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High interest rates have also helped
put the American dream of owning
your own home increasingly out of
reach. Prospective home buyers need to
earn nearly twice as much to afford a
typical home today as they would have
4 years ago. Half of renters under age
50 don’t think they will be able to af-
ford to buy their own home.

For Americans pursuing their dream
of owning their own business or run-
ning the family farm or ranch, infla-
tion has created serious challenges.
More than a third of small business
owners identify inflation as the biggest
single threat to their business. Higher
input costs and higher borrowing costs
have forced small business owners to
grapple with unwelcome prospects like
raising prices and pulling back from in-
vesting in their businesses.

As bad as things have been over the
past 3 years, it could get worse. The
budget President Biden proposed in
March contained a staggering—stag-
gering—$5 trillion in job-killing tax
hikes. And just recently, the President
said that if he is reelected, he would let
the 2017 tax cuts expire.

Democrats may not like to acknowl-
edge this, but the 2017 Republican-led
tax reform legislation cut taxes for the
majority of Americans. And if those
rate cuts are allowed to expire, a typ-
ical family is looking at a $1,600 tax
hike in 2026.

That money may not matter to
someone like the President, but I am
sure working families have better uses
for $1,600 than sending it to the IRS, es-
pecially when you consider how much
President Biden’s inflation crisis is al-
ready costing them.

On top of that, the President wants
to allow other tax reform measures in
the 2017 bill—measures that brought
benefits to hard-working Americans—
to expire. So Americans could be look-
ing at a future of higher taxes plus
fewer jobs and opportunities.

The American people can’t afford any
more of the President’s misguided eco-
nomic policies; but, unfortunately, the
President never seems to learn.

Let’s hope the American people don’t
have to endure a second term of
Bidenomics.

I yield the floor.

I suggest the absence of a quorum.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
clerk will call the roll.

The legislative clerk proceeded to
call the roll.

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the quorum call be rescinded.

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

UNANIMOUS CONSENT REQUEST—H.R. 467

Mr. CASSIDY. Mr. President, every-
one here—everyone here—everybody in
the audience, everybody watching on
C-SPAN has a loved one or knows of
someone whom they have loved who
has either overdosed or died, actually,
from an overdose of fentanyl—an in-
credible scourge on our society right
now. Drug overdose is the leading
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cause of death among young adults 18
to 45, and synthetic opioids like
fentanyl are 75 percent of the cause, if
you will, of U.S. overdose deaths.

Fentanyl continues to kill almost 200
Americans a day—200 Americans a day.
Like, today, 200 Americans will die
from a fentanyl overdose—an entire
generation, dying. Illegal fentanyl and
fentanyl-related substances are flood-
ing into our market from the southern
border in unprecedented amounts, with
the bulk of it originating from a hand-
ful of manufacturers in Wuhan Prov-
ince, China. By the way, you can’t help
but point out that this is worsened by
the Biden administration’s complete
failure to secure the southern border.

Currently, fentanyl-related sub-
stances are classified as schedule I
under the Controlled Substances Act.
This classification provides law en-
forcement with the tools necessary to
combat this emergency, going after the
criminals who, again, are flooding our
communities with these deadly drugs.
But schedule I classification expires at
the end of the year, and that is less
than 8 months away.

Now, for years, Congress has not
made this classification permanent,
and every day we get closer to this
deadline, we risk losing this essential
law enforcement tool. If we don’t act,
the chemical manufacturers in China,
the cartels, and the criminals who ex-
ploit our communities are emboldened,
and we must not allow this to happen.

That is why today I am calling on
the Senate to pass the Halt All Lethal
Trafficking of Fentanyl Act, or the
HALT Fentanyl Act, to permanently
classify fentanyl-related substances as
a schedule I controlled substance. Now,
the bill is not controversial. There are
no poison pills. All it does is codify
current law, ensuring we don’t lose
tools we need to confront the fentanyl
epidemic. The House—with as many
problems as the House has had passing
legislation—passed this bill on a strong
bipartisan basis last year.

And the legislation removes barriers
that impede the ability of researchers
to conduct studies on these substances
and allows for exemptions if the re-
search provides evidence that specific
analogs of fentanyl have a valid med-
ical purpose. So we give law enforce-
ment tools, but we also give the sci-
entists, the medical scientists, tools to
establish whether one of these analogs
is worth having for medical purposes.

Now, it is important to note that this
week is National Police Week. We
honor police officers and their service
to our communities. Now, these offi-
cers are on the frontlines of the
fentanyl crisis, holding criminals ac-
countable, saving lives by preventing
the spread of drugs, but at times giving
drugs like Narcan to reverse an over-
dose.

I am proud to say that we have a let-
ter from 11 national law enforcement
organizations supporting the HALT
Fentanyl Act. And by passing this leg-
islation, we will send a strong message
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to law enforcement: We have your
back. We have your back as you battle
the scourge of deadly drugs in our com-
munities.

The clock is ticking. Failure to act
puts Americans in harm’s way. We
must pass this bill and get it to the
President’s desk for signature.

Mr. President, now, as in legislative
session, I ask unanimous consent that
the Committee on the Judiciary be dis-
charged from further consideration of
H.R. 467 and the Senate proceed to its
immediate consideration; further, that
the bill be considered read a third time
and passed and the motion to recon-
sider be considered made and laid upon
the table.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there
objection?

The Senator from Massachusetts.

Mr. MARKEY. Mr. President, reserv-
ing the right to object, the HALT
Fentanyl Act would permanently clas-
sify fentanyl-related substances as
schedule I substances under the Con-
trolled Substances Act.

The fentanyl epidemic is ravaging
communities across the United States.
We are losing more than 80,000 Ameri-
cans to overdose every year from
opioid overdose. With deaths reaching
this level, we do need every tool at our
disposal to combat illicit fentanyl, but
reclassification of fentanyl-related sub-
stances as schedule I substances would
limit the government’s ability to re-
search overdose and addiction treat-
ment medications, override critical
public health considerations in sched-
uling decisions, and extend the policy
approach of the failed War on Drugs.

Schedule I drugs are difficult for sci-
entists to research. Fentanyl’s potency
and danger demand that we study it
and its analogs to combat overdose and
addiction. A permanent, blanket sched-
ule I category for any fentanyl-related
substance would create barriers to
vital research.

This punishment-only categorization
for fentanyl-related substances would
eclipse the longstanding public health
approach to Controlled Substances Act
scheduling. The Controlled Substances
Act authorizes the administration to
consider concrete scientific factors
when determining which scheduling
category should apply to a drug, and
that approach is absent here.

Finally, this bill would bring the
United States back to the approach of
the failed War on Drugs where we
criminalized drug use while ignoring
the underlying issues that animate
abuse and addiction. Prosecutions
under this expansion will continue to
disproportionately target people of
color. A punishment-only approach will
not reduce drugs in our communities.

I have spoken to people on the
frontlines of this epidemic: people with
substance use disorder, families who
have lost a loved one, and healthcare
providers. They are the ones on the
frontlines when ©people die from
fentanyl. They are the ones who lose
their lives or lose their patients,
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friends, or family when we don’t invest
in the security and public health tools
for communities. They are the ones
who are frustrated every day by ar-
chaic laws that keep people from the
prevention and treatment which they
need.

We must do better. We must make
sure people have access to tools to keep
fentanyl out of their communities. We
need to make sure people have access
to treatment—like methadone medica-
tion—to keep people in recovery, and
we need to save lives. But permanently
categorizing fentanyl-related sub-
stances as schedule I substances would
impede our response to the overdose
epidemic and lead to overincarcer-
ation.

There has to be additional discussion
and debate. Let us do that so that we
can give this issue the attention which
it needs and that it deserves so that
any solution is effective and bipar-
tisan.

As a result, at this point, I have to
object.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ob-
jection is heard.

The Senator from Louisiana.

Mr. CASSIDY. Mr. President, recog-
nizing that there has been an objec-
tion, I would like to point out a couple
of things, though.

As regards permanently scheduling
fentanyl-related substances would do
nothing to limit overdoses: Congress
has extended fentanyl scheduling on a
temporary basis multiple times, and
this has led to fewer overdoses and led
to the creation of fewer new fentanyl-
related substances.

Next, the idea that designating them
all as schedule I would limit the ability
of researchers to study fentanyl is just
not true. There is no indication that
the temporary scheduling of fentanyl
analogs has stifled research. The DEA,
the Drug Enforcement Agency, has ap-
proved every research study since 2018.
But this bill goes further by putting a
robust process in place to study
fentanyl. It does not disrupt ongoing
things, but it actually creates an expe-
dited process for certain FDA studies
to be done in partnership with Federal
Agencies.

Lastly, that somehow this would con-
tribute to overincarceration: The bill
does not permanently bar DEA or HHS
from continuing to look at the risks
associated with it. If something has no
risk, they can establish it has no risk.
Therefore, it would not lead to over-
incarceration.

But we do know that fentanyl is a
dangerous—a dangerous—substance,
and if we are concerned about the over-
incarceration of a certain population of
our society, I can guarantee you that
that population, like every population,
is having people dying today from
fentanyl overdose; that whichever
group of Americans we are speaking of,
they are losing someone today from
fentanyl; and that this bill would help
save a life in that particular group and,
most importantly, in all groups.
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With that, though, recognizing there

is an objection, I yield the floor.
VOTE ON O’DONNELL NOMINATION

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under
the previous order, The question is,
Will the Senate advise and consent to
the O’Donnell nomination?

Mr. CASSIDY. I ask for the yeas and
nays.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there a
sufficient second?

There appears to be a sufficient sec-
ond.

The clerk will call the roll.

The legislative clerk called the roll.

Mr. DURBIN. I announce the Senator
from West Virginia (Mr. MANCHIN) and
the Senator from New Jersey (Mr.
MENENDEZ) are necessarily absent.

Mr. THUNE. The following Senators
are necessarily absent: the Senator
from West Virginia (Mrs. CAPITO), the
Senator from Idaho (Mr. CRAPO), the
Senator from Nebraska (Mr. RICKETTS),
and the Senator from Ohio (Mr.
VANCE).

The result was announced—yeas 49,
nays 45, as follows:

[Rollcall Vote No. 164 Ex.]

YEAS—49

Baldwin Heinrich Sanders
Bennet Hickenlooper Schatz
Blumenthal Hirono Schumer
Booker Kaine Shaheen
Brown Kelly Sinema
Butler King Smith
Cantwell Klo@uchar Stabenow
Cardin Lujan
Carper Markey 3;?;’011 en
Casey Merkley

Warner
Coons Murphy
Cortez Masto Murray Warnock
Duckworth Ossoff Warren
Durbin Padilla Welch
Fetterman Peters Whitehouse
Gillibrand Reed Wyden
Hassan Rosen

NAYS—45
Barrasso Graham Murkowski
Blackburn Grassley Paul
Boozman Hagerty Risch
Braun Hawley Romney
Britt Hoeven Rounds
Budd Hyde-Smith Rubio
Cassidy Johnson Schmitt
Collins Kennedy Scott (FL)
Cornyn Lankford Scott (SC)
Cotton Lee Sullivan
Cramer Lummis Thune
Cruz Marshall Tillis
Daines McConnell Tuberville
Ernst Moran Wicker
Fischer Mullin Young
NOT VOTING—6

Capito Manchin Ricketts
Crapo Menendez Vance

The nomination was confirmed.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under
the previous order, the motion to re-
consider is considered made and laid
upon the table, and the President will
be immediately notified of the Senate’s
action.

CLOTURE MOTION

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Pursuant
to rule XXII, the Chair lays before the
Senate the pending cloture motion,
which the clerk will state.

The senior assistant legislative clerk
read as follows:

CLOTURE MOTION

We, the undersigned Senators, in accord-

ance with the provisions of rule XXII of the

May 15, 2024

Standing Rules of the Senate, do hereby
move to bring to a close debate on the nomi-
nation of Executive Calendar No. 570, Sanket
Jayshukh Bulsara, of New York, to be United
States District Judge for the Eastern Dis-
trict of New York.

Charles E. Schumer, Richard J. Durbin,
Sheldon Whitehouse, Richard
Blumenthal, Laphonza R. Butler, Alex
Padilla, Tim Kaine, Margaret Wood
Hassan, Christopher Murphy, Peter
Welch, Tammy Duckworth, Tammy
Baldwin, Christopher A. Coons, Tina
Smith, John W. Hickenlooper, Chris
Van Hollen, Mark Kelly.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. By unan-
imous consent, the mandatory quorum
call has been waived.

The question is, Is it the sense of the
Senate that debate on the nomination
of Sanket Jayshukh Bulsara, of New
York, to be United States District
Judge for the Eastern District of New
York, shall be brought to a close?

The yeas and nays are mandatory
under the rule.

The clerk will call the roll.

The senior assistant legislative clerk
called the roll.

Mr. DURBIN. I announce that the
Senator from West Virginia (Mr.
MANCHIN) and the Senator from New
Jersey (Mr. MENENDEZ) are necessarily
absent.

Mr. THUNE. The following Senators
are necessarily absent: the Senator
from West Virgina (Mrs. CAPITO), the
Senator from Idaho (Mr. CRAPO), the
Senator from Nebraska (Mr. RICKETTS),
and the Senator from Ohio (Mr.
VANCE).

The yeas and nays resulted—yeas 52,
nays 42, as follows:

[Rollcall Vote No. 165 Ex.]

YEAS—52
Baldwin Hassan Rosen
Bennet Heinrich Sanders
Blumenthal Hickenlooper Schatz
Booker Hirono Schumer
Brown Kaine Shaheen
Butler Kfelly Sinema
Cantyvell King Smith
Cardin Klqpuchar Stabenow
Carper Lujan Tester
Casey Markey
. Van Hollen
Collins Merkley
Coons Murkowski Warner
Cortez Masto Murphy Warnock
Duckworth Murray Warren
Durbin Ossoff Welch
Fetterman Padilla Whitehouse
Gillibrand Peters Wyden
Graham Reed
NAYS—42
Barrasso Grassley Paul
Blackburn Hagerty Risch
Boozman Hawley Romney
Braun Hoeven Rounds
Britt Hyde-Smith Rubio
Budd Johnson Schmitt
Cassidy Kennedy Scott (FL)
Cornyn Lankford Scott (SC)
Cotton Lee Sullivan
Cramer Lummis Thune
Cruz Marshall Tillis
Daines McConnell Tuberville
Ernst Moran Wicker
Fischer Mullin Young
NOT VOTING—6
Capito Manchin Ricketts
Crapo Menendez Vance

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Ms. COR-
TEZ MASTO). On this vote, the yeas are
52, the nays are 42.

The motion was agreed to.
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