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that he understands America’s needs 
for an ‘‘all of the above’’ energy strat-
egy. That strategy must include coal, 
oil, natural gas, nuclear power, and re-
newables. 

I appreciated his commitment to 
working with members of the Energy 
and Natural Resources Committee. The 
Department needs to listen and col-
laborate with the people of Wyoming 
and the West. These are the States 
that rely heavily on energy production 
on our public lands. We are the States 
that power America. We are the ones 
that will be hit the hardest by Presi-
dent Biden’s punishing Executive or-
ders. This administration has un-
leashed a barrage of Executive actions 
that threaten to destroy the liveli-
hoods of oil, natural gas, and coal 
workers in the West. It is critical that 
Mr. Beaudreau keep those Americans 
at the forefront of his mind as he 
works at the Department. He can serve 
as a voice of reason in an administra-
tion that is waging a war on American 
energy workers. 

My goal is to hold Mr. Beaudreau and 
the Biden administration accountable 
to the commitments that Mr. 
Beaudreau has made to our committee, 
and I will support his nomination. 

POLICE DEPARTMENTS 
Madam President, on another topic, I 

come to the floor today in support of 
America’s police officers. Every week-
end, I go home to Wyoming. Every 
weekend, people ask me about three 
issues: the President’s attacks on 
American energy, the crisis at our 
southern border, and the Democrats’ 
defunding the police. 

People see the headlines. They see 
the images on the news. They have 
heard about looting and rioting, the vi-
olence in Democrat-run cities. They 
are deeply concerned. 

Last year, 63 of America’s 66 largest 
cities saw increases in one or more cat-
egories of violent crimes. On average, 
homicides are up by one-third in just 1 
year. Since President Biden took of-
fice, these increases have continued in 
Democrat-run cities. In the first 3 
months of this year, homicides went up 
in Washington, DC; Oakland, CA; 
Philadelphia; Chicago; and Baltimore, 
just to name a few. It is no wonder that 
the American people tell pollsters that 
they feel less safe today than they did 
1 year ago. 

The Democratic crime surge is espe-
cially shocking because it is a reversal 
of a long-term trend. For a quarter of 
a century, crime in America had been 
going down. The violent crime rate was 
cut in half. The murder rate was also 
cut in half. It was a historic, bipartisan 
accomplishment. 

Then, in 2014, Democrats began their 
war on law enforcement officers. After 
Michael Brown was killed in Ferguson, 
MO, Democrats started attacking po-
lice. Crime suddenly went up in Demo-
cratic cities. In the final 2 years of the 
Obama-Biden administration, the mur-
der rate went up by one-fifth. Violent 
crime overall went up by nearly 7 per-
cent. 

Then Republicans took back the 
White House and the Congress. We 
stopped the war on law enforcement, 
and crime went down again. 

Last year, Democrats began a repeat 
of 2014. This time, it was on a much 
larger scale. Democrats began attack-
ing police again. Crime went up again 
in Democrat-run cities. America’s cit-
ies saw the largest increase in murder 
on record. 

My Democratic colleagues might say 
it is a coincidence. Yet there is a very 
clear chain of events: Democrats at-
tack police. They cut police funding. 
The number of police officers went 
down. Crime went up. 

We had a chance to fix the problem in 
law enforcement. Senator TIM SCOTT 
introduced a police reform bill, which I 
strongly support. Yet the Democrats 
blocked it. Time and again, Democrats 
put criminals ahead of police and law- 
abiding citizens. Innocent people con-
tinue to pay the price. 

Democrats spend trillions and tril-
lions of our tax dollars. Yet they cut 
funding to police, to law enforcement. 
Last year alone, Democrats cut more 
than $1 billion worth of police funding. 
This includes cutting funding in cities 
where violent crime went up. 

Police have been retiring or quitting 
in historic numbers. Fewer police offi-
cers means more crime, more destruc-
tion, and more fear in our cities. 

The American people deserve better. 
The American people deserve safety 
and peace of mind. It is time for the 
Democrats to stop attacking the po-
lice. It is time for the Democrats to 
stop wasting taxpayer dollars on lib-
eral spending. It is time for Democrats 
to start paying attention to public 
safety. 

I say to my Democratic colleagues, 
the vast majority of police officers in 
this country are heroes. They put their 
lives on the line for us every day. It is 
time to treat them with respect. 

When Democrats wage their war on 
the men and women who dedicate their 
lives to law enforcement, only crimi-
nals win. The rest of our Nation loses. 

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

ator from New York. 
UNANIMOUS CONSENT REQUEST—S. 1520 

Mrs. GILLIBRAND. Madam Presi-
dent, I rise to once again call for this 
entire body to have the opportunity to 
consider and cast their votes on the 
Military Justice Improvement and In-
creasing Prevention Act. This com-
monsense reform would ensure that 
people in the military who have been 
subjected to sexual assault and other 
serious crimes get the justice they de-
serve. 

I have been calling for a full vote on 
the floor on this bill since May 24. That 
was 23 days ago. Since then, an esti-
mated 1,288 servicemembers will have 
been raped or sexually assaulted. Two 
in three of the survivors will not even 
report it because they know they are 
more likely to face retaliation than to 
receive justice. 

Today I want to share the story of 
the kind of offender our bill would ad-
dress. 

On March 30 of this year, SSG Ran-
dall Hughes pled guilty to a series of 
rapes dating back to 2006 that he com-
mitted while the Army looked the 
other way. Staff Sergeant Hughes was 
only brought to justice after his brave 
daughter decided to come forward. Had 
the Army prosecuted him the first time 
one of his victims had come forward, 
his daughter may have been spared. 

At a Super Bowl party in 2017, Staff 
Sergeant Hughes fed drinks to his host, 
a soldier under his care, until the host 
passed out. He then approached his 
host’s wife while she was outside the 
house. He propositioned her for sex, 
and when she refused, he forced himself 
on her against their grill outside their 
house and then dragged her inside their 
house, where he raped her—all while 
the husband was passed out in the next 
room. 

The survivor hid in her bathroom 
until she could report the ordeal to CID 
the next day. CID took a year to inves-
tigate a relatively straightforward rape 
allegation. The command did nothing 
to expedite the investigation or hold 
CID’s feet to the fire. 

CID determined that the allegations 
were credible, but the command did 
nothing. Instead of prosecuting him, 
the command put Staff Sergeant 
Hughes on the sergeant first class pro-
motion list. 

Hopeless, the survivor asked that 
something, anything, be done. The 
command reacted by putting an admin-
istrative remark in his record. 

Staff Sergeant Hughes was trans-
ferred to a new duty station, Fort Dix. 
While at Fort Dix, after years of sexual 
abuse, his daughter bravely came for-
ward to report that abuse. CID at Fort 
Dix then noticed the administrative re-
mark in his record from the previous 
rape and began making inquiries. They 
learned he had raped two other women 
and physically abused his wife. 

The command had every tool avail-
able to stop Staff Sergeant Hughes 
from his serial rapes, including the 
abuse of his own daughter, but instead 
they turned a blind eye and did noth-
ing. Even after he admitted to his 
crime and pled guilty, the Army of-
fered a plea deal of 13 years of confine-
ment—13 years of confinement despite 
sexually assaulting three women, in-
cluding a minor. This serial offender 
avoided justice for 15 years. Even when 
the command was forced to administer 
justice, he received a sentence less 
than we would give a drug offender. 

This case is why we need a profes-
sional military justice system worthy 
of the sacrifices the men and women in 
our military make every day. Having 
leadership at the top that truly cares 
and that is truly passionate about pros-
ecuting sexual abuse will have reper-
cussions down the chain. Our bill does 
exactly this. 

We have 66 Senators who have co-
sponsored this bill. It deserves a vote 
on the floor. 
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As if in legislative session, I ask 

unanimous consent that at a time to be 
determined by the majority leader in 
consultation with the Republican lead-
er, the Senate Armed Services Com-
mittee be discharged from further con-
sideration of S. 1520 and the Senate 
proceed to its consideration; that there 
be 2 hours of debate equally divided in 
the usual form; and that upon the use 
or yielding back of that time, the Sen-
ate vote on the bill with no intervening 
action or debate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there 
objection? 

Mr. REED. Madam President. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-

ator from Rhode Island. 
Mr. REED. Madam President, once 

again, I object to the request from the 
Senator from New York for the reasons 
I have previously stated, and I will re-
peat again what I have said publicly 
and what I have committed to. 

I support removing prosecution of 
sexual assault, the types of crimes that 
Senator GILLIBRAND discussed, from 
the chain of command. But her bill 
goes further to include crimes not re-
lated to sexual assault. The removal of 
sexual assault crimes from the chain of 
command will be an historic change in 
the military justice system and one 
which Senator GILLIBRAND can claim 
great responsibility for effecting. We 
must take care, however, that we do it 
thoughtfully, in a manner that does 
not break the military justice system. 

The worst thing we can do to victims 
of sexual assault is to move a bill 
through that can’t be implemented ef-
fectively or on time, creates too large 
a workload for too few qualified mili-
tary judge advocates, imperils prosecu-
tions, leads to convictions being over-
turned on appeal, or results in ne-
glected cases because the necessary at-
tention cannot be devoted to them. 

According to the Department of De-
fense, the number of full-time colonels, 
lawyer disposition authorities required 
to execute the system as proposed, 
which would take effect 180 days from 
enactment, exceeds the number of 
judge advocates in that senior grade. 
And this doesn’t account for her bill’s 
requirement that these O–6 judge advo-
cates have significant trial and crimi-
nal law experience or that they would 
not then be available for other impor-
tant assignments reserved for O–6s, 
such as military judges and division, 
corps, or combatant command judge 
advocates. 

The heads of the service Judge Advo-
cate General’s Corps have previously 
raised concerns about the implementa-
tion timeline, the resources necessary 
to execute, and a host of other incon-
sistencies with the current system that 
would have to be addressed to be sure 
of successful implementation. These 
are the very military lawyers that Sen-
ator GILLIBRAND’s bill would empower 
to make prosecutorial decisions, which 
includes an evaluation of a far greater 
number of cases than simply those that 
end up in court-martial. These are the 

issues that we need discuss in the com-
mittee and not dispose of in an amend-
ment on the floor. The committee will 
do this and do it faithfully. And I am 
very confident that we will be able to 
move legislation that does remove any 
crimes related to sexual misconduct 
from the current command to a system 
that Senator GILLIBRAND is proposing. 

With that, I would reiterate my ob-
jection. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objec-
tion is heard. 

Mrs. GILLIBRAND. As you heard 
from the chairman of the committee, 
he only intends on taking one crime 
out of the chain of command, and that 
is sexual assault. And the reason why 
that is so problematic is, No. 1, it will 
continue to undermine women in the 
military, marginalize them and isolate 
them, creating a ‘‘pink court’’ that all 
legal experts have agreed would be 
highly ineffective and would harm the 
military justice system. 

Second, our allies have already made 
this move. They have taken all serious 
crimes out of the chain of command 
and given it to trained military pros-
ecutors in the UK, Israel, Germany, 
Netherlands, and Australia. In those 
instances, they did it specifically for 
defendants’ rights. And we have a simi-
lar problem in this country because 
right now we have a great deal of racial 
bias in who gets punished. 

If you are Black or Brown in the U.S. 
military today, you are 2.5 times more 
likely to be punished. And most com-
manders are White commanders. There 
is further data that shows most Black 
and Brown servicemembers have either 
experienced or witnessed racism within 
the ranks. 

If we want to fix this criminal justice 
system, you need a bright line, and it 
should be at all serious crimes. That is 
how we fix the military justice system. 
That is how we give justice to sexual 
assault survivors. 

And for the chairman to say today 
that it would cost too much money or 
that they don’t have sufficient re-
sources or sufficient lawyers, it isn’t 
true. And those are the same argu-
ments that were used over the last 8 
years about excluding sexual assault 
from the chain of command as well. 

So I don’t think these are legitimate 
arguments. I think they are brought up 
year after year as just a way to put an 
impediment in front of the reform that 
is needed to fix the system. 

I now yield the floor to my colleague 
Senator GRASSLEY. 

Mr. GRASSLEY. Senator GILLI-
BRAND, as 1 of the 65 other cosponsors 
of this legislation, I think you are to 
be commended for every day coming to 
the floor, to be as consistent in being 
for this legislation as you have been 
since 2013. And every one of us thank 
you for your persistence. You need to 
be congratulated. And all the people 
who have been harmed by sexual as-
saults over the last decades owe you a 
great deal of gratitude for that. 

So I am here to join Senator GILLI-
BRAND in asking for a vote on this cru-

cial legislation. And, obviously, today 
we aren’t going to get it, but eventu-
ally it is going to happen. You can’t 
say no to 66 Senators that want this 
legislation. The Military Justice Im-
provement and Increasing Prevention 
Act has that many bipartisan cospon-
sors, and it is past time for this bill to 
become law. 

This legislation was first introduced 
by Senator GILLIBRAND and me and 
other Senators 8 years ago and has 
gained more and more support each 
year. Senators who previously were 
skeptical have come around and real-
ized that the Department of Defense 
can’t handle the pervasive problems of 
sexual assault on their own. 

The Armed Services Committee and 
the Department of Defense have had 
more than enough time to consider this 
idea. They have told us that they have 
it under control and tried other ap-
proaches. Those approaches have not 
worked. Women and men in the mili-
tary continue to face high rates of sex-
ual assault and retaliation. It is clear 
this bill is needed. 

By moving the decision to prosecute 
out of the chain of command, perpetra-
tors of sexual assault and other serious 
crimes will be held accountable. Sur-
vivors will have more confidence in the 
process. Retaliation will be less likely. 
We have been waiting almost a decade. 
There is no need any longer to wait. I 
urge my colleagues to allow this bill to 
move forward today. And, obviously, it 
isn’t going to move forward today, but 
Senator GILLIBRAND will be back here 
tomorrow, asking the same thing. And 
I applaud you for doing that. 

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

ator from Utah. 
UTAH 

Mr. LEE. Madam President, 100 years 
ago, in 1921, a young and newly married 
couple named Percy and Verabel 
Knudson saw the need for a gathering 
place in their community. Knowing 
they could make money selling ice 
cream and candy, they started Idle Isle 
Ice Cream and Candy Store. 

A few years later, after raising the 
necessary funds, Percy and Verabel 
Knudson—with the help of David H. 
Call and his wife LaRita—shifted their 
business from sweets to full-service 
meals, and Idle Isle Cafe was born. 

Over the course of the last century, 
Idle Isle Cafe has endured remarkable 
events in history and served important 
people. It survived the difficulties of 
the Great Depression and World War II, 
all while serving locals and national 
celebrities alike, including Wallace 
Beery, Charlie Chaplin, Clark Gable, 
Carole Lombard, and Paulette God-
dard. 

During the fifties, Idle Isle even 
served ‘‘The Duke’’ himself, Mr. John 
Wayne, who stopped in on a number of 
occasions while visiting Utah on hunt-
ing trips and movie shoots. 

In those years, the cafe also served as 
a meeting place for members of the 
Brigham City unit of the Utah Na-
tional Guard, who were later called to 
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