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My final point, I appreciate the op-

portunity to present this bill. Be care-
ful what you eat, particularly if it is 
imported seafood. I am not kidding 
you. If you are eating seafood, given 
the statistics, you are probably eating 
foreign seafood, and this stuff can be 
dangerous. I mean it. Some of this 
product has enough antibiotics in it 
that you will grow an extra ear. And 
you don’t want that. 

The best way to be safe is to eat do-
mestic seafood—good old American 
seafood. But if you don’t, if you are 
going to eat foreign seafood, be very, 
very careful. 

I will be back with a very common-
sense approach to try to solve that 
problem, and I am sorry we couldn’t do 
it today. 

Thank you, Mr. President, for your 
time, and I thank Senator WYDEN. And 
I wish both of you a Merry, Merry 
Christmas. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The 
objection was heard. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Texas. 

UNANIMOUS CONSENT REQUEST—H.R. 6503 
Mr. CRUZ. Mr. President, over the 

next 2 weeks, more than 7.5 million 
Americans will fly to see loved ones 
and to celebrate the holidays—a record 
number. 

This is no easy feat. A seamless trav-
el experience depends on airlines, on 
air traffic controllers, on airport man-
agers, on TSA screeners all working to-
gether for the aviation system to run 
efficiently during times of extreme 
strain like the holiday season. 

At the center of this effort is the 
Federal Aviation Administration, but 
there is one problem: The FAA’s au-
thorities are set to expire at the end of 
the year. 

Without the FAA extension, air trav-
el and air cargo for those counting on 
quick shipping during Christmas and 
New Year’s will be severely impacted. 
At the moment, we face a potential 
challenge of not extending the FAA’s 
authorities because of the objections of 
a Senate Democrat. 

This is irresponsible and, frankly, 
bad for the safety Agency’s ability to 
operate effectively. For the past year, 
Senator CANTWELL, the chairman of 
the Commerce Committee, and myself 
have worked to pass a long-term FAA 
authorization. The authorization we 
drafted on a bipartisan basis addresses 
airport infrastructure, workforce chal-
lenges, ATC staffing, protections for 
passengers, the safety framework, 
manufacturing. I could go on. 

It is an important bill that makes 
progress toward solving some of the 
challenges facing aviation, but we need 
to make sure we get it right. We now 
find ourselves having to pass a second 
short-term FAA authorization in less 
than 6 months, without even having 
gotten the bill through committee. 

This situation was entirely avoid-
able, but special interests, in par-
ticular the pilots’ unions like ALPA, 
have decided that if they can’t get 

their way, then the American people 
should pay the price. 

There have been several times 
throughout this process where we 
thought we had a deal, but, inevitably, 
some of my colleagues on the other 
side of the aisle, often spurred on by 
the union, have tanked these agree-
ments. 

Each month, it seems, there is a new 
issue we are told cannot be in the FAA 
bill because the unelected special in-
terests are opposed to it. First, it was 
a modest reform to update pilot train-
ing. Then it was raising the retirement 
age for pilots. Imagine telling a per-
fectly healthy 66-year-old pilot who 
wants to fly, no, you can’t fly anymore 
because your union has decided that 
younger pilots—with a lifetime of 
union dues still to pay—are more im-
portant than you are. 

What next will unelected, unaccount-
able, special interests tell Senate 
Democrats that we are not allowed to 
have in the FAA bill? 

Let me be clear. Short-term exten-
sions are not good for the FAA. This 
extension until March should be the 
last extension. I am not satisfied with 
kicking the can down the road. I don’t 
presume to speak on behalf of my part-
ner in this effort, Senator CANTWELL, 
but I am certain that she doesn’t want 
to continue kicking the can down the 
road either. 

I would prefer that we pass a serious, 
multiyear authorization, such as the 
bill Senator CANTWELL and I agreed to 
in June, but, unfortunately, in the 
months since that stalled markup, we 
have not made substantial progress, 
and we still have numerous out-
standing provisions. 

I am very concerned that given the 
time we have, the limited progress we 
have made, and the constant moving 
goalposts in bill negotiations, that we 
are getting to the point that we will be 
forced to extend the FAA’s authority 
until 2025. 

I don’t want to do that. I don’t think 
Chair CANTWELL wants to do that ei-
ther. We need to get this bill done, and 
I am still committed to trying to do so 
if it is a bill that is actually bipartisan 
and not a special interest wish list that 
ignores very real problems like the 
pilot shortage. 

In a moment, I will ask unanimous 
consent for the Senate to pass the FAA 
extension, which will last until March 
8. The House earlier this week voted 
376 to 15 to pass this legislation. The 
Senate cannot leave for the holidays 
without passing an extension. 

Without an extension, here is what 
would happen: No. 1, all airport con-
struction projects using FAA grants 
would immediately stop. No. 2, the 
FAA would lose the ability to make 
new expenditures from the aviation 
trust fund, causing many employees in 
airports, facilities and equipment, and 
R&D offices to be immediately fur-
loughed. No. 3, special authorizations 
for drone operations would expire. No. 
4, airlines would have no authority to 

collect ticket taxes that fund the avia-
tion trust fund. 

In 2011, the last time the FAA’s au-
thorization lapsed, more than 4,000 
FAA employees were furloughed, and 
the FAA lost more than $400 million. 
The 2-week lapse halted billions of dol-
lars’ worth of construction projects 
and impacted more than 70,000 con-
struction jobs. 

Leaving town without giving the 
FAA the certainty to operate would be 
a mistake. I remain committed to 
working with Senator CANTWELL to ne-
gotiate a truly bipartisan FAA bill 
that the Agency, the industry, and the 
flying public deserve. 

And with that, I yield the floor to the 
Senator from Kansas. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Kansas. 

Mr. MORAN. Mr. President, I thank 
my colleague from Texas Senator 
CRUZ, and I appreciate his leadership. 
He is here to make the effort to see 
that we reauthorize, on a temporary 
basis, the FAA. He is absolutely right; 
it has to be done before the end of the 
year. We are creating more uncertainty 
every day, every hour that we fail to do 
so. It is regrettable that the Senator 
from Texas is here to do that. It is al-
most a question in my mind, When do 
we have an agreement that is not an 
agreement? 

We have been down this path several 
times now in which we believe we are 
ready to markup, only to find that 
something else stands in the way. 

I was here earlier today to talk about 
the importance of a long-term reau-
thorization. And while I am here to 
support the short-term extension, only 
to get us to the point of a long-term re-
authorization, it is significant that we 
do what we need to do today, and that 
means it is then an opportunity for us 
to complete our work in the early 
year—the few first weeks of January 
2024. 

We came together to confirm an FAA 
Administrator. We can do this. We did 
it 98 to zero. I implore my colleagues to 
allow this opportunity to have this 
short-term extension take place, and, 
most importantly, I implore my col-
leagues that we find this path forward 
for the safety of those Kansans and the 
safety of Americans who utilize our 
airways. 

Our country’s economic interests, 
our public’s safety interests all come 
together. It is a mistake for us to have 
short-term extension after short-term 
extension. One last time, let’s do it 
today and complete our work. 

We should be able to do this, and I 
ask that we extend the FAA today and 
complete our work in January. I thank 
the gentleman from Texas for his ef-
forts to accomplish that goal. 

Mr. CRUZ. Mr. President, at this 
point, I yield to the Senator from 
North Carolina. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from North Carolina. 

Mr. BUDD. Mr. President, in the past 
year, we have witnessed one aviation 
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failure after another from the Biden 
administration. They began the year 
by nominating someone to head the 
Federal Aviation Administration who 
didn’t seem to know the first thing 
about aviation. 

The administration’s Secretary of 
Transportation has presided over a se-
ries of, shall we say, transportation 
challenges. From near-miss incidents 
to the first nationwide ground stop 
since 9/11, the Department doesn’t seem 
to have a handle on its basic function, 
and that is looking out for the safety 
of the traveling public. 

Now Senate Democrats are blocking 
the FAA from being reauthorized right 
before the holidays. And the con-
sequences of this lack of action, it 
could be really severe. The FAA would 
lose the ability to collect revenue and 
spend money from the Airport and Air-
way Trust Fund. That would be disas-
trous, as the aviation trust fund is one 
of the few funds in Washington that ac-
tually runs a surplus each year. 

The Airport and Airway Trust Fund 
finances important safety improve-
ments for airports across the country, 
and any lapse in authorization threat-
ens to halt new and existing construc-
tion projects. 

The FAA would also lose the ability 
to hire new air traffic controllers at a 
time when key facilities are experi-
encing staffing shortages. 

Finally, a lapse in authorization 
could mean 10 percent of FAA’s work-
force will be furloughed on January 1. 
Simply put, families who are trying to 
visit their friends and loved ones for 
the holidays, they shouldn’t have to 
endure more hoops, hurdles, and 
delays. 

America, we have the best aviation 
system in the world, and we can’t let 
politics get in the way of that. 

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

ator from Texas. 
Mr. CRUZ. Mr. President, as in legis-

lative session, I ask unanimous consent 
that the Senate proceed to the imme-
diate consideration of H.R. 6503, which 
was received from the House; further, 
that the bill be considered read a third 
time and passed and that the motion to 
reconsider be considered made and laid 
upon the table. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there 
objection? 

The Senator from Colorado. 
Mr. BENNET. Mr. President, reserv-

ing the right to object, it is good to be 
here on the floor with my colleagues. I 
actually was going to talk about the 
FAA, but I came out here, and I got ac-
cused by the Senator from Texas of 
being irresponsible. And my friend Phil 
Washington, who is up for the FAA, 
was attacked for not knowing anything 
about airports. 

So I just want to address those two 
things before I go into my remarks. 
One, to the gentleman from North 
Carolina, Phil Washington knows a 
considerable amount about transpor-
tation and aviation in this country. 

That was ignored by the Senator from 
Texas. It is being ignored this after-
noon by the Senator from North Caro-
lina. 

He runs Denver International Air-
port. That is one of the largest airports 
in the United States of America. It is 
an airport that has been built more re-
cently than any other airport in the 
United States of America. It has the 
third largest traffic in the world. It 
now has the United hub there. I was 
just talking to the President of United 
yesterday, CEO. They have more traffic 
coming through there than they do in 
Chicago. 

So, for the record, let me just say, 
Phil Washington knows a lot about 
this, and I am sorry that his nomina-
tion didn’t go forward. That is not why 
we are here today. 

Let me also say, since he called me 
irresponsible, that it is nice to hear the 
Senator from Texas come out here and 
plead for some regular order, in terms 
of how our government should work, to 
worry about the fact that people could 
be furloughed or laid off; that they are 
uncertain of the future because the bill 
is not permanent. 

These were all concerns he did not 
have the last time we were on the floor 
together when he had shut the govern-
ment down while Colorado was lit-
erally underwater because of floods, 
when we were out here having that 
crocodile tears speech the last time, 
and I am glad that he has reconsidered 
all of that and that he wants the FAA 
to run in a proper fashion. 

But I don’t think it is irresponsible 
for me to be here today to object, and 
I will object to this request because I 
think it is critically important for us 
to use this moment to fulfill our obli-
gations in the world, to the United 
States’ national security, and to our 
commitment to democracy both here 
and throughout the Western world. 

The Ukrainian people were invaded 2 
years ago by Vladimir Putin. They 
didn’t ask for that. By a tyrant. They 
did not ask for that. 

The intelligence agencies told us that 
Kyiv would be taken in 72 hours. That 
is what they said it would take. My 
colleague from the Intelligence Com-
mittee is here on the floor, and he 
knows that. They were told that Putin 
would be able to install a puppet gov-
ernment in Ukraine and be able to dic-
tate the future of the Ukrainian peo-
ple, be able to keep Ukraine from being 
part of the West. 

Well, as sometimes happens in 
human history, they were completely 
wrong. They were completely wrong. 
The Ukrainian people, much to the sur-
prise of the entire world, because of 
their courage, because of their bravery, 
because of our support—both our intel-
ligence support and the armaments 
that we have been able to ship them, 
which, by the way, have allowed us to 
restart our own national security ef-
forts because we are building those 
weapons systems here in 38 States—the 
Ukrainian people have taken back half 

the territory that Putin took from 
them. Nobody would have ever believed 
that. 

The Ukrainian people and their mili-
tary have pushed Putin’s navy out of 
the Black Sea without even having a 
navy. They have no navy, and those 
guys are so unbelievable that they 
have taken the tools that they have 
created and that we have given them to 
push Putin out of the Black Sea and to 
reopen those incredibly important 
grain shipments to the rest of the 
world to keep the rest of the world in 
this war. They have won battle after 
battle after battle. 

I hear people around here—it is so 
tiresome—say that the stalemate on 
the frontlines between Zelenskyy and 
Putin, between Ukraine and the Rus-
sian troops, is somehow a failure for 
Ukraine on their part. Nothing could 
be further from the truth. Nothing 
could be further from the truth. 

It is a miracle—actually, it is not a 
miracle because they did it through 
their blood, sweat, and tears. It is a 
testament to the sacrifice that the 
Ukrainian people have gone through, 
to what their troops have gone 
through, to the number of Russian 
troops and Russian artillery that they 
have taken off the battlefield, that 
they have created a stalemate in this 
war. That is not an admission of fail-
ure; that is an admission of success. 

What we are trying to figure out 
today, when we go into this long win-
ter, when Putin is on television today 
saying that the Ukrainians are out of 
bullets, that the United States is going 
to stop funding the Ukrainian people, 
telling the Western world, the free 
world, which has been so inspired by 
what the Ukrainian people have done, 
so inspired by their courage and their 
bravery that they have come together, 
with the leadership of the United 
States, to strengthen NATO in ways 
nobody could have imaged, and to have 
free citizens all over the world say to 
people like the Senator from Texas and 
me: Do more. Do more. Do more. 

That is what they are doing during 
this Christmas season. They are fight-
ing for their lives. They are fighting 
for democracy. They don’t get to say 
‘‘OK, it is time to go home’’ 11 days be-
fore Christmas has happened. Their 
fight is our fight. Their fight is our 
fight. 

(Ms. BUTLER assumes the Chair.) 
Madam President, I held up the budg-

et bill a few months—by the way, it is 
very nice to see the Senator from Cali-
fornia in the Chair. I have never seen 
you up there. Good to see you. 

I held the budget bill several months 
ago on this floor because it had no 
funding for Ukraine, even though we 
said that we would fund Ukraine, be-
cause there was no plan to get it fund-
ed. On the single most important thing 
we have in front of the world, not just 
the Senate of the United States, we 
had no plan to fund Ukraine, and I 
thought that was a lousy message to 
send, and it was a lousy message to 
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send. We left here without funding it. 
Actually, it turned out we left here 
without a Speaker of the House. 

We left here with bright lights flash-
ing on the institutional incompetence 
of our own democracy, which, by the 
way, that is not a great look for the 
United States of America. And what 
happened? We left, and a death cult 
called Hamas killed 1,400 Israelis while 
we were gone, and now we have a war 
going on in the Middle East. The world 
is an unpredictable place. 

I am encouraged because a few days 
ago, it looked to me like this deal was 
dead. A few days ago, I was facing the 
prospect of calling up my mom, who 
was born in Warsaw, Poland, in 1938, 
who is still alive—the worst moment 
probably in human history to be born 
Jewish and the worst place on the plan-
et to be born when she was born—who 
can’t believe she has lived long enough, 
and thank God she has lived long 
enough—but she would say: I can’t be-
lieve I have lived long enough to see 
another land war break out in Europe. 
But she has, and it happened. 

I thought I was going to have to be in 
a position of saying to my mother: We 
haven’t learned anything from history. 
We haven’t learned anything about the 
16 million people who were killed in 
the years after she was born just in Po-
land and just in Ukraine, just in those 
two countries, by Hitler and by Stalin. 
We haven’t learned anything. We are 
too tired. We are too busy. We are too 
distracted by the other stuff that is 
going on in the United States of Amer-
ica to actually do our work—which, by 
the way, no other country in the world 
can do. There is no other country in 
the world that can turn on the leader-
ship that we can provide. There is no 
other country in the world that can 
provide the munitions we are pro-
viding. 

I want to say again to the American 
people that virtually 90 percent of the 
armaments that we are sending to 
Ukraine are being made here in the 
United States of America, 38 States— 
Colorado is not one of them—putting 
people to work all over the United 
States, driving incomes up but also, 
more important than that, making us 
ready in a world where Hamas has at-
tacked Israel, where Putin has invaded 
Ukraine, where Xi is watching every 
single day to see whether we are going 
to turn our backs on our allies in the 
free world who have done everything 
that anybody here could have asked 
for. In fact, nobody would have ever 
asked for it because nobody here would 
have believed it was possible. No one 
would have believed it was possible. 
And for what, by the way? Zelenskyy 
told us in the first Zoom call we had 
with President Zelenskyy: Just so we 
can live our lives the way you live your 
lives. 

He said the other day, in front of the 
Democrats and Republicans who came 
to see him when he was here, that he 
thought he could win if we continued 
to supply him but that he would lose if 
we didn’t continue to supply him. 

He said: Either way, we are going to 
fight to the death—either way, with 
your help or without your help. One 
way, we will be successful. The other 
way, we are going to lose. 

He said: The reason why we are going 
to do that is because the Ukrainian 
people love freedom, because the 
Ukrainian people want to live their 
lives the way you live your lives. 

I mentioned the Middle East. Every 
day—and I hear my colleagues on the 
other side of the aisle say every single 
day Iran is now attacking our troops in 
Iraq. The Houthis are sending their 
missiles to attack shipping around 
Israel and around the Middle East. 

There are flashing red lights going on 
all over the Middle East, and the 
Israelis have to worry about another 
front opening up there. 

Finally, of course, China is watching 
what we are doing as well. 

I would never have attached these 
border issues to the Ukraine bill. I 
would never have attached these immi-
gration issues to the Ukraine bill. But 
some Republican colleagues have done 
it because they have said: This is an 
important bill. We are going to use this 
to leverage our concerns about immi-
gration or the border. 

I have a lot of concerns about a lot of 
things. I think our education system 
doesn’t work well for poor kids in this 
country at all. I think our healthcare 
system doesn’t work well for the Amer-
ican people. But I am not attaching 
those to this piece of business. 

But I have heard Republicans who 
support Ukraine who have said they 
need to do this in order for us to have 
a bipartisan bill. I have heard the 
President of the United States say our 
immigration system is broken. I have 
heard the Homeland Security adviser, 
the Secretary of Homeland Security, 
say the same thing. 

I will tell you, I think the American 
people do not want an immigration 
system that is run by transnational 
smuggling rings, transnational gangs 
that are sending people to the border of 
the United States at record numbers. I 
don’t think the American people want 
that. 

So if there is a way for us to have a 
negotiation here that can get us to a 
good result for the American people on 
immigration and on the border, and 
that is the price people have said they 
are going to insist on, I have been will-
ing to have that discussion, and I will 
be willing to have that discussion. It is 
one of the other reasons why I think we 
shouldn’t leave. 

But as I said a few days ago, we were 
making no progress. Now, finally, we 
are making some progress, and the 
world is watching what we do here, and 
we can’t fail. Given how screwed up 
American politics can be, it can make 
you wonder whether we ought to take 
an extra day or a day after that or an 
extra few days or whether we ought to 
just stay here and do the work or 
whether we ought to move on to other 
things, like the FAA bill, before we are 
done. 

I know I have tested your patience, 
and I have tested the patience of the 
Senator from Texas, I am sure, this 
afternoon, and I am going to stop. But 
I want to finish by saying, at least 
speaking for myself, I don’t think there 
is anything that anybody who is here 
will ever do in this Senate that is going 
to be more important than the vote we 
are going to take on additional funding 
for Ukraine. 

I think we are going to either estab-
lish or reestablish America’s very spe-
cial place in this world and our leader-
ship of free countries and democracies 
around the world or we are going to 
squander that in the face of what Putin 
is already telling us he is going to do, 
in the face of what the Iranians are al-
ready doing to our soldiers who are in 
the Middle East, and in the face of 
what Xi Jinping is thinking about with 
respect to Taiwan. 

The authoritarian leaders in this 
world think they have a better way of 
running human affairs than democ-
racy. I think they are wrong. 

When the Ukrainian people have 
fought as hard as they have for the last 
2 years and eclipsed any expectation 
that anybody could have had for them, 
the least we can do is continue our sup-
port. 

Finally, let me say, as I close, that it 
is going to be really important for us 
to get back to a place where we can 
have a bipartisan discussion about how 
to create a functional immigration sys-
tem in America. 

Now, I am not just talking about the 
border. Immigration has been a fun-
damentally important part of our 
country’s history, and it will be a fun-
damentally important part of our 
country’s future. It is a massive advan-
tage that the United States has over 
other countries around the world when 
it is working well. And there are people 
all over the world who want to be here. 
No one is crossing the Gobi Desert to 
get into Beijing, and we should be 
happy about that. They want to come 
here. 

One of the highlights of my life has 
been in 2013, when I was part of the 
Gang of 8 here that negotiated an im-
migration bill that had a pathway to 
citizenship for 11 million people that 
were undocumented. It had the most 
progressive Dream Act that had ever 
been written. It had all the visa stuff 
for farmers and ranchers and for busi-
ness people. It had $40 billion in border 
security to strengthen our southern 
border and be able to say to the Amer-
ican people that we are taking that se-
riously. Unfortunately, it didn’t pass. 

And times have changed since then. 
You know, these transnational gangs 
have made it their business to make 
billions of dollars sending people to the 
southern border every single day, and 
we have to take notice of that. We are 
going to have to adjust. But I hope that 
doesn’t mean there won’t be a day that 
comes back where we have a chance to 
do it in a bipartisan way. 
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In the meantime, we have to get our 

work done in Ukraine. In the mean-
time, we shouldn’t leave. In the mean-
time, I don’t think we should move on 
to other pieces of legislation. For all 
those reasons, I object. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objec-
tion is heard. 

The Senator from Texas. 
Mr. CRUZ. Madam President, early 

in his remarks, the Senator from Colo-
rado said the last time he and I were on 
this floor debating was when I had shut 
down the government and he was step-
ping forward to save those who had 
been shut down. Now, that would be en-
tirely accurate if my name were CHUCK 
SCHUMER; but since it is not, what the 
Senator from Colorado said is bla-
tantly, objectively false. 

The last time he and I were doing 
this, the date was January 24, 2019. We 
were in the midst of the Schumer shut-
down. CHUCK SCHUMER and the Demo-
crats had forced a shutdown. The Gov-
ernment was shut down, and there was 
a particularly unfair aspect of that 
shutdown, which is that Congress had 
voted to fund the military—the Army, 
the Navy, the Marines, and the Air 
Force—but the Coast Guards had been 
left out because the Coast Guards are 
not in DOD, they had been left out. On 
January 24, 2019, Senator SULLIVAN and 
I came down to this floor to seek eq-
uity for the Coast Guard, to simply 
say: Pay our Coast Guardsmen the 
same as our soldiers, sailors, airmen, 
and marines—and the Senator from 
Colorado stood up and objected. So un-
derstand, what he just said is exactly 
opposite of what happened. 

Our Coast Guardsmen went weeks in 
2019 without being paid during that 
shutdown because the Senator from 
Colorado objected to their getting a 
paycheck. And during his remarks on 
that day, he jumped up and down and 
screamed at me and insulted me to 
great fanfare. And I think he was proud 
of his performance, because he then put 
it in his launch email for his Presi-
dential campaign that ‘‘I screamed at 
Cruz.’’ 

Now, I suppose I should feel mildly 
offended that that was not a persuasive 
argument in the Democratic primary 
and he got maybe a percent. 

That was the last contest: shutting 
down the Coast Guard where the Sen-
ator from Colorado was responsible for 
tens of thousands of Coast Guardsmen 
not getting their paychecks. 

Understand where we are today. 
Today, the question is, does the FAA 
stay open or not? And once again, the 
Senator from Colorado is the shutdown 
Senator. The FAA extension would 
pass had he not said those two words ‘‘I 
object.’’ 

Now, we heard from the Senator from 
Colorado a long discourse on Ukraine. 
You know, remarkably missing from 
that discourse was acknowledgment 
that responsibility for the war in 
Ukraine falls very directly on the 
Biden White House, on Senate Demo-
crats, and on the Senator from Colo-

rado in particular who played a direct 
role in causing the war in Ukraine. 

Now, how is that? 
Putin did not wake up yesterday 

wanting to invade Ukraine. He has 
wanted to invade Ukraine for years. He 
did so in the year 2014. He invaded Cri-
mea in the southern portion of 
Ukraine. But he stopped. He did not go 
into the full country. 

Why? Because Russia’s major source 
of revenue is selling oil and gas, and 
the natural gas pipelines run right 
through the middle of Ukraine. He 
could not risk damaging or destroying 
those pipelines. 

So in 2015, Vladimir Putin began 
what is known as Nord Stream II, an 
undersea pipeline from Russia to Ger-
many, the entire purpose of which was 
to circumvent Ukraine so once it was 
built and operational, he could invade 
Ukraine. 

In 2019, I authored sanctions legisla-
tion to shut down the Nord Stream II 
pipeline. That sanctions legislation got 
overwhelming bipartisan support, in-
cluding from the Senator from Colo-
rado. It passed, and Putin shut down 
building the Nord Stream II pipeline 
literally the day President Trump 
signed my sanctions legislation into 
law. 

In December of 2020, I again authored 
bipartisan legislation putting more 
sanctions on Nord Stream II. Once 
again, the Senator from Colorado and 
every Democrat supported it. It passed 
and was signed into law. 

Joe Biden became President January 
20, 2021. Four days later, on January 24, 
Putin resumed deep sea construction of 
the Nord Stream II pipeline. Four days 
later. Why? Because Biden had 
telegraphed weakness. He had told 
Putin: I am going to go soft on the 
Nord Stream II pipeline. 

And what he telegraphed was accu-
rate, because several months later, 
Biden formally waived sanctions on 
Nord Stream II. He gave a multibillion 
dollar gift to Putin and allowed him to 
complete the pipeline. 

Now, in January of 2022, I forced an-
other vote on the Senate floor—a vote 
to reimpose sanctions on the Nord 
Stream II pipeline. The Senator from 
Colorado just invoked President 
Zelenskyy. Oddly enough, he didn’t 
seem to care what President Zelenskyy 
thought in January of 2022, because 
President Zelenskyy in January of 2022 
begged the U.S. Senate: Please pass 
Cruz’s sanctions legislation. It is the 
last best hope to stop Russia from in-
vading Ukraine. The Government of 
Poland put out a formal statement say-
ing: Please pass Cruz’s sanctions. If 
you do not, Putin will invade Ukraine. 

On the day of the vote, Joe Biden 
came to Capitol Hill. He came to meet 
with the Senate Democrats. It was the 
first time in his presidency he had done 
that. And he asked them as a personal 
favor: Will you stand with the Biden 
White House? Will you stand with Rus-
sia? Will you stand with Putin—will 
you vote to give billions of dollars to 

Putin? And, I am sorry to say, 44 
Democrats flipped their votes. 

On the day of the vote I stood here on 
the floor and said: If you vote no, we 
will see Russian tanks in the streets of 
Kyiv. But 44 Democrats flipped their 
votes and decided partisan loyalty to 
the White House mattered more than 
Ukraine, mattered more than stopping 
Russia, and just 4 weeks later, the Rus-
sian tanks rolled in. And the Senator 
from Colorado was one of those 44 votes 
who voted for Russia and Putin on the 
eve of the war. And if you don’t believe 
me, go look at what Zelenskyy said in 
January of 2022: If you vote no, Russia 
will invade. 

Now, I don’t doubt that the Senator 
from Colorado today has genuine and 
good faith concern for the people of 
Ukraine. That is admirable. But under-
stand what he is doing here. He is not 
doing anything related to Ukraine. He 
is holding the American flying public 
hostage. He is saying—because he is 
mad about what is happening on 
Ukraine funding—he wants to shut the 
FAA down. He wants to shut jobs down 
in the Denver airport. 

And I would just urge the Senator 
from Colorado to listen to a very, very 
wise Senator from this body. And I will 
read a quote: 

Politics. Holding up FAA extension. 
Costing Colorado jobs. Hashtag ‘‘FAA 
shutdown.’’ 

Now the author of that tweet, that 
would be Senator MICHAEL BENNET. He 
sent that on August 4, 2011—the last 
time we had an FAA shutdown. And I 
would say that Senator BENNET, I sus-
pect, might not recognize the Senator 
today, but I would urge listening to the 
2011 Senator who understood shutting 
the FAA down is bad for Colorado; it is 
bad for the country. And so I would 
urge the Senator from Colorado, if you 
are unhappy about Ukraine funding, 
don’t hold the flying public hostage. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Colorado. 

Mr. BENNET. I thank the Senator 
from Texas. Actually, it is fun to re-
member all this, and I am sorry I don’t 
have a phone on my desk. Nobody can 
send me my prior quotes or his prior 
quotes. I wish I had thought to do that. 
But I have a pretty good memory, and 
the facts are on the floor. The facts are 
the facts. 

When we were out here in 2019—and, 
by the way, I would never confuse the 
Senator from Texas with Senator 
SCHUMER. So let’s establish that at the 
outset. I know you are two different 
people. You are very different people. 

When we were out here in 2019, 
though, what I was talking about was, 
I was reminding people of the shutdown 
you led in 2013 while Colorado was un-
derwater, while there were cities and 
towns all over our State who had been 
crushed by the floodwaters that had 
started in these unexpected storms and 
come rushing through these mountain 
valleys and ended up destroying towns 
and villages. It looked like bombs had 
gone off. The people in Colorado were 
digging themselves out. 
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There were people—local elected offi-

cials, Democrats and Republicans—who 
were doing the work they needed to do. 
And the Federal Government was shut 
down because of Senator CRUZ from 
Texas. That is what happened. Those 
people are owed an apology for what 
the Senator of Texas did. 

And then he came out here in 2019 
pretending that he cared about trying 
to resolve—by the way, it wasn’t CHUCK 
SCHUMER’s shutdown. It was Donald 
Trump’s shutdown. He was the Presi-
dent. It was the longest shutdown in 
American history. And I don’t have my 
phone to tell me this, but if you look it 
up—please do—you will find it was the 
Trump shutdown, not the Schumer 
shutdown. And it went on forever—not 
forever, but it was the longest shut-
down ever. And Senator CRUZ was com-
ing out here with these Potemkin 
pieces of legislation to sort of trick 
Democrats or to force Democrats into 
taking a bad vote on the funding of the 
Coast Guard while the whole rest of the 
Government was shut down. 

He might have believed that the most 
important thing to do at that moment, 
I suppose, was to fund the Coast Guard 
and to leave everything else shut down. 
I suppose that is possible. 

I suspect the likelier reason was that 
he was trying to create a vote that said 
the Democrats are for shutting the 
government down—or shutting the 
Coast Guard down, not shutting the 
government down. Donald Trump had 
shut the government down, President 
Trump. And that is what we were out 
here discussing. 

So you give me the opportunity to 
remind everyone of the 2013 events. 
And I won’t withdraw what I said in 
2019. 

I will say that I want to thank the 
Senator from Texas for remembering 
that I even had a Presidential cam-
paign at all. It is not a well-remem-
bered event in the history of our de-
mocracy. I am grateful that he could 
have played a role in trying to get me 
off the ground. We will have to see. But 
that was not the great—as I have said 
to people—well, I won’t go on. 

I will say to the Senator from Texas 
that when I got in, even my mom said: 
Do we need one more Democrat in this 
race, MICHAEL? So that was how I 
started that race. 

Then, I will say, finally, that the 
FAA doesn’t end up expiring until the 
31st of this month. We have time in 
front of us to do the work that needs to 
be done. 

I want to congratulate the Senator 
from Texas for the work that he did on 
the Nord Stream Pipeline. I think that 
was meaningful work. 

I remember you standing out here at 
a time when a lot of other people didn’t 
even know what you were talking 
about and having you stand here and 
make that case. So I give you that, for 
sure. 

I would say, also, that I am sure you 
feel passionately that the position that 
you took before Putin invaded Ukraine 

might have had some effect on what he 
did. We have a disagreement about 
that, but that is OK. Neither of us can 
change what has happened in the past. 
But what we can do is make sure that 
we recognize that this tyrant has in-
vaded Ukraine; that this tyrant has 
done something that is in contraven-
tion of the civil order since World War 
II, since my mom was born in Poland 
in 1938; that the world has come to-
gether to support the free people of 
Ukraine in their battle; that Putin’s 
only allies in this battle today are 
North Korea and Iran and sort of 
China, which are kind of watching how 
this all unfolds. 

So the question before us now is not, 
I don’t think, did we have some vote in 
the Senate that went one way or an-
other—and I am sorry to the Senator 
from Wyoming, I will stop—went some 
way or another or that Democrats or 
that Joe Biden are somehow respon-
sible for Vladimir Putin invading 
Ukraine. 

First of all, that is certainly not 
true, even if we have disagreements 
about what was going on here. But 
what is certainly true is that Vladimir 
Putin invaded Ukraine. He decided to 
invade Ukraine. The Ukrainian people 
have exposed the weakness of Putin’s 
army. They have exposed the weakness 
of his leadership. They have exposed 
the weakness of his strategy. They 
have exposed the strength of NATO. 
They have exposed the importance of 
American leadership. They have given 
us the chance to rearm the American 
people. They have pushed back Xi 
Jinping. That is not bad for 2 years of 
work. 

And we should not go home. We 
should stay here and do the work we 
need to do to support Ukraine. 

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

ator from Wyoming. 
UNANIMOUS CONSENT REQUEST—H.R. 1042 

Mr. BARRASSO. Madam President, 
we heard a lot about Russia here. We 
heard a lot about enabling and empow-
ering Vladimir Putin, empowering him 
financially. 

I am here today to offer and support 
legislation that will defund Vladimir 
Putin; that will take a billion dollars 
of U.S. money out of his pocket. I am 
here today and rise in support of H.R. 
1042. It prohibits Russian uranium im-
ports. 

For years, Russia’s state-owned nu-
clear monopoly has dumped artificially 
cheap uranium into our American mar-
ket. And as a result of all of this, Rus-
sia and Putin have gained a com-
manding share of the whole world’s nu-
clear fuel supply chain. 

Russia has driven America’s nuclear 
fuel suppliers out of business—com-
pletely out of business—and Russia has 
put Americans out of work. That is 
what I am bringing here today because 
we are sending, roughly, a billion dol-
lars a year to Russia for uranium. We 
need to stop that. We need to block it. 

We are now at a point where the 
United States cannot even fuel our own 

next generation of advanced nuclear re-
actors. If Congress doesn’t step in, 
these advanced reactors will have no 
other choice than to be dependent on 
Russian uranium. 

To make matters worse, we now 
know that Vladimir Putin is using 
Russia’s nuclear monopoly—to use that 
money to fund this brutal invasion of 
Ukraine that we have just been dis-
cussing here on the Senate floor. Rus-
sia’s nuclear monopoly has also helped 
Putin evade sanctions and provide 
equipment and materiels to Russia’s 
military in Ukraine. 

None of this should surprise us. That 
is who Vladimir Putin is. He has cre-
ated—created—Russia’s nuclear mo-
nopoly. We shouldn’t be shocked that 
he has turned it into his piggy bank 
and his toolkit for his regime. 

It is time the American people in this 
country stop funding Russia’s nuclear 
monopoly. We can do this, and we 
could do it right here today, by ending 
Russian imports of uranium into the 
United States. 

Ending Russian imports would pro-
vide certainty to America’s nuclear 
fuel suppliers—those suppliers that 
Russia cannot undermine again. We 
cannot allow that to happen. It would 
also ensure that we are not financing 
and continuing to finance Putin’s war 
in Ukraine. 

On Monday, the House of Representa-
tives passed H.R. 1042 with unanimous 
support. This bill would end imports of 
Russian uranium within 90 days and, 
therefore, end this billion dollars a 
year of American money going to fuel 
Russia’s war machine. 

H.R. 1042 is a companion to a bipar-
tisan bill that I have introduced along 
with my bipartisan cosponsor, Senator 
MANCHIN, as well as Senator RISCH— 
both of whom are on the floor right 
now. 

The Senate Energy and Natural Re-
sources Committee unanimously 
passed out our bill in May. It is a bill 
that we developed in collaboration 
with America’s nuclear industry and 
the Department of Energy and other 
Agencies. 

As I get ready to offer a unanimous 
consent request, I would yield to Sen-
ator RISCH for a brief statement. 

Mr. RISCH. Thank you, Senator. 
I want to join my good friend from 

Wyoming in this really important 
issue. 

We are talking here today about en-
riched uranium, a commodity that is 
absolutely critical to America. Not 
only is it an energy security issue, it is 
a national security imperative. 

Right now, we get about one-fifth of 
our enriched uranium out of Russia. 
What is that doing? It is doing a num-
ber of things. No. 1, it gives Russia con-
trol over the supply, but just as impor-
tantly, at the same time, it is helping 
finance Russia’s war against Ukraine. 

It is past time that we end this de-
pendence on or even use of any kind of 
Russian-enriched uranium. 

Congress took a tremendous step by 
passing the Nuclear Fuel Security Act, 
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