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(Mr. DAINES) was added as a cosponsor 
of S. 78, a bill to amend title 18, United 
States Code, to prohibit taking minors 
across State lines in circumvention of 
laws requiring the involvement of par-
ents in abortion decisions. 

S. 81 

At the request of Mr. MARSHALL, the 
names of the Senator from North Da-
kota (Mr. CRAMER) and the Senator 
from South Carolina (Mr. GRAHAM) 
were added as cosponsors of S. 81, a bill 
to provide a moratorium on all Federal 
research grants provided to any insti-
tution of higher education or other re-
search institute that is conducting 
gain-of-function research. 

S. 82 

At the request of Mr. SCOTT of Flor-
ida, the name of the Senator from Wyo-
ming (Mr. BARRASSO) was added as a 
cosponsor of S. 82, a bill to protect so-
cial security benefits and military pay 
and require that the United States 
Government to prioritize all obliga-
tions on the debt held by the public in 
the event that the debt limit is 
reached. 

S. 110 

At the request of Mr. DAINES, the 
name of the Senator from North Da-
kota (Mr. CRAMER) was added as a co-
sponsor of S. 110, a bill to allow a State 
to submit a declaration of intent to the 
Secretary of Education to combine cer-
tain funds to improve the academic 
achievement of students. 

S. 113 

At the request of Mr. GRASSLEY, the 
name of the Senator from Arkansas 
(Mr. BOOZMAN) was added as a cospon-
sor of S. 113, a bill to require the Fed-
eral Trade Commission to study the 
role of intermediaries in the pharma-
ceutical supply chain and provide Con-
gress with appropriate policy rec-
ommendations, and for other purposes. 

S. 123 

At the request of Mr. SCOTT of Flor-
ida, the name of the Senator from Wis-
consin (Mr. JOHNSON) was added as a 
cosponsor of S. 123, a bill to protect 
American small businesses, gig work-
ers, and freelancers by repealing the 
burdensome American Rescue Plan Act 
of 2021 transactions reporting thresh-
old, and to rescind certain funding pro-
vided to the Internal Revenue Service 
under section 10301 of Public Law 117– 
169. 

S. CON. RES. 2 

At the request of Mrs. BLACKBURN, 
the names of the Senator from Mon-
tana (Mr. DAINES) and the Senator 
from Idaho (Mr. CRAPO) were added as 
cosponsors of S. Con. Res. 2, a concur-
rent resolution commending the brav-
ery, courage, and resolve of the women 
and men of Iran demonstrating in more 
than 133 cities and risking their safety 
to speak out against the Iranian re-
gime’s human rights abuses. 

S. RES. 10 

At the request of Mr. BRAUN, the 
name of the Senator from North Da-
kota (Mr. CRAMER) was added as a co-

sponsor of S. Res. 10, a resolution me-
morializing the unborn by lowering the 
United States flag to half-staff on the 
22nd day of January each year. 

f 

STATEMENTS ON INTRODUCED 
BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTIONS 

On Thursday, January 26, 2023, the 
Senate introduced S. 126 as follows: 

By Mr. DURBIN (for himself, Ms. 
HIRONO, and Mr. SANDERS): 

S. 126. A bill to make individuals re-
sponsible for undermining free and fair 
democratic elections inadmissible to 
the United States; to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

Mr. DURBIN. Madam President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the text of the 
bill be printed in the RECORD. 

There being no objection, the text of 
the bill was ordered to be printed in 
the RECORD, as follows: 

S. 126 
Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-

resentatives of the United States of America in 
Congress assembled, 
SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE. 

This Act may be cited as the ‘‘Fortifying 
Lawful Elections and Democracy Account-
ability Act of 2023’’ or the ‘‘FLED Account-
ability Act of 2023’’. 
SEC. 2. INADMISSIBILITY OF INDIVIDUALS RE-

SPONSIBLE FOR UNDERMINING 
FREE AND FAIR DEMOCRATIC ELEC-
TIONS. 

(a) DETERMINATION.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—If the Secretary of State 

determines, on the basis of credible informa-
tion, that an individual who is not a citizen 
of the United States knowingly took signifi-
cant action to inhibit or attempt to inhibit, 
while serving as an official of the govern-
ment of a foreign country, the lawful demo-
cratic transition of power or the lawful func-
tioning of democratic electoral processes in 
that country, the Secretary shall designate 
the individual as inadmissible to the United 
States as described in subsection (b). 

(2) DESIGNATION.—The Secretary shall pub-
licly or privately designate under paragraph 
(1) an individual about whom the Secretary 
has made a determination under that para-
graph without regard to whether the indi-
vidual has applied for a visa. 

(b) INADMISSIBILITY OF CERTAIN INDIVID-
UALS.— 

(1) INELIGIBILITY FOR VISAS AND ADMISSION 
TO THE UNITED STATES.—An individual des-
ignated under subsection (a) is— 

(A) inadmissible to the United States; 
(B) ineligible to receive a visa or other doc-

umentation to enter the United States; and 
(C) otherwise ineligible to be admitted or 

paroled into the United States or to receive 
any other benefit under the Immigration and 
Nationality Act (8 U.S.C. 1101 et seq.). 

(2) CURRENT VISAS REVOKED.— 
(A) IN GENERAL.—The visa or other entry 

documentation of any individual designated 
under subsection (a) is subject to revocation 
regardless of the issue date of the visa or 
other entry documentation. 

(B) IMMEDIATE EFFECT.—A revocation 
under subparagraph (A) shall— 

(i) take effect immediately; and 
(ii) cancel any other valid visa or entry 

documentation that is in the possession of 
the individual. 

(3) EXCEPTION TO COMPLY WITH INTER-
NATIONAL OBLIGATIONS.—This subsection 
shall not apply with respect to an individual 
if admitting or paroling the individual into 
the United States is necessary to permit the 

United States to comply with the Agreement 
regarding the Headquarters of the United 
Nations, signed at Lake Success June 26, 
1947, and entered into force November 21, 
1947, between the United Nations and the 
United States, or other applicable inter-
national obligations. 

(c) WAIVER.—The Secretary may waive the 
application of subsection (b) with respect to 
an individual designated under subsection (a) 
if the Secretary determines that such a 
waiver is in the national interest of the 
United States. 

(d) REPORT REQUIRED.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—Not later than one year 

after the date of the enactment of this Act, 
and annually thereafter, the Secretary shall 
submit to the committees specified in para-
graph (3) a report— 

(A) identifying individuals designated 
under subsection (a) during the year pre-
ceding submission of the report; 

(B) listing the waivers issued under sub-
section (c) during that year; and 

(C) setting forth a justification for each 
such waiver. 

(2) FORM OF REPORT; AVAILABILITY.— 
(A) FORM.—Each report required by para-

graph (1) shall be submitted in unclassified 
form but may include a classified annex. 

(B) AVAILABILITY.—The unclassified por-
tion of each report required by paragraph (1) 
shall posted on a publicly accessible website 
of the Department of State. 

(3) COMMITTEES SPECIFIED.—The commit-
tees specified in this paragraph are— 

(A) the Committee on the Judiciary and 
the Committee on Foreign Relations of the 
Senate; and 

(B) the Committee on the Judiciary and 
the Committee on Foreign Affairs of the 
House of Representatives. 

(e) RULE OF CONSTRUCTION.—Nothing in 
this section may be construed to apply to ac-
tions taken— 

(1) to provide assistance to promote demo-
cratic elections or public participation in 
democratic processes; or 

(2) to support a democratic transition. 

By Mr. THUNE (for himself, Mr. 
LUJÁN, Ms. KLOBUCHAR, and 
Mrs. FISCHER): 

S. 130. A bill to amend the Rural 
Electrification Act of 1936 to reauthor-
ize and improve the ReConnect loan 
and grant program, and for other pur-
poses; to the Committee on Agri-
culture, Nutrition, and Forestry. 

Mr. THUNE. Madam President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the text of the 
bill be printed in the RECORD. 

There being no objection, the text of 
the bill was ordered to be printed in 
the RECORD, as follows: 

S. 130 
Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-

resentatives of the United States of America in 
Congress assembled, 
SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE. 

This Act may be cited as the ‘‘Rural Inter-
net Improvement Act of 2023’’. 
SEC. 2. STREAMLINING BROADBAND AUTHORI-

TIES. 
(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 601 of the Rural 

Electrification Act of 1936 (7 U.S.C. 950bb) is 
amended— 

(1) by striking the section heading and in-
serting ‘‘RECONNECT PROGRAM’’; 

(2) in subsection (b)— 
(A) by redesignating paragraph (3) as para-

graph (4); and 
(B) by inserting after paragraph (2) the fol-

lowing: 
‘‘(3) RECONNECT PROGRAM.—The term ‘Re-

Connect Program’ means the program estab-
lished under this section.’’; 
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(3) in subsection (c)— 
(A) in paragraph (2)(A)— 
(i) in clause (i)— 
(I) in subclause (I), by striking ‘‘10-Mbps’’ 

and inserting ‘‘25-Mbps’’; and 
(II) in subclause (II), by striking ‘‘1-Mbps’’ 

and inserting ‘‘3-Mbps’’; and 
(ii) by striking clause (iv) and inserting the 

following: 
‘‘(iv) give priority to applications from ap-

plicants that have demonstrated the tech-
nical and financial experience required to 
construct and operate broadband networks.’’; 
and 

(B) by adding at the end the following: 
‘‘(5) APPLICATIONS.—The Secretary shall 

establish an application process for grants, 
loans, and loan guarantees under this section 
that— 

‘‘(A) reduces the amount of data required 
to apply by limiting the required data to 
only— 

‘‘(i) the entity applying, excluding any par-
ent or affiliate entity that is not a party to 
the application, to the greatest extent prac-
ticable; and 

‘‘(ii) the geographic area affected by the 
application, if a parent or affiliate is not a 
party to the application; 

‘‘(B) simplifies the data interfaces for sub-
mission to the greatest extent practicable; 
and 

‘‘(C) allows all applicants, regardless of 
whether an applicant is publicly traded, to 
rely on a bond rating of at least investment 
grade (when bond ratings are available) in 
place of financial documentation.’’; 

(4) in subsection (d)— 
(A) in paragraph (1)— 
(i) in subparagraph (B), by striking ‘‘sub-

section (j)’’ and inserting ‘‘subsection (l)’’; 
and 

(ii) by adding at the end the following: 
‘‘(C) GRANT REQUIREMENTS.—The Sec-

retary— 
‘‘(i) shall not restrict the eligibility of an 

entity for a grant under this section based on 
the legal structure of the entity; 

‘‘(ii) shall allow entities to apply for a 
grant under this section without regard to, 
or preference for, the legal structure of an 
entity; 

‘‘(iii) in determining the financial ability 
of an entity to carry out a project using a 
grant under this section, shall allow the en-
tity to demonstrate that financial ability by 
methods that— 

‘‘(I) the Secretary determines to be the 
least burdensome; and 

‘‘(II) subject to clause (v), are not limited 
to providing the Federal Government an ex-
clusive first lien on all grant-funded assets 
during the service obligation of the grant; 

‘‘(iv) subject to clause (v), in determining 
the required collateral to secure grant funds 
or to secure performance during the service 
obligation of a grant, shall allow an awardee 
to offer alternative security, such as a letter 
of credit, in lieu of providing the Federal 
Government an exclusive first lien on all 
grant-funded assets; and 

‘‘(v) if the Secretary reasonably deter-
mines that alternative methods or alter-
native security established under clause 
(iii)(II) or (iv) are insufficient to secure per-
formance with respect to a project under this 
section— 

‘‘(I) may require an entity to provide the 
Federal Government an exclusive first lien 
all grant-funded assets during the service ob-
ligation of the grant; and 

‘‘(II) shall release that lien after the Sec-
retary determines that the entity is per-
forming to the satisfaction of the Sec-
retary.’’; and 

(B) in paragraph (2)— 
(i) in subparagraph (A)(i), by striking ‘‘50’’ 

and inserting ‘‘90’’; and 

(ii) by adding at the end the following: 
‘‘(D) OBLIGATIONS TO PROVIDE BROADBAND 

SERVICE IN THE SAME SERVICE TERRITORY.— 
‘‘(i) DEFINITION OF BROADBAND INFRASTRUC-

TURE.—In this subparagraph, the term 
‘broadband infrastructure’ means any cables, 
fiber optics, wiring, or other permanent in-
frastructure that is integral to the structure, 
including fixed wireless infrastructure, 
that— 

‘‘(I) is capable of providing access to inter-
net connections in individual locations; and 

‘‘(II) offers an advanced telecommuni-
cations capability (as defined in section 
706(d) of the Telecommunications Act of 1996 
(47 U.S.C. 1302(d))). 

‘‘(ii) OTHER PROVIDERS.—The Secretary 
shall consider a proposed service territory 
with respect to which an eligible entity sub-
mits an application to carry out a project 
under this section to be served by broadband 
service if a broadband service provider other 
than that eligible entity is subject to an ob-
ligation by a Federal, State, or local govern-
ment entity to build broadband infrastruc-
ture and offer broadband service in that serv-
ice territory, subject to conditions— 

‘‘(I) under a Federal, State, or local fund-
ing award program; or 

‘‘(II) otherwise required by the Federal, 
State, or local government entity. 

‘‘(iii) OTHER FUNDING.—Subject to clause 
(iv), the Secretary shall not be required to 
consider a proposed service territory with re-
spect to which an eligible entity submits an 
application to carry out a project under this 
section to be served by broadband service if 
that eligible entity has accepted an obliga-
tion under a Federal, State, or local funding 
award program to build broadband infra-
structure and offer broadband service in that 
service territory, if the proposed project 
under this section— 

‘‘(I) would not be duplicative of the obliga-
tion under the other award program; and 

‘‘(II) would build broadband infrastructure 
that results in faster speeds or expedited 
milestones of deployment of broadband in-
frastructure in that service territory, as 
compared to the obligation under the other 
award program. 

‘‘(iv) OTHER OBLIGATIONS FOR LOWER TRANS-
MISSION CAPACITY.—The Secretary shall con-
sider a proposed service territory with re-
spect to which an eligible entity submits an 
application to carry out a project under this 
section to be unserved by broadband service 
if an obligation under another award pro-
gram described in clause (iii) would not pro-
vide broadband service of at least— 

‘‘(I) a 25-Mbps downstream transmission 
capacity; and 

‘‘(II) a 3-Mbps upstream transmission ca-
pacity. 

‘‘(E) REQUIREMENTS FOR FUNDING.— 
‘‘(i) AFFILIATE OWNED AND OPERATED NET-

WORKS.—A grant, loan, or loan guarantee 
under this section may be used to construct 
networks that will be owned and operated by 
an affiliate of the eligible entity receiving 
the grant, loan, or loan guarantee, subject to 
the condition that the eligible entity, the af-
filiate, or both, as the Secretary determines 
to be necessary, shall provide adequate secu-
rity for the grant, loan, or loan guarantee. 

‘‘(ii) NEGATIVE COVENANTS AND CONDI-
TIONS.—To the greatest extent practicable, a 
project carried out using a grant, loan, or 
loan guarantee under this section shall not 
add any new negative covenants or condi-
tions to the grant, loan, or loan guarantee 
agreement that were not previously dis-
closed to the eligible entity at the time of 
application for the grant, loan, or loan guar-
antee. 

‘‘(iii) OWNERSHIP OF SYSTEMS.— 
‘‘(I) IN GENERAL.—A network constructed 

with a grant, loan, or loan guarantee under 

this section may be transferred to an unaf-
filiated provider that agrees— 

‘‘(aa) to assume the service obligation; and 
‘‘(bb) to provide appropriate and sufficient 

security for that network. 
‘‘(II) DETERMINATION.—The Secretary shall 

not unreasonably withhold consent to enter 
into an appropriate agreement described in 
subclause (I) with the transferee based on an 
evaluation by the Secretary of the ability of 
the transferee to assume the agreement and 
provide security described in item (bb) of 
that subclause. 

‘‘(iv) REPORTING AND AUDITING.—The Sec-
retary shall— 

‘‘(I) simplify, to the maximum extent prac-
ticable, ongoing reporting and auditing re-
quirements for recipients of a grant, loan, or 
loan guarantee under this section; and 

‘‘(II) allow a recipient described in sub-
clause (I) whose financial information is con-
solidated with the financial information of a 
parent entity to rely on that consolidated fi-
nancial information in complying with the 
requirements described in that subclause if 
the parent entity is providing a guarantee on 
behalf of a subsidiary of the parent entity 
with respect to the grant, loan, or loan guar-
antee. 

‘‘(v) PROCUREMENT AND CONTRACTING.—The 
Secretary— 

‘‘(I) shall simplify, to the maximum extent 
practicable, requirements for recipients of a 
grant, loan, or loan guarantee under this sec-
tion relating to the procurement of mate-
rials and retention of contractors; and 

‘‘(II) shall not unreasonably restrict the 
ability of a recipient described in subclause 
(I) to obtain goods and services from affili-
ated entities.’’; 

(5) in subsection (e)(1)— 
(A) in subparagraph (A), by striking ‘‘25- 

Mbps’’ and inserting ‘‘100-Mbps’’; and 
(B) in subparagraph (B), by striking ‘‘3- 

Mbps’’ and inserting ‘‘20-Mbps’’; 
(6) by redesignating subsections (j) and (k) 

as subsections (l) and (m), respectively; 
(7) by inserting after subsection (i) the fol-

lowing: 
‘‘(j) REGULATIONS.—The Secretary shall 

issue regulations to carry out this section in 
accordance with section 553 of title 5, United 
States Code. 

‘‘(k) ANNUAL REPORTS.—Not later than 120 
days after the date of enactment of the 
Rural Internet Improvement Act of 2023, and 
not less frequently than annually thereafter, 
the Secretary shall— 

‘‘(1) publish a report describing— 
‘‘(A) the distribution of amounts made 

available under the ReConnect Program for 
the preceding year; 

‘‘(B) the number of locations at which 
broadband service was made available using 
amounts under the ReConnect Program for 
the preceding year; 

‘‘(C) the number of locations described in 
subparagraph (B) at which broadband service 
was used; and 

‘‘(D) the highest level of broadband service 
made available at each location described in 
subparagraph (B); and 

‘‘(2) submit the report described in para-
graph (1) to— 

‘‘(A) the Committee on Agriculture, Nutri-
tion, and Forestry of the Senate; 

‘‘(B) the Committee on Commerce, 
Science, and Transportation of the Senate; 

‘‘(C) the Committee on Agriculture of the 
House of Representatives; and 

‘‘(D) the Committee on Energy and Com-
merce of the House of Representatives.’’; and 

(8) in subsection (l) (as so redesignated), in 
paragraph (1), by striking ‘‘$350,000,000 for 
each of fiscal years 2019 through 2023’’ and in-
serting ‘‘such sums as are necessary for each 
fiscal year’’. 
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(b) SUNSET.—Beginning on the date that is 

120 days after the date of enactment of this 
Act, section 779 of division A of the Consoli-
dated Appropriations Act, 2018 (Public Law 
115–141; 132 Stat. 399), shall have no force or 
effect. 

(c) TRANSFER OF AMOUNTS.—The unobli-
gated balance, as of the date that is 120 days 
after the date of enactment of this Act, of 
any amounts made available to carry out the 
pilot program described in section 779 of di-
vision A of the Consolidated Appropriations 
Act, 2018 (Public Law 115–141; 132 Stat. 399)— 

(1) is transferred to, and merged with, 
amounts made available to carry out section 
601 of the Rural Electrification Act of 1936 (7 
U.S.C. 950bb); and 

(2) shall remain available, until expended, 
and without further appropriation, to carry 
out the ReConnect Program established 
under that section. 

(d) EFFECT.—Title VI of the Rural Elec-
trification Act of 1936 (7 U.S.C. 950bb et seq.) 
is amended by adding at the end the fol-
lowing: 
‘‘SEC. 607. EFFECT. 

‘‘Nothing in this title authorizes the Sec-
retary to regulate rates charged for 
broadband service.’’. 

(e) PUBLIC NOTICE, ASSESSMENTS, AND RE-
PORTING REQUIREMENTS.—Section 701 of the 
Rural Electrification Act of 1936 (7 U.S.C. 
950cc) is amended— 

(1) in subsection (a)— 
(A) in paragraph (1)(A), by inserting ‘‘, in-

cluding a complete shapefile map’’ after ‘‘ap-
plicant’’; and 

(B) in paragraph (2)(D), by striking ‘‘(c)’’ 
and inserting ‘‘(d)’’; 

(2) by redesignating subsections (b) 
through (e) as subsections (c) through (f), re-
spectively; 

(3) by inserting after subsection (a) the fol-
lowing: 

‘‘(b) CHALLENGE PROCESS.— 
‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall es-

tablish a transparent, evidence based, and 
expeditious process for challenging, with re-
spect to any area for which assistance is 
sought under an application described in sub-
section (a)(1), whether that area has access 
to broadband service. 

‘‘(2) NOTICE.—The Secretary shall make 
publicly available on the website of the De-
partment of Agriculture a written notice de-
scribing— 

‘‘(A) the decision of the Secretary on each 
challenge submitted under paragraph (1); and 

‘‘(B) the reasons for each decision de-
scribed in subparagraph (A).’’; and 

(4) by adding at the end the following: 
‘‘(g) PUBLIC NOTICE OF ELIGIBLE FUNDING 

AREAS.—Prior to making available to the 
public the database under subsection (a), the 
Secretary shall make available to the public 
a fully searchable database on the website of 
the Rural Utilities Service that contains in-
formation on areas eligible for assistance 
under retail broadband projects that are ad-
ministered by the Secretary in accordance 
with the maps created by the Federal Com-
munications Commission under section 
802(c)(1) of the Communications Act of 1934 
(47 U.S.C. 642(c)(1)).’’. 

(f) FEDERAL BROADBAND PROGRAM COORDI-
NATION.—Section 6212 of the Agriculture Im-
provement Act of 2018 (7 U.S.C. 950bb–6) is 
amended— 

(1) by redesignating subsections (a), (b), 
(c), and (d) as subsections (b), (c), (e), and (a), 
respectively, and moving the subsections so 
as to appear in alphabetical order; 

(2) in subsection (a) (as so redesignated), in 
paragraph (3), by striking ‘‘section 601(b)(3) 
of the Rural Electrification Act of 1936’’ and 
inserting ‘‘section 601(b) of the Rural Elec-
trification Act of 1936 (7 U.S.C. 950bb(b))’’; 

(3) in subsection (c) (as so redesignated), in 
paragraph (1)— 

(A) by striking ‘‘The Secretary’’ and in-
serting the following: 

‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary’’; and 
(B) by adding at the end the following: 
‘‘(B) RECONNECT PROGRAM.—On awarding a 

grant, loan, or loan guarantee under the Re-
Connect Program established under section 
601 of the Rural Electrification Act of 1936 (7 
U.S.C. 950bb), the Secretary shall notify the 
Commission of that award.’’; and 

(4) by inserting after subsection (c) (as so 
redesignated) the following: 

‘‘(d) MEMORANDUM OF UNDERSTANDING RE-
LATING TO OUTREACH.—The Secretary shall 
enter into a memorandum of understanding 
with the Assistant Secretary and the Com-
mission to facilitate outreach to residents 
and businesses in rural areas, including— 

‘‘(1) to evaluate the broadband service 
needs in rural areas; 

‘‘(2) to inform residents and businesses in 
rural areas of available Federal programs 
that promote broadband access, broadband 
affordability, and broadband inclusion; and 

‘‘(3) for such additional goals as the Sec-
retary, the Assistant Secretary, and the 
Commission determine to be appropriate.’’. 

By Ms. COLLINS (for herself, Mr. 
WARNER, Mrs. CAPITO, Mr. MAR-
KEY, Mr. MORAN, Mr. MENEN-
DEZ, Ms. MURKOWSKI, and Ms. 
STABENOW): 

S. 133. A bill to extend the National 
Alzheimer’s Project; to the Committee 
on Health, Education, Labor, and Pen-
sions. 

By Ms. COLLINS (for herself, Mr. 
MARKEY, Mrs. CAPITO, Mr. WAR-
NER, Mr. MORAN, Mr. MENEN-
DEZ, Ms. MURKOWSKI, and Ms. 
STABENOW): 

S. 134. A bill to require an annual 
budget estimate for the initiatives of 
the National Institutes of Health pur-
suant to reports and recommendations 
made under the National Alzheimer’s 
Project Act; to the Committee on 
Health, Education, Labor, and Pen-
sions. 

Ms. COLLINS. Madam President, I 
rise today to introduce two bills aimed 
at continuing the important progress 
we are making to prevent and effec-
tively treat Alzheimer’s disease. I 
know how devastating this disease is to 
our families. My father, grandfather, 
and two uncles all died from Alz-
heimer’s. I am committed to this effort 
both as a person whose beloved family 
members have suffered from this ter-
rible disease, as well as a Senator con-
cerned about the impact on our fami-
lies and our healthcare system. 

When I founded the Congressional 
Alzheimer’s Task Force in the Senate 
in 1999, there was virtually no focus on 
Alzheimer’s in Washington. Twelve 
years ago, I coauthored the bipartisan 
National Alzheimer’s Project Act with 
my colleague Senator Evan Bayh. Be-
fore we passed that legislation, there 
was no coordinated, strategic, national 
plan to focus our efforts to defeat Alz-
heimer’s. NAPA fixed this by con-
vening a panel of experts to create a 
coordinated strategic national plan to 
prevent and effectively treat Alz-
heimer’s disease by 2025. The expert 
council updates the plan annually. 

While the 2025 goal has been elusive, 
we have made some progress in our ef-
forts to find a treatment and a means 
of prevention. Nevertheless, Alz-
heimer’s remains the fifth leading 
cause of death in the United States for 
people over 65. In addition to the 
human costs, caring for people living 
with Alzheimer’s and other dementias 
is one of the costliest conditions to so-
ciety, costing our Nation an aston-
ishing $321 billion per year, including 
$206 billion in Medicare and Medicaid 
spending. If we continue along this tra-
jectory, Alzheimer’s is projected to 
claim the minds of 12.7 million seniors 
and nearly surpass $1 trillion in annual 
costs by 2050. 

It takes a tremendous toll on fami-
lies too. In 2021, family caregivers pro-
vided 16 billion hours of unpaid care for 
loved ones with dementia, a contribu-
tion to society valued at more than 
$271 billion. That job is often 24/7 and 
often harms the health of the care-
giver. 

The first bill I am introducing today 
with my colleagues Senators WARNER, 
CAPITO, MARKEY, MORAN, MENENDEZ, 
MURKOWSKI, and STABENOW is the 
NAPA Reauthorization Act. This bill 
would reauthorize the National Alz-
heimer’s Project Act through 2035 and 
modernize the legislation to reflect 
strides we have made in understanding 
the disease, such as including a new 
focus on promoting healthy aging and 
reducing risk factors. The National 
Alzheimer’s Project Act is set to expire 
in 2025. We need to reauthorize this 
critical legislation this Congress in 
order to ensure that our research in-
vestments remain coordinated and 
there are no disruptions as we maxi-
mize the impact of our investments. 

The second bill I am introducing with 
my colleagues Senators MARKEY, CAP-
ITO, WARNER, MORAN, MENENDEZ, MUR-
KOWSKI, and STABENOW is the Alz-
heimer’s Accountability and Invest-
ment Act. This bill would continue 
through 2035 a requirement that the 
Director of the National Institutes of 
Health submit an annual budget to 
Congress estimating the funding nec-
essary for NIH to fully implement 
NAPA’s research goals. Only two other 
areas of biomedical research—cancer 
and HIV/AIDs—have been the subject of 
special budget development aimed at 
speeding discovery, and this ‘‘bypass 
budget,’’ as it is known, helps us to un-
derstand what additional funding is 
needed to find better treatments, a 
means of prevention, and ultimately a 
cure for Alzheimer’s disease. 

Nearly half of baby boomers reaching 
age 85 will either be afflicted with Alz-
heimer’s or caring for someone who has 
it. In many ways, Alzheimer’s is the 
defining disease of this generation. We 
have made tremendous progress in re-
cent years to boost funding for Alz-
heimer’s research, most recently pro-
viding $3.74 billion—a $226 million in-
crease—for NIH Alzheimer’s research 
in the fiscal year 2023 government 
funding bill. This investment holds 

VerDate Sep 11 2014 01:55 Jan 31, 2023 Jkt 039060 PO 00000 Frm 00014 Fmt 0624 Sfmt 0634 E:\CR\FM\A30JA6.014 S30JAPT1D
M

W
ils

on
 o

n 
D

S
K

JM
0X

7X
2P

R
O

D
 w

ith
 S

E
N

A
T

E



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — SENATE S151 January 30, 2023 
great promise to ending this disease 
that has had such a devastating effect 
on millions of Americans and their 
families, but we must keep up this mo-
mentum. The two bills I introduce 
today will make sure that we do not 
take our foot off the pedal just as our 
investments in basic research are be-
ginning to translate into potential new 
treatments. We must not let Alz-
heimer’s define our children’s genera-
tion as it has ours. 

I urge my colleagues to support the 
NAPA Reauthorization Act and Alz-
heimer’s Accountability and Invest-
ment Act, and I thank the Alzheimer’s 
Association and UsAgainstAlzheimer’s 
for their support of this bipartisan leg-
islation to help improve the lives of 
those affected by Alzheimer’s through-
out the country. 

f 

SUBMITTED RESOLUTIONS 

SENATE RESOLUTION 19—RECOG-
NIZING THE IMPORTANCE OF ES-
TABLISHING A NATIONAL ‘‘FRED 
KOREMATSU DAY OF CIVIL LIB-
ERTIES AND THE CONSTITU-
TION’’ 

Ms. HIRONO (for herself, Ms. 
DUCKWORTH, Ms. BALDWIN, Mr. 
BLUMENTHAL, Mr. BOOKER, Mr. CASEY, 
Ms. CORTEZ MASTO, Mr. KAINE, Mr. 
MENENDEZ, Mr. MERKLEY, Mrs. MUR-
RAY, Mr. PADILLA, Mr. WHITEHOUSE, 
and Mr. WYDEN) submitted the fol-
lowing resolution; which was referred 
to the Committee on the Judiciary: 

S. RES. 19 

Whereas Fred Toyosaburo Korematsu was 
born on January 30, 1919, in Oakland, Cali-
fornia, to Japanese immigrant parents; 

Whereas Fred Korematsu attempted to en-
list in the United States National Guard and 
the United States Coast Guard after the 
United States entered World War II and was 
rejected because of his Japanese ancestry; 

Whereas after the signing of Executive 
Order 9066 on February 19, 1942, by President 
Franklin Delano Roosevelt, which author-
ized the forced imprisonment of 120,000 peo-
ple of Japanese descent into prison camps, 
the majority of whom were American citi-
zens, Fred Korematsu resisted that infringe-
ment of American civil liberties and at-
tempted to continue his life as an American 
citizen until he was arrested, convicted, and 
incarcerated at a concentration camp in 
Topaz, Utah; 

Whereas, in 1944, Fred Korematsu appealed 
his case to the United States Supreme Court, 
which ruled against him, declaring in 
Korematsu v. United States that Japanese 
incarceration was a ‘‘military necessity’’ 
rather than an egregious act of racial dis-
crimination; 

Whereas, in 1980, President Jimmy Carter 
created the Commission on Wartime Reloca-
tion and Internment of Civilians (CWRIC), 
which concluded in 1983 that the forced re-
moval and imprisonment of people of Japa-
nese ancestry was motivated by ‘‘race preju-
dice, war hysteria, and a failure of political 
leadership’’; 

Whereas during this time, researchers at 
the University of California, San Diego un-
covered documents from the United States 
Department of Justice in which intelligence 
agencies, including the FBI, the FCC, and 

the Office of Naval Intelligence, denied that 
Japanese-Americans ever committed wrong-
doing, but which were never presented to the 
United States Supreme Court during 
Korematsu v. United States; 

Whereas following the conclusion of the 
Commission on Wartime Relocation and In-
ternment of Civilians and the findings on 
governmental misconduct, Fred Korematsu 
reopened his case, and on November 10, 1983, 
the United States District Court of Northern 
California in San Francisco overturned his 
conviction; 

Whereas Fred Korematsu’s courageously 
fought injustice by challenging the constitu-
tionality of Executive Order 9066, and his 
lawsuit remains an important lesson about 
the fragility of individual civil liberties dur-
ing a time when the Nation is experiencing 
threats to its national security; 

Whereas Fred Korematsu continued to 
fight injustice and defend the liberties of 
Muslim people when, in 2003, he warned in an 
amicus brief that the United States extreme 
national security measures following the ter-
rorist attacks of September 11, 2001, were 
reminiscent of the mistakes of the past that 
undermined American civil liberties, includ-
ing the Alien and Sedition Acts of 1798, the 
suspension of habeas corpus during the Civil 
War, the prosecution of dissenters during 
World War I, the Red Scare of 1919–1920, the 
interment of people of Japanese descent dur-
ing World War II, and the era of loyalty 
oaths and McCarthyism during the Cold War; 

Whereas the democratic character of the 
American people will be nourished and en-
hanced by opportunities for civic education 
on the significant challenges that have been 
posed to our Constitution; 

Whereas a day of annual national reflec-
tion on how the Fred Korematsu quest for 
justice is important to educating the Amer-
ican people about preserving civil liberties 
and the principle of equality before the law; 
and 

Whereas the States of California, Florida, 
Hawaii, Virginia, and Arizona have already 
designated January 30 as Fred Korematsu 
Day to commemorate his lifelong fight for 
civil liberties and the Constitution: Now, 
therefore, be it 

Resolved, That the Senate— 
(1) recognizes the importance of estab-

lishing a national ‘‘Fred Korematsu Day of 
Civil Liberties and the Constitution’’; and 

(2) encourages all people to reflect on the 
importance of political leadership and vigi-
lance and on the values of justice and civil 
rights during times of uncertainty and emer-
gency. 

f 

APPOINTMENTS 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 

Chair, on behalf of the Vice President, 
pursuant to Public Law 93–642, appoints 
the following Senator to be a member 
of the Board of Trustees of the Harry 
S. Truman Scholarship Foundation: 
the Honorable JERRY MORAN, of Kan-
sas; The Chair, on behalf of the Vice 
President, pursuant to 22 U.S.C. 276d– 
276g, as amended, appoints the fol-
lowing Senator as Vice Chairman of 
the Senate Delegation to the Canada- 
U.S. Interparliamentary Group con-
ference during the 118th Congress: the 
Honorable MICHAEL D. CRAPO, of Idaho; 
The Chair, on behalf of the Vice Presi-
dent, pursuant to the provisions of 20 
U.S.C., sections 42 and 43, re-appoints 
the following Senator as a member of 
the Board of Regents of the Smithso-
nian Institution: the Honorable JOHN 

BOOZMAN, of Arkansas; The Chair, on 
behalf of the President of the Senate, 
pursuant to Public Law 106–286, ap-
points the following Member to serve 
on the Congressional-Executive Com-
mission on the People’s Republic of 
China: the Honorable JEFF MERKLEY, of 
Oregon (Co-Chairman). 

f 

ORDERS FOR TUESDAY, JANUARY 
31, 2023 

Mr. SCHUMER. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that when the Sen-
ate completes its business today, it 
stand adjourned until 10 a.m., on Tues-
day, January 31; that following the 
prayer and pledge, the morning hour be 
deemed expired, the Journal of pro-
ceedings be approved to date, the time 
for the two leaders be reserved for their 
use later in the day, and the Senate be 
in a period of morning business, with 
Senators permitted to speak therein 
for up to 10 minutes each; further, that 
the Senate recess from 12:30 p.m. until 
2:15 p.m. to allow for the Republican 
caucus meeting. 

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

Mr. SCHUMER. For the information 
of the Senate, no rollcall votes are ex-
pected during Tuesday’s session. 

f 

ORDER FOR ADJOURNMENT 

Mr. SCHUMER. If there is no further 
business to come before the Senate, I 
ask unanimous consent that it stand 
adjourned under the previous order, 
following the remarks of Senator 
SCOTT of South Carolina. 

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

The Senator from South Carolina. 
f 

POLICING IN AMERICA 

Mr. SCOTT of South Carolina. Mr. 
President, yesterday on ABC’s ‘‘This 
Week,’’ Senator DURBIN asked Senator 
BOOKER and me to come back to the 
table and start talking about policing 
in America. 

I never left the table, but it was Sen-
ator DURBIN who filibustered my JUS-
TICE Act. It was Senator DURBIN who 
called the effort to make deescalation 
training more available a ‘‘token’’ 
piece of legislation. It was indeed the 
Senator from Illinois who said that as-
pects of my JUSTICE Act which talked 
about the importance of the duty to in-
tervene was a ‘‘token’’ piece of legisla-
tion. 

In that legislation we had more re-
sources for more training because we 
want only the best wearing the badge 
in every location, in every munici-
pality, in every county, and in every 
State in this great Nation. But politics 
too often gets in the way in doing what 
every American knows is common 
sense, and here we find ourselves, 
again, having this same conversation 
with no action having happened so far. 

I don’t speak on this floor very often, 
but this is my 10th speech on policing 
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