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The United States has been doing a
good job of maintaining our energy se-
curity. We developed domestic re-
sources, both renewable and conven-
tional, which meant that we were able
to minimize our reliance on other
countries. But President Biden upended
that trajectory with his singular focus
on Green New Deal policies, and now
we are at an inflexion point, honestly.

President Biden’s energy policies
have put us on a dangerous trajectory,
one that could easily result in signifi-
cant disruptions to our domestic sup-
ply. For starters, there is the Presi-
dent’s notable hostility to conven-
tional energy production. Since the
day he took office, President Biden has
pursued an agenda that is hostile to
conventional sources of energy—name-
ly, oil and natural gas.

He set the tone on his first day in of-
fice when he canceled the Keystone XL
Pipeline—a pipeline project, by the
way, that was already underway and
was to be paired with $1.7 billion in pri-
vate investment in renewable energy to
fully offset its operating emissions. He
also almost immediately froze new oil
and gas leases on Federal lands, send-
ing a clear signal to oil and gas pro-
ducers that his administration would
be reluctant to work with them to in-
crease American energy production.
And he has continued along the same
lines ever since, with a recent notable
example being his cancelation of seven
oil and gas leases in the small portion
of the ANWR, the Arctic National
Wildlife Refuge, that is available for
energy exploration and development.

The problem with the President’s ac-
tions, of course, is that our Nation is
nowhere near being able to end our re-
liance on conventional energy. And let
me just say, I am a big and longtime
supporter of renewable energy, but we
are simply not in a position yet where
we can rely predominantly on alter-
native energy technologies. The Presi-
dent himself admitted as much in his
most recent State of the Union Ad-
dress, but that hasn’t stopped him from
pursuing policies that seem designed to
eventually force our Nation to rely on
other countries for oil and gas, with all
the attendant security and economic
risk that brings.

And the President’s energy agenda
isn’t limited to canceling oil and gas
leases or discouraging investment in
conventional energy production. Also
of deep concern is the President’s ap-
parent determination to force Ameri-
cans to adopt electric vehicles on a
broad scale within the next decade.
And why is this so concerning? Because
our electric grid is nowhere near capa-
ble of supporting that kind of a wide-
spread transition to electric vehicles.
Rising electricity demand is already
stretching our grid, which has been
weakened by the move away from con-
ventional energy sources.

In February, the PJM Interconnec-
tion, which manages a substantial part
of eastern America’s electric grid,
warned that fossil fuel plants are being
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forced to retire at a faster rate than
new renewables can be brought on-
line—at a rate of roughly 2 to 1. In
other words, we are rapidly approach-
ing a situation in which we simply
don’t have the ability to keep up with
our current electricity demand. Add
charging for tens of thousands or hun-
dreds of thousands of electric vehicles
on top of that, and we would be looking
at a future of widespread blackouts and
brownouts, to say nothing of soaring
electricity prices.

So it goes without saying that a na-
tion that can’t reliably keep its lights
on or its homes heated is a nation that
is less than secure. To make matters
worse, the Biden administration has
proposed a rule that would severely
constrain supply chain for distribution
transformers, which is a critical com-
ponent of America’s electric grid.

Stakeholders are already facing sig-
nificant backlogs for these critical
components, whether they are trying
to recover from a storm, improve the
grid, or tie in new development. The
Biden administration’s proposed rule
would guarantee that these problems
would get worse.

Recent events remind us that we
can’t take our Nation’s security for
granted. We have to work constantly
to maintain our Nation’s strength,
both to ensure that we are always pre-
pared to meet any threat and because
being strong is the best way to discour-
age any threat; and energy security is
an essential part of maintaining that
strength. If we want to maintain our
energy security and if we want to
maintain the kind of energy supply
that can not only deal with all domes-
tic energy demands but will leave us
free from overreliance on other coun-
tries, we can’t keep heading down the
path the Biden administration has set
us on.

I hope the President and his allies
will realize this important point before
it is too late.

Madam President, I yield the floor.

I suggest the absence of a quorum.

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. The clerk will call the roll.

The senior assistant legislative clerk
proceeded to call the roll.

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

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr.
PADILLA). Without objection, it is so
ordered.

Mr. MARSHALL. Mr.
seek recognition.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator is recognized.

President, I

UNANIMOUS CONSENT REQUEST—
H.R. 6126

Mr. MARSHALL. Mr. President, time
is of the essence. Yes, time is of the es-
sence, and that is why I rise today,
once again, in calling for the imme-
diate passage of the House-led and
passed bipartisan, standalone aid pack-
age for Israel that will provide our ally
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with $14 billion in military assistance
for their ongoing war with the savage
Hamas terrorists. This standalone bill
does not use Israel as a lever to fund
Ukraine funding or to make our border
more porous to terrorists and crimi-
nals.

I want to start by sharing two sto-
ries—the stories of two gentlemen I
met last week. I am going to start with
Doran. Doran’s brother was the mayor
of a Kkibbutz located within a stone’s
throw from Gaza. As the mayor, he
often welcomed Palestinians from
Gaza. He shared meals with them and
conversed with them. It was a peace-
loving family. But on the morning of
October 7, Doran’s brother, the mayor,
was brutally murdered by Hamas.

But that wasn’t enough. Next, his
brother’s mother-in-law was murdered.
Then, his son was murdered and, fi-
nally, a nephew. In a matter of a few
hours, a woman lost her husband, her
mother, her son, and her nephew.

The other story I want to share is of
two brothers, Gal and Guy. Gal was the
older brother. Guy was the younger
brother. They went to the peace and
love music festival, just about 3 miles
away from the Gaza Strip. And, on the
morning of October 7, Gal was watch-
ing over his brother Guy, and they
heard gunshots, and they heard rockets
going off, and they both decided to run
for their cars. They were split up, and,
while Gal made it home, Guy never did.

Later that same day, his family saw
horrifying videos of his brother lying
on the ground, handcuffed, and who re-
mains a hostage to this day. And, of
course, we have no idea if Guy is alive
or not.

So I ask: Why is this important? Why
is time of the essence?

Listen, Israel is a powder keg, and it
is about ready to explode. For starters,
since we were here last, Hamas leader-
ship has declared its desire for a per-
manent state of war with Israel on all
borders. There continues to be a bar-
rage of missiles, rockets, and drone at-
tacks on Israel that has worsened since
the war broke out, with Hamas firing
at Israel nearly 10,000 times.

Since October 7, 50 attacks have oc-
curred on U.S. military installations.
Some 52 American soldiers have been
injured, not to mention that we lost 30-
some Americans, Killed on October 7 by
these monsters called Hamas.

So why is time of the essence? Right
now, there are still hundreds of inno-
cent people, like Gal’s brother Guy,
being held captive, and, most likely,
being tortured and raped by Hamas ter-
rorists, including 10 Americans.

So I stand here today, again, calling
on my Democratic colleagues to do the
right thing, and today—yes, today—
pass this aid for Israel in their time of
need. It has been over 5 weeks since the
Hamas army of terror launched its sav-
age and brutal assault on our greatest
ally in the Middle East. The House and
its bipartisan solution have only been
met with obstruction by my friends
across the aisle in this Chamber, and
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the American public wants to know
why the White House and my friends
here across the aisle insist upon
leveraging this funding in order to fund
their other priorities.

Is there really anybody across the
aisle who objects to Israel receiving
funding and to help stop this war
against humanity?

This delay in providing this aid is not
lost on Israel, raising questions about
our commitment as an ally, and per-
haps equally concerning is the message
it sends to Hamas terrorists,
emboldening them in their murderous
endeavors. And our slow response rein-
forces the White House message that
America has no redline, and they can
continue to attack our military with-
out significant recourse.

America is not a fair-weather friend.
We must stand unequivocally with
Israel, a country that has stood beside
us as a staunch ally through thick and
thin. We must pass this aid today.

Now, when I met with Doran—who
lost, as you recall, four members of his
family on October 7—he pledged with
me to help get one clear message to the
American people: Hamas does not use
logic. We are not dealing with a civ-
ilized nation here. Their evil defies any
type of logic. They don’t make sense.
These people are evil monsters who
rape, torture, and kill their enemies.

And, by the way, every person in this
room is one of their enemies. Anyone
in America who does not believe in
their religious ideas is their enemy,
whom they have pledged to kill.

Hamas, Iran, and its proxies have all
taken an oath to kill every American.
Yet some of my colleagues across the
aisle have attempted to delay the de-
livery of this critical military assist-
ance, as they call for negotiations with
these terrorists in a ceasefire.

I would ask each one of my friends
across the aisle who is holding up this
bipartisan funding to sit down with a
victim of Hamas’s savage attacks.
Please invite any one of the 170 family
members who are here on Capitol Hill
today, who have family members cur-
rently being held as hostages—their
friends and family members being used
as a human shield by this evil terrorist
group. I am asking you to sit down
with them and listen to their stories of
how Hamas terrorists tortured,
maimed, and massacred the most Jew-
ish people in a single day since the hor-
ror of horrors, the Nazi Holocaust.

I want to make sure it is clear today:
Hamas evil defies any logic. There is no
negotiating with them. There are no
terms that they would seriously con-
sider. All they understand are death,
horror, and destruction.

Let’s make this point perfectly clear.
Our hesitation to provide bipartisan
funding to our staunch ally Israel em-
powers Hamas and gives Iran and its
proxies a green light to kill Americans.

I would like to urge everyone to take
this measure and adopt it immediately.
And, for now, I would like to yield to
the gentleman from Ohio, my friend
Senator VANCE.
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Ohio.

Mr. VANCE. Mr. President, thanks to
my colleague from Kansas here. Look,
this is pretty simple, and it is pretty
obvious. The U.S. Senate would pass
aid—much-needed aid—to Israel today,
at this very moment, aid the House has
already passed. It could go to the
President’s signature this afternoon if
my Democratic colleagues would stand
down. But they won’t. Many of them
here are gathered to push back against
our very commonsense proposal to
offer support to one of our most impor-
tant allies as they face an existential
threat. And it is important for us to be
honest about that fact, to acknowledge
that Israel would be getting support
from this government tomorrow if our
Democratic friends didn’t stop it
today.

Now, why are they doing this? You
will hear over the next hour or so—we
will hear—a lot of slogans but very lit-
tle real discussion about our policy in
Ukraine or our policy in Israel. The
Democrats have decided that this must
be combined into a massive hodgepodge
package for it to pass the U.S. Senate.
They are doing this because they know
that America is united behind Israel,
and they want to use our Israeli allies
as a political cover in their time of cri-
sis. That is all this is about. You will
hear a whole lot, but that is, ulti-
mately, what this is about.

They know they cannot defend Presi-
dent Biden’s disastrous, pointless, and,
ultimately, directionless Ukraine pol-
icy, so they would like to use Israel as
a cover.

Now, we have before us a hodgepodge
of a supplemental from the President
of the United States. It combines a few
billion dollars for Ukraine with a few
billion dollars to Gazan support—be-
cause that makes a ton of sense, right?
Let’s give money to the Israelis to
fight back against Hamas, and then
let’s give some money to Hamas too. I
am sure they won’t use it to Kkill
Israelis. It will just be food and medi-
cine, we are assured, even though we
know that because Hamas is the func-
tional government in Gaza, we know if
we give them support, that support will
all the way flow into the war effort. At
least, some of it will. Let’s be honest
about it. Maybe some of it will flow to
the Palestinian people. Call me skep-
tical, but we know that, at least, some
of it will flow to the Hamas war effort.
Let’s be honest about that fact.

It is not just that, though. It is not
just a few billion for Hamas, a few bil-
lion for Israel; it is a few billion to re-
settle migrants in the United States of
America—because, God knows, we
haven’t had enough resettlement of mi-
grants in the United States of America
over the last couple of years. The
fentanyl deaths and the chaos and
crime in our country prove it.

And then on top of that, let’s add $60
billion to Ukraine, because, of course,
we know that Israel and Ukraine are
very closely connected. They are so
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closely connected, in fact, that this
Chamber can’t have a separate debate
on one aid package or the other. And
then let’s add some money to East Asia
on top of that.

We will combine all of this into a $106
billion dollar supplemental aid package
that has very, very little—the gross
majority of the money has nothing to
do with Israel—and we will do it so
that we can cover for the fact that the
President of the United States has
thrown the world into chaos.

What I would like to do is have a sep-
arate debate. Divide these questions
into separate conversations and debate
them separately. And, oh, by the way,
use the political will of this Chamber
to support our Israeli allies yesterday
because they have needed it for much
longer than that.

Now, let me close with just a couple
of final observations here, and then I
will kick it over to my friend, the Sen-
ator from Missouri.

I am getting sick, in this Ukraine
policy debate, of hearing the same
exact slogans repeated. This country
has been governed for 30 years on bi-
partisan foreign policy slogans. Why
don’t we have a real debate? We are
told again and again and again that
Vladimir Putin is just like Hitler in
the 1930s; if we don’t stop him in
Ukraine, he is going to march all the
way through Europe.

What happened to our education sys-
tem that the only historical analogy
we can use in this Chamber is World
War II? What about World War I where
competing major powers threw the en-
tire world into conflict because we
didn’t make smart decisions, we didn’t
deescalate conflict when we had the op-
portunity.

Why is it that we think Vladimir
Putin, who has struggled to fight
against the Ukrainians, is somehow
going to be able to march all the way
to Berlin when he can’t conquer a
country immediately to his east?

Why do we think that everything
that happens in the United States and
in the world in 2023 is Munich almost a
century ago?

I am sick of us not having a real de-
bate on this conversation. Vladimir
Putin is a bad guy. He should not have
invaded Ukraine. But our policy in 2023
has to be different than our policy in
the 1940s because the circumstances are
different.

As Lincoln said:

As our case is new, so we must think anew,
and act anew.

You will also hear that China will be
emboldened. China will be terribly
emboldened if we don’t stop the Rus-
sians in Ukraine. Well, call me crazy,
but I think the Chinese would be
emboldened if we use limited American
weapons and give it all to the Ukrain-
ians instead of giving it to the Tai-
wanese.

Now, maybe you disagree, but let’s
have the debate, and let’s have the real
debate on the President’s Ukraine pol-
icy instead of holding Israel hostage.
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There is nothing more shameful than
taking an existential crisis—thousands
of dead Israeli civilians—and using
them as a fig leaf for a Ukraine policy.

If you want to defend the Ukraine
policy, defend it. Let the Israel aid flow
through, and let’s let it flow through
today.

I yield to my good friend from Mis-
souri.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Missouri.

Mr. SCHMITT. Mr. President, I stand
in solidarity with my colleagues on
separating these issues. I think the
American people think that is what we
do here. I think the American people
think we actually have an appropria-
tions process where we have individual
bills come forward and we are offering
amendments and Senators can have
their say and Republicans and Demo-
crats can have different ideas, offer dif-
ferent amendments and we vote on
those things.

That is actually not what happens
here at all. And this is now
compounding this with a supplemental
aid package of putting on a bunch of
unrelated issues to try to bootstrap
Ukraine aid when the most pressing
need we have right now, the most bi-
partisan support we have right now, is
the Israeli aid. And, by the way, it is
paid for.

Now, I know listening to the hall-
ways buzz in this town about actually
paying for something is, like, unbeliev-
able. You know, it is going to be cata-
strophic if we actually have that dis-
cussion. But I think it is healthy. I
think it is healthy. But I think we need
to separate these issues.

This is supposed to be the most delib-
erative body in the history of the
world, and what we are told is: We
can’t do that.

And to my friend from Ohio’s point,
history doesn’t begin and end with
Neville Chamberlain. There are a lot of
lessons from history about how you
confront these things.

And, by the way, each theater is very
different. What Israel needs is dif-
ferent; what Ukraine might need is dif-
ferent; what Taiwan might need is dif-
ferent. Oh, and by the way, what the
United States of America might need is
different as we face our chief rival in
the world. We have never had one like
this in the history of this country with
China. We have never had an economic
rival, a nuclear power, a militarized
rival like we have with China.

Maybe we should be talking, as we
talk about this military industrial
base—and I think there is broad sup-
port for this—for long-range capability.

Our military industrial base is
strapped right now. We are at capacity.
We ought to be growing that. I support
that. But I think we ought to have a
discussion about: What does the United
States need too? But as it relates to
Israel, they have a clear objective, a
likelihood of success, broad support. I
have yet to hear any of that as it re-
lates to Ukraine.
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All we get are, again, slogans and
fearmongering. I think, by the way, if
you brought up that for an individual
vote, it might pass. I don’t know. We
ought to try it. But I know this would.
It should today. But we are going to
hear objections now from the Demo-
crats. They are going to object to this
and forestall this important aid that
our allies in Israel, who are facing a
real existential threat right now, need.

Again—and, by the way, we have
thrown in, you know, border here, and
call me skeptical as it relates to Joe
Biden and his administration on his se-
riousness when it comes to the border.
When I was attorney general of Mis-
souri, we fought some of these fights in
court, including keeping ‘“‘Remain in
Mexico’ in place. We had to get court
orders and contempt orders against
this administration to actually follow
the judge’s order to enforce the law.

Now, I am going to support the
strongest border package possible, but
it is really hard when you have an ex-
ecutive branch that isn’t interested in
executing the law. And now we have 8-
plus million people in this country who
have come here illegally. They have
admitted that, quite possibly, we have
terrorists in this country because we
have an open border. Let’s have that
debate also. But here we are with an
opportunity to separate the Israeli
funding, again, that has broad support.

Each one of these issues, each one of
these funding requests have separate
realities on the ground, political sup-
port, strategies, likelihood of success.
Let’s respect that, and let’s respect the
will of the American people that we
can actually come up here and do the
important work we were sent here to
do, which is to have real debate in
what is supposed to be the most delib-
erative body in the history of the
world.

I yield back to the Senator from Kan-
sas.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Kansas.

Mr. MARSHALL. Mr. President, let
me start by thanking my colleagues
from the great State of Ohio and Mis-
souri for standing beside the people of
Israel unequivocally.

But before we turn the floor back to
those who protest too much, those who
protest against this stand-alone Israel
funding, let’s address some of the ob-
jections made by the Senate Democrats
last week.

It is important that we focus on the
urgency of aiding Israel without tying
it to other complex, timekilling, unre-
lated conflicts.

In last week’s debate here on the
Senate floor on Israel’s safety and se-
curity, Senate Democrats mentioned
Ukraine 77 times, more than twice of
what they mentioned Israel.

I ask Americans to listen to this de-
bate and count for themselves how
many times my friends across the aisle
mention Ukraine but turn their back,
almost like they are allergic, to using
the word ‘‘Israel.”
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They took 45 minutes of their hour-
long speeches to make their case for
Ukraine funding. Look, I get it. I get
it: You want to fund Ukraine. But let’s
have that debate another day.

What Americans understand about
Ukraine is that Joe Biden has thrown
$113 billion at the problem with mini-
mal accountability. And in return,
200,000 people have died. Americans un-
derstand that the war in Ukraine is at
a stalemate, and it is going to turn
into a 7-, probably 10-year war. It is
going to turn into a war of attrition.
What is the plan, Americans want to
know? How much more of their blood
and treasure do we have to send over-
seas? Let’s debate Ukraine funding an-
other day.

Now, next, my friends across the
aisle are going to use the pay-fors as an
excuse. If that is the reason you won’t
support stand-alone funding for Israel,
then give us a different pay-for. But,
meanwhile, time is of the essence. Your
caucus and our caucus are divided on
funding for Ukraine. Your caucus and
our caucus are divided on how to solve
the open-border crisis.

And I don’t hear any solutions of-
fered from the Republican-controlled
House, the people’s House, that the
first thing we don’t hear from the
White House and the Senate leadership
is that it is dead on arrival, and vice
versa. Anything that we are offering
they say is dead on arrival.

Folks, we are no closer today on fig-
uring out Ukraine funding or how to
solve the open-border crisis than we
were a month ago, two months ago, six
months ago. We are months apart, I
think we are infinitely apart, from
solving these problems.

Meanwhile, Hamas and Iran grow
more emboldened and World War IIT
inches closer. I don’t hear anyone say-
ing, from either side of the aisle, don’t
fund Israel. So why don’t we fund
Israel today? Don’t tell me why we
should fund Ukraine. Don’t tell me you
don’t like the pay-for. Stand up today
and tell me why we shouldn’t fund
Israel today. Tell me why we shouldn’t
use Israel as a leverage for your other
priorities.

Tell me why we shouldn’t send a mes-
sage to Hamas and Iran. And the mes-
sage that we are going to send them is
that we will not tolerate this barba-
rism, these atrocities, these crimes
against humanity.

Time is of the essence. The House has
passed a stand-alone bill to fund Israel.
The Senate should do the same.

Mr. President, I ask unanimous con-
sent that the Senate proceed to the im-
mediate consideration of H.R. 6126,
which is received from the House. I fur-
ther ask 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
an objection?

The Senator from Washington.

Mrs. MURRAY. Mr. President, re-
serving the right to object, we cannot
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send the message to our allies or to the
world that America only stands by
some of its allies, that our word is only
good some of the time. We also cannot
send our adversaries the message that
they can simply wait us out, allow us
to become distracted, allow our resolve
to waiver, and that the United States
will eventually fail to respond to all of
the pressing challenges we face.

Our adversaries are watching care-
fully to see if we will let Putin win,
and the answer must emphatically be,
absolutely not. I have said it before; I
will say it many times again. We can-
not just do half our job here. That is
not just wrong, it is dangerous, and it
is naive.

There are fundamental flaws in the
arguments I have heard from my col-
leagues for splitting up this aid. Let’s
start with this one: the argument that
somehow we haven’t debated Ukraine
aid, even though we have been debating
this even longer than aid for Israel and
even though we have already been
forced to punt this aid to an ally in
need before.

Ukraine can no more afford a delay
than our allies in Israel. Ukraine is at
a critical point in a brutal war to de-
fend its sovereignty against Putin’s
bloody invasion. Abandoning Ukraine
is the same as surrendering to Putin
and sends a message that he can invade
any democracy he would like with im-
punity. Fortunately, Members on both
sides of the aisle do understand this,
and clear, overwhelming bipartisan
majorities in both the House and Sen-
ate have shown they support aid for
Ukraine.

We absolutely cannot allow Ukraine
aid to get left behind yet again when
they are at a critical moment in their
heroic fight to protect their homeland
and their future as a sovereign democ-
racy.

If my colleagues really wanted more
debate on this, we had a robust debate
last week, and there was a very strong
showing from Senators who discussed
at length why it is so important that
we Kkeep this aid together in one pack-
age. Here is the key point that was
raised time and again in that debate:
The global challenges we face are all
connected, and they are all urgent. We
have to be strategic enough to under-
stand that.

Do you know who met with Putin
last month? The leader of Hamas. Do
you know who is watching how com-
mitted we are to our allies in Ukraine?
The Government of China.

When it comes to the serious human-
itarian crisis in Gaza, let’s get some-
thing straight: Making sure people
have food and water and medical care
is not just the right and moral thing to
do, it is also very clearly in our na-
tional interest, as it promotes long-
term stability and security.

Hamas is hoping we ignore the hu-
manitarian needs in Gaza. It is hoping
it can drive more people to despair and
then anger and then, ultimately, extre-
mism.
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In this critical moment, if we only
respond to some of the challenges be-
fore us, not only will the other chal-
lenges continue to fester, but we will
be sending a dangerous message about
the limits of American leadership in
the world.

For our commitments to mean some-
thing in the world, they have to be
ironclad. For our adversaries to take
American leadership seriously, they
have to know that we will stand by our
allies, that we will stand up for democ-
racy, and that we will stand up to dic-
tators. The way we do that is by pass-
ing a strong, unified security package
with support for Ukraine and Israel,
humanitarian assistance, and smart in-
vestment in the Indo-Pacific to support
our partners and strengthen deter-
rence.

I am continuing to work on this
package to get it done, and that work
cannot be more important, nor could it
be more urgent. If my colleagues are
serious about making sure we act
quickly, I urge them to support us in
that effort.

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

Mr. REED. Mr. President, reserving
my right to object, I believe we must
move forward with emergency funding
for our allies—all of our allies, not just
the State of Israel but also Ukraine.
We are in a situation where both of
these countries are under tremendous
stress. But it is very clear that the pro-
posal before us, this unanimous con-
sent request to pass the bill including
only funding for Israel, is just iron-
ically an attempt to deny funding for
Ukraine. It is not really about helping
Israel; it is about making sure we don’t
continue our support and commitment
to Ukraine. That commitment is just
as vitally important to us as our sol-
emn commitment to Israel.

If we fail to support Ukraine, we will
send a very unfortunate message to our
adversaries: You can succeed in over-
running America’s allies if you simply
wait us out.

My colleagues on the other side of
the debate have been spinning a false
narrative that says: By providing sup-
port for Ukraine, we will deny support
for Israel. The truth is that the only
obstacle to providing help to both na-
tions is them. The truth is also that
the United States is already supporting
the State of Israel. The United States
has provided Israel with over $12.4 bil-
lion in military assistance and missile
defense funding over the last 3 years.
In response to the attacks of October 7,
President Biden has moved two aircraft
carrier strike groups into the region.
He ordered marines into the region.
U.S. forces have already engaged and
shot down missiles from adversaries in
the region. We have also suffered more
than 56 injuries of American military
personnel because of actions against
the U.S. position in the Middle East.

We need to support Israel. We are
supporting Israel. We will continue to
support Israel. But we cannot abandon
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Ukraine. They have lost hundreds of
thousands of civilians and military per-
sonnel.

The horrors of October 7 were gro-
tesque. I was in Israel last month. I
saw the images—some that have not
yet been released—of the slaughter. It
was traumatic for the entire State of
Israel—in fact, the Jewish community
worldwide. But go to Ukraine. Go to
Bucha. Dig up the graves of people shot
in the back of the head while their
hands were tied. You want to talk
about atrocities? Those were atrocities
perpetrated by the Russians.

So we are fighting forces that are
dark and evil in two fronts, and we
have to support all of those democratic
nations—Israel and Ukraine. They are
struggling against the darkness.

This is not my opinion alone. Two
weeks ago, Mike Pompeo, the former
Secretary of State for Donald Trump
and a former Congressman from Sen-
ator MARSHALL’s home State of Kan-
sas, wrote this about Ukraine:

Make no mistake: The outcome of this war
will have a direct impact on U.S. national se-
curity. Should Putin prevail—whether on the
battlefield or through a war of attrition that
leads to ill-conceived diplomacy—

And I would suggest that denying
this aid is ill-conceived diplomacy—

the war would be felt well beyond
Ukraine’s borders.

Indeed, I would add that if we fail to
support Ukraine with funding and
equipment, then it is more likely that
young American servicemembers will
be called upon to fight and perhaps die
and suffer in Eastern Europe because,
as so many of my colleagues have sug-
gested and as Secretary Pompeo sug-
gested, Putin will not be satisfied with
simply taking Ukraine, and we could
see ourselves engaged in defending one
of our NATO allies.

I have a very simple sort of notion
about American military policy, hav-
ing had the privilege to serve in our
military. I would rather send resources
to a country fighting than send Amer-
ican soldiers to do the fighting. And if
we don’t support Ukraine, that will
happen.

Let me conclude by simply saying
that it is time to get serious. We have
3 days before our government runs out
of funding. Israel needs our support.
Ukraine needs our support. American
families and communities are counting
on us to deliver critical disaster assist-
ance. They need support for affordable,
high-quality childcare. There are many
needs we must address. We have to
move now but not by isolating our
Ukrainian allies. We are in the fight
with them, and we will finish the fight
with them.

At this point, I would yield to Sen-
ator DURBIN of Illinois.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ma-
jority whip.

Mr. DURBIN. Mr. President, reserv-
ing the right to object, I understand
the concerns raised by my colleague
from Kansas. I share many of them. We
have all seen the horrifying videos and
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images, the scenes of death and de-
struction perpetrated by Hamas terror-
ists from October 7—the deadliest sin-
gle day for the Jewish people since the
Holocaust. We all know that return to
the status quo is unacceptable. So I
support the Senator’s sense of urgency
that we must get security aid to Israel
as it seeks to defend itself.

As a former chair of the Defense Ap-
propriations Subcommittee, it was my
privilege and honor to appropriate lit-
erally millions of dollars for Iron
Dome, the air defense which today pro-
tects Israel. I believe in supporting our
allies in France. In fact, I joined a
quarter of my colleagues in the Senate
in a letter to President Biden just last
week with this very same message.

But I want to be clear. Many of my
colleagues harken back in history to
the days of Munich and say we are
stuck in that thinking. I would say:
Forget Munich for a moment. Think of
the days of Moscow. Think of this im-
promptu visit by the Hamas terrorists
to Moscow to sit down with Vladimir
Putin. Coincidence? Just happened to
be part of the travel plan? No. Hamas
had already attacked Israel. They were
branded as a terrorist group. Where did
they go to find solace? Where did they
go to find a friend? They went to Mos-
cow and Vladimir Putin. Why would we
get soft on Putin at this moment?

What is happening in Israel is a mir-
ror of what is happening in Ukraine—a
tyrant, atrocious conduct, an
unprovoked invasion of a country, in-
nocent people killed. That is the story
in both places. Yet the Republicans
come to the floor today and say to us:
We are only concerned about one. We
don’t care about the NATO alliance
and supporting it further. We don’t
care about supporting Ukraine further.
We just want to help one of our allies.

I want to be clear. Just 2,000 miles
north of Israel, there is another coun-
try fighting for its survival in the face
of a brutal assault, also in need of sus-
tained U.S. security assistance. That
country is Ukraine.

Two months ago, I imagine, my col-
leagues all joined me and others, meet-
ing in the Old Senate Chamber in a pri-
vate, secret, confidential meeting with
the President of Ukraine. President
Zelenskyy told us without equivo-
cation: Without the continued finan-
cial support of the United States and
NATO, we will lose this war. He didn’t
say that once; he said it twice to make
it abundantly clear. And now for the
Republicans to say that we will step
aside and let the aid to Ukraine—if it
is ever going to come—come much
later is to jeopardize their future and
to really make a mockery of the amaz-
ing display of courage we have seen in
Ukraine resisting the Russian aggres-
sion.

Just as Secretaries Austin and
Blinken argued for emergency aid for
Israel before the Senate Appropriations
Committee recently, they also stressed
the need for aid to Ukraine. Ukrainians
have fought bravely, stood up against
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Russian tyranny, with the TUnited
States, the European Union, and count-
less other countries around the world
standing with them. We are the front-
line of democracy in Ukraine, and to
walk away from Ukraine, as the Repub-
licans are suggesting today, is a trav-
esty. To pull back now would be uncon-
scionable, a reflection of an America
no longer being the world leader it pur-
ports to be, and a boon for countries
like Russia, China, and Iran, eager to
fill the ensuing void.

Secretary Blinken said it plainly:

In both Israel and Ukraine, democracies
are fighting ruthless foes who are out to an-
nihilate them.

Secretary Austin went further:

Today’s battles against aggression and ter-
rorism will define global security for years
to come.

The Republican suggestion today to
walk away from assistance to Ukraine
would unfortunately lead us to that
conclusion.

And only firm American leadership can en-
sure that the tyrants, thugs and terrorists
worldwide are not emboldened to commit
more aggression and more atrocities.

In addition to Israel and Ukraine, we
must also remain steadfast in address-
ing Chinese aggressions in the Indo-Pa-
cific, including Taiwan.

Let me say a word about humani-
tarian aid. One cannot look at the
scenes coming out of Gaza without re-
alizing there are many thousands of in-
nocent victims, people who are not
part of the terrorism of the Hamas
leadership, people simply trying to sur-
vive. The scenes coming from hospitals
on a daily basis are a reminder to us
that there is a desperate need for hu-
manitarian aid.

Al-Shifa Hospital this morning dis-
played photographs of a dozen infants
who have been separated from their
ventilators because the electricity is
off, and there is no water in the hos-
pital.

To provide humanitarian aid to the
helpless, guiltless victims in this part
of the world is consistent with the val-
ues of the United States, and I support
it without reservation. Humanitarian
assistance is not only the right thing
to do, it will save lives. It will help pre-
vent the next conflict. It will serve as
a downpayment on our own security in
the future.

I urge my colleagues to resist this ef-
fort by the Republicans to walk away
from Ukraine and to ignore the obvious
consequences. The people of Ukraine
have shown extraordinary courage. I
hope a majority in the Senate will as
well.

I yield to Senator VAN HOLLEN.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Maryland.

Mr. VAN HOLLEN. Mr. President, re-
serving the right to object, at this mo-
ment of danger and peril around the
world, we, the United States of Amer-
ica, must support our friends and de-
mocracies that are under attack from
brutal adversaries. That means sup-
porting Israel’s right to defend itself in
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the aftermath of the brutal Hamas at-
tacks of October 7.

It also means ensuring that the peo-
ple of Ukraine can defend themselves
against Putin’s rank aggression. Make
no mistake about it, this proposal on
the floor today is tantamount to say-
ing the Ukrainian people should sur-
render to Vladimir Putin. It is waving
the white flag. If we don’t support
Ukraine, not only will the Ukrainians
lose, democracy will lose around the
world. And I have to say that Ronald
Reagan would be rolling in his grave
today to see the Republican Party
abandoning Ukraine in the fight for de-
mocracy and freedom.

You know, most of us gathered re-
cently in the Old Senate Chamber with
President Zelenskyy, and he was very
clear that the Ukrainians will fight on
to defend their democracy and their
sovereignty, but if the United States
doesn’t stand by the people of Ukraine,
Putin will have the upper hand.

So for goodness’ sake, our Ukrainian
friends are spilling blood; they are giv-
ing lives. The very least we can do is
step up and continue to provide mili-
tary assistance so that they can defend
themselves.

And this is not only about Ukraine;
it is about making sure that our al-
lies—our NATO allies—understand that
the United States will continue to
stand up against aggression. If the
United States walks away, the NATO
alliance will begin to collapse.

It also sends a terrible signal to oth-
ers around the world—other auto-
crats—who are watching very carefully
what the United States and our allies
do with respect to Ukraine. I have
heard my colleagues say it is only spec-
ulation as to what our allies in the
Indo-Pacific would think if we walked
away.

Well, let me tell you. They have told
us very clearly. Leaders in Japan and
South Korea, friends in Taiwan are
watching closely what the TUnited
States does with respect to UKkraine,
just as President Xi is keeping one eye
on Taiwan as he keeps the other eye on
what is happening in Ukraine.

Now, President Biden is scheduled to
meet with President Xi tomorrow in
San Francisco at the APEC conference.
And I can tell my colleagues don’t pre-
tend on the Senate floor or otherwise
that you are going to be really tough
on China; that you are going to support
Taiwan if you cut loose and run when
it comes to Ukraine because they are
intricately connected. Just ask the
people in Taiwan, ask the people in the
Indo-Pacific region.

Finally, I keep hearing my Repub-
lican colleagues talk about their so-
called pay-for, as if the $14 billion dol-
lar cut to the IRS pays for the $14 bil-
lion in support for Israel. This debate
has been going on for a couple of weeks
so it can’t be that our colleagues aren’t
paying attention to what both the IRS
and the Congressional Budget Office
have said. They have said, far from
paying for it, it will actually increase
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the deficit. That was the testimony of
all the witnesses, Democrats and Re-
publicans, in the Budget Committee
last week. Why would it increase the
deficit? Because you are taking away
funds that the IRS is using to go after
very wealthy tax deadbeats, people who
are not paying the taxes that are al-
ready due and owing.

You are saying to the IRS: We are
going to deny you the funds to go after
those very wealthy deadbeats. And be-
cause you can’t collect the revenue
from those tax deadbeats, the United
States deficit is going to go up, not
down. So that doesn’t pay for it. Don’t
call it a pay-for. That is simply a
fraud. It is not true.

And what is really astounding—I
have heard my colleagues use the word
‘“‘leverage’ a couple of times. It is a
new cynicism to use our efforts to sup-
port Israel to provide what amounts to
a don’t-have-to-pay-your-taxes mes-
sage to very wealthy Americans. It is
like nobody ever seems to miss an op-
portunity to give another tax break to
very wealthy folks on the Republican
side. In this case, it is not a tax break;
it is actually just requiring that people
pay the taxes already due and owing.
So stop calling it a pay-for.

Let’s stand up for Ukraine and de-
mocracy in Ukraine; yes, let’s continue
to support Israel’s right to defend
itself; and let’s stand up as the United
States of America to ensure that we
send a message to our allies around the
world that are with them and our ad-
versaries around the world that we will
stand by our friends.

With that, I yield to the Senator
from Colorado, Senator BENNET.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Colorado.

Mr. BENNET. Mr. President, reserv-
ing the right to be object, I am glad to
be here today. I think it is important
for us to have this debate. This is a de-
bate. People on the other side of the
aisle say it is not one.

I heard my colleague from Ohio talk-
ing earlier about slogans, slogans, slo-
gans. This is all about slogans.

I cannot believe the degree to which
the accomplishments by the Ukrainian
people are being diminished on this
floor or being diminished in this de-
bate. It is absolutely disgraceful.

They are this close to winning this
war. There is a freeze today on the bat-
tlefield, on the frontline, in part, be-
cause Putin knows exactly what is
going on here. He knows about the de-
bate that is going on here. He knows,
my colleagues, that he is losing on the
battlefield. He understands that. NATO
understands that. Xi Jinping under-
stands that. He knows that.

He is losing on the battlefield. He is
counting on winning on Capitol Hill.
He is counting on winning on this bat-
tlefield. Let me tell you something.
This isn’t about slogans.

Let’s talk about what Ukraine has
done over the last 2 years. I haven’t
heard anybody talk about that in this
discussion or this debate. I hope my
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colleagues on the other side are listen-
ing because you will not hear, in your
lifetime, a list of greater courage or
sacrifice than what you will hear from
Ukrainians, and it is not slogans.

They defeated and reversed the Rus-
sian attack on Kyiv—which, by the
way, Kyiv was supposed to fall in 72
hours. They reversed that. They forced
Russia to retreat from Chernihiv and
Sumy. They won the battle of Kharkiv.
They took back Kherson. They took
back Snake Island.

Ukraine has taken back more than
half—more than half—of the land that
Russia took from them in this inva-
sion, colleagues, more than half. No-
body 2 years ago would have predicted
that. Everybody would have said Putin
would never relinquish that land.

They almost singlehandedly re-
started commercial grain trade with
Asia and Africa. Why does that matter?
That matters so that the whole rest of
the world can be fed, so they will stay
in the fight that we have led that no
other country can lead but the United
States of America, even though my col-
leagues on the other side have gotten
tired.

Last month—read it. Look it up. I
will put it in the RECORD. There was an
amazing article over the weekend
about this in the New York Times, and
I ask unanimous consent that it be
printed in the RECORD.

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

[From the New York Times, Nov. 12, 2023]
HOwW UKRAINE, WITH NO WARSHIPS, IS
THWARTING RUSSIA’S NAVY

In a small, hidden office in the port city of
Odesa, the commander of the UKkrainian
Navy keeps two trophies representing suc-
cesses in the Black Sea.

One is the lid from the missile tube used in
April 2022 to sink the flagship of the Russian
Black Sea Fleet, the Moskva, a devastating
blow that helped chase Russian warships
from the Ukrainian coast. On the lid is a
painting of a Ukrainian soldier raising his
middle finger to the ship as it bursts into
flames.

The other is a key used to arm a British-
made Storm Shadow missile that slammed
into the headquarters of the Russian fleet in
Sevastopol on the Crimean Peninsula.

We dreamed of making a beautiful recre-
ation park for children in this place, to take
away the center of evil that is there now,”
said Vice Adm. Oleksiy Neizhpapa, the
Ukrainian naval commander.

He held the key in his hand, and although
his eyes were tired, he said there was noth-
ing to do but fight.

‘“‘Sevastopol is my hometown,” he said.
“For me, it is my small homeland, where I
was born, where my children were born. So,
of course, I dream that the time will come,
hopefully soon, that we will return to our
naval base in Sevastopol.”

Despite having no warships of its own,
Ukraine has over the course of the war shift-
ed the balance of power in the naval conflict.
Its use of unmanned maritime drones and
growing arsenal of long-range anti-ship mis-
siles—along with critical surveillance pro-
vided by Western allies and targeted assaults
by Ukraine’s Air Force and special oper-
ations forces—have allowed Ukraine to blunt
the advantages of the vastly more powerful
Russian Navy.
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““At this point, the Russian Black Sea
Fleet is primarily what naval strategists
term ‘a fleet in being’: It represents a poten-
tial threat that needs to be vigilantly guard-
ed against, but one that remains in check for
now,”’ said Scott Savitz, a senior engineer at
the RAND Corporation, a federally financed
center that conducts research for the United
States military. ‘‘Remarkably, Ukraine has
achieved all this without a substantial fleet
of its own.”

Admiral Neizhpapa cautioned that Ukraine
remains vastly outgunned on the Black Sea.
It lacks the battlecruisers, destroyers, frig-
ates and submarines that populate the Rus-
sian fleet. Russian planes still dominate the
skies above the sea, and Russia still uses its
fleet to launch long-range missiles at
Ukrainian towns and cities, threatening
armed forces and civilians alike.

On Wednesday, a missile struck a commer-
cial ship pulling into the port of Odesa, kill-
ing the pilot and wounding three crew mem-
bers. It was the first civilian vessel hit since
shipping to Odesa resumed in late August.

The Russia Navy also dominates the Sea of
Azov, a body of water connected to the Black
Sea by the narrow Strait of Kerch, and is in-
creasingly using Azov ports in the occupied
cities of Mariupol and Berdiansk to help al-
leviate logistical challenges on land.

Ukraine has nevertheless managed to ne-
gate some of those advantages and lately has
gone on the offensive. Over the last two
months, it has launched both stealthy night-
time operations by small units on jet skis
and powerful missile strikes. Those strikes
have hit not just the Sevastopol head-
quarters but also a Kilo-class submarine and
a shipbuilding plant in eastern Crimea, an
attack that damaged a new missile-carrying
Russian warship.

The latter strike ‘‘will likely cause Russia
to consider relocating farther from the front
line,” the British military intelligence agen-
cy reported on Wednesday.

Ukrainian officials also said that the Rus-
sian strike on a civilian ship as it pulled into
port in Odesa would not stop the shipping.
About 100 cargo vessels carrying more than
3.3 million tons of agricultural and metal
products have made the journey in a little
over two months, according to Western and
Ukrainian officials.

Even as forward movement on the ground
has largely shuddered to a halt, with neither
Russian nor Ukrainian forces able to break
through heavily fortified lines, Ukraine has
effectively turned around 10,000 square miles
in the western Black Sea off its southern
coast into what the military calls a ‘‘gray
zone’’ where neither side can sail without
the threat of attack.

And Admiral Neizhpapa stressed that
Ukraine’s combined armed forces and its se-
curity services were all playing integral
roles in the battle of the Black Sea.

James Heappey, Britain’s armed forces
minister, told a recent security conference
in Warsaw that Russia’s Black Sea fleet had
suffered a ‘‘functional defeat’ and contended
that the liberation of Ukraine’s coastal
waters in the Black Sea was ‘‘every bit as
important”’ as the successful
counteroffensives on land in Kherson and
Kharkiv last year.

The war at sea has also demonstrated the
impact of emerging technologies, trans-
forming long-held theories about naval war-
fare in ways that are being studied around
the world, perhaps nowhere more closely
than in China and Taiwan.

The classical approach that we studied at
military maritime academies does not work
now,” Admiral Neizhpapa said. Therefore, we
have to be as flexible as possible and change
approaches to planning and implementing
work as much as possible.”’
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For example, he said, it takes years to de-
velop and build warships and more time to
update them to meet new challenges. Yet
maritime drones are evolving every month.

Admiral Neizhpapa acknowledged that
Russian air superiority over the Black Sea is
a problem and has stressed the value that F—
16 fighter jets would bring to Ukraine’s naval
war. The United States has pledged F-16s,
but Ukrainian officials have said they are
unlikely to be seen in Ukrainian skies before
next summer.

Russia’s main response to setbacks at sea
has been a relentless bombing campaign
aimed at crippling Ukrainian port infra-
structure and punishing the people of Odesa.
In recent weeks, its naval aircraft have been
dropping ‘‘mine-like objects’ in the shipping
lanes from Odesa, the admiral said, but ship-
ping has not stopped.

“Of course, they want to stop our initia-
tive by all means,” he said. ‘“But we believe
that they will not succeed.”

While much attention over the past 20
months has focused on the land war, Eu-
rope’s largest since World War II, a desire to
control the Black Sea was a key factor in
President Vladimir V Putin’s decision to in-
vade Ukraine. In 2014, when Russia illegally
annexed Crimea, Ukraine lost nearly all of
its ships; about 5,000 of its sailors defected,
cutting the size of its navy by two-thirds.

Despite Ukraine’s recent intensified as-
saults, Crimea still functions like a huge air-
craft carrier parked off Ukraine’s southern
coast. It is a critical logistics hub for Rus-
sian occupation forces in the south, a base
for Russian fighter jets and attack heli-
copters, and a platform to launch missile and
drone strikes across Ukraine.

Admiral Neizhpapa is fond of citing an
adage of Alfred Thayer Mahan, the famed
American naval officer and historian: ‘““A na-
tion must defend its own coast starting from
the coast of the enemy.”’

For the admiral, who left the peninsula in
2014 with other sailors who remained loyal to
Ukraine that means taking the war to Cri-
mea.

Russia, however, is also adapting and bol-
stering its defenses.

What we did a year ago is no longer work-
ing or is not working as effectively,” Admi-
ral Neizhpapa said. “We have to be flexible
and change our tactics.”

Ukraine must not only innovate, he said,
but also deploy new weapons quickly.
Ukraine has unveiled several iterations of
uncrewed surface vessels, and officials re-
cently offered a glimpse of what they said
was UKkraine’s first unmanned underwater
vehicle.

Christened Marichka and measuring about
20 feet from bow to stern, the vessel can
travel beneath the surface of the waves for
more than 600 miles, although the size of its
payload has not been made public and there
is no evidence that it has been used in com-
bat.

About two dozen Russian ships and one
submarine have been damaged or destroyed
since Russia launched its full-scale invasion,
Admiral Neizhpapa said. Oryx, a military
analysis site that counts only losses that it
has visually confirmed, has documented at
least 16 damaged or destroyed ships.

Standing in front of a classified chart that
lists damage done to Russian vessels, Admi-
ral Neizhpapa said he had no time for what
he called ‘“‘wishful sinking’’—any exaggera-
tion of what Ukraine has achieved.

There are still scores of powerful Russian
warships that Ukraine wants to take off the
board. On Friday, UkKkraine’s intelligence
agency released a video of a naval drone at-
tack on two ships that it said played an im-
portant role in the layered air defenses that
protect Russia’s fleet. The extent of the
damage was not clear.
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‘““The enemy also learns very quickly, and
he also makes his own conclusions, counter-
acting our actions,” Admiral Neizhpapa said.
“The war at sea can only be won with new
solutions that must be implemented as
quickly as possible.”

Mr. BENNET. Mr. President, they
largely mneutralized the Black Sea
Fleet. They don’t even have a real
navy. They don’t have a navy. Through
their dedication and through their
imagination and their willingness to
sacrifice, they have managed to neu-
tralize the Black Sea Fleet.

There is nobody who thought they
could do this. This is all while Russians
outnumber Ukrainians 3 to 1 on the
battlefield.

I heard from my colleagues, how
much more American lives, how much
more American treasure? There is not
an American losing their life. The
Ukrainians are losing their lives in the
name of democracy.

In total, Ukrainians have killed
300,000 Russian fighters. Thank you,
Ukraine, for doing the work that NATO
has not been asked to do, that the
United States has not been asked to do.

Putin knows he is losing this war in
Ukraine. The only question that he has
is, is he going to win the war here in
the U.S. Congress? Who is going to lose
Ukraine?

And the people who are here today
saying this is not a lesson from World
War II; this is a lesson from World War
I, these are the people who are going to
lose Ukraine.

Do we have any right to be fatigued,
colleagues, when we haven’t lost 100,000
people, when all we are being asked to
do is manufacture the weapons that
Ukraine is using on this battlefield,
putting American people to work to
support Ukraine and democracy? That
is what we are being asked to do. Can
we possibly be fatigued at this mo-
ment?

I suppose we could be having a very
different debate if Ukraine hadn’t been
as successful as they have been, but
they have been successful. What we
know is, if we roll over now for Vladi-
mir Putin, if we stop providing Ukraine
with their weapons—and they are out
of bullets. They are out of bullets as we
stand here today. They have $1 billion
left. If we stop providing them with re-
sources, if we stop providing them with
the intelligence that we provided them,
they are going to lose this war. Presi-
dent Zelenskyy came here and told you
that we will win this war if you stick
with us; we will lose this war if you
abandon us.

We cannot abandon Ukraine at this
moment.

I know I have other colleagues on the
floor who need to speak today. I am
glad this has been recorded for history.
I am glad today’s debate has been re-
corded for history because when they
ask who lost this war to Vladimir
Putin, it is not going to be a question
of rhetoric or debate points; it is going
to be a question of a war that we were
actually on the verge of winning and a
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war that we walked away from and lost
with repercussions to every single cor-
ner of this world, including where Xi
Jinping is sitting right now in Beijing.
And don’t forget about it. Don’t forget
about it.

I yield the floor.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Connecticut.

Mr. MURPHY. Thank you very much,
Mr. President. I want to thank Senator
MURRAY and Senator REED for leading
us in this time.

I want to make two relatively brief
points to add to the discussion, and I
will turn it over to others of my col-
leagues.

First, I understand that my Repub-
lican colleagues want to avoid the
question of Republican priorities. The
fact of the matter is, an Israel-only
funding bill passed through the House
of Representatives, and attached to it
was a massive giveaway for the richest
Americans: millionaires and billion-
aires who don’t pay their taxes. So as
we chart the path forward for a bill
that only funds Israel, we know, in the
House of Representatives, it has to be
matched with a massive—massive—
giveaway for millionaires and billion-
aires.

I don’t think you can ignore that fact
that a large swath of the Republican
Party is using this crisis in Israel in
order to deliver yet another gift to the
very small slice of Americans who
don’t need any more gifts. There are
700 billionaires in this country who
have more net worth than 50 percent of
all Americans. The rules are already
rigged in favor of the superwealthy. So
the idea that we would facilitate a plan
in the House of Representatives to use
Israel aid as a means to continue to rig
the rules in favor of those ultrarich
Americans, it is just incredibly dis-
tasteful, and it is a signal about where
the Republican Party priorities are
today.

Second, I do want to talk about what
Senator VANCE and others talked
about, about the lazy precedent, ref-
erencing the sloganeering that they ac-
cuse Democrats of engaging in.

So it is correct that what is hap-
pening today in Ukraine does not have
a modern precedent because never be-
fore in our lifetime, in the post-World
War II order, has a large nuclear nation
like Russia invaded another large
neighboring nation with the purpose of
annexation.

What Russia is trying to do is to fun-
damentally change the rules; to fun-
damentally shift international norms
that have been in place since World
War II. At the foundation of it is that
big countries don’t change their bor-
ders through force, through aggression.
It is important to understand that
these are the rules that have under-
girded the last 70 years of U.S. growth
and U.S. national security.

So we don’t believe that we should
support Ukraine because we just be-
lieve that Vladimir Putin is Adolf Hit-
ler. We don’t believe we should support
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Ukraine to perpetuate some slogan
about American greatness. No. We be-
lieve that we have an interest—as the
most powerful nation in the world, as
the nation that has benefited most
from the post-World War II order—to
defend those rules because, if we don’t,
no one else will.

And it just strikes me that my Re-
publican colleagues who have this fa-
talistic view of what is going to happen
in Ukraine just really view America as
weak, as impotent, and as powerless in
the face of this unprecedented aggres-
sion from Vladimir Putin. America’s
greatness is connected to our willing-
ness to stand up and lead at moments
of crisis, and this is a unique moment
of crisis without precedent, which is
why it requires the United States to
stand against Russia’s aggression.

Listen, for thousands of years—and
we know this because you read about it
in your history books while growing
up—for thousands of years, prior to the
establishment of the post-World War II
order, this world was defined by state-
on-state, civilization-on-civilization vi-
olence and conflict. People labored
under the constant threat that their
entire world would be ended by another
one of these civilization-on-civilization
conflicts. But this was back at the
time when weapons were crude—they
were swords; they were bows and ar-
rows; then they were simple firearms.
Millions died, but millions also sur-
vived.

We live in a very different era today
where we, frankly, have to be more
worried—not less worried, not permis-
sive and fatalistic—about the con-
sequences of reentering a world and a
paradigm in which states enter into
conflict against other states. Why? Be-
cause we now live in a world filled with
weapons of mass destruction, not just
nuclear weapons but other highly so-
phisticated weapons.

So now this kind of conflict that
Russia and Ukraine are engaged in is
the kind of conflict that can wipe out
millions in a day. That is why the
United States of America has stood up
for the post-World War II order. That is
why we have fought and sometimes
died to maintain it. And this is the
most significant affront to that order—
an order that has protected this coun-
try; an order that has protected our
economy; an order that has saved mil-
lions of lives in our lifetimes.

It is hard. Ukraine’s mission is dif-
ficult. In a short-term ‘‘satisfy me
now’’ culture, I understand that many
of my Republicans get phone calls from
their constituents saying: If Ukraine
hasn’t won this war tomorrow, I am
not interested any longer. But this
conflict matters, and it matters that
we stick with Ukraine, because if we
lose—if we lose—we are living in an en-
tirely new world: The cap is off state-
on-state violence. Pretty soon, Amer-
ica will be in one of those conflicts
with another nuclear nation, and we
won’t be talking about thousands of
Ukrainians dying; we will be talking
about millions of Americans dying.
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So I appreciate my colleagues for
being here today. I think this is as im-
portant as it gets. I think we really are
deciding the future of this world and
the rules that govern it, and I join my
colleagues in objecting to this motion.

I yield the floor to Senator SCHATZ.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Hawaii.

Mr. SCHATZ. Mr. President, in re-
serving the right to object—and I will
be pretty quick here—I have rarely
seen such a cynical piece of legislation
on the Senate floor. I have rarely seen
it.

The point that CHRIS VAN HOLLEN
and CHRIS MURPHY made, I think, is the
first point, which is, when all you have
is a hammer, everything looks like a
nail. So whenever there is an oppor-
tunity to legislate—even in the foreign
policy space, even when we are in a
global fight against fascism—the first
thing that comes to the mind of many
people on the other side of the aisle is,
How can we make life easier for the
wealthiest among us? Like it has lit-
erally got nothing to do with Israel aid
or Ukraine aid or Indo Asia-Pacific se-
curity matters. Just, whenever you get
a chance, throw in an opportunity to
enrich the wealthiest among us who
are already not paying their fair share
of taxes.

So that is the frame, right?

This is where we start, which is, I
have got an idea: We should cut taxes
again. I have got an idea: Let’s gut the
IRS so that they don’t have the ability
to audit these billionaires, many of
whom don’t pay taxes in the first
place.

So that is how you should understand
this from the jump.

The second thing you should under-
stand is, we really are in a global fight
against fascism and authoritarianism.
And if there is one thing that I think
the last 2 or 3 years—frankly, the last
7 years—has taught us is: Believe what
the authoritarians say they want to do.
Believe Hamas when they say they
want to wipe Israel off the map and
that they are not done. Believe Putin
when he says that the biggest mistake
that the Soviet Union ever made was
perestroika and glasnost and all of
that. Believe him when he says that
after he takes Ukraine, he will turn his
eye to the Baltics. Believe all of these
people. They do exactly what they have
been saying they would do. And here
we are hoping—hoping against hope—
that maybe they don’t mean it; that
maybe their ambitions aren’t so mur-
derous. They do it every time.

And the idea that we would separate
these two fights even though these peo-
ple are aligned—these Fascists are
aligned, this authoritarian movement
is increasingly aligning itself perhaps
because of the internet, perhaps be-
cause of globalization—but, whatever
it is, there is an actual global Fascist,
authoritarian movement, and they are
on the march. And the idea that we
would fund Israel’s security needs and
leave Ukraine behind because—what?—
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Ukraine is in Europe? because Donald
Trump doesn’t like Ukraine aid? be-
cause it is getting hard? because it is
getting tiring? because it is getting ex-
pensive? Listen to those arguments.
My God. This man wants to take Eu-
rope and has a plan to do so.

As Senator BENNET said—and this is
a key point—God bless these Ukrainian
fighters. They are the ones fighting
and dying. They are the ones spilling
blood to keep Europe peaceful, to es-
tablish that nobody can change the
boundaries of a country using violence
only. God bless them for doing this.
God bless them for their sacrifice, for
their ingenuity, for, frankly, exceeding
everybody’s reasonable expectations.
God bless them for their sacrifice.

All they need from us are resources.
We are the wealthiest country in the
history of humankind, and we are say-
ing: It is a little too long. We haven’t
won yet. Trump doesn’t like it. This is
kind of getting expensive.

What a bunch of terrible arguments
in the scheme of things. What a bunch
of terrible arguments. When we look
back 20, 30, 50 years from now at this
debate, no one is going to ask whether
this was emergency spending or in a
supplemental or in the regular appro-
priations process or in a CR or in a CR
and omnibus. They are just going to
ask: Did we stand with the free world
like Americans always do?

So this has gotten me a little angry.
This has gotten me a little frustrated
because I just thought—I really did
think—and I am not naive—but I really
did think that on an issue like this, we
could put our partisanship aside; we
could put our fealty to either our cur-
rent President or to the former Presi-
dent aside and just say: Look, this is
good for the free world; we are just
going to do it together.

I now, with the Presiding Officer’s
permission, through the Chair, defer to
the President pro tempore.

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr.
HICKENLOOPER). The Senator from Kan-
sas.

Mr. MARSHALL. Mr.
call for regular order.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there
objection to the request?

Mrs. MURRAY. I object.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objec-
tion is heard.

The Senator from Kansas still has
the floor.

Mr. MARSHALL. Mr. President,
thank you to my colleagues for their
comments today and for their argu-
ments. Many were good arguments.
Some of the facts, the American people
disagree with. Some of the conclusions,
the American people disagree with.

What I heard today was once again
from my colleagues spending 80 percent
of their time focusing on Ukraine fund-
ing; but I didn’t hear one person say
why we shouldn’t go ahead and fund
Israel today, why we shouldn’t send a
bill to the President’s desk today.

Look, we have debated Ukraine at
lengths. Put a bill on the floor. Let’s

President, I
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vote on Ukraine funding. My friends
across the aisle have said that Ukraine
is winning this war, and many of the
same reasons they give us to continue
to support Ukraine are the same words
I heard in grade school as to why we
should support the cause in Vietnam.
They are the same arguments.

If Ukraine is winning, then why have
Poland, Slovakia, and Hungary aban-
doned Ukraine? Why is the frontline
not moving?

Some of my friends brought up aid.
Look, if you want aid to the hospitals
in Gaza, if you want aid to Gaza itself,
then tell Iran to stand down. Tell
Hamas to release the hostages. I don’t
hear anyone talking about that. Tell
Hamas to surrender. Let’s send a mes-
sage from the Senate that we un-
equivocally stand beside Israel.

And I will close with this: One of my
friends across the aisle talked about
President Reagan. What I will remem-
ber about President Reagan and, before
him, Eisenhower is that they stressed
peace through strength. But this White
House is giving us war through weak-
ness.

Time is of the essence. We need to
get Israel the funding. Thank you.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Delaware.

Mr. COONS. Mr. President, my col-
leagues from Kansas, Ohio, and Mis-
souri have raised a raft of questions to
which I will offer a few timely and sim-
ple answers: L.ook up. Look back. Look
ahead.

To my colleague from Kansas, his
predecessor Bob Dole, a Senator who
was a great leader in this Chamber,
was a champion for the power of hu-
manitarian aid around the world. And I
will not yield without speaking to a
piece of this supplemental that has
been largely ignored: the critical role
of humanitarian aid in sustaining our
partners and allies, in averting human-
itarian catastrophe, and, yes, in sus-
taining both Ukraine and Israeli na-
tional security.

But, first, if I might, let’s look back
for a moment to history. My colleague
from Ohio complained that we some-
how had not thoroughly debated
Ukraine. I believe we have, but I am
happy to have us engage for hours
more because there are critical lessons
from the past that inform the strong,
broad, and bipartisan support for aid to
Ukraine.

The last time I went to Kyiv, I trav-
eled with his predecessor, Senator Rob
Portman—a cochair of the Ukraine
Caucus in this body and a determined
and committed supporter of Ukraine’s.
Why? Let’s look back for a moment.

In the runup to the Second World
War, a famous American aviator,
Charles Lindbergh—a man who was
decorated for his exploits and his ex-
ploration—joined a nationwide move-
ment whose slogan was ‘‘America
First.” ‘““America First” seemed to say
that we should stay out of the roiling
conflicts in the Pacific and in Europe;
that we should step back and allow the
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armies of the Nazis to advance across
Western Europe and allow the armies
of imperial Japan to advance across
Asia because those were not our con-
cerns. In fact, he gave a publicized
speech in favor of neutrality just on
the eve of the attack on Pearl Harbor.

History proved that ‘‘America First”
almost risked ‘‘America Alone” in a
world overcome by authoritarians.

I will tell you, that mistake is a mis-
take my colleagues risk making now. If
they want to make America weak
again, they can go back to the argu-
ments of the isolationist Republicans
on the verge of the Second World War.

But to my colleague from Kansas, I
will say you don’t really have a debate
with us. You have a debate with your
own leadership. I have heard on this
floor clear, forceful, focused speeches
in defense of Ukraine—the critical role
of our support for Ukraine—not from
Democrats alone but from some of the
most seasoned and capable and leading
Members of the Republican caucus, in-
cluding my colleagues from Texas and
from Kentucky.

There is broad support for Ukraine. I,
frankly, think, to answer the question
of my colleague from Ohio: How are
these possibly connected, the attack of
Hamas on Israeli civilians, the attack
of Russia on Ukrainian civilians?

I say, you would need only look up.
What is that sound? It is Iranian
drones and missiles raining death on
innocent civilians in Israel and
Ukraine. These conflicts are pro-
foundly connected.

My colleague from Ohio suggested
that President Biden has thrown the
world into chaos. I do not have the
time to fully rebut this ill-informed
point, but I will suggest that Vladimir
Putin’s aggression in Ukraine and, in
particular, the terrorism of Hamas in
Israel is not the cause—of that, Presi-
dent Biden is not the cause but, in fact,
has been a forceful, timely, and respon-
sive leader. His response to the attack
on Israel, I hope, has earned broad bi-
partisan support because it was per-
sonal, forceful, and timely.

All of us here are standing, calling
for the release of hostages by Hamas,
standing in strong support of Israel,
and insisting that we advance at the
same time the aid that is desperately
needed by our close allies.

My colleague from Kansas asked a
critical question: Will we show the
United States is a fair-weather friend?
To my colleague I will say: Sir, that is
exactly why I join my colleagues in ob-
jecting to this narrow, Israel-only aid
package, because we cannot show that
we will fail to aid Ukraine.

Last, it was asked by several of my
colleagues: Why would we send human-
itarian aid into Gaza? It will inevitably
all fall into the hands of Hamas, who
support this.

I ask unanimous consent to have
printed in the RECORD, if I might, a let-
ter from the Israeli Embassy to the

Congress of the United States.

There being no objection, the material was
ordered to be printed in the RECORD, as fol-
lows:
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EMERGENCY SUPPLEMENTAL FUNDING—
HUMANITARIAN ASSISTANCE COMPONENT

Please find below an overview of Israel’s
position, regarding the humanitarian assist-
ance component of the Presidential request
for emergency supplemental funding.

It is in Israel’s view that humanitarian as-
sistance to Gaza could and should play a sig-
nificant role in helping Israel achieve its
long-term strategic goals to remove the
Hamas threat in Gaza, and enabling a post-
Hamas Gaza that is demilitarized and does
not pose a threat to Israel.

Israel’s position is that this assistance
should be designed in a way that ensures
that it does not fall into the wrong hands,
Palestinian or international.

In light of this, we support appropriating
significant funding as part of the supple-
mental, for the following purposes and under
the following terms:

a) Funding for short-term emergency hu-
manitarian assistance, so long as it will be
allocated and delivered in coordination with
Israel, inspected and monitored by Israel and
which is consistent with Israel’s objectives
in Gaza.

b) Designated funding for a post-Hamas
Gaza. Significant humanitarian assistance
under the supplemental is required in order
to rebuild a demilitarized and profoundly
changed Gaza following the uprooting of
Hamas.

c) Egypt-Gaza border: As part of the sup-
plemental, we seek funding for the Egypt-
Gaza border, including the upgrading of the
Rafah crossing—all designed to ensure that
Gaza will not be able to remilitarize. As
such, this part of the supplemental will be
vital for Israel’s security. We stand ready to
share our thinking on how to achieve the
above mentioned goal.

The bottom line is that the supplemental,
properly allocated, would contribute to hu-
manitarian solutions on the ground, while
bolstering Israel’s national security. We be-
lieve that US funding in this matter will
draw contributions from additional actors
and stakeholders from the region and from
the international community. We are more
than willing to answer any questions you
may have and look forward to continuing
our dialogue on this and other matters.

Mr. COONS. Who supports humani-
tarian aid into Gaza with appropriate
measures of inspection? The Israeli
Government. They say it is critical to
bolstering their national security.

Look up. Look back. Look forward.
Look up; you will see the missiles and
drones of Iran raining down on inno-
cent civilians. Look back; you will see
the mistakes of isolationism. Look for-
ward, and you will see there is a bipar-
tisan path to supporting humanitarian
relief globally, to supporting aid to
Israel against Hamas, to investing in
border security, and to taking up and
passing a robust supplemental, as we
can and as we should.

For that reason, I join my colleagues
in opposing the motion made by my
colleague from Kansas.

I yield the floor to my colleague from
Minnesota.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Minnesota.

Ms. KLOBUCHAR. Mr. President, I
rise today, alongside my colleagues, in-
cluding Senator COONS and Senator
MURRAY, to implore my colleagues to
hold firm in their support of Ukraine.

I have sat here for the last hour and
listened to these speeches and listened
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to some of our colleagues on the other
side of the aisle—which, I know, does
not reflect all of them—and this is
what I came away with: the focus on
““Oh, you just want to go backward,”
the analogies to talking about past de-
cisions in Munich and Vietnam. We all
are students of history. I am focused on
now. I am focused on what is happening
now.

Like my colleagues here, I have
strongly condemned the massacre, the
terrorist attack by Hamas—and the de-
mocracy of Israel. We stand with Israel
and the right to defend, but we also
stand with the idea that we should con-
tinue to provide humanitarian relief in
Gaza and around the world.

I think one of the ironies of the
statement of our colleague from Ohio—
and some of our other colleagues—was
that he failed to mention that, actu-
ally, Israel has come out this week also
supporting the humanitarian aid. So
that is one thing that I think needs to
get corrected.

The second, as we look at where we
are now, he mentioned Vladimir Putin,
called him ‘‘a bad guy.”’” Those were his
words, ‘‘a bad guy.” I think it is a lot
more than that. This is a tyrant. This
is a ruler who has committed war
crimes, who has downed passenger
planes, who has invaded a democracy.
Let’s get the facts straight about
Vladimir Putin.

The other thing is that, now, to not
see this as connected is just plain
wrong. What kind of drones was Russia
using? Iranian drones. Who took the
meeting with some of their senior offi-
cials from Russia? Who went there?
Hamas. Hamas went to Russia after
this terrorist attack.

When we stand for democracies in
one place, we stand for democracies in
other places.

Our colleague from Ohio referred to
some of the President’s requests as a
““hodgepodge’—a ‘‘hodgepodge.” I was
thinking of that word and what is in
this request and this budget: protec-
tion of a nuclear plant, the largest nu-
clear plant not just in Ukraine but in
Europe. When his predecessor, Senator
Portman, and I were in Ukraine, when
we met with President Zelenskyy—
where we actually talked about the
strong support and the strong Ukrain-
ian community in Ohio and in Min-
nesota—when we met with him, a
major focus of ours was the nuclear
plant because we didn’t know how long
the Ukrainians were able to hold the
line to protect that plant from not just
contamination in TUkraine but con-
tamination all over Europe. That is
what is in what our colleague has
called a ‘‘hodgepodge’ of a budget.

What else? Supporting NATO. I was
just with the leader of Estonia—a
small country, yes, but they have given
over 1 percent of their military budg-
et—of the budget of their country—to
Ukraine.

Are we just going to turn away on
NATO because we think it is a ‘““hodge-
podge’’ to support our allies in coun-
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tries like Great Britain, our allies in
countries like France and Germany
and Estonia and Latvia and Lithuania
and Georgia and, yes, Ukraine? We are
just going to say it is a ‘‘hodgepodge’’?

What else is in that ‘‘hodgepodge’?
Well, what else is in the ‘‘hodgepodge”’
are things like air defense, things like
munitions, things like small arms.
That is what we are talking about here
when we talk about the help that we
give to Ukraine.

Then I looked at some of the percent-
ages, as I sat here, of other small na-
tions that have given much more than
the United States, where it is some-
thing like 0.3 percent—right? These
countries are at over 1 percent in the
help that they have given UKraine.
They have taken in 4 million—count
that, 4 million—refugees in Europe. So
when we help Ukraine, we are not
doing it alone, colleagues. We are
standing with our allies. We are stand-
ing with our best trading partners. We
are standing with the world for democ-
racy.

This is not in a vacuum. This is, as
the President once said, a big effing
deal.

What about Vladimir Putin? Senator
BENNET got at this. He is failing. He
tried to capture Kyiv, but he failed. He
tried to wipe Ukraine off the map, but
he failed. He tried to break the Ukrain-
ian spirit, but he has made it stronger.
He tried to break NATO, but NATO has
grown.

Ukraine has persevered against all
odds. To abandon our partners now
would be a dereliction of our duty to
defend a democracy and an embarrass-
ment to this Nation, and, yes, it would
create a much bigger national security
risk not just for our allies but for our

country.
I have had the privilege of visiting
Ukraine not just with Senator

Portman but on another visit, as well,
with a number of our Republican col-
leagues. Each time, I was struck by the
strength of the people who put their
lives on the line: the ballerina who has
to don camo and go to the frontline,
the cafe owner donating food to people
in need, the deejay at the national call
center using her platform to find miss-
ing loved ones.

We must not forget President
Zelenskyy’s words in September:

There is not a soul in Ukraine that does
not feel gratitude to you, America.

That is what we have to remember.
They are watching in Ukraine. The de-
mocracies are watching. And, as Lead-
er MCCONNELL has said, ‘‘think of it as
an axis of evil: China, Russia, and
Iran.”

This is not just a test for Ukraine. It
is a test for the United States and for
the free world, and the path toward
greater security for all of us is simple:
Help Ukraine win the war.

I yield the floor.

The Senator from Oregon is with us
today to speak.

Mrs. SHAHEEN. Mr. President, I
once again join my colleagues in com-
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ing to the floor in opposition to this
short-sighted proposal and in support
of a comprehensive supplemental fund-
ing bill that responds to the full range
of immediate global challenges facing
our country. This includes arming and
equipping Ukraine and Israel, aiding
our partners in the Indo-Pacific, and
providing the necessary assistance to
adequately address dire humanitarian
needs around the world.

To only provide urgently needed sup-
port to Israel, as my colleague’s pro-
posal would do, would miss the bigger
picture. And that is precisely what
Putin and Hamas are hoping for. This
proposal ignores the reality that these
conflicts are part of a shared fight to
preserve democracy, confront autoc-
racy and defend the values of the free
world.

Over the past 75 years, these shared
values and the advancement of democ-
racy across the world have benefited
the American people by making the
world more predictable, increasing our
national security, lowering the cost of
goods, and providing opportunities for
American businesses. Europe is a crit-
ical trading partner for the U.S., and in
my home state of New Hampshire, we
export about $3 billion worth of goods
and services to Europe annually.

So it is in our collective interest to
continue supporting our partners to
further the democratic advancement in
countries across the world, provide an
alternative to China and Russia, and
increase America’s security and pros-
perity.

We know that our allies need weap-
ons now, but bullets and bombs alone
will not solve these challenges in their
entirety. Humanitarian assistance,
which provides for the basic needs of
those who find themselves in the cross-
hairs of the world’s conflicts and cri-
ses, supports our security objectives in
Israel, Ukraine, and across the globe.
In Gagza, the United States has long
worked with our Israeli and Egyptian
allies to ensure that humanitarian aid
is properly and efficiently vetted and
delivered. The U.S. has a rigorous sys-
tem in place to screen and certify im-
plementers on the ground who make
sure that food, water, and fuel go to
the places and people that need them --
not to Hamas. And in Ukraine, the
United States has stood by men,
women, and children as they fight off a
brutal invading force. A failure to con-
tinue to support assistance for Ukraine
could mean that 12 million fewer peo-
ple will get the humanitarian assist-
ance they need right now—aid that has
gone to emergency food and shelter,
basic healthcare, access to safe drink-
ing water, and basic hygiene kits. This
funding is simple. It will save lives. We
must deliver.

Now, make no mistake; our adver-
saries are watching what the United
States does. It is no coincidence that
Iran backs Hamas’s campaign in Israel
while also supplying Russia with lethal
drones to use in Ukraine. China’s coer-
cive behavior toward Taiwan and the
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broader Indo-Pacific region may very
well depend on if the U.S. is willing to
stand on the side of democracy in Eu-
rope and the Middle East. Dictators
like to stick together. And while they
stick together, they seek to divide us
from our allies and divert our atten-
tion and our resources. We cannot pick
and choose when to stand up to auto-
crats—or there will be no free world
left to defend.

I will keep coming back here and
keep objecting as long as there are
short-sighted and partisan proposals
that do not adequately address the
breadth of our national security chal-
lenges.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Washington.

Mrs. MURRAY. Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent that the following
Senators be permitted to speak prior to

the scheduled recess: Senator
MERKLEY, Senator LEE, and Senator
CORNYN.

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

The Senator from Oregon.

Mr. MERKLEY. Mr. President, re-
serving the right to object, our col-
league from Kansas has come to the
floor and asked for unanimous consent
for a bill of some major significance.

We have heard a lot of my colleagues
explain why this Israel-only bill would
be a disaster, because it throws
Ukraine overboard.

And then I heard his rebuttal. His re-
buttal was, “Well, why not do Israel
alone?”’ as if we hadn’t had this con-
versation for the last hour and a half.
We know the answer: because the
House has said it will pass an Israel-
alone bill, leaving Ukraine abandoned.

So this UC is about abandoning
Ukraine. That has powerful inter-
national consequences. Allow Ukraine
to be torn apart by Putin’s brutal inva-
sion—that is what this UC does. It
makes a group of American Senators
Putin’s best friends. This bill—this UC,
this unanimous consent for this bill—
will shatter the Atlantic alliance,
deeply, deeply damaging the power of
democracies working together. This
bill will fracture NATO because if we
don’t stand with Ukraine, how many
doubts creep in about any enduring ef-
fort to defend a smaller country as-
saulted by a dictator next door?

This bill will destroy American lead-
ership in defending democracies. This
bill will empower dictators around the
world. They will conclude that they
can outlast the attention span of a coa-
lition of democratic republics as long
as they stay the course.

Some of my colleagues in support of
this bill say it is costing a lot of
money. The budget that Russia is dedi-
cating to this battle is, some estimate,
30 percent—30 percent—of their defense
expenditures. Our GDP here is 1% per-
cent—1% percent versus 30 percent. If
we can’t stay the course when the ques-
tion is $1.50 out of every $100, when
would we ever stay the course?

The last time this globe saw such
complicity blockading a vicious con-
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queror was when Chamberlain went to
Munich.

In Munich, Chamberlain told Hitler:
You can take that massive slice of
Czechoslovakia, and England will look
the other way. We will simply declare
peace in our time.

But that appeasement by Chamber-
lain didn’t produce peace in our time.
Instead, that appeasement of Hitler
stoked Hitler’s appetite for conquering
adjacent lands. That appeasement of
Hitler set the stage for the Second
World War, with massive loss of life
and treasure for the United States of
America and nations around the world.

Appeasing Putin today is as wrong as
appeasing Hitler 85 years ago. We must
instead stand with the freedom-loving,
fierce-fighting, democracy-defending
people of the Republic of Ukraine.

If you come to this Chamber and you
have followed former President
Trump’s lead in loving Putin, then say
yes to this unanimous consent request
and throw Ukraine under the bus. If
you love China, love their authori-
tarian conquests, love their desire to
invade Taiwan, then come to this floor
and support this unanimous consent re-
quest for this bill and throw Ukraine
under the bus. But if you care about
freedom; if you are a champion of de-
mocracy; if you believe that democ-
racies must stand together against tyr-
anny, against autocracy, against impe-
rialist invaders; if you respect the
courage and fortitude of the people of
Ukraine, then absolutely say that you
object to this UC request, that you ob-
ject to this bill.

We here in the U.S. Senate must not
countenance Putin appeasement. We
must not countenance complicity and
another Munich moment. So I join my
colleagues today in preparing to object
to this bill.

I yield to my colleague from Wash-
ington State.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Utah is to be recognized
next.

Mr. LEE. Mr. President, this is a mo-
ment in history where we have the
chance to stand up and provide assist-
ance to an ally, an important ally, in a
tough part of the world that has a lot
of enemies in common with the United
States.

Israel was savagely attacked without
provocation on the morning of October
7 of this year, just over a month ago.
The most unspeakably savage human
attacks were carried out on men and
women of Israel whose offense was sim-
ple: living in Israel. The people of
Hamas wanted them dead because of
the fact that they are Jewish and they
live in Israel. Their humanity, their re-
ligion, their ancestry, and their geog-
raphy all qualified them to be deemed
unworthy of living by the savages of
Hamas. These savages will continue in
their butchery and, in so doing, de-
grade humanity for as long as they can
get away with it.

Longstanding relationships between
the United States and Israel have set
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us on a course in which we can reason-
ably be expected to provide reasonable
assistance to Israel.

Now, to be clear, what Israel is ask-
ing of us is not grand. They are not
asking us to go there and fight their
war for them, nor are they asking us to
provide hundreds of billions of dollars
over many years in order to help them
achieve that effort—mno. It is a rel-
atively modest request that they are
making of us. Compared to other re-
quests that we are considering from
other parts of the world, including and
especially from Ukraine, this is a mod-
est one.

This is, moreover, an effort that they
believe they can carry out successfully
in a matter of weeks or months, not
something spanning out over the better
part of a decade.

Finally, there is overwhelming bipar-
tisan, bicameral support for aid to
Israel. It has already passed the House
of Representatives. It is done. We could
bring it up right now, we could pass it
today, and it could be on the desk of
the President of the United States at
the Oval Office, just a few blocks from
here, by tonight.

To my knowledge, there is not a sin-
gle Member of this body who would ob-
ject to collapsing, consolidating the
otherwise burdensome and time-con-
suming process that it takes to bring a
bill to the floor at the U.S. Senate. We
could have this done today, and I pre-
dict that the vote would be over-
whelming—if not unanimous, then very
nearly so—with the number of dis-
senting votes probably in the single
digits, probably in the low single dig-
its, if, in fact, there were any ‘‘no”’
votes at all.

So the point here is that you have
two proposals, two ideas to offer sup-
port in two different conflicts. One is
overwhelmingly popular and bipartisan
and could easily pass both Houses. The
other is troubling and fraught with
questions and also happens to be the
proposal—the one for Ukraine—that is
a lot more expensive and that involves
a conflict that is now, we are being
told, a conflict that is likely to stretch
out for the better part of a decade with
no end in sight. And that is a conflict
wherein—since the beginning of last
year, we have spent $113 billion on the
conflict in Ukraine. They are, more-
over, analytically distinct, just as they
are geographically distinct. They in-
volve different considerations. We opt
to consider them together.

This is one of the real maladies of
Washington today, is the fact that, in
many instances, Congress can’t seem
to resist the impulse to consolidate
support for one thing and use that as
leverage to bring about support for
something else for which there is no
comparably large, bipartisan, broad-
based support. That is unfortunate.

The people of Israel need this aid
now. Let’s get this done now. We will
consider UKkraine on its own merits.
There is no reason to delay. We should
bring this up today, get it passed
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today, and get it signed into law this
very evening.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Texas.

CHINA

Mr. CORNYN. Mr. President, tomor-
row, President Biden is scheduled to
meet with Chinese President Xi
Jinping, and it is safe to say their
meeting comes at an especially fraught
time. There is a war in the Middle
East, a war in Europe, and growing ten-
sions in the Indo-Pacific.

In each case, the United States and
China have aligned with opposing pow-
ers. China is financing the Russian war
while America is supporting Ukraine.
China is propping up the Iranian re-
gime and terrorist proxies while the
United States is backing Israel’s right-
eous defense. China is threatening its
own invasion of Taiwan while the
United States stands firmly in support
of Taiwan’s defense.

In addition to these conflicts on the
world stage, the United States is facing
more direct threats from the People’s
Republic of China and the Chinese
Communist Party. Economic relations
have deteriorated due to China’s sub-
versive trade practices.

The Chinese Communist Party is
holding three American hostages, in-
cluding Houston native Mark Swidan,
who has been imprisoned and tortured
for more than a decade.

More than 70,000 Americans a year
are being killed by a synthetic opioid,
fentanyl, which is manufactured using
precursor chemicals that come from—
you guessed it—China.

BEarlier this year, a Chinese surveil-
lance Dballoon traveled across the
United States, marking a new level of
bravado for the Chinese Communist
Party.

So suffice it to say this is an espe-
cially fraught time for U.S.-China rela-
tions, but President Biden should not
give the Chinese Communist Party or
President Xi a free pass. I hope the
President will deliver a clear message
to President Xi that China’s aggressive
and hostile actions will not be met
with kid gloves. We have a responsi-
bility to the American people and to
our allies to deal with threats from
China straightforwardly and head-on.

Strong leadership from the President
is important, but Congress has an im-
portant role to play too. For example,
we have a major piece of unfinished
business that is a key to our efforts to
counter threats from China, and that is
the National Defense Authorization
Act. This year’s National Defense Au-
thorization Act—or NDAA, as we call
it—includes a range of provisions re-
lated to long-term strategic competi-
tion with China, and it is time to finish
that bill and send it to the President’s
desk for his signature.

The Senate passed the NDAA at the
end of July, and here we are in Novem-
ber. I hope this week, after more than
3% months of waiting, we can finally
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begin to vote on the formal conference
process. This will be key to ironing out
the differences between the House and
the Senate so we can deliver a bill to
the President’s desk that is truly tough
on China and deals with the threat in a
realistic and clear-eyed fashion.

The Biden administration has moved
away from the idea of decoupling from
China and now focuses on derisking.
Frankly, that makes a lot of sense to
me because it is hard to ignore a popu-
lation of 1.4 billion people on the other
side of the planet. But we do need to
derisk, and that requires some very
specific tasks.

We want to reduce America’s reliance
on China for key national security in-
terests, but we don’t necessarily want
to completely decouple. I couldn’t care
less how many businesses want to in-
vest in Starbucks or Burger Kings in
China, but I care a lot about American
investment in artificial intelligence,
quantum computing, and advanced
semiconductors.

We know that derisking is harder
than it sounds because China does not
play by the rules, as we know. The Chi-
nese Communist Party has become in-
creasingly aggressive in its efforts to
gain power and influence, embracing il-
licit tactics like intellectual property
theft, for which it is infamous, forced
technology transfers, and predatory
lending.

It is important to understand that
this strategy by the Chinese Com-
munist Party doesn’t just benefit Chi-
na’s economy but also its military. In
China, there is no bright line sepa-
rating the military and civilian sec-
tors. This is part of a very intentional
strategy known as military-civil fu-
sion, which promotes development of
dual-use technologies. In short, the
Chinese Communist Party is focused on
shoring up technologies that bolster its
military strength and its economic
power at the same time.

Unfortunately, American investors
are fueling the success of Chinese mili-
tary-civil fusion, possibly unwittingly,
without even knowing exactly what is
happening. I am not talking about cov-
ert theft of intellectual property; I am
talking about direct investments in
Chinese companies. American investors
are funneling money into companies
that are developing artificial intel-
ligence, quantum computing, and next-
generation semiconductors, all of
which benefit the People’s Liberation
Army. Intentionally or not, these
American investors are fueling China’s
military strength and funding capabili-
ties that could eventually be used
against the United States and our al-
lies.

Joseph Stalin reportedly said:

We will hang the capitalists with the rope
they sell us.

Metaphorically, the United States
has provided the Chinese Communist
Party with a lot of metaphorical rope.

At the end of 2020, U.S. investments
in Chinese companies totaled $2.3 tril-
lion in market value. That includes $21
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billion in semiconductors, $54 billion in
military companies, and a whopping
$221 billion in artificial intelligence.
That is American investors in China, in
those sectors.

We now know China as the single
largest national security threat of our
time, and it is clear that the United
States entities are helping bankroll its
rise. While we have some information—
anecdotal really—that illustrates the
scope of the problem, we need more in-
formation. We need more visibility. We
need a better understanding of how cer-
tain U.S. investments benefit the Chi-
nese Communist Party and its military
buildup and its belligerent and aggres-
sive actions.

Thankfully, this is a bipartisan pri-
ority, and I am glad the Senate took
action over the summer. The Senator
from Pennsylvania, Senator CASEY,
and I introduced an outbound trans-
parency provision that was adopted as
an amendment to the National Defense
Authorization Act, and it passed by a
vote of 91 to 6. You don’t get that kind
of bipartisan vote around here very
often. So I think it sends a very strong
message.

This measure simply requires compa-
nies to notify Treasury of investments
in specific sectors, including advanced
semiconductors, artificial intelligence,
and hypersonics. This is not a broad
bill that prohibits investments in the
People’s Republic of China. This is de-
signed to provide information to
Congress’s policymakers about where
that money is going in particular sec-
tors where we are in the greatest level
of competition with China.

This is all about visibility, about
transparency. It will help us under-
stand where the money is going and
allow us to take appropriate action, if
required.

Our colleagues in the House are over-
whelmingly supportive of outbound in-
vestment transparency, though there
isn’t the same level of consensus that
there is here in the Senate. Members of
the House have suggested everything
from notification requirements to
sanctions, to outright prohibitions on
some investments.

We work very diligently with stake-
holders here in the Senate to try to
build consensus. And I think we have
achieved that on our outbound trans-
parency provision. But I do expect our
colleagues in the House will have a
thorough debate about various options.
And I have to say, we are fortunate
that we have two experts on this topic
in the conference committee of the
House.

Chairman MICHAEL MCCAUL leads the
House Foreign Affairs Committee and
is a powerful and trusted voice on mat-
ters related to China. He recently in-
troduced his own outbound investment
legislation and is committed to includ-
ing a strong outbound provision in the
NDAA.

The conference committee for the
Defense authorization bill also includes
Chairman MIKE GALLAGHER, who leads
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