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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. 

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 $255. 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 

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. 
f 

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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sanctions and to let Iran trade oil for 
free all around the world. That is bil-
lions—billions—of windfall dollars to 
the Iranian Treasury. 

The United States is agreeing to free 
up frozen Iranian money. It could be 
around $24 billion that will be going 
immediately to the U.S. Treasury. 

Those are the immediate commit-
ments that the United States is mak-
ing. OK. Let’s talk about what is not in 
this agreement—what is not included 
in the commitments that are being 
made in the short term. 

Iran is making no commitments on 
reductions or controls on their missile 
program or their drone program or 
their support for terrorism. 

In fact, you can see a video today of 
Donald Trump, saying: I think it is 
cool for Iran to have missiles. I think 
it is kind of unfair to say that Iran 
shouldn’t have missiles if everybody 
else has them. 

He literally said this on TV today. 
For the last 100 days, Donald Trump 

and the administration have been tell-
ing us that the American people have 
to sacrifice and go to war and spend 
billions of dollars and have 13 Ameri-
cans killed and suffer through $6-a-gal-
lon gas prices because we have to stop 
Iran from having missiles. The Pre-
siding Officer and I have sat in brief-
ings in which we have been told that 
the point of this war is to destroy 
Iran’s missile capacity, and now the 
President is saying: Eh, it just doesn’t 
matter. 

President Trump’s goals shifted, but 
they seemed to be to get a regime that 
was more friendly to the United States 
and to Israel. We have a harder-line re-
gime now in charge of the country than 
we did before. We had a doddering, 80- 
year-old Ayatollah. We now have a, 
frankly, much more capable and much 
more provocative hard-line regime. 

He said he wanted to get rid of the 
drone program. The drone program is 
still there. There is nothing in this 
agreement about their drone program. 
He wanted to get rid of their missile 
program. There is nothing in this 
agreement about their missile pro-
gram. 

He wanted to get rid of their nuclear 
program, and he pledged that he would 
carry out this war in a way that got a 
better deal than President Obama did. 
Of course, he had to promise that be-
cause he pulled out of the JCPOA. He 
got none of it in this agreement. He got 
none of it in this agreement. Yes, in 
this agreement, there is a suggestion 
that there is now going to be a negotia-
tion between the United States and 
Iran over their nuclear program, but 
that negotiation was available before 
this war began. 

The President may argue that this 
war has given him additional leverage. 
That is nonsensical. There is fun-
damentally less leverage today than 
there was before the war began. Let’s 
just go through it for a second. 

When Obama was negotiating the nu-
clear deal, he had the oil sanctions in 

place. Those are the most serious sanc-
tions, right? Iran runs on oil revenue, 
so the primary leverage Obama had 
during those negotiations was the oil 
sanctions. We are releasing all of the 
oil sanctions before the nuclear nego-
tiations happen. That is malpractice. 
Overnight, immediately, the leverage 
available for nuclear negotiations es-
sentially goes up in smoke. 

We are also giving them billions of 
dollars in frozen funds. 

In the earlier negotiations, President 
Obama had Russia and China on our 
side. Donald Trump has mishandled 
foreign relations such that now China 
and Russia are on the Iranians’ side. It 
is fundamentally different leverage. 

Maybe most importantly, President 
Obama had the threat of military ac-
tion. If you don’t get a deal, we can al-
ways take military action. Well, that 
leverage is gone as well because Iran 
took our best shot and not only sur-
vived but got the United States to sign 
an agreement where we are paying 
them billions of dollars in order to end 
the war, including a suggestion that we 
are going to create a $300 billion rep-
arations fund. Guess what. If you have 
studied history, you know that the 
winning side doesn’t pay reparations. 
The losers pay reparations. 

So the Iranians don’t have to worry 
about oil sanctions. They are gone. The 
Iranians don’t have to worry about get-
ting back their frozen funds. We are 
transferring them. They don’t have to 
worry about an American military re-
sponse because they have already seen 
it, and they have survived. And they 
don’t need to worry about going up 
against the United States, China, and 
Russia because China and Russia are 
now on their side. 

These nuclear negotiations are just 
destined to fail. I hope I am wrong, but 
on the backside of this war, the Presi-
dent has almost no leverage. What is 
left? This agreement drops the oil sanc-
tions. It frees up the frozen funds. He 
has already played the military card. 

There is a suggestion in this docu-
ment that there is going to be a spe-
cific negotiation about the enriched 
uranium that Iran holds. Now, remem-
ber when Obama was negotiating with 
Iran, they had 15-percent enriched ura-
nium. They weren’t close to the enrich-
ment capacity to make a bomb. Today, 
they have a 60-percent enrichment ca-
pacity. Because Donald Trump pulled 
out of the agreement, Iran now has 60 
percent. Everybody knows that, to get 
from 60 to the quality you need to 
produce a bomb, it takes a matter of 
days. 

Iran says in this agreement that they 
will talk about the enriched uranium, 
but they are willing to talk about the 
enriched uranium being degraded to 3 
percent, which is the number in the 
JCPOA. So they basically signal in this 
agreement that, yeah, we will talk 
about getting rid of our enriched ura-
nium or diluting it, but we are just 
going to talk about the same thing 
that we were talking to the Obama ad-
ministration about. 

All of this was predictable. All of this 
was predictable. I have listened to my 
hard-line colleagues argue that the 
only way to stop Iran from getting a 
nuclear weapon or to destroy their mis-
siles or to stop their support for ter-
rorism is to go to war with Iran. Well, 
we went to war with Iran for 100 days, 
and on the backside of it, they still 
have their nuclear program, they still 
have their missiles, they still have 
their drones, they are still supporting 
terrorism. It didn’t work, and most of 
us knew it wasn’t going to work. Most 
of us said that, if you go to war with 
Iran, we will end up in a worse posi-
tion, and here we are in a fundamen-
tally worse position. 

The entire scope of this agreement 
basically boils down to a multibillion- 
dollar payment to Iran so that Iran 
opens the Strait of Hormuz. What a 
disaster that is. To add insult to in-
jury, the text says that Iran promises 
to open the strait—for 10 years? No. 
For 5 years? For a year? No. 

Iran says: We will open the Strait of 
Hormuz for 2 months toll free. Then, 
after that period of time, we will con-
sult with the Government of Oman on 
the tolling structure. 

So open for 60 days and then Oman 
and Iran will talk about the new struc-
ture. 

I knew it was going to be a 
humiliating agreement. I didn’t know 
it was going to be this humiliating. I 
want the war to end, and I am willing 
to stomach a bad deal, but this agree-
ment exposes what a colossal mistake 
it was—the biggest foreign policy blun-
der of 20 years—to start this war and 
why every hawk who cheerled us into 
war with Iran was wrong. We didn’t get 
anything that you thought we were 
going to get out of this. 

I am hopeful that I am wrong about 
these negotiations. I am hopeful that 
new leverage will materialize, but I 
don’t see any leverage at all. It is given 
up in this agreement. It is given up in 
the way that this war has been perpet-
uated. I am glad the war is over, but I 
am furious that it has resulted in our 
Nation’s humiliation and in Iran’s be-
coming stronger and in America’s be-
coming weaker, and everybody—Repub-
licans and Democrats—should be furi-
ous about that. 

I yield the floor. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. JUS-

TICE). The Senator from Ohio. 
f 

IRAN 

Mr. MORENO. Mr. President, just 
really quickly and with all due respect 
to my colleague from Connecticut, he 
wasn’t part of the negotiation process. 
He has no idea what conversations 
were had with the Iranians. 

What I do know is that we are on the 
verge of a historic possibility that my 
kids and my grandkids will live in a 
world that is not threatened by Iran 
and that we won’t live under the fear of 
an Iranian regime with a nuclear weap-
on. 
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