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This is a blatant lie. This bill, crafted 
by Democrats, would have done abso-
lutely nothing to strengthen the bor-
der—not one thing. In fact, it would 
have made things worse. It would cod-
ify the problems that we have had the 
last 31⁄2 years. 

My Republican colleagues have of-
fered real solutions for the last month 
to fix the problem. We have a huge 
problem. Somebody needs to recognize 
that. But my Democratic colleagues 
have voted against and objected to 
every single thing that we have 
brought up. 

Don’t buy into this lie. 
I yield the floor. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-

ator from Iowa. 
UNANIMOUS CONSENT REQUEST—S. 505 

Mr. GRASSLEY. Mr. President, let’s 
start at the grassroots of Iowa. 

The question that comes up fre-
quently at my county meetings—and 
next week, I am going to hold a Q&A in 
12 of Iowa’s 99 counties, and I expect I 
will get this question that I am going 
to pose to you: Senator, what are you 
going to do about the open border, peo-
ple illegally entering our country? 

My answer is usually pretty short— 
that long before I came to the Con-
gress, Congress passed laws saying you 
can’t come to our country without our 
permission. In fact, I add that we are a 
very favorable country toward immi-
gration because about 1 million people 
come here every year, and maybe we 
should have more who come here under 
our laws, within those laws, not break-
ing our laws by entering the country il-
legally. 

I don’t get much of a pushback from 
that because I explain to them that we 
pass laws, and then the President en-
forces those laws under our Constitu-
tion. 

The President has decided not to en-
force the immigration laws. It 
shouldn’t surprise us that he has taken 
that position for 31⁄2 years because he 
told us before the election that he was 
going to open the border. 

But there are some things Congress 
can do about immigration. That is why 
I am here on the floor today to ask 
unanimous consent for a piece of legis-
lation that I put in. Maybe if this legis-
lation becomes law, the President still 
might decide not to enforce it, like 
every other law. 

Since day one, the Biden administra-
tion has pursued an open border policy. 
The result has been utter chaos and a 
crisis at the southern border. This cri-
sis has become an indelible hallmark of 
President Biden’s America. 

However, President Biden, as I have 
said, has the authority to secure the 
border. He is already empowered under 
current law to do that. He could do it 
today if he really wanted to. It is the 
same authority that President Trump 
used to secure our border just a few 
years ago. 

The Constitution makes very clear 
that the President takes an oath that 
he shall take care to faithfully execute 

the laws. President Biden doesn’t fol-
low that constitutional oath to take 
care in regard to the immigration laws. 
Trump did take that oath very seri-
ously. 

Under the Biden administration, 
some 9 million migrants have been al-
lowed to illegally enter our country. 
That is about three times the popu-
lation of my home State of Iowa. The 
President has done that for 31⁄2 years. 
Let me repeat that that 9 million fig-
ure is like the entire population of 
Iowa nearly three times over. 

So instead of taking care that the 
laws be faithfully executed, enforcing 
these immigration laws already on the 
books, this administration chooses to 
ignore our border and abuse our Na-
tion’s immigration parole and asylum 
system. That is what my bill deals 
with, the parole system. 

Immigration parole is supposed to 
allow the executive branch to tempo-
rarily grant individuals entry into the 
United States on a limited but case-by- 
case basis for urgent humanitarian rea-
sons or significant public benefit. But 
instead of case by case, the Biden ad-
ministration uses this program to 
admit entire categories of people as a 
means to bypass the legal immigration 
pathways outlined by Congress—in 
other words, not doing it on a case-by- 
case basis. 

The actions of President Biden are 
completely out of line with what Con-
gress intended to be the parole author-
ity. So to address this loophole, I have 
introduced S. 505, the Immigration Pa-
role Reform Act. 

My bill will close this loophole and 
ensure compliance with Congress’s 
original intent as a limited authority 
for exceptional circumstances. My bill 
outlines specific parameters for what 
constitutes an urgent humanitarian 
reason or significant public benefit. 
This bill would also provide clarity on 
the timing and extension of immigra-
tion parole, among other reforms. 

So at this point, Mr. President, as in 
legislative session and notwithstanding 
rule XXII, I ask unanimous consent 
that the Committee on the Judiciary 
be discharged from further consider-
ation of S. 505 and the Senate proceed 
to its immediate consideration; fur-
ther, 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. Is there 
objection? 

The Senator from California. 
Mr. PADILLA. Mr. President, reserv-

ing the right to object, this week has 
given the American people yet another 
clear window into the Republican mind 
when it comes to immigration: They 
are not serious about addressing immi-
gration or about having secure or hu-
manely managed borders. 

Instead, Republicans only seem to be-
lieve in highlighting the challenges at 
our border instead of actually taking 
action to address them, and it is be-
cause they are prioritizing how it may 

impact the results at the ballot box 
this November. That is their goal: to 
stoke more and more fear of immi-
grants every month between now and 
election day. 

So I have asked before, and I will ask 
again: My Republican colleagues, when 
are you ready to get serious about im-
migration reform? 

All but ending the practice of parole 
and cutting off legal pathways to im-
migrants is not a serious approach to 
the immigration problem. They know 
it can’t happen in practice, and maybe 
that is exactly why they are calling for 
it. 

Let’s be clear what this is and what 
this isn’t. This is not updating the am-
nesty process, which is legal but in dire 
need of additional resources, so that we 
can provide due process for those who 
may be seeking amnesty and provide 
them determinations on their requests 
sooner rather than later. 

This is not updating work visa pro-
grams, because I know that all of us 
are hearing from employers across in-
dustries that there is a need for addi-
tional workers to keep our economy 
thriving. 

What we are talking about here with 
this measure is parole in place. Every 
President since Eisenhower has used 
the parole authority on a case-by-case 
basis to allow a safe and secure path 
for immigrants who are fleeing natural 
disasters or who need urgent, special-
ized medical care to come to the 
United States. That is what we are 
talking about. Both Republican and 
Democratic Presidents have used it be-
cause it is a humane way to help ad-
dress global crises. 

I will give you some more recent ex-
amples. We have been able to provide 
protections for families of our military 
members. We have been able to provide 
protections for people fleeing the war 
in Ukraine. We have been able to pro-
vide protections for people who fled Af-
ghanistan after the Taliban takeover, 
and for Haitians, more recently, and 
Venezuelans and those of other nation-
alities seeking refuge from violence 
and instability in their home coun-
tries. 

Taking it away will actually force 
more people to come to the southern 
border, instead of using other lawful 
pathways like parole to come in a more 
orderly way. Is that what Republicans 
really want—because that is what 
would happen—to force more people to 
go to the border so they can continue 
to point fingers at a crisis of their own 
making? 

The President’s ability to grant pa-
role on a case-by-case basis to people 
fleeing horrific and dangerous condi-
tions is actually fundamental to Amer-
ica’s continued leadership and our 
proud history of embracing strategic 
immigration as part of our success. 

This bill represents a lack of respect 
for humanity and the laws of our Na-
tion, and, therefore, I object. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objec-
tion is heard. 
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Mr. GRASSLEY. Mr. President, I 

would like to speak for 30 seconds be-
fore I yield. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Iowa. 

Mr. GRASSLEY. Mr. President, I re-
gret that there was objection because 
fixing the Biden border crisis begins 
with regaining operational control and 
security at the border. This responsi-
bility ultimately falls to President 
Biden, as head of the executive branch, 
to enforce the border and immigration 
laws already on the books. In other 
words, I would ask President Biden to 
honor his oath, where he said, in up-
holding the Constitution, he would 
take care to faithfully execute the 
laws. 

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

ator from North Carolina. 
Mr. BUDD. 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. BUDD. Mr. President, I ask unan-

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

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

UNANIMOUS CONSENT REQUEST—H.R. 2494 
Mr. BUDD. Mr. President, in order to 

be a strong nation, we have to have 
strong borders, and right now we don’t 
have that. We haven’t had that for 31⁄2 
years. In fact, we are in the middle of 
the worst border crisis in American 
history. 

This is a crisis of President Biden’s 
own making. Starting on his first day 
in office, he has intentionally and re-
peatedly undermined security at the 
southern border. During his first 100 
days in office, President Biden took 94 
Executive actions to open the border, 
and, 31⁄2 years later, nearly 10 million 
illegal aliens have entered our country. 

Now, those 10 million include an un-
known number of dangerous individ-
uals, hundreds on the Terrorism Watch 
List, countless transnational cartel 
members, drug smugglers, and human 
traffickers. It is a laundry list of evil. 
And perhaps the worst consequences 
that we have seen over the past 31⁄2 
years are the tragedies: the innocent 
men and women taken from their fami-
lies by an illegal alien who should have 
never been here in the first place. 

So imagine being a mother or a fa-
ther. You send your daughter off to 
college. You are beaming with pride, 
but you are also a little heartsick that 
they are going to be out there on their 
own. Then, a few months later, you get 
the worst call in your life. And that is 
the reality for the family of Laken 
Riley. 

Or another situation: Let’s imagine 
that your uncle is a sheriff’s deputy. 
You couldn’t be prouder of him. You 
know he gets up and he goes to work 
every day to defend and protect his 
community. One day, you see his name 
on the news as a victim of a pack of il-

legal alien gang members who brutally 
murdered him while he was on duty. 
That is the reality for the family of 
Wake County, NC, Deputy Sheriff Ned 
Byrd. 

Now, I recognize that the debate 
around illegal immigration is full of 
passion and sometimes antagonism, 
but I believe we can all agree that if an 
illegal alien commits the crime of as-
saulting a police officer, he or she must 
be subject to immediate deportation. 

And that is why I stand here today to 
propose that the Senate pass the PO-
LICE Act. It is a straightforward bill. 
The POLICE Act simply states that an 
illegal alien can be deported for as-
saulting a police officer, firefighter, or 
other first responder. The bill has al-
ready passed the House, and it can be 
sent to the President’s desk by passing 
it right now. Any Senator who claims 
to support the police should have no 
problem supporting this bill. So let’s 
help remove dangerous individuals be-
fore another tragedy strikes. 

Mr. President, notwithstanding rule 
XXII, I ask unanimous consent that 
the Senate resume legislative session 
and that the Committee on the Judici-
ary be discharged from further consid-
eration of H.R. 2494 and the Senate pro-
ceed to its immediate consideration. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there 
objection? 

The Senator from Connecticut. 
Mr. MURPHY. Mr. President, reserv-

ing the right to object, this is an inter-
esting bill to be offered for unanimous 
consent because it actually does noth-
ing. It does nothing. 

Why? Because individuals are already 
subject to deportation for assault— 
whether they assault a police officer, 
whether they assault a milkman, 
whether they assault your family 
member. People who are convicted of 
serious assaults of law enforcement are 
already deported. They already can 
face both State and Federal criminal 
allegations. 

Under current law, if an individual is 
convicted of any crime of violence and 
sentenced to a year or more in prison— 
that is an aggravated felony—that per-
son is deportable. Even more so, any 
crime of ‘‘moral turpitude,’’ where the 
crime is punishable by imprisonment 
of 1 or more years, is subject to depor-
tation. 

Additionally, any noncitizens that 
are convicted of any aggravated felony, 
including misdemeanor offenses—in-
cluding misdemeanor offenses—are 
subject to deportation. 

This bill doesn’t do anything. If you 
are here waiting for an asylum claim 
or on a green card and you assault a 
police officer, you are subject to depor-
tation under existing law. 

So why are we considering taking 
this up under UC? Well, I think Sen-
ator BUDD referenced it in his under-
lying remarks. It is part of an effort to 
try to make Americans believe that 
there is a specific dangerous threat 
posed to you by immigrants; that you 
should be afraid of immigrants; that 

there is a crime wave sweeping this 
country caused by people who are com-
ing to this country to seek a better 
life. 

Listen, I spent 5 months negotiating 
a bipartisan border deal because I be-
lieve that we need to come together in 
a bipartisan way to bring greater order 
to the southwest border. So I won’t 
take a backseat to anybody when it 
comes to making the tough decisions 
necessary to bring some border secu-
rity to this country. 

But the Senator offering this motion 
voted against that bipartisan bill. So 
did almost every other of his Repub-
lican colleagues. We had an oppor-
tunity to do something about bipar-
tisan border security, and Republicans 
rejected it. 

Why? Because President Trump said: 
No. Let’s keep the border chaotic. Let’s 
keep this an open political issue. Do 
nothing until the election. 

We had a chance to come together, in 
a thoughtful way, on a bipartisan bor-
der bill, and we did not. 

The facts are this. Whether you 
choose to want to believe the facts or 
not, that is not my decision; it is your 
decision. 

But immigrants commit crimes in 
this country at a rate lower than nat-
ural-born citizens. You may not believe 
that if you watch FOX News every 
night, but I hate to tell you, it is the 
truth. So if you want a safe town or a 
safe neighborhood, you are better off— 
you are statistically safer—if you have 
immigrants because they commit 
crimes of violence at a rate lower than 
people who are born in the United 
States. 

I don’t know why we are being asked 
to vote on this bill because it doesn’t 
do anything other than feed this idea, 
this false narrative, that this country 
has something to fear from families 
that are coming to the United States 
fleeing either economic desperation or 
violence or terror or torture for a bet-
ter life. 

For that reason, I object. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objec-

tion is heard. 
The Senator from North Carolina. 
Mr. BUDD. Mr. President, it is such 

an honor to serve the people in North 
Carolina, all 100 counties, all from dif-
ferent backgrounds. I don’t profess to 
know what it is like in Connecticut, 
but I thank my colleague for his re-
marks. 

But it is disheartening to hear that a 
simple piece of legislation, the Police 
Act, which states that an alien—illegal 
alien—could be deported for assaulting 
a police officer, firefighter, or first re-
sponder is nothing. I don’t profess to 
understand that. Perhaps it is different 
in Connecticut than North Carolina. I 
don’t know. 

I don’t want to put words in the 
mouth of the family of Laken Riley or 
the family of Deputy Sheriff Byrd, but 
I don’t believe it is nothing. 

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

ator from Utah. 
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