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proceed to executive session to con-
sider the following nominations en 
bloc: Calendar No. 296, with the excep-
tion of Col. George H. Sebren, Jr., Cal-
endar No. 448, Calendar No. 491, Cal-
endar No. 519, Calendar No. 542 through 
Calendar No. 549, and all nominations 
on the Secretary’s desk with the excep-
tion of PN89; that the nominations be 
confirmed en bloc; that the motions to 
reconsider be considered made and laid 
upon the table with no intervening ac-
tion or debate; that no further motions 
be in order to any of the nominations; 
that the President be immediately no-
tified of the Senate’s action; and that 
the Senate then resume legislative ses-
sion. 

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

The nominations considered and con-
firmed are as follows: 

IN THE AIR FORCE 
The following named officers for appoint-

ment in the United States Air Force to the 
grade indicated under title 10, U.S.C., section 
624: 

To be brigadier general 

Col. Henry R. Jeffress, III 
IN THE NAVY 

The following named officer for appoint-
ment in the United States Navy to the grade 
indicated while assigned to a position of im-
portance and responsibility under title 10, 
U.S.C., section 601: 

To be admiral 

Vice Adm. Richard A. Correll 
IN THE AIR FORCE 

The following named Air National Guard of 
the United States officer for appointment in 
the Reserve of the Air Force to the grade in-
dicated under title 10, U.S.C., sections 12203 
and 12212: 

To be major general 

Brig. Gen. David W. May 
IN THE ARMY 

The following named officers for appoint-
ment in the United States Army to the grade 
indicated while assigned to a position of im-
portance and responsibility under title 10, 
U.S.C., section 601: 

To be lieutenant general 

Lt. Gen. Christopher O. Mohan 
IN THE AIR FORCE 

The following named officer for appoint-
ment in the United States Air Force to the 
grade indicated under title 10, U.S.C., section 
624: 

To be brigadier general 

Col. William J. Creeden 
IN THE ARMY 

The following named Army National Guard 
of the United States officer for appointment 
in the Reserve of the Army to the grade indi-
cated under title 10, U.S.C., sections 12203 
and 12211: 

To be brigadier general 

Col. Michael P. Flaherty 
The following named officers for appoint-

ment in the Reserve of the Army to the 
grade indicated under title 10, U.S.C., section 
12203: 

To be brigadier general 

Col. Christopher B. Creaghe 
Col. Jeremy D. Johnson 
Col. Caroline R. Pogge 

The following named officers for appoint-
ment in the Reserve of the Army to the 

grade indicated under title 10, U.S.C., section 
12203: 

To be brigadier general 

Col. Jonathan W. Bennett 
Col. Susan M. Gannon 

The following named officer for appoint-
ment in the Reserve of the Army to the 
grade indicated under title 10, U.S.C., section 
12203: 

To be brigadier general 

Col. Ryan J. Nielsen 
The following named officer for appoint-

ment in the Reserve of the Army to the 
grade indicated under title 10, U.S.C., section 
12203: 

To be major general 

Brig. Gen. Richard W. Corner, II 
The following named officers for appoint-

ment in the Reserve of the Army to the 
grade indicated under title 10, U.S.C., section 
12203: 

To be major general 

Brig. Gen. Stephanie Q. Howard 
Brig. Gen. Jennifer A. Marrasthost 

IN THE NAVY 
The following named officer for appoint-

ment in the United States Navy to the grade 
indicated under title 10, U.S.C., section 624: 

To be rear admiral 

Rear Adm. (lh) Benjamin G. Reynolds 
NOMINATIONS PLACED ON THE SECRETARY’S 

DESK 
IN THE AIR FORCE 

PN448 AIR FORCE nominations (70) begin-
ning DARRICK J. BECKMAN, and ending 
APRIL L. WOODY, which nominations were 
received by the Senate and appeared in the 
Congressional Record of July 31, 2025. 

PN627 AIR FORCE nomination of Kristen 
D. Shadden, which was received by the Sen-
ate and appeared in the Congressional 
Record of November 3, 2025. 

PN628 AIR FORCE nomination of Ana I.L. 
Jacinto, which was received by the Senate 
and appeared in the Congressional Record of 
November 3, 2025. 

PN629 AIR FORCE nomination of Joshua 
N. Payne, which was received by the Senate 
and appeared in the Congressional Record of 
November 3, 2025. 

IN THE ARMY 
PN630 ARMY nomination of Elmo M. 

Clonch, which was received by the Senate 
and appeared in the Congressional Record of 
November 3, 2025. 

PN631 ARMY nomination of Robert J. Mil-
ler, which was received by the Senate and 
appeared in the Congressional Record of No-
vember 3, 2025. 

PN632 ARMY nomination of Eric J. O’Con-
nor, which was received by the Senate and 
appeared in the Congressional Record of No-
vember 3, 2025. 

PN633 ARMY nomination of Brandon S. 
Wood, which was received by the Senate and 
appeared in the Congressional Record of No-
vember 3, 2025. 

PN634 ARMY nominations (3) beginning 
MATTHEW L. ALTENBERG, and ending 
KYLE R. WEINERTH, which nominations 
were received by the Senate and appeared in 
the Congressional Record of November 3, 
2025. 

PN635 ARMY nominations (2) beginning 
GREGORY L. DAVIS, and ending MATTHEW 
D. SHARP, which nominations were received 
by the Senate and appeared in the Congres-
sional Record of November 3, 2025. 

PN636 ARMY nominations (4) beginning 
DUSTIN J. DREWRY, and ending DAVID E. 
RAMIREZ, which nominations were received 
by the Senate and appeared in the Congres-
sional Record of November 3, 2025. 

PN637 ARMY nomination of Bolivar G. 
Molina, which was received by the Senate 
and appeared in the Congressional Record of 
November 3, 2025. 

PN638 ARMY nominations (56) beginning 
BENJAMIN A. ACCINELLI, and ending 
0002572958, which nominations were received 
by the Senate and appeared in the Congres-
sional Record of November 3, 2025. 

PN639 ARMY nominations (6) beginning 
GARY L. BARR, and ending HARRY R. 
WILLE, III, which nominations were re-
ceived by the Senate and appeared in the 
Congressional Record of November 3, 2025. 

PN640 ARMY nominations (2) beginning 
VINCENTANTHONY S. GUERRERO, and 
ending ANTHONY T. SEVIER, which nomi-
nations were received by the Senate and ap-
peared in the Congressional Record of No-
vember 3, 2025. 

IN THE MARINE CORPS 

PN641 MARINE CORPS nomination of 
Stephanie N. Sokol, which was received by 
the Senate and appeared in the Congres-
sional Record of November 3, 2025. 

PN642 MARINE CORPS nominations (796) 
beginning LUCAS H. AARON, and ending 
MARC L. ZIMKIEWICZ, which nominations 
were received by the Senate and appeared in 
the Congressional Record of November 3, 
2025. 

IN THE NAVY 

PN643 NAVY nominations (4) beginning 
JEFFREY M. TESSIER, and ending DIANE 
M. ROGERS, which nominations were re-
ceived by the Senate and appeared in the 
Congressional Record of November 3, 2025. 

IN THE SPACE FORCE 

PN644 SPACE FORCE nominations (2) be-
ginning DOMINIQUE S. KEYS, and ending 
PATRICK R. MEISSNER, which nominations 
were received by the Senate and appeared in 
the Congressional Record of November 3, 
2025. 

f 

LEGISLATIVE SESSION 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ate will now resume legislative session. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. 
HUSTED). The Senator from Rhode Is-
land. 

f 

CLIMATE CHANGE 

Mr. WHITEHOUSE. Mr. President, I 
am here for my, oh, I guess umpteenth 
‘‘Time to Wake Up’’ speech. 

This one comes upon my return from 
Brazil, where I was the entirety of the 
United States of America govern-
mental presence at the COP. That was 
it. Just me. Nobody else went. And not 
only did nobody else go—this is not im-
portant to anybody really outside the 
Senate—but for my codel, my congres-
sional delegation trip of one, the State 
Department, under President Trump, 
refused to facilitate my trip. 

I think this is the first time where 
the Senate, the legislative body, has 
been told by the Executive branch: We 
are not going to facilitate a codel be-
cause we don’t like what you are doing. 
I don’t think that has ever happened 
before, and whatever your views are on 
whatever issue, I would caution that 
this is a gate we need to close shut be-
cause if the Executive branch of gov-
ernment can start telling the Members 
of the Senate what codels they can and 
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cannot go on with State Department 
support and facilitation, we have got a 
real problem on our hands. 

Here is my badge from the event, 
which the State Department refused to 
facilitate. So I was there as an observer 
of the Global Legislators Organization 
for a Balanced Environment, not the 
State Department. That is how we had 
to get around them. 

So that is kind of a first, not 
mattering much, except that it is yet 
another executive-legislative tradition 
blown up by the arrogance of the 
Trump administration, their insistence 
that everything has to be their way. 

But it is also a signal that this is how 
crazy they are on climate issues, how 
completely off base they are. 

So I went down to Brazil—because 
that is where the rest of the world was 
gathering—to discuss the climate cri-
sis. In the facility where we were, the 
kind of main intersection where the 
two big aisleways crossed was occupied 
by China, at one of the key corners, 
with a huge delegation, a very big pa-
vilion, lots of activity and crowding, 
and all of the different countries that 
were there seeing the leadership of 
China—our rival. 

No pavilion for the United States, 
nothing to be seen, nobody. Across the 
way, Saudis, not exactly the best 
friends of climate solutions. 

So that was the environment that I 
went down to, and what I wanted to do 
was convey four messages. 

Message one was: Donald Trump on 
climate does not represent the United 
States of America. He just doesn’t. He 
represents the big donors who gathered 
at Mar-a-Lago, whom he asked for a 
billion dollars, and who gave him hun-
dreds of millions of dollars in return 
for his promise to do whatever they 
wanted. It is that corrupt promise that 
explains Trump’s behavior, not that he 
is representing the United States of 
America. 

I thought this cartoon made a pretty 
good image of what is going on in the 
Trump White House. 

And we know that he doesn’t rep-
resent America because we can do 
things like test public opinion and 
polls. And I have a recent one here that 
asks about some of the sensible solu-
tions to the climate change problem, to 
all the pollution spewing. Here is one: 
Carbon pollution limits on big compa-
nies. 

Obviously, Trump would do every-
thing he possibly could to prevent car-
bon pollution limits because his big 
fossil fuel donors wouldn’t like that, 
and he is in tow to them. So zero 
chance that Trump would support that. 
But how about the American people? 
Mr. President, 12 percent opposed, 72 
percent support. There is a 60-point 
margin among the American public on 
putting a pollution limit, a carbon pol-
lution limit on big companies—72 to 12. 
That is where the American people are, 
not in the pockets of Big Oil. 

Here is another one: Impose a fee on 
big polluters. It shouldn’t be pollute 

for free. If you are polluting some-
thing, whether it is your neighbor’s 
yard with your waste, your trash, 
throwing it over the fence or whether 
it is the river that you are dumping ef-
fluent into and ruining things for peo-
ple downstream or whether it is our 
common atmosphere, if you pollute, 
you should pay for the cost of fixing it. 

Better still, you should pay enough 
that you don’t pollute in the first place 
and the neighbor’s yard isn’t a wreck 
of your trash and the river isn’t dirty 
downstream and the atmosphere is 
safe. 

Impose a fee on big polluters. Sev-
enty-four percent of Americans liked 
that, 10 percent opposed. These are 
massive numbers in our line of work, in 
which we are always testing public 
opinion. And this is without much po-
litical pressure behind those ideas. 
This is just the American public in its 
natural state saying: Yes, by a better- 
than-60-point margin, we want to im-
pose a fee on big polluters. We want 
carbon pollution limits on big compa-
nies. That is where America is. 

Trump is in the pockets of the big 
polluters. So that was message one. 

Message two was: We have got to put 
that price on carbon, the one that the 
American people want, because that is 
the only way we have remaining to cli-
mate safety. We have driven by all the 
other exits on the highway. We are now 
left with that. And that was my second 
point. We absolutely have to have what 
is called carbon pricing, a fee, a pen-
alty, whatever you call it, for pollu-
tion. 

This is part of a review from work 
that the Potsdam Institute did. They 
looked at 1,200 climate scenarios that 
over the years have been presented to 
the IPCC, 1,200. Of those 1,200, there are 
11 left—11 out of 1,200—11 left that put 
us on a pathway to climate safety to 
get us back below the 1.5 degrees centi-
grade safety margin—maybe safety 
margin. But that is a conventional one, 
so I will stick with it, even though it is 
not a guarantee. 

Every single one of them puts a price 
on carbon. No price on carbon, we fail. 
Other stuff that helps with climate, 
that may cause the airplane to crash 
higher up the mountain, but the only 
thing that gets the airplane safely 
across the mountain is putting a price 
on carbon. Twenty years ago, we prob-
ably had other alternatives. 

Now, we absolutely must put a price 
on carbon. And so I, when I met with 
the Europeans and the Brits and the 
Australians, said to them: You have 
our last lifeboat. Don’t let Trump sink 
it for his fossil fuel donors. What is the 
last lifeboat? It is called the carbon 
border adjustment mechanism. It is a 
global price on carbon that comes from 
tariffs. It is already law in the Euro-
pean Union, and it is about to go into 
effect next year. 

Behind the European Union is the 
United Kingdom. Under a conservative 
government, the United Kingdom de-
cided to join the CBAM. They are in 

the process of aligning their internal 
carbon prices, and they are in the proc-
ess of figuring out how they are going 
to charge their own tariffs. 

So you have the EU economy, and 
then soon, I hope, the UK economy 
joining, sending a global price signal 
that, if you are putting in goods that 
are more carbon intensive than ours, 
we are going to charge you for that. 
You cannot pollute and export for free 
any longer. This is a version of the 
‘‘can’t pollute for free’’ rule. 

Pollute for free, by the way, is 
wrong—not just morally but as a mat-
ter of economics. You can go back to 
the most conservative economist, Mil-
ton Friedman, and he will say: Yes, if 
your product causes harm, if it pol-
lutes, that is what economists call a 
negative externality. And the cost of 
that negative externality needs to be 
in the price of the product or else it is 
a subsidy, and it should be treated as a 
subsidy. 

The subsidy for fossil fuel, just in the 
United States, is $700 billion every 
year. That is how much harm it causes. 
That is the value to the industry of 
‘‘pollute for free’’ as their business 
model. 

So the CBAM is beginning to put a 
price on pollution by causing a border 
tariff. To impose that price is really, 
really important. 

These are those 11 remaining sce-
narios. Every single one crosses over 
1.5; every single one requires, probably, 
direct-air capture to get the excess car-
bon dioxide and other pollutants out of 
the atmosphere and then bring it back 
down to safety—assuming no tipping 
point in here makes it irrecoverable. 

So the way that I described it is that 
our last lifeboat to climate safety is 
the CBAM. It gets stronger if the UK 
joins. It gets stronger if the Aus-
tralians join. They are looking at it as 
well. That makes it a sturdier lifeboat 
for all of us. 

But we have to do it. It is not a guar-
antee of climate safety. But sinking 
that lifeboat is a guarantee of failure 
for us, for the next generation of young 
people, for their children and their 
grandchildren. We are done if we don’t 
protect and, ideally, expand the CBAM. 

So I urge all the countries partici-
pating in that: Stand by your guns. 
There is going to be a corrupt fossil 
fuel-driven attack on this. You can 
count on it. And be ready. Lock arms. 
Link up. Prepare yourself for the on-
slaught, and do not let yourself be 
cowed. Do not let yourself be stam-
peded. 

So that was point two. Point three 
was: We have trouble coming. I call it 
the great climate insurance collapse. It 
is widely warned of. It is on its way. As 
I went around the COP, I handed out 
this little folder wherever I could, 
which lists just some of the climate 
economic catastrophe warnings that 
are out there: 

[C]limate change could reduce the level of 
global GDP per capita by 10–20%. 

This is Fed Chair Powell. He is on my 
sheet right here: In 10 or 15 years, there 
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are going to be regions of the country 
where you can’t get a mortgage. 

Why is that? Because in those re-
gions of the country you won’t be able 
to get home insurance. And if you can’t 
get home insurance on your property, 
if it has become uninsurable, no mort-
gage. 

So what he is really saying here is 
whole regions of the United States are 
going to become so climate risky that 
they are uninsurable and, therefore, 
unmortgageable, and that is why, in 
those regions of the country, you will 
not be able to get a mortgage. 

Think for a minute about what the 
economy looks like in an entire region 
of the country in which nobody can get 
a mortgage any longer. 

Where is this likely to hit first? I will 
tell you a region that is headed for this 
fast is Florida. In Florida, the insur-
ance market is already trembling, 
propped up, perhaps even fake. And if it 
loses that insurance market and Flor-
ida is a region in which nobody can get 
a mortgage any longer, well, that may 
be fine for Palm Beach billionaires who 
are swapping mansions with their extra 
money, but for a working person who 
has to get a mortgage to afford a house 
or for a working person who has a 
house on which he or she is paying a 
mortgage and now they need to sell it 
and they can’t find a buyer because the 
buyer can’t get a mortgage to buy the 
house because the house can’t get in-
surance—the property is uninsurable. 

That is how that cascade works. It 
goes from climate risk to 
uninsurability, to mortgage collapse, 
to property values collapse, to reces-
sion. That is what the chief economist 
for Freddie Mac predicted. 

This guy, Fed Chair Powell, is not 
green at all. He is lousy on climate, but 
he is good on finance, and he sees this 
coming. 

Freddie Mac is not a green organiza-
tion. It is a mortgage company. So 
when its chief economist says we are 
headed for a 2008-style economic reces-
sion because there won’t be mortgages 
because you can’t get insurance so 
property values will fall so there will 
be that recession, you are hearing that 
from the finance community, not from 
environmentalists. 

We go on. The Economist magazine, 
in an article entitled ‘‘The Next Hous-
ing Disaster’’—there is its cover; it was 
about a year ago—predicted $25 trillion 
as the size of the hit to the global real 
estate market from this climate risk to 
insurance meltdown, to no mortgages, 
to property values collapse cascade— 
$25 trillion. 

‘‘Climate change, in short,’’ it said, 
‘‘could prompt the next global property 
collapse.’’ 

The president of Aon, one of the big-
gest insurance companies in the coun-
try, testified before the Senate Budget 
Committee: 

Climate risk is a global, systemic risk. 

What does ‘‘systemic’’ mean? 
Climate change is a global, systemic risk. 

What does ‘‘systemic’’ mean? Sys-
temic is the scariest word in the eco-

nomic lexicon. Systemic means that 
when things go bad, it is not contained 
to the place where the things went bad. 

The 2008 recession was systemic, 
meaning that you didn’t have to have a 
bad mortgage or you didn’t have to be 
one of the financiers who crookedly 
packaged the bad mortgages to get 
clobbered. The damage was so deep in 
that part of the financial system that 
it cascaded out across the entire econ-
omy, and everybody got hurt. Car deal-
ers, Realtors, small businesses, people 
who lost their jobs got hurt in 2008 be-
cause it was systemic. 

Now you have got the CEO of one of 
America’s biggest insurance entities 
warning us about this systemic risk. 

Here is an even bigger insurance 
company, the biggest one in the world, 
Allianz, put one of its board members 
out to warn that if we get past the 1.5 
degrees here and if you get up to 3 de-
grees, what happens at 3 degrees? 
Which, by the way, is very much what 
we are headed for right now. What hap-
pens at 3 degrees? Here is what he says: 

[T]he financial sector as we know it ceases 
to function. And with it, capitalism as we 
know it ceases to be viable. 

Same scenario: climate risk, insur-
ance collapse, mortgage failure, prop-
erty values crash. 

The Mortgage Bankers Association: 
[C]hronic physical risk associated with cli-

mate change may . . . exceed the capacity of 
insurance and government assistance to sus-
tain some areas. 

Whole regions. 
By the way, the Allianz guy said the 

same thing about regions that Jay 
Powell did, that whole regions are be-
coming uninsurable. 

The Financial Stability Board is the 
board that looks at the world’s bank-
ing system. They have put out a warn-
ing saying, ‘‘buckle up’’ to the world’s 
banks because if the climate risk to in-
surance collapse, to mortgage market 
failure, to property value crash tran-
spires, the banks’ balance sheets col-
lapses. Its collateral value is gone. Its 
loan-to-value ratio makes it insolvent. 
And now you have a bank crash laid 
over the underlying great climate in-
surance collapse. 

That is not from me. That is not 
from the League of Conservation Vot-
ers. That is not from the Sierra Club. 
That is from the international Finan-
cial Stability Board. 

So that was the second message: 
Look out. This is about to get deadly 
serious, and people at the top of the fi-
nance profession are warning about it. 

I will close with Bob Litterman. He 
was the chief risk management officer 
for Goldman Sachs, right? Goldman 
Sachs ain’t green—except green with 
money. And he was their chief risk 
management officer. Here is what he 
told the Senate Budget Committee: 

A sudden revision of market perceptions 
about climate risk— 

i.e., the market realizes that climate 
risk is out there and has not been 
priced adequately into financial docu-
ments— 

could lead to a disorderly repricing of assets, 
which could in turn have cascading effects 
on portfolios and balance sheets and there-
fore systemic— 

Systemic— 
implications for financial stability. 

Like the Financial Stability Board 
said. 

So I pointed out that this risk was 
looming, and we need to pay attention 
to it. This isn’t about polar bears any 
longer. This isn’t about green jobs any 
longer. This is a serious warning about 
a potential collapse in not just the 
United States but the global financial 
system. Remember The Economist 
magazine said that $25 trillion hit was 
coming to global real estate markets. 
That is what this article said. 

So how do we prevent that? Well, one 
thing, as I said already, is you have to 
put a price on carbon. If it is free to 
pollute, you are going to get more pol-
luting. There is no excuse for an indus-
try polluting for free. There just isn’t. 
It is morally wrong, economically 
wrong, environmentally wrong. It is 
wrong by the rules which your mom 
taught you—to clean up after your 
damn self. 

But when it is $700 billion every year 
of harm that you are getting away with 
for free, that gives you a big reason as 
an industry to try to fake and lie and 
pressure your way through it. Now, you 
don’t want to be caught doing that by 
your own name. You don’t want it to 
be ExxonMobil that is doing all of this 
in its own name, so you have set up a 
whole scheme. But for $700 billion a 
year, you can spend a lot of money on 
setting up your whole scheme. 

And sure enough, here is an image I 
have used on the Senate floor before. 
This is a web of all, not all, a signifi-
cant number of the big front groups 
that the fossil fuel industry has 
propped up and funds to propagate its 
climate denial fraud operation—pre-
tend that this isn’t real, pretend that 
the scientists are just kidding or that 
they are making it up—and its dark 
money political corruption operation, 
which shovels billions of dollars into 
our politics to make sure that people 
obediently deny climate change in re-
turn for the money that keeps them in 
office. 

So my final point in Brazil was, if we 
want to win this, we not only have to 
get the policy right, we have to tell the 
story right. 

This is a story with a villain in it, 
just like a children’s story that has a 
troll or a witch or an ogre or a dragon. 
You don’t want to tell that story with-
out the troll or the witch or the ogre or 
the dragon. First of all, it gets to be a 
really boring story, and second of all, 
it ain’t the right story. 

What we have is a situation in which 
we are in this peril that I described. We 
are in this peril because the fossil fuel 
industry has propped up this whole 
array of phony front groups to spread 
climate disinformation, stuff that just 
isn’t true. 

By the way, they don’t care that it is 
not true. That is the point. So they 
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don’t stand corrected when somebody 
says ‘‘Oh, that is not true’’; they just 
dial up the volume and say it twice as 
much. It is not intended to be true. 
This is not a quest for truth; this is a 
barrage of noise and propaganda de-
signed to cover the truth. 

On the money side, we are into mul-
tiple billions of dollars that are poured 
into this building from fossil fuel in-
dustry coffers through all these phony- 
baloney front groups. I make fun of 
their names. I made up one: Rhode Is-
landers for Peace and Puppies and 
Prosperity—with nothing but a mail 
drop behind it. But behind the mail 
drop, creepy billionaires are shoveling 
in the money so people will ignore this 
problem for just another year, just an-
other 2 years, just long enough to 
make a few more billion dollars in 
profit. 

So that was my message. 
Trump ain’t us on this. Trump is the 

mouthpiece of the fossil fuel industry. 
The American public hasn’t gone any-
where on this. He has just gone off on 
a fossil fuel-funded excursion. 

If we don’t protect the CBAM and put 
a price on carbon, there is no way out 
of this mess. We are totally toast, and 
we are going to see the looming edge of 
being totally toast coming through our 
insurance markets. It is already hap-
pening in Florida. Watch it. It is there. 

I did a poll in Texas. Ninety-two per-
cent of Texans are concerned about 
their homeowners insurance. Every-
body talks about affordability here. 
They are concerned about their home-
owners insurance affordability. They 
are more concerned about that than 
healthcare. They are more concerned 
about that than groceries. This is a 
top-of-mind concern because of 
wildfires, flooding, hail exploding the 
Texas homeowners insurance market. 

Sixty-three percent say they are very 
concerned—very concerned. Sixty-six 
percent in oil patch Texas, in red 
Texas, in a State where zero effort has 
been made to connect the dots, under-
stand that climate change links to ex-
treme weather that is driving their 
homeowners insurance crisis—66 per-
cent already get that. They are just 
being ignored because the fossil fuel in-
dustry can out-fog horn them with its 
propaganda and outspend them with its 
sluice gates open of dark money cor-
rupting our politics. 

That takes us to the last point, 
which is, yes, there is a villain in the 
story, and we need to put a spotlight 
on that villain and make them own the 
harm they are so dishonestly creating. 

I yield the floor. 
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MORNING BUSINESS 

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. MIKE JOHNSON, 
Speaker of the House, 
House of Representatives, Washington, DC. 

DEAR MR. SPEAKER: Pursuant to the re-
porting requirements of Section 36(b)(5)(C) of 
the Arms Export Control Act (AECA), as 
amended, we are forwarding Transmittal No. 
25–1B. 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 24– 
83 of September 9, 2024. 

Sincerely, 
MARY BETH MORGAN 

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

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)(C) of 
the Arms Export Control Act (AECA), as 
amended, we are forwarding Transmittal No. 
25–1B. 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 24– 
83 of September 9, 2024. 

Sincerely, 
MARY BETH MORGAN 

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

DEFENSE SECURITY 
COOPERATION AGENCY, 

Washington, DC. 
Hon. BRIAN MAST, 
Chairman, Committee on Foreign Affairs, 
House of Representatives, Washington, DC. 

DEAR MR. CHAIRMAN: Pursuant to the re-
porting requirements of Section 36(b)(5)(C) of 
the Arms Export Control Act (AECA), as 
amended, we are forwarding Transmittal No. 
25–1B. 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 24– 
83 of September 9, 2024. 

Sincerely, 
MARY BETH MORGAN 

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

TRANSMITTAL NO. 25–1B 
Report of Enhancement or Upgrades in Sen-

sitivity of Technology or Capability 
(Sec. 36(b)(5)(C) AECA) 

(i) Prospective Purchaser: Government of 
Singapore. 

(ii) Sec. 36(b)(1), AECA Transmittal No.: 
24–83; Date: September 9, 2024; Implementing 
Agency: Air Force. 

Funding Source: National Funds 
(iii) Description: On September 9, 2024, 

Congress was notified by congressional cer-
tification transmittal number 24–83 of the 
possible sale under Section 36(b)(1) of the 
Arms Export Control Act of fifty-four (54) 
AIM–120 C8 Advanced Medium Range Air-to- 
Air Missiles (AMRAAM); and two (2) AIM– 
120C–8 AMRAAM guidance sections. Also in-
cluded were AMRAAM control section 
spares, missile containers, and support 
equipment; Common Munitions Built-In-Test 
(BIT)/Reprogramming Equipment (CMBRE); 
ADU–89/E Adapter Group Computer Test Set; 
spare parts, consumables and accessories, 
and repair and return support; weapon sys-
tem support and software, and classified 
software delivery and support; classified and 
unclassified publications and technical docu-
mentation; training support and equipment; 
studies and surveys; U.S. Government and 
contractor engineering, technical, and logis-
tics support services; and other related ele-
ments of logistics and program support. The 
estimated total cost was $133 million. Major 
Defense Equipment (MDE) constituted $110 
million of this total. 

This transmittal notifies the inclusion of 
the following additional MDE items: fifty- 
five (55) AIM–120C–8 Advanced Medium 
Range Air-to-Air Missiles (AMRAAM) and 
two (2) AIM–120C–8 AMRAAM guidance sec-
tions. Also included are non-MDE missile 
component parts and support equipment and 
other related elements of logistics and pro-
gram support. The estimated total value of 
the new items and services is $158 million. 
The estimated non-MDE value will increase 
by $13 million to a revised $36 million. The 
estimated total case value will increase by 
$158 million to a revised $291 million. MDE 
constitutes $255 million of this total. 

(iii) Significance: The proposed sale will 
meet Singapore’s need to maintain oper-
ational readiness and interoperability with 
U.S. and coalition forces. This sale increases 
Singapore’s effectiveness in both training 
and combat operations and contributes to 
stability and deterrence in the Indo-Pacific 
region. 

(iv) Justification: This proposed sale will 
support the foreign policy and national secu-
rity objectives of the United States by im-
proving the security of a strategic partner 
that is an important force for political sta-
bility and economic progress in Asia. 

(v) Sensitivity of Technology: 
The Sensitivity of Technology statement 

contained in the original notification applies 
to the additional items reported here 

The highest level of classification of de-
fense articles, components, and services in-
cluded in this potential sale is SECRET. 

(vi) Date Report Delivered to Congress: No-
vember 20, 2025. 

f 

ADDITIONAL STATEMENTS 

REMEMBERING DR. EDWARD 
COCHRAN 

∑ Mr. VAN HOLLEN. Mr. President, I 
rise today to honor the life and legacy 
of former Howard County Executive 
Edward Leo Cochran, Jr., a distin-
guished public servant and scientific 
researcher, who passed away earlier 
this month at the age of 96. 

Born in Maryland on March 18, 1929, 
Dr. Cochran was committed to public 
service, education, science, and family. 

VerDate Sep 11 2014 11:29 Nov 21, 2025 Jkt 069060 PO 00000 Frm 00021 Fmt 0624 Sfmt 0634 E:\CR\FM\G20NO6.039 S20NOPT1D
M

W
ils

on
 o

n 
D

S
K

7X
7S

14
4P

R
O

D
 w

ith
 S

E
N

A
T

E


		Superintendent of Documents
	2025-11-26T06:47:38-0500
	Government Publishing Office, Washington, DC 20401
	U.S. Government Publishing Office
	Government Publishing Office attests that this document has not been altered since it was disseminated by Government Publishing Office




