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State of the Union Address. While the
President tried to put a positive spin
on things, the truth of the matter is
the United States is not thriving under
Democratic control.

On the economic front, of course,
Americans are struggling under the
burden of the worst inflation in 40
years. There are Americans raising
families today who had not yet been
born the last time inflation was this
bad.

Under Democratic control, Ameri-
cans have seen their standard of living
decline as they face massive increases
in the price of basic necessities from
groceries to gas. Inflation is so bad
that despite wage increases in 2021,
Americans saw a de facto pay cut.
After months of ignoring soaring infla-
tion numbers, the President and con-
gressional Democrats have at last been
forced to start talking about inflation.

Unfortunately, it has become clear
they still don’t understand why this in-
flation disaster happened and how their
massive government spending spree—
the so-called American Rescue Plan
Act—helped create this crisis. ‘““The
American Rescue Plan helped working
people—and left no one behind,” the
President said in his speech last night.
“It worked.” ‘It worked,” he said. If
President Biden believes that, I have
some oceanfront property in South Da-
kota to sell him.

The truth of the matter is that work-
ing Americans are struggling right now
in large part due to the American Res-
cue Plan. The American Rescue Plan
Act was not a targeted COVID relief
bill. It was a massive, unnecessary
spending spree that sent too much gov-
ernment money into the economy, and,
predictably, the economy overheated
as a result.

I am glad that Democrats are start-
ing to acknowledge our inflation crisis,
but it would be nice to see them recog-
nize how it actually came about and
commit to not repeating their mis-
takes in the future.

Inflation is not the only domestic
crisis that we have been facing on
Democrats’ watch. Our Nation is also
experiencing a border crisis that has
resulted in a security, enforcement,
and humanitarian nightmare. Almost
from the day the President took office,
we have seen a massive surge in at-
tempted illegal immigration across our
southern border, and there is no end in
sight.

In January, the Border Patrol en-
countered more than 150,000 individuals
illegally trying to cross our southern
border, the highest January number in
more than 20 years. These numbers, of
course, only reflect individuals the
Border Patrol has been able to appre-
hend. A Department of Homeland Secu-
rity official recently stated that more
than 200,000 individuals have success-
fully evaded apprehension since Octo-
ber and have disappeared—dis-
appeared—into our country, more than
200,000 individuals. It is not surprising.
The Border Patrol is stretched thin and
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lacks sufficient resources to deal with
this never-ending border surge. But it
is deeply concerning. There are 200,000
people entering our country without
any security check or vetting, raising
the risk of drug traffickers, criminals,
or even terrorists finding their way
into our communities.

But perhaps the most concerning
thing is that a full year after this mas-
sive surge began, the President gen-
erally continues to act as if this border
crisis doesn’t exist. He is apparently
unaware of or can’t be bothered to deal
with the real security risk that this
represents for our country.

The President did allude to securing
the border last night—something he
does periodically—but given his track
record, I am not holding my breath. In
fact, he hasn’t even visited it nor has
the Vice President, for that matter.

When it comes to the world stage,
things are a little better. The Presi-
dent’s first year in office was distin-
guished by his disastrous withdrawal
from Afghanistan, which weakened our
national security, diminished our
standing with our allies, and resulted
in our abandoning thousands of Af-
ghans who had worked with us and
whom we had promised to protect.

Currently, we are facing another
international crisis—Russia’s
unprovoked invasion of Ukraine. While
this is a crisis of Vladimir Putin’s
making, President Biden was slow to
move weapons and resisted imposing
sanctions before Russia attacked. I
hope that in the days to come, the
President will stand strong against
Russian aggression and not hesitate to
impose any additional sanctions that
may be necessary to isolate Putin and
his cronies and to halt the Russian ad-
vance.

As I said, the United States is not
thriving under Democratic control. A
big reason for that is because the
President and congressional Democrats
have had one thing on their minds
since taking office and that is imple-
menting a wide-ranging, far-left social-
ist agenda.

Democrats’ lack of leadership on the
big issues facing our country and our
world has been striking. I think the
truth is that Democrats have seen
those big issues as distractions from
their real goal in taking office, and
that is implementing that far-left
agenda. While inflation spiked and
then spiked again, Democrats were
AWOL. They were focused on passing a
massive tax-and-spending spree that
would unquestionably make our infla-
tion problem even worse.

And when that failed, they turned
their focus to a Federal takeover of
election law that they hoped would
give them an advantage in the Novem-
ber elections.

This week, as Vladimir Putin contin-
ued to pursue his apparent dream of re-
constituting the Soviet Union by push-
ing further into Ukraine, Democrats
took a vote on, of all things, legisla-
tion to remove virtually all State-level
restrictions on abortion.
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Yes, that was the big vote this
week—Ilegislation to remove nearly
every State-level restriction on abor-
tion, despite the fact, I might add, that
the majority of the American people
support restrictions on abortion. But
that doesn’t matter to Democrats. If
the Planned Parenthood wing of the
party wants a vote on unrestricted
abortion on demand, that is what it
gets.

In yet another example of just how
far the Democratic Party has run to
the left and just how disconnected
Democrats have become, last week,
John Kerry, who serves as President
Biden’s climate chief, expressed his
hope that war with Ukraine would be
averted because of the carbon emis-
sions such a war would create and how
the war might distract from climate
change.

You can’t make it up. At the time of
his remarks, Russia was on the verge of
invading a sovereign nation—and pos-
sibly condemning an entire country to
Soviet oppression—and a key member
of the President’s administration was
worried about how the war might dis-
tract from climate change.

I am a longtime supporter of clean
energy, but we have a big problem
when members of our country’s leader-
ship are looking at the imperialist
takeover of a sovereign nation, and
their biggest concern is not human life
and human freedom but carbon emis-
sions.

But it is another sign of just how ide-
ological the Democratic Party has be-
come. Nothing—nothing—is allowed to
come between the Democratic Party
and its far-left agenda.

President Biden made some nods to-
ward bipartisanship last night, but it
remains to be seen whether Democrats
and the President are capable of set-
ting aside their far-left agenda to ad-
dress the priorities facing this country.
And given some of the measures the
President proposed last night, I have
my doubts.

But I hope—I hope for the sake of our
Nation—the Democrats will rethink
their evermore rigid allegiance to the
far left and instead work with Repub-
licans in a bipartisan fashion.

The American people deserve better
than what Democrats have given them
over this past year.

I yield the floor.

PROVIDING FOR CONGRESSIONAL
DISAPPROVAL UNDER CHAPTER
8 OF TITLE 5, UNITED STATES
CODE, OF THE RULE SUBMITTED
BY THE CENTERS FOR MEDI-
CARE & MEDICAID SERVICES RE-
LATING TO ‘“MEDICARE AND
MEDICAID PROGRAMS; OMNIBUS
COVID-19 HEALTH CARE STAFF
VACCINATION"

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr.
HICKENLOOPER). Under the previous
order, the Senate will proceed to con-
sideration of S.J. Res. 32, which the
clerk will report.
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The bill clerk read as follows:

A joint resolution (S.J. Res. 32) providing
for congressional disapproval under chapter 8
of title 5, United States Code, of the rule
submitted by the Centers for Medicare &
Medicaid Services relating to ‘“Medicare and
Medicaid Programs; Omnibus COVID-19
Health Care Staff Vaccination’.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under
the previous order, the time until 2:30
p.m. is equally divided between the
leaders or their designees.

The Senator from Massachusetts.

POSTAL SERVICE REFORM ACT

Mr. MARKEY. Mr. President, as I
speak here today on the U.S. Postal
Service Reform Act, Russian President
Vladimir Putin is waging a cruel, un-
just, and barbaric war of choice, fi-
nanced by a global addiction to fossil
fuels, an addiction which Russia is only
too happy to exploit right now.

And the most effective way to reduce
the long-term security threat to
Ukraine and Europe and the United
States and the whole world is to say
that we are going to empty Vladimir
Putin’s oil-and-gas-funded piggy bank,
setting ourselves and our allies on the
course to a future powered by domestic
clean energy.

We can use the power of our Federal
Government to not only apply sanc-
tions but also destroy Putin’s dirty en-
ergy business model.

The U.S. Government has 700,000 ve-
hicles in its fleet, and 160,000 of the
U.S. Government’s vehicles belong to
the U.S. Postal Service. Our Postal
Service could play an important role in
destroying the Putin business model by
committing to clean instead of dirty
energy to fuel its fleet. And it should
start by reversing Postmaster General
Louis DedJoy’s short-term decision to
buy dirty, new postal trucks, energy-
inefficient postal trucks, gas-guzzling
postal trucks.

As we import oil from Russia, we
don’t need a new fleet of gas-guzzling
postal vehicles in the United States be-
cause if we don’t get a truly next-gen-
eration electric fleet of postal trucks,
we need the next generation of Postal
Service leadership delivered express to
the American people.

This is just the latest stop in DeJoy’s
disastrous postal route, and it is time
for him to resign. This is just a leftover
agenda from the Trump years, this
commitment to inefficiency, to the
consumption unnecessarily of oil and
natural gas in our country.

The Postal Service Board of Gov-
ernors and the Biden administration
just can’t let this bad business, bad-for-
climate, bad-for-health decision stand.
If DeJoy won’t get rid of this decision,
the U.S. Postal Service should get rid
of him, especially at this moment
where Russia is fueling an unconscion-
able invasion of Ukraine with oil
money from the United States.

It is the American people who have
been paying $20 billion a year for Rus-
sian oil coming into our country to put
in the gasoline tanks of the United
States. And then he takes that money
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and uses it to buy tanks and planes and
weapons to invade the Ukraine.

A new fleet of electric postal trucks
would receive a stamp of approval from
the American people as it would lower
costs, reduce pollution, and provide
public health benefits while backing
out the Russian oil that comes into our
country every single day.

Louis DedJoy wants to claim he
doesn’t have the money to go electric,
but that false statement should be
marked ‘“‘return to sender.”

One study found that full electrifica-
tion would save the U.S. Postal Service
$4.3 Dbillion over the lifetime of the
fleet. In other words, going all electric
saves money for the American tax-
payer because going all electric is
cheaper than going all gasoline or all
diesel. We just save money, but we
don’t have to send any money to Putin
to run our Postal Service because that
just doesn’t make any sense in 2022.

Since taking office in 2020, Louis
DedJoy has tried to pinch pennies at the
U.S. Postal Service, so why is he now
proposing a fiscally irresponsible plan
that leaves $4.3 billion on the table in-
stead of in U.S. Postal Service’s budg-
et?

If our new postal fleet is made up of
vehicles that get less than 10 miles to
the gallon, no better than the vehicles
already in use, we are going to be tying
our mail delivery system of the future
to the dirty oil, inefficient oil, ineffi-
cient vehicle strategy of the past.

We shouldn’t be proposing the Postal
Service use the same energy from the
time of the Pony Express, and these ve-
hicles that we are using today move at
about the same speed as the Pony Ex-
press.

It is time for us to just think smarter
and not harder. That is all electric.
That is backing out oil. That is just
saying that we can have an infinity
sign next to the efficiency of these ve-
hicles which we are driving and not
this 10-mile-a-gallon, 1930s, 1920s view
of how efficient the postal vehicles in
our country should be.

So this is simple. Electric postal
trucks are cheaper. Electric postal
trucks are cleaner. And this isn’t char-
ity; it is business. And you don’t have
to take my word for it. Ask some of
our most successful companies in the
mail delivery industry.

These are the competitors to the
Postal Service. The Postal Service is
constantly coming up here saying that
we need more subsidies; we need more
help to compete against these private-
sector competitors. Well, UPS just
placed a 10,000-vehicle purchase order
for electric trucks. FedEx is moving to
achieve a fully electric fleet by the
year 2040. And Amazon is purchasing
100,000 new electric delivery vehicles;
that is 20 times more than our U.S.
Postal Service is planning to get under
Louis DedJoy.

These trucks also would work for
UPS routes today. Ninety-six percent
of USPS routes are compatible with
electric postal routes. Electric vehicles
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aren’t the future; they work for us, for
our budgets, and for our energy secu-
rity right now.

We need to protect our planet, and
having all electric vehicles just dra-
matically reduces the greenhouse gases
that we emit. But we also have to pro-
tect our national security. We have to
be telling Russia that we don’t need
your oil any more than we need your
caviar.

And the only way to do it, ulti-
mately, is for the United States—you
just find a way to break our addiction.
And the way to break our addiction is
to just move to the kinds of transpor-
tation, automotive, U.S. Postal Service
vehicles that don’t need oil and still
get you just where you want to go.

So that is our challenge right now.
And we need to protect everything—ev-
erything—our health, our environment,
our economy, our national security,
and our own morality by ensuring that
we move in this direction.

And we need to protect our planet
and our Postal Service by putting a
“Forever Stamp’” on our transpor-
tation future, a fleet of battery-oper-
ated electric vehicles that will usher in
a clean vehicle revolution in America
and destroy the demand for oil and gas
so that the business model of Russia is
destroyed.

This is the weapon that we can be
using. This is the message we should be
sending to the rest of the world. So I
urge the White House, the U.S. Postal
Service, and the Congress to take any
and all possible steps to right this
wrong decision from Louis DeJoy. The
U.S. Postal Service needs to tear up
this deal and buy a clean fleet, and if it
doesn’t, it needs to get a clean start
without Louis DeJoy, who is looking at
the world in a rearview mirror.

You have to look straight ahead to
this all-electric vehicle future. Let’s
ensure that the Postal Service’s next-
generation delivery vehicles create a
livable world for the next generation,
not only of America but as a model for
what the rest of the world has to do.

What I hear from my Republican
friends, what I hear from the American
petroleum industry is, well, the Biden
administration should just open up
more leases to drill for oil, open up
more leases immediately for more
drilling.

Well, here is the problem with the
Republican Party; here is the problem
with the American Petroleum Insti-
tute: The oil industry, the oil giants,
have hoarded thousands and thousands
of leases on public lands all across the
United States, and they have not
drilled on them.

I have introduced Ilegislation for
years saying: Use it or lose it. You
want the lease? You say it is impera-
tive? You are going to pay for that
lease and then you don’t drill on it?

Do you know what they are doing?
They just hoard all of that land, and
the land is the size of huge States in
our country. That is how much land
they have right now or that is owned
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by the American people and leased to
the oil companies.

So they want to start drilling? Why
did you bid for all those leases in the
years gone by? Do you want to know
why? They want to use this whole Rus-
sia situation as an opportunity to get
even more leases that they won’t drill
on and to get them cheap and to create
a false sense of emergency here, when,
if they want to drill, they have already
got all of the leases they would ever
need. They have a backlog of 20 years
they haven’t even started on.

So when you hear these crocodile
tears from the American petroleum in-
dustry, from the American prevari-
cation industry, that is what it is all
about. If they wanted to drill, they
would be drilling right now—onshore,
offshore. They have the leases. All they
want to do is just get more and more
and more and cheaper and cheaper and
cheaper from the American people,
while fighting to stop an all-electric
vehicle revolution, stop a wind and
solar revolution in our country. That is
what their agenda is. That is what the
American Petroleum Institute is all
about—it is stopping an all-electric
revolution; it is stopping a wind and
solar revolution; it is stopping a bat-
tery revolution—because it destroys
their business model as well, while
hoarding leases, not drilling on them,
and then coming in here hat in hand,
demanding, in a lot of ways, that we
give them even more leases that they
are not going to drill on. They are just
going to hoard it and save it for years,
decades, generations to come. It is sad.
It is a sad commentary on American
corporate greed, but that is where we
stand right now.

So just be prepared to hear more lies
from the American oil industry, lies
that go right to the heart of what we
really have to do as Americans for the
next generation, and that is to stand
up to those oil companies, stand up to
the Russian o0il oligarchs, and say: We
are moving away from you historically.
That is what young people in our coun-
try want. They want us to unleash our
technological innovation genius in
order to solve this problem, and it is
wind, it is solar and all-electric vehi-
cles and battery storage technologies.
And it is a moral challenge for us. It is
a national security challenge for us. It
is an environmental challenge for us. It
is an economic challenge for us.

We can already see the impact this
o0il control of the global economy has
upon ordinary consumers in America
and the rest of the world. Inflation is
spiking—oil. Russia is invading
Ukraine—oil. A new U.N. report says
that we now have an evermore dan-
gerous warming of our planet—oil. And
what did they do? They continued to
lie. They continued to try to control
our agenda so that we cannot pass the
legislation to wunleash our techno-
logical genius. That is our greatest
strength. Their greatest strengths are
their natural resources, but ulti-
mately, our greatest renewable re-
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sources are the brains of the American
people, especially the younger people,
because if they were unleashed to in-
vent and deploy all of these new tech-
nologies, it would revolutionize not
just our country but revolutionize the
whole rest of the world.

We gave the young people in our
country in the 1990s and the early 2000s
a chance to do that with our tele-
communications system. It is now
called the internet. It 1is called
broadband. Young people did that. We
have to give the same opportunity to
young people to do the same thing so
that we back out the oil, we revolu-
tionize the way in which we transport
ourselves, and we give hope to the rest
of the planet that the United States is
going to use all of its resources to ac-
complish that goal.

I yield the floor.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Texas.

STATE OF THE UNION ADDRESS

Mr. CORNYN. Mr. President, last
night, of course, we all listened to
President Biden’s prime-time oppor-
tunity to explain what his administra-
tion is doing to address the many chal-
lenges that our Nation is facing.

Here at home, we know family budg-
ets are being plundered by the worst
inflation in four decades. We are pay-
ing higher prices for everything from
food to gasoline. We also know that
there have been spikes in violent crime
that have created public safety con-
cerns in communities across the coun-
try. After a year of hearing folks on
the Democratic side of the aisle, the
progressive base of the Democratic
Party, calling for defunding the police,
it was welcome to hear the President
say last night that we should fund the
police. It is long overdue.

Of course, there is the humanitarian
crisis at the southern border. As I have
said before, Texas has 1,200 miles of
common border with Mexico, and, of
course, we have seen records shattered
month after month of people coming
across the border, claiming asylum,
and then being placed by U.S. authori-
ties into the interior of the United
States, given a notice to appear for a
future court hearing, which, in all like-
lihood, will never occur.

The human smugglers and drug car-
tels have figured out the weaknesses in
our own laws and policies, and they are
exploiting them, to the detriment of
the American people.

On drugs alone, 100,000 Americans
died of drug overdoses last year, the
overwhelming amount of which those
drugs came across the southern border
into the United States. And the cartels
are smart. They figured out that if you
flood the border with people, that is
going to take the Border Patrol off the
frontlines, and here come the drug car-
tels moving their poison across the
border.

Of course, the trials we are facing
now abroad are not any easier. The pre-
cipitous withdrawal from Afghanistan
without any kind of warning or con-
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sultation with our NATO allies has
caused the world to doubt the future of
American leadership, and then the Chi-
nese Communist Party over in the Peo-
ple’s Republic of China continues to
commit genocide against the Uighurs
and threaten attacks against a demo-
cratic Taiwan.

Of course, very much on our minds
today is the fact that Vladimir Putin is
attempting to seize a sovereign nation
and redraw the maps of Europe and
testing the resolve of the United States
and other democracies around the
world.

I, of course, like many, attended the
President’s address last night and lis-
tened closely as he spoke about each of
these challenges, beginning with the
conflict—or I should say war—in
Ukraine.

When it comes to Russia, our allies
are not strong enough on their own to
deter Vladimir Putin or the Russian
Federation. They are looking to the
United States as part of NATO—the
North Atlantic Treaty Organization—
for leadership.

I was pleased to hear President Biden
deliver a clear message to the world
that we stand with the democracy in
Ukraine and we will do everything we
can to help the Ukrainians deter Putin
and to defend their country. The Presi-
dent said we will continue to send mili-
tary, economic, and humanitarian as-
sistance to Ukraine, and it is clear that
there is bipartisan support for that.
But the fact of the matter is, most of
our allies in Europe have been the ones
who stepped up to the threat—of
course, it is in their neighborhood—and
we could have but did not impose sanc-
tions before Putin invaded rather than
after the fact.

I was disappointed that the President
did not speak about what is at stake in
Ukraine. It is something I talked about
here on the floor a few weeks back.

With so many challenges in our own
backyard, it is easy for folks in Texas
or Colorado or New Jersey or anywhere
else around the country to wonder, why
should I care about what is happening
in Ukraine?

Americans want to know, what dif-
ference does a war or a military con-
flict on the other side of the globe—
what relevance does it have to me, and
if it is important, how can we best
help?

Well, we know the answer to that
question here in the House and the
Senate. We know that this conflict is
key to preserving our rules-based inter-
national order, that if Putin can get
away with this, he can get away with
anything. If Putin gets away with this,
President Xi is waiting for his oppor-
tunity to unify Taiwan with mainland
China. So this is a global geopolitical
crisis. We know China and Iran, as I
mentioned, and other adversaries are
paying close attention.

If Texans want America to stay out
of another world war, then we better
slam the door on Vladimir Putin now.
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President Biden had a window to re-
mind the American people and our al-
lies around the world what is at stake
in this conflict. Vladimir Putin has
even put his nuclear forces on active
reserve. He is rattling the nuclear
sabre in order to threaten and intimi-
date NATO and the United States and
the rest of the world, but he is also
finding an incredible amount of cour-
age and resilience and leadership by
people like President Zelenskyy in
leading the courageous Ukrainian peo-
ple in their effort to resist this inva-
sion.

So this is a very serious and very
dangerous moment. Many of the things
that Vladimir Putin has done are ee-
rily similar to what happened in Nazi
Germany in the late 1930s and 1940s.

On another topic, the President al-
luded to inflation last night, but he
didn’t instill much confidence that he
had a concept of what was at stake or
how to solve the problem. When he
talked about his plan to address infla-
tion, he said we need to cut our ex-
penses and overhead. Well, I talked to
some of the cotton producers in Texas
last week when I was home, and they
told me that one of the biggest prob-
lems they have are the increasing costs
of their inputs, things like diesel and
energy, fertilizer, and the like. They
don’t have any room to cut their over-
head unless they go out of business en-
tirely.

So the President did not inspire
much confidence when it came to deal-
ing with the scourge of inflation. But
one thing we can do is quit making it
worse by trying to continue to shovel
more and more money out the door,
chasing fewer and fewer goods and
services.

The President did try to recycle some
of the elements of the Build Back Bet-
ter—or, as I like to call it, the ‘‘Build
Back Broke’’—bill, but that bill, that
policy is dead and buried. The Presi-
dent couldn’t even get support among
his own political party. But he did try
to rebrand it and respond to it in a
way—rebrand it in a way that appeared
to deal with the concerns that every-
body has about increasing costs and in-
flation, but it just did not make any
sense.

The President repeated the same line
that has already been shot down a
number of times. He talked about rais-
ing taxes on the American people, and
he says no one earning $400,000 a year
or less would pay a penny more under
his plan. But, of course, this is the
same President who said that the price
of the $5 trillion Build Back Better bill
was zero. I think the President has lost
a lot of credibility when it comes to
talking about taxes and spending.

Well, what the President talked
about last night was really a laundry
list of his liberal agenda. This isn’t a
new plan. This is the same old plan
with a new name broken down into
smaller pieces. None of this is going to
address what is confronting the Amer-
ican people today when it comes to in-
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flation or crime or the border or re-
gaining America’s leadership and credi-
bility in world affairs.

While I mention crime, when it
comes to crime, the President did af-
firm that defunding the police is not
the answer.

I see our friend, the Senator from
New Jersey, on the floor of the Senate.
I think he led an effort for us to have
a vote on funding the police rather
than defunding the police.

Of course, this is a complete reversal
from what we have heard from many of
the President’s nominees, including
those at the Department of Justice—
people like Vanita Gupta who for
months, if not years, chanted this
mantra of defunding the police and
criticizing the men and women in law
enforcement who are the thin blue line
between us and chaos. But there are
some shining examples that I think the
President could have pointed to. One is
Dallas, TX. It is a shining example of
how supporting our police both finan-
cially and with moral support and with
smart plans can make a difference.

In most major cities across the coun-
try today, crime is up in all categories.
In Dallas, TX, violent crime is down by
8.5 percent, and that is no accident. It
is thanks to the great leadership of
Dallas’s mayor Eric Johnson and Chief
Garcia, chief of the Dallas Police De-
partment.

I asked Chief Garcia yesterday in a
hearing in front of the Senate Judici-
ary Committee, I said: Is there any rea-
son, Chief Garcia, that the plan you
implemented in Dallas couldn’t work
elsewhere around the country? And he
said: No, there is no reason.

Of course, every plan needs to be
adapted to local conditions; but what
the Dallas Police Department and the
city council and mayor have done is
something that can be replicated in
other parts of the country.

Chief Garcia and other witnesses also
testified to the importance of Project
Safe Neighborhoods, which is a Federal
program designed to go after gun
criminals, particularly people who are
felons in possession or people who use
firearms for carjacking, drug trans-
actions, and the like.

The fact of the matter is that Fed-
eral law with its mandatory minimum
sentences for using a firearm illegally
in violation of Federal law is a huge de-
terrent. And if you can’t deter people
from using firearms, you certainly can
lock them up for an extended period of
time which, I think, sends a strong
message that this sort of activity will
not be tolerated and will deter future
criminal activity.

So there is a lot we can do when it
comes to crime. We can also make sure
that people who are suffering from
mental health challenges aren’t di-
verted to jails and denied the treat-
ment that they need that can help
them on the road to recovery. Those
are the kinds of things that I wish we
could have heard more about from the
President last night.
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I was shocked when the President
said we need immigration reform last
night. I have been in the Senate for
quite a while now, a member of the Ju-
diciary Committee. I am the ranking
member on the Immigration Sub-
committee. When my party has been in
the majority, I have been the chairman
of the Immigration Subcommittee. For
the President to say immigration re-
form is something we ought to do
struck me as a throwaway line. And
the reason I say that is because he has
done nothing, zero, zip, nada, to stop
the flood of migrants across our south-
ern border, together with the illegal
drugs that come right behind them.

I have tried to do my best on a bipar-
tisan basis working with people like
Ms. SINEMA, a border State Senator
from Arizona, to come up with some
modest suggestions for the administra-
tion to deal with the crisis at our bor-
der. Unfortunately, we have not heard
a peep out of the administration, at the
same time that the President’s poll
numbers, when it comes to border secu-
rity and immigration, are in the cellar.
You would think that they would be
looking for some sort of bipartisan op-
portunity to register a win and make
some progress, but that would be
wrong.

Well, I was hopeful that we would
hear more about the President’s plan
to work with Republicans in a 50-50
Senate to build consensus for bipar-
tisan solutions. Other than the bipar-
tisan support for Ukraine, we didn’t
hear much about that last night. What
we heard was a long laundry list of par-
tisan legislation that has been tried
and failed during this last year.

The Biden administration needs to do
more to address inflation in a smart
way—in an effective way. They need to
do more to support our men and women
in uniform who are the thin blue line
between us and criminals; and they
need to do something—anything—to
address the humanitarian crisis at the
southern border.

I was hoping this could be a reset mo-
ment. You know, we all make mistakes
in life, but the real test is whether we
learn from those mistakes. But from
the comments that the President made
last night when it comes to these failed
policies, it appears that he has learned
nothing.

The American people elected a 50-50
Senate expecting to force us to work
together, and we should do that. We
should put the tried-and-true formula
of building consensus and passing posi-
tive legislation to help the American
people. We should use that formula
again. It just simply blows my mind
that the President and his party, with
the prospect of an evenly divided Con-
gress, has tried to do so many things
on a purely partisan basis, and, as you
might expect, has failed to do so when
he has been unable to unite even his
own political party.

Well, we need a stronger and a safer
and a more prosperous country. As
Governor Kim Reynolds said yesterday



S928

evening, we can’t project strength
abroad if we are weak at home. And we
can’t support our allies, NATO, and our
own military to deter authoritarian
thugs like Putin if our economy isn’t
strong here at home as well.

So I continue to be an optimist and
hope for the best, but last night’s mes-
sage was not encouraging.

I yield the floor.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Iowa.

UNANIMOUS CONSENT REQUEST—S. 1216

Mr. GRASSLEY. Mr. President, I
come to the floor to ask a unanimous
consent request, and I am going to
state the reasons for that before I ask
for the request. And I appreciate my
friend from New Jersey coming over to
help me at this particular time.

So, today, the issue is fentanyl. To-
day’s vote on this bill, as amended,
should be a yes for every Member of
the Senate. This measure extends the
lifesaving authority placing fentanyl
drugs in schedule I. In fact, a 15-month
extension of this authority similar to
the bill that I offer right now passed
the Senate, and it passed the Senate
unanimously in 2020.

In case that you have not read the
headlines for the past few years,
fentanyl and its analogs are Killing
tens of thousands of Americans each
year, and it happens that fentanyl and
analogs are now the No. 1 cause of
death for Americans ages 18 to 45, the
most productive years of a person’s
life.

The Drug Enforcement Administra-
tion placed fentanyl and analogs on
schedule I in the year 2018. Congress
has already extended this authority
like I am seeking today five times in 4
years. Now, we are on the verge of ex-
tending it for a sixth time before it ex-
pires on March 11.

During the Biden administration,
these reauthorizations have gotten
shorter and yet shorter. The periods of
extension have been as short as just a
few weeks. This has created constant
doubt about whether fentanyl sched-
uling will even continue.

I have received calls from families of
people who have overdosed on fentanyl.
I have received calls from law enforce-
ment seeking our help for them to en-
force the law. For the last 10 months,
these families and these law enforce-
ment people have been in terror that
this authority will disappear, that
thousands then would die from the
fentanyl overdoses.

We have extended fentanyl sched-
uling five times in 4 years, but four
have been in the last 10 months alone.
While extensions preserve a lifesaving
authority, this kind of legislation by
extension is neither sustainable nor re-
flective of the great gravity of keeping
fentanyl drugs in schedule I. A perma-
nently scheduled solution is the best
answer; but, unfortunately, a perma-
nent scheduling action isn’t feasible
right now.

Now, why would that be the case? Be-
cause some members of Congress don’t
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support Kkeeping fentanyl analogs in
schedule I—or maybe at all. Some re-
ject our criminal drug laws altogether.
That seems unbelievable, but that is
what I sense from some of my col-
leagues. Fortunately, this is a fringe
opinion and not very representative of
the majority of Congress. Republicans
and Democrats alike have voiced sup-
port for permanently scheduling
fentanyl analogs, including even Presi-
dent Biden. But until Congress agrees
on a bipartisan and a permanent solu-
tion, we must maintain the authority
by extension.

For years, I have been leading the
fight to extend this authority in hopes
of finding a permanent solution. I have
urged Leader SCHUMER to support
measures that extend fentanyl sched-
uling as long as possible. I have asked
President Biden to engage with bipar-
tisan congressional leaders on a perma-
nent solution. And I have requested
that Chairman DURBIN hold a hearing
on this issue in the Judiciary Com-
mittee. All these requests have obvi-
ously gone unanswered and ignored, or
I wouldn’t be here today asking for
unanimous consent.

Scheduling fentanyl analogs matters.
And why does it matter? It can save
lives. Congress has the power. Congress
has the responsibility to act. So we
ought to do that in just a few minutes.
But we can’t make meaningful bipar-
tisan change unless we have enough
time to do it.

So let’s pass a long-term extension
and finally then lead the way to a per-
manent solution.

Mr. President, I ask unanimous con-
sent request that the Senate proceed to
the immediate consideration of Cal-
endar No. 45, S. 1216; further, that the
Grassley amendment at the desk be
considered and agreed to; that the bill,
as amended, be considered read a third
time and passed; and the motion to re-
consider be considered made and laid
upon the table with no intervening ac-
tion or debate.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there
an objection?

Mr. BOOKER. Reserving the right to
object.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from New Jersey.

Mr. BOOKER. Mr. President, I have
to preface my remarks with my deep
respect for the senior Senator from
Iowa. I respect him not just because he
slays it on Twitter, but I respect him
because of his heart, because we have a
great working relationship, and be-
cause we have worked together to deal
with the drug crisis in America. We
have worked together to make the ju-
dicial system more just.

What you hear from the senior Sen-
ator is passion that comes from the cri-
sis, as he said. I have traveled his State
considerably, and the opioid crisis is a
crisis from New Jersey to Iowa—all
over our country. He read the statis-
tics, but you could hear from his heart
that these are families he knows; that
these are people who have seen the tre-
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mendous loss of young people through
opioid overdoses.

We cannot in this country tolerate
one more overdose. I agree with the
Senator’s sense of urgency in that we
cannot tolerate one more death and
that we have to address this public
health crisis. But with this goal in
mind, I cannot support the bill as it is
offered today because extending the
temporary scheduling of fentanyl
analogs alone is a failed experiment.

We have seen this temporary sched-
uling. We are in it right now. Classwide
scheduling has mnot curbed the
overdoses. In fact, overdoses have in-
creased during the period that fentanyl
analogs have been scheduled by nearly
40 percent from June 2019 to May 2020.

Here is what makes it even worse.

As a result of just blanket classwide
scheduling—this broad sweep ap-
proach—the FDA recently testified
that there is a potential lifesaving
antidote to these fentanyl analogs. It
is Dbasically a stronger version of
naloxone. That stronger version has
been placed, because of this blanket
scheduling, as a schedule I. The FDA
knows that this could actually endan-
ger more people.

Why in the midst of a public health
crisis are we criminalizing the next
naloxone instead of rushing it to the
hands of researchers for study and
evaluation?

When you put something in schedule
I, it is a declaration that doesn’t even
have any health benefits. This is bad
science and, therefore, bad policy.

This bill, as it is now, would not pre-
vent the steady increase of fentanyl-re-
lated overdoses that we are seeing na-
tionwide. It wouldn’t achieve that be-
cause we have had temporary sched-
uling, and it is still going up. It will
not prevent the loss of one loved one
that we see happening right now or the
pain that motivates my friend and sen-
ior Senator from Iowa.

This is a public health crisis, and our
strategies should be informed by the
science as a public health response. It
requires a response that is dictated by
science- and evidence-based interven-
tions. Temporary scheduling, again, is
not simply that. Classwide scheduling
impedes scientists’ and impedes re-
searchers’ abilities to develop evi-
dence-based public health solutions
that are needed to overcome the
fentanyl crisis and deal with these
fentanyl analogs.

Look, right now, temporary sched-
uling has given this false impression
that Congress is doing something to
deal with fentanyl analogs while the
death count goes up. What it has done,
really, is allowed the government to
neglect the deeper calling for us to
really deal with the challenges as they
are. There are a lot of evidence-based
intervention strategies—things we
know that work—that we are not in-
vesting in. There are things that could
help these crises in our communities.
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Fundamentally, research by the FDA
has confirmed that what is being pro-
posed—classwide scheduling—has im-
properly scheduled substances with
therapeutic promise and low abuse po-
tential. We need to submit all
fentanyl-related substances to the
same scientific evaluation that we
have done for other controlled sub-
stances. We need to test for their dan-
gerousness. We must identify those
that might be lifesaving overdoses.

All we have done for nearly 4 years
now is schedule these substances with-
out thinking about the scientific and
medical evidence. Kicking the can
down the road by temporarily sched-
uling these substances, yet again now,
without making any effort to follow
the scientific process, is irresponsible.
We are preemptively criminalizing sub-
stances that may not be harmful and
may actually be antidotes, that might
be the answer in helping to curb these
horrific overdoses and these horrible
deaths. The temporary scheduling of
fentanyl analogs without testing for
pharmacological effects means that
people will be convicted and incarcer-
ated for substances that may have no
pharmacological effect.

I want to again make clear that I am
committed to ending this pandemic. I
carry a picture in my wallet of some-
one who died from an overdose—it was
given to me as I crisscrossed this coun-
try—so as to never forget the everyday
emergency.

As the President mentioned in his
speech to this body yesterday, con-
fronting the opioid epidemic is some-
thing that Republicans and Democrats,
united, can get behind. It should be bi-
partisan, but at the same time, our re-
sponse should not be guided by the
same old drug war ideologies that
didn’t stop the overuse of drugs. It
should be guided by the scientific evi-
dence. It should be guided by compas-
sion. It should be guided by what
works.

Classwide scheduling ignores the sci-
entific and medical guidance. It sets in
place a dangerous precedent, and it re-
peats mistakes we have made too many
times in the past.

I have seen the drug war go awry. I
have seen this body act in ways that
have compounded problems and not
helped people. I have seen the people
with addictions—that are diseases—
with nothing but jail and prison. We
can get out of this crisis if we follow
the science and if we follow what
works, but it means Democrats and Re-
publicans coming together.

I have tremendous respect for my
colleague. I know we can find a way to
move forward together. I know, if we
continue to work together, we are
going to find a way forward. I know,
because of my experience with the sen-
ior Senator and his grace, that if we
dedicate ourselves to working together,
we can get good things done for this
country. We have done it before. In this
case, I think we can do it again.

So, with the deepest respect to my
colleague, I respectfully object.
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objec-
tion is heard.

Mr. GRASSLEY. Mr. President, I
would like to have just a short rebut-
tal.

I thank my friend for his kind re-
marks about me as I know that he and
I have worked together on a lot of
pieces of legislation.

I want to express my disappointment
that my bill to extend fentanyl sched-
uling by 14 months cannot proceed at
this point, but I won’t back down from
trying to extend this authority in a
meaningful and long-term way.

There is more than one way to ad-
vance this bill. Today’s vote is just one
of those ways. Like history shows us,
this authority can be included in fund-
ing legislation or move as a bipartisan,
unanimous bill. I will continue my ef-
forts for its inclusion in the upcoming
omnibus appropriations bill, and I urge
my colleagues to support it.

Unless the Senator from New Jersey
has something to say, I would like to
proceed on another issue.

Mr. BOOKER. The Senator may pro-
ceed. I have nothing else to say.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Iowa.

RUSSIA

Mr. GRASSLEY. Mr. President, there
are 192 nations on the face of this
globe. Not one of those 192 nations, in-
cluding Ukraine, is a threat to Russia.
Regardless, the Russian military is
continuing to wage a full-scale war on
the nation and the people of Ukraine.

I am not sure of the reasons because
I don’t know Putin. The highest I have
been in the leadership of Russia was,
once or twice in my life, when having a
meeting with Mr. Lavrov, the Foreign
Minister. I think, when it comes to
Putin, he has got to satisfy his ego or
he is sick or maybe both.

The Ukrainian military and civilians
are fighting for their homes. Obviously,
they want to be an independent nation.
They have our moral support and even
some of our weapons, and they prob-
ably need a lot more help from the
United States, short of putting troops
in that country. I wish we had gotten
them more defensive weapons before
this invasion, but I still think there is
more that we can do.

I am an original cosponsor of the
NYET bill. “Nyet”’ is the word for ‘‘no”’
in Russian. This legislation that goes
by this acronym, the NYET Act, lit-
erally says no to Russian aggression,
with tough, targeted support for
Ukrainian resistance efforts, even if
that turns into a guerilla war, and
there are a number of other bills to
crush the Putin regime.

Russia, as we know, is a major oil
and gas producer, so Putin’s actions
are hurting not just Ukrainian and
Russian citizens but Americans as well.
Just think of the $1 or more increase in
the price of gasoline we are paying
today compared to 1 year ago. This sit-
uation comes at the same time Ameri-
cans across the country are already
paying more for gas than at any time
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since 2014. That number comes from
AAA data.

Last night, I was encouraged to hear
President Biden pledge to ‘‘use every
tool at our disposal’” to limit gas price
hikes after he imposed sanctions on
Russia. It is time for Congress and the
White House to rethink policies that
threaten our energy independence and,
at the same time, our national secu-
rity.

That is why already this week I have
helped to introduce the American En-
ergy Independence Act with Senator
HAWLEY, which would reverse the
President’s shutdown of the energy sec-
tor and return it to full production so
that we will have energy independence
like we had until 12 months ago.

Last night, the President talked
about buying American products. Yet
it seems like o0il and natural gas—very
major components of our economy—
were excluded from his rhetoric. When
it comes to oil, the United States im-
ports nearly 700,000 barrels of oil a day
from Russia. That is why I introduced
legislation yesterday with Senator
MARSHALL that would ban purchases of
Russian oil.

I am also backing a new bill by Sen-
ator RUBIO to make American oil com-
panies sever ties with Russian state-
owned oil and gas companies as many
of these companies already have done.

I support harsh sanctions that hit
Putin where it really hurts him. In
turn, you will affect the entirety of the
Russian people, who are innocent of
this dictator’s running of their coun-
try, all the harm he is causing them
right now. But we ought to free the
world from a Russian energy blackmail
and keep gas affordable here at home
with American-produced energy.

Some of my colleagues are looking to
lower prices at the gas pump by push-
ing for a gas tax freeze. That would be
a very short-term, unsustainable move
that would blow a hole in the highway
trust fund.

Instead, I hope colleagues on both
sides of the aisle can work with the
President to reverse decisions that
have increased the price of domestic
fuel production.

You remember, on the first day in of-
fice, President Biden decided to shut
down the Keystone Pipeline. President
Biden should restart and expedite that
pipeline.

Also, in January 2021, President
Biden issued an Executive order paus-
ing new o0il and gas leases on public
lands and Federal waters.

In July 2021, the Interior Department
halted all oil drilling on leased land
within the Arctic National Wildlife
Refuge.

Now, take all these actions. They sig-
nal to capital investors that the heavy
hand of the Federal Government will
work against fossil fuel investments at
every turn. You know, you read about
bank regulators all the time, discour-
aging banks from making loans to en-
ergy fossil fuels. This hostile regu-
latory environment has crippled in-
vestment in fossil fuels, which, in turn,
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is the reason we have the high price of
gasoline.

Instead of more redtape, the Presi-
dent and Congress should work to cut
regulations and Federal permitting
that slow down, and has slowed down,
domestic energy production.

We were, as you know, energy inde-
pendent 12 months ago. Now, we are en-
ergy dependent. We have the President
begging OPEC and Russia to ship us
more oil.

Policies that encourage investments
in fossil fuel production will increase
domestic production, and the result
would be lower gas prices, just like we
can look back at the last 12 months,
and all the action that has been taken
has driven up the price of gasoline.

But instead of focusing on domestic
energy independence last fall, as I have
already referred to, President Biden in-
stead asked OPEC to pump more oil.
The OPEC cartel, of course, did not
honor that request.

In 2000, when he was a Senator, now-
President Biden acknowledged that
anticompetitive behavior from OPEC
harms American consumers and called
on President Clinton to consider legal
action against OPEC. OPEC is an orga-
nization which blatantly colludes to
raise the price of oil.

I have introduced the bipartisan bill
entitled No Oil Producing and Export-
ing Cartels—it goes by the acronym
NOPEC—which would allow the De-
partment of Justice to hold OPEC ac-
countable for its anticompetitive be-
haviors that artificially inflate global
oil prices. I ask again for President
Biden to publicly support the passage
of NOPEC and work with Congress to
pass this legislation into law.

Besides focusing on fossil fuels, we
know that ethanol makes up 10 percent
of the gas sold in the United States.
When oil prices are high, it gives high-
er blends of ethanol a clear competi-
tive advantage.

Historically, gas prices gradually rise
in the spring and peak late summer
when people are driving more fre-
quently. But last fall, the Supreme
Court rejected EPA’s regulation allow-
ing year-round K15 sales. Congress
must move quickly to ensure that E15
can be sold this summer. E15 is a clean-
er, higher-octane type of gasoline that
contains more homegrown ethanol and
less petroleum.

Both biodiesel and ethanol are prov-
en domestic supplies of fuel that en-
hance our energy independence and, at
the same time, lower greenhouse gas
emissions.

Domestic biofuel producers are ready
to step up and to give consumers lower
gas prices that increase our national
security and provide jobs in the heart-
land—good-paying jobs.

Most Americans do not care where
the oil was produced when they fill up
their gas tanks. They just want to fill
up their gas tanks without taking out
a loan to do it. But when conflict oc-
curs in oil-producing regions around
the world, Americans quickly realize
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the importance of your gas being a mix
of West Texas crude and Iowa ethanol.

In just over a year, we can see how
the United States is losing energy inde-
pendence. Instead of focusing on do-
mestic fuel production, the President
and his administration have caved to
the most radical environmentalists in
shaping our energy policy. It is time to
reverse course.

I am taking the President at his word
when he said in the State of the Union
Address last night that he wants to use
every tool at his disposal to limit gas
price hikes. So I have just given sev-
eral ways that we can use every tool
that the President is talking about.
And, of course, it is time to get to
work.

I yield the floor.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Ohio.

Mr. PORTMAN. Mr. President, first,
I want to thank my colleague who just
spoke about some really important
issues.

Senator GRASSLEY from Iowa talked
about the fentanyl crisis that is facing
our country. Unfortunately, this syn-
thetic opioid is now killing more and
more Americans. We are back to record
levels of overdose deaths, and probably
two-thirds of them are caused by
fentanyl.

He is absolutely right. We need to be
sure it is scheduled clearly as an illegal
drug, as well as all the variants of it.
STRENGTHENING AMERICAN CYBERSECURITY ACT

OF 2022

Mr. President, I am coming on the
floor today to talk about another issue
that is really important to our coun-
try, and that is protecting us from
cyber attacks.

Last night, I commend this body be-
cause the U.S. Senate passed legisla-
tion called the Strengthening Amer-
ican Cybersecurity Act of 2022.

What does that mean? It means that
we took the time to do our homework,
had hearings, and reported out legisla-
tion that helps protect our government
data, including personal data of Amer-
ican citizens, but also our national se-
curity data and other sensitive infor-
mation from cyber attacks.

Also, we put in place provisions to
help protect the private sector, par-
ticularly critical infrastructure.

With what is going on right now
around the world, particularly with re-
gard to Russia and Ukraine, it is in-
credibly important that we put up bet-
ter defenses here in this country, as
well as helping Ukraine and other
countries to fight against these cyber
attacks.

In recent years, we have seen this
time and time again. I am sure you re-
member the Colonial Pipeline. Remem-
ber, they shut down gasoline distribu-
tion to the eastern part of the United
States. These were cyber attacks.

You probably heard of some of these
other cyber attacks, like SolarWinds or
ones where these criminal gangs de-
mand a ransom using so-called
ransomware. This is happening increas-
ingly.
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Again, my concern is, particularly
with what is going on today in our
volatile and dangerous world, that it
will continue to happen and even be-
come much more dangerous for us.

The House of Representatives now
has a chance to take up this legislation
and pass it. They have been working
with us on this all along on a bi-
cameral basis, the House and the Sen-
ate, Republican and Democrat. This
hasn’t been a partisan issue. It has
been one of these issues where we have
worked together.

Senator PETERS, who is the chair of
the Homeland Security and Govern-
ment Affairs Committee—I am the
ranking Republican, top Republican—
we have worked together on this, but
so did a lot of other members across
the aisle.

Senator RUBIO and Senator WARNER,
Senator COLLINS, and others, they vi-
tally represent the Intelligence Com-
mittee, which also has a strong inter-
est in this.

In my role as the ranking member on
Homeland Security, we spend a lot of
time focused on the oversight of this
issue, how to respond to things like
SolarWinds we talked about or Colo-
nial Pipeline or other cyber attacks.
What we have found is that these cyber
attacks are increasingly sophisticated
and that our own government doesn’t
have the tools they need, and that is
why this legislation is so important.

Russia’s invasion of Ukraine is an
atrocity. It must not stand. But one of
the things they have done in Ukraine
for the last 8 years—and, really, before
that as well, but particularly the last 8
years, since 2014 when Ukraine decided
to turn to the West, to turn to us—is
Russia had done these cyber attacks
relentlessly in Ukraine. And they are
stepping them up right now, along with
the horrible scenes we see of the bomb-
ings of innocent civilians in their
apartment buildings. I saw today that
not only have hospitals and childcare
institutions been bombed but also the
Holocaust memorial in Kyiv has been
damaged. So what the Russians are
doing is appalling, and the entire free-
dom-loving world needs to stand up to
it, and we need to help Ukraine more.

But one thing they have also done is
they have launched these cyber attacks
against the Ukrainian Government and
against the private sector infrastruc-
ture in Ukraine. That, too, is a place
where we can help.

But, again, we need to be sure that
we have our own house in order here to
be able to be more helpful, to be able to
provide the best practices, and to help
Ukraine be able to deal with these at-
tacks, both kinetic attacks, these mili-
tary attacks, and also the cyber at-
tacks.

Many times, the cyber attacks are
also mixed with disinformation attacks
because the Russians are flooding the
zone and trying to take their
disinformation and their lies and
spread it around to the Ukrainian peo-
ple. By the way, not many people are
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believing it anymore because it is so
outrageous.

In China, we see another sophisti-
cated cyber adversary ramping up their
rhetoric and their incursion into Tai-
wan’s air defense zone. All these
threats make enacting this legislation
we passed last night all the more im-
portant.

Legislation has three complementary
bills combined into one. First, it will
protect our critical infrastructure bet-
ter from cyber attacks by increasing
our visibility as a country into these
cyber attacks and building the govern-
ment’s ability to warn potential vic-
tims and mount a nationwide defense
and provide best practices to our crit-
ical infrastructure.

It will strengthen the government’s
own response and recovery capabilities,
protecting sensitive data as well. And,
finally, it will make government acqui-
sition and use of cloud services more
secure, more accountable, more effi-
cient, and, significantly, keep coun-
tries like China and Russia from being
able to access the cloud.

All of these bills were passed out of
the Homeland Security and Govern-
ment Affairs Committee with strong

bipartisan support. And, again, it
passed the Senate overwhelmingly last
night.

The first of these bills that I men-
tioned is called the Cyber Incident Re-
porting for Critical Infrastructure Act.
Cyber attacks against U.S. critical in-
frastructure, whether by foreign gov-
ernments, like Russia and China, or
criminal organizations, are, of course,
a serious national security threat.

Today, no one TU.S. Government
agency has visibility into all the cyber
attacks occurring against critical in-
frastructure on a daily basis. We need
that. We need to know what is going on
to be able to warn other infrastructure
and to be able to respond quickly.

Right now, if Russia initiates a cyber
campaign against U.S. critical infra-
structure, there would be nothing to
ensure that the U.S. Government is no-
tified of that so it can mount a nation-
wide response and, again, warn other
critical infrastructure operators simi-
larly situated.

This bill would change that, enabling
a coordinated, informed U.S. response
to cyber attacks against the United
States.

The Cyber Incident Reporting Act
will require critical infrastructure
owners and operators to report sub-
stantial cyber attacks within 72 hours
and ransomware payments within 24
hours to what is called the Cybersecu-
rity and Infrastructure Security Agen-
cy. It is called CISA.

CISA has done an effective job in the
Trump administration, now in the
Biden administration, but they need
these tools to be able to do a better
job.

CISA having this information will be
able to use the data to immediately
contact the FBI and other appropriate
law enforcement but also to help with
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best practices to mitigate the damage
and to warn other critical infrastruc-
tures of threats, help these victims re-
cover, analyze trends, and enable a
whole-of-the-nation defense and re-
sponse to these attacks.

It is a cyber attack. It is not soldiers
with guns, but it can have some of the
same horrible impacts and damage to
our economy and to individuals. Again,
think of the oil pipeline, Colonial Pipe-
line, being basically shut off to the
whole East Coast of the United States.

The second bill that is part of this
package is called the Federal Informa-
tion Cyber Security Modernization
Act, or FISMA.

FISMA is the acronym for the way in
which we protect our Federal Agencies.
And, unfortunately, we know that Fed-
eral Agencies—government Agencies—
have failed to protect Americans’
data—our data, personal data.

Last August, I released a report with
Chairman PETERS detailing the signifi-
cant cyber security vulnerabilities of
eight different key Federal Agencies—
Homeland Security, State, Transpor-
tation, Housing and Urban Develop-
ment, Health and Human Services, Ag-
riculture, Education, and the Social
Security Administration—the Social
Security Administration where a lot of
our sensitive information is kept.

This report that we issued followed a
report just a few years ago, in 2019,
that I issued with Senator CARPER
when I was chair of the Permanent
Committee on Investigations, and we
investigated all eight of these Agencies
to determine how they were doing in
terms of pushing back against cyber
attacks.

In last year’s report, only the De-
partment of Homeland Security had an
effective cyber security program. No
other Agency we reviewed met the
standard. And we found that, govern-
mentwide, the average cyber security
grade in pushing back against these
cyber attacks was a C-minus—not the
grade I would have wanted to take
home to my parents. But that is the
truth. We are just not prepared.

The report identifies several common
Agency vulnerabilities, including the
failure to protect personally identifi-
able information. Again, think about
some of these Agencies, HHS or Social
Security. That is a big issue; second,
maintain an accurate list of the Agen-
cies’ IT equipment so they know what
they have; third, install security
patches quickly; and, fourth, replace
vulnerable and insecure legacy tech-
nology. A lot of these Agencies have
technology that needs to be updated
that is stovepiped—in other words,
isn’t working well together and that
makes it difficult to push back against
these cyber attacks.

In the 7 years since FISMA was last
updated, Federal Agencies have had
these same vulnerabilities year after
year, putting America’s data at risk.
So this legislation takes the important
steps to remedy these systemic prob-
lems we identified. It incorporates rec-
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ommendations from my bipartisan re-
ports with Senator PETERS and Senator
CARPER and will adopt a risk-based ap-
proach to cyber security budgeting; po-
sition the Cybersecurity and Infra-
structure Security Agency—CISA, we
talked about earlier—as the lead Agen-
cy in securing these Federal networks.
There needs to be accountability, and
that is missing now.

We need to require Agencies to notify
Americans whose personal identifiable
information is compromised during a
breach. To me, this is just a basic re-
quirement for government. If you have
personal information that has been
breached because the government sys-
tem has not been properly protected,
you ought to be told about that so you
can take your own steps to protect
yourself.

Complement the Cyber Reporting for
Critical Infrastructure Act by ensuring
that Federal Agencies and contractors
also notify CISA when they suffer a
breach. We talked about that earlier.
But having that information is very
helpful.

And, finally, update the requirements
for congressional notification when an
Agency suffers a major cyber incident.

We have an oversight responsibility
here. We need to know if there has been
a major cyber attack.

Finally, this legislation includes a
third part, which 1is called the
FedRAMP Authorization Act. This is
the one that will authorize the Federal
Risk and Authorization Management
Program that deals with cloud com-
puting and protecting the cloud.
FedRAMP is a governmentwide pro-
gram administered by the General
Services Administration that provides
Agencies and cloud service providers
with a standard approach to evalu-
ating, authorizing, and monitoring the
security of cloud services. So when a
Federal Government Agency wants to
use the cloud services, they have to go
through this process.

In the first 4 years of FedRAMP, the
program authorized only 20 cloud serv-
ice providers. Today, there are more
than 230 cloud service providers—30
percent of which are small businesses.
This act builds on the successes of
FedRAMP and Agencies’ continued
push to adopt commercial cloud solu-
tions by addressing existing costs and
processing times.

But it also includes measures to
strengthen the government’s response
to foreign interference in our cloud
systems. Supply chain security experts
have warned us about the weaknesses
in FedRAMP that leave our cloud sys-
tems vulnerable to interference from
countries like Russia and China, North
Korea, Iran.

The reforms in this bill will allow for
increased transparency and better
monitoring of possible foreign influ-
ences in FedRAMP-approved systems.
For example, it requires an Agency to
review, on an interagency basis, gov-
ernment standards to identify and as-
sess the origin of software and code to
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provide the transparency and account-
ability needed into the FedRAMP-ap-
proved systems that are developed and
maintained by foreign engineers in
countries like Russia and China.

This bill also requires private-sector,
third-party assessment organizations
to disclose to GSA any information
they have related to any foreign inter-
ests, any foreign influences, any for-
eign control, of course, or ownership,
and to report a change in foreign own-
ership or control to GSA within 48
hours.

We have had instances like this
where we are using cloud-based serv-
ices that then become bought by a for-
eign entity and that is not reported
and therefore they continue to provide
these services, which is something we
need to stop.

I commend the hard work of so many
of my colleagues in crafting this broad-
er legislation, including Chairman
PETERS, Chairman WARNER, Ranking
Member RUBIO, Senator COLLINS of the
Intelligence Committee, as well as so
many other colleagues on the Home-
land Security and Governmental Af-
fairs Committee and the Intel Com-
mittee.

I also want to thank our colleagues
in the House, particularly Representa-
tives CLARKE and KATKO, because this
has been a truly bicameral exercise,
both in terms of the oversight and
identifying what the problems are and
coming up with appropriate legislation.

And by the way, this legislation is
strongly supported by those in the ad-
ministration who are responsible for
dealing with cyber attacks. They need
these tools, and they want these tools.

We are not done yet because it has
just passed the Senate. It has not
passed the House. But we need to move
quickly to enact these important
changes to modernize our cyber secu-
rity posture.

I urge the House to act quickly, to be
sure we can protect ourselves from
cyber attacks, particularly in this in-
creasingly dangerous environment. I
would hope that we could send this
critically important legislation to the
President’s desk for signature very
soon and be sure we are doing all we
know to do to be able to better protect
our country and our citizens in cyber
attacks.

H.R. 3076

Mr. President, we are also on the
floor today talking about the postal re-
form legislation. I know we are going
back and forth trying to determine
how many amendments will be offered
and which amendments are germane or
relevant to the legislation or not. But
let me just say that we already had a
strong vote to move to this legislation.
We had a vote of over 70 Members,
which is rare around here—a strong bi-
partisan vote saying let’s move forward
with this postal reform. And it is really
important we do it because the post of-
fice is in deep trouble. And if we don’t
act, it is going to get a lot worse. We
are going to have big problems.
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In looking at this issue, again, in my
oversight responsibilities on the Home-
land Security and Governmental Af-
fairs Committee, it looks like, in the
next few years, the post office would
probably go insolvent. And none of us
wants that. When that happens, there
would probably be a big government
bailout.

So this legislation, along with inter-
nal reforms that the post office is mak-
ing themselves—and I commend them
for that—is intended to avoid that
problem. It is intended to ensure that
we can get this under control before
there is an insolvency.

Right now, the post office is pro-
jecting a 10-year loss of $160 billion if
we just continue with the status quo.
The reality is, the post office is in a
tough business situation. Think about
it. How many first-class letters have
you sent recently? And how many did
you send 5 years ago or 10 years ago?
Probably more. Increasingly, we are re-
lying on sending things by email and
not sending them by first-class mail.
That changes the post office’s business
model.

They are also delivering to more and
more addresses because everybody
wants to be connected to the post of-
fice to receive packages, to receive
other kinds of mail—advertising, news-
papers, bills. People who are reliant on
getting their prescriptions through the
mail are very eager to see the post of-
fice be strong and, of course, be a post
office that addresses their universal
service requirement—in other words,
goes to every single mailbox around
America.

So the math doesn’t work very well
when you have more and more address-
es and not as much first-class mail to
be sent out. That is one reason that the
post office is in trouble. And we need to
address that new reality.

The current Postmaster General, by
the way, whose name is Louis DedJoy,
came and talked to some of us yester-
day about this and talked about an am-
bitious plan that he has embarked on
along with the support of the postal
Board of Governors and the support of
the previous administration and this
administration to ensure that we can
transform the post office by finding ef-
ficiencies, including transforming ex-
isting capabilities to make sure they
more efficiently meet the needs of the
American people.

He has a 10-year plan that makes
changes to make the post office more
efficient, but it also continues to have
this universal service obligation where
everybody is going to be getting their
mail. In fact, under our legislation,
there is also a 6-day-per-week mail de-
livery requirement. So it is not just
that everybody’s post office box or
mailbox or door is being serviced by
the post office but that it is done 6
days a week.

But he needs help to do that. In par-
ticular, he has made it very clear to us
that he needs the financial space to be
able to put these reforms in place to be
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able to take away some of the huge li-
abilities that they currently face at
the post office. That is what we do in
this legislation.

First, we eliminate a burdensome
prefunding requirement for retiree
health benefits. This has really been a
problem for the post office. It has made
their lives much more difficult. We
mandated this in Congress back in 2006
for current employees. This has crip-
pled the post office financially.

You should know, by the way,
prefunding of healthcare retiree bene-
fits is something the Federal Govern-
ment does not do. So other Agencies
and Departments don’t have to do that.
It is also not something the private
sector does. So it is something that the
post office uniquely has had to deal
with, and, again, it has been a financial
burden for them that has really made
their financial statements extremely
difficult.

Second, we require post office em-
ployees who are retiring, who have
been paying into Medicare their entire
career, by the way, to join up with Part
B and Part D of Medicare—in other
words, to go into Medicare, and instead
of having the Federal employee health
benefit plan be their plan, to have that
be the backup and have Medicare be
their primary payer.

Everybody is in Part A, by the way,
already—Medicare Part A. But some
Postal Service employees are not en-
rolled in Parts B and D.

Now, about 756 percent are enrolled in
entire Medicare but, again, about 25
percent are not. So that saves money
for the post office because Medicare is
not as generous a program, frankly, as
Federal employee health benefit plans
or the new Postal Service Federal
health benefit plan.

Third, we require the Postal Service
to maintain its current standard of
this 6-day-a-week delivery we talked
about through an integrated delivery
system of mail and packages. That
simply says that the status quo ought
to continue so that you are delivering
packages and letters at the same time,
not separately. That would be incred-
ibly inefficient, to say, OK, you are
going to have a separate system for
packages and a separate system for let-
ters.

In addition to doing all these things,
the Congressional Budget Office esti-
mates that the bill is going to save
money. It is going to save $1.5 billion a
year to the American taxpayer.

I would also like to note what the
bill does not do because there has been
some information out there, including
one editorial I saw recently. One, it
doesn’t appropriate any new funds to
the U.S. Post Office.

Two, it does not change the account-
ing or cost structure for packages and
letters. So it does not disadvantage pri-
vate-sector carriers. It is the status
quo. And that is very important to me.

Third, it does not impact the sol-
vency of the Medicare hospital trust
fund. That is the Part A trust that is
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going broke in a short number of years.
And that is the big focus of a lot of us:
make sure that doesn’t happen. It does
not affect Part A trust fund at all.

It also does not increase the Medi-
care Part B or Part D premiums. And
that is important, I think, to a lot of
us.

And, finally, it does not allow the
post office to enter into new commer-
cial services like postal banking, which
I believe would be a big mistake.

The legislation received strong bipar-
tisan support when it was taken up in
the House of Representatives a couple
of weeks ago. It passed by a vote of 342
to 92. Not much gets passed in terms of
major legislation along those lines.
And I am proud of the people who
worked hard on this on both sides of
the aisle and both sides of the Capitol
to come up with a bipartisan bill. It is
not the bill any one of us would have
written, but it is the right bill to save
the post office.

I think Republicans and Democrats
alike in the House looked at this and
said: We have to do something here. We
do not want the post office to go belly-
up.

Some say that this is a whole lot bet-
ter than the alternative. I agree with
that. I think that is one of the reasons
we need to pass this. It does get the
Postal Service back on track; again,
with reforms being undertaken inter-
nally at the post office itself—that
combination of what we are doing here
to provide them some financial space
to be able to make the reforms and the
reforms that they are doing.

I encourage my colleagues to join me
in supporting this legislation. Let’s put
the Postal Service in a position to suc-
ceed, to continue to provide these es-
sential services. Small businesses and
our veterans with regard to their
healthcare, prescriptions being deliv-
ered, and our rural constituents abso-
lutely need the post office to be there
to service them. They rely on this.
That is why so many, again, of my col-
leagues on both sides of the aisle
strongly support this legislation.

I want to thank my colleague Sen-
ator PETERS for working with us over
time to find consensus on this bill.
Let’s pass it and ensure that the Postal
Service—the post office—remains via-
ble for years and years ahead. Nothing
is more important to my rural con-
stituents, who talked to me about this
quite a bit, than ensuring that the post
office stays healthy. It is really impor-
tant to, again, some of the veterans I
represent who get their needed medica-
tion through the mail.

It is important to our voting system
in this country because a lot of voting
is by mail, including in Ohio, where for
many years we had absentee voting
that is no-fault absentee. We rely on
our post office to ensure our ballots get
delivered on time.

This is an opportunity on a bipar-
tisan basis to ensure the post office re-
mains strong. I hope we take advan-
tage of it and pass this legislation and
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have appropriate amendments in the
meantime and get this done in short
order.

I yield the floor.

The PRESIDING OFFICER
ROSEN). The Senator from Indiana.

S.J. RES. 32

Mr. BRAUN. I am here today to talk
about vaccine mandates. Of course, I
led the effort on the vaccine mandate
that was preposterous when our admin-
istration said ‘‘Either take a vaccine or
lose your job,” impacting down to 100
employees.

Thank goodness the Supreme Court
weighed in, citing that Congressional
Review Act as one of the reasons it did
it, taking that cue from here in Con-
gress. But there still are mandates re-
maining, and it has to do with the
Biden administration’s pandemic poli-
cies that have just gone too far, and
millions of workers are dealing with
the consequences.

You cannot make these arbitrary de-
cisions, especially when it was clear we
were coming to some type of resolu-
tion, some type of different dynamic
with the COVID saga, and then drop
these kinds of mandates upon any enti-
ty at the worst possible time.

In this case, we are talking about the
CMS vaccine mandate on healthcare
workers—10 million of them affected.
The very same frontline workers who
have been heroes and served their fel-
low Americans during the pandemic
were given a choice: your careers or a
vaccine.

With all of the logic that went into
the Supreme Court’s ruling on employ-
ers with employees down to 100, it
should apply to healthcare entities as
well.

It is no surprise that you see
healthcare workers leaving at the high-
est rate—leaving their profession—in
over 20 years. It is worse in rural areas,
like the State of Indiana, and that
compounds other problems that rural
places are contending with.

It also fails to acknowledge evidence-
based science that clearly tells us stuff
now that we didn’t know before, like
natural infection has a much better de-
fense against COVID and it has more
durability.

Common sense doesn’t make any dif-
ference, and now we have got this. He
has robbed these healthcare workers of
the freedom to make their own choices
and added to the challenges patients
have had to access the healthcare sys-
tem. Today, the Senate can overturn
this mandate—another example of gov-
ernment in overdrive, getting into indi-
vidual decisions it was never intended
to.

I urge my colleagues to correct this
later today, and let’s base this on
science, not political science, which
seems to drive so many of the decisions
here.

I yield the floor.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Kansas.

Mr. MARSHALL. Madam President, 1
ask unanimous consent to use a stetho-
scope as a prop during my remarks.

(Ms.

S933

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

Mr. MARSHALL. Madam President,
last year, I put my sport coats and ties
away and broke out some scrubs, found
my stethoscope and a lab coat, and
went to work fighting COVID on the
frontlines of hospitals and community
centers in Wyandotte County, KS, and
Seward County, KS.

This is a picture of some of the he-
roes I worked with. I think what is im-
portant to note is this is a time when
none of us knew how bad this virus
was. It reminded me, as a medical stu-
dent, working on HIV patients. Myself
geared up from head to toe with pa-
tient protective equipment, personal
protective equipment, nurses, res-
piratory therapists, radiology techs—
all of us not knowing how bad this
virus was and how easily it could
spread.

Today, these heroes are being pun-
ished. These heroes came to work every
day covered from head to toe in per-
sonal protective equipment, with each
one knowing that they could contract
COVID-19 from any one of their pa-
tients at any given time.

This particular setting, an ICU—an
ICU with 8 beds and 13 patients.

Despite the risk to them, to their
families—think about that. Think
about having children at home or a
spouse, that you were not only risking
your own life but the fear of taking
this virus home with you. But they
threw themselves into the fire, so to
speak, all in the effort to save Kansans
from a pandemic that was raging
across our communities.

In the earliest months of this pan-
demic and still to this day, our
healthcare heroes have displayed sac-
rifice and dedication to the American
people. It is a reminder to all of us how
essential these people are in ensuring
the safety of our communities.

They weren’t left unscathed. Between
burnout and suicide, the pandemic
took a heavy toll on their physical and
mental health—doctors, nurses, all the
supporting staffs in these hospitals, in
the nursing homes, in the emergency
rooms.

The resulting exodus of fatigued and
demoralized doctors and nurses and
other frontline workers is exacerbating
a labor shortage which already existed
across rural Kansas and across rural
America long, long before the pan-
demic occurred.

Since February of 2020, roughly one
in five healthcare workers has quit
their job—one in five—according to a
poll published late last year. In Sep-
tember, the American Nurses Associa-
tion sent a letter to HHS Secretary
Becerra urging the Agency to declare
the nursing shortage a national crisis
and to take immediate action to con-
front the issue.

I can tell you, I don’t talk to any
doctor back home, any hospital admin-
istrator, who is not going to grab me
and say: We have got a huge nursing
shortage. You have to do something
about it.
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The nursing homes, the rehab centers
are all suffering huge, huge nursing
shortages. The nursing colleges are
now having a huge shortage of teach-
ers. Nearly a third of the country’s
15,000 nursing homes reported a short-
age of nurses or aides. Hospitals have
been forced to recruit foreign nurses,
and National Guardsmen have had to
fill in as nursing assistants to ease
these problems. These shortages are
particularly impactful in rural areas
like my home State of Kansas.

The Centers for Medicare and Med-
icaid Services acknowledges there are
currently ‘‘endemic staff shortages for
all categories of employees at almost
all kinds of healthcare providers and
suppliers.” Despite this acknowledge-
ment, President Biden and his public
health officials went forward with this
vaccine mandate, knowing it could and
would lead to more firings—{firings like
those we saw in New York, where 33,000
healthcare workers were fired—33,000.
They were fired, retired, or placed on
unpaid leave because they chose not to
abide by the State’s mandatory inocu-
lation policy.

Labor shortages at healthcare facili-
ties will impede access for the elderly
and the poor—those who are supposed
to be cared for under Medicare and
Medicaid.

In addition to the impact this would
have on the healthcare workforce, this
mandate puts additional burdens on
hospitals and State surveyors. The rule
requires covered entities to comply
with redtape by requiring them to de-
velop and implement policies to ensure
compliance with the mandate, mean-
while taking nurses away from that
contact with the patients who need the
attention.

CMS estimated that the cost of this
mandate on private-sector entities
would exceed $158 million. Follow-on
guidance issued by CMS recently also
required State surveyors to enforce the
Federal Government’s vaccine mandate
by verifying compliance at healthcare
facilities. This will take away, again,
limited resources at the State level
and prevent them from fulfilling their
traditional surveying and certification
duties, not to mention multiple States
have laws on their books prohibiting
vaccination as a condition of employ-
ment for State agencies.

As a physician, I am confident that
the vaccine has saved lives, and I am so
grateful for the vaccines. However,
whether to receive it or not is a per-
sonal choice between individuals and
their doctor, not mandated via uncon-
stitutional Executive actions. I still
believe in the sanctity of the patient-
physician relationship.

Make no mistake, this Federal vac-
cine mandate is not about public
health or science and fails to account
for changes in data and the cir-
cumstances of the virus. If it were, we
would recognize natural immunity as a
highly effective way to combat the
virus. Mountains of evidence show that
those who achieved immunity through
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natural infection—many of them being
on our frontline, those healthcare he-
roes from yesterday—are highly pro-
tected against reinfection.

The mandate was also crafted when
the Delta variant was the dominant
strain in the United States. Omicron is
now the dominant strain. It is much
milder and has a 91-percent lower risk
of death than Delta.

Additionally, research shows the tra-
ditional COVID vaccine dosing regimen
provides little protection against
transmission of the Omicron variant,
basically said that natural immunity is
at least as good if not better than vac-
cination from the original vaccines.

As noted by Dr. Fauci, ‘“Omicron,
with its extraordinary, unprecedented
degree of . . . transmissibility, will ul-
timately find just about everybody,”
and even those who have received the
initial vaccine and subsequent booster
“will still get infected.” And we saw
that play out, right? We all saw that
play out. Many, many people who had
gotten the vaccine ended up with the
Omicron virus, and certainly we also
found out that natural immunity was
much better than the original vaccines
against Omicron.

Most absurdly, in late January, the
CDC issued guidance that allows
COVID-positive healthcare workers to
return to work. Let me say that again.
The hypocrisy. The CDC issued guid-
ance that allows COVID-positive
healthcare workers to return to work
even if they are still testing positive.
How many people in America would
want a COVID-positive respiratory
therapist intubating their loved one in
an ICU?

These examples just show how flawed
the science is behind the CMS vaccine
mandate. As previously stated, that is
because this vaccine mandate is not
about public health or science. The
Biden administration’s mandate is
about fulfilling their desire to control
every aspect of our lives, and it is a
slap in the face to the hard-working
men and women who never took a day
off in the frontline fight of the COVID-
19 battle.

These are real people with real fami-
lies. They are working to feed their
families, and they have mortgages to
pay. And these are smart people. These
are well-educated people—people who
thoughtfully considered the vaccine
and then decided it was not best for
them. These were my medical school
classmates, successful physicians
working at medical centers, experts in
their fields who had looked at the data
and had deeply either religious reasons
or scientific reasons for not taking the
vaccine.

Each day, we hear from XKansans
faced with the difficult decision of tak-
ing the jab or losing their job. We even
surveyed dozens of healthcare pro-
viders across the State who are already
citing shortages and other staffing
issues due to the mandate. In fact, 87
percent of the surveyed oppose the
mandate or cited numerous concerns
with it.
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These jobs can’t be replaced over-
night, and with the March 15 deadline
for nearly all healthcare workers who
haven’t received two doses looming,
what we are about to witness is a gov-
ernment-induced labor shortage and, in
turn, a health crisis we can’t afford.
That health crisis will affect every
American, whether you are waiting for
your elective hip to be replaced or you
are waiting to get your loved one
moved from a hospital setting into
some type of a nursing home or as-
sisted living facility. You all, every
one of us, will be impacted.

One respondent put it best when he
told us this:

[W]e are concerned that the execution [of
the mandate] will exacerbate an already dire
workforce crisis in long term care. A hard
deadline with no resources for providers or
glide path for unvaccinated workers is likely
to push too many out the door and ulti-
mately, threaten residents’ access to long
term care.

Now, I know some here will say that
the Supreme Court ruled to uphold this
mandate earlier this year and this is
settled, but that is not the full story
here. The Supreme Court opinion
which lifted the stay on the rule fo-
cused primarily on the Secretary of
HHS’s statutory authority to impose
conditions upon healthcare facilities
participating in Medicare and Med-
icaid. This does not mean it is a good
rule or it is a beneficial condition to
have placed on those facilities given
everything I have laid out here today.
In fact, it is a hardship to those facili-
ties, and it is a hardship for the fami-
lies of the loved ones who are in those
facilities.

This fight against a harmful rule
continues here on the Senate floor, and
I am going to keep fighting along with
all those throughout this Nation’s Fed-
eral judicial system.

Quick update. Sixteen States have
joined together in a new filing last
month to once again block the Federal
Government from enforcing the man-
date in their respective States. Sixteen
States think the CMS has got this
wrong. They think the White House has
got this wrong. Additionally, the attor-
ney general in my home State of Kan-
sas, Derek Schmidt, is leading the
fight. He, along with nine other attor-
neys general, has asked a separate Fed-
eral court to reopen litigation.

No, we are not even close to stopping
this fight.

It has been an incredibly tough time
these past couple of years. We have lost
over 950,000 Americans to COVID-19.
We have seen mental health issues sky-
rocket, suicides on the rise, and sub-
stance abuse increase.

But if there is one thing that is for
sure, though, it is that Americans will
keep fighting to get through this.
Frontline workers in hospitals, doc-
tors’ offices, community health cen-
ters, and beyond will fight even harder;
that is if we remove the burden of the
vaccine mandate and our healthcare
heroes aren’t forced to leave their jobs.
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Just this week, England terminated
their COVID vaccination requirement
for all health and social services. We
must do the same. I urge my colleagues
to support this resolution of dis-
approval to invalidate President
Biden’s overreaching and harmful vac-
cine mandate for our healthcare work-
ers. This is a major element of the gov-
ernment’s overreaching COVID-19 re-
sponse that must begin to be scaled
back. Not only is it coercive and un-
constitutional, the mandate does not
take into account the fact that natural
immunity is as effective as the vac-
cines and that vaccines do not prevent
transmission of the Omicron variant.
Additionally, we all know—we all see
it—we have a massive labor shortage in
our healthcare industry and must do
everything in our power to fight for
Americans who ran to the sound of the
battle, for these are the true heroes of
the pandemic and deserve our best
fight and utmost respect.

I yield the floor.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Utah.

Mr. LEE. Madam President, as you
saw at the State of the Union Address
last night, a number of pandemic re-
strictions in Congress have seemingly
ended, thanks to the CDC’s convenient
decision to update its guidance on
mask wearing and social distancing
earlier this week.

Some Democratic politicians in the
room were cheering, chanting, embrac-
ing, and crowding. Though many of
them continue to publicly condemn
those who have chosen not to wear
masks or socially distance, they were
maskless and were not distanced them-
selves. So why the immediate change?
Well, perhaps it is because they simply
could not waste the political oppor-
tunity for partisan theater with which
they could raise the curtain on their
Big Government aspirational new nor-
mal.

Sure, President Biden can attempt to
hide behind CDC guidance, the very
same CDC guidance that crafted a com-
plex system to provisionally grant
Americans permission to live as free
citizens, but he fell into a perpetual
pitfall of the left. He forgot that Amer-
icans are a lot smarter, perhaps, than
he thinks they are.

Americans can see through the trans-
parent political theater and the con-
structive convenient timing. They see
the hypocrisy. They know that the
only science that has changed is the
political science. They saw the power-
ful elite gather to praise their own
playacted benevolence, foresight, and
leadership, all while countless Ameri-
cans who are suffering from the real
failures of President Biden and his
party are losing their jobs because of
draconian Federal vaccine mandates.

What a sorry state of affairs and
what a sad set of conditions.

Americans see and feel the hypocrisy.
The people of Utah and the United
States do not want the false freedom
pushed by a political class that refuses
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to relinquish control over citizens’
lives. They want real freedom, the kind
promised by the Declaration of Inde-
pendence and protected by the Con-
stitution. They want to be able to live
their lives, raise their families, and
make their own medical decisions
without a ‘“Mother, may I'’ from Presi-
dent Biden or the vast throngs of
nameless, faceless, unelected, unac-
countable Federal bureaucrats.

They want to be able to provide for
their families without the threat of
being fired if they don’t submit to a
medical procedure that they don’t
want.

I am honored to join my friend and
colleague, Senator MARSHALL, in
standing for American workers. Today,
we stand for the millions of healthcare
workers that were some of the heroes
of this pandemic. They came to work
and cared for the sick before vaccines
were even available. They should not
be forced to submit to a procedure or
risk their livelihoods.

This isn’t our first effort to end these
Federal mandates. I have tried dozens
of bills dozens of times to end this dra-
conian overreach. I am proud to con-
tinue this fight.

We will not stop until freedom is re-
stored. We will not stop until American
moms and dads can provide for their
families without kowtowing to Presi-
dent Biden’s vaccine mandates and
without submitting to Presidential
medical orthodoxy in this or any fu-
ture administration.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Oregon.

Mr. WYDEN. Madam President, I ask
unanimous consent that I be allowed to
speak for up to 15 minutes, followed by
Senator MARSHALL for up to 1 minute,
prior to the scheduled rollcall vote.

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

Mr. WYDEN. Madam President, as
my colleague from Utah just noted a
minute ago, he has been asking for
votes on this matter repeatedly. And
today, he and others seek to invalidate
a regulation issued by the Centers for
Medicare and Medicaid Services that
require most healthcare providers to be
vaccinated.

And suffice it to say, this is some-
thing that the Supreme Court has
ruled on. The Supreme Court has actu-
ally taken this up and agrees with our
position that, in effect, this is an area
where there is a strong public interest.
And I believe what my colleague is pro-
posing is just far outside the main-
stream of opinion regarding vaccina-
tions in America. There simply is a
point where an anti-mandate agenda
becomes a dangerous anti-vaccine
agenda, and my colleagues on the other
side, in my view, have crossed that line
quite some time ago.

So I am just going to take a few min-
utes to describe why I think this is
such an extreme position outside what
the vast majority of Americans agree
and in contrast to what the Supreme
Court has said.
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Americans support a vaccine provi-
sion or requirement for healthcare
workers by a 20- or 30-point margin—no
surprise about that. Everybody is con-
cerned about sitting in a room with a
doctor or nurse who may be contagious
and who has been unvaccinated. I want
to particularly emphasize the people
affected here who are the most vulner-
able based on what we have seen during
the pandemic. We are talking about
those with chronic illness and seniors.

Three-quarters of the Americans who
died of COVID-19 were seniors, and
200,000 of those COVID deaths were
Americans living or working in long-
term care facilities like nursing homes.
Many others were in and out of hos-
pitals and doctors’ offices routinely.

Making sure that healthcare workers
are vaccinated, colleagues, I don’t
think is about any partisan position. It
is about a commonsense policy de-
signed to keep seniors—people I have
worked with for 7 years; before I came
to the Congress, I was director of the
Gray Panthers—I think we all believe
we want vulnerable people to be safe.
So I am going to start by quoting a rul-
ing by the Roberts Court—hardly, at
this point, colleagues, some Kkind of
radical left judiciary. Recently, they
allowed the vaccine requirement for
healthcare workers to go forward, and
I am just going to quote:

Ensuring that providers take steps to
avoid transmitting a dangerous virus to
their patients is consistent with the funda-
mental principle of the medical profession:
First, do no harm. It would be the very oppo-
site of efficient and effective administration
for a facility that is supposed to make people
well to make them sick with COVID-19.

This vaccine provision or require-
ment is about keeping our healthcare
workforce safe. Doctors and nurses in
our country are overwhelmed. That is
what they just told me as I went about
my State, going to hospitals and vac-
cination sites and other healthcare
programs.

These providers have been working
nonstop for years under extraordinary
stress, and what they are all about is
honoring that Hippocratic Oath and
trying to save lives. At times in this
pandemic, our hospitals have been jam-
packed with COVID patients. If lots of
doctors and nurses are out sick during
a big COVID wave, that has got an im-
pact on the standard of care for every-
body. It drops for COVID patients, for
stroke patients, for people hurt in car
accidents. Our country desperately
needs to protect our healthcare work-
force.

Now, right at the heart of my col-
leagues’ case—and as my friend from
Utah said, we have had a number of de-
bates about this subject—my col-
leagues say every person is unique, and
there needs to be flexibility when it
comes to vaccines. Colleagues, I am
just fine with that. The fact is, the ad-
ministration is allowing for medical
and religious exemptions. Flexibility is
written into the rule because that is
just plain old common sense.
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Vaccine requirements aren’t any-
thing new for healthcare workers. Flu
shot requirements have been common
for a long time. When you go into
healthcare, it is understood that a vac-
cine requirement can be part of the job.

Furthermore, the Centers for Medi-
care and Medicaid Services has already
pushed back the deadline for
healthcare workers in several States to
have their first vaccine dose. Origi-
nally, the deadline was in December.
Now, it is February. The idea that this
is somehow an inflexible and unreason-
able mandate coming from nowhere is
just plain wrong.

I would just close by way of saying it
is time for us to move past these bat-
tles that I think regrettably continue
to make this pandemic—which strikes
me as having nothing to do with poli-
tics—such political hutzpah.

It is good news that the Omicron
wave is receding. With any luck, that
will be the last major COVID wave that
threatens to overwhelm our healthcare
system. We all want our lives to get
back to normal, and the way to do that
is with smart public health policies—
and smart public health policies, we
know, consistently get broad support
from the American people. That is
what the vaccine provision require-
ment for healthcare workers is all
about. That is why the Supreme Court
upheld it.

I would urge that we oppose this
joint resolution and do everything we
can to make sure that healthcare
workers are going to be vaccinated.
And as I said to my constituents when
I was home this weekend, what I want-
ed to make sure was that everybody
who could, get vaccinated as quickly as
possible.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Kansas.

Mr. MARSHALL. Madam President, I
appreciate the comments of my col-
league from the great State of Oregon,
but his arguments all rely upon one as-
sumption, and that is that the vaccine
works to prevent transmission.

But the vaccines don’t work to pre-
vent transmission.

The Supreme Court’s ruling was not
a ruling on merit. The Medicare and
Medicaid vaccine mandate will impact
every family, every person across this
great Nation. We already have a dire
shortage of doctors, nurses, ultrasound
techs, custodians, housekeepers, kitch-
en staff in all these hospitals and nurs-
ing homes. This mandate will result in
more staffing shortages and firings.

The science behind this mandate is
quite outdated. Natural immunity is
stronger than immunity achieved
through vaccination at this point in
time.

Last night, during the State of the
Union Address, President Biden said:

Let’s stop looking at the COVID-19 as a
partisan dividing line.

Let’s take him at his word. Let’s
make our actions be consistent with
his words. Let’s repeal this divisive
mandate today.
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I urge all my colleagues to support
our resolution.

I yield the floor.

VOTE ON S.J. RES. 32

The PRESIDING OFFICER. All time
has expired.

Under the previous order, the clerk
will read the joint resolution by title
for the third time.

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

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

Mr. MARSHALL. Madam President, 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. DURBIN. I announce that the
Senator from Wisconsin (Ms. BALDWIN),
the Senator from California (Mrs. FEIN-
STEIN), the Senator from Minnesota
(Ms. KLOBUCHAR), the Senator from
New Mexico (Mr. LUJAN), the Senator
from California (Mr. PADILLA), and the
Senator from Minnesota (Ms. SMITH)
are necessarily absent.

Mr. THUNE. The following Senator is
necessarily absent: the Senator from
Oklahoma (Mr. INHOFE).

The result was announced—yeas 49,
nays 44, as follows:

[Rollcall Vote No. 67 Leg.]

YEAS—49
Barrasso Graham Risch
Blackburn Grassley Romney
Blunt Hagerty Rounds
Boozman Hawley Rubio
Braun Hoeven Sasse
Burr Hyde-Smith Scott (FL)
Thie e Soweo
Ly ¥ Shelby
Collins Lankford Sullivan
Cornyn Lee
. Thune
Cotton Lummis i1
Cramer Marshall 1118
Crapo McConnell T°°me¥
Cruz Moran Tuberville
Daines Murkowski Wicker
Ernst Paul Young
Fischer Portman
NAYS—44
Bennet Hickenlooper Rosen
Blumenthal Hirono Sanders
Booker Kaine Schatz
Brown Kelly Schumer
Cantyvell King Shaheen
Cardin Leahy ) Sinema
garper ﬁan}zhm Stabenow
asey arkey Tester
Coons Menendez
Cortez Masto Merkley &Zﬁnziuen
Duckworth Murphy W "
Durbin Murray arr}oc
Gillibrand Ossoff Warren
Hassan Peters Whitehouse
Heinrich Reed Wyden
NOT VOTING—T7
Baldwin Klobuchar Smith
Feinstein Lujan
Inhofe Padilla

The joint resolution (S.J. Res. 32)
was passed, as follows:
S.J. RES. 32
Resolved by the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives of the United States of America in
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Congress assembled, That Congress dis-
approves the rule submitted by the Centers
for Medicare & Medicaid Services relating to
“Medicare and Medicaid Programs; Omnibus
COVID-19 Health Care Staff Vaccination’ (86
Fed. Reg. 61555 (November 5, 2021)), and such
rule shall have no force or effect.

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr.
OSSOFF). The Senator from Arkansas.

UNANIMOUS CONSENT REQUEST—S. 3731

Mr. COTTON. Mr. President, the
world is in chaos everywhere you turn.
In the last week, Vladimir Putin has
launched an unprovoked, naked war of
aggression against the people of
Ukraine. The reason he did this is be-
cause of his imperial ambitions to re-
incorporate Ukraine into the greater
Russian Empire in his mind but also
because he perceived weakness and op-
portunity in the West and, regrettably,
from President Biden.

We saw last night the President con-
gratulated himself on the diplomatic
coalition he has put together to con-
front Vladimir Putin. That is akin to
Neville Chamberlain celebrating the
coalition he assembled against Ger-
many after Germany invaded Poland.
The whole point was to deter Vladimir
Putin. That failed. Why did that fail?
Because for the last year, the President
has projected weakness and signaled to
Vladimir Putin that he didn’t have the
nerve to counteract his ambitions. His
first action in office was to give Vladi-
mir Putin his No. 1 foreign priority—a
no-strings-attached extension of a one-
sided nuclear arms control treaty.
Shortly after that, he gave Vladimir
Putin his second foreign priority. He
waived sanctions on the Nord Stream 2
gas pipeline. We didn’t really take
stern measures for the Colonial Pipe-
line hack from Russian-affiliated hack-
ers. We rewarded Vladimir Putin with
a high-stakes summit last summer.

But it is not just foreign policy; it is
also domestic policy here at home. As
day follows night, Vladimir Putin gets
emboldened and more aggressive when
the price of oil is higher. For the last
year, the Biden administration has
done everything they can to stifle the
production of American o0il and gas
that would not only keep the price of
gasoline lower for our citizens, keep
the price of heating their homes lower,
it would also constrain Vladimir Putin
by reducing the revenues he has for his
war machine.

But the Biden administration’s war
on oil and gas has, in fact, emboldened
him, so much so that we are to this day
still importing hundreds of thousands
of barrels of Russian oil and petroleum
products every day.

Since Vladimir Putin launched his
naked war of aggression last week, we
have filled his coffers with millions and
millions of American dollars to fund
his aggression against the Ukrainian
people. We still haven’t taken the steps
necessary to stop this—sanctions on
Russian oil and gas to cut off those
revenues, to bankrupt Vladimir Putin’s
war machine, but also to continue the
pressure that those sanctions impose,
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to begin to once again pump more oil
and gas here at home.

If we really wanted to add the pres-
sure to Vladimir Putin that oil and gas
sanctions would put on him, we would
unleash a flood of American oil and gas
into the market and deprive Vladimir
Putin of those revenues. But, instead,
on the very day—literally the very
day—last week when Vladimir Putin
invaded Ukraine, President Biden halt-
ed all new oil and gas leases on Federal
lands. Think about that. A ruthless
dictator invades an innocent nation of
45 million souls, using oil and gas as a
weapon against the West, which could
come to the aid of that nation, and
President Biden’s action on that day
was to halt all new oil and gas leases
on Federal lands.

To the extent the President even
talked about energy in his speech last
night, he simply made pipedream
promises about green energy that
maybe will come true in a decade or
two but will do nothing at the moment
to deter Vladimir Putin and, in fact,
will continue to embolden him by high-
lighting a lack of seriousness to con-
front and undermine his aggression.

In fact, the President only mentioned
oil once last night in that entire speech
when he bragged about releasing 30
million barrels of oil from the Stra-
tegic Petroleum Reserve, which
wouldn’t fuel our country for even 2
days.

What we need is not half measures;
we need a sustained, reliable, and af-
fordable flow of American energy. That
is why I am here to ask for unanimous
consent for my bill ordering the Biden
administration to start issuing new oil
and gas leases for Federal lands.

It won’t solve all of our problems,
but it is an important and immediate
step that we can take to start pro-
ducing the American oil and gas that
will undercut Vladimir Putin’s war ma-
chine.

President Biden’s foolish energy pol-
icy couldn’t have come at a worse time
for Ukraine, but we can begin to end it
right now by putting our American oil
and gas workers back to work. I urge
my colleagues to stand with Ukraine
and to support the bill. It is really a
choice between American energy or
Russian energy. We can decide.

Therefore, I ask unanimous consent
that the Senate proceed to the imme-
diate consideration of S. 3731, which is
at the desk; further, I ask unanimous
consent 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?

Mr. MARKEY. Reserving the right to
object.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Massachusetts.

Mr. MARKEY. Mr. President, I re-
serve the right to object and to explain
why to my colleagues here in the Sen-
ate.

This is an unfortunate, terrible ex-
ploitation of a crisis in Russia by the
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oil and natural gas industry of the
United States of America. They have
no shame. They have no conscience.
They have no sense of decency.

This industry, this unscrupulous in-
dustry led by the American Petroleum
Institute—really the ‘‘American Pre-
varication Institute,”” which is what we
are hearing here today and what we
have heard on airways with tens of mil-
lions of dollars of television ads saying
we have just got to ‘‘drill, baby, drill”’
here in the United States, that that is
the answer to the invasion of Ukraine
by the Russians.

Well, a few facts might be helpful so
that the American people can under-
stand, once again, that all the Amer-
ican Petroleum Institute is about is
tipping consumers upside down at the
pump and shaking money out of their
pockets. That is who they are.

So just a few facts here: The oil in-
dustry in the United States has bid for
leases on American public lands. Right
now, 53 percent of the leases that the
oil industry, the natural gas industry
of the United States have onshore in
our country—in our forests, in our
fields—they are not drilling on them.

Fifty-three percent of all the leases
that they have from the American peo-
ple, have they been drilling to protect
us against this day? No, they have not.

What about offshore? Well, offshore,
the oil industry is not using 77 percent
of all of their existing leases off our
shores. Right now. And what do they
do? They come in here with crocodile
tears, if only you would give us more
leases, if only you would take more of
the American people’s land and give it
to us, then we will drill.

Well, this is just hypocrisy on stilts.
This is just, again, the American Pe-
troleum Institute engaging in exploita-
tive profit-making actions, and the Re-
publican Party, sadly, is cooperating
with them in this time of crisis for the
short-term benefit of the American Pe-
troleum Institute—which should hang
its head in shame about this debate
that we are having right now, when 77
percent of all the leases offshore they
haven’t drilled yet; 563 percent of all the
leases onshore they haven’t drilled yet.

And by the way, that area, you want
to know how big it is? It is just slightly
smaller than the State of Arkansas. In
other words, they have got almost an
Arkansas of public lands that they al-
ready own, they are already leasing
from the American public, and they are
not drilling on it. That would be every
square inch of Arkansas. They are not
drilling.

What they do is they bid low for all
the leases. They keep them. They wait
for the day when the price goes high.
Then they start drilling. They just
hoard them. And they are looking for
this as another opportunity to hoard
more—to hoard more.

Now, the President has responded by
deploying the Strategic Petroleum Re-
serve in the short term. There are
600,000 barrels of oil a day that come
into the United States. Thank God our
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Strategic Petroleum Reserve has 600
million barrels; in other words, you can
deploy 600,000 barrels every day for
1,000 days out of our Strategic Petro-
leum Reserve to make up for the Rus-
sian o0il. We can do that right now.

But one thing that we should never
do is just get stampeded by this oil and
gas industry greed. This industry that
has blocked our movement to all-elec-
tric vehicles, blocked our movement to
wind and solar, blocked our ability to
blunt the need to have oil for our vehi-
cles, natural gas for our homes because
it is inconsistent with their business
interests, their profit-making. They
should just be ashamed of what they
are doing here today—ashamed.

And the Republican Party should
have no part of it. GOP should not
stand for ‘“‘Gas and Oil Party.” That is
what we are hearing here today. That
is what I am listening to.

And if we are going to respond, let’s
respond together as a nation. Let’s not
break this down into partisan politics,
special interest politics in our country.
Let’s come together as a nation. Let’s
work to ensure that we are protecting
ourselves, that we are protecting con-
sumers.

And if the American Petroleum Insti-
tute wants to be part of this, there is
nothing stopping them from bringing
out 2 or 3,000 rigs this week, starting to
drill on an area the size of Arkansas,
waiting for them, so the oil can start
pumping—not waiting to go through a
whole leasing process, bidding process.
They can do it right now. And you
know what is going to happen? They
are just going to sit there because they
are making a bundle. They are tipping
people upside down. They are exploit-
ing this.

And by the way, let’s not understate
the partnership which American com-
panies—some key oil companies—have
with the Russians. That is real, too,
right now. Let’s just not forget the
whole history of this. How do we get
here? How do we get bad foreign pol-
icy? How do we get bad national pol-
icy? How do we get bad oil and gas pol-
icy? How do we get it? Well, ulti-
mately, behind the curtain in almost
every instance you find an oil and gas
interest somewhere involved.

And we are hearing it here today. We
are hearing it here today. They want to
drill off the coast of Florida. They
want to drill off the coast of Maine or,
at a minimum, they want the leases so
they will be ready someday to be able
to do it. That is their goal. And mean-
while, they just sit on their hands, not
drilling, not drilling on an area the size
of Arkansas because they know the less
they do that is the more that we can
create a panic in our country, with
false answers—answers that may work
on FOX, but it doesn’t work in reality.
It just doesn’t work. It is just wrong—
plain wrong—to be using this as an
issue right now for the benefit of the
“American Prevarication Institute.”
And behind this whole curtain of dark
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money in our country looms the larg-
est voice, which is the oil and gas in-
dustry of our country.

So we have got a chance here. We
have got a chance to respond in the
short run with the Strategic Petroleum
Reserve, getting our allies to produce
more oil, asking our own American
companies to produce more oil, and
then passing out here on the floor the
tax breaks for all-electric vehicles.

Now, I will give you a little number.
If we just deploy 15 million all-electric
vehicles, we would back out all the oil
from Russia, just 15 million all-electric
vehicles. The next 15 million backs out
all of the Saudi oil. The next 15 million
backs out all of the oil from the Middle
East.

You want to do something? You want
to terrify them? You want to destroy
their business model in Russia or the
Middle East? That is what you should
be doing. But, no, what we hear from
the Republicans is we are not going to
support any of that agenda: no money
for wind, no money for solar, no money
for all-electric vehicles, no money for
new battery storage technologies—no,
no, no, no to the long-term solution for
the next generation of Americans,
young people, pages here in the well
who want to know what is the plan for
the long term.

So that is the sad fact of what is hap-
pening here today on the floor. So,
from my perspective, we don’t need to
be throwing good land and waters at
bad actors in our society. It just is
wrong. We shouldn’t do it. And as a re-
sult, I object to the motion of the Sen-
ator from Arkansas.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ob-
jection is heard.

Mr. COTTON. I yield the floor.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Florida.

MEDICARE

Mr. SCOTT of Florida. Mr. President,
imagine this. You are a CEO of a com-
pany, and one day your CFO comes
into your office with bad news. The
company’s costs are rapidly growing,
and you aren’t bringing in enough
money to Kkeep pace with the rising
costs. The solution here is simple:
come up with a plan to reduce costs
and continue serving your customers
and honoring your agreements while
ensuring that the company can stay
afloat.

If you don’t adapt and evolve, you
fail and go out of business. Most Amer-
icans understand that. Unfortunately,
Congress is not like most Americans.
We are in charge of running Medicare,
and for decades, the cost of Medicare
has risen dramatically, but Congress
has no plan to address future costs.

And now we have Medicare’s Board of
Trustees reporting that the hospital in-
surance trust fund, the fund which sup-
ports Medicare Part A, will be insol-
vent in 2026. You can see here is where
we are. In just 4 short years—in just 4
short years—we are going to run out of
money to keep paying for services for
Americans most in need.
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We are talking about things like
emergency surgery, in-home
healthcare, and hospice care. By 2030, 4
years after insolvency, the trust fund
will be $335 billion in debt. Medicare
Part A cannot pay when it lacks funds.

What makes matters worse, the
Medicare trustees have been warning
about this for years. They have told us
that Medicare Part A hasn’t met even
the most basic short-term goals for fis-
cal health since 2003.

Let’s go back to the imaginary com-
pany I mentioned earlier. If you were
an employee of that company and your
salary depended on the company’s suc-
cess, how would you feel if, for 18
years, the company’s leadership knew
that the company would go under un-
less they fixed the problem, but it
never happened?

Instead of fixing the problem, no one
did anything. They just kept using up
the company’s savings. That is basi-
cally what has happened and continues
to happen with Medicare.

Here is what is shocking. Absolutely
nothing has been done. Washington has
completely ignored the warnings about
the rising costs and declining revenues
for Medicare, and there is no plan to
repair the system. Career politicians in
the Washington establishment have
acted recklessly and immorally.

They are plunging Medicare into bil-
lions of dollars of debt, debt that our
grandchildren will have to pay off for
the benefit of those in the present. To
make matters worse, Washington poli-
ticians think they can continue to
treat Medicare like a piggy bank and
draw as much money as they want
from it to pay for another
unsustainable and unfunded program.

We saw them use Medicare savings to
help fund road construction in an infra-
structure bill. Make no mistake, I want
to have better ports and better high-
ways, but robbing Peter to pay Paul
with money Peter doesn’t have? That
is wrong.

Kicking the can down the road and
letting our debt balloon is a disservice
to the 60 million—60 million—Ameri-
cans, including the 4.5 million Florid-
ians, who rely on Medicare.

Now, Senator SCHUMER is trying to
pass a bill that will stick Congress’s
greedy hand into the Medicare trust
fund—this time to pay for the U.S.
Postal Service.

In 2020, Part B spending was $418 bil-
lion. By 2030, the cost will double to
$871 billion.

Look at this. I mean, this is unbe-
lievable.

The Part B and Part D trust fund is
funded through a combination of pre-
miums paid by beneficiaries and direct
transfer from the U.S. Treasury of col-
lected tax revenue. That means the fu-
ture costs of Medicare Parts B and D
are going to be paid for by higher pre-
miums for retirees and higher taxes for
all Americans.

Today, someone who retires at the
Postal Service can keep their health
plan into retirement, with the option
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of adding Medicare, but the Postal
Service needs to pay the full cost of the
health plan if the retiree doesn’t
choose Medicare. Now, this is costly to
the post office, so the proposed solu-
tion in Senator SCHUMER’S postal re-
form bill is to force all future retirees
into Medicare as a means of saving
money for the post office. This actually
just shifts costs away from the Postal
Service onto the Medicare Program—
from one government program to an-
other—and it is a cost borne by hard-
working taxpayers and nonpostal retir-
ees. This is a gift to the post office bal-
ance sheet, but it is a cost to every-
body else. In other words, the solution
is as bad as the problem.

On top of that, the CBO doesn’t even
have an accurate estimate of how much
this bill will actually cost. I sent a let-
ter to the CBO asking what the future
cost of the bill would be to Medicare.
While they could tell me there would
be $5 billion in new deficits, they
couldn’t provide data past 2031, when
Medicare will be most affected by this
proposal. Yet Congress wants to pass
this bill and pretend like it is solving a
problem when it only makes matters
worse. If you look at the limited CBO
score we have and think about what it
says, it shows that it increases costs to
Medicare and reduces costs to the Post-
al Service.

Advocates are quick to say that it
saves the government money, but that
is wrong. The post office keeps all the
savings and just moves the costs to
Medicare. It doesn’t actually save the
taxpayer any money.

We have got to stop doing business
like this. How can anybody in this
body explain to their constituents that
this is the right way to pass bills? How
can anyone really say with a straight
face that kicking the can down the
road is the right thing to do?

Do you know why the American peo-
ple don’t trust us? It is stuff like this.
When Congress passes a bill like this,
with zero committee process, zero
amendments so far considered in the
Senate, and the bill ends up being ter-
rible, well, it is not hard to see why the
American people don’t have a ton of
faith in Congress to solve problems.

In 2020, Medicare spending was al-
most $1 trillion. That is $1 trillion in
mandatory spending without any re-
view by Congress.

I want real reform. I want to make
sure retirees have the healthcare they
have paid into and that the Postal
Service is actually sustainable. That is
why I have introduced an amendment
to require the Postal Service to pay for
any new costs to Medicare that this
bill will bring. This will ensure that
Medicare isn’t used like a piggy bank.
This will ensure that the taxpayer and
future nonpostal retirees aren’t forced
to bear the burden of this Postal Serv-
ice bailout. It would ensure that the
Postal Service pays their fair share.

I am thankful to have the support of
groups like 60 Plus that represent the
interests of America’s seniors.
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Unlike many career politicians who
are running Washington off a fiscal
cliff with over $30 trillion worth of
debt, I have actually been a CEO. I
have run companies and have had to
help solve financial problems. I have
listened to CFOs and have worked with
budgets to turn things around. I didn’t
come to Washington to fit in and main-
tain the status quo. I came to make
real change that benefits American
families, and this bill, as written right
now, doesn’t do anything to help any-
one.

I urge my colleagues to support my
amendment and join me in demanding
that Senator SCHUMER slow down and
put this bill through the proper proc-
ess. American taxpayers and voters
who sent us here deserve better than
this.

I yield the floor.

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr.
HICKENLOOPER). The Senator from
Texas.

TEXAS INDEPENDENCE DAY

Mr. CRUZ. Mr. President, today is
Texas Independence Day. One hundred
eighty-six years ago today, Texans de-
clared our independence from Mexico,
and we fired a shot for liberty that was
heard around the world.

As I have done a number of years in
the past, I am going to read the letter
from the Alamo that Lieutenant Colo-
nel William Barret Travis wrote call-
ing for help. It is a letter that ener-
gized Texans across our great State
and that energized lovers of liberty ev-
erywhere.

I read this letter the very first time
that I ever stood and spoke on the Sen-
ate floor, and these are the words that
inspire us even 186 years after they
were written.

Colonel Travis writes:

To the People of Texas & All Americans in
the World—

Fellow Citizens & compatriots—I am be-
sieged, by a thousand or more of the Mexi-
cans under Santa Anna—I have sustained a
continual Bombardment & cannonade for 24
hours & have not lost a man—The enemy has
demanded a surrender at discretion, other-
wise, the garrison are to be put to the sword,
if the fort is taken—I have answered the de-
mand with a cannon shot, & our flag still
waves proudly from the walls—I shall never
surrender or retreat. Then, I call on you in
the name of Liberty, of patriotism & every-
thing dear to the American character, to
come to our aid, with all dispatch—

The enemy is receiving reinforce-
ments daily & will no doubt increase to
three or four thousand in four or five
days. If this call is neglected, I am de-
termined to sustain myself as long as
possible & die like a soldier who never
forgets what is due to his own honor &
that of his country—Victory or Death.

William Barret Travis, Lit.Col.comadt.

PS: The Lord is on our side—When the
enemy appeared in sight we had not three
bushels of corn—We have since found in de-
serted houses 80 or 90 bushels and got into
the walls 20 or 30 head of Beeves.

Travis.

The brave men and women at the
Alamo would go on to give their lives
for liberty, including Travis, Jim
Bowie, and Davy Crockett.
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Shortly thereafter, the Texans were
victorious at the Battle of San Jacinto.
With a cry in the air of “Remember the
Alamo,” the heroes who gave their
lives for liberty inspired a successful
revolution, and the Republic of Texas
was formed.

Sam Houston, one of the founding fa-
thers of the Lone Star State, was also
born on this very day 229 years ago.

Sam Houston was a great American.
He was born in Virginia and spent
many years in Tennessee, where he
served in the U.S. House of Representa-
tives and then became the Governor of
Tennessee. In Texas, he was the George
Washington of Texas. He served as the
commander in chief for the Texas
Army and led the Texas Army to vic-
tory in our revolution. When Texas be-
came independent, Houston served in
the Texas House of Representatives
and then as President of the Republic
of Texas. When Texas joined the United
States, he served in the U.S. Senate
and then, finally, as the Governor of
Texas.

He was a tireless, talented leader and
a great statesman who believed in free-
dom. His words, ‘‘Govern wisely and as
little as possible,” are still true today,
and the Lone Star State still endeavors
to follow that principle.

The Republic of Texas was an inde-
pendent nation from 1836 to 1845—for 9
yvears. Then Texas joined the United
States of America.

Indeed, there is one fact I discovered
a couple of years ago. Heidi and I are
members of the First Baptist Church in
Houston. We discovered that the First
Baptist Church was actually started by
American missionaries in a foreign
country. Texas was an independent na-
tion, and American missionaries came
to the Republic of Texas and founded
the First Baptist Church, which, today,
thrives in my hometown of Houston.

Texans are proud Americans, but we
are also proud of the history—the di-
verse, brave, extraordinary history—of
those Texans all those years later. Wil-
liam Travis, Sam Houston, Jim Bowie,
Davy Crockett, and all of the people
they led risked everything to make
freedom a reality for generations of
Texans.

I am reminded of a story that was
told to me by a former Senator from
Texas, my friend Phil Gramm.

Phil Gramm, in the early 1980s, was a
Member of the House of Representa-
tives. He was a Democrat. He was a
conservative Democrat. Ronald Reagan
was President, and Phil Gramm, as a
conservative Democrat in the House,
introduced the Reagan tax cuts, and he
fought for the Reagan tax cuts. Phil
described a meeting with other con-
servative Democrats in Texas back
when we had conservative Democrats
in Texas—a meeting wherein he was
urging his fellow Democrats to support
the Reagan tax cuts. Phil drew an anal-
ogy to the Alamo on that fateful day
when Colonel Travis drew a line in the
sand with a sword and called on each of
the men there to step across that line
and commit to defending the Alamo.
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One of those other conservative
Democrats said to him at the time:
Phil, everybody who stepped across
that line died.

Phil, in not missing a beat, chuckled
and said: Yes. Yes, they did. And do
you know what? Everybody who didn’t
step across that line died, too, and no-
body remembers their names.

Today, I celebrate heroes—heroes
who fought to make freedom a reality
for generations of Texans. Today, we
celebrate, and we honor their sac-
rifices.

To every Texan, I wish you a very
happy Texas Independence Day.

I yield the floor.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Nebraska.

UKRAINE

Mrs. FISCHER. Mr. President, the
Ukrainian people have captured the
hearts of freedom-loving men and
women around the world since Putin
launched his unprovoked invasion of
their homeland last week.

Even as we speak, they are still
under attack, not just in the capital of
Kyiv but in cities all across UKraine.
The images coming out of Ukraine are
truly heartbreaking: newborn babies in
need of intensive care, Kindergarten
buildings and apartment complexes
being shelled indiscriminately, and
tearful goodbyes between loved ones.

Putin’s invasion has caused Europe’s
largest refugee crisis this century. Ac-
cording to the U.N. High Commissioner
for Refugees, nearly 900,000 Ukrainians
have fled to neighboring countries so
far, but many of the other images we
have seen show inspiring courage. Citi-
zens of EU countries have welcomed
their Ukrainian neighbors with open
arms. Regular, everyday men and
women—teachers and software engi-
neers and moms and dads—have taken
up arms to defend their country and
their loved ones. President Zelenskyy
has chosen to remain in Ukraine when
he could have fled, refusing to desert
his people in their darkest hour.

The English writer G.K. Chesterton
once said:

The true soldier fights not because he
hates what is in front of him, but because he
loves what is behind him.

I can’t think of a better way to de-
scribe this conflict.

The Russians are fighting to fulfill
Putin’s imperial ambitions. The
Ukrainians are fighting to protect
their families, their democracy, and
everything that they hold dear. That
may be their greatest advantage as
they, God willing, continue to hold out
in the coming days.

Responsibility for this horrific inva-
sion lies squarely with Putin. Leading
up to this crisis, President Biden and
our allies offered Russia every oppor-
tunity to choose deescalation and
peace. Instead, Putin chose to use di-
plomacy as a smokKkescreen, buying
time while he prepared for war.

In a deliberate message of contempt
for the international community,
Putin ordered the attack to begin
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while the U.N. Security Council was
meeting to discuss Russia’s buildup on
the Ukrainian border. Here is a glimpse
into how little power organizations
like the U.N. have in moments of crisis
like this: During this meeting on what
to do about Russia’s coming invasion,
the Russian Ambassador was presiding.

Innocent Ukrainians as young as 6
years old are being killed because one
man fancies himself the next Joseph
Stalin. Because of one man’s desire to
restore the borders of the Soviet
Union, the fundamental principles of
security in Europe are in peril.

In response to this invasion, Presi-
dent Biden has announced new sanc-
tions against Russia. These measures
will affect 2 of Russia’s largest banks—
Sberbank and VTB—as well as 45 of
their subsidiaries. The administration
is also imposing sanctions against sev-
eral other Russian financial institu-
tions and a number of state-owned en-
terprises.

The United States, with our allies
and partners, not just in Europe but
also in Asia, have agreed to pursue
even more aggressive sanctions against
Russia. That includes beginning to re-
move certain Russian banks from the
global SWIFT financial messaging net-
work. It includes freezing the currency
reserves of Russia’s central bank. All
of this will make Putin and his inner
circle feel the pain. It will hurt Rus-
sia’s ability to wage war now and in
the future. Many companies are joining
this effort on their own, and they are
withdrawing from the Russian market.

Putin’s unprecedented aggression de-
mands an unprecedented response. Be-
yond economic sanctions, this invasion
has only made the NATO alliance
stronger and more resolved to stand
firm against unlawful aggression. This
includes Germany, which has tradition-
ally taken a more positive view of Rus-
sia than many of our other European
allies.

Germany’s Chancellor, Olaf Scholz,
has rightly committed to increasing
Germany’s military investment after
decades of putting defense spending on
the back burner. Scholz also said Ger-
many would seriously pursue options
to reduce their reliance on Russia for
natural gas. If he follows through on
increasing Germany’s military spend-
ing, that will bring German defense in-
vestment above the 2 percent target
NATO has set for its members by 2024—
a target that most NATO countries
still aren’t meeting.

While historically neutral Sweden
and Finland are considering joining
NATO, they aren’t members yet, but
they are still sending much needed
military aid to Ukraine. Even Switzer-
land has broken its tradition of neu-
trality in order to freeze billions in
Russian assets being held in Swiss
banks, and our other allies and part-
ners around the world, like Japan and
Australia, are helping fund the Ukrain-
ian resistance as well.

After this near universal condemna-
tion from the world’s democracies,
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Putin hasn’t backed down. No. He has
turned to nuclear blackmail. He put
Russia’s nuclear forces into special
combat readiness on Sunday, explicitly
using Russia’s nuclear deterrent to dis-
courage Western nations from sup-
porting Ukraine.

This kind of escalation is unthink-
able to Americans but not to Putin.
This is why the men and women of the
U.S. Strategic Command, which is
based at Offutt Air Force Base in Ne-
braska, work day and night to deter
threats like these. There is a reason
that their motto is ‘“‘Peace is Our Pro-
fession.”” Separately, at 1least five
Offutt-based jets from the Air Force’s
56th Wing are flying reconnaissance
missions in Europe. Together, these
planes have flown 10 of the 86 missions
the United States and our NATO allies
carried out in the days leading up to
the Russian attack. I was told of these
missions during a visit to Offutt last
Friday.

In addition to what we have done so
far, I believe the Ukraine crisis de-
mands that we fundamentally reevalu-
ate our approach to dealing with Putin.
We can no longer pretend that he
might, one day, play by the same rules
as the rest of us.

Since he came to power, Presidents
of both parties have sought to improve
relations with him. Too often, they
have overlooked decades of bad behav-
ior to try to achieve that goal, hoping
that American restraint might Ilead
Moscow to take that same approach.

If it wasn’t clear even before this at-
tack, the events of the past week have
proven that idea to be a fantasy.

Putin thought Russia would get a
quick win when he invaded Ukraine. He
never expected this kind of resistance
from the outmatched and the out-
numbered Ukrainians. But he didn’t ac-
count for their bravery. He didn’t ac-
count for the fact that while Russia is
fighting to gobble up more land in
Eastern Europe, the Ukrainians are
fighting to protect their children,
spouses, parents, and their very way of
life.

After the events of the past week,
Putin’s naked aggression, his imperial
ambitions, and his contempt for the
international order are undeniable.

Global norms and treaty obligations
mean nothing—they mean nothing to
him. Russia had explicitly sworn to up-
hold Ukraine’s territorial integrity in
the 1994 Budapest Memorandum, one
more agreement added to the long list
of those Russia has violated under
Putin.

After his completely unprovoked in-
vasion, this would-be 21st-century czar
has lost whatever credibility he had
left. The United States and our allies
must keep this in mind as we think
about where we go from here.

We have to accept that as long as
Putin is in power, a cooperative rela-
tionship with Russia will not be pos-
sible. We have to do what we can to
push back against Putin’s warmon-
gering and continue to support the
brave people of Ukraine.
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I yield the floor.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Rhode Island.

KLEPTOCRACY

Mr. WHITEHOUSE. Mr. President, as
I rise today, Kkleptocracy is on the
march in Europe, showing how un-
checked corruption leads to evil.

Vladimir Putin’s corrupt regime fab-
ricated a pretext to invade and sub-
jugate the sovereign and peaceful na-
tion of Ukraine. Putin’s attack helps
divert the Russian people from his fes-
tering corruption and misrule, as jailed
Russian opposition leader Alexey
Navalny put it.

America and our allies are meting
out stiff sanctions; and my colleagues
and I here in Congress are working on
additional measures to deliver pun-
ishing financial blows to Putin and his
corrupt oligarchs. But we must con-
sider how we arrived at this moment.

Putin has, for decades, deployed cor-
ruption and Kkleptocracy to strengthen
his grip on Russia’s government and to
project power and influence throughout
the region. In the process, he deci-
mated Russia’s free press, attacked—
physically and economically—all polit-
ical opposition, and grew his own per-
sonal fortune to what is thought to be
the largest in the world. I say ‘‘thought
to be’” because Putin’s wealth is hidden
behind shell corporations and nestled
in tax havens, far from the view of the
people he robs and oppresses. And
along the way, he cultivated—through
favors, force, or fortunes—a group of
oligarchs who serve him.

It is important to understand that
Putin isn’t special. We have plenty of
kleptocrats around the globe. Putin
just happens to be in charge of a big
and oil-rich country with a military at
his command, a gangster with an army
running a gas station, as Senator
McCain used to say.

America is engaged in a growing
clash of civilizations against this brand
of corrupt leadership. Democracy and
the free market are on one side;
kleptocracy and corruption are on the
other. And we will prevail in this clash
by pursuing one powerful value of rule
of law society: transparency.

Kleptocrats and criminals seek the
protection of our rule of law and our
secure financial system to stow their
illicit money, but they need anonym-
ity. They need to hide it. That is why
so0 much anonymously owned luxury
real estate sits empty in America, in
some places actually driving up local
housing costs for normal people. And
that is why shell corporations in Amer-
ican States multiply.

The Pandora Papers last year re-
vealed webs of American shell corpora-
tions and trusts hiding dirty assets. It
revealed professionals—lawyers, ac-
counts, and real estate agents—aiding
and abetting the hiding of those dirty
assets. Shining the light of trans-
parency on Kleptocrats’ money is a po-
tent countermeasure to their power.

Late in 2020, Congress passed the
most important anti-money laundering
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reform law in two decades: the Cor-
porate Transparency Act. It was very
bipartisan. Senators GRASSLEY, GRA-
HAM, WYDEN, RUBIO, BROWN, CRAPO,
WARNER, COTTON, and I all spent years
getting that bill done. Our aim was to
arm law enforcement with knowledge
of the ‘“‘beneficial owner’’—the real per-
son—who is behind American shell cor-
porations.

Now, the Treasury Department’s Fi-
nancial Crimes Enforcement Network,
FinCEN, is implementing our bene-
ficial ownership provisions. And the
new rule promises to be a strong coun-
termeasure.

It requires anyone who exerts sub-
stantial control directly or indirectly
over a legal entity to identify them-
selves as the beneficial owner. That is
what we wanted. It is clear enough so
that companies know what they have
to do, while minimizing the risk that
bad actors can evade disclosure.

And its timelines for reporting and
updating beneficial ownership informa-
tion are fair, providing law enforce-
ment and national security officials
timely information without imposing
unreasonable turnarounds for legiti-
mate companies.

The beneficial ownership rule also
avoided a trap. Some had urged
FinCEN to add exceptions to the re-
porting requirements on top of the
ones Congress included in the bill.
Well, we worked hard to come up with
the right list of excepted entities. It is
encouraging to see FinCEN stand firm
and avoid watering down the rule with
new unjustified exceptions.

FinCEN is also working on a review
of Bank Secrecy Act regulations with
an eye toward a new ‘‘anti-money laun-
dering and counterterror financing”’
framework. This review offers a chance
to take on some big challenges.

We need to make sure American pro-
fessionals aren’t aiding and abetting
kleptocrats. Investing in hedge funds,
luxury real estate, high-priced art, ex-
pensive cars, mega yachts all requires
help from professionals, and those pro-
fessionals aren’t bound to ‘‘anti-money
laundering and counterterror financ-
ing”’ safeguards like our banks are.

Private investment funds are worth
about $11 trillion. You can hide a lot of
mischief in $11 trillion. An FBI intel-
ligence bulletin leaked in 2020 warned
that ‘“‘threat actors’ used those funds
to launder their money into rule-of-law
financial systems. That is a vulnerabil-
ity we need to close.

This aiding and abetting problem,
giving aid and comfort to our enemies,
extends to professional services from
lawyers, accountants, company and
trust formation agents, even PR firms.
But on this front, FinCEN’s hands are
tied. Congress will need to step in to
clean that up.

Kleptocrats and criminals constantly
change the methods they use to hide
their money. Trade-based money laun-
dering, for instance, allows bad actors
to trade everything from vegetables to
washing machines as a way to move
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their money around internationally.
We need better coordination among
key agencies involved in overseeing
trade and better information on sus-
picious financial and trade activity
that is shared more efficiently among
various Federal authorities.

Real estate is a massive target for
money launderers. In August of last
year, the watchdog group Global Fi-
nancial Integrity released a report
showing over $2.3 billion laundered
through American real estate over the
previous half decade. As Global Finan-
cial Integrity would tell you, this is
just what they could identify. The real
number is probably far higher.

The good news there is we have a
countermeasure that works well. In
2016, FinCEN started the ‘‘geographic
targeting order’” program, which re-
quires title insurers to report to
FinCEN beneficial ownership informa-
tion of shell companies that stash
money in high-priced real estate. That
program started in New York and
Miami, then expanded to a dozen juris-
dictions nationwide. The Congressional
Research Service has reviewed it and
said these targeting orders work.

Now, FinCEN is proposing a rule to
make these orders permanent and ex-
pand coverage across the TUnited
States. It looks like FinCEN will de-
liver that improvement. And if it does,
that is a big win, particularly if that
rule lines up with our beneficial owner-
ship rule and if it extends to cover
commercial, as well as residential real
estate.

In Congress, we should pass legisla-
tion to help FinCEN address profes-
sional aiders and abettors. There is bi-
partisan legislation in the House, the
ENABLERS Act, which I hope to intro-
duce here in the Senate. I have also in-
troduced Dbipartisan legislation to
make it a crime for foreign officials to
demand bribes from Americans. At the
moment, it is only a crime to pay
bribes. And we should pay close atten-
tion to others in the dark economy,
like drug traffickers and terrorists.

I am working on legislation to target
money laundering related to the illicit
narcotics trade. Indeed, we had a hear-
ing on it today.

Finally, we need to work together
with the international community.
When U.S. defenses are strengthened,
kleptocrats will direct their dirty
money to some other willing sanc-
tuary. So it matters that the Biden ad-
ministration has announced a trans-
atlantic, interagency task force to help
crack down on ill-gotten assets stowed
in the West by Russian oligarchs and
their families, their mistresses, their
stooges, whomever. This is exactly the
right approach. We must work with
friends abroad to close off hidey-holes
for oligarchs, bolster the rule of law,
expand judicial transparency, and in-
crease access to justice in struggling
jurisdictions.

I met recently with a Member of the
Ukrainian Parliament who said a
phrase—that we were talking about ac-
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tually during the Munich Security
Conference codel—which was: It is not
enough to freeze the oligarch’s assets;
we need to seize the oligarch’s assets.

We can do so even theatrically, and
to take a camera through the prepos-
terous and grotesque wealth and show
the people of Russia what was stolen
from them would be as significant a
public relations victory as when
Ukrainians went through their
oligarch’s mansion and showed every-
thing from gold toilet seats to private
petting zoos.

Kleptocrats, like Putin and his
oligarchs, can be defeated. A little sun-
light will vanquish them. Free soci-
eties and the rule of law can win the
long battle we face against kleptocracy
and corruption.

This is a national security matter,
not just a question of doing good. This
is a national security matter, and
these are the tools—the ones I have de-
scribed, the tools of transparency—
that will secure our victory.

I yield the floor.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Wyoming.

Mr. BARRASSO. Mr. President, I
come to the floor today to talk about
the war in Ukraine. One week ago,
Vladimir Putin attacked Ukraine by
land, by sea, and by air. Now we know
that thousands of people are dead.

Vladimir Putin prepared for this in-
vasion, and he prepared over the course
of at least 3 months. Month after
month after month, he moved troops,
he moved weapons, and he moved them
to the border with Ukraine. Now, many
of these troops are attacking the cap-
ital city of Kyiv. The Ukrainian people
are fighting bravely. Their example is
an inspiration to the world. They are
outnumbered, they are outgunned, and
yet they continue to fight for their
freedom.

Make no mistake, Vladimir Putin
has caused this war. He alone is respon-
sible. He is responsible for the death
and the destruction that the world is
witnessing now. Yet, it is undeniable
that the Biden administration’s so-
called deterrence and diplomacy have
failed.

Joe Biden ran for President on com-
petence and on his foreign policy ex-
pertise. As a candidate for President,
Joe Biden said Putin’s days of tyranny
would be over if he became President—
Putin’s days of tyranny would be over
if Joe Biden were elected President.
The opposite has occurred under this
administration.

Vladimir Putin has become
emboldened like never before. Putin is
cunning, he is opportunistic, and he is
aggressive. When he sees an oppor-
tunity, he takes it. He can smell weak-
ness, and he views Joe Biden as weak
and ineffective. Clearly that has be-
come even more so after Joe Biden’s
disgraceful and deadly surrender from
Afghanistan. Enemies of ours around
the world have become emboldened.

After Afghanistan fell, Vladimir
Putin increased his weapons testing.
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Just a few months later, Vladimir
Putin put 100,000 troops on the border
of Ukraine. How did the President of
the United States, Joe Biden, respond?
He 1lobbied this body, the Senate,
against imposing sanctions on Vladi-
mir Putin.

In January, this Senate voted on
sanctions for Putin’s Nord Stream 2
Pipeline. I came to the floor; I argued
that the Senate needed to act quickly.
Almost every Democrat in this body
had previously supported sanctions.
Under pressure from the White House,
the Democrats reversed course. They
buckled to the demands of the Presi-
dent of the United States, who had a
different view than this body in a
broad, bipartisan consensus had had
previously of sanctioning the Nord
Stream 2 Pipeline between Russia and
Germany. Senate Democrats blocked
the sanctions.

Look, energy is the reason that
Vladimir Putin is flush with cash. He
has hit the jackpot. His energy reve-
nues are up, and more than $1 out of
every $3 that Vladimir Putin has in
Russia’s treasury 1is energy-related.
High energy prices today that Ameri-
cans are paying at the pump and people
around world are paying are the reason
why Putin can indefinitely—how he
can afford this invasion.

So who is Putin’s No. 1 rival for en-
ergy production? Well, it is the United
States. But under Joe Biden, American
crude oil production is down—down
more than a million barrels each and
every day from what it was prior to the
pandemic.

It is not a lack of American energy
resources, and it is not a lack of Amer-
ican energy workers. They want to
work. The energy is in the ground. This
is a direct result of the far-left driven
anti-American energy policies of the
Joe Biden administration.

On Joe Biden’s first day in office, he
killed the Keystone XL Pipeline, and
he bragged about it. So how much en-
ergy would be coming across from the
Keystone XL Pipeline? Well over
800,000 barrels a day. But that number
today is zero.

How much energy are we bringing in
from Russia each and every day into
the United States, imported from Rus-
sia, sending money to Vladimir Putin?
Well, 670,000 barrels a day. If he hadn’t
killed Keystone, we would be bringing
more energy in that way, and we are
now buying and sending money to
Vladimir Putin. And the President
bragged about it, thumped his chest: I
killed Keystone.

He also blocked new o0il and gas
leases on public lands, stopped Amer-
ican exploration for energy in the Arc-
tic. Joe Biden approves of Vladimir
Putin producing energy; it seems he is
only opposed to American energy pro-
duction.

Just days before he surrendered in
Afghanistan, Joe Biden sent his Na-
tional Security Advisor to beg Russia
to produce more oil to sell to us. It is
hard to believe. People watching said
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that can’t be true, and I would say: Go
to the White House website. Go right
now; see if it is still there. It was there
two nights ago—the National Security
Advisor saying: We are asking
OPEC+—and the ‘“‘plus” is Russia; it is
Putin—to produce more energy to sell
to us.

Why should we depend upon people
who are our enemies, whose intentions
are not kind or caring for us, and who
is now—Vladimir Putin is attacking
his neighbor in a bloodthirsty way—
rather than allow us to produce Amer-
ican energy that we have today in the
ground in this Nation?

So it is no wonder that Putin can
now afford another assault. Oil hit over
$100 a barrel last week—the highest in
7 years, and it is even higher than that
today.

Today, American families in every
State are paying $1 a gallon or more
for each additional gallon of gas that
they put in the tank than they were
the day Joe Biden became President of
the United States, and that is soon
going to be even a higher number, a
higher amount that people are going to
be paying as a result of this President’s
policies. The situation is getting worse.

President Biden’s response to the
buildup to the war in Ukraine has been
mismanagement and weakness. After
Russia invaded Ukraine, Joe Biden
issued sanctions on Russia that are far
too little too late. The Biden deter-
rence was after the fact. That didn’t
seem more like punishment than deter-
rence. It reminds me when President
Obama said he was going to be leading
from behind. Deterrence after the fact
is the same thing as no deterrence at
all. Try to deter someone from doing
something.

Even after the invasion has occurred
and even after we see the tanks lined
up heading into Kyiv, Joe Biden is not
yet ready to sanction Russian energy
and clearly not ready to produce Amer-
ican energy to make up for what we
buy from them.

His Deputy National Security Advi-
sor went to the podium and said our
sanctions are not designed to cause any
disruption to the current flow of en-
ergy from Russia to the world. This ad-
ministration has caused plenty of dis-
ruption in the flow of energy from
America, from our homeland. We are
not going to disrupt energy from Rus-
sia, oh, no. It was actually Germany
that stood up and finally stopped Putin
from getting the pipeline. Joe Biden
won’t touch the one industry that is
propping up Vladimir Putin. Yet he
seemed to be happy—Joe Biden seems
to be happy with his continued war on
American energy. He has effectively
put harsher sanctions on American en-
ergy workers than he does on Russian
energy thugs.

The war in Ukraine is going to lead
to higher energy prices in this country;
there is no doubt about it. But we have
seen no change in Joe Biden’s energy
policies in spite of the abundant energy
resources we have in this country. The
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White House Press Secretary was asked
recently if Joe Biden was considering
allowing more energy production here
at home in the United States. We have
the resources; we have the workers; the
jobs are necessary; and, effectively, she
just said no. We heard nothing about it
in the State of the Union last night—
not a thing.

Over the weekend, actually, the
President’s Press Secretary went on
television and doubled down. She said
she refused to rule out importing oil
from Iran. Oil and gas leases on Fed-
eral lands are still in limbo.

The Federal Energy Regulatory Com-
mission, FERC—and there will be a
hearing before the Senate Energy and
Natural Resources Committee tomor-
row—recently decided, in a 100-percent
partisan 3-to-2 vote, to make it even
harder to build natural gas pipelines in
America. Harder.

The day after Russia invaded
Ukraine, this administration, the
Biden administration, said uranium
was no longer a critical mineral for the
United States—no longer a critical
mineral. American businesses get half
of the uranium we use from Russia and
its partners. It is a critical mineral but
not according to the Biden administra-
tion. Now we are going to become even
more dependent on Russia, and Putin
will get even wealthier.

It seems like Joe Biden and his advis-
ers want to turn our energy sector into
what we have seen over the last num-
ber of years in Germany—dependent on
other countries, begging enemies to
help us keep the lights on.

And just before the Russian invasion,
John Kerry, the President’s Climate
Envoy, said in an interview with BBC—
this is the former Secretary of State of
the United States—said he was con-
cerned that the war in Ukraine would
distract people from his climate agen-
da. You can’t believe it. This is very
disturbing to people all around my
home State, and I would think all
around America. This is a delusional
obsession, distracted from the reality
of the world and of our Nation.

Innocent people are being slaugh-
tered. Vladimir Putin is conducting nu-
clear drills. People around the world
are terrified. People are looking to the
United States for leadership, and we
have a high official of this administra-
tion concerned it is going to distract
from this White House’s and this ad-
ministration’s climate agenda.

The American people know what we
need to do. We need to continue to sup-
port and send lethal weapons to our
friends in Ukraine, and clearly we need
to produce more American energy. We
have it. We have it in the ground. This
administration will not let us get it
out. More American energy will help us
at home. It will help bring down prices
at home. More American energy will
help us defund Putin’s military aggres-
sion. It is our energy dollars that are
paying for Putin’s killing machine.

More American energy will help our
allies from being held hostage by
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Vladimir Putin. This is why I have in-
troduced legislation called the ES-
CAPE Act, Energy Security Coopera-
tion with Allied Partners in Europe. It
expedites the sale of natural gas from
America to our NATO allies so they
don’t have to buy it from Vladimir
Putin. I brought it to the floor yester-
day, and Democrats objected to a unan-
imous consent to pass it.

I sent a letter to the President today
with every Republican on the Senate
Energy Committee as well as Senator
LuMMIs—sent a letter to the White
House today detailing 10 specific ac-
tions that the President of the United
States can take right now to produce
more American energy and undermine
Vladimir Putin and help other NATO
allies and help the people of Ukraine.
We as a nation are much better off sell-
ing American energy to our friends
than for us as a nation to have to buy
energy from our enemies. More Amer-
ican energy means more American
strength and more American security.

I yield the floor.

The PRESIDING OFFICER
KAINE). The majority whip.

UNANIMOUS CONSENT REQUEST—EXECUTIVE

CALENDAR

Mr. DURBIN. Mr. President, 2 weeks
ago, I came to the floor to request
unanimous consent for the Senate to
take up and confirm six U.S. attorneys
and two U.S. marshal nominations.

These nominees are all highly quali-
fied. They have critical law enforce-
ment experience, and they want to
serve this country at new levels. They
were voted out of the Judiciary Com-
mittee, which I chair, by a voice vote.
They have the support of their home
State Senators. They have the support
of other local law enforcement. They
deserve to be confirmed. We need
them—right now—without further
delay.

And the obvious question is, Why are
they being held up? Why are these dedi-
cated men and women not yet in office,
ready to tackle violent crime—which
we know is a problem across America?
Why aren’t they in office to prosecute
fraud and terrorism? Why aren’t they
there to protect families and children
across America? One reason—the jun-
ior Senator from Arkansas.

You see, when I made my unanimous
consent request—a request joined by
the majority leader and Senators from
all the affected States—one Senator
objected. Only one Senator refused to
allow these individuals’ confirmation
so that they could continue to serve
this Nation and the cause of law en-
forcement. And that same Senator, the
junior Senator from Arkansas, con-
tinues to engage in this mindless ob-
struction, jeopardizing the safety of
communities outside of Arkansas for
reasons which are still hard to under-
stand.

Why is the junior Senator blocking
well-qualified individuals from law en-
forcement? What has he got against
law enforcement at this moment in
America’s history? Well, it doesn’t

(Mr.
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have anything to do with the nominees
themselves or their qualifications. We
have asked him over and over. He has
no complaint about any single one of
them. He happened to pick these people
out as his political targets. He is con-
cerned about a completely unrelated
issue. Let me tell you what it is.

In the summer of 2020, Federal law
enforcement personnel were dispatched
to Portland, OR, to help protect the
Federal courthouse. A number of those
Federal officers now face lawsuits re-
lating to the events that happened
there.

The Department of Justice often rep-
resents Federal employees who were
sued in their individual capacity.
Under governing regulations, the De-
partment of Justice goes through a
process to determine that such rep-
resentation would be ‘‘in the interests
of the United States.”

And in this matter, the Department
of Justice has either represented or
paid for the representation of more
than 70 law enforcement officials who
have been sued. The Department has
declined to represent one individual—
only one—and continues to review
three additional requests for represen-
tation.

The Senator from Arkansas says he
wants to know why, but the Depart-
ment of Justice has made it clear it
can’t comment on these four cases. Re-
member what you first learned when
you were elected to the U.S. Senate
and somebody came to you and said: I
need for you to be my advocate. I need
for you to be my champion.

You said to them: I would like to do
it, but first you have to sign a privacy
waiver, a confidentiality waiver. I
can’t represent you or talk about you
unless I have that waiver.

The last time we came to the floor, I
asked the junior Senator from Arkan-
sas: Have these three who are being
under review, for example, these Fed-
eral employees, given you a privacy
waiver? Can you tell us what the cir-
cumstances are that slowed it down?

No. So here he is, their champion and
advocate, and they don’t trust him
with a privacy waiver or they would
rather their circumstances not become
public. They made that decision. It is
pretty complicated in a way. The bot-
tom line is, who is paying for this com-
plication and the stalling tactic? Inno-
cent people, six U.S. attorneys, two
U.S. marshals—not in the State of Ar-
kansas.

The Department of Justice has made
it clear it can’t comment on these
cases ‘‘in light of significant confiden-
tiality interests and applicable privi-
leges.”

The Senator from Arkansas is hear-
ing none of it. For example, DOJ’s reg-
ulations make it clear that commu-
nications about an employee’s request
for representation are protected by an
attorney-client privilege. The Senator
from Arkansas wants us to ignore that.
The Privacy Act prevents the Depart-
ment of Justice from disclosing per-
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sonal records related to employees
without their consent.

Unless things have changed in the
last 2 weeks, the Senator who is advo-
cating for these people has never re-
ceived that. He has never received
those consents. These privileges pro-
tect the privacy of the very law en-
forcement personnel whose interests
the junior Senator from Arkansas
claims to represent. The Senator
claims to be speaking on behalf of his
deputy marshals, but he is asking the
Justice Department to violate legal
privileges and attorney-client privi-
leges that are designed to specifically
protect them and other Federal em-
ployees.

It is important to add that it is
standard practice for any Member of
Congress to obtain a Privacy Act waiv-
er. We have done it thousands of times
in our office—an act that gives a waiv-
er for a constituent, authorizing the of-
fice to make inquiries on their behalf.
Apparently, the Senator from Arkan-
sas doesn’t have that waiver or he
would explain to us what the cir-
cumstances are. It seems that the peo-
ple he wants to protect don’t trust him
with that information or don’t want it
to become public.

The Senator is upset that the Justice
Department is following the law and a
process required by their own rules and
regulations—a process that now affects
four individuals. His response is to
block the confirmation of every U.S.
attorney and every U.S. marshal on the
Senate calendar. How can you claim, as
he does, to be tough on crime if you are
blocking well-qualified law enforce-
ment officials from serving because of
a grievance that has nothing to do with
them personally? The junior Senator
from Arkansas should let these law en-
forcement officials do their job.

Often we hear the complaint: Oh,
they want to defund the police. You
heard last night, President Biden said
we need to fund the police and got a
standing ovation from everybody.

This is a new approach. Instead of
funding the police, this one Senator is
going to stop law enforcement from
even doing their job. For example, yes-
terday, I chaired a hearing in the Judi-
ciary Committee. We examined how
the Federal Government can help pre-
vent and respond to the surge in
carjackings across America over the
last 2 years. It was an important bipar-
tisan hearing with witnesses from law
enforcement, community groups, and
the automobile industry testifying
about solutions to a problem that is an
urgent issue in many of our commu-
nities and testifying to the need for
U.S. attorneys to enforce the law in
their jurisdictions. The same junior
Senator from Arkansas, who is leaving
these U.S. attorneys spots vacant be-
cause he is unhappy with the way he is
being treated by the Department of
Justice, didn’t attend the hearing. And
he is blocking votes on Federal law en-
forcement nominees charged with help-
ing to protect our communities from
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carjackings and other violent crimes.
How can that be anything other than
soft on law and order?

Before 1 proceed to my unanimous
consent, I want to note the over-
whelming support these U.S. attorneys
and U.S. marshal nominees have from
law enforcement professionals in their
States. We are receiving dozens of let-
ters because of this outrageous hold by
the Senator from Arkansas—letters
that speak not just to the nominees’
qualifications but the need to confirm
them now.

Consider the support for Chief LaDon
Reynolds to be the U.S. marshal for the
Northern District of Illinois. Senator
DUCKWORTH and I have received letters
from the director of the Illinois State
Police and police chiefs in towns and
cities like Park Ridge, Hazel Crest, and
Calumet Park. It is unanimous. Chief
Reynolds is a man for the job, and he is
waiting and waiting and waiting on the
junior Senator from Arkansas.

The Senate has also received letters
of support for several of the other
nominees who face this needless block-
ade. Aaron Ford, the attorney general
of Nevada, has written in support for
Jason Frierson to be that State’s U.S.
attorney. Both Senators from Nevada
took the floor last time we brought
this issue up and supported him.

The chiefs of police of Rochester, Du-
luth, and Saint Paul, MN, have joined
the Sheriff of Ramsey County, MN,
urging the Senate to quickly confirm
Andrew Luger as Minnesota’s U.S. at-
torney and Eddie Frizell to be the
State’s U.S. marshal.

Mark Totten, nominated to be U.S.
attorney for the Western District of
Michigan, has the support of county
prosecutors and sheriffs throughout
the State, as well as from Michigan At-
torney General Dana Nessel and the
Michigan Association of Police Organi-
zations.

And the Sheriff of DeKalb County,
GA, urges the Senate to swiftly con-
firm Ryan Buchanan to be U.S. attor-
ney for the Northern District of Geor-
gia.

These law enforcement officials want
reinforcement. We have the profes-
sionals to take over these positions
now; one Senator holds them up. They
are just a few examples of the broad bi-
partisan support these nominees enjoy.

These State and local law enforce-
ment officials know how eminently
qualified the nominees are, and they
have told us as much. They know we
can’t and shouldn’t waste another day

supporting law enforcement. They
know it is time for the Senate to act
now.

Mr. President, I ask unanimous con-
sent that the Senate proceed to execu-
tive session to consider the following
nominations en bloc: Calendar Nos. 660,
661, 662, 663, 739, 740, 741, 742; that the
Senate vote on the nominations en bloc
without intervening action or debate;
the motions to reconsider be consid-
ered made and laid upon the table with
no intervening action or debate; that
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any statements related to the nomina-
tions be printed in the Record; that the
President be immediately notified of
the Senate’s action, and the Senate re-
sume legislative session.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there
objection?

The Senator from Arkansas.

Mr. COTTON. Mr. President, I re-
serve the right to object because, here
we are again, 2 weeks later and nothing
has changed.

The Democrats and the Department
of Justice once again want their well-
connected and wealthy political nomi-
nees confirmed, while the Department
of Justice hangs out to dry four career
law enforcement officers and threatens
them with fiscal ruin and bankruptcy.

The Senator from Illinois said I am
having none of it. You are absolutely
right; I am having none of it.

These officers, I remind you, faced
down leftwing street militias for
months in Portland. They were at-
tacked with blinding lasers, ball bear-
ings, Molotov cocktails. There were ef-
forts to lock them into the courthouse
and set it afire and burn them alive.

Now, the Senator from Illinois keeps
saying that my objections are com-
pletely unrelated—those were his
words—or had nothing to do with these
nominees. We have heard this now for
weeks. I don’t know why he Kkeeps re-
peating it. I will give my answer once
again. I am not making objection to
some random, unconnected agency. I
am not upset that the Corps of Engi-
neers didn’t approve a water project in
Arkansas.

I am not making some doomed-to-fail
demand like Merrick Garland should
resign in disgrace—though he should. I
am making a very specific point about
this Department.

If Merrick Garland and the Demo-
crats want their political nominees to
be confirmed on a fast-track basis,
then they need to protect their career
law enforcement officers from financial
ruin and bankruptcy.

I have talked to these officers; the
anxiety and the stress that this has
created for them is real. They have re-
ceived no explanation whatsoever be-
yond ‘‘not in the interest of the United
States.” That is not an explanation;
that is a conclusion.

Three of them haven’t heard any-
thing at all. It has been months—actu-
ally, more than a year. The Senator
from Illinois said the Department of
Justice often represents law enforce-
ment officers sued for actions in the
line of duty. It is not ‘‘often rep-
resents.” It is ‘“‘almost always rep-
resents.”

I have spoken with multiple former
Department of Justice leaders. They
say they cannot remember a time when
they declined to represent a law en-
forcement officer sued for actions in
the line of duty.

The Senator from Illinois, once
again, waves around the idea of a pri-
vacy waiver like it is a big ‘‘gotcha’ or
something. I don’t have a privacy waiv-
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er, but I know what these officers
would say. They would say, We have no
idea what the Department would tell
us.
So if the Senator from Illinois would
like me to be a good bureaucrat and
run off and get a privacy waiver, I
guess I could do that. And then once
they gave it to me, I would ask them,
Why did you get denied coverage? And
they would say, I don’t know. They
won’t tell us anything.

The point of the matter here is that
career law enforcement officers are
being hung out to dry and facing finan-
cial ruin. And they cannot get an an-
swer, and we cannot get an answer.

Now, is it possible they engaged in
misconduct? Sure. It happens. How-
ever, I would note, as I did last time,
that all four officers are on unre-
stricted active duty—unrestricted ac-
tive duty. Three are in the special op-
erations group. One is in the warrant
group. Both assignments likely to re-
sult in situations where the threat of
violence, and even lethal violence, is
high.

If these officers somehow acted inap-
propriately in Portland to the point we
can’t represent them when they are
sued by leftwing activists, surely, they
shouldn’t be serving high-risk war-
rants. Surely, they shouldn’t be out on
the street in the special operations
group. So I can only infer that is not
the case.

The Department of Justice won’t tell
us anything more. They won’t tell
these officers anything more. None of
these facts has changed—nothing in 2
weeks.

The only thing we know that we
didn’t know 2 weeks ago, actually, is
that three of these marshals received
an award for their service in Portland.

This is the award that was given out
to marshals who risked their lives in
defense of the Federal courthouse in
Portland. I blurred out the names to
protect the safety of those marshals,
but, I assure you, their names are on
there. They received an award for their
service. They are being sued for that
very service, and the Department of
Justice won’t represent them. They de-
serve answers.

The Senator from Illinois said that
last night the President spoke about
funding the police after the Democrats
spoke for years about defunding the po-
lice. Well, I have a suggestion, How
about funding these officers’ legal de-
fenses? How about that for funding the
police?

Stand by the law enforcement offi-
cers who did their job and can’t now
get an explanation for why Merrick
Garland is not standing by them.

And until that happens, I guess we
can keep coming down here every week
or 2 weeks because they deserve to be
represented or we deserve a credible,
fact-based explanation.

Now, I am just one Senator. I can’t
block these people forever. We can
have a vote on them. We were in ses-
sion yesterday for 10 hours; we didn’t
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have a single vote. On Monday night,
we voted on late-term partial-birth
abortion. If these are so important, we
can have a vote on them. Or the De-
partment of Justice could just do what
it should, which is right and moral: It
should represent law enforcement offi-
cers who are being sued for actions in
the line of duty, or it should give an
explanation for why they are not.

So I do object, and I will continue to
object until that happens.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ob-
jection is heard.

The majority whip.

Mr. DURBIN. Right and moral? Is it
right and moral to deny law enforce-
ment officials—the Senator is now
leaving the floor.

Is it right and moral to deny these
law enforcement officials an oppor-
tunity to serve across the United
States?

I listened carefully, and I was wait-
ing for him to spell out—the Senator
from Arkansas who just walked off the
floor—his objection as to the qualifica-
tions of these law enforcement officers.
He has none. There are none.

These men he calls political ap-
pointees, the same thing happened
under the Trump administration. Over
856 of their U.S. attorneys were ap-
proved by voice vote, with no delay.
One was held over for 1 week; that was
it.

And yet he has made a crusade of
this to try to stop these individuals
from serving in the States where they
are desperately needed.

The Senator from Arkansas is block-
ing the confirmation of these individ-
uals and, at the same time, calling the
Democrats soft on law and order. Go
figure.

Don’t lecture me on law and order if
you are coming to the floor to prevent
qualified law enforcement professionals
from helping the Justice Department
combat violent crime.

The reason I come to the floor and
will continue to come to the floor is be-
cause we have a serious crime problem
in my State and in the city of Chicago.
I want to have the U.S. marshal there
on the job doing everything he is sup-
posed to do to help the local and State
law enforcement bring down the vio-
lence and the death rate.

The Senator from Arkansas just
doesn’t seem to understand basic law.
The Department of Justice has an at-
torney-client privilege with these indi-
viduals as they review their cases. He
has been unable to get a waiver so that
he can even tell us publicly what the
complaint might be by the Department
of Justice from the viewpoint of those
Federal officials.

He can’t do it. It is good enough for
him, if they are under review, to stop
all other U.S. attorneys and marshals
across the United States.

Is this what America wants to see in
Washington, this kind of obstruction? I
think not. It doesn’t take political
courage to harm an innocent person.
And what the Senator from Arkansas
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has done is to harm individuals who
simply want to serve America and
make it safer.

My Republican colleagues frequently
claim to be the party of law and order;
but in this matter, they are the ones
playing politics on law enforcement.

I yield the floor.

I suggest the absence of a quorum.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
clerk will call the roll.

The legislative clerk proceeded to
call the roll.

(Mr. DURBIN assumed the Chair.)

Mr. SULLIVAN. Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent that the order for
the quorum call be rescinded.

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr.
OSSOFF). Without objection, it is so or-
dered.

STATE OF THE UNION ADDRESS

Mr. SULLIVAN. Mr. President, obvi-
ously, the images coming out of
Ukraine and the heroism that we are
seeing is inspiring people all across
America, all across the world, and it is
spurring governments to action, appro-
priate action.

Just the other day, there was a world
leader in charge of one of the world’s
most important countries who was
spurred to action. Despite his country
and his government having a leftwing
leaning, he made announcements—his-
toric, remarkable announcements—
that not only stunned his country but
stunned his world about the impor-
tance of a strong defense, military de-
fense, about the importance of being
realistic about energy policies. No, I
am not talking about President Biden,
unfortunately. I am going to get to
that. He missed a huge opportunity to
do just that. I am talking about the
world leader German Chancellor Olaf
Scholz who in the last 2 days has said
Germany, because of the current crisis,
is going to almost double its defense
budget to achieve its 2 percent GDP
portion of national defense within the
next year or two—a huge, stunning an-
nouncement by the Chancellor.

A country that is addicted to Russian
natural gas is now saying we are not
going to have any and we are going to
stop the Nord Stream 2 gas line—a
huge, stunning announcement. That is
global leadership.

And, unfortunately, President Biden
missed the opportunity last night at
the State of the Union to do exactly
the same on exactly the same issues.

Let me talk about this a little bit
more. I think we are starting to fully
understand the implications as a na-
tion and as a world of what is hap-
pening in Ukraine. We have entered a
new era of authoritarian aggression,
led by Russia’s and China’s dictators
who are increasingly isolated and dan-
gerous, who are driven by historical
grievances, who are paranoid about
their democratic neighbors and are
willing to use military force and other
aggressive actions to crush the citizens
in countries like Ukraine and Hong
Kong and Taiwan.

These dangerous dictators—Vladimir
Putin and Xi Jinping—are increasingly
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working together to put forward and
implement their vision for the world:
spheres of influence that revolve
around them.

If you saw and read, they joint com-
municated just a few weeks ago before
the Beijing Olympics, Xi Jinping and
Putin. It is a wake-up call to the world.
It is a scary, darn document. That is
what is happening.

Again, we need to wake up; this ad-
ministration needs to wake up to this
new era of authoritarian aggression be-
cause it is going to be with us, unfortu-
nately, in my view, for years, if not
decades.

The President had the opportunity to
do what the Chancellor of Germany did
in the last few days, and he didn’t. My
view of this situation is that we need
to face it as a country with strategic
resolve and confidence and recognize
that our country has extraordinary ad-
vantages, particularly relative to
China and Russia.

If we are wise enough to utilize and
strengthen these advantages, what are
they? They are our global network of
allies, our lethal military, our world-
class supplies of energy and other nat-
ural resources, our dynamic economy,
and, most important, our democratic
values and commitment to liberty.

We must always remember that
Putin and Xi Jinping’s biggest weak-
nesses and biggest vulnerabilities are
that they fear their own people. They
fear their own people. We need to re-
member that and exploit this vulnera-
bility in the months and years ahead.

But what happened last night? Again,
it was a missed opportunity because
the President could have—should
have—followed the lead of the Chan-
cellor of Germany, and he didn’t.

He put forward a few good ideas that,
I think, drew bipartisan support in the
Chamber, certainly, talking about the
brave people of Ukraine. That was
something that all Americans are see-
ing and supportive of. Also, the Presi-
dent’s commitment to defend every
inch of NATO territory, I think, is an
important redline that he drew last
night that, again, all of us support, but
it was important for him to articulate
it. Other topics—opioids, mental
health, helping our veterans—count me
in on those.

But what he didn’t do was step up in
front of the American people and, like
the Chancellor of Germany, say: It is a
new world, and we need to recognize it,
and the Biden administration is going
to make a course correction on some
critical issues.

What were those critical issues? Well,
they are the exact issues that the
Chancellor of Germany announced to
his people.

Yesterday, 23 Senators—we sent a
letter to the President respectfully im-
ploring him to address the same issues
that the Chancellor of Germany just
did in this new era of authoritarian ag-
gression. We need a much stronger, ro-
bust military budget that can ensure
the lethality and readiness of our
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forces. If you don’t believe that, you
are not watching what is going on in
Ukraine.

What we don’t need is another Biden
budget like he put forward last year
that increases, by double digits, the
budgets of literally every Federal
Agency in the Government of the
United States, with the exception of
two: Homeland Security and the De-
partment of Defense.

The Biden budget last year cut those,
and I guarantee you the dictators in
Beijing and the dictator in Moscow no-
ticed. You can’t do that. He didn’t even
mention it last night—didn’t even men-
tion it last night. And I guarantee you
the dictators in Moscow and Beijing
noticed and so did our European allies,
which is, again, why what the Chan-
cellor of Germany did was so extraor-
dinary. He announced a budget dou-
bling the budget of the German mili-
tary—stunning.

But the other area that we suggested
strongly to the President of the United
States to address to the American peo-
ple in this new era of authoritarian ag-
gression is energy.

In our letter to the President yester-
day, we respectfully called out the
President and said: With respect, Mr.
President, you recently told the Amer-
ican people in a press conference that
your administration was using ‘‘every
tool at our disposal to protect Amer-
ican families and businesses’ from ris-
ing energy crisis, but that is not true.
It is not true, and the whole world
knows it. Heck, the administration
knows it.

So we suggested 12 actions that the
President of the United States could
take and announce at the State of the
Union that would help us with regard
to energy: bring down costs, put Amer-
ican energy workers back to work, and
not let Putin blackmail European al-
lies of ours with energy and continue
to use it as a weapon.

We asked for a course correction on
the Biden administration’s energy poli-
cies, which, from day 1, have focused
on restricting, delaying, and, indeed,
killing the production of American oil
and gas.

All of this has had the predictable re-
sult, the catastrophic result of driving
up energy prices at the pump and in
home heating for American citizens—
enormous increases, hurting working
families, increasing pink slips for
American energy workers like those in
my State, the great State of Alaska,
and again in the current crisis, signifi-
cantly empowering our adversaries, es-
pecially Vladimir Putin, who has used
energy as a weapon against our allies
for decades.

So I am not going to go into each one
of the topics or the actions that we
suggested the President of the United
States take, with the exception of one
because it is so apparent that we need
to do it and so apparent that the Presi-
dent should have announced it last
night that I want to just briefly men-
tion it again here.
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We called on—and today in a press
conference many of us called on—many
Republicans and some Democratic Sen-
ators now have called on the Biden ad-
ministration to undertake sanctions
and an embargo against Vladimir
Putin’s strongest weapon, his export of
natural gas and oil.

Now, many people are saying: Well,
you can’t do that as it relates to our
European allies. What we are saying is,
we understand there are challenges
there. We are not talking about Eu-
rope. We are talking about the United
States of America.

I want you to understand these num-
bers. Right now, we are buying an aver-
age of almost 700,000 barrels a day of
Russian oil. By the way, that number
has increased 35 percent—actually over
35 percent during President Biden’s
first term. At the same time, the Biden
administration is going to States like
mine and saying, We are going to try
to shut down Alaskan oil production.

Does anyone in America, does anyone
in the U.S. Senate, does anyone in the
Biden administration think that that
makes sense—increase imports of Rus-
sian o0il to the United States while
shutting down the production of Amer-
ican energy?

They are doing it. We all know they
are doing it. Heck, they know they are
doing it. It makes no sense.

In the last year, imports from the
United States paid for that went
back—oil imports of Russian oil, paid
for in the United States going back to
Russia—put $17 billion into Putin’s war
chest—$17 billion.

So a number of us—like I said, Re-
publican and now Democratic Sen-
ators—have been saying: This is nuts.
We are trying to sanction Putin. We
are trying to isolate Russia from the
global economy, and there is this giant
loophole, and it is coming right to the
United States. We are paying for hun-
dreds of thousands of barrels a day of
Russian oil going back to Putin, and
they are still trying to shut down
American energy production. Come on.

Of course, some of this is driven by
the far left that the Biden administra-
tion listens way too much to. Come on,
Mr. President, my colleagues here, this
is insane, and everybody knows it. Ev-
erybody knows it.

What are we doing right now? We are
subsidizing this war. We are sub-
sidizing—by the importation of 7,000
barrels a day of Russian oil in the
United States, we are subsidizing
Putin’s war on Ukrainians.

By the way, our friends in Canada,
they just announced that they are not
going to import any more Russian oil.
Prime Minister Trudeau, well done, sir.

By the way, had the Keystone Pipe-
line not been killed by the President of
the United States a little over 12
months ago, we would have up to
700,000 barrels of oil from Canada. I
would much rather be getting oil from
Canada than Russia right now.

If you think that this is an issue that
is not impacting Ukraine, here is what

March 2, 2022

the Foreign Minister of Ukraine re-
cently said about this topic:

We insist on a full embargo for Russian oil
and gas around the world. Buying Russian oil
and gas right now means paying for the mur-
der of Ukrainian men, women and children.

That is the Foreign Minister of
Ukraine. What he is asking for is some-
thing we can easily do—block any more
Russian oil, Russian natural gas com-
ing into the United States of America.
People say: Well, where would we get
it, then? I will tell you where we would
get it. We would get it from the United
States of America.

The only thing that the President
mentioned last night on this topic in a
glancing manner—to be honest, it was
a lame glancing manner. It was almost
a pathetic attempt to just barely rec-
ognize that this giant issue had to be
touched upon. He said we are going to
briefly release oil out of the Strategic
Petroleum Reserve. We are not going
to produce more, which we could. We
are just going to release a little more
oil out of the Strategic Petroleum Re-
serve.

Here is my answer to that: Mr. Presi-
dent, there is a much better Strategic
Petroleum Reserve than the one you
referenced last night. It is called the
great State of Alaska. That is Amer-
ica’s Strategic Petroleum Reserve. And
you need to let us, as your fellow
Americans, help our fellow citizens and
the rest of the world by producing. So
it was a missed opportunity last night.

We have world leaders who, right
now, the Prime Minister of Canada on
the imports of Russian oil, the Chan-
cellor of Germany on significantly rec-
ognizing the new era in which we are
all in, saying: I have got to be serious
about national defense and our mili-
tary, and I have got to be serious about
energy.

We had respectfully asked the Presi-
dent of the United States last night in
the State of the Union to do just the
same—just the same. The American
people were watching, and he had an
opportunity to talk about the con-
sequences, long term, of this new era of
authoritarian aggression and say: ‘“‘And
I am going to make some course cor-
rections as the President of this admin-
istration because it is going to be what
is good for the American people and
our allies,” and he didn’t do it. He
didn’t do it, and it was a big missed op-
portunity for our country and for the
world.

I yield the floor.

The PRESIDING OFFICER
KING). The majority leader.

UNANIMOUS CONSENT AGREEMENT—S.J. RES. 38

Mr. SCHUMER. I ask unanimous con-
sent that at 11 a.m. on Thursday,
March 3, S.J. Res. 38 be discharged
from the Committee on Finance and
the Senate proceed to its consider-
ation; further, that there be 3 hours for
debate only, with the time equally di-
vided between the Leaders, or their
designees, on the joint resolution; and
that following the use or yielding back
of that time, the joint resolution be

(Mr.
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read a third time and the Senate vote
on the resolution, with no intervening
action or debate.

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

H.R. 3076

Mr. SCHUMER. Mr. President, I am
about to file cloture on the postal re-
form bill, so let me say a few words
about that. So this week the Senate
has kept making progress toward our
goal of passing and ultimately enacting
the largest bill to support the U.S.
Postal Service in a long, long time.

This is a bipartisan bill, long overdue
and far-reaching in how it will place
our post office on secure footing for the
future.

Democrats have spent the day work-
ing with Republicans on a list of
amendments that they want to hold
with regard to this bill, and these nego-
tiations are ongoing.

So while we work on an agreement—
and to keep the process moving—I will
be filing cloture so that we can take
the next steps toward the final passage.

It is my hope that we can arrive at
an agreement tomorrow and finish this
bill before the weekend. There is every
reason in the world to do so.

At the end of the day, the vast ma-
jority of Democrats and Republicans
want to see this bill sent to the Presi-
dent’s desk quickly.

I want to thank my colleagues on
both sides of the aisle for their contin-
ued work, especially Chairman PETERS.

This postal reform bill has been a
long time coming, and when passed it
will ensure that the tens of millions of
Americans who rely on the post office
every single day for medicine, Social
Security, checks, other goods, they can
be sure that the post office remains in
good hands and is strengthened.

CLOTURE MOTION

Mr. SCHUMER. Mr. President, I send
a cloture motion to the desk.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The clo-
ture motion having been presented
under rule XXII, the Chair directs the
clerk to read the motion.

The senior assistant legislative clerk
read as follows:

CLOTURE MOTION

We, the undersigned Senators, in accord-
ance with the provisions of rule XXII of the
Standing Rules of the Senate, do hereby
move to bring to a close debate on Calendar
No. 273, H.R. 3076, a bill to provide stability
to and enhance the services of the United
States Postal Service, and for other pur-
poses.

Charles E. Schumer, Gary C. Peters,
Mazie K. Hirono, Tina Smith, Margaret
Wood Hassan, Jeff Merkley, Ron
Wyden, Patty Murray, Debbie Stabe-
now, Jack Reed, Mark Kelly, Cory A.
Booker, Robert Menendez, Jon Tester,
Jon Ossoff, Sheldon Whitehouse, Mar-
tin Heinrich.

Mr. SCHUMER. I ask unanimous con-
sent that the mandatory quorum call
for the cloture motion filed today,
Wednesday, March 2, be waived.

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

EXECUTIVE CALENDAR

Mr. SCHUMER. Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent that the Senate
proceed to executive session to con-
sider the following nominations en
bloc: Calendar Nos. 441, 445, 458; that
the Senate vote on the nominations en
bloc without intervening action or de-
bate; that the motions to reconsider be
considered made and laid upon the
table with no intervening action or de-
bate; that any statements related to
the nominations be printed in the
RECORD; that the President be imme-
diately notified of the Senate’s action,
and the Senate resume legislative ses-
sion.

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

The question is, Will the Senate ad-
vise and consent to the nominations of
Claire A. Pierangelo, of California, a
Career Member of the Senior Foreign
Service, Class of Minister-Counselor, to
be Ambassador Extraordinary and
Plenipotentiary of the United States of
America to the Republic of Mada-
gascar, and to serve concurrently and
without additional compensation as
Ambassador Extraordinary and Pleni-
potentiary of the United States of
America to the Union of the Comoros;
Virginia E. Palmer, of Virginia, a Ca-
reer Member of the Senior Foreign
Service, Class of Minister-Counselor, to
be Ambassador Extraordinary and
Plenipotentiary of the United States of
America to the Republic of Ghana; and
David John Young, of Virginia, a Ca-
reer Member of the Senior Foreign
Service, Class of Minister-Counselor, to
be Ambassador Extraordinary and
Plenipotentiary of the United States of
America to the Republic of Malawi?

The nominations were confirmed en
bloc.

———
LEGISLATIVE SESSION

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ate will now resume legislative session.

——
MORNING BUSINESS

Mr. SCHUMER. Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent that the Senate be
in a period of morning business, with
Senators permitted to speak therein
for up to 10 minutes each.

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

——
BUDGETARY REVISIONS

Mr. SANDERS. Mr. President, S.
Con. Res. 14, the fiscal year 2022 con-
gressional budget resolution, included
a reserve fund in section 3003 to allow
the chairman of the Committee on the
Budget to revise budget aggregates and
committee allocations for legislation
that would not increase the deficit over
the period of fiscal years 2022 to 2031.

The Senate is considering H.R. 3076,
the Postal Service Reform Act of 2022,
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which meets the condition of not in-
creasing the deficit over the relevant
10-year period. As such, I am filing a
revision to the aggregates and com-
mittee allocations under the budget
resolution, which were last revised on
February 8. Specifically, the Congres-
sional Budget Office estimates that the
bill would increase on-budget direct
spending by $430 million over 5 years
but decrease it by $73 million over 10
years.

I am also refiling two tables that I
previously filed on February 8 to cor-
rect the amounts of budget authority
allowable for fiscal year 2022.

I ask unanimous consent that the ac-
companying tables, which provide de-
tails about the adjustment, be printed
in the RECORD.

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

REVISIONS TO BUDGET AGGREGATES—BUDGET
AUTHORITY AND OUTLAYS
[Pursuant to Sections 4004 & 4009 of S. Con. Res. 14]
[$ in billions]

2022

Current Spending Aggregates:

Budget Authority 4,145.465

Outlays 4,504.246
Adjustment:

Budget Authority 0.612

Outlays —3.754
Revised Aggregates:

Budget Authority 4,146.077

Outlays 4,500.492

Note: This table makes two adjustments. It republishes the table filed on
February 8 to exclude $2.9 billion of budget authority from increased enter-
prise guarantee fees pursuant to section 3110 of S. Con Res. 11 (114th
Congress), the FY 2016 budget resolution. It also adjusts for the effects of
H.R. 3076, the Postal Service Reform Act of 2022, reducing both budget au-
thority and outlays by $62 million.

REVISIONS TO ALLOCATION TO SENATE COMMITTEES

[Pursuant to Section 3003 of S. Con. Res. 14, the Concurrent Resolution on
the Budget for Fiscal Year 2022]

[$ in billions]
2022 2022-2026  2022-2031
Homeland Security and Govern-
mental Affairs:

Budget Authority 163.094 858.603 1,822.637

Outlays 162.131 867.724 1,839.039
Adjustments:

Budget Authority —0.062 0.430 —0.073

Outlays —0.062 0.430 —0.073
Revised Allocation:

Budget Authority 163.032 859.033 1,822.564

Outlays 162.069 868.154 1,838.966
Environment and Public Works:

Budget Authority 48.743 243.930 492.473

Outlays .......... 14.326 39.006 63.219
Adjustments:

Budget Authority 0.674 28.580 93.681

Outlays —7.011 —61.650 —88.619
Revised Environment & Public

Works:
Budget Authority 49.417 272.510 586.154
Outlays 71.315 —22.644 —25.400

Note: Homeland Security and Government Affairs adjustment includes the
on-budget effects of H.R. 3076, the Postal Service Reform Act of 2022. Envi-
ronment and Public Works adjustment republished from February 8 to ex-
clude $21 billion over ten years of increased enterprise guarantee fees from
budget authority pursuant to section 3110 of S. Con. Res. 11 (114th Con-
gress), the FY 2016 budget resolution.

PAY-AS-YOU-GO SCORECARD FOR THE SENATE

[Revisions Pursuant to Section 3003 of S. Con. Res. 14, the Concurrent
Resolution on the Budget for Fiscal Year 2022]

[$ in billions]

Balances

Current Balances:

Fiscal Year 2022 —8.362

Fiscal Years 2022-2026 —75.890

Fiscal Years 2022-2031 —138.704
Revisions:

Fiscal Year 2022 —0.062

Fiscal Years 2022-2026 ... 0.430

Fiscal Years 2022-2031 ... —0.073
Revised Balances:

Fiscal Year 2022 —8.424
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