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bidding. She comes to this role with
very little experience in education, but
she has a wealth of experience in
Trump world. She has never been a
teacher, but she did donate over $20
million to Trump’s campaign and orga-
nizations that are backing him. She
has never been a school administrator,
but she does sit on the board of direc-
tors for Trump Media & Technology
Group.

In this critical time, we need to be
providing our students and schools
with more support, not less, and I urge
my colleagues to join me in voting no
on her nomination.

I yield the floor.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Arizona.

UNANIMOUS CONSENT REQUEST—S. RES. 103

Mr. GALLEGO. Mr. President, as if
in legislative session, I ask unanimous
consent that the Senate proceed to the
consideration of S. Res. 103, which was
submitted earlier today; further, that
the resolution be agreed to, the pre-
amble be agreed to, and the motions to
reconsider be considered made and laid
upon the table with no intervening ac-
tion or debate.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there
objection?

Mr. RISCH. Mr. President, I object.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objec-
tion is heard.

The Senator from Arizona.

Mr. GALLEGO. Mr. President, 3
years ago, when Russia launched its in-
vasion of Ukraine, many people, in-
cluding experts, believed Putin would
crush Ukraine’s democracy in days.
They were wrong.

About 1 month before the war broke
out, I traveled to Ukraine with a bipar-
tisan coalition of House Representa-
tives to meet with Ukrainian soldiers.
Those soldiers we met there knew they
were up against one of the strongest
militaries in the world, but they re-
fused to back down when it came to
fighting for their families, their free-
dom, and their future. These soldiers
are the reason why—against all odds—
Ukraine still stands strong.

Over 3 years, the scrappy little coun-
try of Ukraine has grinded down the
second most powerful military in the
world. Ukraine is holding the line for
democracy, and they are doing it with
our support. But Monday’s vote at the
U.N. undermined that and was a be-
trayal of Ukraine, America’s allies, de-
mocracy, and everything we have stood
for as a country.

Let’s be clear on this: This is a war
that Russia started. Ukraine did not
ask for it. They did not ask to go to
war with a nuclear superpower, and
they did not ask for their cities to be
reduced to rubble. They didn’t ask for
their children to be displaced and fami-
lies to be torn apart. If Ukraine had its
way, this war would have ended years
ago.

What happened at the U.N. puts us on
the same side as Russia and North
Korea. That is not just embarrassing;
it is dangerous. It sent a message to
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our allies and every other country that
relies on the U.S. to stand up to bullies
and defend freedom that America can-
not be relied on to rightfully call out
unprovoked aggression. It told them
that they are on their own; that Amer-
ica’s words mean nothing.

If we can’t stand up against these
criminals, if we can’t stand up against
pariah states like Russia, how can we
expect the world to take us seriously
as leaders of democracy?

This is why I am introducing this
resolution. I urge my colleagues to cor-
rect the mistake we made at the U.N.
this week. Stand with our allies, and
condemn Russia’s invasion of Ukraine.
America does not stand with dictators,
and we never will, and we shall never.

With that, I ask for consent and vote
on my resolution.

Mr. PAUL. Mr. President, was there a
unanimous consent request?

The PRESIDING OFFICER. No, there
wasn’t.

Mr. GALLEGO. I ask unanimous con-
sent—

Mr. PAUL. Mr. President, what was
the consent request?

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Can the
Senator repeat the request, please.

Mr. GALLEGO. I withhold my re-
quest.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from California.

Mr. SCHIFF. Mr. President, ‘I urge
you to beware the temptation of . . .
label[ing] both sides equally at fault—

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Time has
expired, Senator.

Mr. SCHIFF. May I have consent to
speak for 2 minutes?

Ms. ERNST. I object.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there
objection? Objection is heard.

Mr. PAUL. Two minutes? If it is
going to take longer.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
clerk will report the motion to invoke
cloture—

Mr. PAUL. If we can be done in 2
minutes.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Senator
ERNST, you objected.

Ms. ERNST. Withdrawn.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. With-
drawn.

The Senator from California is recog-
nized for two minutes.

Mr. SCHIFF. I thank my colleagues
for their courtesy to speak on this res-
olution.

I urge you to beware the temptation of . . .
label[ing] both sides equally at fault, [the
temptation] to ignore the facts of history
and the aggressive impulses of an evil em-
pire.

My colleagues, these are not my
words; they are, of course, the words of
Ronald Reagan almost 42 years ago to
the day.

Imagine if he could see his party now
turning its back on our ally and fellow
democracy, Ukraine; sponsoring a U.N.
resolution that would whitewash the
start of the war; engaging in the most
immoral equivalence and failing to as-
sign responsibility to Russia for its in-
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vasion and ruthless aggression; voting
with Russia and North Korea against
our longtime friends and allies in Eu-
rope and around the world; and aban-
doning and insulting our allies as
Putin seeks to remake the map of Eu-
rope.

What is this resolution in the United
Nations about that we helped defeat?
The United States has used its influ-
ence and its vetoes in the Security
Council many times, but this resolu-
tion was offered by dozens of our close
allies on the third anniversary of Rus-
sia’s invasion of Ukraine. What was in
it that was so objectionable to split the
United States from its friends?

The resolution made clear that Rus-
sia started this war. It reaffirmed the
sovereignty and independence of
Ukraine. It deplored Russian aggres-
sion on women and children. It raised
concerns with North Korean troops
fighting alongside Russian forces. It
noted the threat to nuclear safety. It
called for an end to the war and a just
and lasting peace and the withdrawal
of Russian forces from Ukrainian
lands.

None of this is in dispute—none. This
was the resolution that the United
States, the leader of the free world,
blocked at the United Nations. Can any
Member of this body point to a single
problematic word in that resolution?
Of course not.

The Senate should stand by that res-
olution, even as we must stand by
Ukraine.

Today, the White House and Kremlin
seek to rewrite the history of this war
with falsehood and slander, calling
Zelenskyy the dictator, Ukraine the in-
stigator, and Putin the hero. We need
to do more than say something; we
need to do something.

“Slava Ukraini.”

The PRESIDING OFFICER
MORENO). The majority whip.

WAIVING MANDATORY QUORUM CALL

Mr. BARRASSO. I ask unanimous
consent to waive the mandatory
quorum call with respect to the McMa-
hon nomination.

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

———
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 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. 24, Linda
McMahon, of Connecticut, to be Secretary of
Education.

John Thune, Cindy Hyde-Smith, James
E. Risch, Katie Britt, Tommy
Tuberville, James Lankford,
Markwayne Mullin, Marsha Blackburn,
Tom Cotton, John R. Curtis, Bernie
Moreno, Tim Sheehy, Mike Rounds,
Joni Ernst, Roger F. Wicker, David
McCormick, Rick Scott of Florida.

(Mr.
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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 Linda McMahon, of Connecticut, to
be Secretary of Education, shall be
brought to a close?

The yeas and nays are mandatory
under the rule.

The clerk will call the roll.

The bill clerk called the roll.

Mr. BARRASSO. The following Sen-
ators are necessarily absent: the Sen-
ator from North Dakota (Mr. CRAMER)
and the Senator from Indiana (Mr.
YOUNG).

Further, if present and voting: the
Senator from Indiana (Mr. YOUNG)
would have voted ‘‘yea.”

The yeas and nays resulted—yeas 51,
nays 47, as follows:

[Rollcall Vote No. 98 Ex.]

YEAS—51
Banks Graham Moran
Barrasso Grassley Moreno
Blackburn Hagerty Mullin
Boozman Hawley Murkowski
Britt Hoeven Paul
Budd Husted Ricketts
Capito Hyde-Smith Risch
Cassidy Johnson Rounds
Collins Justice Schmitt
Cornyn Kennedy Scott (FL)
Cotton Lankford Scott (SC)
Crapo Lee Sheehy
Cruz Lummis Sullivan
Curtis Marshall Thune
Daines McConnell Tillis
Ernst McCormick Tuberville
Fischer Moody Wicker
NAYS—47
Alsobrooks Hickenlooper Rosen
Baldwin Hirono Sanders
Bennet Kaine Schatz
Blumenthal Kelly Schiff
Blunt Rochester  Kim Schumer
Booker King Shaheen
gantwell Elql{)uchar Slotkin
oons ujan :

Cortez Masto Markey ‘S/r;;tflou en
Duckworth Merkley

. Warner
Durbin Murphy
Fetterman Murray Warnock
Gallego Ossoff Warren
Gillibrand Padilla Welch
Hassan Peters Whitehouse
Heinrich Reed Wyden

NOT VOTING—2

Cramer Young

The PRESIDING OFFICER. On this
vote, the yeas are 51, the nays are 47.

The motion is agreed to.

The majority leader.

ORDER OF BUSINESS

Mr. THUNE. Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent that all postcloture
time on the McMahon nomination be
expired; further, that the Senate vote
on confirmation of the nomination at
5:30 p.m. on Monday, March 3; finally,
if confirmed, the motion to reconsider
be considered made and laid upon the
table and the President be immediately
notified of the Senate’s action.

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

LEGISLATIVE SESSION

MORNING BUSINESS

Mr. THUNE. Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent that the Senate re-

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — SENATE

sume legislative session and be in a pe-
riod 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.

———

RECOGNIZING THE JOLIET EMS/
FIRE DEPARTMENT PROGRAM

Mr. DURBIN. Mr. President, earlier
this month, I had the pleasure of meet-
ing with leaders from Joliet, IL—in-
cluding Mayor Terry D’Arcy, city man-
ager Beth Beatty, fire chief Jeff Carey,
deputy chief of health services Aaron
Kozlowski, emergency management co-
ordinator Dr. John Lukancic, and Sis-
ter Mary Francis Seely.

I take dozens of meetings every week
in my office here in Washington, but I
was struck by the remarkable work un-
derway in Joliet. Joliet is the third-
largest city in Illinois, and like all
communities, it faces its share of chal-
lenges. But over the past few years, Jo-
liet has launched an incredible pro-
gram to address mental health and ad-
diction among its residents.

Starting in 2020, Joliet noticed that
mental and behavioral health calls ac-
counted for a growing percentage of
the 9-1-1 calls. The fire department was
spending less time putting out fires—
and more time responding to people in
mental health crisis. Some residents
were dialing 9-1-1 regularly—several
times a week—because they were fac-
ing underlying mental health needs.
This cost the city money. It strained
resources. But most of all, it meant
residents of Joliet were suffering. So
they decided to do something about it.

Joliet began by training 200 fire-
fighters and paramedics in ‘‘crisis first
aid,” to be able to respond appro-
priately to callers in mental health
distress. You see, after experiencing
trauma—Ilike witnessing a shooting or
seeing their home destroyed by a fire—
people can suffer. Exposure to trauma
can harm the brain, changing the way
people see and interact with the world.

We know that young people who ex-
perience trauma have a shorter life ex-
pectancy, are more likely to misuse
drugs, attempt suicide, commit vio-
lence, or mnot graduate from high
school. By providing Joliet firefighters
with the tools to help individuals fac-
ing trauma, these first responders are
able to recognize the signs of stress,
and plant the seeds of a healthier to-
morrow. It also helps the firefighters
understand their own mental health
needs from the strains of the job, so we
can keep them healthy, too.

Additionally, after being dispatched
to one of these serious calls, the Joliet
Fire Department pays a follow-up visit
within 48 hours. These visits help to
show residents that someone cares and
is looking out for them; it helps calm
them down and can help provide refer-
rals to additional services the residents
may need.

In less than 3 years, the Joliet Fire
Department has provided more than

February 27, 2025

2,000 Joliet residents with these mental
health services. Think about this for a
moment: Rather than just throwing up
their hands and saying, ‘‘Sorry, we just
fight fires,”” Joliet is taking ownership
of the community’s needs and pre-
venting future 9-1-1 calls.

But they are not stopping there. Of
course, not every patient’s mental
health needs can be addressed by first
responders; some individuals require
specialized treatment from a profes-
sional. But in Joliet, like most places
across the country, there is a shortage
of counselors and psychologists, caus-
ing waitlists that can last for months
until the next available appointment.
And what Joliet had realized was that,
if a patient couldn’t see a mental
health provider, they were resorting to
calling 9-1-1 and taking an ambulance
to the emergency room.

It is similar to a problem that the
University of Illinois Hospital in Chi-
cago was seeing: where 48 individuals
accounted for more than 776 visits to
the emergency room in a single year.
The reason? They were homeless. That
hospital realized they could save
money and better treat these patients,
by paying for supportive housing.

Joliet is applying a similar lesson.
They have partnered with the local
hospital and a mental health company
to offer free mental health services
with a clinician, usually within 24
hours. Whatever insurance won’t cover,
the city has set up a fund to pay the
co-pays and other out-of-pocket ex-
penses for the mental health care of its
residents.

What has been the result of this ef-
fort? Well, in the year before the pro-
gram launched, Joliet area high
schools experienced 12 teenage sui-
cides. But in the last 2 school years,
there have been zero teen suicides.
Across all ages, citywide suicides have
decreased by 50 percent. That is life-
saving work. It is being recognized,
too. Joliet recently received the Con-
gressional Fire Service Award for Ex-
cellence.

I hope to support this effort in any
way I can. Illinois recently received
Federal approval to use Medicaid to
cover preventive mental health serv-
ices in the community, which can re-
duce costs down the line. And with
Senator CAPITO, I have worked on Fed-
eral legislation to increase funding for
trauma-informed care in schools and
with first responders, to help break the
cycle of mental health challenges.

I applaud the city of Joliet’s efforts,
which are serving as a new national
model for emergency medical services
and using first responders to address
the root causes of suffering in the com-
munity. I look forward to working with
them to identify additional Federal re-
sources and opportunities to grow this
project.

But to do that, my Republican col-
leagues need to understand a few
things: We must fund the Federal Gov-
ernment and the critical programs that
pay our first responders—and not allow



		Superintendent of Documents
	2025-10-06T16:20:16-0400
	Government Publishing Office, Washington, DC 20401
	U.S. Government Publishing Office
	Government Publishing Office attests that this document has not been altered since it was disseminated by Government Publishing Office




