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session during the session of the Sen-
ate on Thursday, March 21, 2024, at 8 
a.m., to conduct a hearing. 

COMMITTEE ON COMMERCE, SCIENCE, AND 
TRANSPORTATION 

The Committee on Commerce, 
Science, and Transportation is author-
ized to meet during the session of the 
Senate on Thursday, March 21, 2024, at 
10 a.m., to conduct a hearing. 

COMMITTEE ON ENERGY AND NATURAL 
RESOURCES 

The Committee on Energy and Nat-
ural Resources is authorized to meet 
during the session of the Senate on 
Thursday, March 21, 2024, at 10 a.m., to 
conduct a hearing on nominations. 

COMMITTEE ON FINANCE 

The Committee on Finance is author-
ized to meet during the session of the 
Senate on Thursday, March 21, 2024, at 
10 a.m., to conduct a hearing. 

COMMITTEE ON FOREIGN RELATIONS 

The Committee on Foreign Relations 
is authorized to meet during the ses-
sion of the Senate on Thursday, March 
21, 2024, at 10:30 a.m., to conduct a 
hearing. 

f 

PRIVILEGES OF THE FLOOR 

Ms. BUTLER. Madam President, I 
ask unanimous consent that floor 
privileges be granted for the balance of 
the day for my interns: Daniel Soria, 
Senaite Habtewolde, and Phoebe Per-
kins. 

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

f 

MEASURE PLACED ON THE 
CALENDAR—H.R. 7024 

Mr. SCHUMER. Mr. President, I un-
derstand there is a bill at the desk that 
is due for a second reading. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The lead-
er is correct. 

The clerk will read the bill by title 
for the second time. 

The senior assistant legislative clerk 
read as follows: 

A bill (H.R. 7024) to make improvements to 
the child tax credit, to provide tax incen-
tives to promote economic growth, to pro-
vide special rules for the taxation of certain 
residents of Taiwan with income from 
sources within the United States, to provide 
tax relief with respect to certain Federal dis-
asters, to make improvements to the low-in-
come housing tax credit, and for other pur-
poses. 

Mr. SCHUMER. In order to place the 
bill on the Calendar under the provi-
sions of rule XIV, I would object to fur-
ther proceedings. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ob-
jection is heard. The bill will be placed 
on the Calendar. 

f 

EXTENDING THE DEADLINE TO 
COMMENCE CONSTRUCTION OF 
CERTAIN HYDROELECTRIC 
PROJECTS ON THE RED RIVER 

Mr. SCHUMER. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the Senate 

proceed to the immediate consider-
ation of S. 4050, which is at the desk. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will report the bill by title. 

The senior assistant legislative clerk 
read as follows: 

A bill (S. 4050) to extend the deadline to 
commence construction of certain hydro-
electric projects on the Red River. 

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

Mr. SCHUMER. I ask unanimous con-
sent that the bill be considered read a 
third time and passed and the motion 
to reconsider be considered made and 
laid upon the table. 

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

The bill (S. 4050) was ordered to be 
engrossed for a third reading, was read 
the third time, and passed as follows: 

S. 4050 
Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-

resentatives of the United States of America in 
Congress assembled, 
SECTION 1. EXTENSION OF DEADLINE TO COM-

MENCE CONSTRUCTION OF CERTAIN 
HYDROELECTRIC PROJECTS ON THE 
RED RIVER. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Notwithstanding the time 
period specified in section 13 of the Federal 
Power Act (16 U.S.C. 806) that would other-
wise apply to Federal Energy Regulatory 
Commission projects numbered P–12756 and 
P–13160, the Federal Energy Regulatory 
Commission (referred to in this section as 
the ‘‘Commission’’) may, at the request of 
the licensee for the applicable project, and 
after reasonable notice, in accordance with 
the good faith, due diligence, and public in-
terest requirements of that section and the 
procedures of the Commission under that 
section, extend the time period during which 
each licensee is required to commence con-
struction of the applicable project for one 
year from the date of the expiration of the 
extension most recently issued by the Com-
mission under that section for the applicable 
project. 

(b) REINSTATEMENT OF EXPIRED LICENSE.— 
If the time period required under section 13 
of the Federal Power Act (16 U.S.C. 806) for 
commencement of construction of a project 
described in subsection (a) expires before the 
date of enactment of this Act— 

(1) the Commission may reinstate the li-
cense for the applicable project effective as 
of the date of expiration of the license; and 

(2) the extension authorized under sub-
section (a) shall take effect on the date of 
that expiration. 

f 

RESOLUTIONS SUBMITTED TODAY 
Mr. SCHUMER. Mr. President, I ask 

unanimous consent that the Senate 
proceed to the en bloc consideration of 
the following Senate resolutions: S. 
Res. 611, S. Res. 612, S. Res. 613, S. Res. 
614, and S. Res. 615. 

There being no objection, the Senate 
proceeded to consider the resolutions 
en bloc. 

Mr. SCHUMER. Mr. President, this 
resolution concerns a request for evi-
dence in a criminal action pending in 
Nevada Federal district court. In this 
action, the defendant is charged with 
making threatening telephone calls 
last year to the offices of Senator 
JACKY ROSEN and Senator CATHERINE 
CORTEZ MASTO. Trial is scheduled to 
commence in May. 

The prosecution is seeking docu-
ments and testimony from employees 
of Senator ROSEN’s and Senator CORTEZ 
MASTO’s offices. The Senators would 
like to cooperate with this request by 
providing relevant employee testimony 
and documents from their offices. 

The enclosed resolution would au-
thorize employees in the offices of Sen-
ator ROSEN and Senator CORTEZ MASTO 
to testify and produce documents on 
behalf of their respective offices in this 
action, with representation by the Sen-
ate legal counsel. 

Mr. SCHUMER. I ask unanimous con-
sent that the resolutions be agreed to, 
the preambles be agreed to, and the 
motions to reconsider be considered 
made and laid upon the table, all en 
bloc. 

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

The resolutions were agreed to. 
The preambles were agreed to. 
(The resolutions, with their pre-

ambles, are printed in today’s RECORD 
under ‘‘Submitted Resolutions.’’) 

f 

ORDERS FOR FRIDAY, MARCH 22, 
2024 

Mr. SCHUMER. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that when the Sen-
ate completes its business today, it 
stand adjourned until 11 a.m. on Fri-
day, March 22; that following the pray-
er and pledge, the morning hour be 
deemed expired, the Journal of pro-
ceedings be approved to date, the time 
for the two leaders be reserved for their 
use later in the day, and morning busi-
ness be closed; that upon the conclu-
sion of morning business, the Senate 
proceed to executive session to resume 
consideration of the Gonzalez nomina-
tion; further, that at 12 noon the Sen-
ate vote on confirmation of the Gon-
zalez nomination; finally, that if any 
nominations are confirmed during Fri-
day’s session, the motions to recon-
sider be considered made and laid upon 
the table and the President be imme-
diately notified of the Senate’s actions. 

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

f 

ORDER FOR ADJOURNMENT 

Mr. SCHUMER. Mr. President, if 
there is no further business to come be-
fore the Senate, I ask that it stand ad-
journed under the previous order, fol-
lowing the remarks of Senator 
LANKFORD. 

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

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

ator from Oklahoma. 
f 

GOVERNMENT FUNDING 

Mr. LANKFORD. Mr. President, I am 
planning to bring three amendments to 
this set of appropriations bills that are 
coming. As we are quickly reading 
through it and going through the de-
tails and the information on the six 
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different sections of our Federal fund-
ing, which is incredibly important that 
we actually get done, there are many 
amendments that are here and many 
questions that have been raised. 

I am raising a couple of them on two 
different issues. The first is a very spe-
cific issue. It has been a challenge for 
us on dealing with an entity called spe-
cial interests aliens. It is a term you 
and I know, but many other people 
around the country do not know. 

Special interest alien is an actual 
designation the Department of Home-
land Security places on an individual 
when they cross the border based on 
where they are traveling from, maybe 
their connections there, areas of 
known terrorism, their travel patterns. 
The definition from the Department of 
Homeland Security is a special interest 
alien is a non-U.S. person who, based 
on an analysis of travel patterns, po-
tentially poses a national security risk 
to the United States for its interest. 

Just to be clear, when they are la-
beled ‘‘special interest aliens,’’ the De-
partment of Homeland Security is de-
claring this person potentially a na-
tional security risk to the United 
States. When that individual is encoun-
tered at our southern border—we asked 
many questions both of FBI and DHS— 
what happens next? 

In the past 5 months, we had 58 indi-
viduals who were on our Terror 
Watchlist. Those individuals on our 
Terror Watchlist, we know who they 
are. They have been identified. They 
were detained. We cannot get an exact 
number of the number of special inter-
est aliens. These are individuals we 
know have terror links or come from 
an area where there is known terrorism 
or are traveling in a travel pattern 
that we know other terrorists have 
traveled on, so we know that much 
about them, but we don’t know any-
thing else about them. 

We asked the simple question: Are 
they detained? The answer so far has 
been: Not all of them. 

When someone at the southern bor-
der is declared a national security risk, 
we think it is reasonable to have that 
person detained at our southern border. 
In the past several days, we had almost 
7,000 people a day illegally crossing our 
border. We don’t know how many of 
those were labeled a national security 
risk, but we do believe the number in 
the past few months has been in the 
thousands. 

But DHS has yet to give us the exact 
number. We have, potentially, in the 
thousands of people who have been de-
clared by this administration as a po-
tential national security risk, and they 
cannot tell us if they have been de-
tained, their whereabouts for all of 
them, how they determined that they 
were a national security risk, or what 
happens next. 

So the amendment I am bringing is 
very simple. The amendment I am 
bringing is to say we do not allow fund-
ing to be used to release people who 
have been designated a potential na-

tional security risk and to have them 
released into the United States so we 
don’t have a situation where we have 
individuals identified at the border as a 
potential national security risk and 
then they were just released on their 
own recognizance for a future hearing. 
That needs to be fixed. I wish it was 
fixed today, but it is not. It is an issue. 
This is an issue that I have raised for a 
year now, both with DHS and with the 
FBI. 

I recently met with ICE at a hearing. 
And when I met with some of the lead-
ership from ICE, I asked them about 
this on the detention. This was the re-
sponse I got from ICE, current adminis-
tration: It is accurate that we are not 
tracking special interest aliens on a 
day-to-day basis, not the totality of 
them. Some are probably on alter-
natives to detention where we have 
more tracking on, but we are not 
tracking all of them. 

Those who are on alternative deten-
tion means they have been released 
into the country, given a GPS device to 
turn themselves in later, after at the 
border they were declared a potential 
national security risk. 

To this body, I would challenge us to 
say: What would it take for us to de-
tain those individuals and to make 
sure that we are not releasing people 
into the country whom we recognize, 
literally, at the border are a national 
security risk? 

That is why I am bringing this 
amendment to this bill to say this is a 
commonsense approach to be able to 
deal with a very pragmatic national se-
curity risk. 

A second set of amendments that I 
am bringing actually deals with two 
earmarks. There are lots of earmarks 
in this bill, and we can have our own 
debate on earmarks in this body. I 
don’t actually request earmarks on it. 
I want competitive grants. I want to 
make sure we are focused on the high-
est national security priorities and the 
national priorities that we have—and 
we have many. My State has several. 
Many of your States do as well. 

We should compete for those to be 
able to make sure they were reaching 
the highest priorities. But I do under-
stand there are some in this body who 
disagree with me on that. I disagree 
with some of the earmarks that are in 
this, and I see differences of opinions 
on some that are here. Some deal, 
though, with military bases and cer-
tain construction, which is totally un-
derstandable. Some deal with schools 
and certain construction—totally un-
derstandable. Some deal with a couple 
of issues that I just have a difference of 
opinion that is pretty strong. 

Two of them deal with hospitals. Two 
of these earmarks deal with a hospital. 
One of them is Dartmouth Hitchcock 
hospital in New Hampshire and the 
other one is Women & Infants Hospital 
in Rhode Island. 

What would be unique about those 
hospitals? Well, this is about $2.5 mil-
lion in earmarks between the two of 

them. These two hospitals actually do 
late-term abortions. They are different 
than other hospitals that are on the 
earmark list. In fact, not only do these 
two hospitals actually do late-term 
abortions, they actually advertise that 
they do late-term abortions and put 
the word out. They make statements 
about that they are. Let me see if I can 
pull this out. They make statements 
they have not only supported late-term 
abortions up to 22 weeks, but they are 
ready to be able to do that. 

As one says, they routinely provide 
abortions up to 22 weeks. At 22 weeks, 
we are pushing 5 months of pregnancy. 
We have children who are alive today 
who were born premature at 21 weeks. 
But they are alive today because they 
were able to get the care when they 
had a premature delivery at 21 weeks. 

To make it clear, this is what we are 
actually up against and what this 
looks like compared to other countries 
and locations: Spain does not allow 
abortion after 14 weeks. It is not legal 
because the country of Spain considers 
late-term abortion after 14 weeks. Ger-
many restricts abortion after 12 weeks. 
Italy restricts abortion after 12 weeks. 

Twenty-two weeks is a late-term 
abortion. Most locations do not do 
that. We have a lot of differences of 
opinion on this issue of life and the 
value of every single child. I under-
stand that. 

We had respectful dialogue in this 
Chamber multiple times on this issue 
as I brought this up, but at 22 weeks 
there is no question that a child feels 
pain in the womb. There is no question 
that at 22 weeks, all science shows that 
a baby in the womb can recognize its 
own mom’s voice and will jump in the 
womb when there is a loud sound. At 22 
weeks, a baby even already has devel-
oped taste buds. 

Twenty-two weeks is a late-term 
abortion. And two of these hospitals 
that have designated earmarks perform 
this, and I have an objection to that. 

I think we, as a body, should talk 
about not just our standard for this but 
what does that mean. Can I just say it 
as simple as this? Even under the 
standard of Roe v. Wade that the Su-
preme Court has now turned back to 
the States, in this body, after the 
Dobbs decision, even under the stand-
ard of Roe v. Wade, 22 weeks is past the 
time that would be recognized that a 
child is viable based on previous expe-
rience with other children who have 
been born even before that and have 
survived and thrived. We, as a body, 
should recognize that. 

And I do object to those earmarks 
and think that is the wrong direction 
for Federal dollars to be used to be able 
to supply a hospital with dollars that 
is performing this type of late-term 
abortion. 

So I object to those two and will con-
tinue to be able to speak out on behalf 
of every child and the value of every 
child and their life in the days ahead. 
We have a decision to make as a body. 
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Are we going to stop the release of spe-
cial interest aliens who have been des-
ignated by this administration to be a 
potential national security risk? And 
are we going to use Federal dollars to 
actually provide for late-term abor-
tions through this bill? We will decide 
that tomorrow. 

I yield the floor. 
I suggest the absence of a quorum. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 

clerk will call the roll. 
The senior assistant legislative clerk 

proceeded to call the roll. 
Mr. LANKFORD. Mr. President, I ask 

unanimous consent that the order for 
the quorum call be rescinded. 

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

f 

ADJOURNMENT UNTIL 11 A.M. 
TOMORROW 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under 
the previous order, the Senate stands 
adjourned until 11 a.m. tomorrow. 

Thereupon, the Senate, at 7:16 p.m., 
adjourned until Friday, March 22, 2024, 
at 11 a.m. 

f 

NOMINATIONS 

Executive nominations received by 
the Senate: 

IN THE AIR FORCE 

THE FOLLOWING NAMED OFFICER FOR APPOINTMENT 
IN THE UNITED STATES AIR FORCE TO THE GRADE INDI-
CATED WHILE ASSIGNED TO A POSITION OF IMPORTANCE 
AND RESPONSIBILITY UNDER TITLE 10, U.S.C., SECTION 
601: 

To be lieutenant general 

MAJ. GEN. STEPHEN F. JOST 

THE FOLLOWING NAMED OFFICER FOR APPOINTMENT 
TO THE GRADE INDICATED IN THE UNITED STATES AIR 
FORCE UNDER TITLE 10, U.S.C., SECTION 624: 

To be major 

ROBERT U. WRIGHT, JR. 

THE FOLLOWING NAMED OFFICER FOR APPOINTMENT 
TO THE GRADE INDICATED IN THE UNITED STATES AIR 
FORCE UNDER TITLE 10, U.S.C., SECTION 624: 

To be major 

KRISTIN N. CONTI 

IN THE ARMY 

THE FOLLOWING NAMED OFFICER FOR APPOINTMENT 
AS DIRECTOR OF ADMISSIONS, UNITED STATES MILI-
TARY ACADEMY, AND APPOINTMENT TO THE GRADE IN-
DICATED IN THE REGULAR ARMY UNDER TITLE 10, U.S.C., 
SECTIONS 7433(C) AND 7436(B): 

To be colonel 

RANCE A. LEE 

THE FOLLOWING NAMED OFFICER FOR APPOINTMENT 
TO THE GRADE INDICATED IN THE UNITED STATES ARMY 
UNDER TITLE 10, U.S.C., SECTION 624: 

To be major 

KOURTNEY C. SLAUGHTER 

THE FOLLOWING NAMED OFFICER FOR APPOINTMENT 
TO THE GRADE INDICATED IN THE UNITED STATES ARMY 
UNDER TITLE 10, U.S.C., SECTION 624: 

To be major 

KEVIN J. BARRY 

IN THE SPACE FORCE 

THE FOLLOWING NAMED OFFICERS FOR APPOINTMENT 
TO THE GRADE INDICATED IN THE UNITED STATES 
SPACE FORCE UNDER TITLE 10, U.S.C., SECTION 624: 

To be major 

JABB B. BUMANGLAG 
CHRISTIAN J. YOUNG 

THE FOLLOWING NAMED OFFICER FOR APPOINTMENT 
TO THE GRADE INDICATED IN THE UNITED STATES 
SPACE FORCE UNDER TITLE 10, U.S.C., SECTION 624: 

To be major 

BRANDEN E. BUFFALO 

DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE 

MICHAEL LOUIS SULMEYER, OF CALIFORNIA, TO BE AN 
ASSISTANT SECRETARY OF DEFENSE. (NEW POSITION) 

CORPORATION FOR PUBLIC BROADCASTING 

FELIX R. SANCHEZ, OF THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA, TO 
BE A MEMBER OF THE BOARD OF DIRECTORS OF THE 
CORPORATION FOR PUBLIC BROADCASTING FOR A TERM 

EXPIRING JANUARY 31, 2028, VICE ROBERT A. MANDELL, 
TERM EXPIRED. 

NUCLEAR REGULATORY COMMISSION 

CHRISTOPHER T. HANSON, OF MICHIGAN, TO BE A MEM-
BER OF THE NUCLEAR REGULATORY COMMISSION FOR 
THE TERM OF FIVE YEARS EXPIRING JUNE 30, 2029. (RE-
APPOINTMENT) 

NATIONAL COUNCIL ON THE HUMANITIES 

DARYLE WILLIAMS, OF CALIFORNIA, TO BE A MEMBER 
OF THE NATIONAL COUNCIL ON THE HUMANITIES FOR A 
TERM EXPIRING JANUARY 26, 2030, VICE SHELLY COL-
LEEN LOWE, TERM EXPIRED. 

THE JUDICIARY 

RAHKEL BOUCHET, OF THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA, TO 
BE AN ASSOCIATE JUDGE OF THE SUPERIOR COURT OF 
THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA FOR THE TERM OF FIFTEEN 
YEARS, VICE ROBERT E. MORIN, RETIRED. 

JOHN CUONG TRUONG, OF THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA, 
TO BE AN ASSOCIATE JUDGE OF THE SUPERIOR COURT 
OF THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA FOR THE TERM OF FIF-
TEEN YEARS, VICE WENDELL P. GARDNER, JR., RETIRED. 

REBECCA L. PENNELL, OF WASHINGTON, TO BE UNITED 
STATES DISTRICT JUDGE FOR THE EASTERN DISTRICT 
OF WASHINGTON, VICE SALVADOR MENDOZA, JR., ELE-
VATED. 

KEVIN GAFFORD RITZ, OF TENNESSEE, TO BE UNITED 
STATES CIRCUIT JUDGE FOR THE SIXTH CIRCUIT, VICE 
JULIA SMITH GIBBONS, RETIRING. 

DETRA SHAW–WILDER, OF FLORIDA, TO BE UNITED 
STATES DISTRICT JUDGE FOR THE SOUTHERN DISTRICT 
OF FLORIDA, VICE ROBERT N. SCOLA, JR., RETIRED. 

JEANNETTE A. VARGAS, OF NEW YORK, TO BE UNITED 
STATES DISTRICT JUDGE FOR THE SOUTHERN DISTRICT 
OF NEW YORK, VICE PAUL G. GARDEPHE, RETIRED. 

BRIAN EDWARD MURPHY, OF MASSACHUSETTS, TO BE 
UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE FOR THE DISTRICT OF 
MASSACHUSETTS, VICE PATTI B. SARIS, RETIRING. 

DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE 

BOBBY JACK WOODS, OF KENTUCKY, TO BE UNITED 
STATES MARSHAL FOR THE EASTERN DISTRICT OF KEN-
TUCKY FOR THE TERM OF FOUR YEARS, VICE NORMAN 
EUELL ARFLACK, TERM EXPIRED. 

f 

CONFIRMATION 

Executive nomination confirmed by 
the Senate March 21, 2024: 

DEPARTMENT OF LABOR 

JOSE JAVIER RODRIGUEZ, OF FLORIDA, TO BE AN AS-
SISTANT SECRETARY OF LABOR. 
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