick 
Moody 
Moran 

Moreno 
Mullin 
Murkowski 
Paul 
Ricketts 
Risch 
Rounds 
Schmitt 
Scott (FL) 
Scott (SC) 
Sheehy 
Sullivan 
Thune 
Tillis 
Tuberville 
Wicker 
Young 

NAYS—46 

Alsobrooks 
Baldwin 
Bennet 
Blumenthal 
Blunt Rochester 
Booker 
Cantwell 
Coons 
Cortez Masto 
Duckworth 
Durbin 
Fetterman 
Gallego 
Gillibrand 
Hassan 
Heinrich 

Hickenlooper 
Hirono 
Kaine 
Kelly 
Kim 
King 
Klobuchar 
Luján 
Markey 
Merkley 
Murphy 
Murray 
Ossoff 
Padilla 
Peters 
Reed 

Rosen 
Sanders 
Schatz 
Schiff 
Schumer 
Shaheen 
Slotkin 
Smith 
Warner 
Warnock 
Warren 
Welch 
Whitehouse 
Wyden 

NOT VOTING—1 

Van Hollen 

The motion was agreed to. 
VOTE ON MOTION TO PROCEED 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. 
BUDD). The question now occurs on 
agreeing to the motion to proceed to 
executive session to consider Executive 
Calendar No. 1, S. Res. 377. 

The yeas and nays were previously 
ordered. 

The clerk will call the roll. 
The senior assistant legislative clerk 

called the roll. 
Mr. DURBIN. I announce that the 

Senator from Michigan (Mr. PETERS) 
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and the Senator from Maryland (Mr. 
VAN HOLLEN) are necessarily absent. 

The result was announced—yeas 53, 
nays 45, as follows: 

[Rollcall Vote No. 511 Leg.] 

YEAS—53 

Banks 
Barrasso 
Blackburn 
Boozman 
Britt 
Budd 
Capito 
Cassidy 
Collins 
Cornyn 
Cotton 
Cramer 
Crapo 
Cruz 
Curtis 
Daines 
Ernst 
Fischer 

Graham 
Grassley 
Hagerty 
Hawley 
Hoeven 
Husted 
Hyde-Smith 
Johnson 
Justice 
Kennedy 
Lankford 
Lee 
Lummis 
Marshall 
McConnell 
McCormick 
Moody 
Moran 

Moreno 
Mullin 
Murkowski 
Paul 
Ricketts 
Risch 
Rounds 
Schmitt 
Scott (FL) 
Scott (SC) 
Sheehy 
Sullivan 
Thune 
Tillis 
Tuberville 
Wicker 
Young 

NAYS—45 

Alsobrooks 
Baldwin 
Bennet 
Blumenthal 
Blunt Rochester 
Booker 
Cantwell 
Coons 
Cortez Masto 
Duckworth 
Durbin 
Fetterman 
Gallego 
Gillibrand 
Hassan 

Heinrich 
Hickenlooper 
Hirono 
Kaine 
Kelly 
Kim 
King 
Klobuchar 
Luján 
Markey 
Merkley 
Murphy 
Murray 
Ossoff 
Padilla 

Reed 
Rosen 
Sanders 
Schatz 
Schiff 
Schumer 
Shaheen 
Slotkin 
Smith 
Warner 
Warnock 
Warren 
Welch 
Whitehouse 
Wyden 

NOT VOTING—2 

Peters Van Hollen 

The motion was agreed to. 

f 

EXECUTIVE SESSION 

AUTHORIZING THE EN BLOC CON-
SIDERATION IN EXECUTIVE SES-
SION OF CERTAIN NOMINATIONS 
ON THE EXECUTIVE CALENDAR 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. CUR-
TIS). The clerk will report. 

The legislative clerk read as follows: 
An executive resolution (S. Res. 377) au-

thorizing the en bloc consideration in Execu-
tive Session of certain nominations on the 
Executive Calendar. 

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 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 Executive 
Calendar No. 1, S. Res. 377, an executive reso-
lution authorizing the en bloc consideration 
in Executive Session of certain nominations 
on the Executive Calendar. 

John Thune, Bernie Moreno, John Ken-
nedy, Katie Boyd Britt, John Cornyn, 
John Barrasso, Shelley Moore Capito, 
Tim Sheehy, Tom Cotton, Josh 
Hawley, Mike Rounds, Jon A. Husted, 
James E. Risch, Ted Budd, Markwayne 
Mullin, Kevin Cramer, Mike Lee. 

LEGISLATIVE SESSION 

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

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
question is on the motion. 

The motion was agreed to. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-

ator from Wyoming. 
f 

MORNING BUSINESS 

Ms. LUMMIS. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the Senate be 
in a period of morning business with 
Senators permitted to speak therein 
for up to 10 minutes each. 

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

f 

ARMS SALES NOTIFICATION 

Mr. RISCH. 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 still available to the full Sen-
ate, I ask unanimous consent to have 
printed in the RECORD the notifications 
that have been received. If the cover 
letter references a classified annex, 
then such an 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. JAMES E. RISCH, 
Chairman, Committee on Foreign Relations, 
U.S. Senate, Washington, DC. 

DEAR MR. CHAIRMAN: Pursuant to the re-
porting requirements of Section 36(b)(5)(A) of 
the Arms Export Control Act (AECA), as 
amended, we are forwarding Transmittal No. 
0F–25. This notification relates to enhance-
ments or upgrades from the level of sensi-
tivity of technology or capability described 
in the Section 36(b)(1) AECA certification 19– 
43 of August 7, 2019. 

Sincerely, 
MARY BETH MORGAN 

(for Michael F. Miller, Director). 
Enclosure. 

TRANSMITTAL NO. 0F–25 

Report of Enhancement or Upgrade of Sensi-
tivity of Technology or Capability (Sec. 
36(b)(5)(A), AECA) 

(i) Prospective Purchaser: Republic of 
Korea. 

(ii) Sec. 36(b)(1), AECA Transmittal No.: 
19–43; Date: August 7, 2019; Implementing 
Agency: Navy. 

(iii) Description: On August 7, 2019, Con-
gress was notified by congressional certifi-
cation transmittal number 19–43 of the pos-
sible sale, under Section 36(b)(1) of the 
AECA, of twelve (12) MH–60R Multi-Mission 
Helicopters, equipped with the following: 

thirteen (13) APS–153 (V) Multi-Mode Radars 
(12 installed, 1 spare); twenty-five (25) T–700– 
GE–401C Engines (24 installed, 1 spare); 
twelve (12) Airborne Low Frequency Sonar 
Systems (ALFS) (12 installed); thirteen (13) 
AN/AAS–44C(V) Multi-Spectral Targeting 
Systems (12 installed, 1 spare); twenty-four 
(24) Embedded Global Positioning System/In-
ertial Navigation Systems (EGI) with Selec-
tive Availability/Anti-Spoofing Module 
(SAASM) (24 installed); twelve (12) Link 16 
Multifunctional Information Distribution 
Systems—Low Volume Terminals (MIDS– 
LVT) Block Upgrade Two Terminals; four (4) 
M–240D crew served guns; four (4) GAU–21 
crew served guns; and one thousand (1,000) 
AN/SSQ–36/53/62 sonobuoys. Also included are 
twenty-four (24) AN/ATC–210 RT–1990A (C) ra-
dios with Communications Security 
(COMSEC); twenty (20) AN/ARC–220 High 
Frequency radios; twenty (20) AN–APX–123 
Identification Friend or Foe (IFF) tran-
sponders; spare engine containers; facilities 
study; design and construction; spare and re-
pair parts; support and test equipment; com-
munications equipment; ferry support; publi-
cations and technical documentation; per-
sonnel training and training equipment; U.S. 
Government and contractor engineering, 
technical, and logistics support services; and 
other related elements of logistics and pro-
gram support. The total estimated value was 
$800 million. Major Defense Equipment 
(MDE) constituted $610 million of this total. 

This transmittal reports the addition of 
the following non-MDE items: U.S. Govern-
ment and contractor engineering, technical, 
and logistics supply support services and 
other related elements of logistical and pro-
gram support related to torpedo integration, 
spares, calibration, and support equipment. 
There is no additional MDE being reported 
with this notification. The estimated total 
value of the new non-MDE items is $50 mil-
lion, resulting in a revised estimated non- 
MDE value of $240 million. The estimated 
total case value will increase to $850 million. 
MDE will continue to constitute $610 million 
of this total. 

(iv) Significance: The proposed sale will 
improve the Republic of Korea’s capability 
to perform anti-surface and anti-submarine 
warfare missions along with the ability to 
perform secondary missions including 
vertical replenishment, search and rescue, 
and communications relay. The Republic of 
Korea will use the enhanced capability as a 
deterrent to regional threats and to 
strengthen its homeland defense. 

(v) Justification: This proposed sale will 
support the foreign policy and national secu-
rity objectives of the United States by help-
ing to improve the security of a major non- 
NATO ally that is an important force for po-
litical and economic stability in Indo-Pacific 
region. 

(vi) Sensitivity of Technology: The Sensi-
tivity of Technology Statement contained in 
the original notification applies to items re-
ported here. 

(vii) Date Report Delivered to Congress: 
August 21, 2025. 

f 

ARMS SALES NOTIFICATION 
Mr. RISCH. 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. 
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