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pardoned in this country and what he
did. That is what this resolution is all
about—transparency for the American
people. It is about time.

With that, Mr. President, pursuant to
section 502B(c) of the Foreign Assist-
ance Act of 1961, I move to discharge
the Committee on Foreign Relations
from further consideration of S. Res.
616.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
clerk will report.

The senior assistant legislative clerk
read as follows:

Motion to discharge S. Res. 616 from the
Committee on Foreign Relations, a resolu-
tion requesting information on Honduras’s
human rights practices pursuant to section
502B(c) of the Foreign Assistance Act of 1961.

Ms. CORTEZ MASTO. I know of no
further debate.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there
further debate?

VOTE ON MOTION TO DISCHARGE

If not, the question is on agreeing to
the motion to discharge.

Ms. CORTEZ MASTO. 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-
ator is necessarily absent: the Senator
from Kentucky (Mr. MCCONNELL).

Mr. DURBIN. I announce that the
Senator from Colorado (Mr. BENNET),
the Senator from Delaware (Ms. BLUNT
ROCHESTER), the Senator from New Jer-
sey (Mr. BOOKER), the Senator from Ar-
izona (Mr. GALLEGO), and the Senator
from Arizona (Mr. KELLY) are nec-
essarily absent.

The result was announced—yeas 44,
nays 50, as follows:

[Rollcall Vote No. 179 Leg.]

YEAS—44
Alsobrooks Hirono Sanders
Baldwin Kaine Schatz
Blumenthal Kim Schiff
Cantwell King Schumer
Cassidy Klobuchar Shaheen
Collins Lujan Slotkin
Corten Mast Morklog Smith

ortez Masto erkley

Duckworth Murphy %zr;n}éﬁllen
Durbin Murray Warnock
Fetterman Ossoff
Gillibrand Padilla Warren
Hassan Peters Welch
Heinrich Reed Whitehouse
Hickenlooper Rosen Wyden

NAYS—50
Armstrong Graham Moreno
Banks Grassley Murkowski
Barrasso Hagerty Paul
Blackburn Hawley Ricketts
Boozman Hoeven Risch
Britt Husted Rounds
Budd Hyde-Smith Schmitt
Capito Johnson
Cornyn Justice 222:: gé‘;
Cotton Kennedy Sheehy
Cramer Lankford .
Crapo Lee Sullivan
Cruz Lummis Thu'ne
Curtis Marshall Tillis
Daines McCormick Tuberville
Ernst Moody Wicker
Fischer Moran Young
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NOT VOTING—6

Booker
Gallego

Bennet
Blunt Rochester
The motion was rejected.
The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr.
MORENO). The Senator from Nevada.

———
UNANIMOUS CONSENT REQUESTS

Ms. ROSEN. Mr. President, at a time
when hard-working families across this
country are being squeezed by sky-
rocketing costs, you would think that
the President of the United States and
Washington Republicans would be fo-
cused on finding ways to help people af-
ford their groceries, access affordable
healthcare, and keep communities safe.

In fact, that is what Donald Trump
himself ran on. He promised he would
lower costs ‘“‘on day one.” That is a
quote, ‘‘on day one.”

Instead, now that he is in office,
Trump is completely fixated on his cor-
rupt slush fund where he would give
your tax dollars—your tax dollars—to
his political allies.

So how did we get here? Donald
Trump sued his own IRS and Treasury
Department to try to get $10 billion—
your tax dollars—for himself. But then,
of course, he was so kind that he
agreed to drop his lawsuit against his
own government—our government—as
long as it set up a slush fund of $1.8 bil-
lion to pay out to his allies, supporters,
and even January 6 rioters who as-
saulted police officers.

Understandably, the American people
strongly oppose this corrupt attempt
to misuse their tax dollars. So the Jus-
tice Department had to come out and
claim that the fund is dead.

But Donald Trump has made it per-
fectly clear that he still wants his
slush fund to move forward so he can
pay January 6 rioters who beat up po-
lice officers at the U.S. Capitol on Jan-
uary 6. I was here, and, frankly, I don’t
trust his cronies to put an end to it. It
is unbelievable.

Whether it is $1 billion for a ball-
room, $1.8 billion for a slush fund,
Trump is focused on himself, not on
the hardships of our communities—
your communities—our families, not
on the hardships people are facing.

Our families are struggling to put
food on the table. Our families are wor-
ried about losing their healthcare. Our
police departments are struggling with
staffing shortages. That is why Con-
gress has a responsibility to put an end
to this wasteful slush fund, once and
for all.

So I have introduced a package of
three bills that would make sure the
slush fund can never happen and would
instead redirect that $1.8 billion to pro-
grams that actually help hard-working
families and keep our communities
safe.

My first bill would permanently
block the slush fund from being cre-
ated, and if the Trump administration
still moves ahead with it, it would di-
rect the funding to SNAP, the food as-
sistance program that Washington Re-
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publicans have gutted to pay for their
One Big Beautiful Bill.

So in Nevada alone, nearly 55,000 peo-
ple lost SNAP benefits between July of
last year and January of this year. And
as a reminder, 40 percent of SNAP re-
cipients in Nevada are children—are
children. Children are going hungry be-
cause of Trump’s cuts to pay to billion-
aires.

That means nearly 55,000 Nevadans
now have to worry about how they are
going to afford groceries at a time
when groceries and gas prices are just
going through the literal roof.

Now, imagine how many families $1.8
billion could help feed. Imagine how
many parents could feed their children
with that kind of money instead of
paying January 6 rioters and Trump’s
allies.

And in my State, that kind of money
could restore SNAP benefits for all
55,000 Nevadans—55,000 Nevadans who
lost their benefits for more than 15
years.

I could feed those families for 15
years.

Mr. President, so I ask unanimous
consent that the Committee on the Ju-
diciary be discharged, and the Senate
now proceed to the immediate consid-
eration of S. 4705; further, I ask con-
sent that the bill be considered read a
third time and passed, and that the
motion to reconsider be considered
made and laid upon the table.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there
objection?

The Senator from Florida.

Mr. SCOTT of Florida. Mr. President,
reserving the right to object.

The only reason we are standing here
and having this debate in the first
place is because Democrats in adminis-
tration after administration repeatedly
weaponized the Federal Government
against their political opponents and
the American people. That is the entire
reason this fund was proposed.

Weaponization of government by the
Democratic administration is the en-
tire reason for the lawsuit, and my
Democrat colleagues could not distract
from that fact by pretending to care
about fiscal responsibility or the cost
of living.

Democrats and Republicans in Con-
gress running massive deficits is why
the cost of living has skyrocketed.

Look at what the Democrats did
when they controlled government
under the Biden administration. Infla-
tion hit 9 percent. At the same time,
they weaponized the government.

I, unfortunately, have seen it first-
hand. Democrats weaponized the gov-
ernment over the past three Demo-
cratic administrations. Under the Clin-
ton administration, my company was
illegally targeted by our government
because I dared to stand up against
‘“‘Hillary care.”

Under the Obama administration, we
saw conservative nonprofits targeted
by the IRS to sabotage their mission to
oppose the Obama machine.

Under the Biden administration, I
was surveilled again illegally. My tax
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returns were stolen and leaked to the
public. Did the Biden administration
do anything about it? Absolutely not. I
was spied on after January 6. Demo-
crats weaponized the government to
target me and people like me. Not one
person has ever been held accountable,
and now they want to object to com-
pensating victims.

How about Democrats apologize to
people whose doors they beat down,
whose information they stole, whose
privacy they violated, and whose lives
they ruined?

What about Scott Smith, a father
just miles from this Chamber in
Loudoun County who was targeted by
the FBI because he demanded account-
ability from the school board after his
daughter was sexually assaulted at
school and the school board tried to
cover it up.

How about Joe Robertson, a 77-year-
old Montana Navy veteran—a vet-
eran—who was fined $130,000 and sen-
tenced to 18 months in prison for build-
ing a pond in his remote property to
fight forest fires because the govern-
ment would not do its job to keep his
family safe?

What about the specific religious
groups that were targeted? Catholics
were singled out by the Biden adminis-
tration as potential domestic terror
threats for living their beliefs. Mark
Houck, a father of seven kids and pro-
life activist was targeted and publicly
arrested for his protests. His home was
raided, he was dragged through Federal
court, and he faced trumped-up charges
for the crime of living his Catholic
faith.

DOJ data shows that they
weaponized the FACE Act for decades
to throw the book at pro-lifers who ex-
pressed their First Amendment rights.

I think any government that has the
power to villainize one specific reli-
gious group or belief is a serious prob-
lem that precedes disaster. That is why
back in my home State I am fighting
against self-proclaimed Nazis like
Kanye West for performing in my State
using public dollars and facilities.

It is clear from DOJ evidence that
the Biden administration weaponized
the government. Meanwhile, Members
of this body gave themselves the power
to sue over being surveilled in Arctic
Frost, yet Democrats don’t want to ex-
tend that remedy to the American peo-
ple they serve.

If the Democrats want lower costs for
American families, they should look at
how Congress spends money. Congress
is spending $2 trillion—$2 trillion—
more than we take in year after year.

If you spend more money than you
take in, in government, it causes the
cost of living to increase. Has a single
Democrat acknowledged a problem
with that? No.

Democrats walked away from this
year’s appropriations negotiations be-
cause Republicans refused to run the
outrageous deficits Democrats want to
continue to force onto the backs of the
American people. Do my Democrat col-

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — SENATE

leagues know what that deficit spend-
ing does? It fuels inflation, which
makes your dollar buy less and less and
forces prices higher.

Still my Democrat colleagues just
want to spend and spend and spend. I
am a victim of weaponized govern-
ment. The American people are victims
of weaponized government. A lot of
them need to be made whole as best as
we can.

If my Democratic colleagues want to
decrease spending to lower the cost of
living, great, me too. Let’s balance the
budget. We all have to do it in our
homes. Let’s go find some wasteful ear-
marks and fraudulent programs to cut.
We know they are there. Thousands are
there. These bills are nothing more
than a bad-faith attempt to slander Re-
publicans because the Democrats want
to deflect from their own documented
history of corruption and
weaponization.

I absolutely object.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ob-
jection is heard.

The Senator from Nevada.

Ms. ROSEN. Mr. President, if my Re-
publican colleagues want to make
prices lower, they can start by remov-
ing tariffs and not entering into unnec-
essary wars, but I want to get back to
the issue at hand, which this slush
fund. The slush fund, if it is truly dead
like some say, then why not pass my
bill?

Why not make sure that it is gone for
good? What are Republicans so afraid
of? And so if feeding hungry children
isn’t Washington Republicans’ priority,
there is another chance for them to do
the right thing for our families. Be-
cause last year, Washington Repub-
licans gutted—gutted—Medicaid and
took healthcare coverage from millions
of Americans in need so that they
could give more tax breaks to billion-
aires, people who need it the least.

They gutted healthcare for families
to give tax breaks to billionaires. And
as of January of this year, nearly
170,000 fewer Nevadans were enrolled in
Medicaid compared to 2023. That means
fewer people seeing a doctor, fewer peo-
ple getting preventive care, fewer peo-
ple being able to afford treatment or
the medication that they need, fewer
people getting the care they need for
their children when they are chron-
ically or terminally ill. It is cruel, and
the money that Trump wants for his
slush fund could pay for more than 2
years of Medicaid coverage for every
Nevadan who lost it because of these
Republican cuts for payouts to billion-
aires.

So instead of rewarding Trump’s po-
litical allies, we can help families get
healthcare because nothing is more im-
portant than your health. Nothing.

A diagnosis can change your life in
an instant, and I want people to be able
to afford their prescriptions. I want
people to be able to take their children
to see a doctor. A diagnosis changes
your life, and they took away
healthcare.
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And so a much better use for tax-
payer dollars, that is what I want to
do. I want to put it back into those Ne-
vada families who are struggling with
those life-altering diagnoses that we
are all so very afraid of. And that is
what my second bill aims to do. It will
permanently block this slush fund from
being created.

And if the Trump administration
finds a way to move ahead with this,
my bill would redirect the $1.8 billion
to Medicaid, to help those mothers
that I talked to, those parents, again,
with sick children, to help those taking
care of their family members. It mat-
ters. It is caring. And what they are
doing and what they did to cut Med-
icaid is cruel.

Mr. President, so I ask unanimous
consent that the Committee on the Ju-
diciary be discharged, and the Senate
now proceed to the immediate consid-
eration of S. 4703; further, I ask con-
sent that the bill be considered read a
third time and passed, and that the
motions to reconsider be considered
made and laid upon the table.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there
objection?

The Senator from Florida.

Mr. SCOTT of Florida. Mr. President,
in my lifetime, the cost of healthcare
for a family of four has gone from $700
a year to over $25,000. ObamaCare,
which my Democratic colleagues all
supported, was supposed to reduce fam-
ily healthcare costs by $2,500. If that
was true, we wouldn’t be worried here
about healthcare costs, would we? If
you look at the cost of a new car in my
lifetime it has gone from 16, 1,700
bucks. I think the minimum new car is
probably $20,000.

If you look at the cost of housing, it
just came out that in 242 cities in this
country, the starter home is a million
dollars. Now, what has caused all this?
Government. Bigger and bigger govern-
ment, more and more regulations.
There is a study that just came out
that said the Federal regulations I
think it costs $3 trillion a year, some-
thing like $15,000 per family.

So if my Democratic colleagues actu-
ally really cared about the cost of liv-
ing, they would stop passing bills that
would have more and more regulation
and stop running $2 trillion deficits.

Now, as I already said, what we are
talking about in these bills are nothing
more than a bad-faith attempt to slan-
der Republicans because Democrats
want to deflect from their own docu-
mented history of corruption and
weaponization by Democratic adminis-
trations.

This is a history of targeting every-
day Republicans, congressional oppo-
nents, Catholics, Christians, pro-life
groups, gun owners, military officers
that don’t adhere to leftwing politics,
parents standing up for their kids and
challenging school boards, veterans
working on their private property,
farmers challenging our DC bureau-
crats, and any American that fails to
pay tribute to the tyrants of their ad-
ministrative state.
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Therefore, I object.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ob-
jection is heard.

The Senator from Nevada.

Ms. ROSEN. Mr. President, the objec-
tion is truly a shame because people
will suffer and people will be damaged
by poor health and some may lose their
life from lack of care.

So my Washington Republican
friends, they won’t agree on funding
SNAP and feeding those hungry chil-
dren in Nevada for 15 or so years, fund-
ing Medicaid to help families again.

Perhaps we could agree on giving this
funding for the men and women of law
enforcement. Surely, they must stand
up for law enforcement and for public
safety and for community safety be-
cause across America our police de-
partments are facing staffing short-
ages, recruitment challenges, retention
issues.

Officers are being asked to do more
with fewer resources. So the money
from Trump’s slush fund could fund
more than 3 years of the COPS Hiring
Program to help communities hire and
retain more officers. It could fully fund
more than 3 years of the Public Safety
Officers’ Benefits Program.

What is this program? It helps sup-
port the families of officers who are
killed or permanently disabled in the
line of duty. Nothing could be more im-
portant than supporting those families.
Surely, Republicans want to help fami-
lies of fallen or disabled officers.

And so the irony here is almost hard
to believe, Republicans love to talk
about how supportive they are of law
enforcement, and yet Donald Trump
wants to use your tax dollars to pay
people who assaulted police officers
right here in this Capitol in this room
in this Chamber where we stand today
on January 6.

And I think, and I hope, surely we
can all agree, that the funding would
be put to better use to support our men
and women in uniform, our police offi-
cers. So my third and final bill would
permanently block the slush fund from
being created. And if the Trump admin-
istration still forges ahead with it, my
bill would redirect the funding to Fed-
eral law enforcement programs.

So I ask unanimous consent that the
Committee on the Judiciary be dis-
charged, and that the Senate now pro-
ceed to the immediate consideration of
S. 4704; further, I ask consent that the
bill 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?

The Senator from Florida.

Mr. SCOTT of Florida. Mr. President,
reserving the right to object.

So it is interesting that, you know,
my Democratic colleague cares about
law enforcement. In the last, what,
year and a half, in this last year and a
half—what—the government has been
shut down three times, so all the Fed-
eral Government wasn’t paid.

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — SENATE

I never heard my Democratic col-
leagues that that didn’t bother them
then. Look at what we just finished.
Federal law enforcement, ICE, and CBP
weren’t paid. They shut down the gov-
ernment this whole year. They had no
interest in funding Homeland Security.

So these bills are nothing more than
a bad-faith attempt to slander Repub-
licans because the Democrats want to
deflect from their own documented his-
tory of Democrat administrations’ cor-
ruption and weaponization.

Let’s remember: Democrat adminis-
trations have targeted everyday Re-
publicans, congressional opponents,
Catholics, Christians, pro-life groups,
gun owners, military officers, parents
standing up for their kids—I just can’t
imagine—parents standing up for their
kids and challenging school boards,
veterans working on their own private
property, farmers challenging the
power of DC bureaucrats, and any
American that fails to pay tribute to
the tyrants of the Democrat adminis-
trative state.

Therefore, I object.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ob-
jection is heard.

The Senator from Nevada.

Ms. ROSEN. Mr. President, you
know, this is truly a shame. It is ex-
tremely disappointing to me because
by blocking these bills, Washington Re-
publicans are paying tribute. They are
paying tribute to the President, and
they are saying that they approve of
Donald Trump wasting 1.8 billion tax-
payer dollars to pay his political allies
and January 6 rioters.

They may claim the slush fund is
dead because Trump and his adminis-
tration say it is. But does anybody be-
lieve them? I would say not too many.

And so that is why I tried to pass
these bills and create a fail-safe mecha-
nism to redirect funding to food, to
healthcare, to public safety, and so if
Trump still tries to create this slush
fund, we have a way to put it toward
something good for our communities.

Unfortunately, Washington Repub-
licans blocked these commonsense ef-
forts.

I yield the floor.

Mr. SCOTT of Florida. Mr. President,
first off, there is no fund. So we are
talking about a fund that has never
been created. And then we are talking
about how the Democrats supposedly
care about the cost of living when ev-
erything they do raises the cost of liv-
ing—everything.

Government is your problem. If you
have a cost-of-living problem, govern-
ment did it to you. If your education
costs are high, government did that to
you. When I went to school, junior col-
lege was 200 bucks a semester. I went
there because college was $250; the uni-
versity was $2565. Government did that.
Look at what it is now—thousands and
thousands of dollars. People end up
with debt. When I went to school, peo-
ple didn’t end up with debt.

Government has done all this. Gov-
ernment has caused the cost of living
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to be high. There is no fund. We are
talking about a fund that has never
been created, and we are talking about
the cost of living that is caused by Big
Government.

I yield the floor.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Connecticut.

———

IRAN

Mr. MURPHY. Mr. President, I have
long wanted this war with Iran to end.
Every single day, this war has become
a deepening, cascading disaster for the
American people as gas prices eclipse
$6 a gallon in many places, as Ameri-
cans are killed, as new wars break out
in the region, as farms go bankrupt
with the ballooning diesel prices. Every
single day this war has gone on, it has
become a worse debacle for the United
States and the American people.

And so I have been prepared to swal-
low, basically, any deal to end the war,
and my desire is still to stop this war.
I knew the deal was likely going to be
bad. I knew the deal was likely going
to be humiliating for the United States
of America. But I didn’t know it was
going to be this humiliating. I didn’t
know the deal was going to be this bad.

The war needs to end, basically, upon
any terms, but it is important for us
tonight, as we are reading the details
of this agreement, to understand how
the terms of this agreement are final,
clear, and total proof of how calami-
tous this war was and how it should be
a lesson for both Republicans and
Democrats, for this administration and
every future administration, to never
make this mistake again.

So let’s go through the terms of this
agreement, which is all of two pages,
negotiated by real estate developers
cosplaying as diplomats. Let’s start
with the immediate commitments.
What are the immediate commitments
that Iran is making and the United
States is making?

Iran is making no new commitments.
They are agreeing to open the strait.
The strait was open before the war
began.

They are promising that they will
not develop or obtain a nuclear weap-
on. They had already promised that be-
fore the war began.

And they are agreeing to talk about
restraining their nuclear research pro-
gram. They were willing to talk about
that prior to the war beginning.

So Iran is making no new commit-
ments that did not exist before the
war. Before the war, they committed to
keep the strait open. Before the war,
they committed to develop no nuclear
weapons. Before the war, they were
willing to talk about the rest of their
nuclear research program.

What is the United States commit-
ting to in this agreement? Well, it is a
little hard to decipher because of the
terms, which are either mistakenly or
deliberately fuzzy, but we at least
know that the United States is com-
mitting immediately to release all oil
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