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plans to address any risks identified, and rec-
ommendations for legislative or administrative 
action determined appropriate by the Adminis-
trator. 

(B) OTHER AIRPORT REVIEWS.—Not later than 
6 months after the date of enactment of this sec-
tion, and every 6 months thereafter, the Admin-
istrator shall submit to the appropriate commit-
tees of Congress a report detailing the analyses 
and results of the safety reviews completed pur-
suant to paragraph (2) since the preceding re-
port under this subparagraph (or, in the case of 
the first such report, since such date of enact-
ment), together with relevant findings and rec-
ommendations, including any corrective action 
plans to address any risks identified, and rec-
ommendations for legislative or administrative 
actions determined appropriate by the Adminis-
trator. 

(6) DESIGNATION.—The Administrator shall 
designate a person within the Senior Executive 
Service of the FAA to be directly responsible for 
the completion of the requirements of this sub-
section. 

(7) STAFFING.—The Administrator shall ensure 
adequate staffing to conduct the safety reviews 
within the deadlines specified in this section. 
SEC. 7. FAA-DOD SAFETY INFORMATION SHARING. 

(a) MOU WITH THE DEPARTMENT OF THE 
ARMY.—Not later than 60 days after the date of 
enactment of this section, the Administrator 
shall enter into a Memorandum of Under-
standing with the Secretary of the Army to per-
mit, as appropriate, the sharing of information 
from the Army’s Safety Management Informa-
tion System with the FAA to facilitate commu-
nications and analysis of any applicable im-
pacts to the safety and efficiency of civil avia-
tion operations and to mitigate risk in the na-
tional airspace system. 

(b) OTHER DOD MOUS.—Not later than 90 
days after the date of enactment of this section, 
the Administrator shall enter into a Memo-
randum of Understanding with the following 
military departments to permit, as appropriate, 
the sharing of information from applicable avia-
tion safety information systems to facilitate 
communications and analysis of any applicable 
impacts to the safety and efficiency of civil 
aviation operations and to mitigate risk in the 
national airspace system: 

(1) The Department of the Navy. 
(2) The Department of the Air Force. 
(3) The Coast Guard. 
(c) CONGRESSIONAL NOTIFICATION.—Not later 

than 7 days after the date on which the Admin-
istrator enters into any Memorandum of Under-
standing under subsection (a) or (b), the Admin-
istrator shall notify the Committee on Com-
merce, Science, and Transportation and the 
Committee on Armed Services of the Senate and 
the Committee on Transportation and Infra-
structure and the Committee on Armed Services 
of the House of Representatives. 
SEC. 8. REPEAL OF PROVISION REGARDING ADS– 

B EQUIPMENT ON CERTAIN AIR-
CRAFT OF DEPARTMENT OF DE-
FENSE. 

Section 1046 of the John S. McCain National 
Defense Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 2019 
(49 U.S.C. 40101 note) is repealed. 

Mr. CRUZ. Mr. President, I ask unan-
imous consent that the committee-re-
ported substitute amendment be with-
drawn; the Cruz-Cantwell substitute 
amendment at the desk be considered 
and agreed to; the bill, as amended, be 
considered read a third time and 
passed; and that the motion to recon-
sider be considered made and laid upon 
the table. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there 
objection? 

Without objection, it is so ordered. 
The committee-reported amendment, 

in the nature of a substitute, was with-
drawn. 

The amendment (No. 4070), in the na-
ture of a substitute, was agreed to. 

(The amendment is printed in today’s 
RECORD under ‘‘Text of Amendments.’’) 

The bill (S. 2503), as amended, was or-
dered to be engrossed for a third read-
ing, was read the third time, and 
passed. 

f 

EXECUTIVE CALENDAR 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Kansas. 

Mr. MORAN. Mr. President, con-
gratulations, again, to my colleagues. 
Thank you to the U.S. Senate and its 
leadership for seeing that a version of 
the ROTOR Act was passed by unani-
mous consent. 

NOMINATION OF JARED ISAACMAN 
Mr. VAN HOLLEN. Mr. President, 

today we consider the nomination of 
Mr. Jared Isaacman to serve as NASA 
Administrator, a critical position 
whose leadership will help determine 
the success of America’s ambitious sci-
entific and exploratory goals in space 
science. 

The next NASA Administrator will 
be tasked with leading the United 
States and all of humanity to places 
humans have never ventured, but they 
will face equally great challenges here 
on Earth, leading a workforce that has 
faced a year of upheaval and navi-
gating an administration that has 
grounded progress rather than fostered 
it. 

Last Spring, President Trump re-
quested a $6 billion cut to NASA, the 
largest cut in the Agency’s history, 
with cancellation of more than 40 mis-
sions and cuts to others, including 
some already in the final pre-launch 
stages, such as the Nancy Grace Roman 
Space Telescope. Then, only a few 
months later, the administration 
worked to push out as many scientists 
and engineers as possible through their 
resignation program, resulting in thou-
sands of experienced and dedicated 
workers leaving the government, often 
as a result of fear and uncertainty 
around the future of their jobs. Some 
of these top scientists were recruited 
to research labs and universities in 
other nations, further eroding Amer-
ica’s competitive edge. Now, 11 months 
since the inauguration, the workers re-
maining at NASA are simply looking 
for the stability and opportunity to do 
their world-leading work. The next ad-
ministrator must bring a greater re-
spect for and commitment to the 
NASA workforce. 

In addition to their attacks on the 
workforce, vital earth science missions 
have faced cancellation because the 
Trump administration dislikes that 
they provide us with information about 
our changing climate. There has been 
bipartisan pushback to this direction 
for the Agency coupled with bipartisan 
support for providing NASA the re-
sources they need to conduct their op-
erations. Despite this resistance, the 
tension between the branches of gov-
ernment remains, and the next admin-

istrator will have a vital role to play in 
standing up for the Agency. 

Maryland is the cornerstone of inno-
vation in space science, centered 
around the crown jewel of American 
space science, the Goddard Space 
Flight Center, the Space Science Tele-
scope Institute, AURA, and the Johns 
Hopkins Applied Physics Laboratory, 
alongside contractors and small busi-
nesses who support their essential 
work. Wallops Space Flight Center is 
just over the border in Virgina, but 
many of its employees and contractors 
call Maryland home. Space research 
and technology are a critical and pro-
ductive part of Maryland’s economy, 
and in turn, these entities are critical 
to the United States’ broader space 
goals. 

When President Trump attempted to 
cut NASA’s fiscal year 2026 budget by 
an unprecedented amount, he did not 
target all parts of NASA equally. 
NASA Science was singled out for a 46- 
percent reduction in overall budget, 
which would disproportionately impact 
Goddard. The next Administrator will 
need to be ready to fight not just for 
individual parts of the Agency or 
flashy programs, but for the entire 
mission. If NASA seeks to take us back 
to the Moon and eventually to Mars, it 
will be cutting-edge science that takes 
us there and that path runs through 
Maryland. 

I have had the opportunity to meet 
with Mr. Isaacman twice and watch 
both of his confirmation hearings, and 
I appreciate his willingness to engage 
on Maryland and national priorities for 
NASA’s mission. During both my meet-
ings with Mr. Isaacman, he relayed his 
belief in the importance of the NASA 
Science mission and the work done at 
the Goddard Space Flight Center. At 
the same time, however, I was alarmed 
to read Mr. Isaacman’s Project Athena, 
his proposed plan for the Agency that 
suggested that NASA science should be 
a service to the commercial industry, 
rather than continuing to serve the 
public. I was further discouraged by his 
proposed plan to move certain mission 
control operations away from Goddard 
and to mark other Goddard facilities 
for possible ‘‘deletion.’’ The next NASA 
Administrator will need to approach 
the highly technical work and the peo-
ple who perform it with respect and un-
derstanding for how their contribution 
fits into our larger goals. 

I expect Mr. Isaacman’s nomination 
to be confirmed, and it is my sincere 
hope that he means it when he says 
that he intends to prioritize and foster 
the cutting-edge research and science 
done by NASA, rather than cut it. I in-
tend to work with him and the entire 
Agency through my role as Ranking 
Member of the Senate Commerce, Jus-
tice, Science—CJS—Appropriations 
Subcommittee to support and provide 
critical oversight over the important 
work of NASA in Maryland, across the 
country, and around the world. 

Mr. Isaacman’s actions on the job, 
not his words during the confirmation 
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process, will be the true test of his 
commitment to the workforce and the 
future of the Agency. I look forward to 
working with him to achieve those 
goals. 

Mr. MORAN. Mr. President, I rise 
further today in support of the nomina-
tion Jared Issacman to lead the Na-
tional Aeronautics and Space Adminis-
tration. That is the vote that is now 
ensuing, just a few minutes later than 
scheduled. 

Last week, for a second time, the 
Commerce Committee favorably re-
ported Mr. Isaacman’s nomination with 
bipartisan support. 

Now, as NASA takes on some of the 
most significant tests in its nearly 70- 
year history, including the beating of 
China and other adversaries back to 
the Moon and positioning America for 
historic deep-space exploration, the 
Agency needs a permanent, Senate- 
confirmed leader. 

As chairman of the Commerce Sub-
committee on Space and the chairman 
of the Appropriations Subcommittee 
on Commerce, Justice, and Science, I 
serve in both roles, as an authorizer of 
legislation and the appropriator for 
NASA. 

I have worked with my colleagues 
and with previous administrations to 
provide the Agency with clear direc-
tion and the resources needed to 
achieve NASA’s noble goals. 

I trust that if he is confirmed, Mr. 
Isaacman will be a reliable partner in 
continuing that legacy. 

Over the course of his nomination, I 
have had several opportunities to 
speak at length with Mr. Isaacman 
about his qualifications for this role, 
his assessment of NASA’s current cir-
cumstances, and his vision to lead the 
Agency into the future. I am confident 
that he will provide the leadership that 
NASA needs to sustain and advance 
America’s leadership in space. 

NASA’s mission is not solely the do-
main of space. Just a couple of weeks 
ago, at Mr. Isaacman’s confirmation, I 
had the chance to discuss with him the 
critical importance to many Kansans, 
including those in agriculture, of 
NASA’s Earth Science Division for sup-
porting Kansas agriculture producers. I 
was pleased that Mr. Isaacman shares 
my view that NASA must remain 
steadfast in its commitment to 
science. 

I want to thank Secretary of Trans-
portation Sean Duffy for his leadership 
of the Agency as Acting Administrator 
over the past several months. 

Confirming, now, Mr. Isaacman as 
the next permanent Administrator for 
NASA will equip our space Agency for 
success. I will be voting yes on Mr. 
Isaacman’s nomination, and I urge my 
colleagues to do the same. 

I yield the floor. 
Mr. MORAN. Mr. President, I know 

of no further debate on the nomina-
tion. 

VOTE ON ISAACMAN NOMINATION 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there 

further debate? 

Hearing none, the question is, Will 
the Senate advise and consent to the 
Isaacman nomination? 

Mr. MORAN. 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. 
Mr. BARRASSO. The following Sen-

ators are necessarily absent: the Sen-
ator from Iowa (Ms. ERNST) and the 
Senator from Iowa (Mr. GRASSLEY). 

Mr. DURBIN. I announce that the 
Senator from Delaware (Mr. COONS) is 
necessarily absent. 

The result was announced—yeas 67, 
nays 30, as follows: 

[Rollcall Vote No. 650 Ex.] 
YEAS—67 

Baldwin 
Banks 
Barrasso 
Blackburn 
Boozman 
Britt 
Budd 
Cantwell 
Capito 
Cassidy 
Collins 
Cornyn 
Cotton 
Cramer 
Crapo 
Cruz 
Curtis 
Daines 
Durbin 
Fetterman 
Fischer 
Gallego 
Gillibrand 

Graham 
Hagerty 
Hassan 
Hawley 
Heinrich 
Hoeven 
Husted 
Hyde-Smith 
Johnson 
Justice 
Kaine 
Kelly 
Kennedy 
Kim 
King 
Lankford 
Lee 
Lummis 
Marshall 
McConnell 
McCormick 
Moody 
Moran 

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

NAYS—30 

Alsobrooks 
Bennet 
Blumenthal 
Blunt Rochester 
Booker 
Cortez Masto 
Duckworth 
Hickenlooper 
Hirono 
Klobuchar 

Luján 
Markey 
Merkley 
Murphy 
Murray 
Ossoff 
Padilla 
Peters 
Reed 
Rosen 

Sanders 
Schatz 
Schumer 
Smith 
Van Hollen 
Warnock 
Warren 
Welch 
Whitehouse 
Wyden 

NOT VOTING—3 

Coons Ernst Grassley 

The nomination was confirmed. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. 

SHEEHY). The Senator from Utah. 
Mr. LEE. Mr. President, I ask unani-

mous consent that the motion to re-
consider be considered made and laid 
upon the table and the President be im-
mediately notified of the Senate’s ac-
tion for the Isaacman nomination and 
any nominations confirmed during 
Wednesday’s session of the Senate. 

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

WAIVING QUORUM CALL 
Mr. LEE. I ask unanimous consent to 

waive the mandatory quorum call with 
respect to the Weaver nomination. 

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

f 

CLOTURE MOTION 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Pursuant 
to rule XXII, the Chair lays before the 

Senate the pending cloture motion, 
which the clerk will state. 

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 the nomi-
nation of Executive Calendar No. 594, Doug-
las Weaver, of Maryland, to be a Member of 
the Nuclear Regulatory Commission for the 
remainder of the term expiring June 30, 2026. 

John Thune, Markwayne Mullin, John 
Barrasso, Mike Rounds, Lindsey Gra-
ham, Tim Sheehy, Bernie Moreno, 
John Cornyn, Pete Ricketts, Roger F. 
Wicker, Tommy Tuberville, Josh 
Hawley, Rick Scott of Florida, Ted 
Budd, Jim Banks, Bill Cassidy, Shelley 
Moore Capito. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. By unan-
imous consent, the mandatory quorum 
call has been waived. 

The question is, Is it the sense of the 
Senate that debate on the nomination 
of Douglas Weaver, of Maryland, to be 
a Member of the Nuclear Regulatory 
Commission for the remainder of the 
term expiring June 30, 2026, shall be 
brought to a close? 

The yeas and nays are mandatory 
under the rule. 

The clerk will call the roll. 
The legislative clerk called the roll. 
Mr. BARRASSO. The following Sen-

ators are necessarily absent: the Sen-
ator from Iowa (Ms. ERNST) and the 
Senator from Iowa (Mr. GRASSLEY). 

Mr. DURBIN. I announce that the 
Senator from Delaware (Mr. COONS) 
and the Senator from New Mexico (Mr. 
LUJÁN) are necessarily absent. 

The yeas and nays resulted—yeas 69, 
nays 27, as follows: 

[Rollcall Vote No. 651 Ex.] 
YEAS—69 

Banks 
Barrasso 
Blackburn 
Boozman 
Britt 
Budd 
Capito 
Cassidy 
Collins 
Cornyn 
Cotton 
Cramer 
Crapo 
Cruz 
Curtis 
Daines 
Duckworth 
Fetterman 
Fischer 
Gallego 
Graham 
Hagerty 
Hassan 

Hawley 
Heinrich 
Hoeven 
Husted 
Hyde-Smith 
Johnson 
Justice 
Kelly 
Kennedy 
Kim 
King 
Klobuchar 
Lankford 
Lee 
Lummis 
Marshall 
McConnell 
McCormick 
Merkley 
Moody 
Moran 
Moreno 
Mullin 

Murkowski 
Ossoff 
Padilla 
Paul 
Reed 
Ricketts 
Risch 
Rounds 
Schiff 
Schmitt 
Scott (FL) 
Scott (SC) 
Shaheen 
Sheehy 
Slotkin 
Sullivan 
Thune 
Tillis 
Tuberville 
Welch 
Whitehouse 
Wicker 
Young 

NAYS—27 

Alsobrooks 
Baldwin 
Bennet 
Blumenthal 
Blunt Rochester 
Booker 
Cantwell 
Cortez Masto 
Durbin 

Gillibrand 
Hickenlooper 
Hirono 
Kaine 
Markey 
Murphy 
Murray 
Peters 
Rosen 

Sanders 
Schatz 
Schumer 
Smith 
Van Hollen 
Warner 
Warnock 
Warren 
Wyden 

NOT VOTING—4 

Coons 
Ernst 

Grassley Luján 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. 
SCHMITT). On this vote, the yeas are 69, 
the nays are 27. The motion is agreed 
to. 
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