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specifically because President Biden 
and Secretary Mayorkas have refused 
willfully to enforce the law. Now we 
face a direct threat to our electoral 
system as a result. 

Consider this: Since President 
Biden’s inauguration, over 9.5 million 
undocumented immigrants have en-
tered the United States illegally and 
have been observed. An estimated 12 
million or so have come in. That in-
cludes the people estimated to have en-
tered without being observed. This fig-
ure exceeds the populations of 36 U.S. 
States, creating a crisis that has been 
met with just troubling silence and in-
action from many across the aisle. 

With millions of unauthorized en-
trants on U.S. soil, the potential for 
election fraud through ineligible vot-
ing is not just a hypothetical risk, it is 
a looming reality. 

Instead of urging the President of the 
United States to address this crisis, 
Democrats seem to prefer to resurrect 
the so-called Orwellian-named Border 
Security Act, a bill that has already 
failed in this body and will do nothing 
to mitigate the border issues at hand— 
the border issues created and then ex-
acerbated by this administration. 

With the influx of noncitizens under 
this administration, even if just a frac-
tion—say 1 in 100—were to vote, this 
could translate to hundreds of thou-
sands of votes, enough certainly to 
sway tightly contested elections and 
potentially alter the outcome even in 
something as significant and with na-
tionwide implications as far-reaching 
as a Presidential election. 

This is concerning considering that a 
recent study found noncitizens have 
ample openings to illegally vote. Some-
where between 10 percent and 27 per-
cent of noncitizens are registered to 
vote, and somewhere between 5 percent 
and 13 percent of noncitizens vote in 
Federal elections, including Presi-
dential elections. 

Across the Nation, instances abound 
where States have inadvertently facili-
tated the crisis. I say inadvertently, 
but in some ways, their hands are tied. 
‘‘Inadvertently’’ here sort of refers to 
the fact that they don’t necessarily 
mean to; it is that they are prohibited 
from asking for proof of citizenship. 

From unsolicited voter registration 
forms mailed to noncitizens, to driver’s 
licenses issued without adequate 
checks, practices relying merely on the 
honesty of noncitizens, including ille-
gal aliens, have opened the floodgates 
to voter fraud. 

While it is true that it is already ille-
gal for noncitizens to vote in Federal 
elections, there really are no effective 
systems in place to verify the citizen-
ship of voters. A mere check on a box 
is all it takes, with little risk—very 
little risk—of being caught due to inad-
equate State election infrastructure. 

Federal law even prevents States 
from requiring proof of citizenship 
when registering voters via Federal 
forms. 

An increasing number of localities 
permit noncitizens to vote in local 

elections, further blurring the distinc-
tions meant to protect the integrity of 
our elections. 

Prominent Democrats have openly 
discussed these tactics as not just ex-
isting elements but as things that are 
beneficial to their agenda. Only 
months ago, every Senate Democrat 
voted to count illegal aliens in the cen-
sus to help them shore up more seats in 
Congress and more electoral votes in 
the electoral college. 

This cannot continue. It is our re-
sponsibility, it is our moral imperative 
to close these gates. My bill, the Safe-
guard American Voter Eligibility Act— 
also known as the SAVE Act—would be 
a vital step in securing the electoral 
process, ensuring that in every State, 
every vote cast is legitimate and every 
voter is duly registered. 

The SAVE Act proposes amending 
the National Voter Registration Act to 
enable States to require proof of citi-
zenship when registering voters for 
purposes of Federal elections. 

Under the SAVE Act, we mandate 
that States obtain concrete documen-
tary proof of citizenship at the time of 
voter registration. It specifies accept-
able documentation that really is des-
perately needed. It is far more inju-
rious, if you want to compare the two. 
If you want to talk about the amount 
of burdensome paperwork that goes on 
relative to what it is that needs pro-
tecting, I think it is at least as harm-
ful, if not far more so, to fail to require 
documentation and proof of citizenship 
in the context of voting in a Federal 
election than it is when completing an 
I–9, which everyone has to do when 
they start a new job, citizen and non-
citizen alike. 

Furthermore, the SAVE Act compels 
States to proactively remove nonciti-
zens from voter rolls and introduces 
Federal penalties for those who inten-
tionally register noncitizens. 

This bill echoes the sentiments of the 
American people from coast to coast. It 
transcends political affiliations and 
speaks directly to the core of what 
makes our country great: fair, free, and 
secure elections. 

This is about preserving the integrity 
of our elections and ensuring that each 
State will have the opportunity to par-
ticipate in a way that involves each 
vote being cast to reflect the American 
will. 

If this administration insists upon 
keeping America’s borders open, then 
the administration must also ensure 
that none of these illegal immigrants 
are thwarting our free and fair elec-
tions. 

Look, this border crisis—make no 
mistake—was deliberately engineered 
and has been willfully perpetuated by 
this administration. Now, they 
shouldn’t want open borders. There are 
a lot of good reasons why this is a bad 
idea, a lot of reasons why we shouldn’t 
allow this. There are a lot of people 
like Laken Riley who have lost their 
lives or have otherwise endured heart-
ache, trauma, and devastating con-

sequences because of people who should 
not have been here to begin with. 

But if this is what they want, then 
for the love of all that is sacred and 
holy, please, they should at a minimum 
have the decency to their fellow Amer-
icans to make sure that those same 
people who they have willfully allowed 
to enter our country against our law 
and against the will of the American 
people at least not be able to vote in 
our elections because they are not citi-
zens. 

Every day we delay, the foundation 
of our electoral processes erodes a lit-
tle more. We can’t wait for this admin-
istration to enforce the law because 
this administration isn’t enforcing the 
law. 

By passing the SAVE Act, we send a 
clear message that in the United 
States, voting is not just a right and a 
privilege of citizenship, but it is also a 
protected and a cherished one—one 
that our own government won’t delib-
erately allow to be diluted and made 
less meaningful. 

As debates about election integrity 
rage, the SAVE Act stands out by guar-
anteeing that only American citizens 
will have a say in our elections, there-
by keeping those elections free from 
foreign interference—something we all 
care about. 

American elections must be decided 
by American voters, full stop. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Utah. 

UNANIMOUS CONSENT REQUEST—S. 4387 
Mr. LEE. Our country is in the grips 

of the worst border security crisis in 
our history. President Biden’s open 
border policies have caused an unprece-
dented humanitarian disaster, with 
grave consequences for public safety, 
national security, and, indeed, for the 
rule of law. 

For years, Democrats have stood by 
and watched as President Biden pre-
sided over and intentionally exacer-
bated this historic crisis. They know 
that President Biden has the authority 
to secure the border. Yet, instead of 
taking him to task, they remain silent. 

No, instead of calling on the Presi-
dent to fix the problem, we are here at-
tempting to revise the so-called Border 
Security Act—a bill that has already 
failed to pass muster in this body and 
will do nothing to secure the border 
and, if anything, would likely make it 
worse if, heaven forbid, it became law. 
It would certainly make it worse when 
administered under this administration 
because of the amount of executive 
branch discretionary authority this 
bill creates. 

Look, let’s be honest here. This is a 
political exercise, not a serious debate, 
because that bill is going nowhere, and 
we all know that. 

Since President Biden’s inaugura-
tion, over 9.5 million undocumented 
immigrants have entered the United 
States illegally. Those are just the 
ones that we know about, just the ones 
that have been observed, that have 
been recorded by our border security 
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personnel. It is larger than the popu-
lation of 36 States. Most of our States 
are smaller than the number of people 
who have been observed and recorded 
as crossing into our country through 
our southern border unlawfully just 
since January 20, 2021. 

The magnitude of the border security 
crisis is hard to comprehend. What is 
not hard to comprehend is that this is 
a public safety crisis, and it should be 
treated as such. Our constituents from 
our various States know this, and we 
know it from them. They feel strongly 
about it, and they don’t like it. 

So let’s not pretend that President 
Biden lacks authority to secure the 
border and needs new legislation or 
else he won’t be able to do anything 
about it. That isn’t true. That is 
science fiction fantasy. That is a fraud-
ulently produced statement. It is a 
truth-free assertion. 

President Biden, you have the power 
right now to secure this border. You 
have it and you know that you have it 
and you deceive the American people 
when you suggest otherwise. 

Let’s not waste the American peo-
ple’s time by debating a bill that 
stands to make the crisis even worse— 
even worse—by giving you, sir, more 
power to make this worse, which it 
would do. And we know already how 
you would utilize that discretionary 
authority because we know how you 
utilized the discretionary authority 
you have already been given. 

We should be considering measures 
that force this administration to actu-
ally secure the border, that stay the 
President’s hand, and that force him to 
do his job, which is to secure the bor-
der. We can do just that or at least 
move in the right direction on that 
front simply by passing my legislation, 
known as the VALID Act. 

Thanks to the Biden administration, 
inadmissible aliens are not just enter-
ing the United States on foot, they are 
being flown on commercial flights— 
often at government expense—into and 
throughout the country. The CBP One 
mobile app, which was never intended 
to be used by migrants seeking entry 
into the United States, has been 
repurposed into a tool by the Biden ad-
ministration to facilitate the entry of 
even more illegal aliens into the 
United States. 

Today, migrants can download the 
app, put in whatever identifiable infor-
mation they would like—no matter the 
accuracy of the information, regardless 
of whether they just made it up, just 
like they walked into a party and 
wrote their name down on a name tag 
saying: Hello, my name is thus and 
such. And then they can use the app as 
their sole exclusive form of ID nec-
essary to enter the United States. 

So the rest of us, if we travel outside 
the United States, need a passport to 
come back into the United States. But 
if you are an illegal alien: No docu-
ments, no citizenship, no visa, no prob-
lem; we got you covered. All you have 
got to do is color inside the lines. Just 

write down whatever information you 
want to make up. Put it on the app. 
That is your ticket. You are getting in. 

I can’t tell you how many times my 
constituent service operation in my 
State office back in Utah gets calls 
from frantic, concerned American citi-
zens. They are somewhere outside the 
United States. They lose their pass-
port. It is a real crisis. We do our best 
to help them. We can almost always 
figure out a way to solve the problem, 
but it creates real difficulty. 

The American citizens don’t have ac-
cess to the CBP One mobile app, but do 
you know who does? Illegal aliens, and 
it helps them get into the country. 

Now, not only can illegal immigrants 
use the app to enter the United States 
by plane, but they can also use it to 
travel throughout the United States, 
within the United States, on domestic 
flights paid for by the U.S. Govern-
ment. Migrants don’t need a legitimate 
ID or a passport. They can board a 
plane using Biden’s CBP One mobile 
app, which the TSA now proudly adver-
tises at airports nationwide. 

Of course, if you are an American cit-
izen, you will have an entirely different 
airport experience. You will be ex-
pected to wait in long security lines, 
show proof of valid identification, and 
then potentially be subjected to an ad-
ditional invasive security screening. 
Americans are expected to follow our 
country’s laws. Yet illegal immigrants 
who are in the United States only be-
cause they broke our country’s laws 
that govern how you get into this 
country are held to a lower standard. It 
is almost an insult to standards to call 
it a standard at all. It is a nonstandard. 

The Biden administration is reward-
ing people illegally entering our coun-
try with their own personalized form of 
TSA PreCheck. But it is better than 
TSA PreCheck; it is free. You don’t 
have to provide any documentation. 
You don’t have to have any real secu-
rity review. 

This backward policy has real con-
sequences. Hundreds of thousands of 
otherwise inadmissible aliens have en-
tered the United States using the CBP 
One mobile app as their sole form of 
identification for travel authorization. 

Among those who have entered by 
using the app include a Haitian mi-
grant who, after entering the United 
States through the CBP One mobile 
app, was arrested for committing a 
double homicide in New York. Cory Al-
varez, another man who entered the 
country through the app, was arrested 
for sexually assaulting a disabled 15- 
year-old girl. 

Americans deserve the right to fly 
without fear, which is impossible when 
we have a President who allows people 
without verifiable information to enter 
our country against our laws. 

My bill can end this unacceptable 
lapse in security and public safety, and 
it can do it today. All I am asking for 
is a vote, a vote on legislation that 
would prohibit individuals from flying 
from foreign countries into the United 

States if they are using the CBP One 
mobile app, a notice to appear order, or 
a notice to report order as their sole 
form of identification or travel author-
ization. 

This shouldn’t be a hard idea to get 
behind. This shouldn’t be controver-
sial, not remotely. Before you board a 
plane, you should prove who you are, 
just like the rest of us have to do. We 
do it all the time. We have to prove 
who we are when we go to the doctor’s 
office, the pharmacy, when we check 
into a hotel, pick out a rental car, if we 
get pulled over on the highway for 
speeding. Anytime we do just about 
anything of significance, it seems we 
have got to produce identification to 
show who we are. 

Look, this has been a pretty wide-
spread practice that Americans have 
been required to follow for a long time 
at airports, certainly since 9/11. Every-
body just understands it is what you 
have got to do. 

Even for a U.S. citizen to fly from 
one U.S. city to another, he or she 
must establish identification, proving 
identity. President Biden is reversing 
that standard and importing crime into 
every community in America. No com-
munity in our country should be forced 
to fear that foreign nationals whose 
identities we cannot confirm can travel 
free throughout the United States— 
freely, often at government expense; 
freely, without even having to produce 
so much as identification papers. 

Earlier this month, one of our col-
leagues was quoted as saying: There is 
only one party that is serious about 
border security. It is the Democratic 
Party. We are going to ask Republicans 
to join us. 

Look, I will pose the same question 
that he asked and impose it now to all 
my Democratic colleagues. If you are, 
as you claim, the party that is serious 
about border security, then, for the 
love of Pete, prove it. Step up. Go on 
record and show the American people 
where you stand on this commonsense 
border security reform, and let’s pass 
the VALID Act. 

(Ms. HASSAN assumed the Chair.) 
So to that end, Madam President, 

notwithstanding rule XXII, I ask unan-
imous consent that the Senate resume 
legislative session and that the Senate 
proceed to S. 4387, which is at the desk. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there 
objection? 

The Senator from Connecticut. 
Mr. MURPHY. Madam President, re-

serving the right to object, I have a 
great deal of respect for my colleague 
from Utah. He and I have collaborated 
on a number of really important pieces 
of legislation, especially in the na-
tional security space. So I say all of 
this with tremendous respect for the 
Senator from Utah. 

First, let’s go to the heart of the ar-
gument that he is making because he 
makes an argument that you hear very 
often on this floor, that tens of thou-
sands of people are entering the coun-
try illegally. They are entering the 
country illegally. 
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The Senator knows the law, I would 

probably guess, better than most here, 
and so he knows that those people who 
are entering the United States without 
permission also have a corresponding 
right to apply for asylum. So, tech-
nically, they enter the United States 
without permission, but then they are 
allowed to apply for asylum. And that 
right to asylum is a superseding right. 

And so there has been no dispute— 
whether the President is Joe Biden or 
the President is Donald Trump—that if 
you enter the United States and claim 
asylum and have a valid claim of asy-
lum that you are able to make, thus 
passing the credible fear screen, you 
get to stay in the United States to 
process that claim. 

And so this idea that people coming 
to the United States to apply for asy-
lum are here illegally is obviated by 
longstanding law that, in fact, requires 
the United States to allow those people 
to stay here while that claim is being 
processed. 

I just think it is important for every-
body to understand what the law is and 
that both Democratic and Republican 
administrations have allowed people 
with valid claims of asylum to stay 
here and to process those claims. 

As to the specifics of this bill the 
Senator is asking for unanimous con-
sent on—again, I say this with great re-
spect for my friend—I have no idea 
what the Senator is talking about. I 
literally have no concept of the prob-
lem that he just described because it 
doesn’t exist. There are not hundreds 
of thousands of people coming to the 
United States using CBP One as their 
only form of identification. That is not 
true, and I would suggest that the Sen-
ator check with his staff. 

In order to qualify for CBP One, you 
have to have a passport. In fact, you 
have to have another means of identi-
fication in order to qualify for the CBP 
One program. 

CBP One papers are not an accepted 
form of documentation by TSA. Indi-
viduals who are showing up at the air-
ports are showing up with a passport or 
another means of acceptable identifica-
tion. 

The Senator may have examples of 
exceptions, but there are certainly not 
hundreds of thousands of people com-
ing to the United States with only CBP 
One documentation to present to TSA. 
It is just not true. 

CBP One, in fact, is the way by which 
we assure that individuals who are 
coming to the United States are, in 
fact, who they say they are. Many of 
the programs, through which we use 
CBP One, include a vetting process—a 
vetting process, frankly, that, admit-
tedly, often does not take place outside 
of CBP One. When people come to the 
border and claim asylum, if you don’t 
have detention capability—as has been 
the case under both President Trump 
and President Biden—many of those 
people are allowed into the country to 
process their asylum claim without the 
kind of vetting that is done in the CBP 
One program. 

I just don’t recognize the problem 
that the Senator is trying to solve here 
today, and I do think it creates a pret-
ty problematic misimpression that you 
have the idea that there are hundreds 
of thousands of people showing up at 
TSA and plopping down a CBP One doc-
ument, coming to the United States 
with only that document. 

In fact, the only way you get the CBP 
One document is to have shown and 
verified your proper documentation. 

In addition, this amendment just 
feels kind of unworkable. And if there 
is a specific workaround to the existing 
system that requires documentation, 
proof of identity in order to get a CBP 
One document, then I am happy to 
work with the Senator on it, but this 
amendment or this bill makes the re-
quirement operative on the airline. The 
airline is not actually the entity that 
checks documentation. Those are enti-
ties run by the Department of Home-
land Security. 

So I just don’t see the same problem 
that the Senator does. In fact, I think 
the CBP One program is an incredibly 
important way to validate identity to 
be able to do important vetting. And 
through certain processes through 
which we use CBP One documentation, 
it is a way to control the number of 
presentations at the border. 

Remember, through CBP One and the 
CHNV Program, we have been able to 
greatly reduce the number of people 
who are showing up in an unplanned 
way at the border, in particular Cu-
bans, Haitians, and Nicaraguans. 

I understand Republicans have a pol-
icy disagreement with the mechanism 
by which we use the CBP One Program 
to fly individuals into the country with 
a sponsor, with vetting, so they don’t 
show up in an unplanned way at the 
border, but it is, in fact, greatly reduc-
ing the number of people who are 
stressing our resources at the south-
west border. 

So I will continue to defend the use 
of CBP One as a very legitimate way to 
make sure that we have an ability to 
vet individuals and we have an ability 
to relieve pressure on the southwest 
border. 

I just see this bill as attempting to 
tackle a problem that I have not been 
able to exist—I am happy to talk to the 
Senator offline to see if there is a more 
limited problem that he has identified 
that we can perhaps discuss and work 
together on. 

But my broader frustration is this: If 
the Senator would just vote yes on the 
motion to proceed tomorrow, we could 
work on this in the context of a bipar-
tisan foundation. If the Senator is 
upset about the underlying parole pro-
gram, well, the bipartisan border secu-
rity bill—negotiated by Senator 
LANKFORD, Senator MCCONNELL, my-
self, Senator SINEMA—it makes signifi-
cant changes to that parole program. 
In fact, it eliminates for all intents and 
purposes the parole program used in 
between the ports of entry, the 236(a) 
program. It makes other substantial 

reforms to the parole programs that 
limit the use of parole to true humani-
tarian purposes. That was vigorously 
negotiated by Senator LANKFORD and 
Senator GRAHAM and others. 

I understand that the bipartisan bill 
is not perfect. It is not everything Sen-
ator LEE would want, not everything 
Senator LANKFORD would want, and not 
everything I would want. But it is a 
compromise. The vote tomorrow is just 
to begin debate, just to get on the bill 
so that we can see what amendments 
might be able to get to 60. 

Maybe there is a more limited 
version of this—I would argue—badly 
crafted bill that could be added on to 
the bipartisan border bill, but we can’t 
even have that debate, we can’t even 
get to the bipartisan foundation be-
cause, almost to a person, Republican 
Senators are choosing—are choosing— 
to vote against this bipartisan bill, 
even considering the bipartisan bill. 

Maybe this is not true for the Sen-
ator from Utah, but certainly others 
have been pretty clear about the fact 
that President Trump has decided that 
he wants no compromise, no changes in 
border policy before the election be-
cause he wants the border to be a mess. 
He thinks that is good politics for him. 
He wants Republicans to vote against 
everything—everything—in order to 
preserve this issue for political pur-
poses. 

I think we would be better off having 
a debate next week, getting onto the 
bipartisan border bill, which does have 
Republican support and has Demo-
cratic support—not all Democratic sup-
port because it is a real compromise. 
There are many of my Members who 
don’t support the bipartisan border 
bill. But we could choose to get on this 
bill tomorrow, take the Senator’s idea, 
vet it, work it out between the two par-
ties, and have an old-fashioned Senate 
debate. But we are not going to do that 
because Republicans are going to vote 
almost to a person to reject even tak-
ing up the bipartisan border bill. 
Maybe not for every Republican Sen-
ator, but for many, that seems to be 
because President Trump wants to 
keep the border a mess for political 
purposes. And I regret that. I think the 
American people regret that. 

I am looking forward to having a 
conversation with the Senator I have 
worked with on a lot of other issues, 
but this bill seems to attack a problem 
that I can’t yet identify. For that rea-
son, I would object. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ob-
jection is heard. 

The Senator from Utah. 
Mr. LEE. Madam President, I appre-

ciate the thoughtful analysis—con-
sistent with his always thoughtful, an-
alytical approach to matters—that has 
been offered up by my friend and col-
league, the distinguished Senator from 
Connecticut. Yes, he and I have worked 
together on a lot of things, including in 
the national security space. It reminds 
me, he and I need to talk about one of 
those things sometime soon. 
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I do, however, disagree with a num-

ber of conclusions that he has reached. 
I think I see where he is going, and I 
understand how he gets there, but I 
think he is mistaken on a couple of 
points. 

No. 1, there have, in fact, been hun-
dreds of thousands of people who have 
entered the United States using the 
CBP One mobile app as their basis for 
entering the country and as their form 
of identification—hundreds of thou-
sands. 

In fact, my understanding is that be-
tween October of 2022 and the end of 
September of 2023, that calendar year, 
there were a total of 221,456 such people 
who did that just from four countries 
alone—from Venezuela, Haiti, Cuba, 
and Nicaragua—people being brought 
in and then paroled. These were people 
who, as I understand it—the Depart-
ment of Homeland Security has ac-
knowledged—had no valid basis for en-
tering the country, and that is why 
they had to be paroled into the coun-
try. They were using immigration pa-
role illegally, illegitimately, to bring 
them in because to actually use immi-
gration parole, the statute requires 
that it be made on an individualized 
basis, not a categorical one. These were 
brought in categorically. 

With respect to his assertion regard-
ing entry into the United States fol-
lowed by an assertion of a right to pro-
ceed under our asylum laws, that is a 
different question altogether. First of 
all, if you enter the United States un-
lawfully and then apply for asylum, 
you still have entered unlawfully. 

He describes, then, these individuals 
as having a right to asylum. Nobody 
has a right to asylum in the United 
States. We do have asylum laws. Those 
laws allow the Department of Home-
land Security, through authority that 
goes through the Secretary of Home-
land Security, to extend asylum status 
on a discretionary basis. There is no 
statutorily conferred right, certainly 
no constitutionally conferred right to 
asylum. 

In effect, what we do have is that if 
you enter the United States without 
documentation and then you apply for 
asylum, you have to have your asylum 
claim adjudicated. That can take 
years. In fact, a number of people who 
are entering the United States now, if 
they apply for asylum after entering, 
they are often told that their court 
date may not occur until well into the 
2030s. 

We know that most asylum applica-
tions are denied. Most people who 
apply for asylum are ultimately 
deemed not eligible for asylum. 

You can’t call this a statutorily or a 
constitutional right—a statutorily con-
ferred or a constitutionally conferred 
right—nor can you say that they are 
asylees as of the moment that they 
apply. 

Under our asylum laws, while there 
is some complexity to them, I think 
that the most natural reading of them 
is that they are supposed to be de-

tained while their asylum applications 
are pending and until they are finally 
resolved, which, as I just noted, most 
asylum applicants are ultimately de-
nied that. 

So to tell them: OK, fill out this form 
using the app. That could be your form 
of identification. You may enter the 
country using that as your ID. You 
may fly about the country at will using 
that ID. 

To say that that is based on some 
sort of lawful immigration status isn’t 
accurate, and it certainly ignores the 
fact that we are flouting in countless 
circumstances either immigration pa-
role or asylum in order to get them to 
that point. 

As to the suggestion that those en-
tering the country with the CBP One 
mobile app—if I understand my col-
league’s assertion correctly, I think he 
is saying you have to have other forms 
of ID, perhaps a foreign passport or 
something akin to that, in order to use 
the CBP One mobile app to enter the 
United States. That is not my under-
standing at all. I have had countless 
conversations—I as well as my staff— 
with officials within the Department of 
Homeland Security when we have 
raised these concerns. I have never 
heard any suggestion anywhere that 
the ability to use the app in that fash-
ion is conditioned upon the ability to 
show, to produce a foreign passport or 
other official form of foreign identi-
fication. 

I would add here, I am quite certain 
that that is not the case for the addi-
tional reason—not only because that 
would have come up by now in the 
countless conversations we had about 
this but also for an additional reason. 
You see along our southern border peo-
ple ditching their identification pa-
pers—their identification cards, pass-
ports, driver’s licenses, whatever they 
are—from their home jurisdictions at 
the moment they cross the border. 
They ditch them. They ditch them be-
cause they don’t need them. They ditch 
them because that way, they can fill 
out the CBP One mobile app and make 
their name or their date of birth or 
whatever it is whatever they want. 
This is a very known phenomenon. 
These are varied widely observed facts 
along the southern border. 

He said that these are not hundreds 
of thousands who have been here. 
Look, this is not my understanding. 
Madam President, 221,000-some-odd 
people flew in just from the four coun-
tries I mentioned alone and just for the 
12-month interval I mentioned. We 
have many hundreds of thousands who 
have come in using the CBP One mo-
bile app. 

Look, at the end of the day, we do 
have a problem. We have a problem be-
cause we have so many people coming 
in here who don’t have a visa to be 
here, who don’t have citizenship, don’t 
have status as lawful permanent resi-
dents or otherwise, and they are enter-
ing without documentation, without 
any other legal right. 

The fact that this administration has 
chosen to paper over the fact that in 
any other administration, in any other 
era of American history or at least 
modern American history since these 
things started happening, those would 
be regarded as illegal aliens, which, of 
course, they are. 

In this administration, they do their 
best to try to paper over that by either 
declaring them eligible for immigra-
tion parole even though they are not 
because you are not allowed to use im-
migration parole that way—you use 
immigration parole in two instances, 
both of which are specific, neither of 
which may be categorical. 

There is the humanitarian use. For 
example, your mother is in the United 
States. You are outside the United 
States. You don’t have a visa. You are 
not a citizen. You are a citizen of an-
other country. You want to come in be-
cause your mother is sick. She is about 
to pass away. For humanitarian pur-
poses, they will let you in for a brief 
period of time, understanding that it is 
momentary. The other is a public use 
purpose—public use. Let’s say you 
speak a language that is needed in the 
United States—I don’t know, interpret 
at somebody’s trial, translation serv-
ices or something like that. Either 
way, it has to be a specific individual-
ized determination. 

This administration is using these 
things by the hundreds of thousands to 
say: Come on in. If you are from Ven-
ezuela, Haiti, Cuba, Nicaragua, one of 
the other favorite countries on this, 
just come on in. 

So papering over them doesn’t make 
them legal. They are still illegal 
aliens, and we are still facilitating the 
process by which they enter the United 
States and making it easier for them 
to enter the United States without 
proper identification. This would fix 
that. This bill would fix that. 

Now, I ask today not that we pass it 
by unanimous consent; I asked only 
that we turn to it, that we get on to it. 
Even that drew an objection. That is 
most unfortunate. 

Finally, I want to make the point 
with reference to the 45th President of 
the United States. I, like many—I be-
lieve like most of my Republican col-
leagues, have grave concerns with the 
so-called border security measure—it is 
really more of an immigration bill 
than a border security measure—that 
Democrats want us to turn to next, 
that they want us to get onto. I have 
grave concerns with that, and most of 
my Republican colleagues do. 

I will say this: Most of us had real 
concerns with this long before the 45th 
President of the United States weighed 
in on it. 

My objections, though, had nothing 
do and still have nothing to do with 
the preferences of the 45th President of 
the United States with regard to that 
bill. They have everything to do with 
what that bill actually said. 

Now, I understand a number of people 
put a lot of time into that bill. I get it. 
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But that bill didn’t do what most of us 
as Republicans asked that it do, which 
is that it remove the President’s vast 
discretion to make it easier to paper 
over and document illegal aliens to 
make them appear legal when, in fact, 
they are not. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Connecticut. 

Mr. MURPHY. Madam President, I 
know my other colleagues are waiting 
to speak. Very quickly, I know termi-
nology matters a lot to my colleague, 
so I want just to put a fine point on 
this. 

Republicans may have an objection 
to the way in which the President uses 
his parole authority, but the President 
has always had broad parole authori-
ties. And the individuals who are here 
under CBP One are not illegal. They 
have been granted the ability to be in 
the United States under the Presi-
dent’s parole authority. You can have a 
policy objection to that, and the courts 
may opine on whether the President 
has the authority to use parole in the 
way that he is using it, but those indi-
viduals are not here illegally. 

That is really important. Again, it is, 
I think, an unfortunate misimpression 
to present. 

Second, there is a difference between 
people using CBP One as the legal 
means to enter the United States 
versus using CBP One as their docu-
mentation to get on an airplane. 

It is true. Tens of thousands of people 
from those four countries have used 
CBP One as the mechanism to be law-
fully in the United States. It is not 
true that they are not providing docu-
mentation in order to use CBP One and 
in order to board an airplane. They are 
using passports and other documenta-
tion for those two purposes. So those 
are two different issues. 

Yes, tens of thousands of people use 
CBP One as the means to come into the 
United States legally. No, hundreds of 
thousands of people do not use CBP 
One as their identification mechanism 
to get on an airplane. I just think it is 
important to distinguish between the 
two. 

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

ator from Wyoming. 
Mr. BARRASSO. Madam President, 

let me just defer to my colleague from 
Utah for a few short moments. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Utah. 

Mr. LEE. Madam President, I will be 
brief, and I appreciate my friend and 
colleague for indulging me on this as I 
have just a couple of points. 

Look, they are entering unlawfully. 
Again, this administration is using 
other laws to paper over their ille-
gality. The fact that President Biden is 
unlawfully using immigration parole 
to make them appear legal still doesn’t 
make it legal. 

I believe it was Mark Twain who 
asked rhetorically: If you count the 
tail of a dog as a leg, how many legs 
does the dog have? I would respond 

that it is still just four legs. It is still 
a tail and not a leg. 

Somebody who enters unlawfully 
isn’t made lawful in the United States 
just because the President of the 
United States is unlawfully using an 
authority that doesn’t allow him to 
make them legal to do that. 

As to the suggestion that those who 
enter using the CBP One app have uni-
formly provided a passport, it just isn’t 
true. In fact, I had it confirmed right 
now with the person who helps me with 
these things, who helps constituents— 
the people in my State—who confirmed 
just now that it is not a requirement. 
They are not required to provide a 
passport in order to do this, and we 
know that this has been used over and 
over and over again by people who do 
not have documentation. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Connecticut. 

Mr. MURPHY. Madam President, I 
have a handful of unanimous consent 
requests to get out of the way. 

f 

LEGISLATIVE SESSION 

MORNING BUSINESS 

Mr. MURPHY. Madam President, I 
ask unanimous consent that the Sen-
ate proceed to legislative session and 
be in a period of morning business, 
with Senators permitted to speak 
therein for up to 10 minutes each. 

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

f 

VOTE EXPLANATION 

Mr. TESTER. Madam President, I 
was absent due to a personal matter 
when the Senate voted on vote No. 177 
on confirmation of Angela M. Martinez, 
of Arizona, to be U.S. District Judge 
for the District of Arizona. On vote No. 
177, had I been present, I would have 
voted yea. 

Madam President, I was absent due 
to a personal matter when the Senate 
voted on vote No. 178 on the motion to 
invoke cloture on Dena M. Coggins to 
be U.S. District Judge for the Eastern 
District of California. On vote No. 178, 
had I been present, I would have voted 
yea. 

f 

ADDITIONAL STATEMENTS 

75TH ANNIVERSARY OF WVTM 13 

∑ Mrs. BRITT. Madam President, I 
wish to recognize and honor Alabama’s 
longest continuously broadcasting sta-
tion, WVTM 13, on its 75th anniversary. 

WVTM 13 originally began as WAFM– 
TV, an affiliate of CBS, on May 29, 1949, 
becoming the first television station to 
broadcast in the Birmingham area and 
across our entire State. For over seven 
decades, the central Alabama region 
has benefitted greatly from WVTM’s 
legacy of local reporting. 

A few iterations later, the station’s 
call letters became WVTM for ‘‘Vulcan 

Times Mirror’’ on March 28, 1980, and 
have remained for decades. The ‘‘V’’ 
references the location of the station, 
on top of Red Mountain at Vulcan 
Park, and Vulcan statue, the largest 
cast iron statue in the world that ex-
emplifies Birmingham’s important iron 
and steel heritage. 

Similarly, WVTM represents a sig-
nificant piece of central Alabama’s his-
tory, as well as its future. I am con-
fident that just as this station has dili-
gently served our local communities 
for 75 years, WVTM will serve Alabam-
ians for the next 75 years. 

From the station’s founding to cur-
rent leadership under Susana Schuler, 
WVTM has benefited from incredible 
professionals and stewards of its com-
munity. Now an affiliate of NBC, 
WVTM embodies its mission under 
Hearst Television each and every day 
to provide quality local news and infor-
mation in an independent, fair, and un-
biased manner. 

On behalf of the people of Alabama, I 
offer my heartfelt thanks to the re-
porters, television anchors, video edi-
tors, producers, and entire WVTM staff 
who remain committed to broadcasting 
accurate, timely news to the commu-
nities they serve. Alabamians are 
proud to invite WVTM into their 
homes each and every day because the 
station has truly earned their trust 
through decades of diligence and excel-
lence. Thank you, WVTM 13, for 75 
years of exemplary service to our 
State.∑ 

f 

TRIBUTE TO DR. GEORGE E. LEWIS 
∑ Mr. CARDIN. Madam President, I 
rise today to honor Dr. George E. 
Lewis, for his outstanding service to 
our Nation and Maryland as he steps 
down as chair of the Chesapeake and 
Ohio Canal NHP Federal Advisory 
Commission. Dr. Lewis began his serv-
ice in 1966, when he was commission as 
a second lieutenant in the Army. As an 
Army officer, Dr. Lewis contributed to 
significant advancements to protect 
and treat our Nation’s warfighters and 
citizens. 

He proudly accepted in 1989 the Pen-
tagon responsibilities of both the exec-
utive assistant to the Assistant Sur-
geon General for Medical Research and 
Development and the Army Surgeon 
General’s liaison to the Assistant Sec-
retary of the Army for Research, De-
velopment and Acquisition. Dr. Lewis 
also was the senior medical biological 
warfare defense expert in the Pentagon 
during Operations Desert Shield and 
Storm. 

In 1991, Dr. Lewis served as a U.S. 
delegate to the 1991 United Nations Bi-
ological Weapons Convention Review 
Conference. In August 1992, he was as-
signed as program manager for combat 
medical systems and assumed com-
mand of the U.S. Army Medical Mate-
rial Development Activity at Fort 
Detrick. In 1996, he retired after 30 
years of military service. 

Colonel Lewis’s record of service and 
leadership extends well beyond his 
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