
CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — SENATE S671 February 25, 2026 
to them if they become addicted to it. 
So let’s be vigilant, let’s be realistic, 
but let’s never give up. 

I yield the floor. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-

ator from Connecticut. 
DEPARTMENT OF HOMELAND SECURITY 

Mr. MURPHY. Mr. President, we all 
swore an oath to uphold the Constitu-
tion, and that means that we have an 
obligation to fund the government— 
but only a government that is com-
plying with the Constitution, that is 
obeying and being restrained by the 
Bill of Rights, that is upholding the 
laws of the land. 

Right now, the Department of Home-
land Security is out of control. They 
are not upholding the Constitution. 
They are not complying with the law. 
They are not respecting Americans’ 
rights. 

They are tear-gassing schools. They 
are murdering American citizens. They 
are disappearing legal immigrants to 
this country. 

Right now, we are not funding the 
Department of Homeland Security be-
cause Democrats have made it clear 
that we would be violating our oath of 
office if we funded a Department that 
is using taxpayer dollars to violate the 
Constitution and the law. 

I wanted to come down to the floor 
this evening to remind my colleagues 
about what is happening all over the 
country, because now that we are trad-
ing legislative texts, now that we are 
deep in the weeds of immigration pol-
icy, the real life experience of people in 
this country, of communities that are 
being terrorized by an out-of-control 
ICE, risks getting lost in the discus-
sion. 

So I want to spend just a few minutes 
reminding my colleagues on both sides 
of the aisle what the stakes are here, 
what the real world looks like out 
there if you are on the receiving end of 
a Department of Homeland Security 
that doesn’t care about your rights as 
an American citizen or as a resident of 
this country. 

And so I want to go through some of 
the most egregious, out-of-control, ille-
gal, unconstitutional practices that 
ICE has been utilizing all across the 
country over the course of the last 
year. I want to get specific with you so 
that you know why we believe this mo-
ment is so serious, why American citi-
zens believe this moment is so serious, 
because this isn’t just an opinion held 
by Democrats, who are simply saying: 
If we are going to fund ICE, it has got 
to be an ICE that is obeying the law. 

This is what the American people 
think, who have watched images like 
this and others that I will show you 
and have said from both sides of the 
aisle—Republicans, Democrats, Inde-
pendents—that we don’t want this ICE; 
we don’t want this Department of 
Homeland Security. We want the im-
migration laws of this country to be 
upheld but not through the abuse of 
people’s rights, not through violence. 

This is a screenshot of a video that 
went viral all across the country about 

a month ago. The man in this video’s 
name is Ramon Menera. He was 
stopped by a Border Patrol agent out-
side his home in a Minneapolis suburb. 

First of all, you may ask: Why is a 
Border Patrol agent outside a Min-
neapolis suburb? That is not on the 
border. 

Well, that is the first thing that has 
gone wrong here. CBP, HSI, and all 
sorts of Agencies that we fund in order 
to do very specific jobs are now doing 
an entirely different job—interior im-
migration enforcement. That is viola-
tive of the appropriations law. We 
don’t fund CBP to be wandering sub-
urbs in Minneapolis, looking for people 
who they want to detain. 

This should be a prerogative that 
matters to both Republicans and 
Democrats. Our spending power and 
the spending power in the Constitution 
is vested in the legislative branch. Our 
spending power is mute, is pointless— 
we are powerless—if we tell the admin-
istration we are giving you this 
amount of money to spend on pro-
tecting the border, and they just say: 
Screw it. We are not going to use that 
money to protect the border. We are 
going to take those people, and we are 
going to put them on a different job 
that they are not trained for. 

Well, when you have CBP agents who 
are not trained to wander apartment 
complexes, searching for people they 
want to detain, things like this happen 
every single day. 

Ramon Menera was stopped and 
cuffed because of his accent. This is ac-
tually what the agent tells him in this 
video. If you go online and watch this 
video, you will hear the agent tell 
Ramon Menera that he is being de-
tained because he has an accent. 

Ramon Menera is a U.S. citizen. 
Guess what. There are a lot of U.S. 
citizens who have accents. Frankly, 
most of us have forefathers that, when 
they came to the United States, had an 
accent. That is not a justification for 
you to be detained. 

He was even carrying his ID on him. 
All the agent had to do was check his 
ID to confirm that he was a U.S. cit-
izen. But the agent did not check his 
ID. Instead, that agent arrested him, 
put his wrists in zip ties, and took him 
away from his property. He was forc-
ibly detained by Border Patrol even 
though he was a U.S. citizen. 

This didn’t happen just once. This 
has happened thousands of times all 
across the country. It is still happening 
today—that individuals who are legally 
in this country are being detained, zip- 
tied, and arrested because they have an 
accent, because they look like they 
might be from Mexico or from Central 
or South America. 

It gets worse, though. Ramon’s 5- 
year-old daughter was inside and 
watched this entire incident through 
the window—5 years old. To this day, 
she has refused to go outside since be-
cause she fears for the masked men 
that arrested, zip-tied, and detained 
her U.S. citizen father. 

The reason that we are demanding 
that these indiscriminate roving pa-
trols—these ‘‘show your papers,’’ ‘‘ar-
rest you if you have an accent’’ pa-
trols—end is because they are fun-
damentally un-American, and they are 
illegal. And yet they continue. So un-
less we restrain them in law, unless we 
stop ICE and CBP and HSI from wan-
dering through suburban neighbor-
hoods, listening for people who may 
have accents and zip-tying them until 
they can prove that they are an Amer-
ican citizen, then they will continue. 

This should upset Republicans just as 
much as it upsets Democrats—the idea 
that this man, a U.S. citizen, was zip- 
tied, detained, and arrested while his 5- 
year-old daughter watched, even 
though he had ID on him proving he 
was an American citizen. This has to 
end, and we shouldn’t fund ICE until it 
does end. 

In another quiet Minnesota suburb— 
this one called St. Peter—a woman sat 
alone in her car, observing and record-
ing ICE officers as they patrolled her 
community. This should go without 
saying, but it clearly needs to be said 
anyway: What this woman was doing is 
fully protected by the Constitution. 
Observing and recording Federal agents 
and local law enforcement is a First 
Amendment right. You get that right 
by being born in the United States of 
America, being a resident of the United 
States of America. It is not suspicious. 
It is not a crime. But ICE doesn’t like 
that people are watching them, track-
ing their illegality. 

So what happened next should alarm 
every American citizen. Three un-
marked ICE vehicles began chasing 
this woman down a rural road. When 
she didn’t pull over, they boxed her in. 
As soon as she stopped, these three 
masked agents jumped out of their ve-
hicles immediately with guns drawn, 
screaming at her to get out of her car. 

Again, she has committed no crime, 
no traffic violation. She refused. She 
calmly asserted her rights. The agents 
then forced her door open, dragged this 
woman onto the road and handcuffed 
her. This is an unarmed woman who 
had committed no crime. She is alone 
on a country road, and an unmarked 
car boxes her in, and out jump masked 
men with guns and drag her out of her 
car. 

That is not the United States of 
America. That is Stalinist Russia. 
That is Maduro’s Venezuela. We don’t 
allow, in this country, masked men to 
pull over law-abiding citizens, in un-
marked cars, and drag them out onto 
the road. 

They put her in her vehicle. They 
began driving her in this car to Min-
neapolis. About 20 minutes later, the 
agents received a call from their super-
visor. The woman’s husband had con-
tacted the St. Peter Police Department 
and reached the police chief, and the 
chief called the ICE officers and told 
them they were violating the law and 
to let this woman out. 

The only reason we know this story 
is because, when her husband arrived, 
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he started recording it and we have 
these frightening images. 

For every incident that we see like 
this, there are hundreds of others that 
we don’t, and it won’t end until we de-
cide as a body to require that ICE offi-
cers stop wearing masks, identify 
themselves, and record what they are 
doing. 

This should alarm anybody who be-
lieves in the rule of law. This photo 
was taken—I want to get this one 
right. It is outside of Roosevelt High 
School, and on a Wednesday afternoon 
in Minneapolis while students and fac-
ulty were gathered outside of the high 
school for early dismissal, armed, 
masked Border Patrol officers, some 
from the elite special forces team, 
crossed over onto school property and 
began tackling people. 

They handcuffed two members of the 
faculty. They released chemical irri-
tants into the crowd of students and 
teachers, and in videos taken by wit-
nesses, you can see the agents firing 
tear gas. This is at a school. Just when 
the kids are all congregated after 
school outside the school, they are fir-
ing tear gas into these students. 

Chaos erupts. Dozens of kids run. 
They take shelter at a nearby library. 
Let me say that again. Children are 
running from Federal agents who are 
tear-gassing them to find shelter in a 
nearby library. One school official told 
a reporter that the agents ‘‘didn’t care. 
They’re just animals. I’ve never seen 
people behave like this.’’ 

The school was forced to close for the 
rest of the week. Under both Repub-
lican and Democratic administrations, 
before the Trump administration, there 
was a policy that ICE did not operate 
in sensitive locations, in schools, in 
hospitals, in churches, and daycares, 
places where there were lots of little 
kids, sacred places. 

These aren’t supposed to be battle-
grounds. These are places where chil-
dren and other vulnerable populations 
are known to be. But this continues. 
Schools are under assault. 

And so what are we saying? Not an-
other dime for DHS if they are going to 
use taxpayer dollars to turn schools 
into scenes of terror. The use of Fed-
eral funds to conduct immigration en-
forcement at sensitive locations should 
be prohibited, full stop. 

You probably recognize this car. 
That is the blood of Renee Good. This 
photo was taken after an ICE agent 
shot and killed her, an unarmed Amer-
ican citizen, a mother of three. But 
here is the story I want to tell—not the 
story of the incident, the story of what 
happened after the incident. 

After the incident, career Federal 
prosecutors did exactly what they were 
supposed to do, they moved quickly to 
preserve evidence. They began coordi-
nating with State authorities to inves-
tigate a potential use of excessive 
force. The Minnesota Bureau of Crimi-
nal Apprehension—these are the ex-
perts when it comes to police shoot-
ings—were prepared to work alongside 
the FBI to determine the facts. 

But they never got to determine the 
facts. The career Federal prosecutors 
never got to do their job because the 
Trump administration intervened. 

Senior officials at the Department of 
Justice shut down the investigation. 
The Trump administration shut down 
the investigation of the murder of 
Renee Good. 

Why? Because they worried that the 
investigation would actually come to a 
factual conclusion because the Trump 
administration had decided within 
hours that Renee Good was a terrorist 
and they were only interested in an in-
vestigation that confirmed their polit-
ical judgment. 

The career prosecutors refused to go 
along, and instead, they resigned. 
When political pressure overrides inde-
pendent investigation, justice fails, 
and democracy dies. This is exactly 
why we are demanding that if we are 
going to send our taxpayer dollars to 
fund ICE, we have to be able to protect 
the authority of States and localities 
to investigate potential crimes, includ-
ing excessive force by Federal officers. 

Evidence has got to be preserved and 
shared, and investigations have to be 
impartial. That is not a wild demand. 
Just investigate murders. Investigate 
the killing of American citizens, like 
we have always done. Under no cir-
cumstances should we be funding a De-
partment of Homeland Security that 
believes, as the Vice President said, 
that they have complete immunity for 
killing American citizens. 

Independent investigations, a pretty 
reasonable demand. 

Finally, this is a letter. You are not 
going to be able to read this 14-year- 
old’s actually pretty legible hand-
writing, but her name is Ariana. And 
Ariana and her mom Stephanie were in 
the country legally. They were immi-
grants in this country, but they were 
playing by the rules. Her mom had got-
ten a work permit. They were doing 
their regular check-ins with ICE, and 
then everything changed. 

One day, they walked in to do their 
regular check-in, again, complying 
with the law, applying for asylum, had 
gone and gotten a work permit, not 
working under the table. They went to 
do their check-in, and they were swept 
away and detained. 

You have this image that the Trump 
administration tries to proffer that 
they are going after violent criminals 
or maybe they are going after only the 
people who snuck into the country. 

No, no. Ariana and her mom Steph-
anie came to the United States legally, 
applied for asylum legally, got a work 
permit legally, were showing up to 
their check-ins, and they were sucked 
into the detention system—14 years 
old. 

The law says you are supposed to 
keep kids in detention for only 25 days. 
Ariana was there for 45 days. Again, 
ICE violated the law. She was sent to a 
detention center called Dilley. I went 
down to Dilley, tried to do an inspec-
tion of Dilley. I am the ranking Demo-

crat on the Homeland Security Sub-
committee on Appropriations. I was de-
nied entry to Dilley. 

I met, later that night, two younger 
boys, younger than Ariana, who had 
been in Dilley for over a month, month 
and a half through Christmas. 

I sat and looked at these boys. I sat 
across the table from them for about 
an hour. They were alive on the out-
side, but they were dead on the inside. 
They were dead on the inside. 

They spent Christmas in a detention 
center. They call it the baby jail in 
Texas because there are literally hun-
dreds of kids, most of them under 5 
years old, who are being detained in 
prison cells. 

Ariana wrote this letter to try to tell 
the world what the conditions were 
like inside: Since I got to this center, 
all you feel is sadness and depression. 
People have their courts, but they only 
last 15 minutes. Our rights are not 
being provided. We don’t have schools, 
doctors. All they have here are nurses. 
If you need medical attention, the 
longest you have to wait is 3 hours, but 
to get any medicine, pill or anything, 
it takes a while. There are viruses here 
all the time getting people sick. Seri-
ous situations happen, and the officers 
can’t take them serious enough. There 
are no consequences. They don’t care. 

Limited or no access to medical care, 
no access to legal representation, apa-
thetic guards, traumatized kids, that is 
the reality of what is happening inside 
of these detention centers. 

In a center down the road from Dilley 
called Pearsall, there is—I don’t 
know—1,500, 2,000 people in that facil-
ity. That facility is just for adults. Do 
you know how many rooms there are 
for legal consultations? Four. It is all 
rigged. It is all rigged. They sweep up 
legal immigrants like Stephanie and 
Ariana. They throw them into deten-
tion. They don’t let them see their law-
yers, and they disappear them back to 
their home country. 

This isn’t America. The Bill of 
Rights still matters here. The Con-
stitution still matters here. In this 
country, we don’t have unidentified 
masked men ripping American citizens 
out of their cars. We don’t allow Fed-
eral law enforcement officers to shoot 
and kill American citizens with impu-
nity. 

We allow people to apply for legal 
status. We don’t choose to inten-
tionally traumatize children. We don’t 
let officials wander around commu-
nities listening for accents and zip- 
tying people who don’t speak the way 
that they think Americans should 
speak. 

We are demanding that ICE follow 
the law. We are asking our Republican 
colleagues to join us in strengthening 
the law to make sure that these roving 
patrols, these murders with impunity, 
this traumatizing of children, the tear- 
gassing of schools ends. 

We would still enforce American im-
migration laws, but we would do it in a 
humane, legal way. So I appreciate the 
time of my colleagues today. 
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I wanted to walk you through what is 

happening. This is all still happening. 
Just because all the TV cameras aren’t 
in Minneapolis any longer doesn’t 
mean that these practices aren’t still 
real. And until ICE decides to act in a 
legal manner, we shouldn’t give them 
one more dime. 

That is our constitutional—that is 
our constitutional—responsibility. 

I yield the floor. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-

ator from Vermont. 
ARTIFICIAL INTELLIGENCE 

Mr. SANDERS. Mr. President, as 
many Americans are beginning to un-
derstand, artificial intelligence and ro-
botics is in the process of transforming 
the world. 

The truth is that we are at the begin-
ning of the most profound techno-
logical revolution in world history, a 
revolution which will bring unimagi-
nable changes to our society. 

This is a technological revolution 
which will impact our economy with 
massive job displacement. It will 
threaten our democratic institutions; 
it will impact our emotional well- 
being; it will impact how we educate 
and raise our kids; and it will impact 
the nature of warfare. 

Further, and frighteningly, some 
very knowledgeable people fear that 
what was once seen as science fiction 
could soon become a reality, and that 
is that superintelligent AI could be-
come smarter than humans, could be-
come independent of human control, 
and pose an existential threat to the 
human race. 

In other words, human beings could 
actually lose control over the planet. 
AI and robotics are creating the most 
sweeping technological revolution in 
the history of humanity. And the scale, 
scope, and speed of that change is un-
precedented. 

According to Demis Hassabis, the 
head of Google’s DeepMind, the AI rev-
olution will be 10 times bigger than the 
Industrial Revolution and 10 times 
faster. 

In other words, this technological 
revolution will have 100 times the im-
pact that the Industrial Revolution 
had. And the Industrial Revolution had 
a major impact on the lives of people. 

As we speak, AI companies are mak-
ing their models smarter and smarter 
and smarter. 

According to the Model Evaluation & 
Threat Research group, the length of 
tasks—the length of tasks—AI can 
complete is doubling roughly every 7 
months—doubling. 

And it is not just what AI companies 
are saying. Take a look at what they 
are doing. This year, four—one, two, 
three, four—four AI companies are 
spending some $670 billion to build out 
data centers. As a percentage of GDP, 
that is 10 times greater than what we 
as a nation spend each year on the 
Moon landing. 

Bottom line: We are looking at the 
most significant investment in human 
history, which is bringing about the 

most rapid societal transformation in 
human history. 

Let me be very clear. Congress is 
way, way behind where it should be in 
understanding the nature of this revo-
lution or understanding its impacts. 
We have to catch up, and, frankly, we 
don’t have a lot of time. 

In my view, here are just a few ques-
tions that Members of Congress and 
the American people should be asking. 
Question No. 1: Who is pushing the AI 
and robotics revolution? Who is going 
to benefit from this revolution, and 
who is going to get hurt by this revolu-
tion? 

The answer will not surprise the 
American people. At a time in Amer-
ican history when we have more in-
come and wealth inequality than we 
have ever had in the history of our Na-
tion, the AI revolution is being pushed 
by the very wealthiest people in our 
country, including people like Elon 
Musk, Jeff Bezos, Larry Ellison, Mark 
Zuckerberg, and Peter Thiel. 

Now, why is that? Ask yourself a 
very simple question: Why are these 
multibillionaires investing hundreds of 
billions of dollars into AI and robotics? 
Is it because they want to improve the 
lives of the 60 percent of our people 
who are living paycheck to paycheck, 
Americans who are struggling to pay 
for groceries, healthcare, housing, and 
education? Is that their motive? Is that 
why they are developing AI and robot-
ics—because they are deeply concerned 
about the well-being of ordinary Amer-
icans? Maybe, but I don’t think so. 

I think the answer is obvious: These 
multibillionaires are investing in AI 
and robotics because those investments 
will increase their wealth and power— 
and power—exponentially. In other 
words, the richest and most powerful 
people on Earth will become even rich-
er and even more powerful. 

But what happens to the average 
American? What happens to the work-
ing people in our country, the vast ma-
jority of our people, during this revolu-
tionary upheaval? Well, let’s hear from 
the owners and the leaders of this revo-
lution in their own words—not just me; 
let’s hear what they have to say. 

Elon Musk, who has invested hun-
dreds of billions of dollars in AI and ro-
botics, recently said that ‘‘AI and ro-
bots will replace all jobs. Working will 
be optional.’’ Elon Musk, the wealthi-
est guy on Earth, investing hundreds of 
billions of dollars, says that ‘‘AI and 
robots will replace all jobs.’’ Maybe we 
should take him seriously. 

Bill Gates, who has also made huge 
investments in these technologies, 
founder of Microsoft, predicted that 
humans ‘‘won’t be needed for most 
things.’’ Humans ‘‘won’t be needed for 
most things.’’ 

Mustafa Suleyman, the CEO of 
Microsoft AI, said that most white-col-
lar work—listen to this; this is the 
CEO of Microsoft AI—most white-col-
lar work ‘‘will be fully automated by 
an AI within the next 12 to 18 months.’’ 
That is the CEO of Microsoft AI. 

Anthropic CEO Dario Amodei wrote 
that recent breakthroughs had made it 
clear that we are only ‘‘a few years’’ 
away from the point when ‘‘AI is better 
than humans at essentially every-
thing.’’ 

Jeff Bezos, the fifth richest person in 
the world, has reportedly pushed his 
staff for years to think big and envi-
sion what it would take for Amazon to 
fully automate its operations, run it 
without workers. Bezos plans to re-
place at least 600,000 workers at Ama-
zon with robots. 

Their goal, the goal of the AI leaders, 
is not simply to replace specific jobs; 
their goal is to replace workers. 

According to Dario Amodei, the head 
of Anthropic, AI ‘‘isn’t a substitute for 
specific human jobs but rather a gen-
eral labor substitute for humans.’’ 

According to OpenAI’s charter—lis-
ten to this—its mission—this is what 
OpenAI say its wants to do—is to build 
‘‘highly autonomous systems that out-
perform humans at most economically 
valuable work.’’ 

That is what the leaders of the AI in-
dustry are saying. Are they exag-
gerating? May they be wrong about 
this or that detail? Perhaps. But I 
think we should listen carefully to 
what they are saying. 

As the ranking member of the Senate 
Health, Education, Labor, and Pen-
sions Committee, I released a well-re-
searched report finding that AI auto-
mation and robotics could replace 
nearly 100 million jobs in America over 
the next decade, including 47 percent of 
truckdrivers. Right now, we are seeing 
in major cities cars that are self-driv-
ing. I was in one recently—Waymo in 
San Francisco. We are going to see 
more and more of them. There are 
large trucks on the road right now in 
Texas that are self-driving. There is no 
reason to believe that we are not going 
to see more and more of them all over 
the country. 

Our report talks about the loss of 64 
percent of jobs that accountants have 
right now and 89 percent of fast food 
workers, people who are behind the 
counter, among many other occupa-
tions. We are already starting to see 
the impact right now, the impact of AI 
on workers. 

Researchers at Stanford released a 
paper in November called ‘‘Canaries in 
the Coal Mine?’’ That study found that 
there has already been a 16-percent rel-
ative decline in employment for young-
er workers in jobs exposed to AI, like 
computer programming and customer 
service. In other words, the AI revolu-
tion is already making it harder for 
young college graduates to find decent 
jobs. 

If OpenAI is successful in building 
‘‘highly autonomous systems that out-
perform humans at most economically 
valuable work,’’ I have a very simple 
question that I think is on the minds of 
millions of working-class Americans, 
and that is, what happens to the work-
ers who have lost their jobs? That is a 
pretty simple question. How will they 
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