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The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 

question is on agreeing to the motion. 
The motion was agreed to. 

f 

REPRODUCTIVE FREEDOM FOR 
WOMEN ACT—MOTION TO PROCEED 

Mr. SCHUMER. Mr. President, I 
move to proceed to Calendar No. 420, S. 
4554. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will report the motion. 

The senior assistant legislative clerk 
read as follows: 

Motion to proceed to Calendar No. 420, S. 
4554, a bill to express support for protecting 
access to reproductive health care after the 
Dobbs v. Jackson decision on June 24, 2022. 

CLOTURE MOTION 

Mr. SCHUMER. I send a cloture mo-
tion to the desk. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The clo-
ture motion having been presented 
under rule XXII, the Chair directs the 
clerk to read the motion. 

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 
Standing Rules of the Senate, do hereby 
move to bring to a close debate on the mo-
tion to proceed to Calendar No. 420, S. 4554, 
a bill to express support for protecting ac-
cess to reproductive health care after the 
Dobbs v. Jackson decision on June 24, 2022. 

Charles E. Schumer, Patty Murray, Alex 
Padilla, Christopher A. Coons, Jack 
Reed, Margaret Wood Hassan, Chris-
topher Murphy, Chris Van Hollen, Ben-
jamin L. Cardin, Mazie K. Hirono, 
Thomas R. Carper, Tina Smith, Shel-
don Whitehouse, Gary C. Peters, 
Tammy Duckworth, Kirsten E. Gilli-
brand, Catherine Cortez Masto, Rich-
ard Blumenthal. 

f 

EXECUTIVE SESSION 

EXECUTIVE CALENDAR 

Mr. SCHUMER. Mr. President, I 
move to proceed to executive session to 
consider Calendar No. 621. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
question is on agreeing to the motion. 

The motion was agreed to. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 

clerk will report the nomination. 
The senior assistant legislative clerk 

read the nomination of Colleen Duffy 
Kiko, of North Dakota, to be a Member 
of the Federal Labor Relations Author-
ity for a term of five years expiring 
July 29, 2027. (Reappointment). 

CLOTURE MOTION 

Mr. SCHUMER. Mr. President, I send 
a cloture motion to the desk. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The clo-
ture motion having been presented 
under rule XXII, the Chair directs the 
clerk to read the motion. 

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 
Standing Rules of the Senate, do hereby 

move to bring to a close debate on the nomi-
nation of Executive Calendar No. 621, Colleen 
Duffy Kiko, of North Dakota, to be a Mem-
ber of the Federal Labor Relations Authority 
for a term of five years expiring July 29, 2027. 
(Reappointment) 

Charles E. Schumer, Gary C. Peters, 
Kirsten E. Gillibrand, Tammy 
Duckworth, John W. Hickenlooper, 
Christopher Murphy, Angus S. King, 
Jr., Tina Smith, Jeanne Shaheen, Mar-
garet Wood Hassan, Thomas R. Carper, 
Sheldon Whitehouse, Jack Reed, Rob-
ert P. Casey, Jr., Raphael G. Warnock, 
Chris Van Hollen, Chris Coons, Tim 
Kaine. 

f 

LEGISLATIVE SESSION 

MORNING BUSINESS 

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

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

f 

UKRAINE 

Mr. WICKER. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the attached 
article entitled ‘‘Lessons from 
Ukraine’’ by Alan W. Dowd in the 
American Legion Magazine be printed 
in the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD. 

There being no objection, the mate-
rial was ordered to be printed in the 
RECORD, as follows: 

LESSONS FROM UKRAINE 
(By Alan W. Dowd) 

Russia’s war on Ukraine serves as a pre-
view of what a 21st-century great-power war 
might look like. The glimmer of hopeful 
news amid the grim cruelties of Putin’s war 
is that we have a chance to prevent the next 
great-power war—but only if we learn les-
sons from this one. 

Modern warfare between industrially de-
veloped countries devours personnel and re-
sources. The Russian military has lost ap-
proximately 120,000 killed in action in two 
years of war. By way of comparison, the 
USSR lost 15,000 in Afghanistan in a decade. 
Russia has lost 2,742 tanks, 5,031 armored ve-
hicles/APCs/IFVs, 135 helicopters, 103 fixed- 
wing aircraft, 20 surface ships and one sub-
marine. 

Ukraine’s losses are more appalling: some 
70,000 troops and 100,000 civilians killed. 
Ukraine has lost 742 tanks, 1,603 armored ve-
hicles/APCs/ IFVs, 80 fixed-wing aircraft and 
28 warships. Europe hasn’t seen this kind of 
war in 80 years. The United States hasn’t en-
dured such a war since Korea. To be sure, 
America engaged in costly operations during 
the postwar era. Afghanistan, Iraq and other 
fronts of the war on terrorism claimed more 
than 7,000 American lives—over a span of 20 
years. Vietnam claimed more than 58,000 
Americans—again, over a span of 20 years. 
Korea claimed 37,900 Americans in just 37 
months. 

Yet none of those conflicts and none of 
America’s battlefield foes since World War 
II—not Kim Il-Sung or Ho Chi Minh, not 
Saddam Hussein or Slobodan Milosevic, not 
Taliban terrorists or Hezbollah’s henchmen, 
not Osama bin Laden or Abu Bakr al- 
Baghdadi—represented the military-techno-
logical-industrial threat of a peer-adversary. 

Put another way, the war in Ukraine offers 
a glimpse of what a PRC assault on Taiwan, 
Russian attack on NATO or Korean War II 
would unleash. Such a conflict would 
produce massive front line combat losses. 
But it wouldn’t be neatly quarantined ‘‘over 
there.’’ It would scar the U.S. homeland 
through cyber, missile, drone, nuclear, bio-
logical and/or satellite attacks. Air Force 
Secretary Frank Kendall describes it as the 
‘‘kind of war we have no modern experience 
with’’—which is why America must return to 
the time-tested principle of deterrence. 

Deterring war is far less costly than wag-
ing war. ‘‘Freedom must be armed better 
than tyranny,’’ President Volodymyr 
Zelensky of Ukraine observes. When it’s not, 
the result is Ukraine 2022, Korea 1950, Pearl 
Harbor 1941. With Russia on the march, 
China on the rise, North Korea setting the 
free world on edge, and Iran and its Hamas- 
Hezbollah-Houthi proxies setting the Middle 
East on fire, larger investments in defense 
are desperately needed. The good news is 
that 27 NATO members have increased de-
fense spending. Poland is devoting 4% of 
GDP to the common defense. Germany is 
nearly doubling defense spending. Japan will 
soon boast the world’s third-largest defense 
budget. South Korea’s defense budget has 
jumped 37% in recent years, Australia’s 47%. 

The bad news is that, even as threats me-
tastasize, U.S. defense spending hovers in the 
3%-of GDP range. As a result, the Army is 
trying to deter war in Europe with one third 
the soldiers it deployed during the Cold War. 
Navy leaders say they need 500 ships; they 
have 296. Only 14% of the Air Force bomber 
fleet could survive peer-adversary air de-
fenses. 

These numbers call to mind Winston 
Churchill’s warning that ‘‘we cannot afford 
. . . to work on narrow margins, offering 
temptations to a trial of strength.’’ Church-
ill understood the benefits of deterrence and 
the dangers of shortchanging defense. So 
should Americans. In the eight years before 
entering World War I, the United States de-
voted an average of 0.7% of GDP to defense. 
Waging war swallowed up an average of 
16.1% of GDP—and 116,516 Americans. In the 
decade before entering World War II, Amer-
ica devoted an average of 1.1% of GDP to de-
fense. Waging war devoured an average of 
27% of GDP—and 405,399 Americans. During 
the Cold War, America invested an average 
of 7% of GDP on defense. That didn’t end all 
wars, but it did deter Moscow from starting 
World War III. 

Political leadership matters. As the Rus-
sian army rumbled toward Kiev, Zelensky 
was offered a chance to evacuate. His defiant 
response—‘‘I need ammunition, not a ride’’— 
galvanized Ukraine and rallied the free 
world. It’s no exaggeration to say that 
Ukraine remains free because Zelensky re-
mained in Ukraine. He serves as a reminder 
of a truth too many in our postmodern age 
never learn: Individuals make a difference, 
especially in a time of war—from Judah 
Maccabee and Abraham Lincoln to Churchill 
and Zelensky. 

America is highly effective at helping 
those willing to help themselves. U.S. anti- 
tank and anti-aircraft weapons helped 
Ukraine thwart Russia’s initial assault. U.S. 
anti-missile systems helped Kiev weather 
Putin’s rocket attacks. U.S. artillery and in-
telligence helped Ukraine liberate occupied 
territory. This effort is very much in Amer-
ica’s wheelhouse. From Britain (World War 
II) to Israel (1973 and today) to the 
mujahideen (1980s) to the Balkans (1990s) to 
Iraqi Kurdistan (2010s) to Ukraine, America 
excels at assisting people willing to fight for 
their freedom and territory. That phrase 
‘‘willing to fight’’ is key. The difference be-
tween Ukraine’s political leadership in 2022 
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and Afghanistan’s in 2021 is captured in the 
images of Kabul and Kiev today. In Ukraine, 
Israel, Taiwan and South Korea, America 
must continue helping those willing to de-
fend their freedom and territory. U.S. lead-
ers have espoused this idea for generations: 
‘‘Support for freedom-fighters is self-de-
fense’’ and ‘‘tied to our own security,’’ Presi-
dent Ronald Reagan explained. 

‘‘It must be the policy of the United States 
to support free peoples who are resisting at-
tempted subjugation by armed minorities or 
by outside pressures,’’ President Harry Tru-
man declared. 

‘‘A free man contending for liberty on his 
own ground is superior to any slavish merce-
nary on earth,’’ President George Wash-
ington observed. 

Resiliency is essential. Russia has targeted 
Ukraine’s government, cities, food supply, 
transportation system, electric grid, inter-
net and communications. Thanks in part to 
foreign assistance and in part to a national 
ethos of resiliency, Ukraine has withstood 
the onslaught. 

During the Cold War, America grafted re-
siliency into national-security strategy. The 
highway system would serve a dual purpose 
in a time of war. Civil-defense programs were 
at the ready. Continuity-of government pro-
tocols were rehearsed. Mountain hideaways, 
ships and planes were on call to serve as 
command-and-control nodes. Signaling to 
Moscow that the United States was prepared 
to soldier on—even amid nuclear attack—re-
inforced U.S. deterrent strategy. Twenty 
first-century equivalents to that sort of re-
siliency—mechanical-analog backups for dig-
ital systems, critical infrastructure hard-
ened against EMP attack, vaccines and 
therapeutics prepositioned for emergency 
distribution, updated continuity-of-govern-
ment procedures, systems to identify and 
counter deepfakes, backup power generation 
and water purification—are lacking. 

One step in the right direction is the Space 
Force’s Victus Nox Initiative, which allows 
the Pentagon to rapidly reconstitute the 
U.S. satellite fleet. Another is the Penta-
gon’s investment in dispersed regional 
microchip-manufacturing hubs. Other gov-
ernment agencies—along with industry— 
should follow these examples and devote re-
sources to resiliency. 

Unmanned systems are integral to modern 
warfare. Ukraine purchased or produced 
200,000 drones in 2023—some as big as planes, 
some as small as lunchboxes, some made of 
plastic or cardboard. 

Ukraine’s military includes the Achilles 
Company, which deploys drone swarms to 
overwhelm Russian targets. In addition, 
there’s Aerorozvidka, an organization that 
builds killer drones. Ukraine has deployed 
drones as loitering airborne artillery, in 
long-range attacks on Moscow and longer- 
range attacks against Russian targets in 
Sudan, and in numerous seaborne operations. 
Indeed, Ukraine has made history with tor-
pedo-like unmanned underwater vehicles 
(UUV) and uncrewed sea vehicles (USV). 
With a 600-mile range, Ukraine’s UUVs bring 
most of the Black Sea within reach. 

Ukraine’s unmanned air force and remote- 
control missiles are changing the arithmetic 
of war. At $250,000, Ukraine’s USVs are a tiny 
fraction of the cost of the warships, cargo 
ships and bridges they have destroyed. By 
modifying off-the shelf airborne drones into 
mortar-dropping systems—at an estimated 
cost of $2,000 per unit—Ukraine’s military 
has eliminated scores of multi-million-dollar 
Russian tanks and taken hundreds of Rus-
sian troops off the battlefield. According to 
Aerorozvidka, every dollar spent on one of 
its R18 octocopter drones delivers $670 in 
Russian losses. 

America’s military is taking notes. The 
Pentagon has an office devoted to countering 

uncrewed systems. The Pentagon is testing 
microdrones that can independently attack 
targets, swarm targets and lie in wait for 
targets. The Pentagon’s new Replicator ini-
tiative will field ‘‘attritable autonomous 
systems at scale of multiple thousands,’’ 
military officials report. The Navy just re-
ceived its first Orca uncrewed mine-laying 
submarine. 

Creativity is crucial. ‘‘History books will 
show,’’ says Adm. Rob Bauer, Norway’s de-
fense chief, ‘‘Ukraine has transformed mod-
ern warfare.’’ Ukraine’s creative warriors 
have re-engineered Soviet-designed rockets 
into high-precision anti-ship missiles (which 
sank Russia’s Black Sea flagship). They’ve 
utilized 3–D printing to produce RPG-like 
bombs light enough to air-drop from off-the- 
shelf drones but lethal enough to cripple 
tanks. They’ve reconfigured Western mis-
siles to fire from Soviet-era warplanes, 
turned jet skis into kamikaze-drones, 
strapped rockets onto unmanned speedboats, 
retrofitted Russian anti-aircraft missiles 
into ground-attack rockets and masterfully 
leveraged digital technologies. 

Ukraine’s wireless warriors have hacked 
into Russian government agencies and tele-
vision stations, weaponized video of Russian 
war crimes, shaped how the world views the 
war, crowdsourced weapons procurement, 
and used text-messaging and psyops to en-
courage Russian surrenders/desertions 
(bloodlessly sweeping 17,000 Russians from 
the battlefield). Ukraine’s tech-savvy troops 
even developed a smartphone application 
that enables soldiers to order an artillery 
strike like a civilian would order an Uber. 

America must be equally creative—but 
also capable of combining the stamina of a 
superpower with the agility of a startup: 
nimble industry-military collaborations to 
reshape the battlespace, Army artillery and 
Marine rockets affixed to Navy ships, 
manned-unmanned teaming in the skies and 
on the seas, cargo planes refashioned into 
airborne arsenal-ships, F–35Bs crammed onto 
amphibs, U.S. fighter-jets flying off allied 
carriers, hot-pit bomber deployments and 
lily pad bases, left-of-launch cyberstrikes 
against missile threats and allied islands 
sprinkled with antiship missiles, reminding 
Beijing two can play the anti-access/area-de-
nial game. 

Nuclear weapons cast a long shadow across 
today’s battlefield. Putin’s nuclear 
saberrattling has understandably given the 
West pause Recall that Putin promulgated a 
doctrine declaring nuclear weapons can be 
used to—somehow—de-escalate conflict, and 
recently deployed nuclear weapons into 
Belarus. 

Recall that Ukraine surrendered its nu-
clear arsenal in exchange for Russia’s 1994 
commitment to ‘‘refrain from the threat or 
use of force’’ and respect Ukraine’s ‘‘sov-
ereignty and . . . existing borders.’’ The free 
world’s failure to back up those words after 
Putin’s 2014 lunge into eastern Ukraine not 
only set the stage for 2022; it crippled the 
cause of nonproliferation. Ukraine serves as 
an object lesson of the deterrent power of nu-
clear weapons—and the danger of not having 
them. Allies like South Korea and adver-
saries like Iran are pondering that lesson. 

Putin’s war reminds us state-to-state pro-
liferation isn’t our only nuclear nightmare. 
During its mutiny, Wagner’s army of war-
lords came within a whisker of seizing a fa-
cility where Russia stores nuclear weapons. 

NATO is the solution, not the problem. 
Putin and his apologists say Russia invaded 
Ukraine in 2022 because Ukraine wanted to 
join NATO, but they have it precisely back-
wards: Ukraine wanted to join NATO because 
Putin had invaded Ukraine in 2014. Blaming 
NATO for this war is akin to blaming me for 
offering my neighbor a garden hose to extin-

guish fires—rather than the serial-arsonist 
for starting fires. 

Sovereign nations seek NATO membership 
because they distrust Moscow and recognize 
that NATO is the only source of security in 
Europe. That distrust has been validated re-
peatedly—from the Baltics and Poland dur-
ing World War II, to Hungary and Czecho-
slovakia during the Cold War, to Georgia and 
Ukraine today. NATO grows not by conquest 
but by consent, not by the force of arms of 
its members but by the desire for security of 
its aspirants. 

Russia’s rampage through Ukraine reminds 
us that helping free nations harden their ter-
ritory against invasion—as NATO has done 
since 1949—is wiser than scrambling to help 
them claw it back. As Reagan declared at 
Normandy, ‘‘It is better to be here ready to 
protect the peace, than to take blind shelter 
across the sea, rushing to respond only after 
freedom is lost.’’ 

Missile defense is essential. With Moscow 
launching 7,400 missiles and 3,700 
kamikazedrones, Kiev has used Soviet-era S– 
300s, domestically produced electronic-war-
fare jammers, and Western-supplied Patriot, 
IRIS–T, NASAMS, Hawk and Stinger sys-
tems (the Pentagon calls Ukraine’s patch-
work air defense ‘‘FrankenSAM’’) to inter-
cept thousands of inbound threats, including 
78% of the kamikaze-drones. The lesson: A 
layered missile-defense system is not only 
feasible but essential. 

U.S. intelligence still works. Rebounding 
from its 9/11-era woes, the intelligence com-
munity used a mix of signals intercepts, sat-
ellite imagery and assets inside Russia to 
forewarn policymakers about Putin’s plans. 
The Biden administration released that in-
telligence to alert Ukraine, brace Europe and 
prevent Russian false-flag operations. This 
preemptive use of intelligence enabled allies 
to rush defensive systems into Ukraine, giv-
ing it a chance to thwart Russia’s kill-shot 
thrust at Kiev. 

In the months since, U.S. intelligence has 
helped Ukraine eliminate Russian generals, 
strike munitions depots, degrade Russian 
forces in occupied Crimea and develop 
counteroffensives. Plus, U.S. Cyber Com-
mand—whose commander serves as director 
of the NSA, a key piece of the intelligence 
community—‘‘bolstered the resilience of 
Ukraine’’ by conducting ‘‘offensive, defen-
sive, information operations, Gen. Paul 
Nakasone cryptically reports. 

There’s a democratic community com-
mitted to defending the free world. At $46.6 
billion in military assistance—and another 
$30.3 billion in humanitarian financial assist-
ance—the United States has sent more aid 
than any single country. But America isn’t 
alone. Fifty nations are sending aid to 
Ukraine. The European Union (EU) has sent 
more total aid and (with Britain) more mili-
tary aid than the United States. EU nations 
planned to deliver a million rounds of 155mm 
ammunition between last spring and this 
spring. South Korea is sending artillery 
rounds to Ukraine, howitzers to Estonia, 
tanks to Poland. Australia has sent anti- 
armor weapons and drones to Ukraine. Israel 
is sharing missile-warning systems with 
Ukraine and missile-defense systems with 
Germany. Japan recently approved reforms 
that will allow it to ship arms to freeworld 
allies and partners. 

There’s an axis of autocrats committed to 
rolling back the free world. Russia is trying 
to erase Ukraine, occupies parts of Georgia 
and Moldova, and props up tyrants in 
Belarus, Syria, Nicaragua, Cuba, Venezuela 
and Africa. It spews military threats against 
NATO’s democracies, is arming Hezbollah, 
and has attacked U.S. and British aircraft in 
international airspace. 

China has absorbed Hong Kong, threatens 
to seize Taiwan, is building militarized is-
lands in the South China Sea, boasts the 
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world’s largest navy, is tripling its nuclear 
arsenal and is conducting a cyber siege of 
the free world. 

Nuclear-armed North Korea is sending am-
munition to Moscow and constantly threat-
ens to attack America, South Korea and 
Japan. 

Iran supplies Moscow with kamikaze- 
drones, has unleashed Hamas and the 
Houthis, bankrolls Hezbollah, harbors al- 
Qaida’s leader and is building a nuclear 
bomb. 

The impact of war is never limited to the 
war zone. Putin’s war has spawned energy- 
price spikes, refugee flows and food scarcity 
around the world. But it exposed his weak-
ness, triggering a 40% devaluing of the ruble, 
military mutinies, fratricides, mass deser-
tions, mass emigration and anti-regime guer-
rilla movements. He may not lose his grip on 
the Kremlin or Crimea, but by his own meas-
ure of the war’s objectives he has lost. 

Putin’s war has cemented Moscow’s posi-
tion as Beijing’s junior partner, galvanized 
Ukraine as an independent nation and rein-
vigorated NATO. 

A planned three-day blitzkrieg that de-
volved into a disaster has given Xi pause as 
he gazes across the Taiwan Strait. Ukraine’s 
tactics and tenacity have given Taiwan a 
roadmap for deterring and, if necessary, re-
pelling an invasion. 

Indeed. Putin’s war reminds us that the 
world is connected. Just as the defense of 
West Berlin and South Korea were linked 
during the Cold War, the defense of Ukraine 
and Taiwan and Israel, the Baltics and the 
Philippines, the Red Sea and Black Sea and 
South China Sea are linked today. 

f 

TRIBUTE TO DON FLANNERY 

Mr. COLLINS. Mr. President, in a 
2012 interview with a national agri-
culture magazine, Don Flannery, exec-
utive director of the Maine Potato 
Board, was asked what he would like to 
be the legacy of his long and produc-
tive career. His answer was this: ‘‘that 
I was able to make a difference in the 
Maine potato industry and was able to 
lead the industry in a positive direc-
tion.’’ 

Today, as Don retires after 27 years 
with the board, I am delighted to join 
his many friends and colleagues in of-
fering my fellow Aroostook County na-
tive our thanks for a job well done and 
our congratulations for a legacy well 
secured. 

Don truly learned the potato indus-
try from the ground up, beginning as a 
grower with a 250-acre farm. With a de-
gree in agricultural resource econom-
ics from the University of Maine, he 
worked in rural economic development 
at the local and regional level for 13 
years. Armed with that knowledge and 
experience, Don joined the Maine Po-
tato Board in 1997 as assistant execu-
tive director and was promoted to the 
top position just 5 years later. 

Strengthening a vital industry made 
up of hundreds of growers that employs 
more than 6,000 hard-working men and 
women while generating annual sales 
topping a half-billion dollars is no easy 
task, but Don has met every challenge. 
He has been a driving force for many 
agricultural projects, including the 
construction of a potato research facil-
ity, infrastructure development for two 

processing plants, funding to support 
the State of Maine seed production fa-
cility, and expansion into new mar-
kets. Working with growers and Uni-
versity of Maine and U.S. Department 
of Agriculture researchers, Don cham-
pioned the development of the Caribou 
Russet, a new disease- and drought-re-
sistant variety designed to thrive in a 
warming climate. 

In the decades that I have worked 
with Don, I have known no stronger 
supporter of Maine potato growers. 
When Washington bureaucrats tried to 
restrict the use of potatoes in the 
school breakfast and lunch programs, 
Don provided the data to prove how nu-
tritious the potato is. When the agri-
cultural research lab at the University 
of Maine in Orono was threatened with 
closure, Don helped lead the effort to 
keep it open. And this year, when 
Washington tried to reclassify the po-
tato as a grain rather than a vegetable, 
Don worked with me to block that ab-
surd change. 

Don Flannery’s leadership has earned 
the respect and admiration of growers 
and processors throughout Maine and 
across the country. His commitment to 
economic growth has made a positive 
and lasting difference for the industry 
and for rural communities. I thank him 
for his many accomplishments and 
wish him all the best in the years to 
come. 

f 

ADDITIONAL STATEMENTS 

TRIBUTE TO LISA JOHNSON 

∑ Mr. CASSIDY. Mr. President, I rise 
to pay tribute to Lisa Johnson, who 
has provided exceptional leadership for 
two decades as president of the Bossier 
Chamber of Commerce. 

Since assuming her role in June 2004, 
Ms. Johnson’s hard work has trans-
formed the chamber, fostering remark-
able growth in membership, commu-
nity presence, advocacy efforts, and 
military relations. Under her leader-
ship, the Chamber achieved its five- 
star accreditation from the U.S. Cham-
ber in 2019, a distinction earned by only 
3 percent of chambers nationwide. Ad-
ditionally, it was twice named Louisi-
ana’s Chamber of the Year, recognized 
as a Military Friendly Chamber by 
Ventrepreneur Magazine, and honored 
as the 2018 Louisiana Association of 
Chamber Executives Chamber of the 
Year. 

Ms. Johnson’s impact extends well 
beyond the chamber. She is widely ac-
knowledged for her role in connecting 
people and opportunities throughout 
Louisiana. Serving on several boards, 
including the Military Affairs Council, 
STARBASE, Bossier Office of Commu-
nity Services, NWLa Military Support 
Foundation, Step Forward Leadership 
Council and Workforce Committee, and 
as an ex-officio member of the Inde-
pendence Bowl Foundation, Ms. John-
son exemplifies unwavering dedication 
to community service. Her appoint-

ment as honorary commander for the 
96th Bomb Squadron at Barksdale Air 
Force Base in 2018 underscores her pro-
found commitment to supporting our 
military. 

Ms. Johnson’s leadership and con-
tributions have made her an invaluable 
asset to Louisiana. On behalf of our 
State’s residents, I extend my heartfelt 
gratitude to Ms. Johnson for her tire-
less dedication and selfless service. 

I ask that we unite in honoring and 
celebrating Ms. Lisa Johnson for her 
outstanding leadership and profound 
impact on both the Bossier community 
and the State of Louisiana.∑ 

f 

TRIBUTE TO JENIFER POWELL 

∑ Mr. DAINES. Mr. President, today I 
have the distinct honor of recognizing 
Jenifer Powell of Ravalli County for 
her dedication to sharing Montana’s 
rich and vibrant history with her sev-
enth grade students in the Bitterroot 
Valley. 

Powell has taught at Corvallis Mid-
dle School for 5 years, and it is clear 
the impact she made in that time is 
profound. Her innovative teaching 
methods covering Montana’s history 
brings the past to life in her classroom. 
At the end of the school year, Jenifer’s 
students walk away from her class 
with a comprehensive and enthusiastic 
perspective on the culture and heritage 
that shaped the Treasure State into 
the Last Best Place. 

Recently named the Centennial Bell 
Montana History Teacher of the Year, 
Jenifer and her class of seventh graders 
will ring the Centennial Bell in the 
State Capitol in Helena on November 8, 
2024, at 10:29 a.m., paying homage to 
the exact date and time that Montana 
became a State in 1889. Having its 
statehood for 135 years, Montana has a 
wealth of history to uncover, and I am 
glad to see Jenifer’s commitment to 
preserving each piece of our State’s 
unique cultural tapestry in a way that 
is accessible and exciting to some of 
our youngest Montanans. 

It is my distinct honor to recognize 
Jenifer Powell for her passion for edu-
cation and her work to inspire Mon-
tana’s youth to learn more about the 
formation of the State they call home. 
I am confident Jenifer has sparked a 
lifelong curiosity for Montana history 
among her students. 

Keep up the great work, Jenifer; you 
make Montana proud.∑ 

f 

TRIBUTE TO KEVIN FLEMING 

∑ Ms. HASSAN. Mr. President, I rise 
today to pay tribute to an extraor-
dinary educator and champion for our 
democracy—Exeter, NH’s Kevin Flem-
ing, who is retiring from Winnacunnet 
High School after 45 years of teaching. 

Kevin is the kind of teacher everyone 
wishes that they had when they were a 
student. Year after year, class after 
class, Kevin gave each student the care 
and attention that they needed and 
helped push them to reach their full 
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