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him to the bill S. 1383, to establish the
Veterans Advisory Committee on
Equal Access, and for other purposes;
which was ordered to lie on the table;
as follows:

At the appropriate place, insert the fol-
lowing:

SEC. . EQUAL REPRESENTATION ACT.

(a) CITIZENSHIP STATUS ON DECENNIAL CEN-
sUs.—Section 141 of title 13, United States
Code, is amended—

(1) by redesignating subsection (g) as sub-
section (h); and

(2) by inserting after subsection (f) the fol-
lowing:

‘“(g)(1) In conducting the 2030 decennial
census and each decennial census thereafter,
the Secretary shall include in any question-
naire distributed or otherwise used for the
purpose of determining the total population
by States a checkbox or other similar option
for the respondent to indicate, for the re-
spondent and for each of the members of the
household of the respondent, whether that
individual is a citizen of the United States.

‘(2) Not later than 120 days after comple-
tion of a decennial census of the population
under subsection (a), the Secretary shall
make publicly available the number of indi-
viduals per State, disaggregated by citizens
of the United States and noncitizens, as tab-
ulated in accordance with this section.”.

(b) EXCLUSION OF NONCITIZENS FROM NUM-
BER OF PERSONS USED TO DETERMINE APPOR-
TIONMENT OF REPRESENTATIVES AND NUMBER
OF ELECTORAL VOTES.—

(1) EXCLUSION.—Section 22(a) of the Act en-
titled ‘“An Act to provide for the fifteenth
and subsequent decennial censuses and to
provide for apportionment of Representa-
tives in Congress”’, approved June 18, 1929 (2
U.S.C. 2a(a)), is amended by inserting after
“not taxed” the following: ‘‘and individuals
who are not citizens of the United States’’.

(2) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendment
made by paragraph (1) shall apply with re-
spect to the apportionment of Representa-
tives carried out pursuant to the decennial
census conducted during 2030 and any suc-
ceeding decennial census.

(¢) SEVERABILITY CLAUSE.—If any provision
of this section or amendment made by this
section, or the application thereof to any
person or circumstance, is held to be uncon-
stitutional, the remainder of the provisions
of this section and amendments made by this
section, and the application of the provision
or amendment to any other person or cir-
cumstance, shall not be affected.

SA 4778. Mr. HAGERTY submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed by
him to the bill S. 1383, to establish the
Veterans Advisory Committee on
Equal Access, and for other purposes;
which was ordered to lie on the table;
as follows:

At the appropriate place, insert the fol-
lowing:

SEC. . EQUAL REPRESENTATION ACT.

(a) CITIZENSHIP STATUS ON DECENNIAL CEN-
SUs.—Section 141 of title 13, United States
Code, is amended—

(1) by redesignating subsection (g) as sub-
section (h); and

(2) by inserting after subsection (f) the fol-
lowing:

‘“(2)(1) In conducting the 2030 decennial
census and each decennial census thereafter,
the Secretary shall include in any question-
naire distributed or otherwise used for the
purpose of determining the total population
by States a checkbox or other similar option
for the respondent to indicate, for the re-
spondent and for each of the members of the
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household of the respondent, whether that
individual is a citizen of the United States.

‘(2) Not later than 120 days after comple-
tion of a decennial census of the population
under subsection (a), the Secretary shall
make publicly available the number of indi-
viduals per State, disaggregated by citizens
of the United States and noncitizens, as tab-
ulated in accordance with this section.”.

(b) EXCLUSION OF NONCITIZENS FROM NUM-
BER OF PERSONS USED TO DETERMINE APPOR-
TIONMENT OF REPRESENTATIVES AND NUMBER
OF ELECTORAL VOTES.—

(1) EXCLUSION.—Section 22(a) of the Act en-
titled ‘““An Act to provide for the fifteenth
and subsequent decennial censuses and to
provide for apportionment of Representa-
tives in Congress’’, approved June 18, 1929 (2
U.S.C. 2a(a)), is amended by inserting after
‘“‘not taxed” the following: ‘‘and individuals
who are not citizens of the United States”’.

(2) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendment
made by paragraph (1) shall apply with re-
spect to the apportionment of Representa-
tives carried out pursuant to the decennial
census conducted during 2030 and any suc-
ceeding decennial census.

(c) SEVERABILITY CLAUSE.—If any provision
of this section or amendment made by this
section, or the application thereof to any
person or circumstance, is held to be uncon-
stitutional, the remainder of the provisions
of this section and amendments made by this
section, and the application of the provision
or amendment to any other person or cir-
cumstance, shall not be affected.

NOTICE OF INTENT TO OBJECT TO
PROCEEDING

I, Senator RON WYDEN, intend to ob-
ject to proceeding to the nomination of
Vincent J. Noble for appointment in
the United States Marine Corps to the
grade of colonel, dated March 24, 2026.

I, Senator RON WYDEN, intend to ob-
ject to proceeding to the nomination of
Col. Thomas M. Siverts for appoint-
ment in the United States Marine
Corps to the grade of brigadier general,
dated March 24, 2026.

I, Senator RON WYDEN, intend to ob-
ject to proceeding to the nomination of
Thomas P. MacNeil for temporary ap-
pointment in the United States Navy

to the grade of commander, dated
March 24, 2026.
———
AUTHORITY FOR COMMITTEES TO
MEET

Mr. GRASSLEY. Mr. President, I
have four requests for committees to
meet during today’s session of the Sen-
ate. They have the approval of the Ma-
jority and Minority Leaders.

Pursuant to rule XXVI, paragraph
5(a), of the Standing Rules of the Sen-
ate, the following committees are au-
thorized to meet during today’s session
of the Senate:

COMMITTEE ON ARMED SERVICES

The Committee on Armed Services is
authorized to meet in closed and open
session during the session of the Sen-
ate on Tuesday, March 24, 2026, at 9:30
a.m.

COMMITTEE ON ARMED SERVICES

The Committee on Armed Services is
authorized to meet in open and closed
session during the session of the Sen-
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ate on Tuesday, March 24, 2026, at 2:30
p.m.
COMMITTEE ON FOREIGN RELATIONS

The Committee on Foreign Relations
is authorized to meet during the ses-
sion of the Senate on Tuesday, March
24, 2026, at 10:30 a.m., to conduct a
hearing.

COMMITTEE ON THE JUDICIARY

The Committee on the Judiciary is
authorized to meet during the session
of the Senate on Tuesday, March 24,
2026, at 10:15 a.m., to conduct a hearing.

———

ORDERS FOR WEDNESDAY, MARCH
25, 2026

Mr. THUNE. Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent that when the Sen-
ate completes its business today, it
stand adjourned until 12 noon on
Wednesday, March 25; that following
the prayer and pledge, the Journal of
proceedings be approved to date, the
morning hour be deemed expired, the
time for the two leaders be reserved for
their use later in the day, morning
business be closed, and the Senate re-
sume the House message with respect
to S. 1383.

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

——
ORDER FOR ADJOURNMENT

Mr. THUNE. Mr. President, if there is
no further business to come before the
Senate, I ask that it stand adjourned
under the previous order following the
remarks of Senators COONS and SAND-
ERS.

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

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Vermont.

——
ARTIFICIAL INTELLIGENCE

Mr. SANDERS. Mr. President, we are
at the beginning of the most profound
technological revolution in world his-
tory, a revolution which will bring un-
imaginable changes to every aspect of
our society.

Artificial intelligence and robotics
will impact our economy, our political
lives, our privacy, our emotional well-
being, our environment, and even our
survival—the survival of humanity on
this planet.

The scale, scope, and speed of this
change will be unprecedented. That is
not the view of BERNIE SANDERS. That
is the view of some of the most knowl-
edgeable people in the world who have
developed AI, who study AI.

According to Demis Hassabis, the
head of Google’s DeepMind—the head
of Google’s DeepMind—the AI revolu-
tion will be 10 times bigger than the in-
dustrial revolution and 10 times faster.
In other words, the AI revolution will
have 100 times the impact that the in-
dustrial revolution had.

People left the farms. They went to
work in factories. People left factories.
They went to work in offices. Accord-
ing to the head of Google’s DeepMind,
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this revolution will be 100 times more
impactful.

Mr. President, it is not just what the
leaders of the AI companies are saying.
Take a look at what they are doing.
This year, four—four—AI companies
are spending almost $700 billion to
build out data centers across this coun-
try. As a percentage of GDP, that is 10
times greater than what we spent each
year on Moon landings, going to the
Moon.

Despite the extraordinary impor-
tance of this issue and the speed at
which it is progressing, AI has gotten
far too little discussion here in Con-
gress. I fear very much that while the
American people are deeply concerned
about the economic, the spiritual, the
political impact of AI, Congress is to-
tally unprepared to respond to the exis-
tential changes that are taking place.
We are way, way, way behind where the
American people are in terms of their
concerns.

Here are, in my view, a few ques-
tions, just a few, that Members of Con-
gress and the American people should
be asking.

Question No. 1, a rather obvious
question: Who is pushing the AI and ro-
botics revolution? Ordinary people
going up and saying: Hey, we got to
automate factories. We got to do that.
Who is pushing it? Well, I think we all
know what the answer is. The answer is
Mr. Musk, Mr. Bezos, Mr. Zuckerberg,
Mr. Ellison.

These are some of the wealthiest peo-
ple in the world, and they are investing
hundreds of billions of dollars in AI and
robotics. Okay. Fair enough.

Why are they doing it? Why are these
multibillionaires investing huge sums
of money into these new technologies?
Do you think it is because they are
staying up nights and they are saying:
My goodness, 60 percent of the Amer-
ican people are struggling economi-
cally? They are living paycheck to pay-
check. Can’t afford groceries. They
can’t afford housing. They can’t afford
healthcare. And that is why we are
going to push these technologies, to
improve life for ordinary Americans.

Well, maybe, but I doubt that very
much. I think the answer is obvious.
These multibillionaires are investing
in AI and robotics because those in-
vestments will increase their wealth
and power exponentially. They will
make massive profits. In other words,
the richest and most powerful people
on Earth will become even richer and
more powerful.

And another question I think that we
obviously should be asking is: What
will the impacts of AI and robotics be
on our society? How is it going to im-
pact us? Pretty obvious question.

In my view, and according to the peo-
ple who have studied this issue exten-
sively, including Nobel Prize winners,
AT and robotics will bring about the
most rapid societal transformation in
human history. Let me repeat. AI and
robotics will bring about the most
rapid societal transformation in human
history.
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Among other things, AI and robotics
will transform our economy with mas-
sive job displacement. It will impact
our emotional well-being and how we
relate to each other as human beings.
It will lead to a massive invasion of
privacy. It will threaten our demo-
cratic institutions, and it will bring se-
vere harm to our environment.

Further and frighteningly, some very
knowledgeable people fear that what
was once seen as science fiction could
soon become a reality, and that is
superintelligent AI could become
smarter than humans, could become
independent of human control, and
pose an existential threat to the
human race. In other words, this is
what they used to make science fiction
movies about.

But some of the most knowledgeable
people on Earth, including people who
have helped develop this technology,
actually believe human beings could
lose control over the planet to artifi-
cial intelligence.

Question No. 4: What happens to
working people, to ordinary Americans
during this revolutionary upheaval?
Well, don’t take my word for it. I am
not an expert on it. Let’s hear what the
leaders in the industry are saying in
their own words, not BERNIE SANDERS.
This is what the people who have in-
vested hundreds of billions of dollars in
the industry are saying.

Elon Musk, who has made massive
investments in AI and robotics, re-
cently said:

AT and robots will replace all jobs.

Now, is Mr. Musk exaggerating? Is he
wrong? I don’t know. But I think you
might want to take a listen to one of
the most powerful people on Earth,
who is investing very heavily in these
technologies.

Bill Gates, another multibillionaire
investing heavily in AI, he predicted
that:

[HlJumans won’t be needed for most things.

Mustafa Suleyman, the CEO of
Microsoft AI—the CEO of Microsoft
Al—said most white-collar work:

[W]1ill be fully automated by an AI within
the next 12 to 18 months.

Not 12 to 18 years, 12 to 18 months.
That is the CEO of Microsoft AI. Some-
body might be a little concerned about
that here in Congress.

Last week, the Wall Street Journal
reported that Jeff Bezos, the fourth
richest man alive, who is worth over
$200 billion, is seeking to raise $100 bil-
lion to purchase factories all over
America. OK? One of the richest guys
in the world is seeking to raise $100 bil-
lion to purchase factories all over the
country.

His goal: Replace the millions of
workers who are employed in these
plants with robots. Maybe somebody
here might be raising some concerns
about the fact that we are on the be-
ginning of the end of manufacturing
jobs in the United States.

And for Mr. Bezos, this is not just an
idle threat. According to The New
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York Times, Mr. Bezos plans to fully
automate Amazon operations. He owns
Amazon. He wants to fully automate
Amazon operations, beginning by re-
placing at least 600,000 workers with
robots.

So this is a guy who has a track
record. That is what he is doing right
now; and he wants to expand that vi-
sion all across the country, basically
wipe out manufacturing jobs in Amer-
ica and get rid of millions of workers.

Why does he want to do it? Well, the
answer is fairly obvious: Because Al
and robots will cost employers far less
than human labor. Robots work 24
hours a day, 7 days a week. Robots do
not need sick days or healthcare. They
don’t take Christmas or New Year’s
Day off. They will end up costing em-
ployers a fraction of what human labor
costs.

As Dario Amodei, the head of An-
thropic, has said: AI isn’t a substitute
for specific human jobs but rather a
general labor substitute for humans.

And according to Open AI’s charter,
its charter, its mission is to build:

[H]ighly autonomous systems that out-
perform humans at most economically valu-
able work.

In other words, what these guys are
working toward is creating an AI
which can do virtually any job better
than a human being can do. What are
the impacts of that? Well, you know,
we might want to have a discussion
about that here in the Congress.

As the ranking member of the U.S.
Senate Health, Education, Labor and
Pensions Committee, I released a num-
ber of months ago a well-researched re-
port, finding that AI automation and
robotics could replace nearly 100 mil-
lion jobs in America over the next dec-
ade—100 million jobs—including 47 per-
cent of truck drivers, 64 percent of ac-
countants, and 89 percent of fast-food
workers, among many other occupa-
tions.

There are towns and cities in Amer-
ica we are already seeing a lot of driv-
erless vehicles. In Texas now, you have
18-wheelers going down the road, and
nobody is driving those trucks. And ev-
erything being equal, that will be the
future unless we begin to start talking
about it and figure out how we make
AT robotics work for workers, not just
the richest people on Earth.

We are already—not next year, not 10
years from now—we are already start-
ing to see the impact of AI on the
working class in this country. Re-
searchers at Stanford released a paper
in November called ‘‘Canaries in the
Coal Mine? Six Facts about the Recent
Employment Effects of Artificial Intel-
ligence’” that found that there has al-
ready been a 16-percent relative decline
in employment for younger workers in
jobs exposed to AI like computer pro-
gramming and customer service. Fur-
ther, 42 percent of new college grad-
uates are underemployed.

At the same time, for every new job
posting, there are now, on average, 242
job applicants. In other words, for our
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young people, getting a job is going to
be increasingly difficult.

If OpenAlI is successful in building
what they want to build—‘‘highly au-
tonomous systems that outperform hu-
mans at most economically valuable
work”—I have a very simple question
that we might be discussing here on
the floor of the Senate: What happens
to those workers? How will they be
able to find new jobs if there are no
jobs to find? How are they going to feed
their families? How are they going to
buy healthcare? How are they going to
stay alive if AI robotics eliminate mil-
lions of jobs and create massive unem-
ployment? How will people survive if
they have no income?

How do government programs like
Social Security and Medicare survive if
workers are not paying taxes? If you
don’t work, you don’t pay taxes.

Another question that we must be
discussing: What impact will AI have
on our ability to relate to each other
as human beings? What impact will it
have on our emotional well-being?

Well, work is one of the ways we con-
nect to each other. In many -cases,
work also gives our lives meaning and
purpose. We all, whether we are doctors
or janitors, scientists or snowplow op-
erators, want to serve our communities
and be productive members of society.
We want to give back. What happens
when millions of people lose their jobs,
their meaning and purpose, and their
source of connection to each other?

I am also concerned—and it is not
just me; parents all over this country
are deeply concerned—about the im-
pact AI is having on the emotional
well-being of our kids and, in fact, of
all people.

According to a recent poll by Com-
mon Sense Media, 72 percent of Amer-
ican teenagers say they have used AI
for companionship, and more than half
do so regularly.

So let’s take a deep breath and ask
ourselves a simple question: What does
it mean for our young people to form
friendships and become emotionally de-
pendent on AI while at the same time
becoming increasingly isolated from
other human beings?

Does anyone in America think that
the past 20 years of social media have
been good and healthy for children’s
mental health and cognitive capabili-
ties? I suspect most people understand
that is not the case.

The statistics are quite clear. Mental
health among young people is in crisis.
According to the U.S. Health and
Human Services Department, one in
five young people has a diagnosed men-
tal health condition such as anxiety or
depression. From 2016 to 2023, the prev-
alence of anxiety has increased by over
60 percent.

Further, and very importantly, stud-
ies indicate that there has been a cog-
nitive decline in young people in our
country and, in fact, in countries all
over the world. In America today, more
students are reading below a basic level
than 20 years ago. It appears that the
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more time kids spend on screens, the
worse it is for their brains.

Does anyone really think we should
now entrust the same big tech compa-
nies that have gotten our kids hooked
on screens and social media with even
more power over our children’s well-
being and development? That is a ques-
tion we need to be discussing long and
hard.

Here is another question that I think
we should be asking: Will AI result in
a massive invasion of our privacy and
our civil liberties?

For decades, companies have been
collecting our personal information—
what we search for online, where we
visit, who we talk to, what we pur-
chase. Now AI makes it possible for
someone to quickly analyze all of that
disparate information, find patterns,
and create profiles of us.

Larry Ellison—the second wealthiest
person on Earth and a major investor
in Al—predicts an Al-powered surveil-
lance state is coming wherein ‘‘citizens
will be on their best behavior because
we are constantly recording and re-
porting everything that is going on.”

Last week, in my office, I had an ex-
tremely interesting experience. I spoke
with Anthropic’s AI Claude about the
privacy risks posed by Al

Here is what Claude told me:

When companies and governments have de-
tailed profiles of millions of people, they
have power over those people in ways most
Americans don’t fully grasp. They can ma-
nipulate your choices, predict your behavior,
and influence your thinking.

That is from Claude. I don’t know if
you are supposed to quote AI, but that
is what AT said.

In other words, with AI, we will reach
the stage where every phone call, every
email, every text, and every bank and
medical record could be analyzed in a
matter of minutes. Do we trust compa-
nies that have made billions of dollars
in selling our information with this ex-
traordinary power to instantly know
everything about us?

My fear is that if we allow the cur-
rent situation to continue, privacy as a
human right will disappear.

Here is another question that needs
to be seriously discussed: What impact
will AT have on our democracy? We are
already facing enormous threats from a
corrupt campaign finance system, et
cetera. What impact will AI have on
our democracy?

Al will mean that images, state-
ments, and videos you see from public
officials and candidates may be totally
false. In other words, words can be put
into the mouths of individuals in a way
that it is virtually impossible to de-
tect.

Let me give you one rather personal
example. Here is an image of a guy
named BERNIE SANDERS, a Senator
from Vermont. In this image or on this
video, Senator BERNIE SANDERS is pro-
moting a website that provides a gov-
ernment rebate. There is just one prob-
lem: I never said the words that they
have coming out of my mouth. There is
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no government rebate. This whole
thing is a total scam. Well, I must say
the picture is not all that bad. But this
is something we are going to see more
and more of.

This is obviously not something just
known to me; the so-called deepfakes
have been created of many well-known
people. Sometimes you are seeing peo-
ple whom you know who say things
that sound a little weird. Why are they
saying that? Well, do you know what?
They are not saying that. It is a fake.

I want you to appreciate that if 2
days before an election, a candidate
gets up there and says all of these wild
and crazy things and you say ‘‘“Wow.
Why is that guy saying that?’’ Well, do
you know what? He or she may not be
saying that. It may be a total fake.

The line between reality, which is
what is true, and misinformation,
which is the distortion of truth, is in-
creasingly being blurred. We are seeing
that every day on the internet.

If we cannot distinguish between re-
ality and misinformation, what will, in
fact, happen to our democratic institu-
tions? It is an issue I think we need to
be thinking about.

Further, what impact is AI having on
our environment?

ATl requires zillions of calculations.
Those calculations require huge data
centers, which, in turn, require a mas-
sive amount of electricity and water.
For example, Meta is building a data
center in Louisiana that is the size of
Manhattan that will use as much elec-
tricity as 1.6 million homes. One data
center will use as much electricity as
1.6 million homes.

The increased demand for electricity
is leading to higher electricity rates.
Over the past 5 years, wholesale elec-
tricity costs have increased by up to
267 percent in areas near data centers.
Further, this increased demand will
drive a massive expansion of fossil
fuels when we are already seeing the
devastating impacts of the global crisis
of climate change.

A further question: Does AI pose an
existential risk to our planet and to
the survival of humanity?

It is rather a fundamental question
that I think we might want to be dis-
cussing, so let me pose it again.

Does AI pose an existential risk to
our planet and to the survival of hu-
manity?

This guy is named Dr. Geoffrey Hin-
ton. He is considered by most people to
be the godfather of AI. He did the
groundbreaking work which led us to
where we are today. He received a
Nobel Prize in Physics a few years ago.
What Dr. Hinton says is that there is a
10- to 20-percent chance they wipe us
out.

Many of the most knowledgeable peo-
ple on this issue of AI believe that AI
will become smarter than humans. It is
not a question of whether that will
happen; it is a question of when that
will happen. AI has already developed
concerning patterns. Al, today, can lie,
it can cheat, and it can blackmail. In
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other words, we already are beginning
to lose control of Al

What happens when AI becomes
smarter than we are? This concern
about superintelligence is why leading
experts like the godfather of AI, Dr.
Geoffrey Hinton, have warned there is
a real chance that AI could wipe out
humanity. I don’t want to get people
too nervous, but that is what some peo-
ple are saying.

It is not just Hinton; there are a
number of leading people. I was in Cali-
fornia last month, talking to a number
of people in the industry. The idea that
humans can lose control of AI and that
AT can act independently and cause ex-
traordinary damage to the human race
is not just science fiction; it is what
many of these guys believe.

That leads to my final set of ques-
tions: Where is the Congress?

Now, it is hard not to imagine that
these issues we are talking about are of
enormous consequence to every man,
woman, and child in this country. And
this is not new news. Poll after poll
shows the American people are deeply
concerned about the economic impacts
on their kids, the existential threats,
et cetera.

So where is Congress? What exactly
have the House and the Senate done so
far to address the extraordinary chal-
lenges posed by artificial intelligence?

The answer: Not much.

Well, why has Congress been totally
ineffective on this issue?

The answer will not surprise the
American people: We have a corrupt
campaign finance system, and too
often, Members of Congress are worried
about their campaign contributions
rather than the needs of their constitu-
ents.

The AI oligarchs, some of the
wealthiest people in the country run-
ning enormously profitable and well-
funded companies, have already spent
over $150 million buying influence, $150
million telling Congress: Leave us
alone. We got it. Don’t get involved in
these issues. We will determine—we,
the wealthiest people on Earth—will
determine the future of humanity.

Meanwhile, last week, the Trump ad-
ministration put out a ‘‘comprehen-
sive” legislative framework on AI that
is all of four pages long—not quite so
comprehensive. In the midst of a mas-
sive and unprecedented attack on the
working class of this country, the
Trump administration’s solution says:

Congress should not create any new federal
rulemaking body to regulate AI.

Leave the multibillionaires running
the industry alone. They make a lot of
campaign contributions—the rich are
getting richer. Leave them alone.

In the midst of a massive and unprec-
edented attack on our humanity, the
Trump administration’s solution says:

States should not be permitted to regulate
AT development.

In other words, instead of the U.S.
Congress representing the interests of
ordinary Americans, the Trump admin-
istration and many Members of Con-
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gress—in both parties, by the way—
want to allow a handful of billionaires
to race forward to develop AI for in-
creased power and wealth for them-
selves. That is the bad news, and it is
pretty scary news.

Now, here is the good news: The
American people—despite the inac-
tivity of Congress, the American people
are fighting back. In community after
community, Americans are organizing
against data centers that are powering
the AI revolution, and they are win-
ning, taking on very powerful corpora-
tions. And many of these communities
are deeply red, conservative; some are
progressive. But ordinary people look
around them and say: You know what.
We don’t think these data centers are
going to do our community any good.
They are going to raise our rates, put
pressure on our water, destroy the
local environment. We don’t want
them. In fact, more than 100 local com-
munities around the country have en-
acted moratoriums on data centers,
and 12 States are pushing forward with
statewide moratorium proposals.

And here is an important point that
I think has not gotten anywhere near
the discussion that it deserves. Three
years ago, in March of 2023, more than
1,000 leading AI experts, including Elon
Musk, Yoshua Bengio, Stuart Russell,
and many, many others—these are
leaders in industry—-called for AI labs
to ‘“‘“immediately pause for at least 6
months,’”’ and if such a pause were not
enacted, called on governments to
“‘step in and institute a moratorium.”

They recognized that ‘‘advanced AI
could represent a profound change in
the history of life on Earth, and should
be planned for and managed with com-
mensurate care and resources.”’

And then these experts—again, these
are some of the most knowledgeable
people on AI in the world—they asked
a series of questions:

Should we let machines flood our informa-
tion channels with propaganda and untruth?
Should we automate away all the jobs, in-
cluding the fulfilling ones? Should we de-
velop nonhuman minds that might eventu-
ally outnumber, outsmart, obsolete and re-
place us? Should we risk loss of control of
our civilization?

These are some of the leading and
most knowledgeable people in the AI
industry 3 years ago. They concluded:

Such decisions must not be delegated to
unelected tech leaders. Powerful AI systems
should be developed only once we are con-
fident that their effects will be positive and
their risks will be manageable.

And I agree with what these sci-
entists and industry leaders said. We
need to slow down the development of
Al to give democracy, to give ordinary
people, a chance to catch up.

Unfortunately, several years have
come and gone since this letter has
come out, and there has been no pause,
and there has been no action of signifi-
cance on the part of Congress.

And that is why I will be introducing
legislation tomorrow to ban the devel-
opment of new AI data centers. A mor-
atorium will give us the chance to fig-

S1587

ure out how to make sure that AI bene-
fits the working families of this coun-
try, not just a handful of billionaires
who want more and more wealth and
more and more power. A moratorium
will give us the time to figure out how
to ensure that AI is safe and effective
and prevent the worst outcomes. A
moratorium will give us the time to
figure out how to make sure AI does
not harm our environment or jack up
the electric bills that we pay. Bottom
line: A moratorium will give the Amer-
ican people the time to determine how
we can make AI and robotics work for
them, not just a few wealthy people.

We need to pass this moratorium
here. We need to slow down the devel-
opment of AI around the world, and we
need to bring the international com-
munity together to address the risk
posed by Al

And I can tell you that, in China, in
Europe, in countries all over the world,
there is deep concern about the safety
of AI and the possible loss of human
control over Al

So we are looking at the most sweep-
ing and impactful technological revolu-
tion in the history of humanity. It will
impact all of us in so many ways. Yet
Congress remains too busy raising con-
tributions from the industry rather
than standing up for the needs of the
working people. That has got to
change.

I look forward to working with my
colleagues to make sure that we finally
pass a moratorium, slow this down, and
make AI robotics work for all of us,
not just the few.

I yield the floor.

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Ms. LLUM-
MIS). The Senator from Delaware.

SAVE AMERICA ACT

Mr. COONS. Madam President, the
business of this body today has been
the so-called SAVE America Act, a leg-
islative proposal from my colleagues in
the Republican Party that is presented
as a simple voter ID bill. Who could be
against that, requiring ID to vote?

But it is actually a far more destruc-
tive bill, a bill that could be character-
ized as the ‘‘Save Republicans From
Accountability Act,” the bill that is
designed to make it much harder to
vote for tens of millions of Americans.
And so to try and address some of the
underlying problems, challenges, with
this bill, T have offered several amend-
ments, and I want to speak to them
this evening.

My Republican colleagues who have
spoken repeatedly on this floor about
this bill love to say how popular voter
ID is: 83 percent of Americans support
it. Well, if my Republican colleagues
believe we should pass this bill because
of its popularity, shouldn’t we start
with another policy that is even more
popular? Eighty-seven percent of
Americans Dbelieve criminal back-
ground checks should be required for
all gun purchases. That would mean
closing existing loopholes that allow
folks in the United States to purchase
weapons without going through the
background check process.
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And that poll saying 87 percent sup-
port it, it is not from some leftist
group; it is from FOX News. Of course,
universal background checks are pop-
ular. Americans are sick of the daily
tragedies of gun violence in our com-
munities across our country. They are
sick of attacks in schools, in grocery
stores, at concerts, in churches, in
communities. They are sick and tired
of tiny coffins. So I have introduced an
amendment to the SAVE Act, adding a
provision that would require universal
background checks. So let’s get this
popular and bipartisan amendment
passed. And if, as my colleagues claim,
the SAVE America Act is not a burden
but actually a protection of the right
to vote, shouldn’t other constitutional
rights, fundamental freedoms, be sub-
ject to the same sorts of rules? Forty-
seven thousand Americans were killed
in gun violence in 2023, the leading
cause of death for children and teens in
many States.

And the SAVE Act is presented as a
solution to the problem of those who
are not citizens voting. It is a solution
in search of a problem. The Heritage
Foundation—the Heritage Founda-
tion—went through and looked, over
decades, over all the ballots cast in 23
years and found 77 proven cases of bal-
lots cast by noncitizens. That is a tiny
percentage.

For every ballot cast by a noncitizen,
14,000 Americans are Kkilled by a gun
each year. You can tell me which is the
bigger problem.

So shouldn’t buying a gun be at least
as difficult as voting under the bill ad-
vanced by my colleagues? My amend-
ment would bring the same restrictions
that the SAVE America Act wants to
bring to voting to gun buying. If you
need a passport and a birth certificate
to vote, why not to buy a semiauto-
matic rifle? All of our constitutional
rights should be protected, so why not
apply the standards to the Second
Amendment that my colleagues hope
to apply to the right to vote?

I hope we will take it up, debate it,
and pass it.

Let me speak to another amendment
that I am offering to the SAVE Amer-
ica Act. The SAVE America Act takes
away the ability to register to vote by
mail or online. You have to go in per-
son to a specific place with documents,
and yet millions of Americans live in
rural areas, hours away from these rel-
evant government offices. What if you
can’t drive? What if you can’t take
time off of work? What about the cost
of all that gas as the price of gas keeps
skyrocketing? It would take away the
ability to reregister and to vote for
these rural Americans. So I filed an
amendment that says: For those Amer-
icans who live 50 miles away or more
from the closest election office, they
can register by mail or online.

The passport process is particularly
challenging for rural voters who can’t
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get a new passport online or by mail.
You have to show up in person at a
government office to apply, then get to
the election office to register once you
get your passport. How many more
hoops do my Republican colleagues
want to make rural voters jump
through in order to vote?

My amendment would permit those
who live 50 miles or more away from a
passport office or an election office to
apply for their passport online or by
phone.

The cost of living keeps going up. To
get a passport doesn’t just take time
and travel, it costs $165. So I filed an
amendment that would make passports
for the purposes of voting free for
American citizens.

The SAVE America Act has another
basic flaw. It would make it difficult to
vote for the nearly 70 million American
women who changed their name in
marriage, where their current name is
different than the name on their birth
certificate. That includes, obviously,
many people of concern but particu-
larly my wife and my mother have dif-
ferent last names today than they did
the day they were born.

One of the things that is, I think, a
fundamental flaw to the SAVE Amer-
ica Act is it allows those women to
vote if they have a passport. Yet mil-
lions of Americans do not have pass-
ports, and the cost and the difficulty of
getting them, I think, is too big a bar-
rier to voting.

What about veterans? Will we actu-
ally make them drive for hours to re-
register? I am working on an amend-
ment to partner with the VA to make
it easier for veterans to administer.

And so, frankly, I have many amend-
ments I would like to discuss, but these
are the few I will bring up this evening
because, before we get to a final vote
on the SAVE America Act, we need to
perfect it because the right to vote is a
sacred right in America, and this is a
bill in search of a problem, not solving
that problem.

Madam President, the Trump admin-
istration owes my constituents money.
It owes a lot of Americans money. The
administration owes you $166 billion in
illegal tariff revenue. Just over a year
ago with what he called ‘‘Liberation
Day,” President Trump imposed wildly
irresponsible tariffs on virtually every
country on Earth, including our closest
allies and those with whom he con-
cluded trade deals like Canada and
Mexico. It has damaged our relation-
ships abroad, it has harmed our na-
tional security, and frankly, it has im-
posed what is the equivalent of a na-
tional sales tax on hundreds of millions
of consumers.

Well, after a year of litigation, the
Supreme Court ruled in February by a
6-t0-3 majority that those tariffs are il-
legal, that under the Constitution, the
tariff power—the taxing power—is as-
signed to the Congress, not to the
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President. Trump promised Americans
he would bring down costs on day one,
but through tariffs did the exact oppo-
site. If someone had stolen money out
of your wallet, out of your family’s
bank account, you would want it back.

The average American household has
paid $1,700 in tariffs now declared ille-
gal by the Supreme Court. Our Presi-
dent took that money out of the pock-
ets of Americans and should now give
it back, so I am here demanding Dela-
ware’s money back for Delawareans. I
am a proud cosponsor of a bill to do
just that. Families need that money
back now because they are increasingly
struggling.

Because of the war in Iran, gas in
Delaware was $2.87 a gallon just over a
month ago; it is now, today, $3.79. The
cost of groceries have gone up. The
cost of healthcare has gone up. The
cost of electricity has gone up. The
cost of gas has gone up. Why are these
costs going up? Partly the reckless war
with Iran, but also tariffs. After the
Supreme Court struck down the IEEPA
tariffs—that is the law on which they
were based—Trump proposed and put in
place a new 10-percent global tariff.

One of the things I get called about
the most is the cost of housing. Our lit-
tle State of Delaware needs to build
24,000 new homes by 2030 to meet the
demands for housing, yet many of the
key inputs—lumber from Canada,
drywall from Mexico, fixtures and fea-
tures, the faucets and bathroom vani-
ties—imported from outside our coun-
try face stiff tariffs.

The costs of home ownership and
housing keep going up, and my Tariff
Exclusion Act would eliminate those
tariffs and bring those costs back down
because this just isn’t right or fair to
the people of Delaware and our Na-
tion—folks who are building and inno-
vating, folks who are farming, folks
who are launching small businesses,
folks just trying to put food on the
table, clothes on their kids’ backs, and
send them to school and keep them
safe. They have paid too much in tar-
iffs, and our President should pay our
people back.

I yield the floor.

ADJOURNMENT UNTIL TOMORROW
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under
the previous order, the Senate stands
adjourned until 12 noon tomorrow.
Thereupon, the Senate, at 8:33 p.m.,
adjourned until Wednesday, March 25,
2026, at 12 noon.

—————

CONFIRMATION
Executive nomination confirmed by
the Senate March 24, 2026:
DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE

COLIN MCDONALD, OF CALIFORNIA, TO BE AN ASSIST-
ANT ATTORNEY GENERAL.
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