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(B) EVALUATION.—Not later than 2 years after
completing the rulemaking under subparagraph
(A), the Commission shall—

(i) evaluate the effectiveness of the Commis-
sion’s provision of support to survivors through
the Lifeline program;

(ii) assess the detection and elimination of
fraud, waste, and abuse with respect to the sup-
port described in clause (i); and

(iii) submit to the appropriate congressional
committees a report that includes the evaluation
and assessment described in clauses (i) and (ii),
respectively.

(C) RULE OF CONSTRUCTION.—Nothing in this
paragraph shall be construed to limit the ability
of a survivor who meets the requirements under
section 344(c)(1) of the Communications Act of
1934, as added by section 4 of this Act, to par-
ticipate in the Lifeline program indefinitely if
the individual otherwise qualifies for the Life-
line program under the rules of the program.

(D) NOTIFICATION.—A provider of wireless
communications services that receives a line sep-
aration request pursuant to section 344 of the
Communications Act of 1934, as added by sec-
tion 4 of this Act, shall inform the individual
who submitted the request of—

(i) the existence of the Lifeline program;

(ii) who qualifies to participate in the Lifeline
program; and

(iii) how to participate in the Lifeline pro-
gram.

SEC. 6. EFFECTIVE DATE.

The requirements under section 344 of the
Communications Act of 1934, as added by sec-
tion 4 of this Act, shall take effect 60 days after
the date on which the Federal Communications
Commission adopts the rules implementing that
section pursuant to section 5(b)(2) of this Act.
SEC. 7. SAVINGS CLAUSE.

Nothing in this Act or the amendments made
by this Act shall be construed to abrogate, limit,
or otherwise affect the provisions set forth in
the Communications Assistance for Law En-
forcement Act (Public Law 103-414; 108 Stat.
4279) and the amendments made by that Act,
any authority granted to the Commission pursu-
ant to that Act or the amendments made by that
Act, or any regulations promulgated by the
Commission pursuant to that Act or the amend-
ments made by that Act.

Ms. CORTEZ MASTO. I further ask
unanimous consent that the com-
mittee-reported substitute be with-
drawn; that the substitute amendment
at the desk be considered and agreed
to; and that the bill, as amended, be
considered read a third time.

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

The committee-reported amendment,
in the nature of a substitute, was with-
drawn.

The amendment (No. 5001), in the na-
ture of a substitute, was agreed to.

(The amendment is printed in today’s
RECORD under ‘“‘Text of Amendments.”’)

The bill was ordered to be engrossed
for a third reading and was read the
third time.

Ms. CORTEZ MASTO. I know of no
further debate on the bill.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill
having been read the third time, the
question is, Shall the bill pass?

The bill (S. 120), as amended, was
passed.

Ms. CORTEZ MASTO. I ask unani-
mous consent that the motion to re-
consider be considered made and laid
upon the table with no intervening ac-
tion or debate.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, it is so ordered.
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RECOGNIZING THE CONTRIBUTIONS OF
AMERICORPS MEMBERS AND ALUMNI AND
AMERICORPS SENIORS VOLUNTEERS
Ms. CORTEZ MASTO. I ask unani-

mous consent that the Senate proceed

to the consideration of S. Res. 551, sub-
mitted earlier today.

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

The clerk will report the resolution
by title.

The senior assistant legislative clerk
read as follows:

A resolution (S. Res. 551) recognizing the
contributions of AmeriCorps members and
alumni and AmeriCorps Seniors volunteers
to the lives of the people of the United
States.

There being no objection, the Senate
proceeded to consider the resolution.

Ms. CORTEZ MASTO. I know of no
further debate on the resolution.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
question is on adoption of the resolu-
tion.

The resolution (S. Res.
agreed to.

Ms. CORTEZ MASTO. I ask unani-
mous consent that the preamble be
agreed to and that the motions to re-
consider be considered made and laid
upon the table with no intervening ac-
tion or debate.

The preamble was agreed to.

(The resolution, with its preamble, is
printed in today’s RECORD under ‘‘Sub-
mitted Resolutions.”

561) was

MORNING BUSINESS

INCREASING MEMBERSHIP TO THE
SENATE NATO OBSERVER GROUP

Mr. SCHUMER. Mr. President, due to
the current events happening in Eu-
rope, the Republican leader and I have
agreed to increase the membership to
the Senate NATO Observer Group by
two additional Senators. The addi-
tional Democratic Senator will be
named at a later date.

———

INCREASING MEMBERSHIP TO THE
SENATE NATO OBSERVER GROUP

Mr. MCCONNELL. Mr. President, due
to the current events happening in Eu-
rope, the Majority Leader and I have
agreed to increase the membership of
the Senate NATO Observer Group by
two additional Senators. For the addi-
tional Republican Senator, I ask that
Senator MORAN be added to participate
in the group.

——

JUDICIAL NOMINATIONS

Mr. DURBIN. Mr. President, this
week, the Senate will consider 12 out-
standing judicial nominees. These
nominees represent the continued ef-
forts of President Biden and Senate
Democrats to bring much-needed pro-
fessional and demographic diversity to
the Federal bench.

This latest lineup of nominees in-
clude legal academics, public defend-
ers, civil rights lawyers, sitting State
and Federal judges, prosecutors, and
private practitioners. Each of these
nominees has the character, tempera-
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ment, and qualifications to serve with
distinction.

The first nominee is Judge Jac-
queline Corley, nominated to the U.S.
District Court for the Northern Dis-
trict of California.

For more than a decade, Judge
Corley has served as a Federal mag-
istrate judge in the Northern District
of California. She has handled cases
implicating a variety of complex statu-
tory and constitutional questions, from
immigration to employment to na-
tional security matters. And in her
time on the bench, she has amassed a
record that reflects her evenhanded,
impartial approach to the law. Earlier
in her career, Judge Corley spent near-
ly two decades working in private legal
practice and as a career law clerk to
Judge Charles Breyer, who also serves
on the Northern District of California.

Judge Corley received a unanimous
rating of ‘“Well Qualified” from the
American Bar Association, has the
strong support of Senators FEINSTEIN
and PADILLA, and received over-
whelming bipartisan support in the Ju-
diciary Committee.

Next, we have Fred Slaughter, who
has been nominated to serve on the
U.S. District Court for the Central Dis-
trict of California.

Judge Slaughter currently serves as
a judge on the California Superior
Court for Orange County. In 2014, Gov-
ernor Jerry Brown appointed him to
this position, and since then, Judge
Slaughter has presided over a wide va-
riety of cases, including civil cases, fel-
ony criminal cases, and juvenile justice
proceedings. After graduating from the
UCLA School of Law, he started his ca-
reer as a deputy city attorney with the
Los Angeles City Attorney’s office, be-
fore moving to the U.S. Attorney’s Of-
fice for the Central District of Cali-
fornia as an Assistant U.S. Attorney.
He prosecuted a wide range of cases
and developed a deep understanding of
the district to which he has been nomi-
nated.

Judge Slaughter has the strong sup-
port of both his home-State Senators,
Mrs. FEINSTEIN and Mr. PADILLA, and
he was rated unanimously ‘“Well Quali-
fied”’” by the American Bar Association.
His deep commitment to public service,
coupled with his broad experience,
makes him an excellent nominee to the
Federal bench.

The Senate will also consider the
nomination of Ruth Montenegro to the
U.S. District Court for the Southern
District of California.

Since 2018, Judge Montenegro has
served as a U.S. magistrate judge in
the Southern District of California.
Prior to that, she served as a State
court judge. With her combined experi-
ence on federal and State courts, Judge
Montenegro has been on the bench for
nearly 8 years. She has presided over
thousands of cases, including more
than 30 jury trials and over 100 bench
trials.

Judge Montenegro was unanimously
rated ‘‘Qualified’’ by the American Bar
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Association, and both Senators FEIN-
STEIN and PADILLA strongly support her
nomination. A graduate of UCLA
School of Law, Judge Montenegro
worked as an attorney for more than 19
years before assuming the bench.

Judge Montenegro is also the child of
immigrants and a first-generation col-
lege graduate. Throughout her career,
she has made it a priority to give back
to the community. In 2018, she served
as chair of the California Bar Founda-
tion’s scholarship committee, and, for
many years, she served as president
and chair of the scholarships com-
mittee for the El1 Centro Education
Foundation.

Judge Montenegro was voted out of
the Judiciary Committee with bipar-
tisan support. I urge my colleagues to
support her nomination.

Next is Victoria Calvert, nominated
to be a judge on the U.S. District Court
for the Northern District of Georgia.
Ms. Calvert is a highly experienced liti-
gator with a proven commitment to en-
suring equal justice for all.

Ms. Calvert attended Duke Univer-
sity and received her law degree from
the New York University School of
Law. She then spent 6 years working in
private practice before dedicating her
career to public service. Currently, she
serves as a staff attorney with the Fed-
eral defender program in the Northern
District of Georgia, a position she has
held since 2012. In this role, she has
represented hundreds of indigent cli-
ents. Ms. Calvert has the strong sup-
port of her home-State Senators, Mr.
OSSOFF and Mr. WARNOCK. And she re-
ceived a unanimous ‘“Well Qualified”
rating from the ABA.

I have said many times that public
defenders are vastly underrepresented
on our Nation’s courts, and I believe
that Ms. Calvert will bring a valuable
perspective to the bench, including an
appreciation for the real world impact
of judicial decisionmaking.

We also will be considering the nomi-
nation of Julie Rubin, who has been se-
lected to serve on the U.S. District
Court for the District of Maryland.

For the past 8 years, she has served
as an associate judge on the Circuit
Court for Baltimore City. In this role,
Judge Rubin has presided over nearly
950 civil and criminal cases that have
gone to verdict or judgment, including
122 jury trials.

Prior to assuming the bench, Judge
Rubin spent 15 years litigating in pri-
vate practice and tried 17 cases to ver-
dict or judgment. She also rose to be-
come the vice president of her firm.
Judge Rubin received her under-
graduate degree from Mount Holyoke
College and her law degree from the
University of Maryland School of Law.
And she received a unanimous ‘““Well
Qualified”’ rating from the American
Bar Association.

Judge Rubin has the strong support
of her home State Senators, Mr.
CARDIN and Mr. VAN HOLLEN. She also
received bipartisan support in the Judi-
ciary Committee. As a native Mary-
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lander with a wealth of trial experience
on and off the bench, Judge Rubin will
make an excellent addition to the Dis-
trict Court.

Next we have Hector Gonzalez, nomi-
nated to serve on the U.S. District
Court for the Eastern District of New
York.

Mr. Gonzalez is an accomplished liti-
gator. Over the course of his career, he
has tried more than 20 civil and crimi-
nal cases, the majority of them as chief
counsel. Mr. Gonzalez served as a pros-
ecutor for almost 10 years, serving in
both the Manhattan District Attor-
ney’s Office as well as the U.S. Attor-
ney’s Office for the Southern District
of New York. In addition to the crimi-
nal law expertise he developed as a
prosecutor, Mr. Gongzalez has also
gained considerable civil litigation ex-
perience, managing complex litigation
matters involving bankruptcy, anti-
trust, and professional liability.

In recognition of his long career as
an accomplished litigator, Mr. Gon-
zalez was inducted as a fellow into the
American College of Trial Lawyers.
The ABA found him unanimously
“Well Qualified.” In addition, he has
the strong support of Senators SCHU-
MER and GILLIBRAND.

Next we have John Chun, who has
been nominated to serve on the U.S.
District Court for the Western District
of Washington.

Judge Chun has served on Wash-
ington State courts for the past 7
years, first as a judge on the King
County Superior Court and currently
as a judge on the Washington Court of
Appeals. Throughout his time on the
bench, he has presided over 90 civil and
criminal cases that have gone to ver-
dict or judgment. These cases have
been almost evenly split between jury
and bench trials.

Prior to his judicial appointment,
Judge Chun spent 10 years as a com-
mercial and employment litigation at-
torney. Practicing in both Federal and
State court, he tried five cases to ver-
dict or judgment and became partner
at his firm in just 6 years. Judge Chun
received his undergraduate degree from
Columbia University and his law de-
gree from Cornell Law School. He then
began his legal career by clerking for
the Honorable Eugene A. Wright on the
U.S. Court of Appeals for the Ninth
Circuit.

Judge Chun has the strong support of
Senators MURRAY and CANTWELL. He
received a bipartisan vote in the Sen-
ate Judiciary Committee. He also re-
ceived a unanimous ‘“Well Qualified”
rating from the American Bar Associa-
tion. Judge Chun’s demonstrable com-
mitment to justice and the rule of law
will serve him well as a district court
judge.

Next is Sarah Geraghty, nominated
to the U.S. District Court for the
Northern District of Georgia.

Since 2003, Ms. Geraghty has been an
attorney at the Southern Center for
Human Rights, where she has advo-
cated for the fair and equal treatment
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of people in the criminal legal system,
regardless of their ability to afford
counsel. Ms. Geraghty has approxi-
mately 20 years of litigation experi-
ence, during which time she has han-
dled every stage of the legal process,
from pretrial investigations to briefing
and arguing appeals.

Ms. Geraghty has been widely recog-
nized for her work. In 2020, she was
named Attorney of the Year by Geor-
gia’s primary legal publication, the
Fulton County ‘‘Daily Report’’. In 2017,
Emory University School of Law’s pub-
lic interest committee gave Ms.
Geraghty its Unsung Devotion to Those
Most in Need Award. Ms. Geraghty was
rated ‘‘Qualified’’ by the American Bar
Association, and both Senator OSSOFF
and Senator WARNOCK strongly support
her nomination.

In addition to her legal practice, Ms.
Geraghty is a lecturer at Emory Law
School and a part-time instructor at
Georgia State University College of
Law. Ms. Geraghty has received numer-
ous letters of support, including from
law enforcement officials and attor-
neys who have opposed her in litiga-
tion. These letters demonstrate that
Ms. Geraghty’s approach to resolving
legal disputes has always been, as one
letter put it,‘collaborative rather than
confrontational.” Another letter stated
that she has always ‘‘approached con-
flicts between the parties with flexi-
bility and an open mind.”” These quali-
ties will serve her well on the bench.
Ms. Geraghty received bipartisan sup-
port in the Judiciary Committee. I
urge my colleagues to vote in favor of
her nomination.

We will also consider Georgette
Castner, who has been nominated to
serve on the U.S. District Court for the
District of New Jersey.

She is an experienced litigator with a
deep knowledge of the District of New
Jersey. A graduate of the College of
New Jersey and Rutgers Law School,
Ms. Castner has spent almost 15 years
in private practice, representing a
range of individual and corporate cli-
ents. Over the course of her career, she
has litigated matters spanning various
areas of civil and criminal law.

Ms. Castner received a ‘‘Qualified”
rating from the ABA and has the
strong support of her home-State Sen-
ators, Mr. BOOKER and Mr. MENENDEZ.

Next is Judge Cristina Silva, nomi-
nated to the U.S. District Court for the
District of Nevada.

Judge Silva currently serves on Ne-
vada’s Eighth Judicial District Court,
where she handles a mix of civil and
criminal proceedings. In her time on
the bench, Judge Silva has presided
over 15 trials, the vast majority of
which were jury trials. She has also re-
mained active in the local legal com-
munity, including through service on
the board of directors of the Nevada
Latino Bar Association.

Before her appointment to the bench,
Judge Silva served as both a local and
Federal prosecutor. She helped lead the
domestic violence unit of the Miami-
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Dade State’s Attorney’s Office and
then served for nearly a decade as an
Assistant U.S. Attorney in the District
of Nevada, ultimately becoming the
chief of that office’s criminal division.
Judge Silva received a unanimous rat-
ing of “Well Qualified”” from the ABA
and has the strong support of Senators
CORTEZ MASTO and ROSEN.

We also will be considering the nomi-
nation of Anne Traum, who has like-
wise been chosen to serve on the U.S.
District Court for the District of Ne-
vada.

Professor Traum is currently a pro-
fessor of Law at the University of Ne-
vada, Las Vegas, William S. Boyd
School of Law, a position she has held
since 2014, and associate dean for expe-
riential legal education. Her commit-
ment to the university is admirable:
She founded, and now leads, the appel-
late clinic, which allows students to
brief and argue cases before the Ninth
Circuit or the Nevada Supreme Court.

Additionally, she took 1-year leave of
absence from the university from 2015
to 2016 to serve as special counsel with
the U.S. Department of Justice’s Office
for Access to Justice. The breadth of
her career does not stop there, though.
She was an assistant federal public de-
fender in the Federal public defender’s
office in Las Vegas from 2002 to 2008
and, prior to that, served as an Assist-
ant U.S. Attorney in the Civil Division
of the U.S. Attorney’s Office for the
District of Nevada from 2000 to 2002.

Professor Traum has the strong sup-
port of her home-State Senators, Ms.
CORTEZ MASTO and Ms. ROSEN, and was
rated ‘“Well Qualified” by the Amer-
ican Bar Association.

Finally, we will be considering Judge
Alison Nathan, who has been nomi-
nated to serve on the Second Circuit
Court of Appeals.

Judge Nathan is an experienced liti-
gator and an accomplished jurist. She
has served on the U.S. District Court
for the Southern District of New York
since 2012. While on the bench, she has
authored over 1,500 opinions and has
presided over 45 trials that have gone
to verdict or judgment. With that long
record, her reversal rate is an impres-
sive 1 percent. I have no doubt that she
will be a valuable addition to the Sec-
ond Circuit. After attending Cornell
University and Cornell Law School,
Judge Nathan clerked for Judge Betty
B. Fletcher on the Ninth Circuit and
for Justice John Paul Stevens of the
U.S. Supreme Court. From there, she
began her legal practice, where she spe-
cialized in civil litigation and devel-
oped a large pro bono practice focused
on LGBTQ rights and appeals for in-
mates on death row. She also held posi-
tions in government and academia.

Judge Nathan has the strong support
of Senator SCHUMER and Senator GILLI-
BRAND, and she was unanimously rated
“Well Qualified” by the American Bar
Association. Her record on the bench is
deeply impressive. She has proven,
without a doubt, that she understands
the difference between a policy advo-
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cate and a judge, and I am certain that
she will continue to administer justice
in a thoughtful, evenhanded manner.

I support all of these outstanding
nominees and encourage my colleagues
to join me in voting for their confirma-
tion.

——
TRIBUTE TO RAY DRAKE

Mr. DURBIN. Mr. President, I want
to thank Raymond ‘‘Ray’” Drake for
his extraordinary service to the United
Parcel Service, UPS. Earlier this year,
Ray announced that after 46 years at
the UPS, including 11 years as vice
president of UPS State Public Affairs,
he will be retiring this April.

Ray has a profound record of service
to UPS, rising through the ranks and
serving with a deep sense of loyalty
and respect. In 1976, Ray was first hired
at UPS as a package handler while at-
tending the College of New Jersey.
While balancing his studies, Ray was
promoted to part-time hub supervisor.
Upon graduating with a degree in polit-
ical science, he moved to the metro
New York district to become a package
car driver.

Just 2 years after his graduation
from college, Ray was promoted to a
full-time management position, joining
engineering and operations, where he
spent 35 years of his career. Working in
engineering and operations, Ray took
on a number of assignments, holding
positions in three UPS districts and
numerous package and air divisions. In
these roles, Ray utilized his strong
leadership, technical, and analytical
skills to develop and deploy oper-
ational practices throughout UPS. For
the last 11 years, Ray brought his tal-
ents in leadership and advocacy to the
UPS’s State public affairs team, where
he worked tirelessly with key policy-
makers in Illinois, Indiana, Michigan,
Ohio, and Wisconsin.

In Illinois, Ray has served far beyond
his responsibilities with the UPS. Ray
was deeply involved with the State
chambers of commerce and is the
former commerce chairman, the only
UPS manager to chair a State cham-
ber. Ray currently serves on several
boards and committees, including the
Illinois Chamber Foundation Board,
the Chicagoland Chamber Board of Di-
rectors, the Chicagoland Chamber’s
Public Policy Committee, and the
Board of Directors of Illinois’ Civic
Federation. In support of UPS’s inter-
national initiatives, Ray serves on the
Illinois advisory council for the U.S.
Global Leadership Coalition and the
advisory council for North Rhein West-
phalia-Invest, and previously served as
vice chairman of the Illinois Inter-
national Business Council, an organiza-
tion he helped found. In this role, Ray
has used his decades of experience in
transportation and operational leader-
ship to educate and engage community
leaders on investments in development
and diplomacy and has used these rela-
tionships to help strengthen Illinois’
economy.
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In the true spirit of his own legacy at
UPS, Ray was a leader in developing
the wildly successful Chicagoland Re-
gional Education Programs, which has
allowed thousands of young Illinois
residents the opportunity to go to col-
lege while working at UPS.

I want to close by congratulating
Ray Drake on his distinguished career
with the UPS and thank him for all he
has done and all he will continue to do
to serve communities in Illinois and
across the world. Chicago is grateful
for all of his service and sacrifice. Now,
as he enters the next chapter in his
life, I want to wish Ray and his family
the very best in a long and happy re-
tirement.

——
ARMS SALES NOTIFICATION

Mr. MENENDEZ. Mr. President, sec-
tion 36(b) of the Arms Export Control
Act requires that Congress receive
prior notification of certain proposed
arms sales as defined by that statute.
Upon such notification, the Congress
has 30 calendar days during which the
sale may be reviewed. The provision
stipulates that, in the Senate, the noti-
fication of proposed sales shall be sent
to the chairman of the Senate Foreign
Relations Committee.

In keeping with the committee’s in-
tention to see that relevant informa-
tion is available to the full Senate, I
ask unanimous consent to have printed
in the RECORD the notifications which
have been received. If the cover letter
references a classified annex, then such
annex is available to all Senators in
the office of the Foreign Relations
Committee, room SD-423.

There being no objection, the mate-
rial was ordered to be printed in the
RECORD, as follows:

DEFENSE SECURITY
COOPERATION AGENCY,
Arlington, VA.
Hon. ROBERT MENENDEZ,
Chairman, Committee on Foreign Relations,
U.S. Senate, Washington, DC.

DEAR MR. CHAIRMAN: Pursuant to the re-
porting requirements of Section 36(b)(1) of
the Arms Export Control Act, as amended,
we are forwarding herewith Transmittal No.
22-10, concerning the Missile Defense Agen-
cy’s proposed Letter(s) of Offer and Accept-
ance to the Government of the United King-
dom for defense articles and services esti-
mated to cost $700 million. After this letter
is delivered to your office, we plan to issue a
news release to notify the public of this pro-
posed sale.

Sincerely,
JEDIDIAH P. ROYAL,
(For James A. Hursch, Director.)
Enclosures.
TRANSMITTAL NO. 22-10

Notice of Proposed Issuance of Letter of

Offer Pursuant to Section 36(b)(1) of the

Arms Export Control Act, as amended

(i) Prospective Purchaser: Government of
the United Kingdom.

(ii) Total Estimated Value:

Major Defense Equipment* $400 million.

Other $300 million.

Total $700 million.

(iii) Description and Quantity or Quan-
tities of Articles or Services under Consider-
ation for Purchase:
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