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The Senate met at 10 a.m., on the ex-
piration of the recess, and was called to
order by the President pro tempore
(Mr. GRASSLEY).

———

PRAYER

The Chaplain, Dr. Barry C. Black, of-
fered the following prayer:

Let us pray.

Loving and ever-present God, You
have been our help in ages past; You
are our hope for the years to come.

Lord, forgive us when we fail to make
an adequate response to the flagrant
disrespect of Your sovereignty. Forgive
us for our reluctance to speak in de-
fense of Your majesty. Remind us that
there are certain lines we should never
Cross.

Lord, we trust You to direct our
steps with Your providential power.
Guide our lawmakers. Where there is
perplexity, provide clarity. Where
there is weakness, provide strength.
Where there is fear, provide courage.

We pray in the Name of the only One
who can save us. Amen.

———

PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE
The President pro tempore led the
Pledge of Allegiance, as follows:

I pledge allegiance to the Flag of the
United States of America, and to the Repub-
lic for which it stands, one nation under God,
indivisible, with liberty and justice for all.

————

RESERVATION OF LEADER TIME

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. ARM-
STRONG). Under the previous order, the
leadership time is reserved.

———

MORNING BUSINESS

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under
the previous order, the Senate will be
in a period of morning business, with
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Senators permitted to speak therein
for up to 10 minutes each.
The Senator from Iowa.

——
TRIBUTE TO ATHENA PORTER

Mr. GRASSLEY. Mr. President, I am
here to honor a fellow Iowan, a person
that I know very well—not necessarily
because I talk to them often. So I want
to celebrate an Iowan’s advocacy to
prevent cancer.

Athena Porter, from Leon, IA, is a
proud graduate of my university, the
University of Northern Iowa, and she
also served on my staff for a consider-
able amount of time. She has now been
working for a long time in the rural
health clinic there in Leon, IA. She is
also a community leader.

In 2023, she was diagnosed with cer-
vical cancer. Unlike most cancers, cer-
vical cancer can be prevented by tak-
ing an HPV vaccine. Through proactive
preventive care, Athena found out in
her twenties that she was HPV posi-
tive, making her at risk for cervical
cancer. In partnership with her doc-
tors, Athena routinely checked on the
status of the virus in her body. After
giving birth to her second child, Athe-
na found out news you never want to
hear: that she had cervical cancer.
Thanks to early detection, Athena was
able to get care to eliminate the can-
cer.

Today, as a result of her bout with
cancer, Athena is an advocate for vac-
cine use, early screening, and proper
treatment—all because she appreciates
being a cervical cancer survivor.

So I want to thank Athena for pub-
licly sharing her story. Also, let her ex-
perience be an encouragement for oth-
ers to get early care—and get early
care as often as you can.

I yield the floor.

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

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

———

RECOGNITION OF THE MAJORITY
LEADER

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ma-
jority leader is recognized.

————

WORKING FAMILIES TAX CUT ACT

Mr. THUNE. Mr. President, I don’t
know a lot of people who look forward
to April 15. No. I suspect tax day
doesn’t rank high on Americans’ favor-
ite days of the year, but I would wager
that a lot more Americans were pleas-
antly surprised this year when they
went to file their taxes because thanks
to Republicans’ Working Families Tax
Cut bill, a lot more Americans kept a
lot more of their hard-earned money
this year.

That is right. Hard-working Ameri-
cans saw lower tax bills. Tax refunds
increased by more than 10 percent com-
pared to last year, and the average re-
fund is more than $3,400 this year
thanks to Republicans’ tax cuts.

As the American people have now
seen firsthand, the Working Families
Tax Cuts provided significant tax re-
lief. First of all, it locked in the lower
rates permanently. In 2017, Republicans
lowered rates—tax rates—across the
board, and as of last year, these new
lower rates are now permanent which
means that hard-working Americans
won’t have to worry about a higher tax
bill in the years to come.

We also nearly doubled the standard
deduction in 2017. The Working Fami-
lies Tax Cuts raised it even further and
made that permanent too.

And then there is the child tax credit
which Republicans doubled in 2017. The
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Working Families Tax Cuts raised it
again to $2,200. And Republicans didn’t
just raise the child tax credit, we
linked it to inflation so it doesn’t lose
its value over time. That, too, is a per-
manent feature of the Tax Code thanks
to Republicans’ landmark bill.

The Working Families Tax Cuts also
introduced a number of new tax relief
provisions into the Tax Code. This tax
season, more than 30 million seniors
claimed a new $6,000 bonus deduction
for older Americans.

Over a million people bought a new
American-made car and were able to
deduct an average $1,800 in auto loan
interest on that new vehicle. More
than 256 million American workers were
able to deduct overtime pay from their
taxes and realize thousands of dollars
in tax savings. And over 6 million
workers deducted income from tips this
tax year.

With all that, a lot more Americans
were looking at a bigger refund when
they finished their tax returns, and
they are thinking about the best use of
that additional money in their pocket:
Saving for their first home, investing
in their kids’ education, taking a fam-
ily vacation, using their money how
they see fit rather than sending it to
Uncle Sam.

As its name implies, the Working
Families Tax Cuts focuses on working
families. But this bill also did a lot to
support America’s small businesses as
well as family farms and ranches.

Thanks to Republicans’ landmark
bill, 12 million small businesses saw an
average tax reduction of $7,000. This
bill made the 199A small business de-
duction permanent, which has been a
significant boost for small businesses
and for family farms and ranches.

One agriculture co-op in my State of
South Dakota estimates its impact at
over $100 million since it was created
by Republicans in 2017.

Millions of small businesses, farms,
and ranches were able to use this provi-
sion and reduce their tax bill this year
freeing up money to invest in their op-
erations and employees, create jobs,
and increase innovation.

That is not all. The working families
tax cuts made 100-percent bonus depre-
ciation permanent too, which allows
businesses and farmers and ranchers to
deduct the full cost of a new piece of
equipment the year they start using it.

Permanent research and development
expensing is already paying dividends
for businesses in my State.

A lot of farmers, ranchers, and small
business owners breathed a sigh of re-
lief when they heard that this bill
raised the death tax threshold and
spared them—spared them—from a po-
tentially devastating tax bill, not to
mention from the costly estate plan-
ning expenses that come with it.

Since Republicans passed this land-
mark bill last summer, we have heard
Democrats’ typical refrain that this
bill was just tax cuts for billionaires.
That is laughable. It really is.

The largest proportional benefits
from this bill went to Americans earn-
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ing less than $50,000 a year. The in-
creased standard deduction from this
bill is something that was claimed by
more than a 100 million Americans this
year to reduce and simplify their taxes.
More than 34 million American fami-
lies claimed the child tax credit this
year, which the working families tax
cuts permanently increased and linked
to the cost-of-living.

And nearly half of filers—half of fil-
ers—claimed one of the new tax cuts—
no tax on tips and overtime, auto loan
interest, or the senior deduction.

Millions of middle-income Americans
saw a lower tax bill this year, and that
is no fluke. The working families tax
cuts puts these hard-working Ameri-
cans first. It lets them keep more of
their hard-earned money to spend, in-
vest, and save how they see fit. It helps
hard-working people get one step closer
to the American dream.

I yield the floor.

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

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

——————

RECOGNITION OF THE MINORITY
LEADER

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
Democratic leader is recognized.
———
IRAN

Mr. SCHUMER. Mr. President, yes-
terday an Ipsos poll found that fewer
than one in four Americans think
Trump’s war in Iran has been worth-
while. And who can blame them? Every
metric indicates that Donald Trump’s
handling of Operation Epic Fury has
been an epic failure.

Donald Trump promised this war
would be won in a matter of days or
weeks. It is now day 47. And let’s take
stock of the 47 days into this historic
blunder. Thirteen U.S. servicemembers
have been killed. Thousands of civil-
ians have been Kkilled and injured
across the region. The Strait of
Hormuz is not only closed, it has be-
come an Iranian cash cow. And Iran’s
control of the strait is greater today
than before when Trump started the
war.

Iran’s nuclear ambitions have only
grown, and the Iranian regime is even
more radical than before the war.
Americans, meanwhile, are shelling out
more than $4 for a gallon of gas, on av-
erage.

Now Donald Trump says that gas
prices ‘‘could be the same’ or ‘‘a little
higher” by November. Those are his
words. Trump says gas prices ‘‘could be
the same” or ‘‘a little higher’” by No-
vember. Unbelievable.

Trump’s No. 1 promise entering the
White House was to bring inflation
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down, and now he is admitting his own
war could drive gas prices up for much
of the rest of the year. When Donald
Trump admits his own war will drive
gas prices up through November, you
know there is trouble coming down the
road for American motorists.

Donald Trump is learning the hard
way that ending a war is a lot harder
than beginning one. He would rather
pick a fight with the Pope online than
reckon with what is truly on the line
right now: the lives of American serv-
icemembers and the livelihood of
American working families.

And throughout all this miasma, all
this mess, this horrible war, where are
the Senate Republicans? Months into
this war, still no hearings, no testi-
mony, no clarity on how it will end.
Don’t the Republicans, when we are in
war, don’t they know their responsi-
bility? I don’t care if they are the same
party. Don’t they know they have a re-
sponsibility to get the facts out and let
the American people know what is
going on here? Because Trump isn’t
giving people any idea, but he still
keeps changing his mind and his goals
in the war, none of which he has
achieved.

So where are Senate Republicans?
The American people have a right to
ask. Enough is enough. Trump may not
understand how damaging his war has
been to the American people. Repub-
licans may be hiding from having hear-
ings or asking questions, but Senate
Democrats who know how damaging
the war has been are asking a whole lot
of questions.

That is why we will force a vote on
another War Powers Resolution. This
is the fourth since the war began. I
thank Senator TAMMY DUCKWORTH for
her work on this week’s resolution. I
thank Senators KAINE and BOOKER and
other Members of our caucus for their
continuing leadership on this crucial
issue.

Republicans have voted against this
resolution three times now. But as the
war drags on for 47 days with no end in
sight, they should join us on this reso-
lution and end the war once and for
all—and all the troubles it is bringing
to Americans once and for all. It is 47
days already, where are you?

If the Republicans vote no again, we
will continue to force votes on these
resolutions every week until either
this war ends or the Republicans get
the courage to stand up to Donald
Trump.

————
WORKING FAMILIES TAX CUT ACT

Mr. SCHUMER. Mr. President, on tax
day, not a single American would say
that tax day is their favorite date on
the calendar. Republicans, however,
seem to think today will mark an in-
flection point in their political for-
tunes. Evidently, they haven’t been
paying much attention.

When Republicans passed the One Big
Beautiful Bill, they promised Ameri-
cans that their tax refunds would grow
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by a thousand dollars, on average.
Well, the results are in, and the mas-
sive tax relief Republicans promised
has turned out to be a dud.

Refunds, on average, have changed
only by a third, about $350, and Ameri-
cans need every penny they can get,
but a couple of hundred dollars doesn’t
go very far on a tax break when the av-
erage American family will pay an
extra $2,000 on tariff taxes and $740 this
year to fill up their tank.

That is right. Donald Trump’s war in
Iran alone has wiped out any tax re-
fund Americans will see this year.

Let me say that again: Donald
Trump’s war in Iran alone has wiped
out any extra tax refund Americans
will see this year, and that is not in-
cluding all the increases they are pay-
ing because of tariffs and higher elec-
tric bills and what they are doing to
healthcare.

No wonder only one in four Ameri-
cans believe the One Big Beautiful Bill
is helpful, only one in four. That means
there are some Republicans who don’t
like it. Seven in ten Americans, mean-
while, say they are still paying too
much in taxes. Seven in ten Americans
say they are paying too much in taxes
while the ultrawealthy aren’t paying
their fair share.

And they are right. Trump’s One Big
Beautiful Bill has been a dud for work-
ing families, but millionaires got a
$300,000 tax cut. Big corporations got a
tax cut of $65 billion. Republicans want
to call their bill a working- and mid-
dle-class tax cut, but truth be told, it
should be called a massive giveaway to
the ultra-ultrawealthy. The lion’s
share of the benefits go to those at the
very top, while inflation and Trump’s
war has eviscerated any shred of ben-
efit felt by the rest of Americans.

That is not tax relief. That is not tax
relief. That is a brazen betrayal of
working Americans. If Republicans
think that rebranding their toxic bill
will make Americans forget the eco-
nomic pit that Trump and the Repub-
licans pushed them into, they will be
sorely mistaken.

————
FEDERAL RESERVE

Mr. SCHUMER. Mr. President, on the
Fed, this morning, once again, Donald
Trump escalated his attacks on the
independence of the Federal Reserve.

In an interview on Fox Business, the
President renewed his threats against
Reserve Chair Jerome Powell, saying
that if Powell doesn’t leave, he will fire
him. There are no legitimate grounds
for the President to remove the Chair
of the Federal Reserve for simply doing
his job.

Trump’s threats against the Fed does
nothing but rattle markets, undermine
confidence, inject more chaos into the
financial system, and then raise rates.
Doesn’t Trump understand something
rudimentary? When there is uncer-
tainty about the Fed’s path, rates go
up. Trump, are you hearing that?

The more you screw around with the
Fed, the higher rates will be, and you
want lower rates.
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He doesn’t know what to do. He
doesn’t know what he is talking about.
He doesn’t understand the economy,
the Fed, or interest rates.

To every American who is struggling
with high prices, if you want mortgage
rates to come down or if you are wor-
ried about the economy getting worse,
the President’s attacks on the Fed
should alarm you. And meddling with
the Fed will certainly drive up interest
rates because the markets hate uncer-
tainty.

We know what is going on. Donald
Trump—typical—is angry that his own
policies have driven up prices and
killed jobs. But instead of owning up to
his mistakes, he continues to look for
a scapegoat, someone else to blame.

That is all he does. He screws things
up and then blames somebody else.

Doesn’t he realize that is not going
to solve the problem?

That is not going to solve the prob-
lem. Blame Donald Trump. That is not
going to do it. It may make you feel
better for a minute or two, but it sure
doesn’t solve the problem. And it
doesn’t solve the American people’s
firm, strong disagreement with what
you are doing.

Trump wants to fire Powell because
he won’t lower interest rates, but
Trump’s Treasury Secretary said yes-
terday that the Fed shouldn’t lower in-
terest rates because of the chaos of the
Iran war.

What is going on in this administra-
tion? Trump says one thing. His Treas-
ury Secretary says another.

Senate Republicans have an obliga-
tion to push back when Donald Trump
threatens the independence of the Fed-
eral Reserve. And so long as these
bogus investigations and intimidation
tactics continue, the nomination of
Kevin Warsh should not—should not—
move forward.

———

LEGISLATIVE SESSION

DIRECTING THE REMOVAL OF
UNITED STATES ARMED FORCES
FROM HOSTILITIES WITHIN OR
AGAINST THE ISLAMIC REPUB-
LIC OF IRAN THAT HAVE NOT
BEEN AUTHORIZED BY CON-
GRESS—Motion to Discharge

Mr. SCHUMER. Mr. President, pursu-
ant to section 1013 of the Department
of State Authorization Act, fiscal years
1984 and 1985 (50 U.S.C. 1546a), and in
accordance with section 601(b) of the
International Security Assistance and
Arms Export Control Act, I move to
discharge the Committee on Foreign
Relations from further consideration of
S.J. Res. 123, to direct the removal of
United States Armed Forces from hos-
tilities within or against Iran, unless
explicitly authorized by a declaration
of war or a specific authorization for
use of military force.

The PRESIDING OFFICER.
clerk will report.

The senior assistant legislative clerk
read as follows:

The
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Motion to discharge from the Committee
on Foreign Relations, S.J. Res. 123, a joint
resolution directing the removal of United
States Armed Forces from hostilities within
or against the Islamic Republic of Iran that
have not been authorized by Congress.

Mr. SCHUMER. Mr. President, I sug-
gest 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. BARRASSO. Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent that the order for
the quorum call be rescinded.

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

The Majority whip.

TAX DAY

Mr. BARRASSO. Mr. President,
today is April 15. Americans all across
the country know that it is tax day in
America.

We just heard the minority leader
come to the floor, and it sounds like he
is almost despondent that this year the
American people are able to get higher
tax refunds than in the past.

Because of what we have been able to
do and pass, people are keeping more of
their hard-earned money. For peobple
that are filing their taxes for the first
time under this new tax law, the Work-
ing Families Tax Cuts, they are seeing
that they are keeping more. And this is
what we promised: to put more money
in people’s pockets.

I hear about it at home in Wyoming.
I was home, traveling in the State, and
recently spoke to a group of veterans.
They were meeting with their families
in Dubois, WY. We had a ‘‘welcome
home”’ for our veterans.

I was also in Sundance, WY; Gillette,
WY; Laramie, WY. I visited with stu-
dents. I was in Lusk, WY, as well as
Newcastle. I sat down with farmers,
ranchers, and small business owners.
Across the board, we talked about new
opportunities that they are experi-
encing as a result of the law, since Re-
publicans cut taxes dramatically, and
how that appears to them in their daily
lives and what it means to them and
their families.

And those families in Wyoming
aren’t alone. Americans all across the
country are seeing smaller tax bills
and larger tax refunds.

So the Internal Revenue Service has
released data today on the tax refunds.
The average refund this year is over
$3,400 per family. Now that is nearly
$250 per month in people’s pockets.
That is much higher than it was last
year. These are the refunds that people
are getting.

And yet, when I hear the Senator
from New York, he referred to the
amount of money that people are get-
ting back in their refunds, and I think
he said the word ‘‘dud.” Maybe to him
that is a dud. Maybe to him, in New
York City, that is a dud.

For working families in Wyoming,
$250 a month means a lot of money in
their pockets. When they go to the gas
station, the grocery store, when they
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plan what they want to do over the
summer—all of those things—this is
real money in the pockets of Wyoming
families and American families. And
the best we can hear from the minority
leader is, it is a dud.

That is not what I am hearing around
my home State. It is probably not what
you are hearing in your home State of
Oklahoma. People understand that
money in their pockets matters to
them, and it matters to their families,
even if the Democrats don’t believe
that or the minority leader doesn’t see
it the way we see it.

But in so many ways, he doesn’t—be-
cause we think it is important for peo-
ple to keep more of their hard-earned
money, and it is a direct result of the
bill that we passed, the Working Fami-
lies Tax Cut law.

So what have the Democrats said to
do about that? Well, they tried to do
the opposite last year. They wanted to
pass a $4 trillion tax increase on the
American people—not $4,000, not $4
million, not $4 billion—$4 trillion of in-
creased taxes. That is where they were
headed.

They weren’t just heading that way.
They voted for that. They voted for the
largest tax increase in American his-
tory.

And Senator SCHUMER, today, talked
about a poll. And what did he say? He
said Americans think they are paying
too much in taxes right now. Can you
imagine what they would have been
saying if they were paying what they
are paying now plus 4 trillion addi-
tional dollars in taxes?

Why in the world would, then, the
minority leader come to the floor and
put together a group and lead the
charge to raise taxes by $4 trillion, if
he comes to the floor and talks about
the fact that Americans think they are
paying too much in taxes?

I think we are paying too much in
taxes. I want to cut more taxes. That is
what the people of Wyoming want.
That is what Americans want. That is
certainly what Republicans want.

So it was just interesting to hear the
minority leader talk about these re-
fund checks that are putting more
money in people’s pockets and saying:
Well, it is a dud.

It is not a dud for the people of Wyo-
ming. They are encouraged by what we
are doing, and they want us to do even
more. And we need to do more.

The Democrats talk about a $4 tril-
lion tax increase. That is raising taxes
on families, on workers, on small busi-
nesses, all across the board. Well, Re-
publicans permanently lowered taxes,
and we did it for hard-working families
and small businesses.

You know, in doing so, we made it
easier for all Americans—whether they
are working, whether retired—to keep
more money in their pockets. More
than 53 million Americans have bene-
fited from at least one of the new Re-
publican tax cuts. That is a lot of peo-
ple.

So if you are a senior and receive a
Social Security check, you are bene-
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fiting for the first time from our ‘‘no
taxes on Social Security’ pledge. This
is a new $6,000 deduction for seniors.

Mr. President, 30 million seniors have
already Dbenefited, and everybody
doesn’t even have their taxes in yet.
The deadline is tonight at midnight.

Well, if you are a mother or a father
with children, you are benefiting from
the expanded child tax credits. That is
$2,200 per child, per year.

Millions of parents have enrolled
their children in Trump Accounts.
That is a big deal. For parents with
newborn children, the savings accounts
get $1,000 deposited into them straight
from the U.S. Treasury. It happens im-
mediately when your child is born. And
I am happy to report that there are
groups of individuals around the coun-
try who are matching those contribu-
tions in the Trump Accounts and add-
ing more in individual States or to
young people born in different loca-
tions—all of this in an effort to get
these young people off on a good start.

In Wyoming and across the country,
more than 6 million Americans are
benefitting from the ‘‘no tax on tips”
provision in the Working Families Tax
Cut law. These are our waiters, our
barbers, our bartenders, the tour
guides. They have claimed an average
deduction of over $7,000 on the no tax
on tips.

More than 25 million Americans have
benefited from no tax on overtime.
They are the firefighters, the police of-
ficers, the nurses, the linemen, the coal
miners in Wyoming and in your home
State. They have claimed an average
deduction of over $3,000 on overtime.

So hard-working Americans are being
rewarded—rewarded for working
more—working more. Think about
that. That is not what the Democrats
are proposing. What we did was put in-
centives in for people working more, to
keep more of what they earn.

Democrats are looking to take more
for the government. We are looking to
find ways to let people keep what they
earn.

So the extra money goes right into
their bank accounts, not to the bureau-
crats in Washington or the Democrats
that want to take that money to spend
it. That is why they wanted to raise
taxes by $4 trillion. They wanted to tax
more so they could spend more. It is all
wrong.

The Working Families Tax Cut law
protects 2 million family-owned farms
and ranches in my State and in the
Presiding Officer’s from the dreaded
death tax. The small business owners
in our communities talk about that
when I walk Main Street, and I saw it
in Newcastle, WY, 2 weeks ago. Instead
of being forced to sell their land or
their small businesses to pay taxes to
Washington so Democrats can spend
more, families in Wyoming are now
able to plan for their futures for gen-
erations to come.

The Working Families Tax Cut law
also allows businesses to immediately
deduct up to $2.5 million in new equip-
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ment. That means more jobs, more
growth, more people in the workplace.
It means more opportunities for farm-
ers, for ranchers, and for Main Street
America.

Because of lower taxes and more op-
portunities, workers across our Nation
are seeing bigger paychecks—another
thing that the Senate minority leader
referred to as a ‘‘dud’ earlier today.
Real wages are up this year. This is
significant progress.

The only people who seem to be upset
about lower taxes, bigger refunds, and
higher wages are the elected Demo-
crats in this body, who voted for a $4
trillion tax increase, and the minority
leader, who led the charge. Democrats
want to raise taxes on the American
people. They believe that the money
you earn isn’t yours. They want it so
they can spend it. Democrats believe
that the money you earn belongs to the
government. That is why the Democrat
Party is known as the party of high
taxes.

It is not just here in the U.S. Senate;
it is in the States and the big cities
that are run by Democrats across the
country.

This year, in the State of Virginia, a
Democrat Governor was elected and
sworn into office. So Democrats in Vir-
ginia now control the house, the sen-
ate, and the Governor’s mansion—a big
flip in Virginia. Since they took over
in January, Democrats have introduced
50—50—new tax increases. That is the
Democrat mindset: Raise taxes. Get
power. Raise taxes.

Democrats want to raise taxes on
barbershops, on nail salons, on dry
cleaners, and gymnasiums. They are
proposing new taxes on firearms and on
ammunition in Virginia. That is what
has happened now that Virginia has
elected Democrats.

Democrats like to use the word ‘‘af-
fordability.”” Apparently, the Demo-
crats’ idea of affordability is higher
taxes paid by working families so they
can spend more money on liberal social
programs. That is where we are in
America today.

Republicans know the best way to
make America affordable is with good
jobs, growing paychecks, lower taxes,
and that is exactly what we are seeing
here today, on April 15, as people file
their taxes and see the larger refunds
this year—refunds of over $3,400, over
$250 a month.

The American people know the
money belongs to them, not to Wash-
ington. They have earned it. They
should keep more of it. Republicans
trust people at home to know best
what they want to do with that
money—what they want to spend, what
they want to save, what they want to
invest.

So this tax day, I come to the floor
to say the American people have more
money in their pockets because Repub-
licans—all of us—have passed the
Working Families Tax Cut law. Repub-
licans are going to continue to fight for
an America where families get to keep
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more of what they earn and make the
decisions about how to spend it.

I yield the floor.

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr.
SHEEHY). The President pro tempore.

IOWA

Mr. GRASSLEY. I have two items I
would like to discuss. During the
Easter break when the Senate was not
in session, I was holding in Iowa Q&A’s
in 256 of our 99 counties. My annual
practice allows me to hear directly
from the grassroots. At my meetings,
Iowans set the agenda. No issue is off
limits.

I had a chance to hear from the Rural
Health Transformation Fund—how it is
working out for our hospitals and help-
ing our communities. For example, in
Pella, IA, they are using the Federal
dollars to invest in a PET scan ma-
chine and an oncology nurse.

Then I also had the working families
tax cuts coming up and how that is
making a difference in rural America.

I also heard from farm families and
rural bankers about the high costs of
impacting farmers’ bottom line.

To relieve some pressure on this
farming situation in the Midwest and,
of course, my State of Iowa, I am call-
ing on President Trump to use his
emergency powers to suspend the coun-
tervailing duties on phosphate fer-
tilizers. I also appreciate the Presi-
dent’s recent tweet in regard to his
concern about high fertilizer costs for
farmers, so I am suggesting one way to
him of how he could fix that.

I have long been beating the drum on
another issue affecting our family
farmers, and that is for the nationwide,
year-round E15. There has never been a
more important time to infuse markets
with $14 billion to boost the farm econ-
omy. That $14 billion is not my figure.
It comes from the economists for the
Iowa corn growers.

Finally, at these 25 county Q&A’s I
held, Iowans told me they are sick and
tired of government shutdowns. As a
cosponsor of the Prevent Government
Shutdowns Act, I hope that we will
consider that it costs money to shut
the government down, and it costs
money to reopen government. We
ought to applaud Senator LANKFORD on
his legislation for a continuing resolu-
tion that he has been trying to push
Congress to adopt for maybe the last 5
or 6 years. There is no better time to
use an example of the need for Senator
LANKFORD’s legislation than the fact
that we had a 43-day, all-government
shutdown last year, and this year we
have already, for the Department of
Homeland Security, had a 45- or 46-day
shutdown so far. Senator LANKFORD has
the best idea that that will never hap-
pen again in our government—any
shutdown.

Congress’ failure to fund the govern-
ment shouldn’t be penalizing the hard-
working men and women of this coun-
try.

At my 99 county meetings, I promise
to bring Iowans’ views back to the pol-
icymaking tables, and I intend to roll
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up my sleeves and keep working on be-
half of Towans.
FISA SECTION 702 REAUTHORIZATION

Now, on another subject—and more
critical because of timing—deals with
FISA Section 702 reauthorization. In 5
short days, Section 702 of the Foreign
Intelligence Surveillance Act—FISA
for short—is set to expire.

Section 702 is an essential national
security tool. That law is responsible
for over 60 percent of the intelligence
in the President’s daily brief. Section
702 enables our intelligence and law en-
forcement community to thwart at-
tacks before they occur. It is, as I see
it, a preventative national defense-na-
tional security issue.

Section 702 has saved countless lives
in the United States and even abroad.
It gives our military a strategic edge,
allows us to hunt down foreign terror-
ists and rescue hostages, and helps us
defend critical infrastructure from
cyber attacks.

More recently, Section 702 has en-
abled more than 90 percent of CIA-driv-
en synthetic drug disruptions abroad
and prevented a mass casualty ter-
rorist attack at a Taylor Swift concert
overseas.

So there is no doubt that this is a
powerful, critical tool to protect Amer-
icans. But there is also no doubt that
powerful tools like this require strong
oversight and accountability.

I have put a lot of attention into the
fact of congressional oversight as it ap-
plies to Section 702. I have and will
continue to demand transparency. I
will faithfully make sure that we exe-
cute in Congress its duty to encourage
oversight, but we must balance our
oversight responsibilities with our re-
sponsibility to protect our country and
our countrymen. I refuse to incapaci-
tate our intelligence community at a
time of conflict and when threats to
our national security and prosperity
continue to multiply.

Two years ago, the Reforming Intel-
ligence and Securing America Act—
RISAA for short—added critical and
successful reform to section 702 in re-
sponse to some abuse and overreach. I
have been monitoring the implementa-
tion of these reforms for 2 years, and so
I want to discuss with you some of my
concerns.

One important RISAA reform was a
provision that grants access to select
Members of Congress to attend and
conduct oversight of ‘“‘any proceeding
of the Foreign Intelligence Surveil-
lance Court.” This ensures that these
hearings, which necessarily occur in se-
cret because of national security, are
subject to congressional oversight in a
secure way. That was intended in our
legislation.

But at the end of the Biden adminis-
tration, the Justice Department im-
posed a set of unlawful restrictions on
congressional access to these pro-
ceedings. Among other things, the
rules DOJ imposed allowed the Justice
Department to kick Members out of
the courtroom at will, also prohibiting
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them from even taking notes and even
prohibiting them from requesting in-
formation or sharing what they learned
with their colleagues. And from my
standpoint of emphasis upon oversight
and following the law, this was an un-
tenable position and situation and, of
course, contrary to the compromise
that was worked out during the last re-
authorizations 2 years ago.

I have been fighting to fix this issue
for months. I even wrote a letter to At-
torney General Bondi with my Demo-
cratic colleague Senator DURBIN, de-
manding change. We both recognize
that transparency and congressional
oversight is not a Republican or Demo-
crat responsibility or issue, but it is
rather a separation of powers issue—
something that you learn in eighth
grade civics or high school government
classes—that we call checks and bal-
ances. Around here, we don’t use that
term. We use the term of ‘‘oversight.”
In other words, Congress passes laws
that appropriates money, and we have
a responsibility after we do that to
make sure that the executive branch
faithfully executes these laws.

So today, I am happy to say that this
issue has now been resolved, and an im-
portant transparency and account-
ability tool has been returned to the
Congress. So I am really grateful to the
Trump administration and the Depart-
ment of Justice for revising and repair-
ing the misguided and noncompliant
procedures that were written in the
previous administration. This new De-
partment of Justice policy restores the
intent of RISAA and the constitutional
separation of powers to its proper
boundaries with Congress as a coequal
branch.

Additionally, because of my over-
sight, the Foreign Intelligence Surveil-
lance Court is working to create over-
flow space to ensure that all eligible
Members and their staff will be able to
attend proceedings and thus exercise
their oversight authority.

I have no reason to understand how
the Department of Justice under Biden
thought they could get away with vio-
lating this responsibility that the com-
promise gave us to exercise our over-
sight responsibility. But that is the
way it worked out, and now we have
that corrected.

So now that DOJ has made this right,
the reforms from the last reauthoriza-
tion are in full effect. In the last public
audit, the FBI achieved a 99-percent
compliance rate with the U.S. persons
queries, which have also decreased
sharply overall in recent years.

The reforms that we imposed in
RISAA are working. If it expires, so do
its civil liberties protections and many
of the oversight mechanisms.

The Privacy and Civil Liberties Over-
sight Board recently reported that sec-
tion 702 targeting and querying compli-
ance remains at nearly 100 percent
throughout the intelligence commu-
nity. FISA, including section 702, re-
mains subject to intense Agency, judi-
cial, and congressional oversight and
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scrutiny. So if section 702 expires, so do
its civil liberties protections.

I have spent my career in the Senate
holding the government accountable. I
will never stop asking questions or
abandon my oversight duties. That
doesn’t mean that we should blind our-
selves and gamble with the safety of
our communities. So with these over-
sight reforms fulfilling the intent of
the previous reauthorization, I will
support this year’s reauthorization.
Let’s reauthorize 702 before it expires.

I yield the floor.

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr.
RICKETTS). The Senator from New Jer-
sey.

WAR POWERS RESOLUTION

Mr. BOOKER. Mr. President, it has
been 2 weeks since we last voted on a
War Powers Resolution to responsibly
end Trump’s unauthorized, unconstitu-
tional, reckless war with Iran. In just
those 2 weeks, the war has continued to
spiral out of control, and Americans
are paying the price.

Here is where we are since we last
voted and why we are calling up an-
other War Powers Resolution for a
vote, why we are forcing that debate
onto this floor. Americans are facing
soaring costs, and this war is making
those costs explode and get worse.
Prices are rising because of the deci-
sions made by President Trump with-
out congressional approval. Gas and es-
sentials are surging as global energy
markets react to the blockade, the de-
struction of energy infrastructure, and
the unbelievable, immense uncertainty
in the market. Inflation jumped sharp-
ly, driven overwhelming by energy
costs tied to the conflict. Analysts say
we spent $25 billion during the month
of March on the war, and this month, it
is expected to be similar.

Now, remember, the President
launched this war without congres-
sional consent. He has basically said
that any President is entitled to com-
mit tens of billions of dollars, to com-
mit American lives—13 we have lost,
hundreds of Americans injured—as he
began this war without authorization,
without transparency.

Observers note that this is a war the
administration initiated not only with-
out approval but with shifting reasons
for the provocation of our going to war
itself.

This President has said everything:
We are going to stop this regime. We
want regime change and then we don’t.
He has said that we are going to save
civilians from being murdered by this
regime, and now, he says that is not
the priority.

He says: Oh, we are getting in for the
nuclear crisis. Even though I had oblit-
erated it just months ago, it is now a
crisis again.

His shifting reasons and provocations
are bad enough, but now the outcomes
he says he seeks are outcomes that
have shifted themselves. He has failed
to tell the American people why we are
in this. He has no endgame.

Just today, the administration de-
ployed 10,000 more U.S. troops into
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harm’s way into this region. Naval
forces have expanded to now enforce a
maritime blockade that takes the ef-
forts of tens of thousands of American
military professionals, and officials are
preparing for potential additional
strikes and ground operations.

So where does that leave us? Well,
No. 1, if the war ended today—which it
won’t. It seems to be expanding. But if
it ended today, the oil shock, the eco-
nomic crisis would go for months and
months longer—again, Americans pay-
ing the price. We still have our Amer-
ican troops in greater harm’s way. We
have an Iranian regime who—even
though their near-term combat capa-
bilities have been significantly de-
graded—now are flexing more power in
that region and influence by choking
the Strait of Hormuz, which we have
not been able to stop.

The situation is worse. The regime is
more extreme. The fissile material to
make a nuclear weapon is still there in
that theater. This President has made
the situation worse, at the cost of tens
of billions of dollars, American lives,
and hundreds of troops injured.

The thing that makes this all worse
is the enabling that Congress is doing
of this war, their failure to ask for ac-
countability, this failure to have even
one open hearing on the biggest mili-
tary engagement since the war in Af-
ghanistan, not one open hearing where
Congress has asked for accountability,
for transparency, for facts and infor-
mation.

On top of that, this body was de-
signed just for that purpose—to provide
a check and a balance, to provide over-
sight—and what we have done is noth-
ing of any substance to play that crit-
ical role.

Our Founders warned us what an out-
of-control Executive could do if not
checked by Congress, and we are not
doing it. The price we are paying—
every American is feeling it. That is
why this war is overwhelmingly un-
popular with the American people of
all political backgrounds, because they
know. Not only are they feeling the
pain of it economically, not only are
they seeing the pain of it when Amer-
ican troops are killed in battle and the
families live with that loss, not only
knowing the pain of the hundreds in-
jured, but they are also seeing with
their own eyes how the situation is
getting worse and not better.

We are bringing this War Powers Res-
olution back to the floor today because
Congress cannot look away. Congress
must do their job. Congress must stand
with the American people, ask the
tough questions that we deserve an-
swers to, hold this President to ac-
count, really do our job of asking the
hard yet urgent questions.

We need transparency. We need ac-
countability. We need the Senate to do
its job. So today, I again lead, with a
handful of my colleagues, to bring
these War Powers Resolutions, to de-
mand a debate, to demand that this
body show some account for its inac-
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tion on a war, for allowing an Execu-
tive to spend tens of billions of dollars,
throw the world and our Nation into
economic shock, not achieve any of its
stated goals with the nation of Iran,
and make more of that region more
dangerous and unstable by the day.

We must do our job. We must defend
the Constitution, which spells out the
checks and balances that should be
happening but are not. But we will con-
tinue this fight. We will continue to
force debate on this floor. We will con-
tinue to call on my colleagues across
the aisle not to just let Donald Trump
do whatever he wants but to hold him
to account, to hold public hearings, to
ask the difficult questions, to demand
accountability.

I yield the floor.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Tennessee.

WORKING FAMILIES TAX CUTS

Mrs. BLACKBURN. Mr. President,
well, today is tax day. It is not a day
that conservatives usually celebrate,
but this year it is a little bit different.
And that is thanks to the working fam-
ilies tax cuts, the Big Beautiful Bill,
that are allowing individuals to keep a
lot more of their hard-earned money.

And as we have this discussion on tax
day, it is imperative that we remember
government doesn’t create jobs, it cre-
ates the environment for jobs growth.

Government is not the one that is
generating income. All of that comes
from hard-working taxpayers. They
send their hard-earned tax dollars here
to Washington, DC. And today is a day
we should be mindful of the imperative
that we should be good stewards of the
taxpayer dollar.

Now, one of the things that we heard

so much about during the Biden admin-
istration was, every time you turned
around, taxes were going up; inflation
was going up because taxes were going
up; and government spending was going
up.
Well, things have changed. Things
have changed. And as I said, because of
the tax cuts in the Big Beautiful Bill,
what we know is, citizens are seeing
more money stay in their pocketbook
without having to send it to DC.

What we also know is, tax refunds
this year are up 24 percent, just over
$3,600—$3,5600—for most refunds. A big
reason why is that almost half of the
filers are claiming new tax breaks that
were created in the working families
tax cuts, Big Beautiful Bill.

So think about that. Half of the filers
are benefiting from the bill that every
single one of our Democrat colleagues
voted no on that bill.

Now, Americans who claim these
added deductions are seeing refunds
that are $775 higher than they were last
year, and as we think about that, that
is more money in your pocketbook for
groceries, for gas, for car payments, for
education expenses, for clothing, for
things that your family wants to do
with your hard-earned money.

Now, earlier today, we heard from
our IRS head, and what we heard from
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Mr. Bisignano is that they are really
executing the mission that was put be-
fore them to drive efficiency, to proc-
ess these claims, to answer questions,
and to make certain that people know
they can set those withholdings lower,
and when they have got a deduction
coming, they know how to claim that
deduction, and that they get those re-
funds faster.

We should keep in mind that all of
this is happening because of President
Trump and because Republicans, in-
deed, have put the American people
first.

They have put these hard-working
taxpayers first. That is what people
want to see, put them at the first of
the queue. They deserve it.

Now, if we had not passed the work-
ing families tax cuts, Big Beautiful
Bill, last spring and summer, we would
have had a $4 trillion tax hike. Think
what that would be doing to you right
now if your taxes had gone up, if those
escalation rates had kicked in, things
had gone up. And what we do know is
that while our colleagues across the
aisle, the Democrats, wanted to see
Americans pay more in taxes, that
what that equates to is, there would be
fewer jobs; there would be lower wages;
and I think one of the big ones, espe-
cially when you talk about a State like
mine, Tennessee, where small business
is your largest employer, then there
would be less opportunity.

But because we passed that bill last
summer, there is more opportunity.
And our small business employers, peo-
ple that are there on Main Street, are
prospering, and businesses are growing.

Now, I do want to highlight some of
these provisions that our Democratic
colleagues chose to vote against. What
we put in the working families tax
cuts, the Big Beautiful Bill, that is
yielding these deductions that about
half of the tax filers are taking is
this—this is one that I have worked on
for years—and it is the bonus deduc-
tion for every senior. And for 88 per-
cent of our Social Security recipients,
it has eliminated all the income tax
they have on that Social Security.

Now, I actually printed out that page
from the 1040 form, and I think it is so
important to see. Section 5 has that
enhanced deduction for seniors. So it
is, for every senior, a $6,000 deduction.
If you and your spouse are both over 65,
that is a $12,000 deduction, but it is
part 5, when you get to the point that
you are filling out this form, and all
the instructions are right there. That
is a really big deal. And what we know
is that because of this provision, sen-
iors are saving $670.

Now, think about that. If you are a
senior and you are using that deduc-
tion and you are represented by Demo-
crats, they voted against that. They
voted against allowing you to have a
$6,000 bonus deduction. And what we
know is that 30 million seniors have al-
ready used that—30 million seniors. Ac-
cording to Mr. Bisignano, it is the most
used of all the deductions. It is money
in your pocket.
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Now, there are millions of workers
who are seeing lower taxes on tips and
overtime. With the new tips deduc-
tions, senior filers are seeing a savings
of $1,370. Some have gone as high as
$5,600. These are savings that are leav-
ing money in your pocket.

But, again, every single Democrat in
this Chamber, every single one voted
against that. So if you are a worker
who uses and receives tips, they voted
against that. If you are a senior who
works with tip income, they voted
against your senior deduction, and
they voted against your deduction with
tips.

Now, we also know that children that
are born can do Trump Accounts. They
are eligible for that $1,000 seed account.
These accounts will grow all through
that child’s life. This is a way they can
have money for education or for a first
home or keeping that account and let-
ting it grow until they are ready for re-
tirement.

But if you have a baby that was born
this year, a child or a grandchild, every
Democrat voted against—against—
their having that nest egg.

So how wonderful it would be if these
children came out of college debt-free.
How wonderful would it be if they had
that money for a downpayment. And
think about overtime work. We have so
many Americans that work overtime.
Again, they are benefiting, but the
Democrats voted against no tax on
overtime.

And they also voted against the en-
hanced child tax credit, which benefits
more than 40 million American fami-
lies. So if you have children that are
under 18 and you are taking that en-
hanced child tax credit, you are look-
ing at that, and you see when you get
to that bottom line and you look at
your total deductions, your total cred-
its, Democrats voted against that.

You know, it is so interesting, they
think they should have the right of
first refusal on your money. They
think they know better what to do
with your money than you do. They
say: Send more of it to DC, and we will
put it where we want it. But what we
know is that the American people want
to keep their money and keep it in
their pocket.

Now, we also have a deduction for in-
terest that is paid on ‘‘Made in Amer-
ica” vehicles. That is an important
thing. So if you bought a car this past
year, that interest on that car pay-
ment, you are going to be able to de-
duct every penny.

The Democrats also voted against
the permanent extension of the life-
time gift tax exemption. Now, in Ten-
nessee, this was very important to us
for family farms. We raised that to $15
million per individual for a couple that
has a family farm or maybe a small
business manufacturing company. That
is $30 million. So they will be able to
pass that company and its assets on to
their children and grandchildren so
that they can continue to run this
business.
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But, bear in mind, every Democrat in
this Chamber voted no. They voted
against your being able to take what
you have worked hard for, to build, to
build that company, to carry on the
legacy of that farm.

They voted against your being able
to do that. They voted against an in-
crease to the standard deduction. That
is used by 90 percent of all filers. So as
you fill out your tax form, remember,
the Democrats said you don’t deserve
it, they do. They want your money.
They don’t want you to keep your
money so they voted against raising
the standard deduction.

They voted against the permanent
extension of the 2017 tax cuts for busi-
nesses, which fueled investment across
America.

You know what, they really have
been the ‘‘no” caucus when it comes to
cutting taxes. They have been the ‘“‘no”
caucus when it comes to allowing you
to live your version of the American
dream.

What they want, they want that con-
trol; they want that power. They want
to be able to say: Give it to us. Let us
decide what to do with your money.
And, oh, by the way, they want more of
it. They want you to have less.

They want more so they can waste it
in the name of programs that by and
large many have outlived their useful-
ness for the American people.

So this is tax day. We should be
grateful for President Trump’s leader-
ship. Without him, there would be no
Working Families Tax Cut; there
wouldn’t have been that Big Beautiful
Bill. So instead of celebrating historic
refunds, Americans, if the Democrats
had been in charge, if they had their
way, would be struggling to pay an-
other $4 trillion in taxes. Think about
that one.

I am so pleased that we were able to
get these taxes passed, signed, sealed,
delivered, and signed into law, and that
on this tax day, tens of millions of
Americans are celebrating increased
deductions, increased tax credits, and
more money in their pockets because
of larger refunds.

I yield the floor.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Illinois.

WAR POWERS RESOLUTION

Ms. DUCKWORTH. Mr. President, I
have come to the floor today as a U.S.
Senator, of course, but also as a former
soldier who served in uniform the last
time a President rashly sent our men
and women into an unjustified war in
the Middle East.

I spent nearly a year in Walter Reed
Army Medical Center recovering from
injuries I earned in Iraq. Every morn-
ing, as I struggled to sit up straight,
every time I was rolled into yet an-
other surgery, I made sure to read the
poster I had next to my hospital bed. It
was a framed copy of the Soldier’s
Creed, the words that those lucky
enough to wear the Army uniform live
by.

That same framed copy now hangs by
my desk here in DC. As I glanced at it
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this morning, I realized there is per-
haps no greater proof that Donald
Trump never deigned to serve a day in
his life than the mockery he makes of
the Soldier’s Creed’s commitments
every single day he has been in office.

The creed may be associated with the
Army, but the sentiments hold true for
all of those who wear the uniform of
this great Nation. Its 13 lines tell us to
be disciplined, physically and mentally
tough, trained, proficient, and to look
out for those who look out for us, to
look out for one another.

Donald Trump is supposed to be our
servicemembers’ Commander in Chief.
The very, very least we should expect
of him is to epitomize the standards
that we ask our troops to swear by, to
live by. The very, very least we should
expect of the Commander in Chief is to
be as competent, disciplined, and pro-
fessional as the men and women whose
very lives hinge on his capacity to
lead, on that competence and profes-
sionalism we expect to see in the White
House.

The creed makes clear that our
troops will never quit, that they will
never leave a fallen comrade behind.
Yet ‘““‘Cadet Bone Spurs’” is someone
who will always quit. And every hour
he orders our servicemembers to re-
main in unnecessary, growing danger,
he is proving that Donald Trump does
not give a damn about leaving a com-
rade or so, so many comrades behind.
Every moment that Donald Trump
leaves our heroes mired in the muck of
this illegal war of choice with Iran, he
is showing that he cares more about
saving face than leading our troops.

So I come to the floor today with a
simple question. Our military men and
women go out there every day and do
their jobs, no matter the risks—all on
Donald Trump’s orders. So I ask you,
Mr. President: Why the hell can’t you
do your job too? Why can’t you live up
to the same level of proficiency as our
troops?

Look, I am proud of every mission I
completed in Iraq, but I would never
ever wish another endless, needless, un-
justified war like the one I served in on
anybody else. I wouldn’t wish it on the
heroes who are packing up their rucks
right now, knowing they may never
touch American soil again. I wouldn’t
wish it on their families, who are being
forced to spend their days anxiously
awaiting news from half a world away.
And I wouldn’t wish it on the American
people, who want their President to
focus on bringing the costs down here
at home, not starting new, expensive,
taxpayer-funded wars continents away.

But Trump either doesn’t understand
or he simply doesn’t care about that.
From the moment this conflict began,
the President has tried to shroud his
incompetence behind the valor of our
servicemembers. When asked to justify
his illegal actions, Donald Trump has
tried to hide his cowardice behind our
heroes’ courage. He has tried to act as
if questioning why we are at war is the
same as questioning the skill and brav-
ery of our troops themselves. It isn’t.
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And I am here to call bullshit on the
President of the United States because
I know that our military will always
do the best job possible. When given a
mission, our servicemembers will say:
Yes, I will serve. They don’t say: Why
me. They don’t ask: Will I be safe? No.
They dust off their boots, they show
up, and they do what is asked of them
to the best of their ability every single
time, time after time, tour after tour,
no matter the risk, no matter the sac-
rifice. They will always, always exe-
cute their orders to the maximum ca-
pability of their professionalism, and
they are proud to do it.

That isn’t the problem. The problem
here is that the person who is supposed
to be leading them spends more time
talking about his Marie Antoinette
ballroom than he does sitting in the
Situation Room, trying to get us out of
this war.

The problem is the guy who claims to
be making America great again looks
at the word ‘‘America’ and only sees
the letters “M”’ and “E’ in the middle
of it.

The problem is that the Commander
in Chief not only has no idea what the
end state is like for his war of choice
but probably doesn’t know what the
term ‘‘end state’ means at all.

The problem is that even in the last
2 weeks, the man who is in charge of
our Nation’s nuclear codes has himself
gone increasingly nuclear. He is not be-
lieving literal war with Iran is enough.
He has now gone on to proverbial war
with the Vatican, choosing to pick
fights with the Pope, of all people—the
Pope.

Rather than trying to engage in any
semblance of real diplomacy to end the
conflict in the Middle East, he has
threatened to annihilate an entire civ-
ilization, terrifying people overseas
and here at home, who are understand-
ably worried about retaliatory strikes.

Now, after 1 half-assed day of so-
called negotiations with Iran, he has
whipsawed to the next risky frontier in
the region—a dangerous, complex, par-
tial military blockade of the Strait of
Hormuz, launching it at our Nation’s
expense with no justification, no expla-
nation, or any real plan as to what
comes next. His only plan seems to rely
on the valor, willingness to sacrifice,
and professionalism of our military
men and women. But let me tell you,
that is not enough. They need a true
commander.

But Trump is Trump, and he is ac-
tively, unabashedly telling us how to
ignore what we are all seeing with our
own eyes. He is trying to declare ‘‘mis-
sion accomplished,’”’ despite his obvious
failures at every single turn. He is de-
claring “We did it. We’re winning”
after all signs point to the opposite. We
are still at war. Americans are still at
risk. Civilians across the region are
still dying for no reason that anyone
can truly articulate.

In reality, the only thing that Don-
ald Trump has accomplished over the
last 6 weeks is more chaos. Because of
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his choices, a new, young Ayatollah is
in charge who seems even more radical
than his father was. Thirteen American
heroes have been killed and hundreds
more wounded. More Gold Star parents
are grieving their children.

More American families are strug-
gling to avoid the spiking gas prices.
They are unsure if they can pay even
more every time they go to the gas sta-
tion, but they have to because they
need to get to work; they have to take
their kids to school; they have to take
their aging parents to the doctor. The
farmers of Illinois, the farmers of this
great Nation have seen, at a time when
we should be planting, their input costs
skyrocket because of Donald Trump’s
war of choice.

Look, war is always tragic, but when
it is preventable, when it is unjustified,
it is not just tragic, it is a travesty.
Trump wouldn’t let himself be dragged
by the bone spurs to serve in Vietnam,
so how dare he—how dare he—drag our
Nation into a war of his choice today?
But this draft dodger—this five-time
draft dodger—is too infatuated with
maximum pressure to make a serious
effort at even minimum diplomacy.

Once again, the Trump foreign policy
doctrine has proven reckless, senseless,
and dangerous—a doctrine in which
fact and fiction are one and the same,
one in which our Commander in Chief
seems to come to military decisions by
virtue of temper tantrums and an-
nounces them via tweet in the middle
of the night and one in which avarice
outweighs advice every single time.

Look, unlike Trump, I actually know
what it is like to leave your blood
soaking into the desert sand a half a
world away. I know what it is like—I
know what it is like—and what is at
stake for the troops this administra-
tion is sending into harm’s way. We
must safeguard their valor and their
professionalism by doing our jobs.

I can tell you this: It is a whole lot
easier to cover your eyes and order
other Americans to sacrifice their chil-
dren and sacrifice themselves if you
don’t have to do any of the sacrificing
yourself. It is easier to send other peo-
ple’s children to fight in a war if you
know your own children are cozy in a
penthouse suite somewhere. It is easier
to ignore the everyday realities of war
from inside the hallowed halls of the
White House where you have McDon-
ald’s being DoorDashed to the Oval Of-
fice. But it is nearly impossible—it is
near impossible—if you have been actu-
ally outside the wire yourself.

So I have come to the floor today to
keep true a promise I first made over
two decades ago. I ran for Congress not
because I wanted to be in Congress, not
because I wanted to be a Congress-
woman or a Senator. I ran for Congress
to honor the men and women who car-
ried me out of that bloody war zone.

I made a promise that when the
drums of war started beating again, I
would be in a position to make sure
that our elected officials fully consider
the true cost of war—not just in terms



April 15, 2026

of money but in human lives and in the
sacrifices of the men and women who
wear the colors of this great Nation.
That was the vow I made to the troops
I deployed with and to all of those who
have served since I hung up my uni-
form.

I am here today under this great Cap-
itol Dome to keep that most sacred
oath because right now, thousands of
our troops are ready to do their jobs
even if it means laying down their
lives. And it is tragic, it is disgusting
to me that even as they prepare to do
their jobs, our President and some
Members of this Chamber seem so
eager to neglect their own.

So as those drums of war echo louder
than they have ever in years, I am here
to remind Donald Trump that he does
not have the authority to unilaterally
force us into war. He may never have
read the Constitution, but I have.

So let me direct his attention to arti-
cle I, which makes clear that only Con-
gress—only Congress—has the power to
declare war. We are the ones tasked
with deciding when and how Americans
are sent into combat. We are the ones
charged with that most solemn duty.
Yet Trump is acting as if article I sim-
ply doesn’t exist, as if obeying the Con-
stitution is optional, as if our founding
document is just a yellowing, crum-
bling piece of paper that he can crum-
ble up and toss into the garbage can at
will.

This should not, must not be a par-
tisan issue. No matter if you are strug-
gling to pay rent or if your name is
plastered in fake gold on a building on
Fifth Avenue, no one can ignore the
Constitution, especially if you have
sworn an oath to defend it. No matter
if you are a Mar-a-Lago worker who is
pulling down double shifts or if you are
the President of the United States, no
one is above the law.

Look, I believe fully that there are
certain solemn and urgent times when
our military must be called upon to de-
fend us. There are certain moments
when the threat in question is signifi-
cant and imminent, instances when
military force is the most effective
tool at hand, and when using it is nec-
essary to protect America and her in-
terests.

The thing is, from what little infor-
mation the Trump administration has
shared publicly that he hasn’t imme-
diately contradicted—and sometimes
in the same sentence—this was not one
of those times. If the administration
thinks that I am wrong and there was
an imminent, reasonable, actual threat
to America, then guess what. The floor
is theirs.

Come to the Senate. We are just 20
minutes from the White House. It is
not hard to find. It is even faster in
your motorcade, Mr. President. It is
not hard to find us. We are the building
with the big dome on top. We are only
a 20-minute walk.

Trump knows where the Capitol
Building is. It is the spot he told the
insurrectionists to march toward on
January 6.
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So, if his team actually believes that
the war is justified, then they need to
come to Congress and do their jobs: Ex-
plain their case and give the American
people a say through their elected rep-
resentatives, the Members who sit at
every one of these desks in this Cham-
ber.

They need to respect the American
people enough to finally tell them why
they are being forced to bear the costs
of this conflict, both in dollars and
cents and daughters and sons.

They need to respect our service-
members enough to prove why war
with Iran is worth having more chil-
dren grow up without their moms or
dads. They need to make it clear that
they have thought this through and
well enough that they can actually ar-
ticulate what an end state with this
war of choice in Iran would even look
like.

When their case has been made and
when the debate here in Congress is
completed, then the Members of this
Chamber must vote. It is our duty. Yes,
it is our burden. It is the least we can
do for those who are willing to sacrifice
everything to safeguard this democ-
racy.

But if the Trump administration re-
fuses to do that—if they refuse to ad-
here to the Constitution—well then, it
begs the question: What are you hid-
ing? What are you hiding, Mr. Presi-
dent? We already know you are incom-
petent. What else are you hiding?

Look, we have now been at this war
of choice—of Trump’s choice—for a
month and a half. Thousands are dead
or are grieving, wounded, and suffering.
Only someone as inept and unfit, some-
one as callous and cruel as Trump
would see this as winning. Only a draft-
dodging coward would think that this
is the right way to engage in a war.
Only a man so unqualified to be Com-
mander in Chief would be proud to keep
on risking our heroes’ lives without
even having a concept of a plan for how
to get them back home without risking
more graves at Arlington.

We can’t let this chaos continue un-
checked. As our troops continue to sac-
rifice whatever is asked of them, we
Senators—we Senators—need to do the
absolute minimum required of us. That
is why, this week, I am calling up my
War Powers Resolution, demanding
that the Trump administration finally
end this illegal war, and calling for
some actual public oversight and ac-
countability on behalf of the American
people. It will come to the floor for a
vote shortly.

So, to my Republican colleagues, you
have a choice—a simple one, really.
You can vote with me to end this con-
flict and show that you actually care
about putting America first, like you
claim; or you can vote to put Trump’s
ego first, proving that, when push
comes to shove, you care more about
protecting Trump’s thin skin than the
Constitution that you swore to defend.

At this point, it is pretty clear. Don-
ald J. Trump will always be more in-
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terested in looking out for his own self-
interest rather than truly serving
America’s interest.

So my question is, if any of my Re-
publican colleagues are actually brave
enough to stand up and tell Donald J.
Trump—the five-time draft-dodging
coward—-‘‘enough.”

I yield the floor.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Virginia.

Mr. KAINE. Mr. President, I rise in
support of my colleague’s War Powers
Resolution.

I am proud to be a cosponsor with
Senator DUCKWORTH, and I am very
humbled to be here in the Chamber and
listen to her—to listen to her recount
her own experience as to her own vow
as a Member of this body and to take
the very painful lesson that she ab-
sorbed when her future was completely
altered by her wartime service and put
it to a positive use in trying to protect
others like her.

Senator DUCKWORTH proves a point
that gets proven over and over and
over again: that our military serves
with distinction and bravery and that
they serve with professionalism and ex-
cellence. But so often, the issue for
them is the quality of the civilian deci-
sions about whether they go to war or
not. So often in my lifetime—in Viet-
nam and Iraq and now in Iran—that
brave service was compromised—real-
ly, betrayed—by poor civilian decision
making and for improper political rea-
sons, rather than a careful assessment
of what was in America’s best inter-
ests.

I have been asking the question since
this war began: Have we learned noth-
ing from 25 years of war—unproductive
war—in the Middle East?

It is pretty apparent to me, in having
asked that question over and over
again, that this administration has
not.

This administration has not factored
in the 14,000-plus deaths in wars in Iraq
and Afghanistan. They have not
factored in the more than 65,000 Amer-
ican troops and contractors who were
injured. They have not factored in the
hundreds of thousands of civilian
deaths. They have not factored in the
fact that the U.S. military engage-
ments did not produce a safer region.
They have not factored in the $8 tril-
lion spent during those 25 years. They
have acted as if that history is now
wiped away, and we can engage in a
war in the Middle East without reflect-
ing upon these lessons that are written
in blood and in the precious resources
of our Nation.

So I am not going to ask the question
again today, ‘‘Have we learned nothing
from 25 years of war?”’ because I think
the answer to that, sadly, is plain.

So let me ask a different question:
What have we learned in 45 days of war
in Iran? What have we learned?

I would argue that we have learned
at least three things: War is costly. An
unwise war is deeply unpopular. Those
who would make diplomacy impossible
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make war inevitable. I think those are
the lessons that the last 45 days have
taught us.

First, war is costly.

As my colleague laid out, 13 members
of our armed services—one who lived in
Spotsylvania County, VA, who had pur-
chased a home, who was within a few
months of retirement and was wanting
to retire to that home with his fam-
ily—have died. Spouses and Kkids and
parents and friends and brothers and
sisters are mourning the losses from
this unwise and illegal war.

Hundreds of our troops have been in-
jured, and stories come out about the
depth of those injuries and the lack of
planning that left them exposed to the
attacks that caused them to be injured.
While I wish it were otherwise, it is
likely that there will be more such sto-
ries.

There is also the cost in dollars. We
are spending, by some estimates, be-
tween $1 billion and $2 billion a day.
We are expecting to see the President,
sometime soon, send over a new re-
quest for a dramatic increase in fund-
ing to fund this Iran war.

But let me talk about costs in a dif-
ferent way, just the cost to everyday
Americans’ pocketbooks.

Today is tax day. Today is tax day.
President Trump is the ‘‘taxer in
chief.” Last year, he imposed chaotic
tariffs on the world’s economy, right
before tax day, and those tariffs cost
American families a couple of thousand
dollars each. With this one-man tariff
war that President Trump started
without having congressional author-
ity—that was, ultimately, in signifi-
cant part, struck down as illegal by the
Supreme Court in February of this
year—last year, right before tax day,
President Trump stood up and showed
by his actions that he was the ‘‘taxer
in chief.”

This year, on tax day, we are seeing
Americans pay more for food, pay more
for energy, and pay more for building
supplies because of the actions of this
President—in particular, just the price
of gas at the gas pump in Virginia and
nationally. The price of gas has gone
up $1 a gallon since February 27, just
because of President Trump’s unilat-
eral decision to take us to war.

Virginians buy 8 million gallons of
gas a day. So that is $8 million Vir-
ginians are having to shell out of their
pockets—that they weren’t having to
shell out—because Donald Trump
started this war.

This is happening in Illinois. It is
happening in Connecticut. It is hap-
pening in Nebraska. It is happening in
every State, and it is happening all
over the world. We are reading about
economies that are shutting down 1
day a week. We are reading about
street protests in allied nations over
the cost of petroleum, all driven by
this one man’s deciding to take us to
war.

So the first lesson from the last 45
days: War is costly.
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The second lesson is, an unwise war
is deeply unpopular. This war is deeply
unpopular with the American public.

Most of us took the last 2 weeks of
recess to travel around our States. I
represent Virginia, which I believe is
one of the most pro-military States in
the country. I spent significant time in
the Hampton Roads area, which is the
center of American naval power, where
we build ships and subs, and it has the
biggest Navy base in the world.

I spent a lot of time with Virginians
over the last 2 weeks. This war is un-
popular. Virginians are deployed, and
they don’t know why, and they don’t
know when they will come home.

The USS Ford carrier, today, passes
the record for the longest deployment
of a carrier in American modern his-
tory. They were supposed to be home
with their families before Christmas,
and they are still deployed away from
their families, with significant mainte-
nance issues reducing the quality of
life on that ship.

This war is unpopular. But, of course,
it is unpopular. If you go to war with-
out a clear rationale—and the Presi-
dent has floated five or six of them. If
you go to war without a clear plan,
without apparently anticipating what
everyone would have anticipated with
the closure of the Strait of Hormuz, if
you go to war without allies, if you go
to war without Congress, the war will
be unpopular. With no plan, no ration-
ale, no allies, and no congressional de-
bate, the war will be unpopular.

This was so easy to predict at the be-
ginning. For some reason, the Presi-
dent thought the magic of his own per-
sonality could turn a war of choice into
something that would be embraced by
the American public. The American
public is too smart for that.

So an unwise war is deeply unpopu-
lar. That is a lesson of the last 45 days.

Then, the last lesson, I believe, is a
profound one that we have to acknowl-
edge, and that is this: Those who make
diplomacy impossible make war inevi-
table.

The President, the Vice President,
and his TU.N. Representative—even
within the last 2 hours, in a hearing be-
fore the Senate Foreign Relations
Committee—said the war was nec-
essary to stop Iran from getting a nu-
clear weapon. There is no intelligence
that said that Iran was near getting a
nuclear weapon. If what President
Trump wanted was to stop Iran from
getting a nuclear weapon, then he com-
mitted one of the most egregious blun-
ders in the history of the United
States, in his first term, when he tore
up a diplomatic deal that did precisely
that.

The United States and our European
allies and adversaries—China and Rus-
sia—engaged in a 20-month negotiation
with Iran that led to an agreement. On
the first page of the agreement—page
1—Iran reaffirms that it will never
seek to purchase or develop any nu-
clear weapons. We had the agreement
with Iran for no nuclear weapons. We
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had mechanisms of inspection. We had
limitations on centrifuges and limita-
tions on the enrichment of plutonium
or uranium.

We had a diplomatic deal, and the
President tore it up. The deal was
working according to our allies. The
deal was working according to Presi-
dent Trump’s first Secretary of State
and Secretary of Defense, who urged
him to stay in it.

The deal was working, according to
the International Atomic Energy Agen-
cy that was investigating and inspect-
ing Iranian facilities, but President
Trump took a deal that guaranteed no
nuclear weapons ever, and he tore it
up. The United States doesn’t walk
away from diplomatic deals; other na-
tions do that. But the President estab-
lished a dangerous precedent. And
many of us said to him at the time: If
you tear up a diplomatic deal, you are
paving the path to war. It might be
soon or it might not be soon, but you
are paving a path to war.

If you make diplomacy impossible,
you make war inevitable, and that is
exactly what Donald Trump has done.
Those troops who have died, they have
died because Trump tore up a diplo-
matic deal. The costs that are being ex-
perienced by American consumers, we
are suffering those costs because Don-
ald Trump tore up a diplomatic deal.
The injuries to civilians, to school-
children, the injuries to American
troops, those are occurring because
Donald Trump tore up a diplomatic
deal.

We still have a seal that is available
right here on the walls of the Senate
that has the eagle representing the
United States and in each claw it is
holding the arrows of war or the laurel
branches of peace, and the seal of the
United States always has the eagle
looking to the laurel branches. We are
supposed to prefer diplomacy first.

But Donald Trump has decided that a
Department of Defense now needs to be
a Department of War, and rules of en-
gagement to protect civilians now can
be dismissed and called stupid and
things that we don’t need to follow.

I hope this body still believes that
America should prefer diplomacy first.
I hope this body still believes in the
United States being a values-based na-
tion, not a bully nation. That is what
this vote is about, and that is why I am
so proud to join my colleague to sup-
port it, and I will continue to be on the
floor with my colleagues every week
until we stop an illegal and unwise
war.

I yield the floor.

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. ARM-
STRONG). The Senator from Con-
necticut.

Mr. MURPHY. Mr. President, I am
here on the floor to add my support to
the resolution being brought before us
by Senator DUCKWORTH. This is the
third week in a row that we are having
an opportunity on the Senate floor to
have a short debate and a vote on the
most significant military engagement
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in the Middle East in many of our Sen-
ate careers.

We are now a month and a half into
this bungled, mismanaged war, and we
have yet to have a single hearing in the
Senate Foreign Relations Committee
or the Senate Armed Services Com-
mittee on this war, on this military op-
eration.

In the absence of these privileged
motions that we are bringing—thank-
ful to Senator DUCKWORTH for bringing
one this week—we would have no de-
bate, no vote on the floor on the au-
thorization of war, maybe the most sa-
cred charge we are given as U.S. Sen-
ators.

We should not normalize that. We
should not fail to note how extraor-
dinary it is that our Senate Republican
leadership has declined to do any over-
sight of a war that is costing billions of
dollars every week, that has already
led to the loss of over a dozen Amer-
ican lives, that has erupted a regional
war throughout the Middle East and is
literally melting down economies all
over the world, especially in the devel-
oping world—not a single hearing—not
a single hearing—in the U.S. Senate.
Secretary Rubio, Secretary Hegseth
have not come to the Senate to explain
what their plan is, what their strategy
is, what their endgame is.

And I think we know the answer.
They simply can’t explain what is hap-
pening. They can’t articulate a strat-
egy. They are not ready to answer
questions from Democrats or from Re-
publicans who, I think, increasingly
are starting to scratch their heads
about how on earth this is in the U.S.
national security interest.

Very quickly, because I know we
have a number of other colleagues who
want to speak, let me just talk about
what has happened since we last had an
opportunity to vote.

First, the impact on the U.S. econ-
omy is getting more acute. There are
more and more Americans who are un-
able to make their lives work because
we have seen a 30-percent increase in
gas prices since this war began. Farm-
ers have seen a 35-percent increase in
fertilizer, a 50-percent increase in die-
sel costs.

That increase in agricultural costs is
going to almost immediately spill over
into big increases at the grocery store.
And so amidst high inflation, you are
now going to see costs just become pro-
hibitive for a lot of American fami-
lies—a 30-percent higher gasoline cost
simply because of this war of choice.

And agricultural economy, which was
already in crisis—60 percent of farmers
had already said that they were in a
worse financial shape this year, prior
to the war, than when President Trump
came into office—now that gets even
worse.

What is the impact on our national
security? Well, the President has said
that there are a bunch of different me-
andering explanations and objectives
for this war. He said that we want to
destroy their missile program. Well,
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what have we found out in the last 2
weeks? We have found out that we have
come nowhere close to destroying their
missile program. In fact, they still
likely have the majority of their mis-
siles. And during the cease-fire, Iran
has used that time to rehabilitate and
rescue many of the missiles and the
launchers that were buried in rubble.
China stands ready, as soon as the
bombing fully ceases, to help them im-
mediately rebuild their missile pro-
gram. There is no way this campaign is
going to eliminate their missile pro-
gram.

Just the same, we were told that part
of the objective of this war was to
eliminate their nuclear program. And
yet, a month and a half later, they still
have all of their enriched uranium. We
have not destroyed Iran’s knowledge of
how to produce nuclear weapons out of
existence because neither are possible
through a bombing campaign alone.

Sometimes regime change is an ob-
jective; sometimes it isn’t. The Presi-
dent said: Well, we were gone last
week. In fact, we have already achieved
regime change. Well, technically, there
is a new Ayatollah, but there is abso-
lutely no evidence that this new Aya-
tollah, that this new crowd of elite
leadership—mainly coming out of the
hard-line IRGC—is any less provoca-
tive, any less dangerous, any less ad-
versarial to U.S. interests. In fact, the
opposite is probably true. A doddering
90-year-old Ayatollah was replaced by a
group of leaders that are likely much
more fanatical and probably much
more effective in their aims to try to
attack U.S. interests there and around
the world.

Of course, one of our objectives is a
new objective, the objective to reopen
the Strait of Hormuz. The Strait was
open before this war began; it is now
closed. It is unclear whether President
Trump knew that they would close the
strait and just threw up his hands,
didn’t care about the impact on the
U.S. economy or whether he didn’t
know—which would be egregious in and
of itself—and was shocked to find out
that Iran would close the strait.

We are now a month and a half into
this war. The strait is still closed. The
President is trying to reopen the Strait
by blockading it, which is a very
strange strategy, one that, in day two
of this new plan, does not seem to be
succeeding.

Finally, what is the impact on the
world? And I just want to touch on this
very shortly. A new war is erupting in
the Middle East; Hezbollah was empow-
ered by the attacks; and there is a
prospect of a massive new ground inva-
sion of Lebanon from Israel. Already,
hundreds have died in that conflict.
Last weekend, you likely saw images of
just vicious bombings of what looked
to be civilian infrastructure happening
inside Lebanon. But a new war in the
Middle East between Israel and Leb-
anon, in which thousands will likely
die, in which millions will be displaced,
that is horrible for U.S. interests, for
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our allies’ interests. The region is ex-
ploding in violence.

But even more cataclysmic in its
scope is what is happening to devel-
oping nations. Developing nations’
economies are literally melting down
right now because a 30-percent increase
in fuel costs for a short period of time
is something that wouldn’t tank the
entirety of the American economy,
even though it does great damage to
individual families. But in nations
where a short-term fuel shortage or a
30-percent immediate spike is some-
thing that a government or a very poor
population cannot manage has caused a
lot of these countries’ economies to
simply melt down. These governments
are now closing their public operations.
Universities in some developing na-
tions are permanently closed because
they can’t afford to keep the lights on.

There is a rolling disaster happening
throughout the world because of these
energy price increases that have been
designed, manufactured, by Donald
Trump. So it is not just that the Mid-
dle East is exploding; it is not just that
we aren’t meeting any of our objectives
in Iran; it is not just that American
consumers are being harmed—there are
billions—billions—of poor people all
around the world whose lives are more
miserable, whose lives are slipping into
greater chaos because of this war.

So we will be down on this floor week
after week, every single week, to force
at least a short debate, to force a vote.
And my hope is that at some point our
Republican colleagues, besides one,
choose to join us.

It is OK for you to support President
Trump, generally and politically, and
admit that this war was a massive mis-
take. We did that when there were
Democratic Presidents in office. Presi-
dent Obama helped participate in a war
in the Middle East, helping the Saudis
be involved in a conflict in Yemen.
Many of us thought that was a mis-
take. We came to the floor and opposed
President Obama. We actually filed
resolutions making it harder for Presi-
dent Obama to fuel that war.

So I hope, at some point, our Repub-
lican colleagues decide they can choose
to just say what is clear and obvious—
this war was a mistake; it should end
as quickly as possible—and not believe
that this is somehow incommensurate
with their broader political support for
the President.

You can, as a U.S. Senator, occasion-
ally stand up to the leader of your
party if it is a matter of right and
wrong. I believe this is a matter of
right and wrong. Maybe it won’t be in
today’s vote, but hopefully in one of
the votes we will continue to have, we
can have some bipartisan agreement
that this war needs to end.

I yield the floor.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Rhode Island.

Mr. REED. Mr. President, first, I
want to salute Senator DUCKWORTH for
bringing this critical issue to the floor
so that the American people can hear
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what our views are on this war but also
reflect their views. I also want to sa-
lute her for her heroic service in the
U.S. Army.

Thank you, Senator.

I rise today to discuss the war in
Iran. Forty-six days ago, President
Trump unilaterally launched this war.
He declined to make his case before the
American people. He refused to consult
Congress. He failed to present evidence
of an imminent threat, and he ignored
his advisers, who warned him about the
peril of such an operation.

President Trump believed he alone
had the judgment to engage our Nation
in a major conflict, and he alone had
the ability to secure a quick, complete
victory.

After more than 6 weeks of war, what
has the President accomplished? Thir-
teen American servicemembers have
tragically lost their lives. More than
300 have been wounded. Thousands of
civilians across the Middle East have
been killed and injured, and hundreds
of thousands displaced. The United
States has lost dozens of aircraft, sus-
tained significant damage to our bases,
and burned through an alarming
amount of our missile inventory and
other munitions.

Global oil prices have surged more
than 45 percent, and the cost of gaso-
line and household goods in our com-
munities have risen significantly.
American families are bearing the cost
of a war they wanted nothing to do
with and have gained nothing from.

In sum, the President took a difficult
status quo and somehow managed to
make it far worse.

On February 27, the Strait of Hormuz
was open to maritime traffic. Amer-
ican farmers could count on fertilizer
shipments. Our high-tech chip makers,
in whom we have invested billions of
dollars, could count on helium deliv-
eries.

Today, the Strait of Hormuz is
closed. Incredibly, it is now President
Trump who is blockading the strait,
rather than Iranians. This is a bizarre
and incoherent strategy. A blockade
will push prices even higher, with rip-
ple effects on food, fuel, and consumer
goods across this country—indeed
across the world.

Additionally, Iran has demonstrated
that it responds to military pressure
with defiance, not concession. This
blockade is unlikely to change Iran’s
negotiating position, and I worry it
will do nothing more than place our
servicemembers in greater danger.

Only under President Trump’s cha-
otic tenure would a month and a half of
fighting result in the United States
being in a weaker strategic position
than before the war began. Here are the
facts. Iran still retains its nuclear pro-
gram. Its ballistic missile capabilities
and drone arsenal, although dimin-
ished, still pose a threat. Moreover, the
regime has learned it can effectively
control the Strait of Hormuz when it
chooses. President Trump has badly
damaged America’s standing with our
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allies, emboldened our adversaries, and
lost any moral authority he had on the
international stage. The American peo-
ple, including many of his own sup-
porters, strongly disapprove of this
war.

At this stage, we must ask: What
comes next?

The President has shown he will not
listen to military and regional experts
and is uninterested in earning the sup-
port of the American people.

While that is a decision he can make,
if he is unconstrained by anything
other than his ‘“‘own morality,” then
Congress has a duty to constrain him
through the powers we hold as the con-
stitutional check and balance on the
President.

Congress controls the purse. Congress
declares war and ratifies treaties. Con-
gress represents—and answers to—the
American people. It is long past time
for Republicans to stop avoiding their
constitutional duties and start reining
in the President’s ability to unilater-
ally wage war. At a bare minimum, it
is long past time they hold public hear-
ings with Cabinet officials to provide
accountability for the American peo-
ple.

Now, I am relieved that the cease-fire
appears to be holding for the moment.
The administration should use this
time wisely and immediately return to
negotiating a diplomatic agreement.
That means engaging in serious, struc-
tured conversation with Iran to address
nuclear weapons, ballistic missiles,
their proxy activity, but also the sanc-
tions that are in place and the security
guarantees that the Iranians will de-
mand.

It also means taking a realistic ap-
proach to opening the Strait of
Hormuz. The Iranians have a complex,
layered network of sea mines, fast at-
tack boats, air and sea drones, mis-
siles, and hidden launch sites in the
cliffs around the strait that provide
them with many effective options to
threaten ships in the passage. Even if
the United States cleared the strait of
mines and began escorting commercial
ships with our own Navy vessels, mili-
tarily suppressing and defeating Iran’s
ambush network is not a sustainable
long-term option. A diplomatic ar-
rangement is the only real answer. And
I must say that to achieve this diplo-
matic arrangement, the President
needs and should announce a group of
experts—not real estate developers and
golfing buddies—to go over there. This
is not going to be settled by the friends
of the President cutting a deal.

It took us almost 2 years and com-
plicated discussions about nuclear pol-
icy, nuclear objectives, et cetera, to
get the JCPOA. It is going to take us a
while to settle this issue, too, and we
can’t settle it with a casual group ne-
gotiating on a weekend.

The President said he was shocked
that Iran closed the strait and
bombarded gulf nations in response to
his attack. That is rather astounding
because everyone with a modest knowl-
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edge of the Iranian regime was not par-
ticularly shocked. Indeed, the course of
this war was entirely predictable. Gen-
erations of American military and po-
litical experts have examined the Iran
problem and repeatedly reached the
same conclusion: War with Iran would
not achieve our goal.

Indeed, President Trump was given
the same warning by his advisers. Ac-
cording to press reports, Gen. Dan
Caine the Chairman of the Joint Chiefs
warned the President of becoming en-
tangled in a prolonged conflict and ex-
pressed concerns about U.S. casualties
and the difficulty caused by a lack of
allies. General Caine also raised the
possibility that Iran would block the
Strait of Hormuz, stating it was long
believed Iran would deploy mines,
drones, and missiles to close the
world’s most vital shipping lane.

A separate intelligence official re-
portedly emphasized, in his words:

It wasn’t just predictable. It was predicted.
He was told in advance.

The President ignored the advice and
decades of historical lessons and at-
tacked anyway.

At this juncture, the administration
has realized that the Iranians are not
going to capitulate and that the dif-
ficult work of diplomacy cannot be
wrapped up in a mere 21 hours of nego-
tiation. Facing this reality, the Presi-
dent has several options.

First, the President could simply de-
clare victory, as he has done so often,
and leave the region without a deal.
But what would he leave behind? A bat-
tered Iran with more antagonistic and
radical leaders who may have con-
cluded the only way to avoid future at-
tacks is to acquire a nuclear weapon.
With hundreds of pounds of enriched
uranium on hand, that possibility is
very real—and could be accelerated
with Russian, Chinese, or North Korean
assistance.

Second, the President could launch
new military strikes to try to force the
regime to surrender. However, this
would inevitably result in renewed at-
tacks against our forces in the region
and a prolonged closure of the strait.
And as I mentioned earlier, the regime
has already demonstrated that its
threshold for pain is high and its re-
gard for its people is low. An extended
military campaign would not change
the Iranians’ negotiating demands.

Now I would propose a third route.
The President can resurrect serious ne-
gotiations with Iran across the full
range of issues dividing our two na-
tions. The agenda must be broad
enough for both sides to claim benefit.
That is the only way you get to a deal,
and we hope ‘“The Art of the Deal” is
present in this situation.

The United States must address nu-
clear weapons, ballistic missiles, and
malign proxy activity, and Iran will
seek guarantees against further mili-
tary operations, sanctions relief, and
other assurances.

President Trump was foolish, in my
view—and reflecting Senator KAINE—to
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tear up the Joint Comprehensive Plan
of Action he inherited from President
Obama, but with diplomacy, his admin-
istration may be able to regain some of
the important pieces that he pre-
viously abandoned.

But there is an additional obstacle to
peace that must be addressed: Prime
Minister Netanyahu. Prime Minister
Netanyahu has spent the better part of
30 years gathering support for what he
believed to be an inevitable confronta-
tion with Iran. His personal and polit-
ical fortunes are entirely aligned with
the continuation of this war. As he
faces an election and a criminal trial,
he is using the war as personal and po-
litical armor. Unless Trump is willing
to force Netanyahu to stand down,
Israel will continue operations regard-
less of what America does.

Mr. President, this war was ill-con-
ceived, I oppose it, and if it is still on-
going after 60 days, I will vote against
an authorization of military force to
continue it. I am proud to be here
today in support of Senator
DUCKWORTH’s proposal. From day one,
Trump lacked any clear objectives and
realistic views of the consequences, but
peace can be accomplished. The path
forward requires honesty from Presi-
dent Trump about what military force
can and cannot achieve, the discipline
to negotiate seriously, and the courage
to lead our allies rather than alienate
them.

Unfortunately, this President, I be-
lieve, cannot be trusted to chart this
path. He has shown an intractable in-
stinct for destruction first and diplo-
macy last. He will never secure a
peaceful conclusion to this conflict as
long as Congress allows President
Trump to wage war whenever and how-
ever he sees fit. Yes, we have to stand
up and be true to the oath we all took:
to preserve and protect the Constitu-
tion of the United States against all
enemies, foreign and domestic.

I urge my colleagues to vote in favor
of this War Powers Resolution. I urge
them to choose the path of peace before
the costs of President Trump’s war be-
come irreversible.

I yield the floor.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from New Jersey.

Mr. KIM. Mr. President, I rise today
because I had conversations with a
woman in New Jersey recently that I
just can’t get out of my head. I was in
Atlantic City talking with a woman
there about how she felt things were
going in our country and for her and
her family. What she said really stuck
with me, seared into my mind. She said
that with everything going on right
now—this war and rising costs—she
felt like she was ‘‘drowning.’”” That was
the word she used—‘‘drowning.”’

That is the impact this war is having
on the American people. And when
someone is drowning, you don’t just
stand by and wait; you don’t hesitate;
you don’t wait for somebody else to
act; you act with urgency, swiftly and
decisively.
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That is what we are trying to do here
right now. We are acting by bringing
up another War Powers Resolution to
bring an end to this war and give the
American people the relief they need.

I know the Trump administration
and Republicans here in Congress think
that this war is going just fine. De-
pending on what day it is, Trump ei-
ther is saying the war is over or threat-
ening to escalate it. That is the prob-
lem. We are engaged in a war without
a clear mission, without taking nego-
tiations to end the war seriously, and
without the consultation or buy-in of
the American people.

It is a war this administration seems
to think can go on almost indefinitely.
They don’t care about the con-
sequences; they are simply posting
their way through it on social media.

What we have seen from Republicans
here in Congress isn’t any better. A
month and a half into this war, and we
have not had a single hearing—a month
and a half in.

By the way, we haven’t had a hearing
at all about what happened in Ven-
ezuela either.

Every one of our offices gets a flood
of calls every day from people tired of
this war, people who can’t afford this
war, who can’t afford to pay for the de-
cisions that this President made, and
the Republicans in Congress have stood
by and watched like bystanders.

Donald Trump, this administration,
this Republican Congress—they have
all just stood by and watched as the
American people feel like they are
drowning. If anything, they are making
that feeling of extreme anxiety worse.
That anxiety is driving our urgency to
act.

There were a number of reasons why
the woman I talked to was feeling that
stress and anxiety, and one of them
was gas prices. Gas prices were below
$3 a gallon in February. In New Jersey,
the average price is a little more than
$4 a gallon right now, but it is so much
higher in some of the biggest popu-
lation centers. You go around the
country, and you can find gas for $5,
even $6 a gallon right now. If you are a
working parent and you have to put
gas in the tank every single week to
get the kids to school and yourself to
work, you are paying significantly
more at the pump.

Ending this war is an urgent matter.
It is not just gas for our cars that is
driving this urgency. Look at the price
of diesel. The average price of diesel—
what a lot of trucks that transport
goods run on—was $3.72 in February. It
is more than $5.80 in New Jersey right
now according to AAA. That means ev-
erything you buy, from meat and eggs
to coffee and clothes, is getting more
expensive because the cost of shipping
it costs more than $2 more per gallon
than before.

If you are a working family looking
at your bills and wondering how you
are going to make ends meet, ending
this war is an urgent matter.

Another concern I have heard from so
many is the unhinged way that this
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President has been acting during this
war. Threatening to destroy a civiliza-
tion—that is not American; that is not
what we do; that is not who we are.

I am proud to represent tens of thou-
sands of servicemembers in New Jer-
sey, hundreds of thousands of veterans,
people who are obeying the law, people
who are abiding by the principles of
our country. But this Commander in
Chief is threatening to change that.

When the American people see a
President threatening what would be
war crimes in America’s name, it sends
a shock through our consciousness; it
sends a clear signal that ending this
war is an urgent matter. That is why
we are doing what we are doing right
now—because the American people
can’t wait for this President to act like
a responsible Commander in Chief.
They can’t wait for this Republican
Congress to wake up. They need relief,
they need it now, and they deserve it
now.

I can’t go back to that woman in At-
lantic City and tell her that she should
wait, that we can address her concerns
later.

I urge my colleagues to think about
the people back home who need help
now and the power we have with this
vote to deliver it for them. I urge my
colleagues to support this resolution
by Senator DUCKWORTH—someone who
knows better than any of us the toll
that war takes and the urgency needed
to stand up for our neighbors.

I yield the floor.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Maryland.

Mr. VAN HOLLEN. Mr. President, I
want to thank my colleague from New
Jersey for his powerful words, and I,
too, rise in support of this War Powers
Resolution put forward by our col-
league Senator DUCKWORTH, who knows
a thing or two about the costs of war.

This is a resolution to halt President
Trump’s unjustified, illegal war
against Iran—a war that the over-
whelming majority of American people
want to see end; a war that this Con-
gress never authorized and where we
have never had a hearing from a Trump
administration decisionmaker about
the war; a war that was started by
President Trump and Prime Minister
Netanyahu that has made us less—not
more—safe; and a war that has made us
much worse off, not better off.

We have lost 13 American service-
members. Hundreds more have been
wounded. Thousands of civilians, inno-
cent civilians, have been Kkilled
throughout the region.

And the sacrifice of our servicemem-
bers deserves more respect than the
President casually remarking that
“[s]adly, there will likely be more. . . .
That’s the way it is.” That is what
President Trump said.

Well, that is not the way it is, and it
is not the way it should be, and it is
not the way an American President
should talk about our troops. We must
not and cannot normalize President
Trump’s reckless actions that have
brought us to this point.
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The costs of this war are mounting.
We just saw it today: The President in-
tends to send thousands more troops to
the Middle East—6,000 as part of a
naval deployment and thousands more
to come later.

This war has already cost us, in addi-
tion to lives, $562 billion—$52 billion—
and another billion dollars every day
from the American taxpayers. On top
of that, on top of what taxpayers will
be shelling out, we are seeing Ameri-
cans struggle with rising prices: gas
prices, oil prices. Of course, when you
have rising gas and oil prices, it drives
up prices on everything else, like fer-
tilizers that our farmers need as we go
into the season of growing. And all this
coming from the President who prom-
ised that he would focus on lowering
prices and ending wars. He promised
the American people he would be ‘“‘a
peacemaker,” and he is a warmonger.
He lied, and because of his lies, people
are dying.

Now the President wants to put even
more lives at risk to open the Strait of
Hormuz. We should all remind our fel-
low Americans that the Strait of
Hormuz was open before the President
started this war. It was open before the
President started this war, and now the
President’s main goal is to reopen the
Strait of Hormuz.

The President also said the other day
that we achieved regime change. He
just didn’t tell the American people
that when he knocked off some of the
top Iranian leaders—the ayatollahs—
they were replaced by an even more
militant and even more radical regime.
That is the President’s definition of
‘“‘regime change.”

Now, the President likes to claim pe-
riodically that we won. In fact, more
than 3 weeks ago, the President of the
United States said ‘“We won,” the
United States won. He said that a few
days ago. The President said “We
won.”’

My question for my Republican col-
leagues is, If we won, what the hell are
we still doing there? If we won, why are
we still there? Why are we still putting
American lives at risk? Why are we
spending a billion dollars of taxpayer
money a day if we won?

Well, we didn’t win. And it is impos-
sible to measure how you win because
the President never set forth clear ra-
tionales for this war because there
wasn’t really one to be had. And cer-
tainly they have advanced no endgame,
like what does it mean for him to win
the war that he already said that he
won.

So we know from the President’s own
words that there is no clear endgame
here, and it is clear every day that this
war is not in the interests of the Amer-
ican people.

Now, we have seen from President
Trump not strength or leadership.
What we have seen is recklessness. Now
we in the Senate should apply some
brakes and accountability. We have
seen a President threatening massive
war crimes in the name of the Amer-
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ican people, threatening to end a civili-
zation.

Colleagues, this is a time for sober
and serious American leadership, and
Donald Trump is not a serious leader.

In addition to threatening to end a
civilization, he has attacked the Pope
because the Pope seeks peace. He has
posted an image of himself as Jesus
Christ. This is the man in the White
House who is running this war. He is
putting American lives at risk and en-
dangering people throughout the world,
and he is simply not fit to be Com-
mander in Chief.

So all of this without the consent of
the American people. That is where
Congress is supposed to come in.

So when the Presiding Officer is
looking at a President of the United
States who is so unhinged, how is it
that we can only find one Republican
Senator, Senator RAND PAUL—how is it
that we can only find one to stand up
for the Constitution and against this
President who clearly is not following
the will of the American people, a
President who took us into an illegal
war that is making us less safe and
worse off? That is our job. That is our
job, and this Senate keeps ducking its
responsibility.

This resolution put forward by Sen-
ator DUCKWORTH is another oppor-
tunity for our Republican colleagues to
show that they are going to exercise
their responsibilities under the Con-
stitution of the United States. We will
keep offering War Powers Resolutions
so the American people know that we
are working every day to end this war
which they want to see come to a close.
Maybe we can begin that process
today.

I thank Senator DUCKWORTH for offer-
ing this resolution and really urge my
colleagues to search their souls and
talk to their constituents and vote yes.

I yield the floor.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Wisconsin.

Ms. BALDWIN. Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent that following my
remarks, the following Senators be per-
mitted to speak prior to the scheduled
vote: Senator SCHIFF for up to 10 min-
utes, Senator RISCH for up to 5 min-
utes, Senator DUCKWORTH for up to 3
minutes, and Senator SCHUMER for up
to 2 minutes.

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

Ms. BALDWIN. Mr. President, I rise
today to stand with the American peo-
ple, who are demanding that we bring
an end to President Trump’s war in
Iran.

It has been over a month since Presi-
dent Trump made the decision to take
us to war, and I would like to take a
moment to reflect on what this illegal
war has achieved and what it has cost.

President Trump’s war has delivered
higher costs for Americans at the
pump, and it has jacked up the cost of
fertilizer and fuel for Wisconsin farm-
ers. As Americans struggle to afford
basic necessities, the Trump adminis-
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tration has spent tens of billions of dol-
lars on a war that Americans did not
ask for. We have lost 13 servicemem-
bers, with hundreds of others injured.
Thousands of civilians have been
killed, including dozens of schoolgirls
by an errant U.S. missile. President
Trump has eased sanctions on Russia
and shown Iran how to profit from
blocking the Strait of Hormuz. The
same oppressive regime remains in
place, Iran still controls its enriched
uranium, and the United States is no
closer to a guarantee that Iran will not
pursue a nuclear weapon.

In short, President Trump’s war of
choice has accomplished next to noth-
ing at a tremendous cost to the Amer-
ican people, and still Donald Trump
has been unable or unwilling to offer a
coherent reason for why we are at war.

The American people are looking to
Congress to do something. The people’s
branch is supposed to be a check on
this President. We need to stand up on
behalf of our constituents, who do not
like this war and who want it to end.
Americans know the cost of this war.
They are the ones who are paying for
it.

My Republican colleagues have a
choice: Do your job, stand up to this
President, and send a clear message to
Americans by ending this war today, or
live with the consequences as more ci-
vilians are killed, more servicemem-
bers are put in harm’s way, and more
American families struggle to make
ends meet. The choice is yours.

I yield the floor.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from California.

Mr. SCHIFF. Mr. President, we are
now in the second month of Trump’s
Iran war, and we have already, trag-
ically, lost 13 servicemembers, includ-
ing one—CW3 Robert Marzan—from my
home State of California.

We are now in the second month of
Trump’s Iran war, and more than 200
servicemembers have been injured,
some very seriously.

We are now in the second month of
Trump’s Iran war, and we have already
had two American pilots shot down
over Iran, necessitating a rescue under
extremely dangerous conditions—a he-
roic rescue, a daring rescue, and one
that was only possible because we have
the most capable Special Forces in the
world but a rescue mission that we
must all acknowledge put an incredible
number of our servicemembers at grave
risk and could have easily gone wrong.

We are now in the second month of
Trump’s Iran war, and we have squan-
dered tens of billions of dollars that
could have been used to build hospitals
and affordable housing, to build
childcare centers and senior centers, at
a time when the President says we
can’t afford daycare or Medicare or
Medicaid.

We are now in the second month of
Trump’s Iran war, and Americans are
paying astronomical prices at the gas
pump, at the grocery store, on their
utility bills and medical bills, but the
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President’s actions and inaction are
only making life more unaffordable for
our citizens.

We are now in the second month of
Trump’s Iran war, and the President
has offered no proposal to even author-
ize the use of force in Iran, nor have
Republicans demanded one. We have
not had a single open hearing on the
war, nor have Republicans called for
one. The case for the war in Iran has
never been made, will never be made,
and my colleagues will not put the
matter to a vote for fear they will lose
that vote or be held accountable for it.

How long can this go on? And the
short, terrible answer is: for a very
long time. It is beginning to have all of
the telltale signs of a quagmire.

For this war had no clear purpose. It
had no well-defined goal. It had no
strategic plan. Its rationale has shifted
endlessly with the wind and the whims
of the President. It has vacillated be-
tween being about regime change and
then not about regime change, about
missiles and then not about missiles,
about oil and then not about oil, about
Iran’s nuclear threat and then not
about its nuclear threat since the
President had said the Iran nuclear
program had been obliterated a year
earlier.

Ironically, the administration’s nu-
clear endgame now sounds a lot like
the JCPOA, the much-maligned agree-
ment that Trump tore up and now
seems reconciled to embrace—the
JCPOA or something like it.

Iran had blockaded the Strait of
Hormuz sending o0il prices sky-
rocketing, and now the Vice President
says: Two can play at that game. So we
are in the blockade business too.

How does that help the American
family that can’t afford to fill up the
car, the trucker put out of work, or the
farmer with no fertilizer?

The simple truth is that this admin-
istration has no idea how or when this
war will end. It is hard to end a war
when you are not clear on why you
began it.

We can only be certain of one thing:
at some point the President will claim
victory. But what kind of victory will
it be? One in which Iran for the first
time can demand tolls from ships pass-
ing through Hormuz? One in which the
regime has survived—and empowered
and embittered—is even worse with
more crackdowns on the Iranian peo-
ple, even less tolerant of dissent, or
worse still, with a fervent desire to
break out and build a bomb? One in
which we suffer persistent and higher
gas prices because of long-term damage
that has been done to gulf oil and gas
infrastructure? One in which Russia is
richer and will be richer for the fore-
seeable future from the higher oil
prices it can charge so that it can bet-
ter fund its war with Ukraine?

Is this the victory that Trump will
declare? One for which we have paid
dearly in blood and treasure? One for
which we will have cut healthcare by
$200 billion more for defense to replen-
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ish the stocks of the weapons that he
has used?

Does that sound like victory? Does
that feel like victory?

In 1984 at the height of the Cold War,
Ronald Reagan said this, he said:

History teaches that wars begin when gov-
ernments believe the price of aggression is
cheap.

Sadly, the lessons of that history
have come to pass, and they have come
to pass in the form of a President who
now too often sees aggression as cheap
as he has launched not one, but two
wars against Iran, as he has launched
unilateral strikes in South America
and Africa, as he has overseen a war on
vessels in the Caribbean and the East-
ern Pacific, as he has blockaded Cuba
and threatens to ‘‘take it’’ along with
Greenland.

To Donald Trump, war has become
easy. It has become a kind of default.
And as a result, he has become the
President he promised he would never
be. Far from his promise to end wars,
he is now the President determined to
start them—and lots of them.

The Founding Fathers warned us of a
man like this, a President grown too
fond of war, seduced by the quick suc-
cess of the apprehension of Maduro and
Venezuela and of the access to another
country’s oil, that such an operation
begat, he was induced to make war
against Iran.

But Iran is not Venezuela, and the
son of the Ayatollah is no Delcy Rodri-
guez, not another pliant regime figure
to be easily manipulated.

In the same speech, Reagan also said
this:

To keep the peace, we and our allies must
be strong enough to convince any potential
aggressor that war can bring no benefit, only
disaster.

This is peace through strength, his
most famous mantra in foreign policy.

Well, what is the strength of our alli-
ances now? The President has turned
our back on the security pacts that
Reagan championed, like NATO. He
has failed to consult with our allies be-
fore embarking on this war of choice
and claimed we didn’t need allies, and
then complained when our allies did
not come to our assistance in reopen-
ing a strait that previously had been
opened, but now was closed.

The President has undermined our
credibility with friend and foe alike as
he threatens to end a civilization or to
commit war crimes or as he has or-
dered military strikes while talks were
ongoing or as ‘“‘two more weeks’’ be-
comes—well, becomes a kind of punch
line.

And what have we taught Iran the os-
tensible aggressor in Ronald Regan’s
formulation? Have we taught Iran that
war can bring no benefit, or is Iran now
convinced it can bring the world econ-
omy to its knees and impose its will by
imposing fees on passage through the
Strait of Hormuz? Does it believe that
while the U.S. military can pound its
navy and missile sites, it can still
strike U.S. targets and our partners in
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the region with rockets and drones?
Does it believe it has an asymmetric
advantage over the United States be-
cause drones and missiles are cheap
and interceptors are expensive?

Ronald Reagan will be right, that we
have convinced the aggressor that war
can bring no advantage, only disaster
if, in fact, it is we who are the aggres-
SOTS.

This war should never have begun,
and it is long past time for the U.S.
Congress to put an end to it.

I yield the floor.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Idaho.

Mr. RISCH. Mr. President, I come to
the floor today to oppose the resolu-
tion we are going to vote on here in
just a little bit. I think this is the—I
don’t know how many times I have
been here on this—but this is the same
old, same old again.

The resolution isn’t very long. It is a
few pages long, and really, the opera-
tive language is very short.

It says:

Congress hereby directs the President to
remove the United States Armed Forces
from hostilities within or against Iran.

That is all it says. It says: President
Trump, put your tail between your legs
and run. That is what this resolution
says.

Now, let me tell you where we are.
First of all, I want to talk to Iran.
Iran: Nobody is coming to help you,
not the Russians, not the Chinese, not
the North Koreans, not Venezuela, not
Cuba. Nobody is coming to help you,
Iran, except for the 47 people over here.

The 47 people on this side of the room
are trying to direct the President of
the United States who is defending the
United States—they are trying to di-
rect him to remove the Armed Forces
that we have—our brave, young men
and women who are engaged in these
hostilities—they are trying to remove
them from these hostilities. These 47
people. Nobody else in the world.

So to them I say: The President of
the United States has not only the
right to do this—I know you claim he
doesn’t—but he has the right to do
this. Not only does he have the right to
do this, he has the duty to do this. He
took an oath to defend the people of
the United States of America.

How did we get here? Forty-seven
years ago, Iran started this conflict.
We did not. We did not start a war with
Iran. We don’t want a war with Iran.
But we have to defend ourselves.
Forty-seven years ago, they took over
our embassy in Tehran and held all of
our United States, American people
who were employed in that embassy for
444 days.

Finally, Ronald Reagan was elected
President. We got them out. But since
that time, Iran has killed thousands—
not hundreds—thousands of Americans
wherever they can find them. They do
it with all kinds of methods including
IEDs, which are deadly.

Fortunately, President Trump in
Trump 1 took out General Soleimani
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who was the godfather of that oper-
ation, and that has ratcheted back. But
they are still killing them with IEDs.

The President of the United States is
defending the United States of Amer-
ica. You can pass all the resolutions
you want. This President is going to
defend this country.

Now, I know you say it is illegal. If,
indeed, it is illegal as you claim it is,
you are in the wrong room. You ought
to be in the room across the street in
the U.S. Supreme Court, because if it is
illegal, you should sue him and you
should stop it. You are not doing it be-
cause you know you are going to lose
that case.

The President of the United States
under article II of the Constitution
gives the President the authority. He is
doing it. This is not going to be a for-
ever war. Indeed, if anything, it is end-
ing what seems like has been a forever
conflict with Iran.

Mr. President, you are doing the
right thing. You have done a great job
thus far. This is going to end fairly
quickly. Keep up the good work.

My friends on this side of the aisle,
vote to oppose this resolution.

The PRESIDING OFFICER
BANKS). The Senator from Illinois.

Ms. DUCKWORTH. Mr. President, I
just listened to my colleague on the
other side of the aisle who raised con-
cerns about my War Powers Resolu-
tion, and I am disappointed—but not in
any way surprised—that they continue
to carry the President’s water on this
war.

I would welcome the chairman of
Senate Committee on Foreign Rela-
tions scheduling oversight hearings for
Secretary Rubio. I mean, as a former
member of the committee, the Sec-
retary should be used to testifying be-
fore the Senate Committee on Foreign
Relations.

He should schedule them because we
and the American people are owed ac-
tual answers on this administration’s
conduct, planning, and diplomacy dur-
ing this war of their own making.

And right now, American service-
members are already in harm’s way
6,000 miles east. These troops are ready
to do their jobs no matter the risk or
the sacrifice required of them, just as
our brave American troops have always
done time after time and tour after
tour.

So to me, it is tragic that even as
they continue to do their duties, our
President and Members of Congress
from the Republican side of the aisle
seem so ready to neglect their own du-
ties.

I want a democratic Iran. I want to
see its people free from the iron grip of
its brutal authoritarian regime, and I
am not about to shed a tear for the pre-
vious Ayatollah’s death. But that does
not mean we should not be gravely con-
cerned by the consequences of Trump’s
actions in his war of choice.

Look, I know there are solemn and
urgent times when our military must
be called upon to defend us. To deter-

(Mr.
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mine when that is, there are four ques-
tions we should be asking. No. 1, is the
threat significant? No. 2, is the threat
imminent? No. 3, is the military the
most effective tool for the goal at hand
and that there are no other tools that
can do the job? And No. 4, would the
military be counterproductive to its
most solemn mission of protecting
America?

With this unconstitutional, unjusti-
fied, and unwanted regime-change war
in the Middle East, Trump has traded
deterrence for instability and chaos
and made all of us less safe in the proc-
ess. It is time for us to rein him in.

I yield the floor.

The PRESIDING OFFICER.
Democratic leader.

Mr. SCHUMER. Mr. President, first, I
want to thank my colleagues—my col-
league from Illinois, who has done such
a good job and knows all about what
our veterans go through in the horrors
of war; my colleague TiM KAINE, who
has been so involved in this issue of
War Powers Resolutions for decades—
or a decade—and so many others of us
who are introducing resolutions on this
issue.

Now, Republicans have voted against
this resolution three times now. But as
the war drags on for 47 days, with no
end in sight, they should join us today
on this resolution to end this war once
and for all.

With gas costs costing over $4 a gal-
lon, with inflation climbing, with
mortgage rates going up, the American
people literally cannot afford for Re-
publicans to forego another oppor-
tunity to work with Democrats to end
Trump’s disastrous war, at long last.

Congress cannot simply sit on the
sidelines while our brave servicemem-
bers are risking their lives on the
frontlines. The stakes are too high, and
the risks are too great for Republicans
to stay silent.

I urge my Republican colleagues to
listen to the majority of Americans
who are calling for an end to Trump’s
wanton war of choice. We still don’t
know the goals. We still don’t know
the costs. We still don’t know the
length of time.

There are so many unanswered ques-
tions on the most important issue that
this Senate can face, which is whether
to go to war, and then total silence
from the other side—not a single hear-
ing, not a single discussion on this.

Well, I am going to tell my Repub-
lican colleagues: They are not going to
be able to escape continuing to vote on
this. Until our Republican colleagues
join us, we will continue forcing a vote
on our War Powers Resolution, week
after week after week.

This is an American issue, not a par-
tisan one. This is one of the worst for-
ays America has ever made, with so
much damage that is going to be last-
ing.

And so I urge my colleagues to do
what they know is the right thing and
join us in voting for Senator
DUCKWORTH’s resolution.

The
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I yield the floor.

VOTE ON MOTION TO DISCHARGE

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

Mrs. BRITT. I ask for the yeas and
nays.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there a
sufficient second?

There appears to be a sufficient sec-
ond.

The clerk will call the roll.

The bill clerk called the roll.

Mr. BARRASSO. The following Sen-
ator is necessarily absent: the Senator
from West Virginia (Mr. JUSTICE).

The result was announced—yeas 47,
nays 52, as follows:

[Rollcall Vote No. 79 Leg.]

YEAS—47

Alsobrooks Hirono Rosen
Baldwin Kaine Sanders
Bennet Kelly Schatz
Blumenthal Kim Schiff
Blunt Rochester  King Schumer
Booker Klopuchar Shaheen
Cantwell Lujan Slotkin
Coons Markey ;
Cortez Masto Merkley \S[rmth

an Hollen
Duckworth Murphy Warner
Durbin Murray
Gallego Ossoff Warnock
Gillibrand Padilla Warren
Hassan Paul Welch
Heinrich Peters Whitehouse
Hickenlooper Reed Wyden

NAYS—52
Armstrong Fetterman Moran
Banks Fischer Moreno
Barrasso Graham Murkowski
Blackburn Grassley Ricketts
Boozman Hagerty Risch
Britt Hawley Rounds
]C?'ud@t goe‘t’eé“ Schmitt
apito uste:

Cassidy Hyde-Smith 222:2 gé‘;
Collins Johnson
Cornyn Kennedy Sheghy
Cotton Lankford Sullivan
Cramer Lee Thune
Crapo Lummis Tillis
Cruz Marshall Tuberville
Curtis McConnell Wicker
Daines McCormick Young
Ernst Moody

NOT VOTING—1
Justice

The motion was rejected.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Alabama.

FARMING

Mr. TUBERVILLE. Mr. President, I
am back again talking about some-
thing that is very, very important to
everybody in the United States of
America. There should be alarms going
off about what is happening. I know we
have a lot of bad things happening all
over the world. We are in conflicts. We
are in situations where we are trying
to control our own destiny when we are
not getting a lot of help from a lot of
people that we should be counting on.

But let’s talk about the United
States of America for a second. Let’s
talk about our farmers. Our farmers
are in trouble. We better wake up and
smell the roses because what is hap-
pening in this country should be a
crime. We have lost, just in the last
few years, 150,000 farms and over 25,000
farmers—150,000. And we take pride in
what we do in this country. We do ev-
erything as first class as we possibly
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can and we are running people out of
business right and left and it is getting
worse.

Nobody is listening. Nobody is out
there pounding on all of our doors say-
ing, ‘“We need help,” other than the
ones right now that are in desperate
and dire need.

Again, we have a lot of problems. But
you think we have problems. We start
and continue to lose these farmers that
we have in this country, and we con-
tinue to eat the trash that is sent in
from these foreign countries, we are
going to have many, many more prob-
lems.

It is a big deal because there is not
one State in this country that doesn’t
deal in farming in some capacity—not
one State. We are all involved in it. We
all have skin in the game.

Agriculture is the backbone of who
we are and what we are. And if we are
going to continue to be the place that
everybody wants to move to, to be a
part of, and not a Third World country
like a lot of these places that we are al-
lowing to ship food in from, we better
wake up.

You know, for some reason, the past
administration either didn’t under-
stand the importance of agriculture or
our farmers or, to put it bluntly, they
really didn’t even give a damn about it,
to be honest with you. Instead, they
were focused on outsourcing our food,
our lumber, our fish. Anything to do
with farming or agriculture, we, for
some reason, were turning over every-
thing to people outside our country.
And the people that are the cream of
the crop, that are true Americans in
this country, are our people in agri-
culture.

You would think that we would have
learned a thing or two back during
COVID. I can remember standing up
here back in the early part of COVID,
back in—what was it—2020 and talking
about how in the world have we al-
lowed this country to outsource every-
thing that we do medically? Because
when we looked up and COVID was
rampant, we were looking around for
masks, we were looking around for
drugs, looking around for things that
save people lives. And guess what. We
don’t make any of that stuff anymore.
We outsourced it all. Now we are doing
the same thing to farmers.

You know, it is very dangerous to be
reliant on countries like China, Viet-
nam, Thailand, Cambodia, Brazil, all
these people that are either socialists
or communist countries. We can’t con-
tinue to do this. We can’t do it.

We built this country on hard work
and effort and not by handouts and not
by cheap things that we buy to keep
this country going, such as what is
coming from China or some of these
Third World countries.

One thing that we need to be doing to
help our farmers is we need to be
tariffing the heck out of these coun-
tries that are sending in food that is
taking over our grocery stores and our
restaurants that they say is great food,
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it is reliable, it is best in the world,
when it is nothing but trash. That is
all it is, is total trash. For some rea-
son, because we think that the price is
a little bit better, we are getting in-
volved in that—in terms of our grocery
stores and our restaurants—and we are
serving things that we shouldn’t be
serving and it is causing a lot more
problems.

You know, we have got the best food
safety programs and standards in this
country by far. We have got to know
where it was raised. We have to know
what has been sprayed on the food or
where the fish was caught. All the
things that go along with food safety
go along with farming.

You know, over the past decades—
past few decades, the beef-packing in-
dustry has shrunk to the point that
there are only a few plants processing
the majority of our Nation’s cattle
today, and that is beyond stupid—real-
ly, it is. Think of what we have done.
We have outsourced most of our food
processing, especially when it comes to
beef, to these gigantic processing com-
panies that, by the way, are owned—
two of them—by foreign entities.

President Trump did an Executive
order to try to get to the bottom of
what these foreign-owned meatpacking
companies were doing because their
prices were going so high. They were
price-fixing. And what do you think is
going to happen when you run into a
situation where you allow people to
control the market?

Think about it. These foreign enti-
ties are controlling America’s meat
supply at the expense of American
farmers and their families—people that
work hard, like all of us in this coun-
try—not to mention that the consoli-
dation of these few processors has
threatened Americans’ food supply.

You know, in 1980, these foreign proc-
essors controlled about 36 percent of
the beef market. Think about that. In
1980, they controlled 36 percent of the
beef market. Now, today, these proc-
essing plants—two of which are for-
eign-owned—control 85 percent of the
U.S. beef-processing market, and we
are asking for huge problems.

I am not a mathematician, but I
know that those numbers mean that
our American-owned small meat proc-
essors have been pushed out of busi-
ness, and that is what they have done.
That is how they do it. They try to
control everything, so they put in
these four meatpacking processing
plants across this country, they con-
trol it all, and the little guys are gone.

And this country was built on small
businesses, small farms—everything
that produced good product for U.S.
citizens. That is how we were raised.
That is how we were brought up.

We need to open up competition and
find ways to support American meat-
processing plants. We have got to do it.
We have to do it. I mean, that is the
job of our Agriculture Department.
They have started working on that,
started trying to open up more to see
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what we can do. But we cannot con-
tinue to allow four meatpacking proc-
essing plants to control everything
that we do when it comes to beef.

You know, when I was growing up, it
was common to see ‘“‘Made in America”
labels on everything at the store.
‘““Made in America.”” We were all proud
of it. Now, it is rare. Most of the labels
we see are ‘‘Made in China’ or ‘“Made
in India.” I want to challenge every-
body: When you go in the store and you
think that this product is made in
America, all you have to do is look at
the box or the can or whatever. You
will be very, very surprised where that
product is made. Very surprised. And
most of the time, it is not going to be
made in the good old U.S.A., and it is
hurting our American farmers. It is
hurting us bad.

They can put a name on it, they can
put a label on it, but that doesn’t mean
a hill of beans. Unless it says ‘‘Made in
America,” we are selling our country
out, we are selling our farmers out—
people that have built this country.

In addition to growing our own food
and producing our own medicine, we
need to be using our own cotton. I want
you to think about this: Our cotton
farmers are broke. They have had three
bad years, and it is getting worse and
worse every year.

Now, this is planting season. They
are putting all the cotton in the
ground. They are putting fertilizer.
They have got all these people out
there working these tractors and ma-
chines worth hundreds of thousands of
dollars that they use to plant this cot-
ton. And if you look at it at the end of
the day, the cost of putting this cotton
in the ground is far and above the
amount of money that they will re-
ceive when they sell this cotton.

Used to, that didn’t happen. Used to,
we were not challenged as much. But
what have we done? We have allowed
foreign countries to do everything they
possibly can to outgrow and do things
at a rate faster than us, and then we
are allowing all this cotton to come in
from other countries. Brazil is one.

And, again, if we continue to allow
Brazil—without tariffing these people
and let them know: Hey, if you are
going to send your cotton in here, we
are going to have a tough time, and we
are going to lose our farmers so we are
going to start tariffing your cotton and
put a pricetag on it when it comes to
this country.

We do not owe Brazil one thing. Our
farmers don’t owe them anything. We
owe our farmers in this country. You
know, in my State of Alabama, we are
one of the top cotton producers in the
country, and we bring in more than
$400 million of revenue every year to
the State of Alabama. You know, our
stores are filled with shirts, jeans, tow-
els, bedding, but the problem is that
you look on that tag, most of them are
made overseas—everything with cot-
ton. I mean, we don’t really use cotton
in this country anymore unless it
comes from overseas.
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American cotton farmers produce the
highest quality of cotton in the world.
I mean, but they are undercut by all
this foreign junk that we are bringing
in. So there is a lot of work that goes
into cotton production, and one thing
about our cotton farmers, they work
366 days a year. They make the best
product they possibly can, but, unfor-
tunately, we are held to a standard
that a lot of people and a lot of things
that go on—whether it is textile mills
or people that are involved in the cot-
ton business use the foreign cotton,
and we don’t use near as much in our
country.

So my point here is that Senator
CINDY HYDE-SMITH of Mississippi and I,
we are introducing a bill called the
Buying American Cotton Act. Now,
here is the reason we are doing this: We
have to save our cotton farmers. If we
don’t do it in the next few years, it will
be over. They will all be gone. And
every American in this country, when
you buy something with cotton in it,
that cotton is going to come from a
foreign entity.

We have to do something to help
them, and there is a way to do it with-
out costing a lot of money. There is a
way to do it in this building. All we
have to do is pass the Buying American
Cotton Act to incentivize folks to buy
American cotton and bolster our Amer-
ican cotton producers instead of argu-
ing about bailouts when our cotton
farmers go under and they need help.
Of course, we always, as the Federal
Government, try to help them out, but
you can’t help them out enough where
they can really survive in a long period
of time.

So what we want to do is get away
from the subsidy part and give them an
opportunity through the Buying Amer-
ican Cotton Act to give tax credits
when people buy American cotton.
That is all we want to do. When people
buy American cotton, they get a tax
credit for it.

If you buy Brazilian cotton, you
don’t get a tax credit. We have to do
something to help our farmers—espe-
cially these cotton farmers. When farm
income improves, everything else im-
proves. The safety-net programs go
down, not to mention the additional
economic activity that a strong rural
economy will contribute to when you
get this tax base done with farmers
making a profit. Again, they haven’t
made any profit going on 4 or 5 years.

Instead of spending money—that is
the reason we did this bill. Instead of
spending money, we wanted to make
sure that these farmers don’t need a
subsidy at the end of the year. If we
give tax credits to entities that buy
American cotton, we will not have to
pay subsidies anymore. This is an end-
all solution to helping the cotton farm-
ers across this country.

Cotton is not just for T-shirts and
stuff either. Cotton is for medical sup-
plies, you know, military, critical ma-
terials that we use across this country.
Cotton plays a key part in national se-
curity.
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A nation that cannot supply its own
basic materials is a nation that has
surrendered its independence. And so
that is why I am up here today. We are
getting ready to celebrate our 250th an-
niversary, and our farmers have been a
huge part of that. For 250 years, we
grew our own food; we cut our own tim-
ber; we caught our own fish. We did ev-
erything we possibly could. But what
have we done? Corporations have run
out the private sector in this country—
the small businesses in this country.
They moved it to corporations out of
this country, and they have put us in
harm’s way. They have really put us in
harm’s way.

So the Buying American Cotton Act
puts our farmers in a situation where
we do not have to, as a government en-
tity, bail them out every year when
they are losing money because they
won’t lose money, because if we buy
their cotton in this country—we are
the biggest buyers of cotton all over
the world, the United States of Amer-
ica, so let’s help our cotton farmers.

And one other thing I want to say
about this: I have talked about this
several times on the floor. It is getting
pretty serious, and it is something
that, again, we look at it and say: Oh,
it is not going to continue to happen.

Just recently, we estimated that
China has bought and owned, as of
today, 300,000 acres of American farm-
land. I want you to think about that—
300,000 acres that the Chinese own. Who
is our biggest adversary? China. And
we are allowing them to buy American
farmland in this country, and a lot of
it is by our military bases. Now, I won-
der why that happens? And I don’t
think we are stupid, but we are crazy if
we continue to let this happen.

It is an urgent and national crisis,
and we have got to make sure that we
keep an eye on this. And we understand
there are some States that are going
and telling China now that they cannot
buy farmland because they run it
through different entities. And that is
one thing that we need to make sure
that at the end of the day, that we
keep an eye on this.

But I want to come up here today and
let people know, our farmers are in the
fourth quarter, OK? And if we don’t
have a good year this year, we are
going to have a serious—serious—prob-
lem with our farmers going out of busi-
ness. And when farmers go out of busi-
ness, they are big contributors to our
country when it comes to tax base,
buying things, producing things, and
making our country much stronger.

So I plead with people: Please start
understanding what is going on here
because if we don’t put our foot down
and we wait too long and our farmers
are gone and they have sold their land,
we have got a big problem ahead of us.

And, again, I think it is a huge na-
tional security threat when you are
having to buy everything out of the
country. Again, go back to one thing:
Did we learn anything from COVID?
Evidently, we didn’t. And next time we
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look up and you are going to have to
buy everything coming from another
country—especially when it comes
from ag—we have got huge problems.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Alabama.

———

MORNING BUSINESS

Mr. TUBERVILLE. Mr. President, I
ask unanimous consent that the Sen-
ate be in a period of morning business,

with Senators permitted to speak
therein for up to 10 minutes each.
The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr.

MORENO). Without objection, it is so or-
dered.
The Democratic whip.
———

DEPARTMENT OF HOMELAND
SECURITY

Mr. DURBIN. Mr. President, I would
like to speak to two or three topics.
One of them is the current procedural
situation in the Senate and, for that
matter, the House.

It has been more than 60 days since
the White House and congressional Re-
publicans allowed funding to lapse for
the Department of Homeland Security
and for the government to partially
shut down. This has turned out to be
the longest government shutdown in
American history.

Day after day and week after week,
Senate Democrats came to the floor
and proposed funding all of the Depart-
ment of Homeland Security except two
specific Agencies—ICE and the CBP
agents. Do you remember that, Mr.
President?

In one instance, my colleague from
Oregon Senator MERKLEY sought unan-
imous consent to pass legislation to
pay all TSA employees. Unfortunately,
the Republican majority objected.

In another instance, my colleague
from Connecticut Mr. MURPHY sought
to pass legislation to pay members of
our Coast Guard. Republicans objected
to that too.

In all, Republicans blocked bills to
fund TSA, FEMA, and the Coast Guard
a total of 14 times. Why would they
block the funding of these -critical
Agencies? Because the White House
and my Republican colleagues refuse to
sit down and talk about the future of
ICE and whether the rules that apply
to law enforcement all across the
United States will apply to ICE.

It is an Agency that we have seen in
realtime terrorizing communities like
Chicago and Minneapolis across this
country with increasingly violent and
militarized enforcement operations.
You can’t miss the ICE agents. They
wear masks. The only law enforcement
Agency in the United States that I
know of—Federal, State, or local—
where their officers wear masks. Many
of them, historically, didn’t even have
a name tag to identify who they are.
They are a paramilitary force created
by President Trump and Stephen Mil-
ler to harass people who may be here
illegally when it comes to immigra-
tion.
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All of this occurred when the chaos
at our airports grew and essential
workers went unpaid. Instead of agree-
ing to reforms, the White House took
Executive action to skirt account-
ability.

What has happened to ICE? After the
killings in Minneapolis and the vio-
lence in Chicago and other cities, ICE
virtually disappeared. When the direc-
tor of the Department of Homeland Se-
curity was forced to resign, we had a
new director come on board—the Sen-
ator from Oklahoma. What has hap-
pened to him? They have gone radio si-
lent.

The only evidence that the ICE
agents are still around and working
was when they were dispatched to air-
ports. And for some reason—it may be
part of the current charm offensive for
ICE—they were told they don’t have to
wear a mask if they are in an airport.
This makes no sense at all if you buy
their explanation that the ICE agents
are so vulnerable.

What happened when they were in
the airport? It is reported that they ar-
rested and detained over 800 people.

Remember what ICE was supposed to
do? It was supposed to make us safe—
safe in our homes and neighborhoods,
safe across the United States. The
President said over and over again: ICE
is going to go after the worst of the
worst. Rapists, murderers, terrorists,
the criminally insane—we are going to
go find them.

So what has happened in the months
that ICE has been on this crusade? One
out of seven people that they have de-
tained or removed from the TUnited
States actually had a serious criminal
record. It made no difference; the Ste-
phen Miller plan is to put fear in the
hearts of all the immigrants to the
United States, and that is what they
set out to do. It is not a question of
safety in the neighborhoods; it is a
question of whether or not we are
going to tolerate immigration in
America.

I think there ought to be some basics
in a bipartisan agreement when it
comes to immigration. Let me tell you
what I think those basics are. We
should never knowingly allow a dan-
gerous person to come into this coun-
try. Second, if there is a person in this
country that is seeking legal status
and they do something serious, like
commission of a crime or they are dan-
gerous, they are gone—gone. Third, we
cannot absorb at any one time all the
people in the world who want to come
to the United States. We need to have
an orderly system. I think those three
elements are the starting point of a bi-
partisan conversation.

When it comes to the future of immi-
gration, I was involved several years
ago with the Gang of 8—four Demo-
cratic Senators, four Republican Sen-
ators—among them, John McCain and
CHUCK SCHUMER. We sat down for
months and wrote up a bill: com-
prehensive immigration reform. It was
supported by business and labor and
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the agriculture groups, and by and
large, it was bipartisan from start to
finish. More money was put into border
security than ever in the history of the
United States.

That bill passed the U.S. Senate with
a bipartisan vote. That should have
been the beginning of a conversation
that leads us away from where we are
today, but what happened? It was sent
to the Republican-controlled House of
Representatives and, for a variety of
political reasons, went nowhere.

It is time for us to return and visit
that issue again for a comprehensive
immigration reform plan. We have to
tell Stephen Miller to cool it.

As far as I am concerned, to turn ICE
loose on more and more communities is
just to make people fearful and not
solve the problem we face. We have to
work together to solve it with a com-
prehensive plan, and we should be
started on that immediately.

——
IRAN

Mr. DURBIN. Mr. President, I will
also tell you that when it comes to the
future involvement of the United
States, we have a serious question in
the Middle East. I cannot tell you what
the objective of the President is when
it comes to the war in Iran. If you take
a look at what happened today—we had
a rollcall vote on my colleague Senator
DUCKWORTH’s motion that would have
given Congress the authority to declare
war, as the Constitution states in arti-
cle I, section 8. It was defeated on a
partisan vote once again. We have tried
this two or three other times.

This is an effort to make sure that
we have a conversation about the war
in Iran. Do you know how many public
hearings we have had in Congress
about the invasion of Iran? None. Not
one. We are virtually in a war that has
gone on now for 70 days or so, and we
have not debated it.

What is the purpose of our invasion
of Iran? The President has given six,
seven, eight different explanations, de-
pending on the time of day. One day, it
is to close the Strait of Hormuz; the
next day, it is to open the Strait of
Hormuz. One day, it is to get regime
change in Iran; the next day, it is to re-
ject the regime that is governing in
Iran. The next day, we are going to
eliminate missiles. And it goes on and
on. You can’t keep up with it.

The problem, of course, is that there
is an impact on families all across the
world but especially in the United
States when it comes to the cost of liv-
ing. When you ask American families
‘““How are you doing?”’ they say ‘‘Not so
well, thank you.”

When we take a look at the cost of
raising a family these days, we see the
cost of groceries hitting an alltime
high; we see our utility bills going up—
in Illinois, they have gone up 15 per-
cent this year over last year; we see
the cost of gasoline going through the
roof. It is over $4 a gallon in Illinois
and in some parts of Chicago, over $5 a
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gallon. That is a real hardship on
working families.

Why are we in this mess with gaso-
line? Because of the invasion of Iran
and the disruption of the flow of oil
through the Strait of Hormuz into Eu-
rope and beyond. That is the reality of
the President’s invasion.

Did anyone in the White House or the
Department of Defense sit down and
measure the impact of what it would
mean if we invaded Iran on the global
economy? This morning, I heard on the
radio someone predicting the possi-
bility of a global recession.

Was that part of your calculation,
Mr. President?

We don’t know because we can’t un-
derstand what the President’s motives
are on a day-to-day basis when it
comes to the future of Iran.

Do we want Iran to have a nuclear
weapon? Of course not. What have we
done about it? Under the Obama ad-
ministration, we negotiated inter-
national inspectors to go into Iran to
see whether or not they were devel-
oping a nuclear bomb. I met with some
of those inspectors on a regular basis.
They were getting doors opened and
questions asked and answered, photos
being taken, and a reporting at the
time.

What happened with President
Trump in his first term? He eliminated
the agreement that created the inspec-
tors. Then what did he replace it with?
Nothing. Nothing until he invaded Iran
2 months ago.

We need international inspectors in
place to make sure that Iran does not
develop a nuclear weapon, and we cer-
tainly are not moving in that direction
with the President Trump invasion.

So we have the situation in which
the President’s chaos and cost-of-living
increases and confusion have really
created problems for families across
the United States. It is time for us to
remember that our goal is to make it
better for those who are raising chil-
dren and trying to feed a family. This
war in Iran is not the answer to that.

I yield the floor.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Vermont.

————

IRAN

Mr. WELCH. Mr. President, we are
now 46 days into President Trump’s
war on Iran and Lebanon. This war is
wrong. This war is hurting the United
States, our citizens, and our security.
This war is destabilizing the Middle
East and spreading to Iraq, Kuwait,
Bahrain, Saudi Arabia, the UAE, Qatar,
Jordan, and, of course, not to mention
Lebanon.

This war has imperiled our economy,
imposing unsustainable burdens on the
American family. The average Amer-
ican family will pay $2,000 more for gas
each year if prices stay this high. The
average Vermont household will pay
another thousand dollars to heat their
home this year. Farms across rural
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America are going to pay tens of thou-
sands of dollars extra for fertilizer be-
cause of the closure of the Strait of
Hormuz.

The war is imperiling our world econ-
omy. The IMF has concluded that the
growth in the economy around the
world could drop by 2 percent, risking
a global recession. Food prices are in-
creasing around the world. In Sudan,
the price for wheat is up 70 percent be-
cause of the war, and that is in a coun-
try on the brink of absolute starvation.

How did this happen? How did it hap-
pen? We got here because the President
disregarded his own promises of stay-
ing out of Middle East wars. He dis-
regarded the American people by not
leveling with them about what his plan
was and what his intentions were. He
disregarded Congress entirely, and he
has totally disregarded our allies. So is
it any surprise that we find ourselves
right now with President Trump stuck
dealing with this situation that he cre-
ated pretty much by himself?

Instead of consulting with our allies
or even his own administration, the
President relied on Prime Minister
Netanyahu, inviting him to the Situa-
tion Room—never been done before.

Netanyahu assured him: No problem.
You bomb, we bomb—the regime will
collapse. You bomb, we bomb—the
Strait of Hormuz will stay open.

President Trump accepted that ad-
vice and rejected the advice of his own
Cabinet officials, who called that for
what it was. The Netanyahu advice was
farcical. We have seen what happened.
0il has gone from $70 a barrel to a high
of more than $120 a barrel. Fertilizer
prices have jumped from $400 a ton to
$700 a ton. Helium prices, which none
of us really thought much about, have
gone up 100 percent, and that has cre-
ated an enormous supply chain crisis
for the semiconductor industry upon
which all of us are dependent.

President Trump is now in the re-
markable position of closing the Strait
of Hormuz himself, supposedly for the
stated purpose of opening it. For those
of us who were here in the Vietnam
years, that is very reminiscent of the
administration position that we had to
destroy a village in order to save it.

It has just become indisputably clear
that the President and Secretary of
War Hegseth really had no plan other
than, as President Trump put it, to
bomb Iran into the stone age. And that
is what is happening. The bombing has
been among the most intense bombing
campaigns in the history of air war-
fare. The United States has carried out
more than 13,000 airstrikes. Israel has
carried out more than 10,000 strikes,
dropping over 18,000 bombs. In the first
100 hours, the United States and Israel
hit more targets in Iran than in the
first 6 months of the bombing cam-
paign against ISIS.

These strikes have taken a dev-
astating toll on civilians and clearly
civilian targets. Just talk about in
Iran. U.S.-Israeli strikes have hit 60
hospitals; 44 schools, including that
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girls school that was horrifying to all
of us; the major Bl highway bridge,
used by civilians, killing 13 civilians;
major pharmaceutical plants that were
producing anti-cancer drugs and had
associated with them 200,000 jobs; de-
salination plants; sports stadiums;
Tehran’s synagogue.

While the President says the Iranian
people are not our adversary, thou-
sands of civilians have been killed in
these strikes. On average, 10 children a
day have been killed in U.S.-Israeli air-
strikes. Nearly 40 percent of the at-
tacks have taken place in the heart of
Tehran, a dense urban area, and 95 per-
cent of those killed by bombs are civil-
ians.

This kind of bombing tells us that
President Trump has made the Iranian
people—the very people he promised to
save—the adversary, the enemy, much
more so than the ayatollahs.

It is time to end this war of choice,
this war that was chosen by a very in-
temperate decision by our President,
this war that is making Americans less
secure, and this war that is and will
continue to impose extraordinary eco-
nomic pain on our citizens.

It is very clear that President Trump
and his negotiators—Mr. Witkoff and
Mr. Kushner—have a fundamental mis-
understanding of the regime they are
dealing with.

In the course of this war, President
Trump has changed the narrative.
Three months ago, we were focused on
the violence of the Iranian regime to-
ward its own people. Today, with the
closure of the Strait of Hormuz and the
economic pain that the ayatollahs have
been able to inflict on the world, the
narrative is about the ayatollahs
standing up to the United States and
Israel.

Trump’s bombing has damaged Iran,
and it has hurt the Iranian people, but
it has also given everyone and the aya-
tollahs leverage over our economy and
the world economy. The threats that
the President makes to the ayatollahs
don’t particularly move them, and it is
something he doesn’t understand. This
is not a real estate deal. What the aya-
tollahs have shown—and this is horri-
fying—is that they are prepared to de-
stroy their own country if that is what
it takes for them to stay in power. So
these threats the President makes fall
on deaf ears.

As a first step in ending this war, I
urge my colleagues to support Senator
SANDERS’ joint resolutions of dis-
approval, which we will be taking up
later today. Those resolutions would
stop the United States from sending
bombs—thousands of bombs—and ar-
mored bulldozers to Israel.

These weapons are paid for by the
American taxpayers. We will be send-
ing bombs to Israel at a time when we
are in a cease-fire, which I hope will
continue. These bulldozers are being
used, literally—literally—to bulldoze
entire villages in Lebanon on behalf of
Israel’s intentions.

And I want to note that if this vote
is successful on the JRDs, it would

April 15, 2026

simply force a debate. It wouldn’t stop
anything. It would require those of us
in the U.S. Senate, those of us who by
virtue of our election have the article I
authority to declare war—it would re-
quire us to say yes or no on where we
stand. It would require us to accept our
responsibility under the Constitution
to do our job on the most profound
question that affects the people of this
country, and that is when, whether,
and why to commit this country to
war.

I hope my colleagues will vote in
favor of these JRDs, and I am dis-
appointed that we rejected Senator
DUCKWORTH’s resolution. We need this
cease-fire to continue. We need the
bombing to stop and stay stopped.

I yield the floor.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Indiana.

————

BEAUTIFYING FEDERAL CIVIC
ARCHITECTURE ACT

Mr. BANKS. Mr. President, as you
know, one of the great privileges of
this job is to come down and to speak
on this floor—the floor of the U.S. Sen-
ate—about the important issues of the
day. What an honor it is as new Sen-
ators to come and look around and be
stunned by this building, by this room,
this floor.

There is something truly inspiring
about such a beautiful room as this
Chamber. In fact, I encourage everyone
here—my colleagues, the pages, the
staff, all of those in the Gallery who
are with us today—to marvel at just
how beautiful this room is. It is truly
stunning.

Take a look around, and take it in. I
have been here for a year and a half
now. It never gets old, walking onto
the floor of the U.S. Senate and being
in this room, the Senate Chamber.

Look at the attention to detail,
every bit of it, from the carpet to the
ceiling, from the doors to the orna-
ments on the wall, the Senate floor is
just one room in one of the most beau-
tiful buildings in the entire world.

Beautiful architecture is a vital part
of civic life. What any society builds is
representative of the values that that
society holds dear. A society that be-
lieves in its goodness and beauty will
build beautiful things.

A great country will build great and
beautiful buildings like this one, and
then they will be shaped by them. In
fact, it was the great Winston Church-
ill who said:

We shape our buildings and afterward our
buildings shape us.

So well put.

But a society that has given up on
believing in its goodness and beauty
will fall into a cult of ugliness.

Sadly, the classical style of architec-
ture that brought beauty to so much of
the world has come under serious at-
tack, and it is time to reverse that
trend.

Last year, President Trump issued an
Executive order just like one that he
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signed at the end of his first term and
that he signed again at the beginning
of his second term, called Making Fed-
eral Architecture Beautiful Again. And
that Executive order mandates that
classical and traditional architecture
is the design for Federal buildings.

Shortly after President Trump signed
that Executive order, I introduced the
Beautifying Federal Civic Architecture
Act, which would make it the policy of
the United States that classical and
traditional architecture should be the
preferred design for all Federal public
buildings.

My bill also directs architects and
buildings to consult with local commu-
nities where building projects are tak-
ing place and to hear directly from
them about what they want to see built
in their own communities.

I hope that my bill will soon get a
vote on this floor to codify and make
permanent what President Trump has
done in his Executive order.

But I want to spend a few minutes on
the floor today explaining why beau-
tiful architecture really matters and
what is lost when we abandon it.

I have talked before on this floor
about my background. I grew up in a
trailer park, the son of a factory work-
er in a small town in Indiana. The
neighborhood that I was raised in, I
suppose, didn’t exactly have what you
would call beautiful buildings that you
would look around and admire.

But I didn’t have to travel too far
away from that trailer park to see
beautiful architecture. I got used to
seeing the magnificent county court-
house—the Whitley County Court-
house—in Columbia City, IN, my home-
town, that is right in the middle of the
town square. Every time I saw it, from
the time I was a little boy until even
today, when I drive by it and see it reg-
ularly, I am always inspired by the
dome of that beautiful courthouse
building in my small town.

I was the first in my family to go to
college. And when I got to Indiana Uni-
versity, I looked around, and there
were several beautiful buildings on the
campus. The building that I spent the
most time in was Woodburn Hall, and
the intricate mural that was painted in
Woodburn 101, where I heard most of
my boring political science lectures,
was painted by Thomas Hart Benton. I
remember looking at that incredible
mural during those lectures and being
inspired by something beautiful.

Now, my Fort Wayne office, which is
my State headquarters, was also the
same office that I occupied when I
served in the House of Representatives
for 8 years in my district. My office in
the E. Ross Adair Federal Building and
U.S. Courthouse, in downtown Fort
Wayne, is another great, classical-style
building that is built in my State.

When I say that these buildings are
inspiring, I am referring to that feeling
that you get when you see something
beautiful, something that is built to
last, something that is transcendent.

Beautiful buildings make us look up-
ward, toward the heavens, reminding
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us that there is something out there
that is bigger than ourselves. That is
the transformative power of beautiful
architecture.

Across so much of Europe, you see
these magnificent buildings that were
built hundreds of years ago that are
still standing today. We should still be
able to build those same types of beau-
tiful, long-lasting buildings in the
United States of America.

Take a look at these two Federal
courthouses, just as an example. Look
at the Federal courthouse in my cap-
ital city, in Indianapolis, and then the
Federal courthouse in Salt Lake City.
And look at how the courthouse in In-
dianapolis looks sturdy and solid and
how regal and beautiful it really looks
with that design. It is a testament to
the importance of the law.

And then take a look at the Federal
courthouse in Salt Lake City—in down-
town Salt Lake City—and you don’t
see any of that. In fact, frankly, it
looks like a prison—I mean, literally.
It lacks symmetry, and it is anything
but beautiful. It is actually really
gross, and a lot of people who live in
Salt Lake City agree with that.

In fact, Indiana has a great track
record of really building beautiful
buildings, using classical architecture.

After I graduated college and worked
at a few jobs here and there and moved
back to start a family in my same
hometown, outside of Fort Wayne, I
went to work for a fifth-generation
family commercial construction com-
pany called Hagerman Construction.
They have built a lot of buildings from
the early 1900s to today that use clas-
sical architecture styles.

But one of my favorite buildings that
they ever built is the famous Lincoln
Bank Tower in downtown Fort Wayne.
It is built in art deco style, and it in-
corporates classical design elements.
The Lincoln Bank Tower started con-
struction in 1929, and it was finished in
less than 1 year.

You think about that, and when I
was working at that construction com-
pany, I used to talk to the project man-
agers and the construction super-
intendents, and they used to tell me
that there is no way you could build a
building like the iconic and most beau-
tiful Dbuilding in downtown Fort
Wayne, the Lincoln Tower, in less than
a year.

In fact, it would take several years to
build something like that today, and it
would cost a whole lot more in today-
dollars versus dollars in 1929 to do it.
That is because of how much we have
done that has created so much more
redtape when you build buildings and
all the hoops that you have to go
through to build something as beau-
tiful as something like that today.

Another example is the Christ Chapel
at Hillsdale College. It is another beau-
tiful, neoclassical building that hap-
pens to have been built by another
company headquartered in Fort Wayne
called Weigand Construction. It is
truly one of the most beautiful build-
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ings that I have ever seen or been in, in
our great country.

Hoosiers know how to build beautiful
things and build beautiful buildings. I
am very proud of both of those build-
ings that have Hoosier roots.

As I said, I am the son of a factory
worker and a nursing home cook. But
though I come from humble begin-
nings, I couldn’t help but be moved by
these beautiful buildings in Indiana
and other places I visited. Those beau-
tiful buildings, which I still see today,
made me realize that beautiful archi-
tecture really is for everybody.

They are not simply architecture—
these big buildings, these beautiful
buildings—they are not simply for rich
people or the elites or the upper classes
of our society. Everyone deserves to be
surrounded by beauty, especially in
this great country. That is especially
true in Washington, DC, our Nation’s
Capital.

Washington, DC, is the most impor-
tant and powerful city in the entire
world, and I can’t think of any other
city that has been as consequential in
world affairs as Washington, DC, the
city that we are in today.

Given this city’s power and impor-
tance, it should follow that DC would
be beautiful, every bit of it. For large
parts of DC, this city is truly magnifi-
cent.

Washington, DC, is home to some of
the most beautiful buildings certainly
anywhere in our country but anywhere
around the world. We have the gran-
deur of the White House, the U.S. Cap-
itol Building, the Library of Congress—
truly one of my favorites—the Depart-
ment of Agriculture, and many other
beautiful buildings that make up this
Capital City.

Because these buildings are built in
classical and traditional styles, these
buildings convey a sense of importance,
power, and dignity. They tell us that
those who pass through them and by
them on sidewalks are important and
that consequential things are hap-
pening inside of these buildings.

The old Senate Chamber, by the way,
just down the hallway, is another in-
credible room that was designed by a
brilliant architect named Benjamin
Latrobe.

And when he built it, he talked about
building the old Senate Chamber, and
when he expanded it as the country ex-
panded, he talked about how it rep-
resented a great and growing Nation.
And then Dr. William Thornton was
the original architect of the U.S. Cap-
itol the guy who designed and built the
place.

And he talked about how he designed
it in a way for the Presiding Officer
and I to be inspired as lawmakers to do
good things. It just goes to show that
architecture matters. And that is how
we should think about the buildings all
across Washington, DC, that they rep-
resent the very best of our Nation.

When President Trump decided to
build a new White House ballroom,
many of the so-called elites sneered at
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it. They made fun of it. They said it
was gaudy and imperial, but really it
was nothing like that. In fact, most
Americans saw the ballroom as a re-
turn to grace. Finally, the White House
would have a beautiful place to gather
a lot of people, fitting of the important
role for our Nation’s most famous
building to bring people together in an
even more beautiful place than what it
already is.

I am glad that President Trump is
making Washington, DC, and the White
House even more beautiful than what
it was before, but, tragically, DC is
also home to some of the ugliest build-
ings that you can find anywhere. They
are some of the ugliest buildings cer-
tainly that I have ever seen, and it is
because we allow brutalism to infect
our Nation’s Capital. Brutalism is an
architectural style that emerged in the
1950s.

Brutalist buildings all look alike be-
cause they are all alike. They are made
out of raw concrete. They are big
blocks of raw concrete, and they are
ugly because of that. They look like
they are built on top of each other.

In fact, the J. Edgar Hoover Building
the home of the FBI is an ugly
brutalist disaster. The Hubert Hum-
phrey Building home to the Depart-
ment of Health and Human Services
looks straight out of a communist,
nightmarish block. In fact, Dr. Ben
Carson who used to serve in that build-
ing referred to it as ‘‘10 floors of base-
ment,”’ is what he called it.

The Department of Housing and
Urban Development is another awful
building. These brutalist buildings
have no place in our Nation’s Capital
because our country is not ugly. Actu-
ally, Dr. Carson served in the HUD
building, and he called that 10 floors of
basement.

We deserve to be inspired by the
buildings around us, not depressed by
them. The buildings that we build
leave an impact on all of us. The ques-
tion to ask is, How did we get here?
How did we allow a cult of ugliness to
take over large parts of the United
States?

And make no mistake, this didn’t
happen by accident. Cultural elites did
this on purpose. They made our world
uglier because when you do that, you
change what citizens expect from pub-
lic life. A world that looks ugly pro-
duces a culture that only sees ugliness.

That is why the targets of the ugli-
ness were often Federal and civic build-
ings. When official government busi-
ness takes place in ugly buildings, the
citizens lose belief in their govern-
ment’s goodness. But I am telling you,
because of President Trump’s Execu-
tive order and the bill that I have in-
troduced, we can really change that
one building at a time.

President Trump is 1leading the
charge with his White House renova-
tions and his Making Federal Architec-
ture Beautiful Again Executive order,
and President Trump is making our
country great and beautiful again. And
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that is why it is really important that
we pass my bill the Beautifying Fed-
eral Civic Architecture Act.

We need to make sure that classical
and traditional architecture are the
preferred design preferences for all
Federal buildings and that residents
have a say in the types of buildings
that are built in their communities.
Elitist architects shouldn’t be allowed
to steamroll over regular Americans
and force anti-American building de-
signs on all of us.

Our country is beautiful. Our country
is the greatest country on Earth in the
history of the world, and we owe it to
ourselves and our children to build
beautiful buildings that reflect who we
really are as a country.

And sure, maybe sometimes building
beautiful buildings will cost more than
building ugly ones—I will grant you
that—but beautiful buildings last.
They are transcendent; it is worth it.
That is what our country deserves, es-
pecially this great country.

I yield the floor.

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr.
SCHMITT). The Senator from Virginia.
————
SUDAN

Mr. WARNER. Mr. President, I come
before you today to mark the third an-
niversary and, unfortunately, the start
of the fourth year of conflict of the war
in Sudan.

Sudan is home to the largest humani-
tarian and displacement crisis in the
whole world. This conflict and the re-
sulting humanitarian crisis are largely
being ignored by people across the
world, including in our country, who
are best positioned to make a dif-
ference.

The war in Sudan started because a
few years back, one of the most brutal
dictators of the 20th century was actu-
ally overthrown by civil society and
young people in Sudan looking for a
better country. It was an effort to
move toward a democracy, but that
move was suddenly halted by two gen-
erals, each of a separate warring party
and, unfortunately, fueled by external
actors.

The violence in Sudan has caused up-
wards of 15 million people to flee their
homes—a quarter of the population—
and has left literally half of the coun-
try’s 50 million people on the brink of
starvation and acute hunger. Yet, still
now 3 years in—and I understand how
they feel—the Sudanese people feel ba-
sically forgotten by the world.

Now, I have come to the floor pre-
viously to speak out on this issue, and
I rise again today because this conflict
cannot continue to be ignored. America
must lead, not back away, in times like
these when suffering and terror are at
their peak.

At the heart of this crisis is the on-
going violence between the Sudanese
Armed Forces—remnants of the pre-
vious government—called the SAF, and
the Rapid Support Forces—another mi-
litia group—both fighting against each
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other for control of the country. It is
estimated that the fighting and result-
ing food crisis may have killed more
than 100,000 Sudanese and left millions
more on the verge of starvation.

The remarkable thing is that there
are no good guys here. Both the SAF
and the RSF have inflicted horrible
atrocities on the people of Sudan. The
U.S. Government has accused members
of both SAF and the RSF of war
crimes, while in January of last year,
the State Department issued a deter-
mination that genocide had literally
been committed by the RSF and its al-
lied militias in the Darfur region of
Sudan.

The World Food Programme, which
we are huge supporters of, has declared
a famine in parts of southern and west-
ern Sudan, and there is a high risk of
this famine condition spreading across
the balance of the country.

Sudan’s economy has collapsed. Un-
employment now is close to 50 percent
of the whole population. A generation
of children risk being denied education
because of how dangerous it is to even
go to school.

Conditions, unfortunately, may actu-
ally get worse. We have seen the war in
Iran dramatically disrupt fuel and fer-

tilizer shipments—particularly dev-
astating as Sudan enters what should
be its planting season in coming

months. Globally, the United Nations
has warned that the impacts stemming
from these fuel, fertilizer, and supply
chain disruptions would place more
than, again, 45 million people in Sudan
at risk of acute hunger.

Let’s be clear. This is a catastrophe.
In fact, more people die every day in
Sudan than Gaza and Ukraine com-
bined.

It is not a new issue. I pushed the
Biden administration repeatedly. But
the U.S. response in addressing the
scale of suffering that we see remains,
unfortunately, woefully inadequate.

First and foremost, the Sudanese
people need humanitarian aid. They
need aid workers, humanitarian orga-
nizations. And the local Sudanese vol-
unteers, many who put their lives at
risk on a daily basis, need the access to
respond.

Unfortunately, the current adminis-
tration dismantled USAID and the
broader U.S. foreign assistance infra-
structure, so there is no clear and co-
ordinated diplomatic strategy for ad-
dressing this conflict, for rallying the
international community, for coordi-
nating with local responders and orga-
nizations on the ground.

Now, because of the war with Iran,
foreign policy choices risk dramati-
cally worsened conditions. When we
dismantled USAID and the funding of
the administration, we literally had a
situation where American food and
medicine that we had paid for were sit-
ting on ships in the port of Sudan, and
the workers that were literally paid a
dollar or two a day to take that food
and distribute it, because we shut down
USAID, were left without any distribu-
tion network. So in some cases, this
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extraordinarily valuable food and med-
icine literally rotted on the ships.

Due to the absence of strong U.S.
leadership in addressing this conflict
and the fact that the international
bodies have not been coordinated, there
has been an opening here for outside
influence. Foreign entities and govern-
ments are backing their surrogates on
each side in a way that is, again,
chilling.

In my State, in Virginia, we have a
large Sudanese diaspora. Since the con-
flict began, I have sat with and heard
from many members of that commu-
nity, and it is clear what must be done.

I still remember a young family. Lit-
erally, they were in their late twenties.
They had to rush and leave the country
because the civil war was breaking out.
They left behind at that point, I think,
their 6-month-old daughter. Three
years later, their aging parents are not
really able to take care of that daugh-
ter, who is now 3% years old. The par-
ents have not seen the daughter in 3
years, and they have no idea what will
happen to her on a going-forward basis.

The Sudanese people did not ask for
this war. As I mentioned at the outset,
the outbreak of this violence and this
civil war between these warring gen-
erals, warring groups trying to divide
the spoils of the country, came lit-
erally 4 years after pro-democracy pro-
tests swept parts of Sudan in 2019.

In 2019, literally the young people of
Sudan overthrew al-Bashir, the pre-
vious dictator who had been around for
close to 40 years. What happened was
there were literally hundreds of civic,
professional, and political organiza-
tions that came together at that mo-
ment in the revolution—this was a peo-
ple’s revolution—and they thought
that after the long term of this dic-
tator, they might finally have civil lib-
erties and an actual democracy.

I believe very strongly that the Suda-
nese people deserve an opportunity to
live in peace and to have a responsive,
democratically elected government
that incorporates civil society, women,
and youth. Instead, we have some of
our allies in the region—Saudi Arabia
backing one side and the Emirates
backing another. Because of this di-
vide, you now have other countries,
like Russia and Iran, coming in to try
to make more mischief and try to bring
about more hardships.

Again, I urge all of us on both sides
of the aisle to do more about this crisis
in Sudan. I urge the administration to
go forward and choose an envoy in the
way the Biden administration had cho-
sen former Congressman Tom
Perriello. Please choose an envoy that
can represent the President. This is a
conflict by which the President of the
United States, with the enormous in-
fluence he has with countries in the
gulf, could use that power to, frankly,
cut off the aid that funds this civil war
tomorrow.

As we enter the fourth year of this
conflict, please, regardless of partisan
affiliation, we all ought to urge Presi-
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dent Trump to make sure this conflict
comes to an end so that, at the end of
the day, the Sudanese people, whether
they are in Sudan or are part of the di-
aspora around the world, can actually
live in peace, have a government that
reflects their needs, have a country
that is blessed with lots of natural re-
sources, and can actually enjoy the po-
tential prosperity that was promised—
that held out that hope—back in 2019
when young people overthrew the prior
dictatorship. We should no longer allow
this crisis to go unheard or unrecog-
nized. Part of the problem is that, un-
fortunately, the country has barred a
lot of the international press.

I urge any of my colleagues, as there
are Sudanese diasporas in every State
in our country, to meet with those
communities, to hear their stories, to
hear their struggles.

You know, again, there are no good
guys in this battle between these war-
ring factions. American leadership
could bring this war to an end. It would
go a great deal toward restoring peo-
ple’s trust around the world of the
value of strong, moral American lead-
ership.

With that, I yield the floor.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Oregon.

———

DIRECT FILE ACT

Mr. WYDEN. Mr. President, it is tax
day, April 15—the anti-holiday.

This tax day, in particular, is a tough
one. Tax day 2026 is a reminder that
Donald Trump and Republicans will
put the interests of giant corporations
ahead of the interests of typical Ameri-
cans. There is no clearer example of
Trump corruption in practice than be-
traying taxpayers and Kkilling the Di-
rect File Program as a favor to his al-
lies.

Here is what this is all about: When
it comes to taxes, Democrats start
with the proposition that for the vast
majority of Americans—wage-earning
workers whose taxes really aren’t com-
plicated—filing your taxes ought to be
free and easy. Our view is you
shouldn’t have to pay a penny to per-
form your basic civic duty.

That is why, back in 2022, after years
of hard work, we passed funding for the
IRS to build a Direct File Program, a
way for taxpayers to file directly with
the IRS online for free. The IRS
launched a pilot project for 2024. They
expanded it in 2025. Hundreds of thou-
sands of people used Direct File. It was
hugely popular—in effect, a beloved
program. A lot of people are skeptical
that the government is still capable of
building useful things. Direct File
proved the skeptics wrong. It proved
that the Federal Government can still
come up with great public services
from the ground up.

Well, the tax prep giants saw it as a
threat, and over the years, I saw them
spend millions to try to defend the sta-
tus quo that was failing. The prep gi-
ants unleashed a tidal wave of lobbying
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to try to squash the program before it
reached escape velocity. They found
some willing partners in Republicans
here. Going into this year, Trump and
Republicans killed Direct File. Mil-
lions of Americans should have had an
opportunity to use it to file for free,
but now, they are back at the mercy of
the tax prep companies.

The Republicans who killed Direct
File say it is no big deal because there
are other free options out there, pro-
grams that partner with the private
companies. The reality is that tax prep
companies have already demonstrated
they can’t be trusted. The worst exam-
ple was with Intuit. When Intuit was
involved with the Free File Program, it
was caught burying the free option on
a website you couldn’t find with a tra-
ditional search engine. It steered users
toward options that battered them
with upcharges and misleading mar-
keting. Finally, they quit offering Free
File when they got called out on what
were genuinely underhanded tactics.

My view is, the debate over this sub-
ject isn’t that complicated. The gov-
ernment requires people to file and pay
taxes, so the least the government can
do is to make the filing process simple
and free and as painless as possible.
Donald Trump and Republicans don’t
agree because they destroyed a wonder-
ful, new public service when they shut
down Direct File.

My Finance Committee colleague
Senator WARREN has been a terrific
partner and a champion of Direct File.
I have enjoyed working with her over
the years on this critical issue. I am
behind her effort 100 percent as the
ranking Democrat on the Senate Fi-
nance Committee to revive Direct File.
We are not going to let this go no mat-
ter how long it takes, and I urge all of
my colleagues here in the Senate—as it
used to be bipartisan—to support Di-
rect File.

I yield the floor.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Delaware.

DIRECT FILE ACT

Mr. COONS. Mr. President, today is
tax day. Today is a day when millions
and millions of Americans file their re-
turns. On average, Americans spend
about $270 and 13 hours preparing their
taxes for filing. That is just nuts. That
is a higher expense and a higher
amount of time than millions of Amer-
icans should be spending. Look, for
people who have complex holdings and
lots of economic interests, that is one
thing, but for tens of millions of Amer-
icans, the Federal Government already
has all of their critical data, and their
tax filings should be quick and free.

The simple idea behind a bill that I
am cosponsoring with Senator ELIZA-
BETH WARREN the Direct File Act is
that there ought to be a program. In
fact, there used to be a program. Con-
gress told the IRS several years ago to
create a way for Americans to file their
taxes quickly, simply, and for free, and
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they started a pilot program. The IRS
started a pilot program called Direct
File in 2024.

I used to be the senior Democrat on
the Appropriations subcommittee that
oversees the IRS and was actively in-
volved in trying to develop and im-
prove this program just from the Sen-
ate’s side. It was exciting to me to get
the initial reports that hundreds of
thousands of Americans used Direct
File in its first year, and after several
years, they demonstrated that, on av-
erage, folks were saving $160, and 90
percent had a positive experience—ei-
ther an above-average positive or an
excellent experience. Many did their
taxes in less than an hour—13 hours?—
1 hour—accessing all of the govern-
ment information that they had al-
ready in their database and then sim-
ply confirming it and filing versus hav-
ing to work with someone and pay
someone to prepare their taxes.

Well, President Trump shut down
this program last year. Why? I don’t
know, but it is certainly uncomfortable
that there was a major donation to his
inauguration from the leading com-
pany that makes you pay taxes to file
taxes—that makes you pay a fee to
them to file and pay your taxes.

So, folks, today on tax day most
Americans are looking for whether
there is a way for them to file quicker,
cheaper, and more easily. Three-quar-
ters of Americans feel like they have
paid as much as they expected, if not
more, this year in spite of the No. 1 pri-
ority of the Republicans in this body
last year, which was a big tax bill that
gave tax cuts to millionaires. Working
Americans did not see the tax relief
from the so-called Big Beautiful Bill
that they expected. They mostly saw
cuts to healthcare and to food assist-
ance.

It costs $160, on average, to pay
someone to prepare your taxes. Well,
that may not seem like a lot to a busi-
ness executive—to a big tax company
executive—who got a big tax cut him-
self, but it means a lot for tens of thou-
sands of my constituents, of working
Delawareans. It does not have to be
this way again next year. We should
pass this bill and, once again, make it
easy, free, and fair to file your taxes.

I urge my colleagues to support this
bill, and I am excited to join with so
many of my colleagues in advocating
that, by unanimous consent, we simply
reopen the path toward easy, free tax
filings for Americans next year.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Connecticut.

——
DIRECT FILE ACT

Mr. BLUMENTHAL. Mr. President, I
am here on tax day to highlight how
the Trump administration has made
filing taxes more costly, more com-
plicated, and more time-consuming for
working Americans. Nobody likes pay-
ing taxes. It is painful, but this admin-
istration somehow has managed to
make it even more painful. From
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eliminating a free, easy-to-use tax
service program to cutting funding and
staff at the Internal Revenue Service,
the Trump administration has made it
needlessly harder for millions of Amer-
icans to meet their tax obligations this
season.

On tax day, we recognize there is an
obligation. Most Americans fulfill it.
But, at the very least, the government
can make it less painful, not more so.
But, in late 2025, at the behest of giant
tax preparation companies like
TurboTax and H&R Block, President
Trump canceled the popular Direct
File Program. That was a free online
service that allowed taxpayers to file
their Federal income taxes directly
with the IRS.

By every measure, believe it or not,
this government program was a run-
away success. It received overwhelm-
ingly favorable reviews. Remember,
this is a service enabling people to pay
taxes, and people loved it. Ninety per-
cent of survey respondents ranked
their experience as ‘‘excellent” or
‘““‘above average.”’ It was estimated to
save the average taxpayer $160 and
hours of their time.

In short, this program worked. No
more third-party companies nickel-
and-diming taxpayers with expensive
rates and junk fees. It was just
straightforward, no cost, an option
that hundreds and thousands of fami-
lies relied on to pay their taxes.

And studies projected that a full-
scale, permanent Direct File Program
would have saved Americans $11 billion
annually in combined filing fees and
time costs.

The Direct File Program also helped
lower income families because they
were able to access millions of dollars
in unclaimed tax credits, with projec-
tions suggesting it would have deliv-
ered up to $12 billion in additional tax
credits annually. That is a lot of
money. As costs increase for every-
thing—food, housing, healthcare—this
program was an easy way to give work-
ing Americans a well-deserved break.

But the Trump administration can-
celed the program. It caved to the tax
software companies, and, yet again, it
put profits over people. Frankly, this is
just stupid. It is dumb. It is crazy, if
you consider the public interest.

Americans are required to pay taxes.
So the Federal Government should
have an easy way for them to do it, and
I am proud to have introduced the Di-
rect File Act with my colleagues. Our
bill would reinstate the Direct File
Program and prohibit the IRS from en-
tering into agreements that restrict its
ability to provide these free services.

Sadly and unforgivably, Republicans
are opposing the Direct File Act. I
guess, instead, they are cozying up to
the Big Tech companies and putting
corporate interests above those of ev-
eryday Americans. You would think, in
this kind of issue, we would have com-
mon ground. It is an easy issue.

And taxpayers deserve better from
the IRS. They need an Agency that is
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fully staffed, adequately resourced, and
capable of delivering timely, reliable
service, including refunds.

A lot of people say: Oh, well, the IRS.
We hate the IRS.

Well, you hate the IRS until you are
owed a refund or until the IRS makes
a mistake because they are under-
staffed or because they don’t have mod-
ern technology that could save all of us
money.

And that is why I recently sent a let-
ter to the IRS, urging them to take im-
mediate steps to ensure it is fully pre-
pared to meet American taxpayer
needs during this 2026 filing season.

President Trump seems to be on a
mission to make life more difficult and
more expensive for Americans, and he
seems to be succeeding. Eliminating
the Direct File Program, as well as
cutting funding and reducing staffing
at the IRS, is simply increasing costs
and making the system more difficult,
more painful, more onerous for all tax-
payers—maybe except for the million-
aires and billionaires who can well af-
ford their accountants and wouldn’t
use the Direct File Program. But for
most of the people of America who
want to pay their taxes and do it, it
simply imposes an additional unneces-
sary burden.

I yield the floor.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Massachusetts.

UNANIMOUS CONSENT REQUEST—S. 3948

Ms. WARREN. Mr. President, I want
to say thank you to my partner in
these efforts, Senator BLUMENTHAL,
and to all the others who have come
here to speak on tax day about how
outrageous it is that a program to ac-
tually let people pay their taxes online
for free has been destroyed by Donald
Trump and the Republicans.

So I am about to call up a bill to the
floor that would let Americans file
their taxes for free directly with the
IRS. It is amazing to me that anyone
could oppose this, especially when fil-
ing your taxes is something that Amer-
icans are required by law to do every
year. But as sure as the Sun will rise,
Republicans are going to block my bill.

For years, giant tax prep companies
like TurboTax and H&R Block have
rigged our system so they can cash in
on your hard-earned dollars, and the
result is that people spend now an av-
erage of 8 hours and $160 each year just
to file their taxes using tax prep serv-
ices.

These big companies don’t just take
a fee for filing your taxes; they have
actually become experts at figuring out
ways to upsell, to charge junk fees, and
to make money off your personal infor-
mation. It is really outrageous.

So I drafted a bill that would allow
Americans to file their taxes online for
free and directly with the IRS through
a program called Direct File.

Now, tens of millions of people
wouldn’t have to go to a paid preparer
if they didn’t want to. They could just
file directly with the IRS.

Over 160 Members of Congress have
joined me on this bill. Over 100 unions
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and advocacy groups and national or-
ganizations have endorsed this bill.
And I am forcing the Senate to decide
today: Will we pass this bill?

During the Biden administration, the
IRS ran a pilot program for Direct
File. People who had a chance to use it
loved it. Ninety-four percent of tax-
payers who used the program described
their experience as ‘‘excellent” or
‘“‘above average,”’” which, by the way, is
not exactly how most Americans de-
scribe paying their taxes most of the
time. But Direct File worked. We have
seen it. We actually made it work.

And once it was fully operational, Di-
rect File was projected to save tax-
payers $23 billion a year and more
hours than anyone could count.

So why do we not have Direct File
today? We already had it. We set it up
during the Biden years, ready to go,
and had it underway. It was working.
Well, the answer is tax prep companies
hated it, and they hated it because it
cut into their bottom line.

Why would people pay for TurboTax
if they could easily file their taxes on-
line for free?

And that is why, for years, big tax
prep companies have lobbied the gov-
ernment to keep people from using a
program like Direct File.

Now, the Direct File pilot project
was a huge success, and yet it was
dropped. Why? Well, first, the company
that runs TurboTax, Intuit, donated a
million dollars to Donald Trump’s in-
auguration. And then, a few months
later, reports came out that Donald
Trump and Elon Musk wanted to kill
the free tax filing program. And last
fall, they delivered. That is exactly
what they did.

This story tells you everything you
need to know about why Republicans
will block my bill today. This is all
about money and power. It is about let-
ting big corporations donate to politi-
cians and then politicians just opening
the doors so those big companies can
rip off the American people.

To Republicans who say that making
filing your tax for free with the IRS is
too expensive, I just want to point out
that for one day of bombing in Iran, we
could pay for 20 years of Direct File.

And to Republicans who say that it is
already free to file your taxes, I say:
Go talk to the millions of people who
paid over 100 bucks to file their taxes
this year and ask them just how free it
was, even when they click on the
“free’” buttons, and how it is that these
guys have managed to put them in
places where they end up paying.

And to the Republicans defending the
status quo, just ask yourselves: Why
are you on the side of TurboTax and
H&R Block, instead of your constitu-
ents?

Filing your taxes should be easy and
free, and I urge every Senator to vote
yes on the Direct File Act. Let’s save
people some time and some money and
show the American people that we can
actually make government work not
just for giant corporations, but we can
make government work for them.
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Mr. President, I ask unanimous con-
sent that the Committee on Finance be
discharged and the Senate proceed to
the immediate consideration of S. 3948;
that the bill be considered read a third
time and passed; and that the motion
to reconsider be considered made and
laid upon the table.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there
an objection?

The Senator from Idaho.

Mr. CRAPO. Mr. President, reserving
the right to object, I rise in opposition
to S. 3948, the Direct File Act of 2026.

After listening to those who have de-
scribed why we need it, you might say:
Well, how could there be a different
story or another side of the coin?

I will tell you. There is a huge dis-
agreement about the facts, and there is
a huge disagreement about what has
happened, and there is another side of
the coin.

This bill seeks to reverse the Treas-
ury Department’s recent suspension of
the Direct File Program. Direct File
was an unauthorized, unnecessary pro-
gram that wasted taxpayer funds and
presented a clear conflict of interest by
empowering the IRS to be not only the
evaluator of tax returns and the en-
forcer of tax returns but the preparer
of tax returns, empowering the IRS to
prepare tax returns for the same tax-
payers that it was later going to audit.

And, by the way, when that did hap-
pen with some of these taxpayers, they
were successfully audited by the IRS
for errors in their returns.

As part of the Biden administration’s
so-called Inflation Reduction Act, con-
gressional Democrats provided the IRS
with $15 million to study the feasibility
of providing a new, direct e-file pro-
gram. On the same day that the study
was due to Congress, the Biden admin-
istration announced the launch of a
limited pilot Direct File Program. This
so-called pilot program quickly ex-
panded, spending tens of millions of
dollars, despite the narrow mandate
provided by Congress.

As part of the Working Families Tax
Cut Act, Congress further directed the
Treasury Department to evaluate and
study alternatives to direct file.

Treasury’s subsequent October 2025
report found significant concerns with
the Biden administration program,
warranting its suspension.

What were those concerns? In its re-
port, the Treasury found that the Di-
rect File Program accounted for just
two-tenths of 1 percent—get that—0.2
percent of the 146 million tax returns
filed in the year 2024.

Yet despite its small footprint, Di-
rect File cost taxpayers at least $41
million to administer. That is $138 per
return in 2024 and nearly three times
the total funding authorized by Con-
gress. Alarmingly, the Treasury ac-
knowledged that these figures likely
underestimate the true cost of the Di-
rect File Program with the IRS failing
to include costs for employee support,
online services, and submission proc-
essing—among others.

S1771

A later report from the nonpartisan
Treasury Inspector General for Tax Ad-
ministration further confirmed that
Direct File had poor performance. Con-
trary to what you had been told, that
everyone loved it, it had poor perform-
ance.

The Treasury Inspector General for
Tax Administration report found that
nearly 60 percent of the registered
users abandoned their return before
they even filed it, meaning that less
than half of the registered users even
ended up using Direct File to submit a
return.

The Treasury Inspector General for
Tax Administration also estimated
that over 3,000 returns were filed with
preventable errors burdening taxpayers
and delaying refunds.

There are actually free file options
available. This notion that this is
TurboTax and H&R Block trying to di-
vert people into its system is simply
false. Ultimately, the Democrats’ Di-
rect File experiment demonstrates that
the IRS can better serve taxpayers by
highlighting existing free filing options
and improving basic customer service
rather than diverting a growing share
of its resources and attention to redun-
dant, expensive government-run pro-
grams.

Now, what do I mean when I say
there are alternatives? Looking at the
last year when Direct File was oper-
ational, it processed 296,531 accepted
returns out of 160 million total filings.
That is the .2 percent number.

There are multiple options available
to almost all U.S. taxpayers to be eligi-
ble to use programs like IRS Free File,
a public-private partnership that has
no cost. In the same year that 296,000
people used Free File, after I think—I
don’t know if that number is before or
after 60 percent of them declined to
stay in the program—Free File filed 1.9
million returns for those who wanted
to do it—a public-private partnership.

In addition, there is a group called
the Volunteer Income Tax Assistance
Program and the Tax Counseling for
the Elderly Program—both of which
provide free, in-person preparation at
thousands of locations nationwide. And
these two programs themselves pre-
pared approximately 2.7 million more
tax returns for free for people in 2024,
vastly exceeding Direct File’s reach at
a fraction of the cost.

The myth is that people have to go
pay money to get their tax returns pre-
pared, when the reality is there are
multiple private sector and private-
public partnerships that are available
for almost all Americans to have their
tax returns prepared for free.

Ultimately, the Democrats’ Direct
File experiment demonstrates that the
IRS can better serve taxpayers by
highlighting existing free filing tax op-
tions and improving its own basic cus-
tomer service, which it did this year,
rather than diverting a growing share
of its resources and attention to a re-
dundant, expensive government-run
program. Therefore, Mr. President, I
object.
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ob-
jection is heard.

The Senator from Massachusetts.

Ms. WARREN. Mr. President, I truly
am shocked to hear my colleague from
across the aisle describe Direct File as
too expensive for the American people.
I think he said it cost $41 million to ad-
minister this system. If it is fully oper-
ational, Direct File is projected to save
taxpayers $23 billion a year and count-
less hours of hassle. There are very few
things that happen here in Washington
that give such a good return on invest-
ment to taxpayers.

Senator CRAPO said that people
didn’t use Direct File and suggested
they didn’t like it somehow. You know
why people didn’t use Direct File last
year with the Republicans in charge?
Maybe it was because the Trump ad-
ministration and the Republicans ac-
cepted millions of dollars from the tax
prep companies and did their best to
sabotage the program. Here is what we
know for sure: Polling shows that over
75 percent of Americans support free
tax online filing from the IRS. If you
invest in free tax filing, Americans are
going to use it.

In fact, we know that because in the
pilot project run by the Biden adminis-
tration, 94 percent of those who used
the program said it was excellent or
above average. Not usually the kind of
responses we get from people when
they are paying their taxes.

The argument that Republicans
make that Americans can already file
their taxes for free with Free File, all
I will say is: Well, tell that to the mil-
lions of people who paid more than a
hundred bucks each to file their taxes
this year. Independent watchdogs have
concluded over and over and over again
that the tax prep companies that run
Free File make it incredibly hard for
people to find it; and, once they find it,
incredibly hard for them to use it. So
what do people do? They end up paying
through the nose just to file their
taxes.

And you know who never got charged
to file their taxes? The people who used
Direct File. Direct File is the only
truly free online filing option for
Americans.

You know, the Republicans have ar-
gued that it presents conflict of inter-
est for the IRS to both prepare and
audit your taxes. I think somehow they
seem to misunderstand how Direct File
works. People who use Direct File are
the ones preparing their own taxes, not
the IRS—just like the people who use
TurboTax are the ones using a program
to prepare their own taxes.

And you know what happened when
people used Direct File to prepare their
taxes? Their returns got accepted at a
higher rate than any other self-prep
software—that is, it worked better
than TurboTax; it worked better than
the services that Americans are paying
for.

Look, we know what is going on here,
and that is that the Trump administra-
tion and the Republicans are accepting
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millions of dollars in donations—a
point that was not refuted by the ob-
jector to this bill. They are accepting
millions of dollars in donations from
these tax prep companies; and then in
return for that money, shutting down
Direct File. That is where the real con-
flict of interest is.

Look, we have a choice to make as a
U.S. Senate, and that is: Who are we
here for? Why are we here to protect
two multibillion-dollar companies that
manage to make big bucks by charging
individual families $100, $150, $175 just
to pay the taxes that they are legally
required to pay?

We have a system that works. It
would save people billions of dollars
across this country. The only reason
that we are not doing this is because
the tax prep companies have figured
out that making political contribu-
tions to the Republicans pays off big
time. They can kill off a program that
would be good for the American people
but would hurt their own profitability.

You have got to make a decision:
Whose side are you on? The Democrats
are on the side of saving money for
American taxpayers. The Republicans
are on the side of two big tax prep com-
panies because they get paid to be on
their side.

So we may not get this one through
today, but we will keep coming back.

I yield the floor.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Louisiana.

——
INFLATION

Mr. KENNEDY. Mr. President, with
me today is Mr. John Lowery one of
my colleagues from my office.

I think I get it, Mr. President. I know
you do. Tonight, millions of moms and
dads will lie down to sleep, and they
won’t be able to because they are wor-
ried. One of the things that they are
going to be worrying about is the cost
of living. I get it.

We had really bad inflation under
President Biden. It was, like, 9 percent.
The President just spent so much
money and injected so much money in
the economy without increasing supply
that prices went through the roof. That
is what inflation is: creating more de-
mand than supply. And prices went up.

We have gotten it down to about 3
percent—the inflation rate I am talk-
ing about. It jumped up a little last
month—about 90, 95 basis points as a
result of the price of gas, but I think
after the fighting stops in Iran, the
price of gas will come back.

That doesn’t mean the problem is
solved. When you reduce inflation from
9 percent to 3 percent, that is good, but
all that means is that prices are rising
much quicker. They were going up
really quickly when they were rising at
9 percent. Now that they are back down
to rising 3 percent, that is better, but
they are still going up.

What people want—what I want, from
one perspective—is deflation. You want
prices to go down, not to just rise less
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quickly. Well, the problem with defla-
tion is that we can cause deflation, but
the cure will be worse than the disease
because we will have to endure unem-
ployment of 9 or 10 percent, and I don’t
want to see that many Americans—I
don’t want to see any Americans, but I
certainly don’t want to see that many
Americans thrown out of work.

So what do we do about the cost of
living? Look, no amount—no amount—
of guilt can change the past. It can’t. It
doesn’t mean you shouldn’t learn from
the past, but no amount of guilt can
change it. And no amount of anxiety
can change the future. I mean, it is
human nature to worry, but it is not
going to change the future.

The only thing we have is the present
if we want to make things better. I
want to tell you what we are doing—we
are doing. We passed a major piece of
legislation that is just starting to take
effect. It is going to impact every
American. They came up with a new
name for it because they didn’t like the
old name, but I kind of like the old
name so that is what I am going to call
it: the One Big Beautiful Bill. It is real-
ly breathtaking in its scope—and will
be in its effect.

We cut taxes. Right now—don’t take
my word for it, just pick up the phone
and arbitrarily call some Americans
who have filed their taxes. They are
getting money back. The average tax
refund is up, like, 11 percent. The aver-
age American who normally gets a re-
fund and who is already filing is going
to get what works out to be an extra
$250 to $300 a month, so that is going to
help them deal with the higher prices.

We also extended the prior tax cuts
from 2017 that were about to expire. We
made them permanent. Anybody who
voted against making them permanent
wanted to raise your taxes by $3.4 tril-
lion. We beat them back.

We increased the standard deduction.
Whether you get a refund or not, you
are going to pay lower taxes because
we increased the standard deduction.
We gave Americans a larger child tax
credit. We cut taxes for many Ameri-
cans on Social Security. We cut taxes
on tips. We cut taxes on overtime. We
gave many Americans a deduction on
the interest they pay for a car loan.
Not everybody—I don’t want to over-
state the case here—but many Ameri-
cans, and I hope you qualify.

For people in business—most busi-
nesses in America today are small busi-
nesses. I know you read about Google
and Meta and all of the biggies, but
most businesses in America and most
of the jobs in America are created by
small businesses. And most of the
small businesses are what we call LLCs
or sub S corporations. They are
passthroughs. They are passthroughs.
And we have provided that they don’t
have to pay any income tax on their
first 20 percent of income. That may
sound complicated; it is really not. But
I can tell you it means more money in
the pockets of small business women
and small business men.
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If you are in business, we have also
provided for full expensing of research
and development, full expensing of new
equipment and machinery. Why does
that matter? That means you can buy
new equipment to grow your business
and deduct it from your income tax,
which lowers your taxes.

This is a major piece of legislation,
and it is taking effect now. It is not
going to solve the problem completely,
but it is going to go a long way because
the best way to deal with inflation is
to grow your way out of it. If prices are
going up between 2 and 3 percent, rath-
er than suffering 10, 8, 12 percent unem-
ployment to get prices down, to have
deflation, you are better off increasing
income so people’s wages and income
will go up faster than prices. And that
is what the One Big Beautiful Bill is
going to do.

So don’t think we are not doing
something. We are. We have. And that
bill is just starting to take effect right
now.

The second thing we have done—and
I am not going to talk about all of
them. We have a problem with housing
in America. You don’t have to be an as-
trophysicist to figure that one out.
You don’t have to be able to explain
the law of special relativity to know
that the cost of a home is breathtaking
or to know that rents have gone up.
Why is that? It is because of the lack of
supply. Duh. It is because of a lack of
supply.

So what do you do to make a new
home or a used home more affordable?
What do you do to make rents go
down? You increase the supply. And
that is what we are trying to do.

I sit on the Banking Committee. We
have passed—the Senate has—twice, a
housing bill. It is right in front of the
House of Representatives right now,
and I hope my friends in the House pass
it.

I will tell you one of the things it
will do. It will increase housing starts.
If you don’t think this works, just go
read an article about what is going on
in Austin. They increased the housing
supply in Austin. You know, rents are
dropping in Austin like a fat guy on a
seesaw. They are going down. Why? Be-
cause they increased supply.

Our bill I hope the House will pass
will offer local governments—local
governments control the supply of
housing. It is not the Federal Govern-
ment. It is not the State government.
It is local government. Do you know
why? Because they have control of the
zoning office, and they have to give
you—the contractors—the permits to
build. If they want to restrict the sup-
ply of housing, they just make it very
difficult to build a new home. If they
want to expand the supply of housing,
they make it easy.

For a variety of reasons I won’t go
into, many local governments have
been restricting the supply of housing.
So what our bill does—we say: Look,
that is up to you, local government. It
is your call. We don’t want to be in

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — SENATE

charge of zoning laws in America. We
don’t want to be in charge, at the Fed-
eral level, of permitting. But you do
rely on us for money.

Every year, we send about $3.3 bil-
lion—$3.3 billion every year like clock-
work—to local governments, called
community development block grants.
They love it. It is free money, and they
can pretty much spend that $3.3 bil-
lion—these local governments can—on
anything within reason that they want
to. They love this free money.

So what we did—this is in the hous-
ing bill, among other things that we
passed—we said: Look, this $3.3 billion,
you like it?

Yeah.

Well, if you will increase your hous-
ing starts—here is the good news. We
started out with the sugar. We said: If
you will increase your housing starts—
you don’t have to, but if you will in-
crease housing starts in your city or
local area, we will give you an extra
dose of that community development
block grant money.

Here is the bad news for them. And
we also said: Now, you don’t have to in-
crease housing starts, but if you don’t,
we are going to pay the cities that did
increase their housing starts with the
money that we were giving you that
you don’t get because you chose not to.

So this bill isn’t going to cost the
American taxpayer any more money.
The $3.3 billion is going to remain the
same. But those cities that do a better
job of increasing housing are going to
get more money. Where is that money
going to come from? It is going to
come from the cities that didn’t want
to increase housing starts. And it will
work. All you have to do is go look and
see what is going on in Austin.

I have two more topics I want to talk
about.

(Mr. MORENO assumed the Chair.)

———
IRAN

Mr. KENNEDY. Mr. President, look,
everybody has got an opinion about
Iran. I get it. That is good. Americans
are entitled to have an opinion. Every
Member of the Senate has an opinion.
Every Member of the House has an
opinion. Obviously, the President has
an opinion. The Pope has an opinion.
Everybody has an opinion, and that is
a good thing.

I can tell you why I think we did the
right thing by going into Iran. First of
all, the people of Iran are wonderful
people. I am not talking about the peo-
ple; I am talking about their govern-
ment, which is run by their Supreme
Leader. Now, the old Supreme Leader
is now as dead as Woodrow Wilson, but
they have a new Supreme Leader. It is
the son of the old Supreme Leader, and
he is just as crazy as his daddy was.

The people in charge in Iran—they
are a theocracy. That means, unlike
America, where we separate church and
state, in there, they marry their
church to their state. And the Supreme
Leader, who rules Iran, thinks that he
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is speaking for God. He really thinks
God is telling him to do all this stuff.
The Supreme Leader believes that if
you disagree with his version of his re-
ligion, you should die.

They hate America, and they hate
Israel. They do. They want to kill us
and hurt us the entire time we are
dying.

They are trying to get a nuclear
weapon. This isn’t like China having a
nuclear weapon or Russia or India or
Pakistan.

Let me ask you a question. Would
you give Charles Manson a nuclear
weapon? That is what we are talking
about here. Charles Manson is also as
dead as Woodrow Wilson. But would
you give a Charles Manson-type person
a nuclear weapon? No. That is why we
can’t let the Supreme Leader and his
minions in Iran have them.

Now, how do we stop them? Well, this
is what Iran was up to. First of all,
President Trump and Israel went in in
June and bombed the living daylights
out of their nuclear facilities, de-
stroyed them substantially.

To develop a nuclear weapon, you
have to have fissile material, enriched
uranium. We hit their production fa-
cilities so hard that a lot of that ura-
nium is buried underneath the ground,
but it is still there, OK. We bombed the
hell out of it, and we set them way
back in terms of their nuclear ability,
but it still exists.

We received intelligence saying that
Iran has started to take some baby
steps to restart their nuclear program
that we bombed to hell and back last
June. But that is not really why we
went in. We also received intelligence
that said Iran has a new game plan.
The Supreme Leader—nutty as a fruit-
cake—the Supreme Leader has de-
cided—here is his game plan—he is
going to double and triple missile pro-
duction.

Ballistic missiles, cruise missiles,
also drones—they were producing those
things at anywhere from 200 to 600 a
month, maybe more, and the Supreme
Leader was going to stockpile all these
new missiles and these new drones, and
then he was going to turn to America
and Israel and the rest of the world and
say: I am restarting the nuclear pro-
gram. You can bomb me, you can bomb
us if you want to, but we have got all
these missiles, and some of these mis-
siles can reach Berlin and Paris and
London and Turkiye, and we are going
to use them. The first thing we are
going to do is destroy the Middle East.
We don’t care. We are Charles Manson.
We are going to destroy the Middle
East, and then we are going to start on
anybody else that we are mad at.

We couldn’t let that happen. We
couldn’t. So Israel and the President
attacked. Now, whether you think it
was a good idea or a bad idea, that is
up to you. I can tell you the effect of
it, though, because this—the media
won’t report it, but this is undeniable.
We hit Iran so hard, they are coughing
up bones. The public sector but also
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the private sector today in Iran—it
doesn’t give me any joy to say this. We
had no choice. I don’t know how they
are standing. They are held together
with duct tape and spit.

Israel and America ran 21,000 bomb-
ing runs. We bombed seaports, airports,
the electrical grid, railroads, the petro-
chemical industry, the farm industry,
their steel industry.

Six out of ten Iranians of adult age
don’t have a job and don’t have any
prospect of getting a job. Many parts of
the country don’t even have elec-
tricity.

We knocked out two-thirds of the Su-
preme Leader’s missile launchers. Does
he still have some left? Yeah. They are
buried underground. He has to dig
them out. You probably saw pictures
on TV of the bulldozers. We think we
have knocked out half of their cruise
missiles and ballistic missiles. We are
not sure how many drones.

They don’t have an air force anymore
in Iran. They don’t have a navy either.
They still have some small boats that
the Revolutionary Guard, which is part
of their military, runs, but they don’t
have a navy. We sunk all their ships.
We attacked virtually every single
building we know of which is run by
the Revolutionary Guard, which is part
of their military.

I don’t think the American people,
because the press hasn’t reported it,
have a full appreciation for the damage
that we did and had to do. I have seen
estimates as high as a trillion dollars
for them to rebuild.

I know the press glibly reports: Oh,
you know, China and Russia will help
them build back. What is the point of
the war?

Well, the point of the war: They are
not going to have a nuclear weapon
anytime soon. Charles Manson may be
able to find a knife, but he is not going
to have a nuclear weapon.

And in order to rebuild Iran, it is
going to take 20 to 25 years. And I don’t
know if we will be able to recover all of
the enriched uranium. Some of my
Democratic colleagues and some of our
colleagues in the media are saying: It
is a failure because you didn’t get their
enriched uranium.

I never figured we would get it.

And a lot of my colleagues are say-
ing: Well, it is a failure because you
didn’t effect regime change; that
nutjobs are still in charge.

That is true. We can’t dictate regime
change. That is up to the Iranian peo-
ple. The only way we can dictate re-
gime change is sending in troops, and I
don’t want to do that.

But the fact of the matter is that if
you think the theocracy run by the
Government of Iran—the Charlie Man-
sons—who is dangerous to the world—
and I do—then the world is a much
safer place today, and that is just a
fact. That is a fact.

It is going to be a long time before
Charlie Manson can rebuild, and it is
going be a hell of a long time before
the new Supreme Leader is going to get
a nuclear weapon.
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Third and final point. I don’t know
whether I will do this, but I will just do
it. I don’t hate anybody. I have said
that before standing here, I don’t. I do
not. When I pray, I pray. God, don’t let
me hate because it is hard up here. It
is not worth it.

But if I had a short list of people that
I would consider hating, Congressman
Eric Swalwell would be on it. He has
undermined the confidence of the
American people in this body.

Here is my impression of Congress-
man Eric Swalwell eating an ice cream
cone.

You know why I do that? Life is hard,
but it is harder when you are stupid.
And if you are going to be stupid, by
God, you better be tough. This is no
country for creepy old men, and Con-
gressman Swalwell, he is about to find
that out. Karma may be slow, but it is
almost always on time.

I yield to my friend Senator KELLY.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Arizona.

———
ORDER OF PROCEDURE

Mr. KELLY. Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent that it be in order
for Senator SANDERS to make motions
to discharge S.J. Res. 32 and S.J. Res.
138 from the Committee on Foreign Re-
lations and the Senate debate the mo-
tions to discharge concurrently; fur-
ther, that the following Senators be
permitted to speak on the motions to
discharge, and upon the use or yielding
back of time, the Senate vote on the
motions to discharge in the order in
which the motions were made: SANDERS
for up to 20 minutes, VAN HOLLEN for
up to 10 minutes, MERKLEY for up to 5
minutes, KAINE for up to 5 minutes,
MARKEY for up to 5 minutes, and RISCH
for up to 5 minutes.

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

———

WEAPONS SALES

Mr. KELLY. Mr. President, later
today, we are going to take a vote on
the delivery of bulldozers and 1,000-
pound bombs to Israel. First, let me
say that I cannot and will not abandon
Israel. Israel is one of our closest part-
ners. They have a right to defend them-
selves, and I will always support
Israel’s right to exist as a successful
and prosperous nation.

As the Israeli people face the threat
of missile and rocket attacks from Iran
and its proxies, that support continues
to be important today. Supporting a
partner doesn’t mean that we don’t ask
tough questions, and it doesn’t mean
that we always agree.

Our support for our allies must al-
ways be about what makes us stronger
and safer, and we can look at what is
happening in the region right now and
understand that this is not business as
usual, and it is not making us safer.

The United States and Israel are
fighting a war against Iran without a
clear strategy or goal. I have been
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clear that I oppose this war in Iran and
the reckless decisions being made by
Prime Minister Netanyahu and Presi-
dent Trump.

Under Prime Minister Netanyahu’s
government, we have seen an expanded
war in Lebanon that is putting inno-
cent Lebanese civilians at risk and on-
going violence against Palestinians
and their homes being demolished in
the West Bank. All of this—all of this—
has undermined the path forward for
peace.

That matters when we are making
decisions about sending these weapons,
including bulldozers, that could be used
to level more homes and put a two-
state solution further at risk.

I flew 39 combat missions in Oper-
ation Desert Storm. I have been trust-
ed with the grave responsibility of
using deadly force against our enemies.
It is not something I take lightly. Nei-
ther is the responsibility we have here.

That is the lens I have looked at
these two votes through. We are in a
moment where we have to ask our-
selves: Does this bring us closer to
peace and security?

So, today, I have decided to vote yes
on these resolutions to stop these
transfers. Our partnership matters for
Israel and for the United States. I have
been clear about that, and I will con-
tinue to be.

Israel must maintain the capabilities
and means to protect its people. I am
confident they can do that today and
will be able to do so in the future with
our partnership, and I will always sup-
port that.

We have to work together toward a
future where the Jewish State of Israel
is secure and where there is a durable
peace in the region.

I yield the floor.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Vermont.

LEGISLATIVE SESSION

PROVIDING FOR CONGRESSIONAL
DISAPPROVAL OF THE PRO-
POSED FOREIGN MILITARY SALE
TO THE GOVERNMENT oF
ISRAEL OF CERTAIN DEFENSE
ARTICLES AND SERVICES—Mo-
tion to Discharge

Mr. SANDERS. Mr. President, pursu-
ant to section 36(b)(1) of the Arms Ex-
port Control Act, I move to discharge
the Committee on Foreign Relations
from further consideration of S.J. Res.
32.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
clerk will report.

The senior assistant executive clerk
read as follows:

Motion to discharge from the Committee
on Foreign Relations, S.J. Res. 32, a joint
resolution providing for congressional dis-
approval of the proposed foreign military
sale to the Government of Israel of certain
defense articles and services.
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PROVIDING FOR CONGRESSIONAL
DISAPPROVAL OF THE PRO-
POSED FOREIGN MILITARY SALE
TO THE GOVERNMENT oF
ISRAEL OF CERTAIN DEFENSE
ARTICLES AND SERVICES—Mo-
tion to Discharge

Mr. SANDERS. Mr. President, pursu-
ant to section 36(b)(1), I move to dis-
charge the Committee on Foreign Re-
lations from further consideration of
S.J. Res. 138.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
clerk will report.

The senior assistant executive clerk
read as follows:

Motion to discharge from the Committee
on Foreign Relations, S.J. Res. 138, a joint
resolution providing for congressional dis-
approval of the proposed foreign military
sale to the Government of Israel of certain
defense articles and services.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Vermont.

Mr. SANDERS. Mr. President, let me
begin by thanking Senator KELLY not
only for his remarks and his work as a
U.S. Senator but for his service to our
country in the military, and I very
much appreciate his support for these
resolutions.

Mr. President, 60 percent of our peo-
ple here in the United States live pay-
check to paycheck. They are struggling
to pay for groceries, for housing, for
healthcare, and, increasingly, the abil-
ity to fill up their gas tanks in their
cars in order to get to work.

We also have a $37 trillion national
debt. Bottom line: The American peo-
ple—whether they are Democrats, Re-
publicans, or Independents, conserv-
atives, moderates, or progressives—
want to make certain that their tax
dollars are spent responsibly.

And in strong and growing numbers,
they do not want us to continue spend-
ing billions of their taxpayer dollars in
support of the illegal, horrific, and ex-
pansionist war policies of the
Netanyahu Government in Israel.

Since October 7, 2023, the United
States has provided over $21 billion—
$21 billion—in military aid to Israel.
And today, we are saying loudly and
clearly: Enough is enough.

We all know that on October 7, 2023,
Hamas, a terrorist organization, at-
tacked Israel. They killed more than
1,200 innocent men, women, and chil-
dren and took hundreds of hostages. I
believe that there is no disagreement
in this Chamber that like any other
country on Earth, Israel had the abso-
lute right to respond to that barbaric
Hamas attack.

But Israel did not have the right to
violate international law and wage an
all-out war of unspeakable destruction
against the entire Palestinian people in
what experts have correctly concluded
is a genocide.

Israel did not have the right out of a
population of 2.2 million to kill more
than 72,000 Palestinians in Gaza and
wound over 170,000. That is more than
10 percent of the population.

If that happened here in America,
that would be over 30 million Ameri-
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cans dead or wounded. And in Gaza, a
strong majority of the dead and wound-
ed are women, children, and the elder-
ly.

By the way, that number is likely an
underestimate as to the tragedy as
bodies are literally being pulled out of
the rubble every single day.

Israel did not have the right to de-
stroy virtually all of Gaza’s infrastruc-
ture, including its water and sewer sys-
tems and its supply of electricity. They
did not have the right to demolish
every one of Gaza’s 12 universities,
along with hundreds of schools, dis-
mantling their entire educational sys-
tem. A vast majority of the children in
Gaza today are not in school.

Israel did not have the right to indis-
criminately bomb civilian neighbor-
hoods and damage or destroy over 90
percent of the housing units in Gaza—
over 90 percent damaged or destroyed—
resulting in the vast majority of the
population there now sleeping in tents.

That is where they are today.

Israel did not have the right to bomb
over 90 percent of the hospitals in
Gaza—hospitals—and kill 1,700
healthcare workers.

And Israel did not have the right to
impose a blockade which prevented
food, water, and medicine from enter-
ing Gaza, resulting in thousands of Pal-
estinians being diagnosed with mal-
nutrition and hundreds actually starv-
ing to death.

But, today, we are not just talking
about Gaza. In the West Bank, in direct
violation of international law that pro-
tects Palestinian territory, Israeli sol-
diers and settlers, since 2023, have
killed over a thousand Palestinians, in-
cluding 233 children. During that pe-
riod, they have demolished more than
6,000 Palestinian homes and established
more than 200 new illegal settlements
and outposts in Palestinian territory.

And let us be clear, because I think
there is some confusion about this.
These actions are not just the results
of some extremist, out-of-control set-
tlers who are just doing whatever they
want. Those actions are consistent
with Israeli Government policy.

Netanyahu’s Security Cabinet has
approved the most sweeping changes to
the West Bank’s legal status since 1967,
removing nearly all constraints on set-
tlement expansion. Netanyahu himself
declared:

There will never be a Palestinian state.

And I say that to some people here
who still say: Well, we are in favor of a
two-state solution.

That is not Mr. Netanyahu’s position.
He said:

“There will never be a Palestinian state.”

His Finance Minister, Bezalel
Smotrich, bragged that new settlement
construction in the West Bank would
“bury’—that is his word—‘‘bury’’ the
idea of a Palestinian state.

But it is not just Gaza and the West
Bank. We now know that Netanyahu
convinced President Trump to start an
unprovoked and unconstitutional war
on Iran.
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For 40 years—for 40 years—
Netanyahu had wanted the TUnited
States to participate with Israel in a
war against Iran, and, finally, after 40
years of effort, he finally found in
Trump a President willing to go along.

He couldn’t get Democratic Presi-
dents in the past and couldn’t get Re-
publicans in the past. In Trump, he fi-
nally found a President willing to go
along.

This war, in violation of inter-
national law, has resulted already in
the deaths of thousands of civilians, in-
cluding hundreds of children in Iran
and Lebanon, including 26 Israeli civil-
ians who are now dead and 13 American
soldiers who have lost their lives so far
in this conflict.

All over the world, certainly includ-
ing the United States, hundreds of mil-
lions of innocent people are suffering
the economic consequences of this war,
with higher prices and growing scar-
city of basic goods.

I believe that in Vermont, now, the
price of regular gas is about $4 a gal-
lon, and in parts of the country, it is
even higher than that.

But for Netanyahu, Gaza was not
enough. Attacking Iran was not
enough. Netanyahu is now waging a
full-blown war of expansion against
Lebanon. That war in Lebanon has not
only killed more than 2,000 people but
has resulted in Israel occupying 14 per-
cent of Lebanese territory.

Let me repeat that. The war in Leb-
anon has not only killed more than
2,000 people but has resulted in Israel
occupying 14 percent of Lebanese terri-
tory.

The Israeli Defense Minister, Israel
Katz, has announced that all Lebanese
border villages will be demolished—will
be demolished—his exact words, fol-
lowing ‘‘the model in Gaza’—demolish
border villages.

Bezalel Smotrich, the Finance Min-
ister, has warned that Dahieh, a suburb
of South Beirut, will look like Khan
Yunis, a city in Gaza that Israel re-
duced to rubble.

In other words, what they did in Gaza
is now what they intend to do in parts
of Lebanon. And these are not threats.
They are promises.

For all of the reasons that I have
given and more—and you are going to
hear more from some of my colleagues,
in a few moments—support for Israel in
this country has plummeted. Today,
according to a recent Pew poll, 80 per-
cent of Democrats now have an unfa-
vorable opinion of Israel, and 41 per-
cent of Republicans share that view.

And the numbers in all parties,
among young peoble, are even higher.
Young people, whether they are young
Democrats, progressives, or conserv-
atives, do not want us to continue to
fund the horrific war policies of
Netanyahu.

A recent Quinnipiac poll also found
that 60 percent—including three-quar-
ters of Democrats, two-thirds of Inde-
pendents, and 37 percent of Repub-
licans—I say that to my Republican
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colleagues: 37 percent of Republicans
do not want the U.S. sending more
military aid to Israel.

And that is why I am offering, today,
two joint resolutions of disapproval,
the only formal mechanism Congress
has to block an arms sale.

The first resolution would block the
sale of $151 million in 1,000-pound
bombs. The second would block $295
million in bulldozers, the machines
used to demolish homes in the West
Bank and Gaza and make a Palestinian
state physically impossible.

The time is long overdue for Mem-
bers of the U.S. Senate to start listen-
ing to the American people and not to
AIPAC. The time is now for us to end
all U.S. military aid to the extremist
Netanyahu government, and a ‘‘yes”
vote is an important way forward.

Mr. President, with that, I yield to
my colleague from Maryland, Senator
CHRIS VAN HOLLEN.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Maryland.

MrioVANTHOLLEN. Mr. President, I
rise in support of the two resolutions
offered by my colleague Senator SAND-
ERS that would bar the transfer of cer-
tain offensive weapons and equipment
to the Netanyahu government.

Specifically, these resolutions would
block the transfer of 12,000 1,000-pound
bombs and 132 armored bulldozers, val-
ued at more than $446 million and fund-
ed entirely by American taxpayers.

We cannot continue to provide a
blank check to the Netanyahu govern-
ment as it continues to use U.S. weap-
ons in violation of U.S. and inter-
national law.

As T have long said, Israel was justi-
fied in its war against Hamas after the
horrific attack of October 7, 2023. But
the Netanyahu government is not jus-
tified in imposing collective punish-
ment on all the people of Gaza.

As Senator MERKLEY and I wrote in
our report after traveling to the region
in August 2025, ‘“The Netanyahu Gov-
ernment is Implementing a Plan to
Ethnically Cleanse Gaza of Palestin-
ians. America is Complicit.”

And now, as Senator SANDERS indi-
cated, Israeli leaders are saying out
loud they plan to apply the same plans
in southern Lebanon as they imple-
mented in Gaza.

Senator SANDERS mentioned threat-
ening what they did in Khan Yunis. As
recently as March 31, Israeli Defense
Minister Katz said:

All homes in Lebanese villages near the
border will be destroyed—in accordance with
the Rafah and Beit Hanoun model in Gaza.

Well, colleagues, I visited Gaza. I vis-
ited the Gaza crossing—the Rafah
crossing—twice, along with my col-
league Senator MERKLEY, first in Janu-
ary 2024, when Gaza’s population had
quadrupled from prewar levels to more
than 1 million people who had been dis-
placed within Gaza, from northern
Gaza.

And then we traveled to the Rafah
crossing, in August 2025, after the
IDE’s offensive against Rafah, one that
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the Biden administration claimed that
they tried to stop. And on that visit,
Senator MERKLEY and I climbed a roof-
top, and you could look into Rafah—
obliterated, reduced to absolute rubble.

And as we were told by former IDF
soldiers—eyewitnesses who had the
courage to speak with us—Israel has
systematically dismantled essential in-
frastructure and brought near-total de-
struction of civilian sites throughout
Gaza, including through the use of
these bulldozers and 1,000-pound bombs.
And now the Israeli Minister of Defense
says they are going to do the same
thing in southern Lebanon.

And, indeed, since the war in Leb-
anon restarted, Israeli forces have
killed over 2,000 people, including 250
people in 10 minutes, the day after the
cease-fire was announced. Entire vil-
lages have been destroyed and over 1.1
million people displaced.

Now, let’s not forget how we got into
this most recent round of destruction
in the region. President Trump is fully
responsible for getting America into
this war, period.

But we know from Trump adminis-
tration officials and public reporting
how Prime Minister Netanyahu, for his
own reasons, was pushing Trump to at-
tack Iran. Indeed, he said it himself on
April 11. Netanyahu boasted to the
Israeli public that Israel was ‘‘first to
act because we knew what was at
stake. But if I had told you a year ago
that our pilots, men and women, would
fly in Iran, who would have believed
it?” So said Prime Minister
Netanyahu.

He went on to say:

If T had told you a year ago that the United
States of America, the strongest power in
the world, would fight by our side, shoulder
to shoulder, wing to wing, for nearly 40 days
against the common enemy, who would have
believed it?

And then Prime Minister Netanyahu
went on to say:

All this happened because we initiated, we
acted, we attacked.

Now, those of us who have been
around here a little while know that
Prime Minister Netanyahu has been
pushing for a war with Iran for a very
long time. In fact, he recently publicly
acknowledged that the current U.S.-
Israeli war on Iran ‘‘allows us to do
what I have been hoping to do for 40
years.”

That is what
Netanyahu said.

I remember when Prime Minister
Netanyahu actually spoke before a
joint session of Congress, asking us not
to support the JCPOA, which, of
course, prevented Iran from getting a
nuclear weapon.

Of course, the current President then
tore that up when he first came into of-
fice.

So Prime Minister Netanyahu had
been trying to get previous Presidents
to join him in attacking Iran, but no
previous President was stupid enough
or reckless enough to actually do it.

So here we are without facing any
imminent threat, and President Trump

Prime Minister
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and Prime Minister Netanyahu started
an illegal war against Iran.

It is a gross violation of inter-
national law. Indeed, on April 2, a
group of over 100 international law ex-
perts, people who actually believe in
international law, which included
former U.S. and U.N. officials, pub-
lished an open letter stating that ‘‘the
initiation of the campaign was a clear
violation of the United Nations Char-
ter’” and that the conduct of the United
States and Israeli forces in the war
‘“‘raise serious concerns about viola-
tions of international human rights
and international humanitarian law,
including potential war crimes.”” That
is on top of the illegality of initiating
a war against Iran.

Look, earlier this afternoon, nearly
all Democrats voted together to end
Donald Trump’s illegal war against
Iran. Many of us have vowed that we
will not support 1 taxpayer dollar to
continue this war that is making us
less safe and less well-loved.

Well, that commitment and deter-
mination should apply to the Trump
administration and to the Netanyahu
administration. We need to rein in
Trump in this illegal war, and we need
to rein in the Netanyahu administra-
tion in this illegal war.

Now, colleagues, I want to focus for a
moment on the portion of the Sanders
resolution that bans the transfer of
bulldozers to the IDF. These are the
bulldozers that helped raze Rafah in
Gaza to the ground.

For those who don’t remember, I ask
them to recall the case of Rachel
Corrie, a 23-year-old American peace
activist who was killed by an Israeli
bulldozer while trying to block the
razing of buildings in Rafah over 20
years ago. Rachel Corrie has never got-
ten any justice, and her family will tell
you that today.

In fact, just since January of 2022, at
least nine more American citizens have
been killed by extremist Israeli set-
tlers or security forces in the West
Bank. Not one of them—not one—has
gotten justice, just like Rachel
Corrie—no accountability.

There is no piece of equipment that
has helped Israel and the Netanyahu
government destroy civilian infra-
structure in the West Bank and Gaza
and now Lebanon more than the bull-
dozer.

Just look at the titles of some of the
reporting coming from what is hap-
pening in southern Lebanon. The
Guardian title: ‘ ‘Everything is gone.’
Israel destroys entire villages in Leb-
anon.”

And you can see it for yourself. I
really encourage my colleagues just to
look at the videos. Some of them have
been shared by members of the Israeli
military themselves. They showed con-
trolled detonations and destruction of
entire villages.
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This isn’t new. During the last war in
Lebanon, Amnesty International docu-
mented how the Israeli military car-
ried out extensive and deliberate de-
struction of civilian property across al-
most the entire Lebanese border with
Israel, including 10,000 structures, pri-
marily through the use of manually
laid explosives and bulldozers.

In the West Bank, as we speak, we
are seeing violent Israeli settlers kill
Palestinian citizens with impunity. We
are also seeing the use of these bull-
dozers to demolish Palestinian homes
in the West Bank and other civilian in-
frastructures. Again, you can see it for
yourselves in the videos.

This is all part of a slow-motion eth-
nic cleansing effort in the West Bank
and de facto annexation of the West
Bank. Indeed, the New York Times in
September 2024 spoke about raids in
the West Bank villages of Tulkarm and
Jenin. The headline is this: ‘‘Israeli
Bulldozers Flatten Mile After Mile in
the West Bank.” In total, since the
Gaza war started, Israeli authorities
have demolished at least 4,900 struc-
tures in the West Bank and displaced
9,000 Palestinians there.

As this has gone on, so has settler vi-
olence, often with the complicity of
the IDF. In the West Bank, over 1,000
Palestinians, including 230 children,
have been killed with virtual impunity
since October of 2023—with impunity.
The Israeli human rights organization
Yesh Din said that between 2000 and
September 2025—that is a 20-year pe-
riod—more than 93 percent of police in-
vestigations into settler violence in the
West Bank concluded without an in-
dictment.

So what are we going to do about
this? We need to stop providing the
Netanyahu government with an abso-
lute blank check. We need to demand
accountability for American citizens
who have been killed there.

So I urge my colleagues now to sup-
port this resolution. If we want to rein
in a Trump administration that wants
an illegal war against Iran, we should
also rein in the Netanyahu administra-
tion. It is doing exactly the same thing
with American taxpayer dollars.

I yield the floor.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Vermont.

Mr. SANDERS. Mr. President, I yield
to the Senator from Oregon Mr.
MERKLEY.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Oregon.

MrioMERKLEEY: Mr. President, on
February 28, in coordination with and
at the urging of Israeli Prime Minister
Netanyahu, President Trump attacked
Iran without congressional authoriza-
tion—that is, without the authority re-
quired under our Constitution. Almost
immediately, Hezbollah, Iran’s proxy,
engaged in a battle with Israel. Now we
have Israel invading southern Lebanon.

The Netanyahu government is exer-
cising the same strategy they pursued
in Gaza: Drop massive bombs, level en-
tire towns, block routes for civilians to
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leave, and block access for humani-
tarian relief.

And the United States? We are part-
ners in this. We are complicit in this—
not just because we partnered with
Israel to ignite the war with Iran but
because we sold the bombs and the
bulldozers that Israel is using. We
didn’t stop supplying the Netanyahu
government with weapons years ago
even when it became clear that they
were deliberately targeting homes,
schools, and hospitals; when they were
blocking deliveries of humanitarian
aid, including water, food, and medi-
cine; when the result was mass mal-
nutrition, particularly among mothers
and children and the elderly.

We must not continue to be complicit
in these tragedies by selling these tools
of destruction—the bombs and the bull-
dozers—to Israel.

The administration says: Let’s sell
them 12,000 more 1,000-pound bombs.

Picture 12,000 1,000-pound bombs
dropping on neighborhoods—that is
what we are enabling—or a vast num-
ber of bulldozers to destroy homes and
buildings. We have seen it in the West
Bank—homes and villages bulldozed,
ancient olive groves bulldozed—and
now we are seeing it in Lebanon, with
the Netanyahu government bragging
about doing the same thing to Lebanon
they did to Gaza: Make it uninhabit-
able.

Let’s be clear. Bulldozers are not de-
fensive weapons.

Recent satellite images of southern
Lebanon show the Netanyahu govern-
ment flattening towns, destroying
bridges, cutting off civilian movement,
and cutting off humanitarian access in
a replay of the destruction we saw in
Gaza, not to mention the Netanyahu
government has supported settlers in
their expansion, massive expansion, of
outposts and settlements on Pales-
tinian land in the West Bank, in their
mass increase in construction of homes
and villages, and most disturbing of
all, supporting the settlers in their vio-
lent attacks on Palestinian commu-
nities—all of this in the goal of cre-
ating a greater Israel by destroying
any prospect of a Palestinian state.

Let’s not forget, as my colleague
from Maryland mentioned, it was a
bulldozer operated by the Israeli De-
fense Forces that killed American cit-
izen Rachel Corrie in Rafah in 2003—
the first of 14 Americans citizens who
have been Kkilled by Israeli soldiers
since then.

Approving this sale of the bombs and
bulldozers deepens our responsibility
for these tragedies and for the suf-
fering.

Colleagues, when we became Sen-
ators, we swore an oath to take on the
responsibilities designated to Congress
in the Constitution, including the ques-
tion of war.

As Madison summarized: The Con-
stitution supposes what the history of
all governments demonstrates, that
the executive is the branch of power
most interested in war and most prone

S1777

to it. Thus, the Constitution has ac-
cordingly, with studied care, vested the
question of war in the legislature.

That is the Constitution we swore an
oath to, and it is the Constitution that
President Trump violated by launching
a war without congressional authoriza-
tion.

In 1973, during the Vietnam war, Con-
gress approved the War Powers Act to,
in their words, ‘‘fulfill the intent of the
Framers of the Constitution’ and rein
in the President from waging wars
without congressional approval.

The War Powers Act does allow the
President to respond to an imminent
threat that is ‘‘a national emergency
created by an attack upon the United
States, its territories, possessions, or
its Armed Forces.” But in this case, no
such condition existed and thus the
violation of the Constitution.

Yet, earlier today, my colleagues
across the aisle voted to allow the
President to continue to violate the
law and violate the Constitution. When
will we say enough is enough?

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator’s time has expired.

Mr. MERKLEY. Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent for 1 minute to
close.

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

Mr. MERKLEY. Mr. President, let us
today, all 100 Senators, uphold our oath
to the Constitution. The indiscrimi-
nate use of American bombs in Iran
and Lebanon and Gaza that targets ci-
vilians and infrastructure by Israel
must end. We should not sell these
bulldozers and these bombs to Israel.

I urge my colleagues to vote for these
two joint resolutions of disapproval.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Massachusetts.

Mr. MARKEY. Mr. President, I rise
tonight in support of Senator SANDERS’
joint resolutions of disapproval for se-
lect arms sales to Israel. The Senate
has voted on similar resolutions in the
past, all of which I have supported. The
last time this Chamber voted on prior
resolutions, Israeli Prime Minister
Netanyahu was bombarding Gaza. A
cease-fire had collapsed, hostage re-
lease negotiations had stalled, and in-
nocent children and families in Gaza
were starving and suffering. That was
because the Netanyahu government,
fueled by extremist Israeli National
Security Minister Ben-Gvir and Fi-
nance Minister Smotrich and supported
by the Trump administration, was
blocking humanitarian aid from reach-
ing Palestinians in Gaza. The large-
scale bombs covered by those resolu-
tions went far beyond what Israel need-
ed for its defense. Their use would
cause indiscriminate damage and only
worsen the humanitarian catastrophe
in Gaza.

Now, the need for restrictions on
military aid to Netanyahu has only
taken on renewed urgency. The Trump
administration is proposing to sell to
Netanyahu 1,000-pound bombs and ar-
mored bulldozers that Netanyahu could


Jennifer Briney

Jennifer Briney

Jennifer Briney


S1778

use not only in Gaza, the West Bank,
and Lebanon but also in Trump’s ille-
gal and unnecessary war in Iran. I fully
support the current cease-fire with
Iran, but tenuous as it may be, Vice
President JD VANCE’s bid for a peace
deal in Pakistan last weekend failed,
and fighting could resume at any time.

So make no mistake, a vote to ap-
prove arms sales to Israel at this time
would be seen as a message of approval
for Trump and Netanyahu’s disastrous
war against Iran. I will not send that
message. Trump’s war of choice in Iran
is a moral tragedy and economic dis-
aster playing out before our eyes. It is
only making the United States, Israel,
and the world less safe.

Let us count the ways:

One, we have seen thousands of civil-
ian deaths in Iran and Lebanon. More
than 100 Iranian schoolgirls have been
killed by American weapons, and 13
American servicemembers have been
killed and hundreds injured.

Two, the United States and the
Netanyahu government are losing
credibility. In particular, President

Trump’s threats of war crimes and
genocide against Iran are a total abdi-
cation of moral leadership on the glob-
al stage and must be opposed here and
everywhere.

Three, the United States and Iran are
blockading the Strait of Hormuz—crip-
pling the global economy and sending
energy prices sky high.

Four, gas prices in America are $1.20
a gallon higher than before the war.
Vehicle owners will be paying $500 to
$600 more here in the United States
over the course of this next year. It is
going to be Trump at the pump. The
American people are going to be paying
for this war.

Five, this dangerous, unnecessary,
and expensive war has cost the Amer-
ican taxpayer about $50 billion so far,
with the Trump administration seek-
ing hundreds of billions of dollars more
as part of a $1.5 trillion military budg-
et, which must be rejected.

Six, Iran still controls its uranium.

Seven, there has been no regime
change. We just swapped out one Aya-
tollah for another.

And, eight, Iranians are still not free.

Why would we send American mili-
tary weapons that could prolong, esca-
late, or worsen this horrible situation
in the Middle East?

I say no more. The Senate should ex-
press its opposition to Trump and
Netanyahu’s needless war and seek to
stop it.

No. 1, we should pass these resolu-
tions to block 1,000-pound bombs and
armored bulldozers for use in this war.

No. 2, we should pass a War Powers
Resolution that denies President
Trump the authority to continue this
war.

And, No. 3, we should reject any re-
quest for funding to pay for Trump’s
war of choice.

Today, we must send a clear message
that the U.S. Senate opposes—in the
strongest possible terms—Trump and
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Netanyahu’s dangerous, expensive, un-
necessary, and immoral war.

There is no military solution to this
crisis. We must solve this at the nego-
tiating table. We must end this war
now. We must pass these resolutions in
order to have the U.S. Senate speak to
our outrage at what is happening in
the name of the American people.

With that, I yield the floor.

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. JUS-
TICE). The Senator from Virginia.

Mr. KAINE. Mr. President, I rise in
support of Senator SANDERS’ resolu-
tions. I will be voting for both of them.

On February 21, 2024, I wrote a public
letter to President Biden, and I said:
The Hamas attack on Israel is dev-
astating and Israel faces threats from
other adversaries in the region and we
should help Israel defend its civilians,
but we should do so only by providing
defensive weapons to Israel and not of-
fensive weapons.

Why defensive weapons?

We have long been a security partner
of Israel. Those who follow the rela-
tionship understand there are threats
to Israeli civilians that are very
present because of actors in the region
like Hezbollah, Hamas, and the
Houthis; and Iran and Iranian-backed
militias and Israeli civilians do face
threats that warrant the United States
providing defensive support.

But I took the public position more
than 2 years ago now that it would be
wrong to send offensive weapons to
Israel, and that position was based on
exactly the same reason, to protect ci-
vilians—protect Palestinian civilians,
protect Lebanese civilians—to protect
civilians. Offensive weapons delivered
to Israel in the way they are using
them, particularly bombs, are guaran-
teed to cause mass civilian suffering.
That is what has happened in Gaza, and
that is what is happening in Lebanon.

Anyone who has paid attention to
this region just has to answer this
question: Is more civilian death going
to get us to the right place?

This is a region that has been replete
with the deaths of civilians, and the
U.S. taxpayer and this body should not
be pouring gasoline or adding tinder to
a fire where more and more civilians
are in jeopardy.

So, since that public letter to Presi-
dent Biden, I have supported Senator
SANDERS and other resolutions before.
If weapons are offensive in nature, the
United States shouldn’t be transferring
them, and I will support the resolu-
tions for that matter. We need to pro-
tect civilians. We don’t need to pour
gasoline on a fire in the region and ac-
celerate more deaths of civilians.

I have received some outreach about
this particular vote from some who say
this is a vote to deny all military aid
to Israel. That is not what this vote is
about. This is about denying particular
weapons that are offensive in nature.

Just to give you an order of mag-
nitude, during this term of Congress,
the President has noticed 27 different
arms transfers to Israel; and with these
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two joint resolutions of disapproval, we
have challenged 6—6 of those 27 arms
transfers—as being offensive in nature.
We have not challenged 21 of the arms
transfers that are primarily defensive
in nature. There has not been a single
Senator who has brought up a chal-
lenge to the defensive arms sales be-
cause we want to protect civilian lives;
but when weapons like this that are of-
fensive in nature are guaranteed to
lead to the deaths of civilians, I think
it is appropriate to challenge them,
and that is why I am going to support
these resolutions.

I have also had some say that, if
these resolutions succeed, the United
States 1is reducing its support for
Israeli defense. That is also not true.
The support for Israeli defense is the
result of a 10-year memorandum of un-
derstanding that has an annual alloca-
tion for Israeli defense that has been
supplemented by a supplemental bill
that was passed by this body in April of
2024. That amount of money, which is
an annual allocation, gets drawn down
by these transfers.

I would urge my colleagues to sup-
port the cessation of offensive weapons
transfers. If this bill succeeds, it
doesn’t reduce support for Israeli de-
fense by a single penny. It just means
that Israel should request and the
United States should consider transfer-
ring defensive weapons to enable Israel
to defend its own civilians but not to
carry out military action that would
harm other civilians.

The principle of ‘“‘let’s just stop the
damage to civilians in the region”
seems to me to be overwhelming. If the
deaths of civilians were accomplishing
anything, we would have seen that ac-
complishment long before now. So
stopping the transfer of offensive weap-
ons seems to me to be the right thing
to do not just for the United States se-
curity interests and the safety of our
servicemembers in the region, but it is
also the right thing to do to promote
regional stability and the security of
Israel.

For that reason, I will vote for the
resolutions, and I appreciate my col-
league for introducing them.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Vermont.

Mr. SANDERS. Mr. President, let me
thank Senator VAN HOLLEN, Senator
MERKLEY, Senator MARKEY, Senator
KAINE, and, before that, Senator KELLY
for their remarks.

The American people increasingly
are sick and tired of spending billions
of dollars in support of illegal, horrific
military actions on the part of the
Netanyahu government. We have spent
tens of billions of dollars already. Gaza
has been destroyed—10 percent of the
population dead or wounded.
Netanyahu got Trump into a war in
Iran. Thousands of civilians are now
dead, including many children, and
now Netanyahu is at war in Lebanon—
thousands of civilians dead, civilian
neighborhoods bombed, a million peo-
ple displaced from their homes, and 14
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percent of Liebanese territory occupied
by Israel.

What the American people are saying
is: Enough is enough.

By the way, this is bipartisan. It is
not just Democrats, and it is not just
Independents. It is a significant num-
ber of Republicans who remember
President Trump talking about ‘“‘Amer-
ica First” and talking about the need
to invest in this country, not in bombs
and bulldozers to destroy people in the
Middle East.

With that, I would hope that we
would have a very strong vote in sup-
port of these resolutions to tell
Netanyahu and to tell the world that
enough is enough.

I yield the floor.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Idaho.

Mr. RISCH. Mr. President, as every-
one in this Chamber knows, Israel is
one of the closest allies in the Middle
East. No one can discount the fact that
without Israel and President Trump’s
maximum pressure campaign, Iran
would have nuclear weapons, would
still be exporting terror throughout
the region, and would still pose a sig-
nificant military threat to its neigh-
bors and, indeed, to a good share of the
rest of the world.

Unlike some of our other allies,
Israel has stood side by side with the
United States, working hand in glove
to advance our shared objectives and to
keep American citizens safe. Passing
these two resolutions would embolden
our adversary Iran and call into ques-
tion American reliability in the region.
Refusing to send help to allies and to
sell weapons to allies would be incred-
ibly debilitating to our ability to work
together. It would send the message
that the United States is prepared to
leave our ally Israel vulnerable to fur-
ther Iranian attacks and put the tens
of thousands of Americans who are liv-
ing there at risk. This is not accept-
able.

Again, I come to the floor and tell
Iran: No one is coming to help you, not
China, not Russia, not North Korea,
not Venezuela, not Cuba—except for
the 47 people that sit over here. They
are trying to help you, Iran.

We are not going to let that happen.
We are not going to abandon our ally
Israel. We are not going to abandon the
fight that is taking place. We are going
to win this fight and have already won
it, to a very large extent.

Let us not forget the Iranian regime
has been exporting terrorism and
chanting ‘“Death to America’” and
“Death to Israel” consistently since
the founding of this regime 47 years
ago. Enough is enough.

It is time to continue this until we
get to the end. This is not going to be
a forever war. The country of Iran is
very badly debilitated right now. I
would hope that common sense prevails
and they reach an agreement with the
administration and get to a permanent
cease-fire.

I would urge all of my colleagues: Op-
pose these resolutions. They will not
help the United States of America.
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VOTE ON MOTION TO DISCHARGE

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under
the previous order, the question occurs
on agreeing to the motion to discharge
S.J. Res. 32.

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

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there a
sufficient second?

There appears to be a sufficient sec-
ond.

The clerk will call the roll.

The senior assistant legislative clerk
called the roll.

Mr. BARRASSO. The following Sen-
ator is necessarily absent: the Senator
from Wyoming (Ms. LUMMIS).

The result was announced—yeas 40,
nays 59, as follows:

[Rollcall Vote No. 80 Leg.]

YEAS—40
Alsobrooks Kelly Schatz
Baldwin Kim Schiff
Bennet King Shaheen
Blunt Rochester  Klobuchar Slotkin
Booker Lujan Smith
Cantwell Markey Van Hollen
Duckworth Merkley Warner
Durbin Murphy
Gallego Murray ¥Z§?§§k
Hassan Ossoff Welch
Heinrich Padilla el
Hickenlooper Peters Whitehouse
Hirono Reed Wyden
Kaine Sanders
NAYS—59
Armstrong Ernst Moran
Banks Fetterman Moreno
Barrasso Fischer Murkowski
Blackburn Gillibrand Paul
Blumenthal Graham Ricketts
Boozman Grassley Risch
Britt Hagerty Rosen
Bud'd Hawley Rounds
Capito Hoeven Schmitt
Cassidy Husted Schumer
Collins Hyde-Smith
Coons Johnson Scott (FL)
Cornyn Justice Scott (SC)
Cortez Masto Kennedy Sheelhy
Cotton Lankford Sullivan
Cramer Lee Thune
Crapo Marshall Tillis
Cruz McConnell Tuberville
Curtis McCormick Wicker
Daines Moody Young
NOT VOTING—1
Lummis

The motion was rejected.
VOTE ON MOTION TO DISCHARGE

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under
the previous order, the question occurs
on agreeing to the motion to discharge
S.J. Res. 138.

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

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there a
sufficient second?

There appears to be a sufficient sec-
ond.

The clerk will call the roll.

The legislative clerk called the roll.

Mr. BARRASSO. The following Sen-
ator is necessarily absent: the Senator
from North Carolina (Mr. TILLIS).

The result was announced—yeas 36,
nays 63, as follows:

[Rollcall Vote No. 81 Leg.]

YEAS—36
Alsobrooks Booker Gallego
Baldwin Cantwell Hassan
Bennet Duckworth Heinrich
Blunt Rochester  Durbin Hickenlooper
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Hirono Merkley Shaheen
Kaine Murphy Slotkin
Kelly Murray Smith
Kim Ossoff Van Hollen
King Padilla Warnock
Klobuchar Sanders Warren
Lujan Schatz Welch
Markey Schiff Wyden
NAYS—63
Armstrong Fetterman Moreno
Banks Fischer Murkowski
Barrasso Gillibrand Paul
Blackburn Graham Peters
Blumenthal Grassley Reed
Boozman Hagerty Ricketts
Britt Hawley Risch
Budd Hoeven Rosen
Capito Husted Rounds
Cassidy Hyde-Smith Schmitt
Collins Johnson Schumer
Coons Justice Scott (FL)
Cornyn Kennedy Scott (SC)
Cortez Masto Lankford Sheehy
Cotton Lee Sullivan
Cramer Lummis Thune
Crapo Marshall Tuberville
Cruz McConnell Warner
Curtis McCormick Whitehouse
Daines Moody Wicker
Ernst Moran Young

NOT VOTING—1
Tillis

The motion was rejected.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Louisiana.

UNANIMOUS CONSENT AGREEMENT

Mr. KENNEDY. Mr. President, 1
move that, for the remainder of the
votes this evening, all votes be limited
to 17 minutes and, at the end of 17 min-
utes, voting automatically expire ipso
facto without any discretion whatso-
ever.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there
objection?

Without objection, it is so ordered.

The majority leader.

——————

PROVIDING FOR CONGRESSIONAL
DISAPPROVAL UNDER CHAPTER
8 OF TITLE 5, UNITED STATES
CODE, OF THE RULE SUBMITTED
BY THE BUREAU OF LAND MAN-
AGEMENT RELATING TO PUBLIC
LAND ORDER NO. 7917 FOR WITH-
DRAWAL OF FEDERAL LANDS;
COOK, LAKE, AND SAINT LOUIS
COUNTIES, MN—Motion to Proceed

Mr. THUNE. Mr. President, I under-
stand that the Senate has received H.dJ.
Res. 140 from the House.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator is correct.

Mr. THUNE. I move to proceed to
H.J. Res. 140.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
clerk will report the motion.

The legislative clerk read as follows:

Motion to proceed to H.J. Res. 140, a joint
resolution providing for congressional dis-
approval under chapter 8 of title 5, United
States Code, of the rule submitted by the Bu-
reau of Land Management relating to Public
Land Order No. 7917 for Withdrawal of Fed-
eral Lands; Cook, Lake, and Saint Louis
Counties, MN.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Minnesota.

POINT OF ORDER

Ms. SMITH. Mr. President, I rise to
make a point of order, and I ask for 1
minute of comment without objection.
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there
objection?

Without objection, it is so ordered.

Ms. SMITH. Mr. President, allowing
public land orders to be rescinded
under the Congressional Review Act,
which is what would be happening here
tonight, is a dangerous precedent that
would affect every State in our coun-
try. Public land orders have never been
previously submitted by any adminis-
tration, including the first Trump ad-
ministration, as a rule under the CRA.
Using the CRA to undo this public land
order would establish a new precedent,
allowing future Congresses to undo
with no time limit any public land
order and potentially any administra-
tive action.

Think of what this might mean, col-
leagues. Examples of orders that would
be overturned years after the fact
would include fossil fuel and mining
leases, permits, and permitting deni-
als—any rule or determination of any
administrative law matter. So, col-
leagues, I ask you not to set this prece-
dent today that any land order dating
back to 1996 could be overturned on a
party-line vote, with no environmental
review.

Mr. President, I make a point of
order that H.J. Res. 140 is not entitled
to expedited procedures under the Con-
gressional Review Act because Public
Land Order No. 7917 is not a rule within
the meaning of the Congressional Re-
view Act, and H.J. Res. 140 does not
meet all of the requirements of section
802 of the Congressional Review Act
under the precedent set on May 21, 2025.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
Chair submits the question to the Sen-
ate.

It is a point of order well-taken.

The majority leader.

MOTION TO TABLE

Mr. THUNE. Mr. President, I move to
table the point of order, and I ask for
the yeas and nays.

VOTE ON MOTION TO TABLE

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

Is there a sufficient second?

There appears to be a sufficient sec-
ond.

The clerk will call the roll.

The bill clerk called the roll.

Mr. BARRASSO. The following Sen-
ator is necessarily absent: the Senator
from North Carolina (Mr. TILLIS).

The result was announced—yeas 51,
nays 48, as follows:

[Rollcall Vote No. 82 Leg.]

YEAS—51
Armstrong Curtis Lankford
Banks Daines Lee
Barrasso Ernst Lummis
Blackburn Fischer Marshall
Boozman Graham McConnell
Britt Grassley McCormick
Budd Hagerty Moody
Capito Hawley Moran
Cassidy Hoeven Moreno
Cornyn Husted Murkowski
Cotton Hyde-Smith Paul
Cramer Johnson Ricketts
Crapo Justice Risch
Cruz Kennedy Rounds
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Schmitt Sheehy Tuberville
Scott (FL) Sullivan Wicker
Scott (SC) Thune Young
NAYS—48
Alsobrooks Heinrich Reed
Baldwin Hickenlooper Rosen
Bennet Hirono Sanders
Blumenthal Kaine Schatz
Blunt Rochester Kelly Schiff
Booker Kim Schumer
Cantwell King Shaheen
Collins Klobuchar Slotkin
Coons Lujan Smith
Cortez Masto Markey Van Hollen
Duckworth Merkley Warner
Durbin Murphy Warnock
Fetterman Murray Warren
Gallego Ossoff Welch
Gillibrand Padilla Whitehouse
Hassan Peters Wyden

NOT VOTING—1
Tillis
The motion was agreed to.
VOTE ON MOTION TO PROCEED
The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr.

MORENO). The question is on agreeing
to the motion to proceed.

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

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there a
sufficient second?

There appears to be a sufficient sec-
ond.

The clerk will call the roll.

The senior assistant legislative clerk
called the roll.

The result was announced—yeas 51,
nays 49, as follows:

[Rollcall Vote No. 83 Leg.]

YEAS—51
Armstrong Fischer Moody
Banks Graham Moran
Barrasso Grassley Moreno
Blackburn Hagerty Murkowski
Boozman Hawley Paul
Britt Hoeven Ricketts
Budd Husted Risch
Capito Hyde-Smith Rounds
Cassidy Johnson Schmitt
Cornyn Justice Scott (FL)
Cotton Kennedy Scott (SC)
Cramer Lankford Sheehy
Crapo Lee Sullivan
Cruz Lummis Thune
Curtis Marshall Tuberville
Daines McConnell Wicker
Ernst McCormick Young

NAYS—49
Alsobrooks Hickenlooper Sanders
Baldwin Hirono Schatz
Bennet Kaine Schiff
Blumenthal Kelly Schumer
Blunt Rochester Kim Shaheen
Booker King Slotkin
Cantwell Klobuchar Smith
Collins Lujan Tillis
Coons Markey Van Hollen
Cortez Masto Merkley Warner
Duckworth Murphy Warnock
Durbin Murray Warren
Fetterman Ossoff Welch
Gallego Padilla Whitehouse
Gillibrand Peters Wyden
Hassan Reed
Heinrich Rosen

The motion was agreed to.
(Mr. HUSTED assumed the Chair.)
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PROVIDING FOR CONGRESSIONAL
DISAPPROVAL UNDER CHAPTER
8 OF TITLE 5, UNITED STATES
CODE, OF THE RULE SUBMITTED
BY THE BUREAU OF LAND MAN-
AGEMENT RELATING TO PUBLIC
LAND ORDER NO. 7917 FOR WITH-
DRAWAL OF FEDERAL LANDS;
COOK, LAKE, AND SAINT LOUIS
COUNTIES, MN

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr.
RICKETTS). The clerk will report the
joint resolution by title.

The senior assistant legislative clerk
read as follows:

A joint resolution (H.J. Res. 140) providing
for congressional disapproval under chapter 8
of title 5, United States Code, of the rule
submitted by the Bureau of Land Manage-
ment relating to Public Land Order No. 7917

for Withdrawal of Federal Lands; Cook,
Lake, and Saint Louis Counties, MN.
—————
MORNING BUSINESS
FAITH MONTH
Mrs. HYDE-SMITH. Mr. President,

every April, faithful Americans come
together in prayer and thanksgiving to
celebrate Faith Month. I embrace the
unique opportunity that we have to
recognize this time and acknowledge
one of the foundational virtues of our
great country. I also commend Con-
cerned Women for America, the Na-
tion’s largest public policy organiza-
tion for women, and other faith-based
organizations for encouraging people to
use this month to actively strengthen
their faith.

A group of courageous Americans
met in Philadelphia 250 years ago to
sign a document declaring the birth of
a new nation, one ‘‘conceived in Lib-
erty and dedicated to the proposition
that all men are created equal.” Thus
was born a nation that became the
greatest force for prosperity, goodness,
justice, and freedom that the world has
ever known.

Those words were only made possible
by a culture founded on faith. Genera-
tions before that clandestine meeting,
the Pilgrims, fleeing religious persecu-
tion in their European homelands,
sailed to the shores of Massachusetts.
They undertook a perilous journey to
an unknown world in pursuit of the
right to freely worship God. Ever since,
that right has been central at the heart
of the American experience.

Our Founders understood that belief
in God was key to the success of the
new Nation. When tensions ran high at
the Constitutional Convention, Ben-
jamin Franklin proposed that the dele-
gates begin each day with prayer, argu-
ing that ‘“God governs in the affairs of
men.” John Adams believed that our
Nation could not function without
faith, famously writing that ‘“‘Our con-
stitution was made only for a moral
and religious people. It is wholly inad-
equate to the government of any
other.” Thomas Jefferson promoted
and attended regular church services
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here in the Capitol, recognizing that
faith was a core part of the Republic.

The United States is the result of a
people, a society, steeped in the tenets
of the Christian faith. America as we
know it would not exist otherwise.
Only through Christianity can men be
created equal in the image of their Cre-
ator. Only through ultimate allegiance
to a God in Heaven can a people declare
themselves free of the yoke of tyran-
nical, earthly governments. By accept-
ing ‘“‘the Laws of Nature’ established
by ‘‘Nature’s God,” we can claim to
have inalienable rights that are not
granted by any legislative body.

On this, our 250th anniversary as a
nation, we look back to our beginning,
rooted in faith in God. By our contin-
ued steadfast trust in Him, we see how
richly we have been blessed. Americans
have reached heights no nation has
ever dreamed of, from the wild Western
frontier to the surface of the Moon, the
eradication of slavery and the fight
against communism, by the animating
spirit of faith.

Yet millions around the world do not
have the freedom to practice their
faith that we do here. As we celebrate
Faith Month in America, there are
Christians in Nigeria, Syria, and Ban-
gladesh having their churches burned,
their businesses destroyed, and their
families tortured or murdered simply
for their belief in Jesus Christ. We can
never take for granted the blessed free-
dom that we have as Americans.

Though the faithful here do not face
that level of persecution, the erosion of
faith’s influence in our society is evi-
dent. The climbing rates of abortions,
the declining numbers of marriages,
confusion over sexual reality, normal-
ization of assisted suicide, the loss of
Christianity’s moral foundations are
sadly more apparent.

As we look forward to the next 250
years, we must remain diligent against
efforts to further remove faith from
the public square. Let us remain on
guard against those who wish to re-
strict this most cherished right of free-
dom to worship, which has made Amer-
ica great.

This Faith Month, I join Concerned
Women for America and millions of
Americans to celebrate our shared
Christian foundations. We thank God
for the riches our Nation has enjoyed
so far, for the blessing it is to live in a
country that cherishes the right to
worship freely. May we hold steadfast
to our national motto, “In God We
Trust,” and continue to look for guid-
ance from Him who has made this Na-
tion great.

——

REMEMBERING RICHARD
OTTINGER

Mr. MARKEY. Mr. President, today
we honor and remember Richard Ottin-
ger, a mentor and friend and an his-
toric environmental champion whose
life and career is an inspiration to all
dedicated to fighting for the people and
the planet.
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After serving in the U.S. Air Force
and cofounding the Peace Corps, Ottin-
ger served in Congress for 16 years from
1965 to 1971 and then again from 1975 to
1985. In his first year in Congress, he
wrote and passed the Hudson River
Compact Act, establishing an inter-
state commission to clean up the river.
He continued to be the environmental
visionary, being one of the first to call
for addressing climate change as a
moral, economic, national security,
and health imperative. He helped found
the bipartisan Environmental Study
Conference and served as a moving
force behind several landmark pieces of
environmental legislation, including
the Clean Air Act, Clean Water Act,
and Public Utility Regulatory Policies
Act, PURPA.

Congressman Ottinger’s leadership
also extended to the foundational goals
for a healthy democracy. He was a bold
and effective advocate for peace and di-
plomacy, civil rights, consumer protec-
tions, and the day-to-day concerns of
working families, often battling and
winning against the powerful special
interests and political players. He was
a vocal opponent of the Vietnam war,
and in 1969, Ottinger introduced the
Vietnam Disengagement Act and in
1970 co-authored an amendment to end
that unjust war. He never shied from
the big challenges confronting the
times in which he lived.

From serving as dean of Pace Law
School and founding the Pace Energy
and Climate Center to working closely
with the International Union for the
Conservation of Nature—IUCN—Ottin-
ger continued to be a champion for cli-
mate solutions even after leaving of-
fice. I am deeply grateful to Richard
Ottinger for being a pioneer in environ-
mental legislation and advocacy and
for paving the way for a fairer, cleaner,
more just future for us all.

———

ADDITIONAL STATEMENTS

RECOGNIZING AMERICAN
AIRLINES

e Mr. CRUZ. Mr. President, I rise
today to recognize and commend the
employees of American Airlines on the
remarkable occasion of its 100th anni-
versary of service. For a century,
American Airlines has played a pivotal
role in connecting communities,
strengthening the U.S. economy, and
advancing the aviation industry at
home and abroad. Headquartered in
Fort Worth, TX, American Airlines
plays a key role in driving the Dallas-
Fort Worth metro area’s rapid develop-
ment. As one of the State’s largest pri-
vate employers, American Airlines
contributes to economic activity, with
a multiplier effect across tourism,
trade, and local businesses.

Today, the airline operates more
than 6,000 daily flights, serving nearly
350 destinations across more than 60
countries, and safely transporting
more than 200 million passengers each
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year. Throughout its history, Amer-
ican Airlines has been at the forefront
of innovation and industry leadership.
One example of the airline’s ingenuity
and leadership was the introduction of
its AAdvantage program, the world’s
oldest and largest frequent-flyer pro-
gram, which has transformed the way
Americans travel, allowing millions to
use its services and travel across the
globe.

American Airlines currently operates
10 airport hubs, the largest of which is
at Dallas-Fort Worth International
Airport. This hub drives Texas tour-
ism, business travel, investment, and
international connectivity, contrib-
uting billions of dollars annually to
both the regional economy and the
State of Texas.

American Airlines has distinguished
itself through a commitment to safety.
It leads the industry in equipping its
mainline fleet with Automatic Depend-
ent Surveillance-Broadcast In (ADS-B
In), enhancing ©pilots’ situational
awareness in the national airspace sys-
tem. The airline’s entire fleet of more
than 300 Airbus A321 aircraft is
equipped with ADS-B In, more than
any other airline worldwide. Reaching
100 years of continuous service is a
milestone achieved by only a select few
companies, and it is a testament to the
vision, leadership, and hard work of the
generations of employees who have
made American Airlines what it is
today.

On behalf of the people of Texas and
in my capacity as chairman of the Sen-
ate Committee on Commerce, Science,
and Transportation, I congratulate
American Airlines’ employees on this
historic achievement and extend my
best wishes to them for the company’s
continued success in Texas in the years
ahead.e

RECOGNIZING THE GATHERING
PLACE

e Mr. RISCH. Mr. President, as a mem-
ber and former chairman of the Senate
Committee on Small Business and En-
trepreneurship, each month I recognize
and celebrate the American entrepre-
neurial spirit by highlighting the suc-
cess of a small business in my home
State of Idaho. Today, I am proud to
honor The Gathering Place in Rupert
as the Idaho Small Business of the
Month for March 2026.

The Gathering Place quilt shop has
been in business since 1998, after own-
ers Ron and Joyce Jensen purchased
the 100-year-old building in the historic
Rupert town square. The couple under-
took a significant remodel to meet the
needs of their quilting store and trans-
form the space into a vibrant, beloved
destination.

Ron and Joyce started the store to
boost tourism to their small town and
offer resources to local quilters. Since
then, The Gathering Place has proven
to be a successful tourist spot, gaining
national recognition, and Joyce con-
tinues to serve new customers almost
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daily. With seemingly endless fabric,
books, patterns, and samples, the store
is a great destination for crafters and a
staple within the Rupert community.

Joyce, her three children, and 11
grandchildren, all of whom reside in
Rupert, have carried on the store’s suc-
cess since Ron passed away. Together,
the Jensen family hopes to keep run-
ning the store for years to come and
weave The Gathering Place into Rupert
history.

Congratulations to Joyce, the Jensen
family, and all employees at The Gath-
ering Place on being recognized as the
Idaho Small Business of the Month for
March 2026. Your dedication to excel-
lence makes Idaho proud, and I look
forward to your continued growth and
success.®

———

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE

At 12:30 a.m., a message from the
House of Representatives, delivered by
Mrs. Alli, one of its reading clerks, an-
nounced that the House has passed the
following bills, in which it requests the
concurrence of the Senate:

H.R. 1011. An act to amend the Agricul-
tural Credit Act of 1978 to remove barriers to
agricultural producers in accessing funds to
carry out emergency measures under the
emergency conservation program, and for
other purposes.

H.R. 1431. An act to designate the facility
of the United States Postal Service located
at 2407 State Route T1, Suite 1, in Spring
Lake, New Jersey, as the ‘“‘James J. Howard
Post Office”.

H.R. 1706. An act to designate the facility
of the United States Postal Service located
at 1200 William Street, Room 200, in Buffalo,
New York, as the ‘“William J. Donovan Post
Office Building”’.

H.R. 3393. An act to designate the facility
of the United States Postal Service located
at 12208 North 19th Avenue in Phoenix, Ari-
zona, as the “Officer Zane T. Coolidge Post
Office”.

H.R. 4635. An act to designate the facility
of the United States Postal Service located
at 890 East 152nd Street in Cleveland, Ohio,
as the ‘“‘Technical Sergeant Alma Gladys
Minter Post Office Building”’.

H.R. 4707. An act to designate the facility
of the United States Postal Service located
at 1019 Avenue H in Fort Madison, Iowa, as
the “Martin L. Graber Post Office’’.

H.R. 5058. An act to designate the facility
of the United States Postal Service located
at 46164 Westlake Drive in Sterling, Virginia,
as the ‘“‘Firefighter Trevor Brown Post Office
Building”’.

H.R. 5773. An act to designate the facility
of the United States Postal Service at 1300
East Northwest Highway in Palatine, Illi-
nois, as the ‘“‘Bernie Bluestein Post Office
Building”’.

H.R. 5831. An act to designate the facility
of the United States Postal Service located
at 306 South Main Street in Waupaca, Wis-
consin, as the ‘“‘Master Sergeant Melvin O.
Handrich Post Office Building”’.

H.R. 6020. An act to designate the facility
of the United States Postal Service located
at 14855 South Van Dyke Road in Plainfield,
Illinois, as the “Staff Sergeant Jose Duenez
Jr. Post Office Building”’.

H.R. 6247. An act to designate the facility
of the United States Postal Service located
at 13356 North Lon Adams Road in Marana,
Arizona, as the ‘“‘Mayor Ed Honea Memorial
Post Office”.
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H.R. 6310. An act to designate the facility
of the United States Postal Service located
at 3570 Olney Laytonsville Road in Olney,
Maryland, as the “Edward L. Ramsey Olney
Post Office Building”’.

H.R. 6317. An act to designate the facility
of the United States Postal Service located
at 12109 New Kent Highway in New Kent, Vir-
ginia, as the ‘‘Patricia Paige Post Office’’.

H.R. 6808. An act to designate the facility
of the United States Postal Service located
at 417 West Tth Street in Columbia, Ten-
nessee, as the ‘‘Pharmacist’s Mate First
Class John Harlan Willis Post Office Build-
ing”.

H.R. 6995. An act to designate the facility
of the United States Postal Service located
at 825 Highway 198 in Beaumont, Mississippi,
as the “Jermey Malone Post Office’’.

H.R. 7613. An act to require certain aircraft
to be equipped and operating with collision
prevention technology, to improve heli-
copter route safety and separation around
airports, to update air traffic control proc-
esses and procedures, to address national air-
space system safety in Department of De-
fense activities, and for other purposes.

The message further announced that
pursuant to section 1095 of the Na-
tional Defense Authorization Act for
Fiscal Year 2026 (Public Law 119-60),
the Minority Leader appoints the fol-
lowing individual to the Commission
on the National Defense Strategy: Ms.
Jane Harman of Venice, California.

—————

MEASURES REFERRED

The following bills were read the first
and the second times by unanimous
consent, and referred as indicated:

H.R. 1431. An act to designate the facility
of the United States Postal Service located
at 2407 State Route 71, Suite 1, in Spring
Lake, New Jersey, as the ‘“‘James J. Howard
Post Office”’; to the Committee on Homeland
Security and Governmental Affairs.

H.R. 1706. An act to designate the facility
of the United States Postal Service located
at 1200 William Street, Room 200, in Buffalo,
New York, as the ‘“William J. Donovan Post
Office Building’’; to the Committee on
Homeland Security and Governmental Af-
fairs.

H.R. 3393. An act to designate the facility
of the United States Postal Service located
at 12208 North 19th Avenue in Phoenix, Ari-
zona, as the ‘‘Officer Zane T. Coolidge Post
Office”’; to the Committee on Homeland Se-
curity and Governmental Affairs.

H.R. 4635. An act to designate the facility
of the United States Postal Service located
at 890 East 152nd Street in Cleveland, Ohio,
as the ‘“‘Technical Sergeant Alma Gladys
Minter Post Office Building’’; to the Com-
mittee on Homeland Security and Govern-
mental Affairs.

H.R. 4707. An act to designate the facility
of the United States Postal Service located
at 1019 Avenue H in Fort Madison, Iowa, as
the ‘“Martin L. Graber Post Office’; to the
Committee on Homeland Security and Gov-
ernmental Affairs.

H.R. 5058. An act to designate the facility
of the United States Postal Service located
at 46164 Westlake Drive in Sterling, Virginia,
as the ‘“‘Firefighter Trevor Brown Post Office
Building’’; to the Committee on Homeland
Security and Governmental Affairs.

H.R. 5773. An act to designate the facility
of the United States Postal Service at 1300
East Northwest Highway in Palatine, Illi-
nois, as the ‘‘Bernie Bluestein Post Office
Building”’; to the Committee on Homeland
Security and Governmental Affairs.
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H.R. 5831. An act to designate the facility
of the United States Postal Service located
at 306 South Main Street in Waupaca, Wis-
consin, as the ‘‘Master Sergeant Melvin O.
Handrich Post Office Building’’; to the Com-
mittee on Homeland Security and Govern-
mental Affairs.

H.R. 6020. An act to designate the facility
of the United States Postal Service located
at 148565 South Van Dyke Road in Plainfield,
Illinois, as the ‘‘Staff Sergeant Jose Dueez
Jr. Post Office Building”’; to the Committee
on Homeland Security and Governmental Af-
fairs.

H.R. 6247. An act to designate the facility
of the United States Postal Service located
at 133556 North Lon Adams Road in Marana,
Arizona, as the ‘“Mayor Ed Honea Memorial
Post Office’’; to the Committee on Homeland
Security and Governmental Affairs.

H.R. 6310. An act to designate the facility
of the United States Postal Service located
at 3570 Olney Laytonsville Road in Olney,
Maryland, as the ‘“‘Edward L. Ramsey Olney
Post Office Building”’; to the Committee on
Homeland Security and Governmental Af-
fairs.

H.R. 6317. An act to designate the facility
of the United States Postal Service located
at 12109 New Kent Highway in New Kent, Vir-
ginia, as the ‘“‘Patricia Paige Post Office’’; to
the Committee on Homeland Security and
Governmental Affairs.

H.R. 6808. An act to designate the facility
of the United States Postal Service located
at 417 West 7th Street in Columbia, Ten-
nessee, as the ‘‘Pharmacist’s Mate First
Class John Harlan Willis Post Office Build-
ing”’; to the Committee on Homeland Secu-
rity and Governmental Affairs.

H.R. 6995. An act to designate the facility
of the United States Postal Service located
at 825 Highway 198 in Beaumont, Mississippi,
as the ‘““Jeremy Malone Post Office’’; to the
Committee on Homeland Security and Gov-
ernmental Affairs.

H.R. 7613. An act to require certain aircraft
to be equipped with collision mitigation
technology, to improve helicopter route safe-
ty and separation around airports, to update
air traffic control processes and procedures,
to address national airspace system safety in
Department of Defense activities, and for
other purposes; to the Committee on Com-
merce, Science, and Transportation.

———

EXECUTIVE AND OTHER
COMMUNICATIONS

The following communications were
laid before the Senate, together with
accompanying papers, reports, and doc-
uments, and were referred as indicated:

EC-3121. A communication from the Senior
Bureau Official, Legislative Affairs, Depart-
ment of State, transmitting, pursuant to
law, the Department’s fiscal year 2025 annual
report relative to the Notification and Fed-
eral Employee Antidiscrimination and Re-
taliation Act of 2002 (No FEAR Act) received
in the Office of the President pro tempore; to
the Committee on Homeland Security and
Governmental Affairs.

EC-3122. A communication from the Gen-
eral Counsel, Government Accountability Of-
fice, transmitting, pursuant to law, the Of-
fice’s fiscal year 2025 annual report relative
to the Notification and Federal Employee
Antidiscrimination and Retaliation Act of
2002 (No FEAR Act); to the Committee on
Homeland Security and Governmental Af-
fairs.

EC-3123. A communication from the Chair-
woman of the National Transportation Safe-
ty Board, transmitting, pursuant to law, the
Board’s fiscal year 2025 annual report rel-
ative to the Notification and Federal Em-
ployee Antidiscrimination and Retaliation



April 15, 2026

Act of 2002 (No FEAR Act); to the Committee
on Homeland Security and Governmental Af-
fairs.

EC-3124. A communication from the Direc-
tor, Office of Personnel Management, trans-
mitting, pursuant to law, a report entitled
“Federal Equal Opportunity Recruitment
Program (FEORP) for Fiscal Year 2025’’; to
the Committee on Homeland Security and
Governmental Affairs.

EC-3125. A communication from the Direc-
tor, Office of Personnel Management, trans-
mitting, pursuant to law, a report entitled
““Chief Human Capital Officers Council 2025
Report to Congress’; to the Committee on
Homeland Security and Governmental Af-
fairs.

EC-3126. A communication from the Senior
Counsel, Census Bureau, Department of Com-
merce, transmitting, pursuant to law, the re-
port of a rule entitled ‘‘Clarifying and
Streamlining the Regulatory Procedures for
Requesting a Challenge to the Census Bu-
reau’s Annual Population Estimates”
(RIN0607-AA72) received during adjournment
of the Senate in the Office of the President
of the Senate on April 6, 2026; to the Com-
mittee on Homeland Security and Govern-
mental Affairs.

EC-3127. A communication from the Senior
Counsel, Census Bureau, Department of Com-
merce, transmitting, pursuant to law, the re-
port of a rule entitled ‘‘Streamlining the
Regulations Governing Requests for Special
Census Services and Studies’ (RIN0607-AAT73)
received during adjournment of the Senate
in the Office of the President of the Senate
on April 6, 2026; to the Committee on Home-
land Security and Governmental Affairs.

EC-3128. A communication from the Acting
Chief, Ethics Transparency and Integrity
Branch, United States Office of Government
Ethics, transmitting, pursuant to law, the
office’s Strategic Plan for fiscal years 2026-
2030 and the Congressional Budget Request,
Fiscal Year 2025 Annual Performance Report,
and Fiscal Year 2027 Annual Performance
Plan; to the Committee on Homeland Secu-
rity and Governmental Affairs.

EC-3129. A communication from the Direc-
tor, Office of Personnel Management, trans-
mitting, pursuant to law, the Office’s fiscal
year 2025 annual report relative to the Noti-
fication and Federal Employee Antidiscrimi-
nation and Retaliation Act of 2002 (No FEAR
Act); to the Committee on Homeland Secu-
rity and Governmental Affairs.

EC-3130. A communication from the Direc-
tor, Office of Personnel Management, trans-
mitting, pursuant to law, the Office’s fiscal
year 2027 Congressional Budget Justification;
to the Committee on Homeland Security and
Governmental Affairs.

EC-3131. A communication from the Under
Secretary of Defense for Personnel and Read-
iness, transmitting the report of an officer
authorized to wear the insignia of the grade
of lieutenant general in accordance with
title 10, United States Code, section 777a; to
the Committee on Armed Services.

EC-3132. A communication from the Under
Secretary of Defense for Personnel and Read-
iness, transmitting the report of an officer
authorized to wear the insignia of the grade
of brigadier general in accordance with title
10, United States Code, section 777; to the
Committee on Armed Services.

EC-3133. A communication from the Under
Secretary of Defense for Personnel and Read-
iness, transmitting the report of an officer
authorized to wear the insignia of the grade
of general in accordance with title 10, United
States Code, section 777a; to the Committee
on Armed Services.

EC-3134. A communication from the Under
Secretary of Defense for Personnel and Read-
iness, transmitting the report of an officer
authorized to wear the insignia of the grade
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of general in accordance with title 10, United
States Code, section 777a; to the Committee
on Armed Services.

EC-3135. A communication from the Under
Secretary of Defense for Personnel and Read-
iness, transmitting the report of an officer
authorized to wear the insignia of the grade
of vice admiral general in accordance with
title 10, United States Code, section 777; to
the Committee on Armed Services.

EC-3136. A communication from the Under
Secretary of Defense for Personnel and Read-
iness, transmitting the report of an officer
authorized to wear the insignia of the grade
of lieutenant general in accordance with
title 10, United States Code, section 777a; to
the Committee on Armed Services.

EC-3137. A communication from the Under
Secretary of Defense for Personnel and Read-
iness, transmitting the report of an officer
authorized to wear the insignia of the grade
of lieutenant general in accordance with
title 10, United States Code, section 777a; to
the Committee on Armed Services.

EC-3138. A communication from the Under
Secretary of Defense for Personnel and Read-
iness, transmitting the report of an officer
authorized to wear the insignia of the grade
of lieutenant general in accordance with
title 10, United States Code, section 777a; to
the Committee on Armed Services.

EC-3139. A communication from the Under
Secretary of Defense for Personnel and Read-
iness, transmitting the report of an officer
authorized to wear the insignia of the grade
of brigadier general in accordance with title
10, United States Code, section 777; to the
Committee on Armed Services.

EC-3140. A communication from the Sec-
retary of Defense, transmitting the report of
nine (9) officers authorized to wear the insig-
nia of the grade of brigadier general in ac-
cordance with title 10, United States Code,
section 777; to the Committee on Armed
Services.

EC-3141. A communication from the Assist-
ant Secretary for Legislation, Department of
Health and Human Services, transmitting,
pursuant to law, a report entitled ‘‘Fiscal
Year 2025: Annual Report to Congress on the
Open Payments Program’’; to the Committee
on Finance.

EC-3142. A communication from the Fed-
eral Register Liaison, Alcohol and Tobacco
Tax and Trade Bureau, Department of the
Treasury, transmitting, pursuant to law, the
report of a rule entitled ‘‘Establishment of
the Nashoba Valley Viticultural Area”
(RIN1513-AD07) received during adjournment
of the Senate in the Office of the President
of the Senate on April 8, 2026; to the Com-
mittee on Finance.

EC-3143. A communication from the Fed-
eral Register Liaison, Alcohol and Tobacco
Tax and Trade Bureau, Department of the
Treasury, transmitting, pursuant to law, the
report of a rule entitled ‘“‘Establishment of
the Nine Lakes of East Tennessee
Viticultural Area” (RIN1513-AD00) received
during adjournment of the Senate in the Of-
fice of the President of the Senate on April
8, 2026; to the Committee on Finance.

EC-3144. A communication from the Sec-
tion Chief, Internal Revenue Service, De-
partment of the Treasury, transmitting, pur-
suant to law, the report of a rule entitled
‘“Announcement and Report Concerning Ad-
vance Pricing Agreements’” (Announcement
2026-8) received during adjournment of the
Senate in the Office of the President of the
Senate on March 31, 2026; to the Committee
on Finance.

EC-3145. A communication from the Social
Insurance Specialist, Social Security Admin-
istration, transmitting, pursuant to law, the
report of a rule entitled ‘‘Incorrect Termi-
nology in Regulatory Text; Technical
Amendments’” (RIN0960-AI99) received dur-

S1783

ing the adjournment of the Senate in the Of-
fice of the President of the Senate on April
8, 2026; to the Committee on Finance.

EC-3146. A communication from the Dep-
uty Assistant Administrator of the Diversion
Control Division, Drug Enforcement Admin-
istration, Department of Justice, transmit-
ting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule en-
titled ‘‘Expansion of Buprenorphine Treat-
ment via Telemedicine Encounter and Con-
tinuity of Care via Telemedicine for Vet-
erans Affairs Patients” ((RIN1117-AB40)
(RIN1117-AB78) (RIN1117-AB88) (Docket No.
DEA-948)) received during adjournment of
the Senate in the Office of the President of
the Senate on April 15, 2026; to the Com-
mittee on Health, Education, Labor, and
Pensions.

EC-3147. A communication from the Dep-
uty Assistant Administrator of the Diversion
Control Division, Drug Enforcement Admin-
istration, Department of Justice, transmit-
ting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule en-
titled ‘‘Controlled Substances Ordering Sys-
tem (CSOS) Modernization” ((RIN1117-AB79)
(Docket No. DEA-732)) received during ad-
journment of the Senate in the Office of the
President of the Senate on April 13, 2026; to
the Committee on the Judiciary.

EC-3148. A communication from the Dep-
uty Assistant Administrator of the Diversion
Control Division, Drug Enforcement Admin-
istration, Department of Justice, transmit-
ting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule en-
titled ‘“Schedules of Controlled Substances:

Extension of Temporary Placement of
Clonazolam, Diclazepam, Etizolam,
Flualprazolam, and Flubromazolam in

Schedule I of the Controlled Substances Act”’
(Docket No. DEA-989) received during ad-
journment of the Senate in the Office of the
President of the Senate on April 13, 2026; to
the Committee on the Judiciary.

EC-3149. A communication from the Dep-
uty Assistant Administrator of the Diversion
Control Division, Drug Enforcement Admin-
istration, Department of Justice, transmit-
ting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule en-
titled ‘“‘Requiring Online Submission of Ap-
plications for and Renewals of DEA Registra-
tion: Technical Correction” (Docket No.
DEA-1111) received during adjournment of
the Senate in the Office of the President of
the Senate on April 13, 2026; to the Com-
mittee on the Judiciary.

EC-3150. A communication from the Dep-
uty Assistant Administrator of the Diversion
Control Division, Drug Enforcement Admin-
istration, Department of Justice, transmit-
ting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule en-
titled ‘“Schedules of Controlled Substances:
Placement of N-Desethyl Isotonitazene and
N-Piperidinyl Etonitazene in Schedule 1
(Docket No. DEA-1143) received during ad-
journment of the Senate in the Office of the
President of the Senate on April 13, 2026; to
the Committee on the Judiciary.

EC-3151. A communication from the Dep-
uty Assistant Administrator of the Diversion
Control Division, Drug Enforcement Admin-
istration, Department of Justice, transmit-
ting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule en-
titled ‘“‘Schedules of Controlled Substances:
Placement of 4-Chloromethcathinone in
Schedule 1 (Docket No. DEA-1246) received
during adjournment of the Senate in the Of-
fice of the President of the Senate on April
13, 2026; to the Committee on the Judiciary.

EC-3152. A communication from the Dep-
uty Assistant Administrator of the Diversion
Control Division, Drug Enforcement Admin-
istration, Department of Justice, transmit-
ting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule en-
titled ‘‘Schedules of Controlled Substances:
Placement of 4-Fluoroamphetamine in
Schedule 1 (Docket No. DEA-1180) received
during adjournment of the Senate in the Of-
fice of the President of the Senate on April
13, 2026; to the Committee on the Judiciary.
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EC-3153. A communication from the Dep-
uty Assistant Administrator of the Diversion
Control Division, Drug Enforcement Admin-
istration, Department of Justice, transmit-
ting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule en-
titled “Temporary Placement of N-
pyrrolidino metonitazene and N-pyrrolidino
protonitazene in Schedule I’ (Docket No.
DEA-1337) received during adjournment of
the Senate in the Office of the President of
the Senate on April 13, 2026; to the Com-
mittee on the Judiciary.

EC-3154. A communication from the Dep-
uty Assistant Administrator of the Diversion
Control Division, Drug Enforcement Admin-
istration, Department of Justice, transmit-
ting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule en-
titled ‘‘Specific Listing for Dipentylone, a
Currently Controlled Schedule I Substance”
(Docket No. DEA-1390) received during ad-
journment of the Senate in the Office of the
President of the Senate on April 13, 2026; to
the Committee on the Judiciary.

EC-3155. A communication from the Dep-
uty Assistant Administrator of the Diversion
Control Division, Drug Enforcement Admin-
istration, Department of Justice, transmit-
ting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule en-
titled ‘‘Extension of Temporary Placement
of MDMB-4en-PINACA in Schedule I of the
Controlled Substances Act” (Docket No.
DEA-1356) received during adjournment of
the Senate in the Office of the President of
the Senate on April 13, 2026; to the Com-
mittee on the Judiciary.

EC-3156. A communication from the Dep-
uty Assistant Administrator of the Diversion
Control Division, Drug Enforcement Admin-
istration, Department of Justice, transmit-
ting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule en-
titled ‘“‘Specific Listing for 1-boc-4-
piperidone, a Currently Controlled List I
Chemical”’ (Docket No. DEA-1394) received
during adjournment of the Senate in the Of-
fice of the President of the Senate on April
13, 2026; to the Committee on the Judiciary.

EC-3157. A communication from the Dep-
uty Assistant Administrator of the Diversion
Control Division, Drug Enforcement Admin-
istration, Department of Justice, transmit-
ting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule en-
titled ‘‘Schedules of Controlled Substances:
Placement of Seven Specific Fentanyl-Re-
lated Substances in Schedule I'’ (Docket No.
DEA-1457) received during adjournment of
the Senate in the Office of the President of
the Senate on April 13, 2026; to the Com-
mittee on the Judiciary.

EC-3158. A communication from the Dep-
uty Assistant Administrator of the Diversion
Control Division, Drug Enforcement Admin-
istration, Department of Justice, transmit-
ting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule en-
titled ‘“Schedules of Controlled Substances:
Temporary Placement of
Ethyleneoxynitazene,
Methylenedioxynitazene, 5-Methyl
Etodesnitazene, N-Desethyl Etonitazene, N-
Desethyl Protonitazene, N, N-
Dimethylamino Etonitazene, and N-
Pyrrolidino Isotonitazene in Schedule I
(Docket No. DEA-1494) received during ad-
journment of the Senate in the Office of the
President of the Senate on April 13, 2026; to
the Committee on the Judiciary.

EC-3159. A communication from the Dep-
uty Assistant Administrator of the Diversion
Control Division, Drug Enforcement Admin-
istration, Department of Justice, transmit-
ting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule en-
titled ‘‘Registering Emergency Medical Serv-
ices Agencies Under the Protecting Patient
Access to Emergency Medications Act of
2017 (RIN1117-AB37) (Docket No. DEA-377)
received during adjournment of the Senate
in the Office of the President of the Senate
on April 13, 2026; to the Committee on the
Judiciary.
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EC-3160. A communication from the Regu-
lations Coordinator, Administration for
Children and Families, Department of
Health and Human Services, transmitting,
pursuant to law, the report of a rule entitled
“Reducing Bureaucracy and Burden for Ref-
ugee Resettlement Programs’” (RIN0970-
AD28) received during the adjournment of
the Senate in the Office of the President of
the Senate on April 8, 2026; to the Committee
on the Judiciary.

EC-3161. A communication from the Re-
search Director of the Administrative Con-
ference of the United States, transmitting, a
report of the recommendations adopted by
the Administrative Conference of the United
States at its 84th Plenary Session; to the
Committee on the Judiciary.

————

EXECUTIVE REPORTS OF
COMMITTEE

The following executive reports of
nominations were submitted:

By Mr. RISCH for the Committee on For-
eign Relations.

*Yeouk Kim, of Texas, to be Representa-
tive of the United States of America to the
Association of Southeast Asian Nations,
with the rank and status of Ambassador Ex-
traordinary and Plenipotentiary.

Nominee: Yeouk Kim

Post: Asean

Nominated: March 2, 2026.

(The following is a list of members of my
immediate family. I have asked each of these
persons to inform me of the pertinent con-
tributions made by them. To the best of my
knowledge, the information contained in this
report is complete and accurate.)

Contributions, amount, date, and donee:

Yeouk Kim, $500, 10-17-24, Trump National
Committee.

*Ademola Adewale-Sadik, of New York, to
be United States Director of the African De-
velopment Bank for a term of five years.

*Catherine Dillon, of Maryland, to be an
Assistant Secretary of State (Educational
and Cultural Affairs).

Mr. RISCH. Mr. President, for the
Committee on Foreign Relations I re-
port favorably the following nomina-
tion lists which were printed in the
RECORDS on the dates indicated, and
ask unanimous consent, to save the ex-
pense of reprinting on the Executive
Calendar that these nominations lie at
the Secretary’s desk for the informa-
tion of Senators.

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

*Foreign Service nominations beginning
with Edgard Daniel Kagan and ending with
Dean Thompson, which nominations were re-
ceived by the Senate and appeared in the
CONGRESSIONAL RECORD on March 25, 2026.

*Foreign Service nominations beginning
with Nancy E. Abella and ending with Janine
S. Young, which nominations were received
by the Senate and appeared in the CONGRES-
SIONAL RECORD on March 25, 2026.

*Foreign Service nominations beginning
with Ernest J. Abisellan and ending with
Paul V. Zimmer, which nominations were re-
ceived by the Senate and appeared in the
CONGRESSIONAL RECORD on March 25, 2026.

*Nomination was reported with rec-
ommendation that it be confirmed sub-
ject to the nominee’s commitment to
respond to requests to appear and tes-
tify before any duly constituted com-
mittee of the Senate.
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INTRODUCTION OF BILLS AND
JOINT RESOLUTIONS

The following bills and joint resolu-
tions were introduced, read the first
and second times by unanimous con-
sent, and referred as indicated:

By Mr. SCOTT of Florida (for himself,
Mr. BARRASSO, Mr. HAGERTY, Mr.
RICKETTS, Mr. ScoTT of South Caro-
lina, Mr. HOEVEN, Mrs. BRITT, Mr.
BUDD, and Mr. LEE):

S. 4295. A bill to prohibit aid that would
benefit Hamas, to place restrictions on fund-
ing for United Nations entities that are led
by countries that support terrorism, and for
other purposes; to the Committee on Foreign
Relations.

By Mr. SCOTT of Florida (for himself,
Mrs. BRITT, Mr. HAGERTY, Mr.
HOEVEN, Mr. ScoTT of South Caro-
lina, Mr. RICKETTS, and Mr. BUDD):

S. 4296. A bill to amend the Anti-Boycott
Act of 2018 to apply the provisions of that
Act to international governmental organiza-
tions; to the Committee on Foreign Rela-
tions.

By Mr. KELLY (for himself, Ms.
HIRONO, Mr. SANDERS, Mr. REED, Mr.
LUJAN, Ms. DUCKWORTH, Mr. VAN
HOLLEN, Mr. SCHIFF, Mr. MURPHY,
Ms. WARREN, Ms. SMITH, Mr.
BLUMENTHAL, Mr. MERKLEY, Mr.

COONS, Mrs. SHAHEEN, Mr. MARKEY,
Mr. WELCH, Ms. BLUNT ROCHESTER,
Mr. KING, Mr. WYDEN, Mr.
FETTERMAN, Mr. SCHUMER, Mr. KM,
Mr. BENNET, Mrs. GILLIBRAND, Mr.
KAINE, Mr. DURBIN, Mr. HEINRICH, Mr.
PADILLA, and Mr. BOOKER):

S. 4297. A Dbill to amend the Internal Rev-
enue Code of 1986 to repeal the tax credit for
contributions of individuals to scholarship
granting organizations, and for other pur-
poses; to the Committee on Finance.

By Mr. KING (for himself, Ms. WARREN,
Mr. KAINE, Mr. WHITEHOUSE, Mr.
SCHUMER, Mr. WYDEN, Mr. BENNET,
Mr. BLUMENTHAL, Ms. BLUNT ROCH-
ESTER, Mr. BOOKER, Mr. COONS, Ms.
DUCKWORTH, Mr. DURBIN, Mr.
FETTERMAN, Mr. GALLEGO, Mr. HEIN-
RICH, Mr. HICKENLOOPER, Mr. KiM, Mr.
LUJAN, Mr. MERKLEY, Mr. PETERS,
Mr. SANDERS, Mr. SCHATZ, Mrs. SHA-
HEEN, Mr. VAN HOLLEN, Mr. WARNER,
Mr. WELCH, Ms. SMITH, and Ms. KLO-
BUCHAR):

S. 4298. A bill to provide appropriations for
the Internal Revenue Service to overhaul
technology and strengthen enforcement, and
for other purposes; to the Committee on Fi-
nance.

By Ms. WARREN (for herself and Mr.
SCHUMER):

S. 4299. A bill to amend title 28, United
States Code, to prohibit Presidents and Vice
Presidents from receiving damages payments
from the United States, and for other pur-
poses; to the Committee on the Judiciary.

By Mr. COTTON:

S. 4300. A bill to promote interagency co-
ordination for reviewing certain authoriza-
tions under the Natural Gas Act, and for
other purposes; to the Committee on Energy
and Natural Resources.

By Ms. BALDWIN:

S. 4301. A bill to improve the access of con-
sumers to professional sports broadcasts, and
for other purposes; to the Committee on
Commerce, Science, and Transportation.

By Mr. WARNER (for himself and Mr.
CASSIDY):

S. 4302. A bill to improve services provided
to taxpayers by the Internal Revenue Serv-
ice; to the Committee on Finance.

By Mr. COTTON:

S. 4303. A bill to amend the Tariff Act of

1930 to provide for escalating civil penalties
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for fraudulent or negligent importation of
unauthorized electronic nicotine delivery
systems; to the Committee on Finance.
By Mr. SHEEHY (for himself and Ms.
HIRONO):

S. 4304. A bill to amend title 38, United
States Code, to authorize the Secretary of
Veterans Affairs to assign physicians of the
Department of Veterans Affairs to tempo-
rarily serve as traveling physicians in the
territories and possessions of the United
States, and for other purposes; to the Com-
mittee on Veterans’ Affairs.

By Mrs. BLACKBURN (for herself and
Mr. COTTON):

S. 4305. A bill to increase the criminal pen-
alties for assaulting a Bureau of Prisons cor-
rectional officer; to the Committee on the

Judiciary.
By Mr. VAN HOLLEN (for himself, Mr.
MERKLEY, Mr. LUJAN, and Mr.
GALLEGO):

S. 4306. A Dbill to amend the Internal Rev-
enue Code of 1986 to impose a surtax on high
income individuals; to the Committee on Fi-
nance.

By Mr. DURBIN (for himself, Ms.
SMITH, Ms. HIRONO, Mr. WELCH, Mr.
SANDERS, and Mr. KING):

S. 4307. A bill to expand the scope of the Do
Not Call rules under the Telephone Con-
sumer Protection Act to include all tele-
phone subscribers, to expand the private
right of action for calls in violation of those
rules, and to modify the definition of the
term ‘‘automatic telephone dialing system’’;
to the Committee on Commerce, Science,
and Transportation.

By Mr. KENNEDY:

S. 4308. A bill to prohibit the Export-Im-
port Bank of the United States from pro-
viding financing to persons with seriously
delinquent tax debt; to the Committee on
Banking, Housing, and Urban Affairs.

By Mr. JUSTICE:

S. 4309. A Dbill to amend title 49, United
States Code, to establish a pilot program for
small, nonlethal deescalation unmanned air-
craft to be used for law enforcement and pub-
lic safety, and for other purposes; to the
Committee on Commerce, Science, and
Transportation.

By Mr. JUSTICE:

S. 4310. A bill to amend the Internal Rev-
enue Code of 1986 to allow a deduction for
certain overtime compensation; to the Com-
mittee on Finance.

By Ms. CANTWELL (for herself, Mr.

MARKEY, Mr. SANDERS, Mr.
BLUMENTHAL, Ms. KLOBUCHAR, and
Mr. LUJAN):

S. 4311. A bill to amend section 13 of the
Federal Trade Commission Act to provide for
equitable relief, and for other purposes; to
the Committee on Commerce, Science, and
Transportation.

———

SUBMISSION OF CONCURRENT AND
SENATE RESOLUTIONS

The following concurrent resolutions
and Senate resolutions were read, and
referred (or acted upon), as indicated:

By Mr. SCHATZ (for himself, Mr.
MERKLEY, Mr. WYDEN, Mr. PADILLA,
Mr. BOOKER, Ms. WARREN, Mr. MAR-
KEY, Mr. BLUMENTHAL, and Mr. DUR-
BIN):

S. Res. 670. A resolution supporting the
goals and ideals of the 2026 Day of Silence in
bringing attention to anti-LGBTQI+ bul-
lying, harassment, discrimination, and other
forms of victimization faced by individuals
in schools, and calling on communities
across the country to take action to demand
equal educational opportunity, basic civil
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rights protections, and freedom from erasure
for all students, particularly LGBTQI+
young people, in K-12 schools; to the Com-
mittee on Health, Education, Labor, and
Pensions.

By Mrs. MOODY:

S. Res. 671. A resolution prohibiting the
use of funds for official travel by Senators
during Government shutdowns; to the Com-
mittee on Rules and Administration.

By Mr. LEE:

S. Res. 672. A resolution expressing the
sense of Congress that the United States
should prioritize bilateral security partner-
ships over multilateral security partnerships
and institutions; to the Committee on For-
eign Relations.

By Mr. YOUNG (for himself, Mr.
PETERS, Mr. CRUZ, and Ms. CANT-
WELL):

S. Res. 673. A resolution supporting the
goals and ideals of National Safe Digging
Month; considered and agreed to.

————

ADDITIONAL COSPONSORS

S. 119
At the request of Mr. RISCH, the
name of the Senator from Kentucky
(Mr. PAUL) was added as a cosponsor of
S. 119, a bill to amend title 18, United
States Code, to discontinue the collec-
tion by the Federal Government of fire-
arm transaction records of discon-
tinued firearms businesses, to require
the destruction of such already col-
lected records, and for other purposes.
S. 410
At the request of Mr. MORAN, the
name of the Senator from Delaware
(Ms. BLUNT ROCHESTER) was added as a
cosponsor of S. 410, a bill to amend ti-
tles 10 and 38, United States Code, to
improve benefits and services for sur-
viving spouses, and for other purposes.
S. 470
At the request of Mrs. HYDE-SMITH,
the name of the Senator from Arkansas
(Mr. CoTTON) Was added as a cosponsor
of S. 470, a bill to amend the CARES
Act to remove a requirement on lessors
to provide notice to vacate, and for
other purposes.
S. 478
At the request of Mr. KENNEDY, the
name of the Senator from Alabama
(Mrs. BRITT) was added as a cosponsor
of S. 478, a bill to amend title 38,
United States Code, to prohibit the
Secretary of Veterans Affairs from
transmitting certain information to
the Department of Justice for use by
the national instant criminal back-
ground check system.
S. 485
At the request of Mr. PAUL, the name
of the Senator from Alaska (Mr. SUL-
LIVAN) was added as a cosponsor of S.
485, a bill to amend chapter 8 of title 5,
United States Code, to provide that
major rules of the executive branch
shall have no force or effect unless a
joint resolution of approval is enacted
into law.
S. 567
At the request of Mr. WHITEHOUSE,
the names of the Senator from Cali-
fornia (Mr. SCHIFF), the Senator from
Maine (Ms. COLLINS), the Senator from
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Louisiana (Mr. KENNEDY), the Senator
from Nevada (Ms. ROSEN), the Senator
from Delaware (Ms. BLUNT ROCHESTER)
and the Senator from Nebraska (Mrs.
FISCHER) were added as cosponsors of S.
567, a bill to award a Congressional
Gold Medal, collectively, to the First
Rhode Island Regiment, in recognition
of their dedicated service during the
Revolutionary War.
S. 645
At the request of Mrs. FISCHER, the
names of the Senator from Rhode Is-
land (Mr. REED) and the Senator from
Rhode Island (Mr. WHITEHOUSE) were
added as cosponsors of S. 645, a bill to
award a Congressional Gold Medal, col-
lectively, to the individuals and com-
munities who volunteered or donated
items to the North Platte Canteen in
North Platte, Nebraska, during World
War II from December 25, 1941, to April
1, 1946.
S. 1039
At the request of Mr. SHEEHY, the
name of the Senator from Wyoming
(Ms. LuMMIS) was added as a cosponsor
of S. 1039, a bill to amend the defini-
tions of firearm silencer and firearm
muffler in section 921 of title 18, United
States Code, and for other purposes.
S. 1156
At the request of Mr. FETTERMAN, the
name of the Senator from Colorado
(Mr. BENNET) was added as a cosponsor
of S. 1156, a bill to amend the Food and
Nutrition Act of 2008 to ensure that
striking workers and their households
do not become ineligible for benefits
under the supplemental nutrition as-
sistance program, and for other pur-
poses.
S. 1564
At the request of Mrs. MURRAY, the
names of the Senator from North Caro-
lina (Mr. TILLIS) and the Senator from
Maryland (Ms. ALSOBROOKS) were added
as cosponsors of S. 1564, a bill to amend
the Homeowner Flood Insurance Af-
fordability Act of 2014 to address eco-
system restoration projects, and for
other purposes.
S. 1716
At the request of Mr. CRAMER, the
name of the Senator from Oregon (Mr.
MERKLEY) was added as a cosponsor of
S. 1716, a bill to amend title XXVII of
the Public Health Service Act to im-
prove health care coverage under vi-
sion plans, and for other purposes.
S. 2858
At the request of Mr. BOOKER, the
names of the Senator from Nebraska
(Mrs. FISCHER) and the Senator from
Maryland (Ms. ALSOBROOKS) were added
as cosponsors of S. 2858, a bill to im-
prove research and data collection on
stillbirths, and for other purposes.
S. 2955
At the request of Mr. BANKS, the
name of the Senator from Alabama
(Mr. TUBERVILLE) was added as a co-
sponsor of S. 2955, a bill to amend title
18, United States Code, to establish
Federal penalties for the knowing and
intentional administration of any abor-
tion-inducing drug to a woman without
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her informed consent, if the abortion-
inducing drug has been shipped or
transported in interstate commerce,
and for other purposes.
S. 3394
At the request of Mr. GRASSLEY, the
name of the Senator from Michigan
(Ms. SLOTKIN) was added as a cosponsor
of S. 3394, a bill to direct the United
States Sentencing Commission to
amend the sentencing guideline relat-
ing to child sexual abuse material.
S. 3397
At the request of Mr. GRASSLEY, the
names of the Senator from Georgia
(Mr. Ossorr) and the Senator from
Michigan (Ms. SLOTKIN) were added as
cosponsors of S. 3397, a bill to make co-
ercion of children to commit harm a
criminal offense, and for other pur-
poses.
S. 3398
At the request of Mr. GRASSLEY, the
name of the Senator from Michigan
(Ms. SLOTKIN) was added as a cosponsor
of S. 3398, a bill to amend title 18,
United States Code, to criminalize in-
tentional threats to distribute child
sexual abuse material, and to provide
appropriate penalties for the use of
child sexual abuse material to extort
or coerce victims.
S. 3448
At the request of Mr. MURPHY, the
name of the Senator from New Jersey
(Mr. KiMm) was added as a cosponsor of
S. 3448, a bill to prohibit and prevent
seclusion, mechanical restraint, chem-
ical restraint, and dangerous restraints
that restrict breathing, and to prevent
and reduce the use of physical restraint
in schools, and for other purposes.
S. 3456
At the request of Mr. SHEEHY, the
name of the Senator from Alaska (Mr.
SULLIVAN) was added as a cosponsor of
S. 34566, a bill to amend the Federal
Lands Recreation Enhancement Act to
provide for a free annual National
Parks and Federal Recreational Lands
Pass for law enforcement officers and
firefighters.
S. 3823
At the request of Mr. SCHATZ, the
name of the Senator from New Mexico
(Mr. HEINRICH) was added as a cospon-
sor of S. 3823, a bill to increase the
rates of pay under the statutory pay
systems and for prevailing rate em-
ployees by 4.1 percent, and for other
purposes.
S. 4066
At the request of Mr. HAWLEY, the
name of the Senator from Ohio (Mr.
MORENO) was added as a cosponsor of S.
4066, a bill to provide that the approved
application under the Federal Food,
Drug, and Cosmetic Act for the drug
mifepristone for the purpose of the ter-
mination of intrauterine pregnancy is
deemed to have been withdrawn, to es-
tablish a Federal tort for harm to
women caused by chemical abortion
drugs, and for other purposes.
S. 4115
At the request of Mr. MURPHY, the
name of the Senator from New Jersey

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — SENATE

(Mr. KiM) was added as a cosponsor of
S. 4115, a bill to ban certain types of
wagers.
S. 4280
At the request of Mr. LEE, the names
of the Senator from Wyoming (Ms.
LumMMmIs), the Senator from Hawaii (Ms.
HIRONO), the Senator from North Da-
kota (Mr. CRAMER) and the Senator
from Vermont (Mr. SANDERS) were
added as cosponsors of S. 4280, a bill to
amend the Foreign Intelligence Sur-
veillance Act of 1978 to reauthorize and
reform certain authorities and to pro-
vide greater transparency and over-
sight.
$.J. RES. 32
At the request of Mr. SANDERS, the
name of the Senator from Oregon (Mr.
MERKLEY) was added as a cosponsor of
S.J. Res. 32, a joint resolution pro-
viding for congressional disapproval of
the proposed foreign military sale to
the Government of Israel of certain de-
fense articles and services.
S.J. RES. 161
At the request of Mr. KELLY, the
names of the Senator from New York
(Mr. SCHUMER) and the Senator from
Connecticut (Mr. MURPHY) were added
as cosponsors of S.J. Res. 161, a joint
resolution to direct the removal of
United States Armed Forces from hos-
tilities within or against the Islamic
Republic of Iran that have not been au-
thorized by Congress.
S.J. RES. 182
At the request of Mr. KAINE, the
name of the Senator from Wisconsin
(Ms. BALDWIN) was added as a cospon-
sor of S.J. Res. 182, a joint resolution
providing for congressional disapproval
under chapter 8 of title 5, United
States Code, of the rule submitted by
the Department of Education relating
to ““William D. Ford Federal Direct
Loan (Direct Lioan) Program’’.
S. RES. 236
At the request of Mr. GRASSLEY, the
name of the Senator from Maryland
(Mr. VAN HOLLEN) was added as a co-
sponsor of S. Res. 236, a resolution call-
ing for the return of abducted Ukrain-
ian children before finalizing any peace
agreement to end the war against
Ukraine.
S. RES. 657
At the request of Ms. DUCKWORTH,
the name of the Senator from Mary-
land (Ms. ALSOBROOKS) was added as a
cosponsor of S. Res. 657, a resolution
commending Taiwan on the 30th anni-
versary of its first direct presidential
election in 1996, and expressing support
for Taiwan in the preservation of its
democratic institutions.

————

STATEMENTS ON INTRODUCED
BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTIONS

By Mr. DURBIN (for himself, Ms.
SMITH, Ms. HIRONO, Mr. WELCH,

Mr. SANDERS, and Mr. KING):
S. 4307. A bill to expand the scope of
the Do Not Call rules under the Tele-
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phone Consumer Protection Act to in-
clude all telephone subscribers, to ex-
pand the private right of action for
calls in violation of those rules, and to
modify the definition of the term
““automatic telephone dialing system’’;
to the Committee on Commerce,
Science, and Transportation.

Mr. DURBIN. Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent that the text of the
bill be printed in the RECORD.

There being no objection, the text of
the bill was ordered to be printed in
the RECORD, as follows:

S. 4307

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives of the United States of America in
Congress assembled,

SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE.

This Act may be cited as the ‘‘Protecting
American Consumers from Robocalls Act’’.

SEC. 2. EXPANDING SCOPE OF DO NOT CALL
RULES AND PRIVATE RIGHT OF AC-
TION.

(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 227(c) of the Com-
munications Act of 1934 (47 U.S.C. 227(c)) is
amended—

(1) in paragraph (1), in the matter pre-
ceding subparagraph (A), by striking ‘‘resi-
dential’’;

(2) in paragraph (3)—

(A) in the matter preceding subparagraph
(A), by striking ‘‘residential’’; and

(B) in subparagraph (E), by striking ‘‘resi-
dential”’; and

(3) in paragraph (5)—

(A) in the matter preceding subparagraph
(A), by striking ‘“‘more than one telephone
call within any 12-month period by or on be-
half of the same entity’”’ and inserting ‘a
telephone call by or on behalf of an entity’’;
and

(B) in subparagraph (B), by striking ‘‘up
to”.

(b) REVISED REGULATIONS.—Not later than
270 days after the date of enactment of this
Act, the Federal Communications Commis-
sion shall revise the regulations prescribed
under section 227(c) of the Communications
Act of 1934 (47 U.S.C. 227(c)) as necessary to
implement the amendments made by sub-
section (a) of this section.

SEC. 3. DEFINITION OF AUTOMATIC TELEPHONE
DIALING SYSTEM.

Section 227(a)(1) of the Communications
Act of 1934 (47 U.S.C. 227(a)(1)) is amended—

(1) in subparagraph (A), by inserting ‘‘or a
list of telephone numbers” after ‘‘using a
random or sequential number generator’’;
and

(2) in subparagraph (B), by inserting ‘‘suc-
cessively without human intervention’ after
‘“to dial such numbers”’.
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SUBMITTED RESOLUTIONS

SENATE RESOLUTION  670—SUP-
PORTING THE GOALS AND
IDEALS OF THE 2026 DAY OF SI-
LENCE IN BRINGING ATTENTION
TO  ANTI-LGBTQI+ BULLYING,
HARASSMENT, DISCRIMINATION,
AND OTHER FORMS OF VICTIM-
IZATION FACED BY INDIVIDUALS
IN SCHOOLS, AND CALLING ON
COMMUNITIES ACROSS THE
COUNTRY TO TAKE ACTION TO
DEMAND EQUAL EDUCATIONAL
OPPORTUNITY, BASIC CIVIL
RIGHTS PROTECTIONS, AND
FREEDOM FROM ERASURE FOR
ALL STUDENTS, PARTICULARLY
LGBTQI+ YOUNG PEOPLE, IN K-12
SCHOOLS

Mr. SCHATZ (for himself, Mr.
MERKLEY, Mr. WYDEN, Mr. PADILLA,
Mr. BOOKER, Ms. WARREN, Mr. MARKEY,
Mr. BLUMENTHAL, and Mr. DURBIN) sub-
mitted the following resolution; which
was referred to the Committee on
Health, Education, Labor, and Pen-
sions:

S. RES. 670

Whereas, for every year since its initiation
in 1996, LGBTQI+ students, teachers, and al-
lies have recognized a National Day of Si-
lence to bring attention to the silencing of
LGBTQI+ students through harassment and
bullying;

Whereas, for more than 2 decades, Congress
has supported a resolution for a National
Day of Silence and a resolution for No Name-
Calling Week, and most recently, Congress
has supported a ‘“‘Rise Up Resolution” to de-
mand equal educational opportunities, basic
civil rights protections, and freedom from
erasure for all students;

Whereas young people, teachers, school
staff, families, and communities must be free
from transphobia, homophobia, racism,
sexism, and ableism in K-12 schools;

Whereas K-12 schools must be safe and in-
clusive learning environments that include
and affirm LGBTQI+ young people, espe-
cially those who are transgender, nonbinary,
intersex, Black, Indigenous, people of color,
and people with disabilities, and those who
are from communities that experience
marginalization;

Whereas LGBTQI+ young people frequently
experience bias-based bullying and harass-
ment, discrimination, and punitive discipline
that increases the likelihood they will enter
the school-to-prison pipeline;

Whereas Glisten’s 2025 National School Cli-
mate Survey showed that—

(1) 58 percent of LGBTQI+ students re-
ported being verbally harassed by their peers
at school because of their sexual orientation,
and nearly 57 percent because of their gender
identity;

(2) nearly 23 percent of LGBTQI+ students
reported being physically harassed by their
peers at school because of their sexual ori-
entation, and 23 percent because of their gen-
der identity;

(3) 8 percent of LGBTQI+ students reported
being physically assaulted by their peers at
school because of their sexual orientation,
and over 9 percent because of their gender
identity; and

(4) for Black, Indigenous, and students of
color, these trends were exacerbated, with 75
percent of students reporting experiencing
harassment or assault related to their sexual
orientation or gender identity;
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Whereas Glisten’s 2025 National School Cli-
mate Survey found that 67 percent of
LGBTQI+ students reported that they felt
unsafe in school because of their sexual ori-
entation or gender identity in 2025, and near-
ly 30 percent reported missing at least 1 en-
tire school day in the preceding month be-
cause of safety concerns;

Whereas over 200 anti-LGBTQI+ education
bills have been introduced each year in State
legislatures across the United States, the
majority of which specifically target
transgender and nonbinary young people, in-
cluding—

(1) in the 27 States that have enacted poli-
cies between 2021 and 2025 that prohibit
transgender students from playing alongside
their peers on school sports teams; and

(2) in the 20 States that have enacted laws
between 2021 and 2025 that prevent
transgender students from using the school
bathroom or locker room that corresponds
with their gender identity;

Whereas LGBTQI+ young people are more
likely than their non-LGBTQI+ peers to ex-
perience mental health concerns, including
stress, anxiety, and depression;

Whereas nearly half of LGBTQI+ young
people seriously considered suicide in the
last year, a trend that increases among In-
digenous, Black, and multiracial LGBTQI+
young people;

Whereas Glisten’s 2025 National School Cli-
mate Survey found that 7 percent of
LGBTQI+ youth surveyed had to change
schools in the previous year because they
felt uncomfortable and unsafe at school, and
more than a quarter of LGBTQI+ students
who did not see themselves graduating from
high school said that anti-LGBTQ+ policies
or practices at school were a contributing
factor;

Whereas States have passed or attempted
to pass legislation that erases or censors
LGBTQI+ individuals, history, and contribu-
tions from classroom literature and cur-
ricula, including the 14 States that enacted
laws censoring instruction related to
LGBTQI+ people;

Whereas these laws harm students and
force families to consider leaving their
homes, as demonstrated by Williams Insti-
tute reporting, which found that, in the year
following the 2022 passage of the Parental
Rights in Education Act by the Florida
State legislature, 56 percent of LGBTQI+
parents of students in the State of Florida
considered moving out of the State, and 16.5
percent have taken steps to move out of the
State;

Whereas 90 percent of transgender and non-
binary young people say that recent debates
prompted by State legislation restricting the
rights of transgender individuals have nega-
tively impacted their mental health;

Whereas data provided by the Department
of Justice shows that there were a reported
222 anti-LGBTQ hate crimes in schools in
2024;

Whereas every young person must have
equal educational opportunity and freedom
from the fear that their basic civil and edu-
cational rights will be taken away from
them;

Whereas young people who develop in posi-
tive school climates that are free from bul-
lying, harassment, and discrimination report
greater physical and psychological safety,
greater mental well-being, and improved
educational and life outcomes;

Whereas positive school transformation
must recognize that safety is too low of a bar
and that all communities deserve to be ac-
knowledged and affirmed in schools;

Whereas students, families, educators, and
community members in every State and ter-
ritory are advocating for safe and inclusive
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learning environments that affirm LGBTQI+
young people, particularly those who are
transgender, nonbinary, intersex, Black, In-
digenous, people of color, and people with
disabilities;

Whereas affirming policies such as enumer-
ated anti-bullying protections, gender neu-
tral dress code guidelines, and inclusive
learning practices are proven strategies to
address hostile learning environments for all
students; and

Whereas we must all demand the best pos-
sible future for all young people in schools,
particularly those who identify as LGBTQI+,
without exception: Now, therefore, be it

Resolved, That the Senate—

(1) supports the goals and ideals of the
‘“‘National Day of Silence’’;

(2) recognizes the contributions of stu-
dents, families, educators, and community
members who participate in the ‘‘National
Day of Silence” to draw attention to the bul-
lying, harassment, assault, and discrimina-
tion faced by LGBTQI+ students; and

(3) encourages each State, city, and local
educational agency to adopt laws and poli-
cies to prohibit bullying of and discrimina-
tion against students, teachers, and other
school staff on the basis of their sexual ori-
entation, gender identity, or sex characteris-
tics (including intersex traits), so that the
schools of the United States are institutions
where all individuals are able to focus on
learning.

———

SENATE RESOLUTION 671—PROHIB-
ITING THE USE OF FUNDS FOR
OFFICIAL TRAVEL BY SENATORS
DURING GOVERNMENT SHUT-
DOWNS

Mrs. MOODY submitted the following
resolution; which was referred to the
Committee on Rules and Administra-
tion:

S. RES. 671

Resolved,

SECTION 1. PROHIBITION ON USE OF FUNDS FOR
OFFICIAL TRAVEL BY SENATORS
DURING GOVERNMENT SHUTDOWNS.

Amounts made available to a Senator from
the Senators’ Official Personnel and Office
Expense Account may not be obligated or ex-
pended to directly pay for, or reimburse a
Senator for, the cost of official travel by the
Senator that occurs during a period during
which there is a lapse in appropriations for 1
or more Federal agencies.

————
SENATE RESOLUTION 672—EX-
PRESSING THE SENSE OF CON-
GRESS THAT THE UNITED

STATES SHOULD PRIORITIZE BI-
LATERAL SECURITY PARTNER-
SHIPS OVER MULTILATERAL SE-
CURITY PARTNERSHIPS AND IN-
STITUTIONS

Mr. LEE submitted the following res-
olution; which was referred to the
Committee on Foreign Relations:

S. RES. 672

Whereas alliances have historically al-
lowed states to combine their capabilities to
combat shared security challenges and pro-
mote shared values and interests;

Whereas, in the era of great powers and re-
gional hegemony that followed World War II,
alliances have operated with small and me-
dium states standing behind great powers;

Whereas the United States is the most free
and powerful state in world history;

Whereas the United States has a duty to
secure the blessings of liberty and provide
for the common defense of the homeland;
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Whereas the United States historically
contributes almost one third of the total
funds of the United Nations budget, yet has
the same voting power and influence as all
other member states in the United Nations;

Whereas the United States historically
spends more than twice as much money on
defense as all the other member states of the
North Atlantic Treaty Organization com-
bined;

Whereas the United States historically
contributed almost one quarter of the total
funds of the World Health Organization
budget when the United States was a mem-
ber of the World Health Organization;

Whereas the United States has contributed
significantly to other multilateral institu-
tions and multilateral security agreements
at the expense of United States taxpayers
and has failed to deliver returns on invest-
ment to Americans;

Whereas the significant financial and secu-
rity contributions the United States has pro-
vided to multilateral institutions has not
served United States interests of securing
the blessings of liberty or providing for the
common defense of the homeland;

Whereas Dbilateral agreements deliver
stronger outcomes for the United States and
put the United States in a more favorable
position to advance its interests;

Whereas bilateral negotiations give the
United States more leverage, and diplomacy
is tailored to the culture, needs, and capa-
bilities of each partner country;

Whereas bilateral agreements are often
stronger, easier to secure, and can be amend-
ed more feasibly as the security environment
and the interests of the United States
change;

Whereas the United States is not coerced
to relinquish its interests at the expense of
the interests of other great powers and ad-
versaries which are hostile towards the
United States;

Whereas many multilateral agreements
and institutions have outlived their original
objectives and do not accurately represent
the shared interests of the member states;

Whereas the United Nations is fraught
with ideologies that do not align with the
United States, including Marxism, anti-
semitism, climate alarmism, and other ex-
tremist ideologies that contradict the values
of liberty and prosperity represented by the
United States;

Whereas many of the countries that per-
petrate gross violations of human rights
against women, children, and minorities are
active and influential members in the very
United Nations bodies tasked with human
rights protections;

Whereas the World Health Organization
proved to be a puppet of the Chinese Com-
munist Party, an adversary of the United
States during the COVID-19 pandemic, and
failed to make meaningful reforms following
the pandemic;

Whereas the United Nations repeatedly
protects the interests of adversaries of the
United States by excluding Taiwan from par-
ticipating in the United Nations system and
elevating false Chinese data over other coun-
tries’ data through the World Health Organi-
zation;

Whereas the objectives of the North Atlan-
tic Treaty Organization outlined in the
North Atlantic Treaty, done at Washington
on April 4, 1949, were reached upon the dis-
solution of the Soviet Union, and several
member states within the North Atlantic
Treaty Organization no longer share values
and interests with the United States;

Whereas the members of the North Atlan-
tic Treaty Organization have failed to assist
the United States during its time of crisis
facing the Iranian regime, which repeatedly
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threatened the interests of all North Atlan-
tic Treaty states with terrorist proxies; and

Whereas the interests and priorities of the
United States are best served by bilateral se-
curity agreements with its partners and al-
lies and not by multilateral security agree-
ments or institutions: Now, therefore, be it

Resolved, That the Senate—

(1) expresses that the United States must
use its power, influence, and resources to en-
courage small and medium states to choose
the United States as its great power partner
and ally of choice;

(2) recognizes that the United States
should prioritize bilateral security agree-
ments over multilateral security agreements
and institutions; and

(3) determines that the United States
should withdraw support for multilateral se-
curity agreements or institutions that un-
dermine United States interests.

SENATE RESOLUTION 673—SUP-
PORTING THE GOALS AND
IDEALS OF NATIONAL SAFE

DIGGING MONTH

Mr. YOUNG (for himself, Mr. PETERS,
Mr. CRUZ, and Ms. CANTWELL) sub-
mitted the following resolution; which
was considered and agreed to:

S. RES. 673

Whereas, each year, the underground util-
ity infrastructure of the United States, in-
cluding pipelines, electric, gas, tele-
communications, fiber, water, sewer, and
cable television lines, is jeopardized by unin-
tentional damage caused by those who fail to
have underground utility lines located prior
to digging;

Whereas some utility lines are buried only
a few inches underground, making the lines
easy to strike, even during shallow digging
projects;

Whereas digging prior to having under-
ground utility lines located often results in
unintended consequences, such as service
interruption, environmental damage, per-
sonal injury, and even death;

Whereas the month of April marks the be-
ginning of the peak period during which ex-
cavation projects are carried out around the
United States;

Whereas, in 2002, Congress required the De-
partment of Transportation and the Federal
Communications Commission to establish a
3-digit, nationwide, toll-free number to be
used by State ‘“One Call” systems to provide
information on underground utility lines;

Whereas, in 2005, the Federal Communica-
tions Commission designated ‘811" as the
nationwide ‘“‘One Call” number for home-
owners and excavators to use to obtain infor-
mation on underground utility lines before
conducting excavation activities (referred to
in this preamble as the ‘‘‘One Call’/811 pro-
gram’’);

Whereas the nearly 4,000 damage preven-
tion professionals who are members of the
Common Ground Alliance, States, the ‘‘One
Call’’/811 program, and other stakeholders
who are dedicated to ensuring public safety,
environmental protection, and the integrity
of services, promote the national ‘‘Contact
811 Before You Dig” campaign to increase
public awareness about the importance of
homeowners and excavators contacting 811
to find out the location of underground util-
ity lines before digging;

Whereas the Pipeline Safety, Regulatory
Certainty, and Job Creation Act of 2011 (Pub-
lic Law 112-90; 1256 Stat. 1904) affirmed and
expanded the ‘‘One Call’’/811 program by
eliminating exemptions given to local and
State government agencies and their con-
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tractors regarding notifying ‘“‘One Call’’/811
centers before digging;

Whereas, according to the 2024 Damage In-
formation Reporting Tool Report published
by the Common Ground Alliance in August
2025—

(1) ““‘No notification to the 811 center’ re-
mains the number 1 top root cause of dam-
age;

(2) failure to notify 811 prior to digging
contributed to 25 percent of damages; and

(3) fencing and landscaping are the top
types of work performed when professionals
cause no-notification damages; and

Whereas the Common Ground Alliance has
designated April as ‘‘National Safe Digging
Month” to increase awareness of safe digging
practices across the United States and to
celebrate the anniversary of the designation
of 811 as the national ‘‘Contact Before You
Dig” number: Now, therefore, be it

Resolved, That the Senate—

(1) supports the goals and ideals of Na-
tional Safe Digging Month;

(2) encourages all homeowners and exca-
vators throughout the United States to con-
tact 811 by phone or online before digging;
and

(3) encourages all damage prevention
stakeholders to help educate homeowners
and excavators throughout the United States
about the importance of contacting 811 to
have the approximate location of buried util-
ities marked with paint or flags before
digging.

———

AMENDMENTS SUBMITTED AND
PROPOSED

SA 4791. Mr. BENNET (for himself and Mr.
CRAMER) submitted an amendment intended
to be proposed by him to the bill S. 4201, to
require the Chief of Space Operations to sub-
mit a feasibility report on expanding the
Multinational Force Operation Olympic De-
fender; which was referred to the Committee
on Foreign Relations.

SA 4792. Mr. BENNET submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed by him
to the bill S. 4201, supra; which was referred
to the Committee on Foreign Relations.

———————

TEXT OF AMENDMENTS

SA 4791. Mr. BENNET (for himself
and Mr. CRAMER) submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by him
to the bill S. 4201, to require the Chief
of Space Operations to submit a feasi-
bility report on expanding the Multi-
national Force Operation Olympic De-
fender; which was referred to the Com-
mittee on Foreign Relations; as fol-
lows:

Strike all after the enacting clause and in-
sert the following:

SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE.

This Act may be cited as the ‘‘Indo-Pacific
Space Partnership Act of 2026,

SEC. 2. FEASIBILITY REPORT ON EXPANDING
MULTINATIONAL FORCE OPERATION
OLYMPIC DEFENDER.

(a) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 1 year
after the date of the enactment of this Act,
the Commander of the United States Space
Command shall submit to the appropriate
committees of Congress a report on the feasi-
bility and advisability of expanding the Mul-
tinational Force Operation Olympic De-
fender to include additional allies in the
Indo-Pacific region, including Japan and the
Republic of Korea.

(b) ELEMENTS.—The report required by sub-
section (a) shall include the following:
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(1) A description of current activities and
initiatives to facilitate the expansion of the
Multinational Force Operation Olympic De-
fender to allied countries in the Indo-Pacific
region, including Japan and the Republic of
Korea.

(2) An identification of any policy change
the Government of Japan, the Government
of the Republic of Korea, and the govern-
ment of any other allied country in the Indo-
Pacific region identified by the Commander
of the United States Space Command would
need to make in order for the United States
to extend a formal invitation for such coun-
tries to join the Multinational Force Oper-
ation Olympic Defender.

(3) An identification of any funding or pol-
icy change necessary to facilitate the acces-
sion to the Multinational Force Operation
Olympic Defender of Japan, the Republic of
Korea, and any other allied country in the
Indo-Pacific region identified by the Com-
mander of the United States Space Com-
mand.

(4) An assessment of each of the following:

(A) The manner in which the accession to
the Multinational Force Operation Olympic
Defender of Japan, the Republic of Korea,
and any other allied country in the Indo-Pa-
cific region identified by the Commander of
the United States Space Command would af-
fect United States national security inter-
ests.

(B) Whether the accession to the Multi-
national Force Operation Olympic Defender
of Japan and the Republic of Korea—

(i) is feasible; and

(ii) would be in the national interest of the
United States.

(C) The additional resources or authorities
needed from the executive and legislative
branches to carry out the accession to the
Multinational Force Operation Olympic De-
fender of Japan and the Republic of Korea.

(c) APPROPRIATE COMMITTEES OF CONGRESS
DEFINED.—In this section, the term ‘‘appro-
priate committees of Congress’” means—

(1) the Committee on Armed Services and
the Committee on Foreign Relations of the
Senate; and

(2) the Committee on Armed Services and
the Committee on Foreign Affairs of the
House of Representatives.

SA 4792. Mr. BENNET submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed by
him to the bill S. 4201, to require the
Chief of Space Operations to submit a
feasibility report on expanding the
Multinational Force Operation Olym-
pic Defender; which was referred to the
Committee on Foreign Relations; as
follows:

Amend the title so as to read: ‘“To require
the Commander of the United States Space
Command to submit a feasibility report on
expanding the Multinational Force Oper-
ation Olympic Defender.”.

AUTHORITY FOR COMMITTEES TO
MEET

Mrs. BLACKBURN. Mr. President, I
have 11 requests for committees to
meet during today’s session of the Sen-
ate. They have the approval of the Ma-
jority and Minority Leaders.

Pursuant to rule XXVI, paragraph
5(a), of the Standing Rules of the Sen-
ate, the following committees are au-
thorized to meet during today’s session
of the Senate:
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COMMITTEE ON COMMERCE, SCIENCE, AND
TRANSPORTATION
The Committee on Commerce,
Science, and Transportation is author-
ized to meet during the session of the
Senate on Wednesday, April 15, 2026, at
10:15 a.m., to conduct a hearing.
COMMITTEE ON ENERGY AND NATURAL
RESOURCES
The Committee on Energy and Nat-
ural Resources is authorized to meet
during the session of the Senate on
Wednesday, April 15, 2026, at 2:30 p.m.,
to conduct a hearing.
COMMITTEE ON ENVIRONMENT AND PUBLIC
WORKS
The Committee on Environment and
Public Works is authorized to meet
during the session of the Senate on
Wednesday, April 15, 2026, at 10 a.m., to
conduct a hearing.
COMMITTEE ON FINANCE
The Committee on Finance is author-
ized to meet during the session of the
Senate on Wednesday, April 15, 2026, at
10 a.m., to conduct a hearing.
COMMITTEE ON FOREIGN RELATIONS
The Committee on Foreign Relations
is authorized to meet during the ses-
sion of the Senate on Wednesday, April
15, 2026, at 10 a.m., to conduct a busi-
ness meeting.
COMMITFEE ON FOREIGN RELATIONS
The Committee on Foreign Relations
is authorized to meet during the ses-
sion of the Senate on Wednesday, April
15, 2026, immediately following the
business meeting, to conduct a hearing.
COMMITTEE ON HOMELAND SECURITY AND
GOVERNMENTAL AFFAIRS
The Committee on Homeland Secu-
rity and Governmental Affairs is au-
thorized to meet during the session of
the Senate on Wednesday, April 15,
2026, at 10 a.m., to conduct a hearing.
COMMITTEE ON THE JUDICIARY
The Committee on the Judiciary is
authorized to meet during the session
of the Senate on Wednesday, April 15,
2026, at 10:15 a.m., to conduct a hearing
on nominations.
COMMITTEE ON VETERANS’ AFFAIRS
The Committee on Veterans’ Affairs
is authorized to meet during the ses-
sion of the Senate on Wednesday, April
15, 2026, at 3:30 p.m., to conduct a hear-
ing.
SPECIAL COMMITTEE ON AGING
The Special Committee on Aging is
authorized to meet during the session
of the Senate on Wednesday, April 15,
2026, at 3:30 p.m., to conduct a hearing.
SELECT COMMITTEE ON INTELLIGENCE
The Select Committee on Intel-
ligence is authorized to meet during
the session of the Senate on Wednes-
day, April 15, 2026, at 3 p.m., to conduct
a closed hearing.

———
NATIONAL SLAM THE SCAM DAY

Mr. RICKETTS. Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent that the Com-
mittee on the Judiciary be discharged
and the Senate now proceed to the con-
sideration of S. Res. 627.
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
clerk will report the resolution by
title.

The legislative clerk read as follows:

A resolution (S. Res. 627) designating
March 5, 2026, as ‘‘National Slam the Scam
Day’” to raise awareness about pervasive
scams and to prevent government imposter
scams and other types of scams by pro-
moting education about such scams.

There being no objection, the com-
mittee was discharged, and the Senate
proceeded to consider the resolution.

Mr. RICKETTS. I ask unanimous
consent that the resolution be agreed
to, the preamble be agreed to, and that
the motions to reconsider be consid-
ered made and laid upon the table with
no intervening action or debate.

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

The resolution (S. Res.
agreed to.

The preamble was agreed to.

(The resolution, with its preamble, is
printed in the RECORD of March 5, 2026,
under ‘“‘Submitted Resolutions.’’)

627) was

SUPPORTING THE GOALS AND
IDEALS OF NATIONAL SAFE
DIGGING MONTH

Mr. RICKETTS. Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent the Senate proceed
to the consideration of S. Res. 673,
which is at the desk.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
clerk will report the resolution by
title.

The legislative clerk read as follows:

A resolution (S. Res. 673) supporting the
goals and ideals of National Safe Digging
Month.

There being no objection, the Senate
proceeded to consider the resolution.

Mr. RICKETTS. I ask unanimous
consent that the resolution be agreed
to, the preamble be agreed to, and that
the motions to reconsider be consid-
ered made and laid upon the table with
no intervening action or debate.

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

The resolution (S. Res.
agreed to.

The preamble was agreed to.

(The resolution, with its preamble, is
printed in today’s RECORD under ‘‘Sub-
mitted Resolutions.’”)

673) was

————————

INVESTING IN ALL OF AMERICA
ACT OF 2025

Mr. RICKETTS. Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent that the Com-
mittee on Small Business and Entre-
preneurship be discharged from further
consideration of H.R. 2066 and the Sen-
ate proceed to its immediate consider-
ation.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
clerk will report.

The legislative clerk read as follows:

A bill (H.R. 2066) to amend the Small Busi-
ness Investment Act of 1958 to exclude from
the limit on leverage certain amounts in-
vested in smaller enterprises located in rural
or low-income areas and small businesses in
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critical technology areas, and for other pur-
poses.

There being no objection, the com-
mittee was discharged and the Senate
proceeded to consider the bill.

Mr. RICKETTS. I ask unanimous
consent that the bill be considered read
a third time and passed and that the
motion to reconsider be considered
made and laid upon the table.

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

The bill (H.R. 2066) was ordered to a
third reading, was read the third time,
and passed.

———

ORDERS FOR THURSDAY, APRIL
16, 2026

Mr. RICKETTS. Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent that when the Sen-
ate completes its business today, it
stand in recess until 10 a.m. on Thurs-
day, April 16; that following the prayer
and pledge, the Journal of proceedings
be approved to date, the time for the
two leaders be reserved for their use
later in the day, and the Senate resume
consideration of H.J. Res. 140, and that
at 11 a.m., all time be expired on the
joint resolution, it be read a third
time, and the Senate vote on passage;
and that following disposition, the Sen-
ate proceed to executive session and re-
sume consideration of Calendar No. 671,
Andrew Davis, and notwithstanding
rule XXII, the Senate vote on the mo-
tion to invoke cloture at 1:45 p.m.; fur-
ther, that if cloture is invoked, all
time be expired and the Senate vote on
confirmation at a time to be deter-
mined by the majority leader in con-
sultation with the Democratic leader
no earlier than Monday, April 20.

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

———

ORDER FOR RECESS

Mr. RICKETTS. If there is no further
business to come before the Senate, I
ask that it stand in recess under the
previous order following the remarks of
Senator SMITH.

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

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Minnesota.

———

H.J. RES. 140

Ms. SMITH. Mr. President, I rise to-
night thinking about my beloved Min-
nesota and thinking about all of the
people in Minnesota and around the
country that love the Boundary
Waters.

And I want to talk for a while about
the Congressional Review Act resolu-
tion—this is H.J. Res. 140—that is be-
fore us tonight, and I want to speak di-
rectly to my colleagues about the CRA
and why I think it is so important that
we vote no on this CRA.

So what this CRA would do is it
would roll back protections for the
Boundary Waters Wilderness, which is
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in Northeastern Minnesota. This is a
picture of just one of the many glo-
rious scenes of what you find in the
Boundary Waters, which I will be talk-
ing about more this evening. This CRA,
as I said, would roll back protections
for the Boundary Waters Wilderness in
Northeastern Minnesota. What it
would do is it would allow copper sul-
fide mining in the watershed of the
Boundary Waters, and this would be
devastating to the wilderness.

The decision that this body makes
will have long-term implications for
the Boundary Waters, and it will also
have long-term implications for how
we protect public lands around this
country going forward.

So I want to start with the core point
that Minnesota is a mining State. We
support mining—just not mining in
this place. Minnesota is a mining and
natural resources State. Mining is so
important to our economy. We are
proud to be the No. 1 source of iron ore
in the whole country, and we produced
three-quarters of the iron that went
into the tanks and planes that led us to
victory in World War II. And we are
still producing most of the Nation’s
iron ore today.

And it is also true that there are
other potential mines currently under
consideration and development in Min-
nesota—not iron ore mines but other
mines—that would produce copper and
nickel.

Responsible mining is an economic
driver in our State. It is part of our
history, and it is part of our future.

So why oppose this CRA? Why would
we oppose this CRA, which, I will tell
you, will pave the way for developing a
copper sulfide mine right on the door-
step of the Boundary Waters?

Well, I want to start this discussion
tonight by giving three simple and
basic reasons. The first is that this is
an incredibly special place, beloved by
Minnesotans and beloved by people all
around the country, and this mine
poses an unacceptable threat to this
place.

The Boundary Waters, if the Pre-
siding Officer has not been there, is a
million acres of lakes and bogs and riv-
ers. It is a wealth of hunting and fish-
ing resources. People go there to canoe
all the time. They go there in the win-
tertime to dogsled and to ice-fish.

I was there last summer, and I saw
two wolves just in one day, on a day
trip to the Boundary Waters.

It is some of the cleanest water that
you will find anywhere in this country.
You can drink the water right out of
the middle of the lakes. You will find
lake trout and northern pike and wall-
eye. There is no better place in the
world for it.

Over 150,000 people visit this incred-
ible place every year, and so what that
means is that the outdoor recreation
economy in Northern Minnesota bene-
fits greatly from the Boundary Waters.

This generates thousands of jobs and
supports hundreds of local, small busi-
nesses, and it generates millions in
economic activity.
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Outdoor recreation is also a signifi-
cant economic driver in the region
around the Boundary Waters Wilder-
ness. What happens here with this mine
that will be allowed by the CRA is that
this mine puts this incredible resource
and the economic benefits of this re-
source at great risk.

It is kind of unbelievable to know
that this kind of mine in 100 percent of
the instances where they have been
built has caused pollution.

What happens is you bring up the
rock from underground. The sulfide in
the rocks interacts with the water and
the oxygen. My colleague Senator
HEINRICH is an expert on this. That
rock interacts with the water and the
oxygen, and it creates basically sul-
furic acid. That sulfuric acid flows di-
rectly into the Boundary Waters and
on into Voyageurs National Park.

We have a map here so you can see
how the water flows. This sulfuric acid,
of course, is extremely dangerous, not
just for fish and wildlife and the whole
ecosystem in the Boundary Waters but
also for the humans that recreate
there, that swim in this water, that
canoe in this water.

This is why Backcountry Hunters &
Anglers, why sportsman’s groups, why
Trout Unlimited, and Pheasants For-
ever, and outdoor people of all kinds
have weighed in and said: No. Simply,
this is the wrong thing to do. Not this
mine in this place. Even descendants of
the great President Theodore Roo-
sevelt have said that we should protect
this national treasure and ‘‘leave it as
it is.”

This is also why this mine is so un-
popular in Minnesota. A recent poll
showed that 70 percent of Minnesotans
across the political spectrum—Inde-
pendents, Republicans, and Demo-
crats—agreed that protecting the
Boundary Waters from sulfide-based
mine pollution should be a very impor-
tant priority for elected officials in the
State. And 61 percent of Minnesotans
have said that they support estab-
lishing a permanent protection for pub-
lic land within the Boundary Waters
Watershed.

So that is the first reason because
this place is so special and because this
mine is so dangerous to this place.

But the second reason why, col-
leagues, we should oppose this CRA is
that it sets an incredibly unprece-
dented and dangerous use of the Con-
gressional Review Act. Now, we know
that the Congressional Review Act is a
way for Congress to doublecheck the
executive branch if Congress feels that
the Executive has passed a regulation
that goes too far, that didn’t follow the
laws that Congress passed.

If the Executive passes a regulation
that Congress feels doesn’t reflect the
will of Congress, then Congress can
within 60 days say: Nope. You can’t do
that. That doesn’t make sense.

But that is not what is happening
with the CRA before this body tonight
because for the first time ever, the
House is asking the Senate to apply



April 15, 2026

the CRA process not to a rule, but to a
statute, to a public land order.

They want to claw back a public land
order that was put into effect legally
and lawfully 3 years ago. This was
never the intention of the Congres-
sional Review Act. It has never been
used in this way, to overturn a mineral
withdrawal or any public land order,
and especially not a mineral with-
drawal that was finalized 3 years ago
like this one was.

Now, I know that many of my Repub-
lican colleagues are thinking about
this, and they are asking themselves:
What does this mean? What are the im-
plications of this? What would happen
if this were to pass—this CRA were to
pass?

And ask yourself: What would you do
if the shoe was on the other foot? What
would you do if we set this precedent
where we say that with a simple par-
tisan majority, Congress can claw back
a public land order that has been in
place potentially for years or decades?
What might that mean in North Da-
kota? In Montana? In Utah? In Ari-
zona? In any State in the country if
these public land orders could be un-
done so easily? I mean, it would be
chaos, I think.

The third reason that I want to talk
about why it is so important to oppose
this Congressional Review Act before
us today, this House resolution, is that
this will violate Tribal treaty rights in
a way that is strongly opposed by Trib-
al Nations not only in Minnesota, but
also around the country.

These are Tribal Nations, indigenous
people, that have lived in Northern
Minnesota, on the borderlands of
Northern Minnesota, for time imme-
morial. They have treaties with the
Federal Government, particularly the
treaty of 1854, which grants to these
Tribes in exchange for the land that
they gave up hundreds of years ago, it
grants them hunting and fishing
rights, and also the rights to harvest
manoomin, which is wild rice.

And yet, this CRA before us today
completely aggregates those Tribal
treaty rights. It ignores the responsi-
bility of the Federal Government to
consult with Tribes, which has not
been done. That is why so many of the
Tribes across the country have come
together to oppose this.

This includes the Grand Portage
Band and all the other members of the
Minnesota Chippewa Tribe. It includes
the National Congress of American In-
dians which passed a resolution urging
the Senate Committee on Indian Af-
fairs to at least hold a hearing on the
implications of this before this legisla-
tion—this resolution—passes the Sen-
ate.

Tribal Nations across the country
have spoken out, including the Mid-
west Alliance of Sovereign Tribes,
White Earth Nation, Rosebud Sioux
Tribe, Prairie Band of Potawatomi Na-
tion, the Eastern Shoshone. They have
all come out in opposition to the CRA.

So before I hand over to my dear col-
league from Minnesota the senior Sen-
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ator from Minnesota, Senator KLO-
BUCHAR, I want to address one question
that I have heard made in favor of this
mine and just kind of flush this out for
folks.

Now, some people will say that we
need to pass this CRA for its national
security benefits. They claim that this
mine will provide much-needed sources
for critical minerals.

But I ask, colleagues, to think about
what is really going on here and who
will be the owner of these minerals be-
cause that is very important as you
think about this national security ar-
gument.

Just because these minerals are
mined on American land, on public
land, on national forestland, that does
not mean that they will be reserved for
American markets. In fact, the copper
and nickel mined in the Duluth Com-
plex which is where the Boundary
Waters is, where this mine would be,
would essentially be brought out of the
ground. They would be shipped to the
Pacific Coast. They would be taken to
China where they would be smelted,
and there, they will either be sold by
the company that is doing all of this, a
foreign international conglomerate
from Chili, Antofagasta. It will either
be sold there or sold back to the United
States to be paid for by all of us.

This mine is wholly owned by
Antofagasta, a massive Chilean con-
glomerate with billionaire owners. It is
one of the largest foreign mining com-
panies in the world. They have deep
ties to the Chinese Government in its
mineral processing operations. Most re-
cently, Antofagasta secured record-
breaking, zero-cost processing agree-
ments with the Chinese copper smelt-
ers, all of which are state-owned in
whole or in part.

So what we are doing here is we are
creating a pathway for this foreign
company to build a mine, pollute the
Boundary Waters, send the minerals to
China where they will be processed
with this sweetheart deal, and then
sold on the open market. And that is
not an America-first strategy.

So I encourage my colleagues to take
a look at who is benefitting from this
mine, and it certainly won’t be in the
long run Minnesotans. There are no
real winners here except for this mas-
sive Chilean company.

So in a few hours, we are going to be
voting on this resolution, and I urge
my colleagues to vote no on rolling
back protections for the Boundary
Waters Wilderness Area. We can sup-
port mining in Minnesota and in this
country, but not this mine in this
place.

We can be good stewards of our nat-
ural resources and support mining, but
not this mine. These public lands be-
long to all of us, and we should not
allow them to be exploited for our loss
and the gain of others far, far away.

With that, I would yield the floor to
my colleague Senator KLOBUCHAR who
has been such a strong champion for
Minnesota for so many years.
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Minnesota.

Ms. KLOBUCHAR. Mr. President,
this bill is an unprecedented use of a
procedural mechanism that would have
far-reaching consequences, not just for
the Boundary Waters, as Senator
SMITH has explained, but for public
lands across our country.

I have always supported science-
based review, especially a project so
close to this cherished Boundary
Waters canoe area, and I continue to
have concerns about this administra-
tion’s disregard for science.

So as many of my colleagues know, 1
am the granddaughter of an iron ore
miner. My great-grandparents came
from Slovenia, and that was the job
that my great-grandpa came to do. He
died very young from his work, and
then my grandpa took it up. He started
very, very young in underground mines
with a number of brothers and sisters
that he took care of when his parents
died, married my grandma, and this
was his life. And he loved that life.

But he mostly also loved the time he
had in the outdoors. He loved to hunt.
He loved to fish. Every day he would go
down 1,500 feet in that cage in that
mine and always thought about what
he thought about with that black
lunch bucket that my grandma packed
for him every single day in that little
house that they had taken when a mine
closed down in Babbitt. They put it on
the back of a flatbed truck and they
blew a hole with dynamite in the
ground and put that house on top of it.
That was their life.

My grandpa worked most of his life
in the mines as did so many friends. He
became, in his later years, the foreman
of the mine, and I would meet people
when I was first running for U.S. Sen-
ate up in Northern Minnesota that
would say to me: You know, my dad
worked with your grandpa. And when-
ever they explored a dangerous part of
the mine, the other foreman wouldn’t
go. They radioed down from above. But
your grandpa, he went first. He went
with the guys, and he went down in the
mine.

Such a big part of my life. That is
why I have stood with our miners. I
have stood with them when we had
steel dumping from China and brought
President Obama’s chief of staff up to
Northern Minnesota, met with our
steel workers and our unions.

I have stood with our workers
through good times and bad and will
continue to do that. We have, as Sen-
ator SMITH explained, some exciting
new projects up there like Mesabi Me-
tallics which is going to be a big taco-
nite mine, a modern mine with some of
the biggest equipment in the country.
And we will have more.

But what this is about today is some-
thing else because my grandpa always
got that balance. It was a balance of
the working life that we must continue
up in Northern Minnesota and a bal-
ance of the world around him, that
world where he loved to hunt and he
loved to fish.
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I was 18 years old before I took a va-
cation that didn’t involve a tent or a
camper in one way or the other. I grew
up in a family that valued the out-
doors. My mom and dad met in the
Twin Cities Hiking Club and genera-
tions of Minnesotans have found this
same joy: hiking, paddling, camping in
the Boundary Waters, and our beau-
tiful parks. But I don’t think they
would have ever expected this.

H.J. Res. 140, as I noted, is an unprec-
edented use of a procedural mechanism
that would have far-reaching con-
sequences, not just for the BWCA but
for other public lands. Secretaries of
the Interior have long had the ability
to issue public land orders to reserve
Federal land for specific uses, setting
it aside for things like infrastructure,
certain military purposes, training and
border security, or protection and con-
servation.

And public land orders are carefully
made. The U.S. Forest Service and Bu-
reau of Land Management gather pub-
lic input. They hold townhalls. They
analyze inputs.

But now for the first time, the Con-
gressional Review Act is being used to
rescind a public land order. Public land
orders have never been considered rules
under the CRA and have never been
submitted to Congress as rules.

Today, the CRA before the Senate is
being used simply as a way of revoking
the land withdrawal without having to
conduct that public engagement. And
this unprecedented use of the CRA will
have broader disruptive impacts on
land management agencies’ ability to
oversee public lands all across the
country.

This process is focused on Northern
Minnesota today, but this new prece-
dent could lead to Congress over-
turning public land orders elsewhere.

The Bureau of Land Management and
Forest Service have long been trusted
with working with landowners, nearby
towns, and counties, and others to de-
velop plans for managing public lands.
This is often a give-and-take process
built on trust. But this Congress, for
the first time, has disrupted decades of
work by the Bureau of Land Manage-
ment and has stepped in the way of lo-
cally led land management.

These CRA resolutions disregard ex-
tensive public input. If this CRA reso-
lution were approved, public access to
some of the Nation’s most treasured
landscapes could be lost and the careful
management of their lands and waters
eliminated.

There are hundreds of public land or-
ders that have been issued to protect
our public land that could be put at
risk: The Charles M. Russell National
Wildlife Refuge in Montana, considered
a sportsman’s paradise for its elk and
bighorn sheep hunting; the 355,000 acres
of Federal land near the Chaco Canyon
National Historical Park in New Mex-
ico. The precedent potentially being es-
tablished today could pave over the
comprehensive process undermining
these landowners.
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The CRA even threatens the pro-
tected status of the Grand Canyon,
which happens to sit on significant
mineral deposits. This precedent could
lead to CRA resolutions beyond the
BLM’s work. Forest Service plans
might be the next Land Management
Agencies Congress attempts to disrupt
using this process.

This ultimately could lead to Wash-
ington micromanaging public lands
rather than letting the people and ex-
perts that live near the forest, grass-
lands, and waterways have a say.

So look at who is concerned about
what is happening in the Senate today,
the groups that are supportive of what
I have been talking about here and are
against this effort: American Fisheries
Society, American Fly Fishing Trade
Association, American Hunters & An-
glers, Angler Action Foundation,
Backcountry Hunters & Anglers, Bass
Anglers Sportsman Society, Fly Fish-
ers International, the Izaak Walton
League of America, Minnesota Trout
Unlimited, Minnesota Wildlife Federa-
tion, National Deer Association, Na-
tional Wildlife Federation, North
American Falconers Association, North
American Grouse Partnership, Pheas-
ants Forever, Quail Forever, Sports-
men for the Boundary Waters, Theo-
dore Roosevelt Conservation Partner-
ship, Trout Unlimited, Whitetails Un-
limited, Wildlife Management Insti-
tute, the American Canoe Association,
the Outdoor Alliance, Outdoor Life,
Outdoor Realm.

So maybe some time should be taken
to listen to what some of these na-
tional groups are saying that care
about what my grandpa and my dad
cared about, and that is public lands
that can be used for recreation, for ca-
noeing, for hunting, and for fishing.

So I will end with this: Sigurd Olson,
the great Ely, MN, author and con-
servationist, wrote that ‘‘joys come
from simple and natural things, mists
over meadows, sunlight on leaves, the
path of the moon over water.”

This is the Boundary Waters. So
Sigurd Olson just happened to be the
dean of Ely Junior College and yet he
rose to this national fame and that is
when my dad met him because my dad
went to a 2-year college, Ely Junior
College, because my grandma believed
that somehow that would launch his
career in journalism. She happened to
be right, but no one would have be-
lieved it then.

But Sigurd Olson was then the col-
lege dean. My dad and Sigurd Olson
maintained a friendship for many
years, powered by their shared love for
the written word, for the Boundary
Waters, and for their efforts to pre-
serve Minnesota’s forests and parks.

In 1977, President Jimmy Carter
signed into law Hubert Humphrey’s
bill, and this is the desk that I stand at
today—Hubert Humphrey’s desk—to
protect this area by creating the
Boundary Waters Canoe Area Wilder-
ness.

And the Boundary Waters are now
the most visited wilderness area in the
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country, welcoming 150,000 people each
year. Over the course of my dad’s ca-
reer, he wrote 8,400 columns, more than
a few of which were dispatches from
the Boundary Waters. Speaking to the
complexity of this national wonder, my
dad wrote about the Boundary Waters:
This is a place of woods and lakes and
repose most of the time where a person
can roam or drift or watch and listen.
And that is not so much different in
winter than in summer.

He called it a million acres of water-
way and forest unlike any in the
United States.

And my grandpa who loved that area,
loved the forest, understood that you
can make both things work but not
when you are messing around with
rules, not when you are not even tak-
ing the time to look at what is hap-
pening here to our public lands, and in-
stead are just making this decision at
night and going home for the day.

I thank Senator SMITH for her work,
and I ask my colleagues to vote with us
and listen to us about what is going on
here.

I yield the floor.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Minnesota.

Ms. SMITH. Thank you,
KLOBUCHAR.

Senator KLOBUCHAR, you and I have
known each other for many years, and
I never knew that your father was
friends and colleagues with Sigurd
Olson, which is really incredible. He is
such a storyteller of this particular
part of this amazing, beautiful part of
the world. So thank you for sharing
that. And also thank you for the in-
credible representation that you have
provided to Northern Minnesota and all
of Minnesota for so many years. Your
deep roots in Minnesota’s Iron Range
gives you so much credibility across
the State, particularly on this issue.
So thank you.

Mr. President, I believe that Senator
BALDWIN wants to say something.

Ms. BALDWIN. Thank you for your
leadership, Senator SMITH.

And I also want to note the powerful
words that Senator KLOBUCHAR just
shared. She took me down memory
lane as we remember the conservation-
ists and the folks that came from our
States.

And just earlier today, I was noting
with my staff that next week we will
be commemorating the 56th anniver-
sary of Earth Day, the first Earth Day,
and it was Gaylord Nelson, a Senator
in this body who brought forth the
whole concept of respecting the Earth
and celebrating with a day focused on
celebration of the Earth.

Wisconsin was also home for large
portions of their lives, Aldo Leopold
and John Muir. And hearing those ac-
counts makes me feel especially hum-
bled and honored to rise to speak to
this resolution, this joint resolution
that is before the Senate right now
that we really must defeat.

I want to share with my colleagues
what is at stake if the Senate removes

Senator
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protections from the Boundary Waters.
The Boundary Waters Wilderness Area
is one of the most pristine freshwater
systems in the entire country.

And if these protections are rolled
back and mining moves forward, there
is no restoring, there is no restoration
of this watershed. It will be risking
permanent damage for the profits of a
multibillion-dollar foreign mining
company, and I will return to that in a
moment.

We must recognize who will be most
affected by revoking the protections
that have been in place for decades and
for good reason.

Tribal nations in this region have
lived with and depended upon the
Boundary Waters for generations.
These lands are sacred to the Ojibwe
people. Tribes have treaty rights to
hunt, to fish, and to gather. Voting for
this resolution would betray our cen-
turies-old treaties between the United
States and the Chippewa of Lake Supe-
rior.

We cannot say that we respect Tribal
sovereignty while undermining the
very resources that those rights depend
upon.

There is a reason that the Boundary
Waters is also America’s most popular
and water-rich wilderness area. Its 1.1
million acres contain more than a
thousand pristine lakes and 1,200 miles
of river and stream.

Voting for this resolution risks the
destruction of the region’s prized nat-
ural resources, where the wild rice beds
and the fisheries are thriving, and the
water is clean and safe to drink.

People come from all over this coun-
try to recreate on the Boundary
Waters, fish in the lakes, hunt in the
forests. Before my colleagues vote to
greenlight a mining operation, I urge
them to come and see the beauty and
the magic of the Boundary Waters. 1
have done so. It was an amazing experi-
ence. And I have heard from so many
Wisconsinites who have shared their
stories, their memories. And they can-
not fathom the idea that Congress
would take the step that we are on the
precipice of taking.

As well, T have heard from our 11 fed-
erally recognized Tribal nations and
their strong opposition. Our waters,
our rivers, our lakes are all a part of
the way of life in the Midwest. They
provide fresh drinking water; they are
endless sources of recreation; and they
bring tourism to our States.

You know, this area, in particular,
generates over $900 million in annual
tourism revenue and sustains roughly
17,000 jobs. Rural towns across the re-
gion depend on the protection of the
wilderness area and its natural re-
sources. Family-owned small busi-
nesses that provide guiding and fishing
and outdoor recreation will not survive
if the water is polluted and the wilder-
ness is degraded.

The Boundary Waters must not be
put at risk of perpetual pollution,
which is what this resolution would do.
I also just want to make it clear to my
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colleagues who actually stands to ben-
efit if this resolution passes the Sen-
ate.

While we have heard that rolling
back protections for the Boundary
Waters would bring economic opportu-
nities for the region, that is false. The
profits from the mining contract that
this resolution aims to fast track are
ultimately going overseas to benefit a
Chilean multinational organization
and China’s industrial supply chain.

That is right. After enabling the de-
struction of one of our most pristine
natural resources, those very resources
are expected to be sold to China. With
this resolution, the majority will be
cashing out on a mining deal that has
no long-term benefit to our economy or
workforce.

The short-term gain of a mining con-
tract cannot compete with the benefits
of protecting the region that already
generates, as I said earlier, over $900
million annually in tourism revenue
and sustains nearly 17,000 jobs.

This resolution does not invest in the
future of communities across the
Boundary Waters, nor does it respect
the treaties with our Tribal nations.
Its passage would come at public ex-
pense while the profits from the project
flow to foreign corporations.

I invite my colleagues who have
never yet made it to the Boundary
Waters to come and experience it for
yourself.

I encourage you to meet with the
Tribes and small businesses in the re-
gion and see for yourself what we stand
to lose. I implore my colleagues not to
jeopardize the future of one of the most
pristine freshwater ecosystems in
America and override Tribal rights.

I urge my colleagues to vote no on
this resolution.

I yield the floor.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Minnesota.

Ms. SMITH. Mr. President, I want to
just thank my colleague from Wis-
consin for her powerful words and her
longtime support for the Boundary
Waters and for treaty rights and for
American jobs and American-made
products.

And T just so greatly appreciate your
being here today in support of this and
appreciate very much—and I also real-
ly appreciate my colleague Senator
HEINRICH from New Mexico being here
today as well to talk about how impor-
tant this is and why this matters so
much to him.

I know Senator HEINRICH is planning
a trip to the Boundary Waters this
summer, and we will all be able to hear
stories of that when you get back.

I yield the floor.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from New Mexico.

Mr. HEINRICH. Mr. President, I want
to thank my colleague from Minnesota
for her endless advocacy for this spe-
cial place, one of America’s true gems.

I do hope to make it to the Boundary
Waters this summer. Last July, I was
supposed to be in the Boundary Waters.
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I had long planned a trip with my fam-
ily. It was to be our first time explor-
ing the Boundary Waters.

My family made it; I did not. My wife
Julie and my sons Micah and Carter
had an incredible time that they will
always remember. They paddled their
canoes across lakes. They portaged
from lake to lake. They slept under a
blanket of stars that most people in
Washington, DC, could never imagine
because they can’t see it.

I was supposed to be part of that trip.
I was stuck here, fighting to strip out
the public land selloff language from
the Republican budget bill. They sent
me lots of pictures afterwards, pictures
of the northern pike here that my son
caught—my son Micah.

My wife Julie was able to spend some
really quality wilderness time with
both of our sons before they went off to
their respective colleges for the year.
She basically told me that they ate
more food on this trip than most rugby
teams.

Like my family, millions—Iliterally
millions—of Americans have hunted
and fished and paddled and traversed
the Boundary Waters. In fact, it has an
almost religious connotation among
sportsmen in particular.

It is somewhat amazing to me to see
a Republican Party that used to have
such fidelity to hunters and anglers ba-
sically roll all of the organizations
that my colleague from Minnesota rat-
tled off which said this is not the right
place for this—organizations like
Pheasants Forever, Backcountry Hunt-
ers & Anglers, and Theodore Roosevelt
Conservation Partnership and on and
on and on—but that is where we are
today.

You know, stories from the Boundary
Waters, stories of stalking whitetail
and grouse are passed down from gen-
eration to generation in the Midwest.
Legendary stories of lake trout and
northern pike and walleye abound,
sometimes with the fish actually get-
ting bigger with each telling of the
story. The water, as the Senator from
Minnesota, Senator SMITH, said, is
some of the cleanest you will find any-
where in the lower 48. It is a bucket-
list, once-in-a-lifetime designation for
so many public land owners. And that
is precisely what is at risk with this
vote—one of our Nation’s true crown
jewels.

So let’s back up a little bit for folks
who don’t have firsthand knowledge of
what the Boundary Waters is, where it
is, and do a little explaining.

The Boundary Waters is one of the
most incredible intact wilderness land-
scapes left in our Nation. It is an abso-
lute tapestry of lakes and streams,
consisting of well over 1,000 individual
lakes, 2,000 designated campsites, and
hundreds of miles of rivers and
streams. The Boundary Waters con-
tains the largest contiguous landscape
of uncut forest remaining in the East-
ern United States.

The 3 million-acre Superior National
Forest in which the Boundary Waters
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sits contains fully 20 percent of all the
freshwater in the entire National For-
est System—an incredible figure.

In fact, this wilderness was so impor-
tant that Teddy Roosevelt himself,
President Roosevelt, set it aside as
part of the Superior National Forest
all the way back in 1909. Almost half a
century later, Congress voted over-
whelmingly to include the Boundary
Waters as one of the original units of
the National Wilderness System.

In many ways, Minnesotans rely on
the Boundary Waters to support their
local economy. Every year, the Bound-
ary Waters Canoe Area Wilderness
draws more visitors—more visitors—
than any other wilderness area in the
entire Nation. This recreation supports
17,000 Minnesotan jobs, contributes
roughly $1 billion in annual sales, and
preserves and shares, more impor-
tantly, a way of life—a way of life that
has been passed down from generation
to generation.

This is a place, this is an area that is
no stranger to threats. In addition to
containing so many of the natural re-
sources that come with the wilderness,
the area also contains copper.

I should say, you know, for one, there
is a long history of iron mining in this
area. I grew up the son of someone who
worked for Anaconda Copper, the
grandson of somebody who was a gold
miner. But I want to talk a little bit
about the difference between some of
these Iron Range mines that mine ore
that is just chemically inert. It is
chemically stable.

When you mine for iron, you are basi-
cally mining iron oxide. You are min-
ing rust, and then you are turning that
back into iron. This is not that kind of
mine. This is a copper sulfide mine, and
the company that wants to mine here
is called Twin Metals. And that sounds
s0 Minnesotan. I think they might
have picked it to sound Minnesotan. It
is actually a subsidiary of a Chilean
mining company called Antofagasta.

They want to build this copper-nickel
mine less than a mile upstream from
the Boundary Waters on a spit of land
between two waterways.

Let me explain a little bit about
what it looks like to mine copper in a
place like Boundary Waters, particu-
larly when you are mining copper sul-
fide ore. The company will have to dig
some very deep shafts to reach these
very deep ore bodies. They will then re-
move many millions of tons for proc-
essing, millions and millions of tons of
copper sulfide ore. After they remove
what copper and nickel are economi-
cally recoverable in that ore, they will
dump as much as 100 million tons of
waste rock and low-grade ore on the
site, never to be removed.

Now, deep underground, the copper is
locked up in this ore rich in sulfur, but
that ore has never been exposed to
water. It has never been exposed to ox-
ygen or air. And when you bring it to
the surface and you let it sit out in a
pile and you expose it to air and water,
oxygen bonds with that sulfur, and
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when you bond oxygen to sulfur, you
get sulfuric acid. Sulfuric acid is one of
the hardest waste products you can
imagine to try to control.

The waste rock that has been dumped
on the site will naturally form sulfuric
acid. That acid will then dissolve toxic
heavy metals present in the waste
rock, and then you have this toxic stew
of heavy metals along with sulfuric
acid.

Now, there is no plan to remove all
this waste from the mine site, so it is
basically a ticking time bomb of acid
and heavy metals.

Studies by the EPA say that the odds
of sulfuric acid polluting the Boundary
Waters under this scenario are highly
likely. And I will do you one better: It
has a perfect track record of polluting
water. That is according to the peer-re-
viewed study on sulfide-ore copper
mining that drove the 2023 decision to
ban mining in the area. It is also my
personal experience as a former natural
resources trustee who had to negotiate
with copper companies that polluted
water with this same technology.

So it is not just highly likely; it is
guaranteed. Sulfide mining in the
Rainy River watershed will cause cer-
tain irreversible pollution to the
Boundary Waters. Think again about
eating those fish that you caught or
drinking that water you dipped from
the middle of the lake, because the
thing about sulfuric acid poisoning is it
is invisible. You can’t see it, but it
makes water unsafe to drink.

Sulfuric acid also lowers the pH level
of water, changing entire ecosystems.
At high levels, fish that rely on
healthy water to live literally experi-
ence respiratory failure in water
poisoned by sulfuric acid. They lit-
erally drown to death. They will not be
able to reproduce normally. Their food
sources will be tainted, meaning entire
fish populations of lake trout and
smallmouth bass will be at risk.

The sulfuric acid produced by this
mine will leach heavy metals like lead,
mercury, or copper into that same
water. That will then accumulate in
the bodies of fish and wildlife that con-
sume that water. And when people eat
meat and fish with heavy metals, they
accumulate in our bodies too.

This isn’t a myth; it is a virtually
guaranteed outcome because we know
that plans for the mine include storing
over 100 million tons of toxic waste
rock on the edge of the wilderness up-
stream of the Boundary Waters. Think
about how much that is. Let’s visualize
how much waste rock we are talking
about being dumped and never removed
from this mine site. A hundred million
tons is like 740,000 Boeing 777 airplanes.
It is twice the mass of all the living
people on Earth. It is 500 times the
weight of the Empire State Building
sitting there, generating toxic acid. It
is the amount of toxic waste that
Antofagasta—a foreign mining com-
pany that plans to sell the copper to
foreign countries—plans to store on the
edge of the largest patch of wild rivers
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and forests in our country, the place
that has 20 percent of all the fresh-
water in our National Forest System.

The damage is really unthinkable,
but it is also irreversible because cur-
rently we don’t have any technology
available that is capable of reversing
sulfuric acid contamination.

This is bad. It is so bad that in 2016,
even before there was a mineral with-
drawal, the Obama administration can-
celed the mine’s lease. And in 2023,
after years of review and overwhelming
public support, a 20-year mineral with-
drawal was established in the Rainy
River watershed, home to the Bound-
ary Waters. That decision reflects com-
mon sense. Some places are too valu-
able to gamble with.

With today’s technology, if it is a
gamble, why not wait 30 years when
maybe that technology is a sure bet?
But it is not a sure bet today.

That decision also reflected the
voices of the American people because
the assessment that led to the mineral
withdrawal was completed by the U.S.
Forest Service in 2022, and it included
hundreds of thousands of public com-
ments—675,000 public comments—over
95 percent of which favored the with-
drawal area being withdrawn from non-
ferrous mining, sulfide mining.

Today, 70 percent of Minnesotans op-
pose mining in the Boundary Waters.
Instead of listening to Minnesotans and
Americans from all over the country
who care about this place, Republicans
today are using an unprecedented,
blunt-force legislative method that in-
cludes zero public comment—no com-
ment period—to make decisions about
our public lands without any input
from the people to whom those lands
actually belong.

We can’t talk about the Boundary
Waters without also speaking of be-
longing and Tribal communities. Three
Tribes—the Bois Forte Band, the Fond
du Lac Band, and the Grand Portage
Band of Chippewa—have extensive
treaty rights in Northeastern Min-
nesota. These are rights to do things
like hunt and fish and gather wild rice.
These rights are guaranteed to them by
the 1854 Treaty of La Pointe and have
been reaffirmed by Federal courts over
and over again. By overturning the
public land order with a CRA resolu-
tion, Senate Republicans will not only
cut Tribes out of the conversation, but
they disrespect the Tribal treaty rights
and directly risk those Tribes’ guaran-
teed access to their traditional way of
life and subsistence use of this place.

So since my Republican colleagues
are refusing to include constituents’
voices in this process, I will bring a few
of those from New Mexico to the floor
here today.

Dr. Brown, from Santa Fe, wrote me
in urging that we oppose this vote. He
said:

I've canoed the Boundary Waters many
times and can attest to its uniqueness . . .
with some of the purest water in the U.S.,
these lakes are visited and admired by thou-
sands of Americans ... Pollution of the
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Boundary Waters would be a tragedy for the
nation and the world.
Dr. Merriman,

said:

Please vote no on HJ Res 140. Some things
are worth more than money.

Lee, from Los Alamos, wrote:

I am writing to ask you to oppose H.J. Res
140 . . . The [Boundary Waters Canoe Area]
is a national treasure—not just for Minneso-
tans but for me and other New Mexicans as
well.

From Naima in Santa Fe:

This is a hideous giveaway to corporate
profiteers and cannot stand. Please vote NO.

From Dr. Bagne in Silver City:

Any short-term economic gains would
clearly not outweigh the long-term risks to
the ecosystem and water supplies. Although
it is in Minnesota, many similar public lands
in New Mexico would be threatened by . . .
relaxing mining rules. Please oppose.

Judy, from Albuquerque, wrote:

I am aghast . . . Please do all that you can
to stop this giveaway of our wonderful public
lands. This happened despite all the thou-
sands of citizen signatures against the vote.

From Roxane in Rio Rancho:

Please vote against reversing the ban on
mining ... I am very concerned that the
Trump Administration is flying under the
radar and doing a lot of damage that will be
difficult, or even impossible, to reverse.

From Amy in Albuquerque:

Please do not allow this to happen. [The
Boundary Waters] belong to all Americans,
not to a Chilean mining company with con-
tracts to [process ore in] China.

Their voices matter because the
Boundary Waters are our public lands—
all of ours. President Teddy Roosevelt,
who had the incredible foresight to pro-
tect this beautiful place, had it right
when he said that we ‘‘should see to it
that they are preserved for [our] chil-
dren and [our] children’s children for-
ever, with their majestic beauty all
unmarred.”’

The way I look at public lands is that
they are the closest, most tangible
thing we have to being able to rep-
resent true Jeffersonian democracy.

They are the thing, as we saw last
June, that often unites us across the
political spectrum. If you take these
public lands away, you tear away the
places where we are the most free. This
is an issue of our heritage, and it is an
issue of our inheritance.

It is an issue for Minnesota, but it is
not just an issue for Minnesota—it is
an issue for our Nation. It is about
something bigger. It is a test of wheth-
er our public lands—as a friend of mine
likes to say—our public lands that are
the anvil upon which we have forged
our collective identity.

Can that be stripped from us? Can it
be stripped of their protections?

You know, I am going to summarize
this one more time. We are going to
allow a foreign mining company to
take our minerals, to ship those min-
erals to China for processing, and then
to sell those back to us with a tariff on
top.

Like, how is that ‘‘America First’”’?
It is not. And to risk this globally, in-

from Albuquerque,
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credible rare asset that is the Bound-
ary Waters for that, boy, that just
seems really shortsighted to me.

I would urge every one of my col-
leagues—I would urge you—to vote no
on this Congressional Review Act reso-
lution.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Minnesota.

Ms. SMITH. Mr. President, I want to
thank my colleague from New Mexico
for laying out the issues so ably that
are before us with this House resolu-
tion on the Boundary Waters. It is won-
derful to have a colleague who not only
is really good at being a legislator but
who is also an outstanding hunter and
fisherman and then, on top of that, is
also an engineer so that he can explain
to us the impacts of this kind of min-
ing on the environment with a sci-
entific expertise that I just really
value.

I thank Senator HEINRICH so much
for being here tonight to help tell the
story of what the impact of this mine
would be on this incredible place and
why it is so important that this CRA
be defeated.

As I think about what I want people
to know about this place, I can’t help
but think about the first time that I
saw the Boundary Waters myself. Some
of my colleagues may know that I was
originally born in New Mexico. I have
lived in Minnesota for over 40 years
now, but I was originally born in New
Mexico. New Mexico is a desert cli-
mate. So, when I first went to Min-
nesota, I didn’t quite know what to
make of all of the lakes and rivers and
streams and the beautiful green every-
where.

But I was married to a man who had
spent his high school years up in the
Boundary Waters. He went to a camp
up there where he would go up for
weeks at a time and canoe throughout
the Boundary Waters. The Boundary
Waters are connected to a big Canadian
provincial park called the Quetico, and
you literally can canoe from surface
water in the Boundary Waters and get
all the way to Hudson Bay, which is
just remarkable. I went up there for
the first time to see this incredible
place after Archie and I had lived in
Minnesota for a few years, and I think,
in a lot of ways, it is when I first fell
in love with Minnesota—the place of
Minnesota—because I just couldn’t be-
lieve all the water and the green and
the wildlife and also how wild it was
and to be able to be out on the water,
in a canoe, and feel like you were just
so far away from the pressures of mod-
ern civilization.

Yet, the Boundary Waters is really
quite accessible to people. It is not one
of those areas that is a wilderness area
that is impossible to get to, which is
why, as you know, we are talking
about it tonight. People have been—
you know, hundreds of thousands of
people are able to visit the Boundary
Waters each year and are able to expe-
rience what it is like to be in this
place.
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As I said earlier, the last time I was
there was at the end of last summer.
We were in the Boundary Waters just
for a day trip, and even on that day
trip, we saw two wolves, which is, like,
really incredible. You can imagine in
the wintertime, when it is so dark in
that part of the world—long, long
nights—the opportunity to see the au-
rora borealis, or the northern lights,
which are just really phenomenal.
Then, in the summertime, the long,
long northern summer evenings stretch
on until, you know, 9:30 or 10 at night,
and you have incredible opportunities
to go fishing and just be at the camp
and just enjoy it. It is really amazing.

When I first went to the Boundary
Waters with our kids, I started to get
really interested in the history of this
place, and I found it just fascinating to
think about. So you have got, you
know, what today we think of as the
Boundary Waters Canoe Area Wilder-
ness, which is a million areas of pro-
tected wilderness. It is important, I
think, as I was diving into the history
of this place, to understand that, his-
torically, this has been the home of the
Anishinaabe people, the Ojibwe people,
in Northern Minnesota. They lived in
this place for, you know, generations
and generations. They canoed and
hunted and fished to support them-
selves and their families and their
communities, and that was their home.

Starting in the 18th century, the
Boundary Waters got connected up
through the fur trade routes as the
voyageurs came, you know, all the way
from across the Atlantic and in
through, you know, what is now North-
ern Minnesota and Canada; but it was
at that point that this was just an in-
credible resource for these fur trading
routes that were a hugely—hugely—big
deal. That fur trade really, you know,
drove what was happening in that part
of the country. In the 1700s and 1800s,
French explorers and traders really
opened up the area. The North West
Company established a trading post at
Grand Portage, and that was really
kind of the economic driver.

In this moment, this part of the
country that is now the Boundary
Waters experienced some, you know,
huge transitions, but I think it is im-
portant for us all to understand that,
even though this is a wilderness place—
it is a wild place—it has also always
been a place where people were, where
people were a part of what was hap-
pening in this country and in this par-
ticular part of the country.

Of course, you know, over time, as
the United States became a country
and entered into relationships with the
Tribal nations that lived in this part of
the country, that became sort of what
drove a lot of the geopolitics, I guess
you could say, of this part of the Na-
tion.

In 1857, there was the Enabling Act,
and the U.S. Congress was granted land
to support schools through the Univer-
sity of Minnesota. Then a little bit
later—this is right about the time of
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the statehood for Minnesota; Min-
nesota was admitted into the Union in
1858—you know, there was additional
negotiating that happened, and Con-
gress granted the right to the State to
swap lands in order to, you know, pull,
you know, big chunks of land together.

By the time of about 1902, the U.S.
Land Office—what it did is it withdrew
a half a million acres in what is now
the future—what was the future WCA
wilderness area, and they withdrew it
from settlement, which was a really,
really important thing because, at this
time, we were seeing massive develop-
ment in Northern Minnesota, a huge—
you know, massive timber resources
were present in the State and, of
course, mineral resources, including
iron.

In 1904, at the request of the State’s
forestry board, Congress granted 20,000
acres to the State for the Burntside
Forest Reserve, and it said in that situ-
ation that State forest reserves should
be devoted not alone to the business of
raising timber but to the pleasures of
all the people. It is interesting to me.
I think about how Minnesota—even,
you know, back more than a century
ago—was thinking carefully about how
to balance the power and the vitality
of our economy in Northern Minnesota
with also the understanding that some
of that most precious land needs to be
set aside in a place where people can
enjoy it.

Over time, in 1909, the Superior Na-
tional Forest was created by President
Theodore Roosevelt—a great conserva-
tionist in our country’s history. I often
think of him as the man who really
was the leader of the powerful Repub-
lican conservation movement in this
country. So, in 1909, President Theo-
dore Roosevelt created the Superior
National Forest from previously with-
drawn lands that had been set aside, in-
cluding what is now part of the Bound-
ary Waters Canoe Area. There was con-
tinuing work both at the State level
and at the Federal level to create sort
of game refuges—yes, refuges—and
other places that would be places
where, you know, the moose and the
caribou and other wild creatures would
have a place to live even as Northern
Minnesota was becoming increasingly
developed.

In 1926, the roadless wilderness area
in the Superior National Forest was es-
tablished by the Secretary of Agri-
culture at the time, which was 640,000
acres. At that point, they said the pol-
icy here was to retain as much as pos-
sible the land which had recreational
opportunities of this nature in the wil-
derness.

The efforts of this country to con-
tinue to protect this area went forward
in the 1930s with the passage of the
Shipstead-Newton-Nolan Act to protect
water levels and lakeshores. There had
been some dams and other sort of navi-
gational structures that had been built
that were having an impact on how the
water flowed in the Boundary Waters.
So here we had kind of a prohibition of

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — SENATE

those dams and logging within 400 feet
of this recreational area just to sort of
protect the natural area.

And then in the late 1920s and early
1930s, work continued to sort of estab-
lish what was this special place that
was going to be protected.

In 1938, the U.S. Forest Service estab-
lished the Superior Roadless Primitive
Area, with boundaries that, today, are
quite similar—quite similar to what
today is the Boundary Waters Canoe
Area Wilderness.

In Minnesota, we know a lot about
something called Thye-Blatnik. I can
talk more about that, but in 1948, Con-
gress passed the Thye-Blatnik area.
And what happened then is that,
through the Thye-Blatnik Act, resorts
and other private lands in the wilder-
ness were bought up, and we estab-
lished something that is still very im-
portant to this day, something that I
work on all the time, that in lieu of the
property taxes that might have been
achieved through those lands, there is
a payment in lieu of taxes called Thye-
Blatnik that goes to the counties up in
Northern Minnesota—Cook County and
Lake County, St. Louis County—in ex-
change for what was this wilderness
area for all of us to enjoy.

In 1949, President Truman issued an
Executive order for basically an air-
space reservation over the wilderness
area to prohibit planes from flying in
on the lakes and disrupting the experi-
ence of nature that people could have
there. You were not allowed to fly
lower than 4,000 feet over the wilder-
ness.

And then in 1958, the Forest Service
changes the name of this place to the
Boundary Waters Canoe Area, and it
becomes a part of what we now know
as the Boundary Waters.

In 1964, another really important
milestone happened for the protection
of this incredible place, and that was
when Congress passed the Wilderness
Act, and the Boundary Waters Canoe
Area became part of the National Wil-
derness Preservation System with a
clause that allowed for some logging
and some use of motorized vehicles to
continue in this area.

In 1965, the Secretary of Agriculture
at the time was Orville Freeman, who
was a Minnesotan, and Secretary Free-
man issued all sorts of management
changes that were recommended to
kind of further protect this area from
logging and from motorized boats and
zoning to make sure that it would stay
in its most natural state.

In 1978, Congress enacts the Bound-
ary Waters Canoe Area Wilderness Act,
which protected this place in per-
petuity—we would hope—to be the wil-
derness area that it is. This was a very,
very important thing.

It was somewhat controversial in
Minnesota at the time, there is no
doubt, but it has, today, become one of
the most beloved places in Minnesota,
thanks to the prescience of State and
local leaders who went forward to pro-
tect this place.
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And I am thinking—as I think about
all of the people over so many genera-
tions who have been in this place for
sustenance, for their food, for their
housing, and in more modern times, for
their ability to get away from it all
and to enjoy this place in ways that is
so difficult, I am thinking about all the
people that I have heard from who have
asked me to make sure that we are pro-
tecting this place.

I think, today—a big thanks to ev-
erybody who has reached out to our of-
fice. I think, today, we had hundreds of
phone calls into the office asking me to
do everything I can to protect the
Boundary Waters Wilderness Area.
And, honestly, over the last many
weeks that this issue has been on the
forefront of people’s minds, we have
gotten, I am sure, just thousands and
thousands and thousands of messages
from people.

And what is interesting about these
messages is, you know, one, how many
people have firsthand experience of
this incredible place and what it means
to them and just the diversity of the
stories that people have.

I find this all the time when I go
around Minnesota, and people will stop
me and thank me for the work that I
have done to protect this place, just
the way that people want to tell the
stories of what it has meant to them.

I think, today, especially in this time
when it is so hard, especially for our
young people to get—I mean all of us,
however old you are—to get away from
technology and to just sort of be cen-
tered in that experience of being, you
know, out in nature, that it is causing
people to be even more appreciative of
what it means to have a wilderness
area like this.

So I am going to just take a moment
to read some of the stories that have
been forwarded to me about the power
of this place and the lives of people in
Minnesota and across the country.

This is a story from Grand Rapids,
MN, which is in the, kind of, northern
part of the State, still south of the
Boundary Waters, and it says:

I am a 53-year-old that has lived in
Northern Minnesota her whole life. My
family and I have enjoyed God’s great
Northwoods and all it has to offer
through canoeing and camping, water
skiing, biking, campfires, hiking,
swimming, and much more. To see and
hear about the Boundary Waters pos-
sibly condemned would be beyond a
travesty. Just think of all of the ani-
mals, all of the family trips ended, tree
growth, the disaster that would happen
there, not to mention what it would do
to the ecosystem and whatever else I
cannot fathom right now.

This is a message that was sent in to
me from Mahtomedi, MN, which is
more in the Twin Cities, South Central
part of the State in the Twin Cities
area. This person wrote:

The Boundary Waters have been a
very special place to me for a long
time. I was first taken there by my fa-
ther and my uncle, and it was the start
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of my relationship with my uncle who
was previously more distant from our
family due to work. Since then, I have
gone to the Boundary Waters Canoe
Area Wilderness once a year for the
past few years with my father and my
uncle. So many of my fondest memo-
ries are all from the Boundary Waters,
and I hope to continue to make more of
them, not only with my father and my
uncle but with my own children in the
future as well.

This is a message from someone from
Farmington, MN. Farmington is also in
the suburban metro area of Min-
neapolis and St. Paul. And this person
said:

Me and my dad take a trip once year-
ly to canoe the Boundary Waters. I am
23 years old, and every year is incred-
ibly special because the Boundary
Waters are so important to my family.
My dad proposed to my mom in the
Boundary Waters. The Boundary
Waters represents love; the wild, un-
tamed American spirit; and my family.
I want to be able to show my children
pristine wilderness. I am begging you
to act to protect the Boundary Waters.

This is a message from Rochester,
MN, the home of Mayo Clinic and Uni-
versity of Minnesota Rochester, an in-
credible community. This person has
written this:

I was 10 years old when I first visited
the Boundary Waters with my dad and
my grandfather. I have since visited
numerous times, including in 2020 when
my grandfather, who had been going to
the Boundary Waters for 40 years,
made his final visit. This place is now,
to my family, not just a tranquil re-
treat but also a time-honored family
legacy and an act of remembrance for
my grandfather. To allow the Bound-
ary Waters to be permanently open for
mining is to destroy one of the great
natural gifts God has given Minnesota
for current generations and genera-
tions to come.

Now, I just want to pause on this be-
cause I think it is an opportunity to
talk a little bit more about—kind of
help to locate in colleagues’ and peo-
ple’s brains like where this mine will
be, and I have a map which shows how
this all flows.

So the Boundary Waters is this huge
area, as we have said, a million acres of
wilderness. And I am going to orient
you here. The green here is the Bound-
ary Waters Canoe Area Wilderness. And
this is the border between Minnesota
and Canada here. And this is the
Quetico Provincial Park, which is this
huge Canadian national park. It is real-
1y quite incredible.

And then here you see Ely, MN,
which is a major entry point into the
Boundary Waters. If you were to go
over here, you would find—oh, I guess
it is down here as I am orienting my-
self on this map. I guess it is over here.
There is another access point that is
commonly used by people in going into
the Boundary Waters through the
Gunflint Trail and Grand Marais,
which is right here on Lake Superior.
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And what we are talking about here,
here you can see—I am going to give
you the orientation here—the red—this
area here, the yellow and green stripes,
which you can see here, this is where
the Twin Metals deposits are, this mine
that we are talking about. These are
the deposits that would be developed
by Antofagasta, by the Twin Metals
Mine, right here.

The red area shows how the water
flows on the map, and it gives you an
idea of why, even though this mine is
just slightly outside of the actual
boundaries of the Boundary Waters,
that, for the practical purposes of the
watershed and how the water moves, it
might as well be inside the watershed
in terms of how the damage to the
water would flow because you can see,
it is all connected. I mean, that is what
happens with water, it flows.

And so here you have Birch Lake. It
flows up this way. This is the Namakan
River, Namakan Lake. Up here is
Rainy Lake. This is close to where our
kids went to camp. Kabetogama Lake
is up here.

All of this area is connected. And so
when you hear, colleagues, people tell-
ing you: You don’t need to worry about
this because this mine isn’t in the
Boundary Waters, that is not the point.
The point is that it is in the watershed
of the Boundary Waters, and that is
how the damage is done.

(Mr. ARMSTRONG
Chair.)

Mr. President, I was showing col-
leagues this map because I wanted to
make a couple of points about how this
works—how the waterflow works.

One is that even though the mineral
deposits and how they are going to be
developed are just barely outside of the
Boundary Waters Canoe Area, the im-
pact of the mine and the impact on the
water spreads not only through the
Boundary Waters, but it also flows up
through these rivers that essentially
form the border between Minnesota
and Canada—the United States and
Canada—and then into Voyageurs Na-
tional Park. I think sometimes we
don’t talk enough about the impact on
Voyageurs, which is an incredible park.

Together, Boundary Waters and
Voyageurs offer people so many dif-
ferent ways of experiencing this wilder-
ness, and the impact on both of them is
really significant.

I think sometimes also it is hard for
folks to fully understand and appre-
ciate what is the impact on water qual-
ity of this kind of mine. And so I want
to just share some of that with you as
well as you think about what is the
risk that is actually posed by this?

And I am going to get into this a bit
more in some detail, but I think it is
important, as you are considering this,
to understand that during the mineral
lease withdrawal process that happened
in—well, really, stretched over time
between, roughly, 2016 and 2021, when it
was brought to a conclusion, there was
a massive amount of effort, scientific
research study that was done, huge
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amounts of public comment to gather
information about what people thought
about this that became the basis for
the decision to do this mineral with-
drawal.

The mineral withdrawal process is
defined in the Federal Land Manage-
ment Policy Act. I believe it is the
FLPMA, as people call it around here.
And that was followed to a tee. And
that congressional law allows for min-
eral withdrawals when it is determined
that the potential risks of mines or
other kinds of natural resources devel-
opment pose too great a risk to the
public resource that belongs to it all.
So I will talk about that in a little bit
more detail, but I wanted to just share
with colleagues this background on
why sulfide ore copper mining poses
such a unique risk to the Boundary
Waters of Minnesota.

So the background here is that a
Chilean mining company operating
under the name of Twin Metals—Sen-
ator HEINRICH said it sounds like a nice
Minnesota name, and it is, but it is es-
sentially a wholly owned subsidiary of
Antofagasta.

So this Chilean mining company has
proposed this mine—a large copper-
nickel mine immediately upstream of
the Boundary Waters Canoe Area Wil-
derness. And this proposed mine would
extract copper from a geological for-
mation called the Duluth Complex.

The Duluth Complex really runs kind
of this way. It runs from northeast to
southwest across Minnesota. This is
important because there are lots of
places where the Duluth Complex can
be developed in addition to this par-
ticular place where these leases in
question are right on the border of the
Boundary Waters. There are huge re-
sources all across the way. And, in
fact, there are other mines under devel-
opment down in this part of the State
that are going through the process of
getting developed.

So this Duluth process, which has a
specific type of sulfide ore that inter-
acts with water in ways that can cre-
ate—that do create permanent con-
tamination risks. And so the question
is, How does this mechanism work?
What exactly happens? And why is it so
particularly difficult to manage in this
watershed? Part of why the water qual-
ity is of such a big concern in this area
is that the baseline condition here is
just so outstanding.

A 2017 report by the Minnesota Pollu-
tion Control Agency describes the
water within the Boundary Waters wa-
tershed as ‘‘exceptionally clean and
immaculate.” It concludes that the
majority of the water bodies within
this watershed have exceptional bio-
logical, chemical, and physical charac-
teristics.

So the water in the Boundary Waters
is so clean that visitors frequently
drink right out of the lakes. There is
no need for any purification. I have
done this myself. When you are canoe-
ing—now, you are not going to want to
drink the water right next to the shore
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because that is where the wild animals
are, but you can go out into the middle
of the lake and dip your mug into the
water in the middle of the lake, and
the water is incredible. So the funda-
mental hazard of sulfide ore mining is
this acid mine drainage that happens.

When sulfide-bearing rock is exca-
vated and exposed to oxygen and water,
a chemical chain reaction begins, and
what happens is that the sulfide min-
erals here, primarily—I might not say
this exactly right—pyrrhotite, which is
in the Duluth Complex, it oxidizes
upon exposure and then you have sul-
furic acid. And sulfuric acid then dis-
solves the surrounding rock and
leaches out heavy metals—including
copper and arsenic and lead and cad-
mium—into the water. And the result-
ing contaminated water, which is the
acid mine drainage, is very acidic, and
it is also laden with heavy metals, and
that, of course, is toxic to aquatic life.

And the mining operations are going
to dramatically increase the surface
area of this rock as it is exposed to
water and oxygen, and that accelerates
the oxidation by many orders of mag-
nitude compared to what you would see
with natural weathering rates. And
once this acid mine drainage has start-
ed, it is incredibly difficult to stop it,
and it can continue for centuries or in
perpetuity after the mine closes—a
problem that is sometimes called per-
petual treatment.

So if you think about it, this mine—
the mining company itself says that
they think that the mine would prob-
ably be in operation for, I think, 10, 15
years or in that area. Yet you are going
to have centuries of impact from this
so-called perpetual treatment issue.

A secondary chemical hazard, when
you are doing sulfide ore mining in this
particularly damp environment of the
Boundary Waters watershed, would
also substantially increase sulfite load-
ing in the water. So elevated sulfate
triggers a separate but related chem-
ical reaction with serious consequences
for human health.

Sulfite-reducing bacteria in sediment
can convert sulfate to sulfide under low
oxygen conditions and then the sulfide
can react with inorganic mercury,
which is naturally present in the envi-
ronment, to produce methylmercury.
And methylmercury bioaccumulates in
the food chain, concentrating in fish at
levels that can be dangerous for human
consumption.

Sulfate discharges from existing dis-
turbed areas of sulfide ore in the water-
shed have already elevated sulfate lev-
els in the BWCA headwaters, and anal-
ysis of monitoring data indicates that
there is a measurable water quality
degradation that is already occurring.

So this is important because the
Boundary Waters fisheries—particu-
larly walleye, the most beloved fish in
Minnesota—are central to the rec-
reational and economic value of this
place. And, of course, mercury con-
tamination resulting in consumption
advisories would have a significant im-
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pact for the sport fishing industry, cer-
tainly for Tribal subsistence rights,
and overall for the negative impacts on
the regional tourism economy.

So I think, as you think about this, I
mean, you have got to sometimes
think: Wow, like, that sounds bad, but
is that really going to happen? Do we
really have to worry about that? Won’t
there be a way of avoiding this? And I
just want to point out that we can look
at the precedence of what has happened
in the other places around the country
to help answer that question.

The chemical risks that I have just
described are not theoretical. In fact,
there are two sites in the United States
where this AMD from sulfide ore min-
ing has caused serious and long-lasting
harm. This is the acid mine drainage—
AMD.

So the first site is the Gold King
Mine in Colorado. This is from 2015. In
August of 2015, an EPA contractor crew
working at the abandoned Gold King
Mine near Silverton, CO, accidentally
breached a plug, releasing approxi-
mately 3 million gallons of acid mine
drainage into Cement Creek, which is a
tributary of the Animas River.

So this plume, which was literally
visible orange from dissolved iron and
heavy metals, it traveled more than 100
miles downstream through Colorado
and New Mexico. It crossed into the
Navajo Nation. The Navajo Nation re-
lies on the San Juan River for irriga-
tion and for drinking water, and three
States had to declare emergencies.

The Navajo Nation had to shut down
all water withdrawals from the river,
farmers lost crops and were forced to
sell their livestock, and some metals
were measured at hundreds of times
the legal limits for drinking water.
Now, a treatment plant costing $1.5
million to build and $2.4 million per
year to operate was still running as of
2024—9 years after the spill. This treat-
ment plant is treating an estimated 300
gallons of contaminated water per
minute draining continuously from the
mine.

Local communities have declined
Superfund designation for years out of
concern for tourism, but the spill
forced their hand, and victims have
filed hundreds of millions of dollars in
claims. None has been paid because the
EPA evoked sovereign immunity.

So this was a breach in this gold
metal mine in Silverton talking about
a plume of this polluted acid drainage
that is traveling more than 100 miles.
And I know my Minnesota pretty well,
but I would say that—I mean, certainly
from Birch Lake to Voyageurs Na-
tional Park is less than 100 miles. So it
gives you an idea of how far this pol-
luted water can spread in these kinds
of dangerous environments.

I want to tell colleagues about an-
other example of this kind of failure,
and that is the Summitville Mine in
Colorado. At the Summitville Gold
Mine in southern Colorado, acid- and
metal-laden runoff killed all biological
life in a 17-mile stretch of the Alamosa
River.
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The operator declared bankruptcy in
1992 and abandoned the site
midoperation, leaving EPA to manage
the ongoing emergency, and the site
was designated a Federal Superfund
site, and Federal cleanup costs have ex-
ceeded $210 million. The Alamosa River
has never fully recovered.

I think it is important that we think
about these things as we consider the
risks of this kind of mine. And, again,
I want to remind colleagues that that
is one of the reasons why this mineral
withdrawal was done—because the For-
est Service considered these risks.
They did an environmental assessment,
and they concluded that this risk was
too great to bear.

When we weigh these substantial
risks of mining near the Boundary
Waters, it is important for us to ask:
What is the benefit? What might we see
here? Where might we benefit? And
this is, I think, really important to un-
derstand because where would these
minerals go?

There has been an argument made
that this is an ‘‘America First’’ na-
tional security priority to develop
these minerals, but the question is,
Who would own the minerals that are
brought up from this piece of land
right here near Birch Lake in Northern
Minnesota? And the answer to that
question is these minerals are going to
go to China.

Antofagasta—the Chilean company
that is wanting to develop these
leases—operates a number of copper
mines in South America, and it sends
the majority of the ore that it pulls
out of the ground to Chinese state-
owned refineries for processing.

This year, in fact, these Chinese re-
fineries have agreed to an unprece-
dented zero-dollar contract for proc-
essing Antofagasta ore. So if you think
about it, what this means is that China
is in such great need of copper ore to
develop their energy and their AI infra-
structure—and all of the reasons that
they need copper ore—that they have
agreed to directly subsidize
Antofagasta’s copper production by
providing free processing of its ore.

So what this means, of course, is that
the copper nickel that is pulled out of
these deposits is going to probably
travel by train to the Pacific coast,
where it is then going to be trans-
ported to China, where it will be smelt-
ed in China, and it will be used.

Those minerals aren’t going to then
be sent back to us free. They are going
to be maybe, at best, sold back to us in
iPhones or other kinds of consumer
products. But they are not ours to de-
velop. We are going to have to buy
them back.

So I question, colleagues: What is the
advantage here? Where is the national
security advantage? Where 1is the
““America First’” advantage that we are
looking for?

With a critical minerals trade war al-
ready underway, shipping American
minerals to China seems to run counter
to so much of the work that Congress
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is trying to do to onshore critical min-
erals and critical mineral supply
chains.

So as I have been looking at this, I
think it shows us that the proposed
risks of this mine are substantial. They
arise from the chemistry of the ore
itself and, specifically, the chemistry
in this very particular climate. And
here in the particular rock and the par-
ticular climate in Minnesota, you have
got the inevitability of AMD, this acid
mine drain-off, from this sulfide-rich
rock. You have the absence of any nat-
ural acid buffering capacity in the wa-
tershed. And then you have this sort of
sulfate-driven methylmercury pathway
that is developed.

These chemical realities, combined
with the connectivity of this water
across so many miles between the mine
site here, the BWCA immediately adja-
cent to it, and then all of this water-
shed mean that the consequences of
contamination would be really severe.
They would be long-lasting, and they
would be effectively irreversible.

And as we consider the risks that
come from this mine proposal, I think
we really have to ask ourselves if it is
worth endangering one of our most be-
loved wilderness areas so that Amer-
ican minerals can be processed and
used in China.

Now, colleagues, I want to turn to an
issue that is a little bit geeky and
nerdy. If you are in Congress, though,
you appreciate the value of it. And this
has to do with, sort of, what is the
process that we are using right here,
right now, to pass this CRA. Let me
just kind of talk about that a little bit
because I think it is important for us
to understand the precedent that we
will be setting if we pass this resolu-
tion.

So we have before us H.J. Res. 140,
which would essentially apply the con-
gressional review authority process,
with all of the privileges of that proc-
ess, to something that is not a rule—
which is what the congressional review
authority is all about—but is a public
land order. And this is important to
understand.

The mineral withdrawal that was
done here was done under the authori-
ties of the Federal Land Policy and
Management Act. And in that Federal
Land Policy and Management Act,
there are processes that Congress de-
fined if they don’t like what happened,
if they don’t like what the executive
branch did. There are processes for con-
gressional disapproval of a public land
order.

And so under this Federal Land Pol-
icy and Management Act—I am going
to call it FLPMA because that is what
everyone calls it around here—there is
an existing process for Congress to ex-
press its disapproval with a public land
order, like the 2023 mineral withdrawal
which is under consideration here on
the Senate floor tonight. In that proc-
ess that is described, Congress is given
90 days to adopt a concurrent resolu-
tion of disapproval.
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So what is interesting is that, fol-
lowing the 2023 mineral withdrawal,
which was completed in 2023, a resolu-
tion of disapproval on that mineral
withdrawal was actually introduced. It
was introduced on the House floor, and
it passed out of the House Natural Re-
sources Committee—all done, sort of,
under the rules of sort of what FLPMA
establishes. But it was never brought
to the House floor, never brought to
the Senate floor. And, in fact, Congress
never acted on it.

And what happened, of course, is that
under FLPMA you have 90 days to re-
view or disapprove of an action, and
that 90-day window opened and closed,
and it passed.

So now what 1is happening—you
might be asking: So why are we dealing
with this now? This was in 2023. It ac-
tually came up on the House floor, and
nothing ever came of it. Why are we
dealing with this now?

Well, so the reason for that is that
Republicans in the House are trying to
use the congressional review authority,
basically, to get a do-over. They are ig-
noring the fact that the CRA wasn’t
created to overturn a public land order,
especially one that was 3 years old.

The CRA was designed by Congress to
say: If the Federal Government passes
a rule that we don’t like, within 60
days we have the right to say: No, that
is not what we meant; we want to draw
it back again.

But, of course, that is not what is
going on here. We are talking about
not 60 days, not 90 days; we are talking
about 3 years. We are not talking about
a Federal regulation; we are talking
about a public land order that has been
standing for 3 years.

And I just think we have to think
about what are the impacts of this
precedent if this is the step that the
Senate decides to take, because, if we
are allowing these public land orders to
be rescinded under the Congressional
Review Act—I mean, this is a really
dangerous precedent. Public land or-
ders have never previously been sub-
mitted by any administration, includ-
ing the first Trump administration.
They have never previously been sub-
mitted as rules subject to the congres-
sional review authority. This is the
first one, submitted 3 years after the
public land order was issued by the De-
partment of the Interior. And, in fact,
as I have just said, Congress set up a
completely different set of procedures
specifically to reconsider public land
orders under the Federal Land Policy
and Management Act.

So what we are seeing here is using
the CRA to undo this public land order,
which would establish an entirely new
precedent. It would allow future Con-
gresses to undo public land orders with
no time limit on any public land order.
And potentially, based on this prece-
dent, it could allow future Congresses,
with a simple partisan majority vote,
to undo any administrative action.

So what would that look like? What
would that mean? Because I think, as
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we are making this decision, col-
leagues, you always have to think
about that sometimes you are in
power, sometimes you are out of power.
But you have to think about what are
the long-term implications of your de-
cision.

So if this precedent is set—if we say,
yes, the CRA could be used to undo a
public land order, like we have here in
the Boundary Waters—well, then, I
would think that some future Demo-
cratic Congress might think: Hmm,
let’s use the CRA to undo a fossil fuel
lease or a mining lease or a timber
lease that we don’t think makes sense
in South Dakota. Maybe we could use—
this precedent would suggest that you
could use the CRA to undo a permit or
undo a permit denial. In fact, it seems
so broad, this precedent, that it could
probably undo any determination on an
administrative law matter.

So that seems to me to be really
risky—because one of the things that
matters in this country is that you
might not always agree with what hap-
pens, but there has to be some con-
tinuity, some consistency. If we are
constantly doing something and then
undoing it and then doing it again, I
can tell you from my business back-
ground that that is a disaster, because
how do you decide to make investment
decisions if you think that willy-nilly,
depending on who is in power and what
the environment is, what the political
environment is, an investment that
you made in one area, under one ad-
ministration, is going to be undone by
another administration at another
time—because that is exactly what is
happening here. One administration,
one party, is undoing what was done
perfectly legally 3 years ago.

Now, it makes sense to me, right,
that if something is done that Congress
just disagrees with, that you would
have a window of time to undo it—like,
I think, 60 days, 90 days, as we have
with the CRA and the Federal Land
Policy and Management Act. That
makes sense.

Congress says: No, that is not what
we wanted. That is not what we in-
tended. That was not our legislative in-
tent when we wrote this. We are going
to undo it.

Then that makes sense to me.

If an administration does a mineral
withdrawal like we did here, like the
Biden administration did here, and
Congress says, ‘“‘That was a mistake;
that doesn’t comply with the laws as
we wrote them; we are going to change
it,”” then, by all means, go ahead and
try to change it, but not 3 years later
and not in this way, not using a tool
that was not—the CRA tool was not
built for this. It was built to change a
regulation that Congress disagreed
with.

I think that it is a very dangerous—
very, very dangerous—precedent, and I
think it is the kind of precedent that,
honestly, when the shoe is on the other
foot, it creates problems. And I know
that I have spoken with my colleagues
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on both sides of the aisle, Republicans
and Democrats, who are concerned
about this precedent and wonder what
it might mean. And the Presiding Offi-
cer and I both have experience in the
private sector, and I think we could re-
late to the idea that capital likes cer-
tainty, capital likes to minimize risk
by knowing what is going to—what
they can count on. And that is, I think,
one of the gravest dangers of this ac-
tion that the Senate seems poised to
take.

In a world where the Senate is al-
ways going to be a place where people
disagree with one another, where we
are not always going to see things the
same way, where a project that I might
think shouldn’t be permitted somebody
else might think is reasonable to be
permitted—those disagreements will
always be there. But if we get into a
situation where different parties, de-
pending on whether they are in power
or not, are just sort of—kind of ran-
domly—undoing what has been in place
for several years, I just think it further
undermines the need for—it adds to
chaos, it undermines certainty, and it
certainly doesn’t contribute to the
problem-solving mentality that I think
that we need around here.

And, of course, for my precious
Boundary Waters, it has potentially
really significant impacts, as I have de-
scribed here, with the likely impact of
water pollution on this precious place.
And it also just leads to more lawsuits
and more, sort of, legal wrangling that,
in my mind, I wish we could just avoid.

In my life as a political leader, I have
always found that the best ideas usu-
ally come from the people that are
closest to the ground and closest to the
work and do understand best what is
going on, and so I am going to just
take a few more minutes to read some
of the comments that have come my
way from people who have firsthand ex-
perience with the Boundary Waters and
know what an incredible place it is.

This is a note from a constituent of
mine from Medina, MN, which is,
again, in the Twin Cities Metro Area.
They write:

I know all the facts and arguments
below are important, but for someone
who went on Boundary Waters trips
growing up, to bring my own girls
starting at ages 5 and 8, it is truly a
place like no other. It is my dad’s
happy place. He has led and gone on
hundreds of BWCA trips over his life-
time, and at the young age of 72, he
continues to go.

This is what I was talking about ear-
lier about how, even though this is a
very wild place, it is also so accessible
to people.

This person goes on to write: He told
myself and my husband when we were
packing up for our first trip ever with
the girls that from the moment that
they were born, he has dreamt of this
moment. The girls love it there. We
have gone every year since. They adore
being in the wilderness, seeing nature,
and disconnecting from a world that
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can be so overwhelming. They look for-
ward to it every year. As a mom, I am
truly proud that my two girls are get-
ting these opportunities. They are
learning valuable life skills while being
up there, and it doesn’t hurt that we
all get to disconnect from technology
for a few days. I beg you to work as
hard as you can to save this special
place so that my daughters’ kids will
be able to enjoy it all in its splendor
for years to come.

This is a message that came to me
from Waconia, MN, and this is what
this person writes: I first visited the
BWCA on a church retreat in 2001, and
it has been a magical place for me
since then. As someone with a wildlife
biology degree who also happens to
have conservative political beliefs, I
believe that protecting our country’s
pristine wilderness should take prece-
dence over any financial partnerships
with other countries. While it may mo-
mentarily create jobs for people in the
Iron Range, those benefiting the most
will be in Chile and China. Let’s pro-
tect one of our country’s last natural
treasures so it will be around for gen-
erations to come. I have a close group
of nine girlfriends from high school,
and we have been making an annual
trip to the BWCA just outside of Ely—
this is it; this is what it looks like—
just outside of Ely for 23 years now. I
am now a 41-year-old mother, and it is
still my favorite weekend of the year.
Please vote no to protect the environ-
ment, the animals, and my own per-
sonal sanity. I need the BWCA to re-
main protected. Remember, take noth-
ing but pictures; leave nothing but
footprints; kill nothing but time.

I love that.

This is making me think that there
has been, you know, some things writ-
ten—some things said—about what is it
that Minnesota wants when it comes to
this mine and this place and protecting
this place. The stories that I am read-
ing give wonderful anecdotes about
what people think about it, but I think
I am just going to bring some polling
into this here because this is polling
that shows what Minnesotans think
about this broadly across different par-
ties.

I think it is important to know that
this was research that was done just in
December of 2025. That is quite recent.
This research shows us that Minneso-
tans are deeply connected to the
Boundary Waters Canoe Area Wilder-
ness and intensely support its protec-
tion. Multiple polls over the last 10
years have consistently shown this
deep connection amongst voters across
all political alignments.

This connection drives opposition to
sulfide ore copper mining within the
Boundary Water watershed by double
margins. Minnesota voters are gen-
erally pro-mining, as I talked about
earlier. They are pro-mining for iron
ore, taconite, and for copper-nickel
with one important exception: They
overwhelmingly oppose sulfide ore cop-
per mines that would be located in the
watershed of the Boundary Waters.
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I am going to give you some of the
data in a minute, but I think this is
something that I was saying earlier
and that I want to return to. Min-
nesota is a pro-mining State. We are so
proud of our mining heritage, and we
are very, very proud of the continuing
contributions we make to the Nation’s
economy through iron ore. We are the
No. 1 producer of iron ore in the whole
country. It is a crucial part of our eco-
nomic foundation, and we are excited
about the opportunity to develop new
precious metals mining in Minnesota
as these new deposits in the Duluth
Complex are being explored. But Min-
nesota’s view is, not this mine in this
place. That is the issue here because
they understand how popular, they un-
derstand how precious this place is.

So here is some of the data that I
think is interesting. The Boundary
Waters is uniquely popular, and voters
across all political parties—all polit-
ical parties—say protecting it is an im-
portant priority.

Sixty percent of Minnesotans say
that they have been to the Boundary
Waters. That is kind of incredible.

The Boundary Waters is viewed fa-
vorably by nearly all Minnesotans
across the State. Eighty-six percent of
Minnesotans have a favorable view and
67 percent of Minnesotans have a very
favorable view of Boundary Waters.

Now, I don’t know what your State is
like, Mr. President, but to find some-
thing that 60 percent of people say they
have done and—what was it here?—86
percent of people have a favorable view
of, that is a pretty big deal in our
State, that everybody agrees on this.

I think it is important to under-
stand—let me kind of break that down
a little bit because you might be think-
ing: Is this something that is driven by
party politics? And I can tell you as a
Senator from Minnesota that there is
nothing political about people’s love of
the Boundary Waters. It is not a Demo-
cratic love or a Republican love or an
Independent love, and you see that in
this data.

When you ask Minnesotans ‘‘How
much of a priority do you think it
should be for Minnesota elected offi-
cials to protect the Boundary Waters
from mining pollution,” overall, 68 per-
cent say it is a priority. Eighty-seven
percent of Democrats say this, 66 per-
cent of Independents say this, and 50
percent of Republicans say this. So,
again, it is not a partisan issue. By
more than a 2-to-1 margin, Minnesota
voters oppose sulfide ore copper mining
in the Boundary Waters watershed, and
opposition is consistent. It has been
consistent over quite a few years be-
cause this issue has been very much on
Minnesotans’ minds for quite a few
years. This has been in the works for
nearly 10 years. So I think it is impor-
tant to understand that this is con-
sistent.

It is also interesting that support for
sulfide ore copper mining in the Bound-
ary Waters watershed has actually
dropped in 8 years—over the last 3



April 15, 2026

years. So there is strong support for
the Boundary Waters, strong opposi-
tion to developing a mine right in the
watershed of the Boundary Waters, and
actually a growing concern for what
this might mean.

It says—I will just read this—it says:
This is consistent with the view that
Minnesotans generally support mining
outside the Boundary Waters water-
shed by a 1l4-percent margin—40 per-
cent favor, and only 26 percent op-
pose—and they strongly oppose sulfide
ore copper mining within the Boundary
Waters watershed.

I love this because it sort of shows
that Minnesotans—I guess it is no sur-
prise that as a Minnesota Senator, I
should be reflecting the views of my
constituents, and I think that is the
case here—being pro-mining, wanting
to see that opportunity, wanting to see
that developed but not this mine in
this place.

If you look at the biggest differences
in opposition between mining in Min-
nesota versus mining in the Boundary
Waters watershed, it is really quite in-
teresting. The difference amongst Inde-
pendents is plus-62. That is a very big
number for people who look at polling
across the board.

I don’t know if it shows this in this
memo that I am referring to, but I can
tell you, because I have seen the data,
that this is also not a regional thing.
Even in Northern Minnesota, even in
the Eighth Congressional District
where this mine would be, a majority
of people in the Eighth Congressional
District would agree with this state-
ment: not this mine in this place.

So you can imagine what Minneso-
tans are thinking about tonight if they
are watching me talk here and think-
ing about what the Senate is doing,
and they are asking themselves: Why is
the Senate—why did the U.S. House—
why are they undoing this protection
that we had in place that we wanted?
Why are they ignoring what we think
should be happening in our State? Why
are they ignoring or undermining or
undoing the protections we want to see
in place for these public lands that
matter so much?

I can tell you from the conversations
I have been having that it is contrib-
uting to their lack of trust in this
body, the ability of this body to, you
know, produce action and legislation
that actually reflect what they want to
see happen. It is frustrating to them,
and they are asking me: Why is this
happening? Why is it even possible that
something that was done and done cor-
rectly and done legally, you Kknow,
years ago is now being undone by a lot
of people who have never even been to
Minnesota and don’t really even know
what this is all about?

You know, it is difficult for me to ex-
plain exactly why this is happening.
That is why I am here tonight to talk
about this in all the ways that I can
and help to try to change the flow of
this debate as I am trying to change
the flow of this polluting water
through the Boundary Waters.
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I would like to take a couple of min-
utes and talk a little bit about the
work that was done to establish this
mineral lease withdrawal because 1
think there has also been some discus-
sion about what was really involved in
that and shouldn’t we just really let
sort of the permitting process play out
as it normally would?

I would say I understand that argu-
ment that there is a—you know, we
have established a permitting process
at the State level and at the Federal
level, and that should be allowed to
play out. But, you know, it is inter-
esting because Congress also, in this
Federal Land Policy and Management
Act, said that there might be occasions
when there are places where we want
to be able to withdraw those mineral
leases because we can see ahead of
time—before all of the work has been
done, we can see ahead of time based
on our environmental assessment that
this is not wise, that this doesn’t make
sense.

That is exactly what happened with
the Rainy River withdrawal environ-
mental assessment, which was done
with extensive work.

I have it all right here. I do not think
that I will read it all to you tonight,
but I want to just highlight some of
the pieces of this so that it can give
colleagues an idea of how comprehen-
sive this environmental assessment
was—I mean, honestly, much more
comprehensive than the Congressional
Review Act resolution that is before
the Senate right now that included,
you know, no outreach, no scientific
evidence.

There was nothing that was pre-
sented in this CRA that says ‘‘Nope,
this is all wrong’’ that was done in this
environmental review. There was none
of that at all.

So let me just highlight some of what
is in this Rainy River withdrawal,
which is the basis for the mineral lease
withdrawal, to give you some con-
fidence that it was done with a lot of
integrity and a lot of scientific back-
drop.

The environmental assessment says
this: The purpose of the requested
withdrawal is to protect and preserve
natural and cultural resources in the
Rainy River watershed, including the
Boundary Waters Canoe Area Wilder-
ness, the Boundary Waters Canoe Area
Mining Protection Area, and the 1854
ceded territory.

Let me just let everyone know that
that is the ground that is covered by
the 1854 treaty between the Federal
Government and the Chippewa Tribes
of Northern Minnesota that gives them
hunting and fishing and wild rice-har-
vesting rights.

So it is saying basically that the pur-
pose of this requested withdrawal is to
protect and preserve natural and cul-
tural resources in the Rainy River wa-
tershed from the known and potential
adverse environmental impacts arising
from exploration and development of
federally owned minerals.
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The withdrawal is needed because the
Forest Service and the BLM have seen
and can reasonably anticipate increas-
ing interest within the private sector
for developing the copper, nickel, ore
mines in the Duluth Complex that may
adversely impact the Rainy River Wa-
tershed.

This goes on to describe what the de-
cision-making process looks like under
the Federal Land Policy and Manage-
ment Act and describes how this act,
written by Congress, of course, signed
into law, authorizes the Secretary of
the Interior to make and modify and
extend or revoke withdrawals, in ac-
cordance with the terms of the law.
And that is what this is all about.

So what happens in this environ-
mental assessment is that they look at
alternatives, they look at an alter-
native where the leases are withdrawn,
for 20 years to be clear, or a second al-
ternative where there is no withdrawal
and the leases continue.

And they evaluate what is likely to
happen, what is likely to happen to the
environment. They also evaluate what
is likely to happen to the
socioeconomics of the region because,
of course, these things are always a
balance.

We don’t want to live in a world
where all we do is to protect environ-
mental resources but there is no way
for people to earn a living or to feed
their families or to own their own
home.

So let me just talk, let me just high-
light some of this because I think it is
interesting and gets to that point.

It says, the region—this region
around the Boundary Waters has a long
history of mineral exploration and ex-
traction with mining activity attract-
ing migrants and establishing commu-
nities since the 19th century. Simi-
larly, the region’s unique natural
amenities and recreation opportunities
have been a source of recreation and
tourism and an amenity-based econ-
omy. The relative concentration of jobs
in both mining and tourist and related
sectors demonstrate these economic
dependencies within the region, which I
can say from personal experience is
very true.

So in 2019, the mining-related em-
ployment was estimated at 3 percent of
total employment in St. Louis County,
Cook County, and Lake County, that is
this region. So think about that, 3 per-
cent.

This represents over 40 percent of all
mining sector jobs in the State. Sec-
tors associated with recreation and
tourism also make up a higher propor-
tion of total jobs in the study area rel-
ative to the State average.

In 2019, recreation and tourism-de-
pendent jobs—so that includes retail
trade, arts, entertainment, recreation,
accommodation, and food services—
that was 22 percent of total employ-
ment in the three-county analysis
plan.

But, of course, job numbers tell only
part of the economic picture, average
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annual wages vary substantially by
sector. The average wage and natural
resource extraction sector was gen-
erally high compared to wages in many
other sectors. That is certainly the
case. The Boundary Waters Canoe Area
Wilderness—this goes on to say—bpro-
vides many thousands of visitors with
a unique, primitive, and nature-based
recreation experience. The wilderness
area also provides economic drivers to
the local communities and the State of
Minnesota. The Boundary Waters
Canoe Area Wilderness is surrounded
by resorts, outfitters and guides, camp-
grounds, and other visitor service busi-
nesses and hundreds of homes and cab-
ins.

In 2018, visitors to the wilderness
area were estimated to contribute be-
tween 230 and 570 jobs and 6 million to
14.8 million in labor income all across
this region, which we call the Arrow-
head Region in Minnesota.

So I like that this is looking at the
socioeconomics of this and kind of
what are we going to do, how do we
kind of maximize the benefit here.

I want to also just say I think it is
important, because I always come back
to this, the impacts on Tribes in North-
ern Minnesota. And this assessment
points the following out: The lands pro-
posed for withdrawal include the home-
land and traditional use areas of the
Lake Superior Chippewa Tribe, com-
prised of multiple independent bands
living around Lake Superior and what
is the northern parts of Minnesota.

And this, I think, is important. The
Ojibwe bands were signatories of key
treaties executed by the Federal Gov-
ernment in the 19th century. This
withdrawal application area falls en-
tirely within the 1854 ceded territory of
the Lake Superior Chippewa from lands
deemed to have been under the sole
control of signatories at signing.

So every single thing that we are
talking about here falls within the 1854
ceded territory, and this is not some
historical document that is interesting
to know about that has no impact on
our daily life. This treaty is still in ef-
fect. It still establishes these hunting
and fishing and wild rice harvesting
rights that exist to this day. It still es-
tablishes the right that the Lake Supe-
rior Chippewa people, the Anishinaabe
people of Northern Minnesota have
around moose and deer and fish and
berry and wild rice, their sugar bush
sites, their maple stands, their white
cedar stands, ducks, and other forest
resources.

Of course, these resources are avail-
able to everybody, but they have a par-
ticular legal access point for the
folks—for the Tribal nations. It is not
known in many parts of the country,
but in Minnesota, wild rice, manoomin,
is a hugely important food source and
also very important culturally to Na-
tive people, and it is a very important
part of the ecosystem of this part of
Minnesota.

And wild rice is a wetland plant that
grows in exactly this kind of eco-
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system, and it is, again, super impor-
tant to the Ojibwe people. And this
wild rice, it grows in very shallow
freshwater marshes on the edges of
lakes and rivers, and typically it grows
only to about 3 feet high. And it is a
very, very important part of what is in-
cluded in these treaties. I think it is
important to understand that.

As I go through this environmental
assessment to share what it evaluates
in terms of the opportunities in this
area, what needs to be protected and
what impacts you might see from the
mine, I want to just share a little bit of
that with you. I just need to find it
here. This talks about—let me find it
here.

Here we go. This is a good summary,
I think, of what the environmental as-
sessment finds. It says: The greatest
potential risk to water quality of the
wilderness area and lands within the
withdrawal area comes from the cata-
strophic failure of a wet basin tailings
storage or impoundment dam. Wet
basin tailings storages pose the risk of
dam failure and the potential release of
a large volume of contaminated sedi-
ment or tailings into the water to a
nearby water body, the potential trans-
port of that downstream in water bod-
ies and receptors.

Dam failures have the greatest po-
tential of traveling downstream at a
volume that could impact receding wil-
derness area water resources. Impacts
would be most severe for streams and
wetlands and lakes most adjacent to
the failure. Failure would be highly
likely to result in increases of total
solids, sulfates, metal, or other con-
stituents, exceedance of water quality
standards, and observable impacts of
aquatic bio and habitat in Birch Lake
becoming successively less severe, of
course, as the water moves forward.

But it assesses that the risk effects
to the Boundary Waters Canoe Area
would be significant and can’t be—
can’t be—you know, mitigated in any
way.

I think that that is the reason why
this environmental assessment forms
the basis for the mineral lease with-
drawal. And, again, the mineral lease
withdrawal is for 20 years, and 20 years
seems like a long time. I have been in
the Senate for 9 years—half of that
time—but the idea here is that you
don’t want to lock these minerals up
forever. That doesn’t seem reasonable.
But given what the technology is right
now, given what we know about the en-
vironmental risks and what this kind
of mining would do, something is going
to have to change before this makes
sense, before this is a risk worth tak-
ing.

And I believe that that is really—the
message that I take out of this envi-
ronmental assessment, along with, you
know, the many hundreds of thousands
of people who wrote in talking about
this and saying why—why this
mattered to them.

I think during the course of this dis-
cussion when we are talking about the
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special place that this is, also talking
about the unusual precedent, the re-
markable and dangerous precedent
that the CRA establishes should it pass
and also talking about the special con-
sideration that I think that we need to
give to Native people who have par-
ticular and sovereign treaty rights re-
lated to this place.

And I want to just, if I can, take a
minute to go over in a bit of detail
what some of the Tribes have said
about this because I think it gives a
good impact—it gives a good sense of
why this is important to them.

And let me just find this for you be-
fore I—while I am looking for that, I
want to share these other things with
you because I think they are helpful.

Senator HEINRICH spoke about this
earlier, and it was really remarkable to
me that as we were considering this
CRA, as it was coming over from the
House to the Senate, that we received
here in the Senate an open letter from
President Theodore Roosevelt’s direct
descendants talking about the impor-
tance of saving the Boundary Waters. 1
am going to just read this letter to
make sure that people have had a
chance to understand what it says.

The letter says: Dear United States
Senators, the purpose of this letter is
to strongly recommend all Senators
vote against House Joint Resolution
140 and to ask you to work with Presi-
dent Trump to seek ways to perma-
nently protect the Boundary Waters
and to send a unified message that
America is still a land that relentlessly
protects its greatest wilderness ter-
rain.

The proposed House resolution erro-
neously uses the Congressional Review
Act to disallow the current withdrawal
of over 225,000 acres and the headwaters
of the Boundary Waters and would
green-light exposure of this national
treasure to the highly toxic and de-
structive impacts of sulfide-ore copper
mining.

It is faulty on several key fronts.
First, it is the opposite of ‘‘America
First.” The mining company in ques-
tion is foreign-owned, will use Chinese
state-owned smelters, and will then
sell the extracted metals on the open
market.

Next, it removes the American public
from public land decision making. A
key priority of American public land
policy has always been to have a strong
bias towards obtaining robust public
input. Hundreds of thousands of Ameri-
cans have already weighed in on the
Boundary Waters, and they overwhelm-
ingly want it protected forever.

Next, it discards sound science. A de-
tailed environmental assessment has
already documented the substantial
risk copper mining poses to this high-
ly-valued ecosystem.

It sets a very bad precedent for other
public lands. Using the CRA in this
fashion, which has never been done be-
fore, would put at risk other public
land withdrawals across America to
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similarly irresponsible actions. Fi-
nally, the proposed resolution is dia-
metrically at odds with the conserva-
tion legacy of President Theodore Roo-
sevelt.

For all these reasons we feel a deep
obligation to T.R.—as they call him in
this letter—to speak out loudly in sup-
port of this exceptional American wil-
derness area.

As T.R. said at the Grand Canyon in
1903, we now reiterate with the Bound-
ary Waters today ‘‘leave it as it is.”
Vote no on House Joint Resolution 140
or any other similar legislation and
seek creative ways to protect the
Boundary Waters forever.

Frankly, T.R. would have been ap-
palled at House Resolution 140 and the
misguided and harmful effort to revoke
sound and necessary mineral with-
drawals in the headwaters of the
Boundary Waters.

To understand T.R.’s perspective on
all of this, it is important to review a
little of his history starting with Min-
nesota.

T.R. had a strong affinity for Min-
nesota. T.R.’s love of Minnesota ema-
nated directly from Lincoln and
Grant’s leadership during the Civil
War. Minnesota immediately stepped
up to support the dire cause.

T.R. had a huge amount of respect
for the 1st Minnesota Infantry Regi-
ment, who literally saved the Union at
Gettysburg. It is perhaps why, shortly
after the Civil War, as a 10-year-old sit-
ting in Germany, T.R. dreamed of
proudly going to Minnesota someday.
He hoped to get there when he was 14,
and he cheered in his diary about the
prospect: Hip, hip, hoorah.

In 1880, T.R.’s first extended hunting
trip to the West brought him as far as
the Red River in Moorhead, MN, way
up in the northwestern quadrant of our
State, where he briefly ducked into the
Dakota Territory for the first time.
From then on, T.R.’s strong historical
connections and interest in Minnesota
accelerated exponentially.

In 1838, he signed his first cattle
ranching contract in Saint Paul. In the
rest of the 1880s and in the 1890s, he
crossed through the State on many
memorable occasions.

In 1900, he launched his Vice Presi-
dential campaign in Minnesota. In 1901,
he gave his famous ‘“Big Stick’ speech
at the Minnesota State Fair.

These are just a few small samplings
of T.R.’s oversized affection for Min-
nesota, which helped to catapult him
toward his destiny.

T.R. worked exceedingly hard to pro-
tect Minnesota’s forests and water. It
should come as no surprise that T.R.’s
appreciations for Minnesota translated
into an aggressive pursuit of protecting
the State’s favored forests and water.

In 1902, shortly after taking office,
T.R. used scientific forestry to estab-
lish the Minnesota Forest Reserve,
which was later renamed the Chippewa
National Forest. It was the first na-
tional forest reserve in America east of
the Mississippi River and the first one
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set aside through an act of Congress,
rather than by a Presidential procla-
mation.

Around the same timeframe, closer
to America’s northern border, T.R.’s
administration withdrew hundreds of
thousands of acres in Lake and Cook
Counties in the vicinity of the Bound-
ary Waters to get a jump start on pro-
tecting this even more pristine source
of water.

Finally, in 1909, for the public good,
T.R. formally established the much
broader Superior National Forest,
where the Boundary Waters Canoe Wil-
derness Area resides.

Based on all of these proactive meas-
ures, there is no doubt T.R. wanted
Minnesota’s greatest natural resource,
its most beloved Boundary Waters eco-
system, protected in perpetuity for all
future generations to enjoy. It was a
central tenet of his balanced approach
to conservationism.

Saving the Boundary Waters makes
common, bipartisan sense. Because of
the foresight of America’s early Repub-
lican leaders, the Boundary Waters has
risen, as per the Department of the In-
terior, to become America’s most heav-
ily visited wilderness area. Its great-
ness goes way beyond Minnesota. It is
the fourth pillar of all of America’s
greatest continental wilderness ter-
rain—Yosemite, Lincoln and Harrison;
Yellowstone, Grant; the Grand Canyon,
Roosevelt; and the Boundary Waters.

Saving it from the devastating ef-
fects of copper mining is, therefore, the
conservation imperative of our time
and should be bipartisan in nature.

It is certainly bipartisan in Min-
nesota, as evidenced by the fact that 70
percent of Minnesotans want the
Boundary Waters permanently pro-
tected. Minnesotans know, aside from
the devastating impact on the environ-
ment, copper-nickel mining in the
Boundary Waters would deal a crushing
blow to a great rural American econ-
omy. It would Kkill jobs, dampen
growth, decrease affordability, and
erase any meaningful prospects for fu-
ture economic prosperity in the region.

For all of these reasons, we are posi-
tive T.R. would want the Boundary
Waters protected in a bipartisan fash-
ion. But, sadly, the passage of H.J. Res.
140 in the House puts all of this in
grave jeopardy.

Our specific ask of the United States
Senators: To America’s Senators,
please do all that you can to protect
this national treasure. On both sides of
the political aisle, we strongly ask you
to vote no on this resolution and on
any other similar legislation proposed
in the future.

T.R. was active in the preserving of
our greatest wilderness terrain on both
the east and west coasts. It became one
of the greatest enduring legacies of his
life. It is now time for all of you to get
in the arena with him.

We implore you to do your own parts
to ensure T.R.’S commonsense ap-
proach to conservationism is as strong
today as it was more than a century
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ago. There is no better place to do this
than to preserve the greatest wilder-
ness terrain in the middle of America’s
heartland: the Boundary Waters, the
greatest ‘‘America 250 conservation
gift, protecting the fourth pillar.

This letter concludes in this way: In
conjunction with America’s 250th
birthday, we ask you to honor Presi-
dent Theodore Roosevelt’s conserva-
tion legacy.

As T.R.’s Presidential Library for-
mally opens in Medora, ND, on Inde-
pendence Day, three pillars of T.R.’s
life will take central stage: Lieadership,
conservation, and citizenship.

It is one thing for politicians to say
they believe in these three pillars, and
it is quite another to see them act that
way. We humbly submit it would be
hard to gift America a more meaning-
ful fourth pillar, one that better unites
these three aspects of his legacy, than
a huge enduring present in the form of
a permanently protected Boundary
Waters.

Finally, it should be noted that the
signatories below represent the three
branches of Theodore Roosevelt’s fam-
ily, emanating directly from his three
sons, who all served in both World War
I and World War II.

Quinton Roosevelt was, sadly, killed
in action in World War I or he cer-
tainly would have risen to the call of
service the second time.

The four of us below—this is impor-
tant. The four of us below have never
collectively cosigned a letter together,
which should give an indication of how
strongly we support voting no on this
resolution and then voting yes on per-
manent Boundary Waters protection.

We greatly appreciate your time and
attention to this matter.

This is signed by Theodore Roosevelt
IV, Teddy Roosevelt’s great-grandson,
and cosigned by Tweed Roosevelt,
Kermit Roosevelt III, and Mark Roo-
sevelt.

I think this is so interesting because,
one, it speaks to the great tradition of
conservationism in the Republican
Party. And I love also that it high-
lights these other great pillars of
American remarkable places. They
talk about, in this letter, America’s
greatest continental wilderness ter-
rain: Yosemite, protected by Lincoln
and Harrison; Yellowstone protected by
Grant; the Grand Canyon and Roo-
sevelt.

And, you know, just as it is impos-
sible for us to imagine a big mine right
on the doorstep of the Grand Canyon or
Yosemite, it is impossible for us in
Minnesota to imagine this mine right
on the doorstep of the Boundary
Waters. The Boundary Waters is the
same caliber of national treasure as
the Grand Canyon or Yosemite or Yel-
lowstone.

And in this country, we certainly
don’t say we don’t want to do any min-
ing anyplace. But we also acknowledge
that there are places that are so spe-
cial, that that does not need to be the
place where we look to meet our needs
for precious metals, precious minerals.
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I was searching, a moment ago, for—
I had mentioned that I wanted to share
some of the views of America’s indige-
nous Tribes, talking about why they
think that it is important to protect
the Boundary Waters.

I have got a few here that I am going
to read to you, and I am going to start
with the letter from the National Con-
gress of American Indians, which, as
you no doubt know, is the oldest and
largest organization of sovereign Trib-
al nations from around the country.

I am going to—this is actually not a
letter. Forgive me. This is a resolution
that the National Congress of Amer-
ican Indians put forward a few weeks
ago, speaking on behalf of all of the
Tribes, all of the Tribes that are mem-
bers.

It is as follows. It is called: Calling
on the Senate Committee on Indian Af-
fairs to hold a hearing to consider and
take testimony on H.J. Res 140, enti-
tled, ‘‘Disapproving Public Land Order
7917 due to the impacted Tribal inter-
ests contained in the subject public
land order.

It goes as follows:

Whereas we the members of the Na-
tional Congress of American Indians of
the United States, invoking the de-
signed blessing of the Creator upon our
efforts and purposes, in order to pre-
serve for ourselves and our descendants
the inherent sovereign right of our In-
dian Nations, rights secured under In-
dian treaties and agreements with the
United States, and all other rights and
benefits to which we are entitled under
the laws and Constitution of the
United States, and the United Nations
Declaration on the Rights of Indige-
nous Peoples, to enlighten the public
toward a better understanding of the
Indian people, to preserve Indian cul-
tural values and otherwise promote the
health, safety, and welfare of the In-
dian people, do hereby establish and
submit the following resolution:

And whereas the National Congress
of American Indians, NCAI, was estab-
lished in 1944, and as the oldest and
largest national organization of Amer-
ican Indian and Alaska Native Tribal
governments;

And whereas the Ojibwe people have
resided in North America since time
immemorial, and before the establish-
ment of the United States, have resided
among what has become the border be-
tween the United States and Canada
and the places now called Michigan,
Wisconsin, Minnesota, and North Da-
kota;

And whereas the Ojibwe people en-
tered into numerous treaties with the
United States, ceding land and reserv-
ing rights within those lands in ex-
change for peace, protection, and serv-
ices, including the Treaty of La Pointe,
September 30, 1854;

And whereas in the 1834 treaty, the
Ojibwe reserved rights to hunt, fish,
and gather within the territory ceded
in the 1854 ceded territory, and such
rights remain intact and are presently
exercised by the current beneficiaries
of the 1854 treaty;
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And whereas, over time, the Federal
Government took land within the
ceded territory for conservation and
protection, including the Superior Na-
tional Forest and the Boundary Waters
Canoe Area Wilderness, both within the
Rainy River Watershed, which runs
along the current United States-Can-
ada border and what is now North-
eastern Minnesota;

And whereas the Boundary Waters
Canoe Area Wilderness is a globally
unique freshwater ecosystem with
some of the world’s cleanest water—it
comprises 20 percent of the freshwater
within the entire National Forest Sys-
tem. And through its interconnected
system of lakes, forests, and wetlands,
provides irreplaceable habitat for
threatened species like the lynx and
the loons, and, by doing so, offers in-
valuable and cultural recreational re-
sources, including resources that the
Ojibwe utilize when exercising their re-
served treaty rights;

And whereas, as recognized in the
NCAI resolution on FDA 02510, wild
rice, manomin, is the sacred food of the
Ojibwe people, integral to their iden-
tity and necessary for their subsist-
ence, and the Federal Government
must protect the waters of the 1854
ceded territory from contamination to
maintain traditional harvesting of wild
rice, which, as the Ojibwe treaty guar-
anteed, are usufructuary rights;

And whereas, on January 31, 2023,
then Secretary of the Interior Deb
Haaland issued Public Land Order 7917,
withdrawing approximately 225,504
acres of National Forest System lands
from disposition under the TUnited
States mineral and geothermal leasing
laws for a period of 20 years to protect
and preserve the 1854 ceded territory of
the Lake Superior Chippewa in North-
ern Minnesota from the political ad-
verse effects of mineral and geothermal
exploration and development;

And whereas the order further pro-
vides that the purpose for the with-
drawal is also to protect the health,
traditional cultural values, and sub-
sistence-based lifestyle of the Tribal
nations that rely on resources in the
region, such as wild rice, which are
particularly susceptible to adverse im-
pacts associated with mineral explo-
ration and development;

And whereas NCAI acknowledges
that any threats to Tribal rights and
treaty rights of one Tribal nation
erodes the reserved Tribal and treaty
rights of all Tribal nations, thereby
eroding Tribal sovereignty;

And whereas H.J. Res. 140, introduced
in the U.S. House of Representatives on
January 12, 2026, authorizes the dis-
approval of Public Land Order 7917;

And whereas the U.S. House of Rep-
resentatives enacted H.J. Res. 140 with-
out a hearing and without soliciting
input from the impacted parties, in-
cluding from the Tribal nations whose
treaty rights are impacted by the dis-
approval;

And whereas pursuant to the rules of
the Congressional Review Act adoption
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and enactment of H.J. Res. 140 would
permanently preclude any future con-
sideration or action by the executive
branch, forever stripping the impacted
Tribal nations of their right to be con-
sulted prior to Federal actions that
materially impact their lives, lands,
and interests;

And whereas H.J. Res. 140 has been
transmitted to the U.S. Senate and be-
cause disapproval of the underlying
public land order directly impacts
more than one federally recognized
Tribe’s treaty guaranteed rights, the
Senate Committee on Indian Affairs
should hold a hearing on Public Land
Order 7917 in order to solicit testimony
from the impacted Tribal nations be-
fore Senate floor consideration;

Now therefore be it resolved that
NCAI urges the U.S. Senate Indian Af-
fairs Committee to expeditiously
schedule a hearing regarding the con-
tents of Public Land Order 7917 and the
potential detrimental impact adopting
H.J. Res. 140 would have on treaty
rights by soliciting testimony from the
Tribal nations impacted.

And be it further resolved that NCAI
insists that the administration and the
Congress protect the unique eco-
systems of the Boundary Waters Canoe
Area Wilderness from contamination
and encroachment, which is the under-
lying purpose of Public Land Order
7917.

And be it finally resolved that this
resolution shall be the policy of NCAI
until it is withdrawn or modified by
any subsequent resolution.

Now, I think this is important for a
couple of reasons.

One, this is such an important orga-
nization reflecting so many Tribal na-
tions. It is important also that they
are saying clearly that they believe
that the public land order in place
right now is protecting their Tribal
sovereignty and treaty rights as they
should be protected.

The resolution is also saying, if you
are going to take such a dramatic step,
U.S. Senate, you ought to at least have
a hearing in the Senate Indian Affairs
Committee to create an opportunity
for Tribal nations to express their
views on this.

Of course, that hearing hasn’t hap-
pened. Because the CRA came before
the Senate as a privileged resolution, it
was not possible to refer this to the
committee during these processes that
were going on. There are so many
things that the Senate is limited from
doing because of the form in which the
House sent this resolution over to the
Senate; but I think it is a travesty
that, at the very least, a hearing ex-
ploring the impacts on Tribal nations
will not have been held before Members
of the Senate are to make a decision
that has such a significant impact on
treaty rights and Tribal nations in
Minnesota. As this letter says, what
impacts one Tribal nation impacts all
Tribal nations in this environment, in
this situation.
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Having the support of the National
Congress of American Indians is ex-
tremely important, but I also want to
just note that the Minnesota Chippewa
Tribes—that all of the Chippewa Tribes
in Northern Minnesota have also ex-
pressed their strong disapproval of this
action that the Senate is contem-
plating tonight. So I am going to read
the letter that the Minnesota Chippewa
Tribe sent to Senator KLOBUCHAR and
me so that everyone will—so that it
will also be in the RECORD.

Here is the letter, which was written
on March 4, my birthday. It’s to Sen-
ator TINA SMITH and Senator AMY KLO-
BUCHAR. Re: Vote No on Mining in and
around the Boundary Waters: Dear
Senators Smith and Klobuchar, I write
at the direction of the leadership of the
six bands of the Minnesota Chippewa
Tribe—otherwise MCT—all of which
are federally recognized Indian Tribes
under the umbrella of the MCT.

As you know, in January, H.J. Res.
140 passed the House and rolls back the
20-year ban on mining in and around
the Boundary Waters Canoe Area Wil-
derness and within the Superior Na-
tional Forest in Minnesota. The MCT
strongly opposes any mining in that
area and asks that you vote no on any
companion bill in the Senate, and we
thank you both for your public state-
ments to date in opposition of this de-
structive measure.

Members of those MCT bands who
were signatories to the 1854 Treaty of
La Pointe, which encompasses the
Boundary Waters Canoe Area Wilder-
ness, retain the right to enter millions
of acres in the Arrowhead region of
Minnesota to exercise their treaty re-
served rights to hunt and fish and gath-
er.
The entire area is Ojibwe homeland.
In fact, one of the key purposes of the
Bureau of Land Management order
withdrawing the Superior National
Forest lands from potential mineral
and geothermal leasing was to protect
and preserve the fragile and vital
socio-natural resources, ecological in-
tegrity, and wilderness values from the
potential diverse effects of mineral and
geothermal exploration and develop-
ment. The 1854 ceded territory was ex-
pressly called out as one of the areas
that must be protected.

The letter includes a map of the
ceded territory, and the letter con-
cludes by saying: Again, we appreciate
your opposition to lifting the mining
ban and your support of Tribes in this
region. Thank you.

I have here also letters from the
White Earth Indian Reservation ex-
pressing their opposition to mining in
or near the Boundary Waters Wilder-
ness.

I have a letter from the Midwest Alli-
ance of Sovereign Tribes, and all of the
Anishinaabe Tribes across Minnesota
and Wisconsin are all relatives.

This is another letter basically say-
ing: We are writing to you today on an
issue of utmost importance to all of
our members. It is our understanding
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that the House joint resolution may
soon be brought to the floor. This reso-
lution is a measure brought under the
Congressional Review Act to repeal a
current rule banning copper-sulfide
mining. We urge you and your col-
leagues to vote no on this measure.

I have here a letter from the Eastern
Shoshone Tribe, which is a Wyoming
Tribe, sent to Senator LuMMIS, Senator
THUNE, and also to Senator SCHUMER
and Senator BARRASSO. It includes op-
position, saying clearly, on behalf of
the Eastern Shoshone Business Coun-
cil, it urges the Senate to oppose H.J.
Res. 140.

I have a letter from the Prairie Band
Potawatomi Nation urging opposition
to this resolution.

I have a letter from the Rosebud
Sioux Tribe from Rosebud, SD, urging
opposition to this CRA.

I have here a letter from early Feb-
ruary to all of the Members of the Sen-
ate, and I am just going to read you a
bit of it, but I think what I want you
to know is that, at the end of this let-
ter, it is signed by—I mean, my word. I
would have to count them all up—I
would guess, 40 or 50 small businesses
in Minnesota. Many of them are from
the area—you know, they benefit so
much from the natural resources of
Northern Minnesota and from the out-
door recreation economy of Northern
Minnesota.

They are urging the U.S. Senate to
oppose H.J. Res. 140, and I am just
going to read you a bit of it.

It says: The Boundary Waters and
downstream Voyageurs National Park
are currently protected by Public Land
Order 7917—the 20-year mineral with-
drawal banning copper and nickel min-
ing on Federal public lands in the head-
waters of these beloved wildlands. This
mining ban is based on the U.S. Forest
Service’s comprehensive environ-
mental assessment, which concluded
that sulfide-ore copper mining near the
Boundary Waters would cause irrevers-
ible harm to the region’s watershed,
fish, and wildlife, treaty and Tribal
rights, and robust recreation economy.

The analysis completed by the Forest
Service in 2022 included 675,000 public
comments, over 95 percent of which fa-
vored protecting the Boundary Waters
and Voyageurs from sulfide-ore copper
mining. Overturning the mining ban
puts at risk the forests and the clean
waters of the region as well as its
town’s indigenous communities and the
regional economy.

The love for the Boundary Waters
powers a strong and enduring recre-
ation economy in Northeastern Min-
nesota—responsible for 17,000 jobs and
over $1 billion in sales annually in the
region. This includes the many busi-
nesses many of us have created and
grown which will be seriously damaged
if sulfide-ore copper mining were al-
lowed in this fragile environment.

The wilderness is also a crown jewel
of Minnesota and important to the
State’s growing $13.5 billion outdoor
economy. Economic studies show that
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protecting the Boundary Waters would
be better for the economy than opening
the area to copper mining.

The letter goes on to say: Once com-
promised, the Boundary Waters cannot
be restored. This region is much more
than a beautiful place. It embodies the
best of our public lands: clean water,
expansive habitat, world-class recre-
ation, vibrant wilderness communities,
and sustainable local economies. Gen-
erations of Midwesterners and Ameri-
cans from across the country have
formed deep connections to nature
through hunting and fishing and camp-
ing and canoeing and hiking in the
Boundary Waters.

We urge you to vote no on H.J. Res.
140. Do not sell out our wilderness, our
way of life, and our businesses.

This letter is signed by—and I won’t
read all of the people who have signed
it—Ely Outfitting in Ely, MN; Freedom
Explorer; the Lodge of Whispering
Pines; River Point Resort; Wilderness
Cabins; Piragis Northwoods Company;
Voyager Outward Bound School; North
of North Resort; Ely Cabin Collective;
Final Touch Proofreading and Editing.

I am sure there are, you know, adver-
tising and marketing jobs connected to
the Boundary Waters.

White Pine Productions. All of these
are in Ely, MN.

Then there are many others: North
Shore Adventure Park in Silver Bay;
Big City Mountaineers in Tower; Gran-
ite Gear in Two Harbors; Madison
Elyse, LLC, in Alexandria; Littlbug
Enterprises in Bemidji; Java Moose in
Grand Marais; the Fisherman’s Daugh-
ter in Grand Marais.

I mean, there are dozens of busi-
nesses that are listed here, and I think
this just goes to show how the outdoor
recreation economy powers these small
businesses. They are the employers and
the drivers of Minnesota’s economy. So
listening to them and hearing what
they have to say as we make this deci-
sion is just so important.

The hour grows late, and I know we
have people who have been here all day
long, so I am going to take a couple
of—a bit more of the time that I have—
5 hours all in—on this extremely im-
portant topic just to talk a little bit
more about some of the feedback that
I have gotten from Minnesotans before
I wrap up tonight.

Here is something that I think is
really an important and interesting
note that I have gotten from Lakeville,
MN.

This person says the following: I
moved to Minnesota over a decade ago
from Chicago. As someone born in
Iowa, I visited Minnesota often. When
making the decision to move to Min-
nesota, a huge draw for us was out-
doors. We visit the Boundary Waters
Canoe Area every year, and my Kkids
know the feeling of a great hike and
the beautiful scenery to go with it. If
this resolution passes Congress, not
only will my grandchildren not be able
to enjoy this beautiful place, but my
kids will watch it disappear before
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their eyes. Please protect this land,
protect beauty, and protect the feeling
of a great hike.

This is a letter from Lake Elmo, MN.
It is very short.

She says: I am a 79-year-old woman
who goes to the BWCA with my kids
and grandchildren. Chilean mining in
the area will hurt the tour industry.

Thank you for sending that.

I will read a couple more here before
I close.

This is from St. Augusta, MN, and it
says: I am a 45-year resident of Min-
nesota. I am an Eagle Scout, husband,
and father of three daughters. I have
been an outdoor enthusiast from a very
early age—deer hunting with extended
family and camping with the Scouts.
When my daughters were old enough, I
began planning annual trips into the
BWCA for 4 to 6 days, acquiring all of
the equipment necessary and passing
on my knowledge and appreciation of
the outdoors, hoping that, one day,
they will take up the mantle with our
children and help protect these critical
ecosystems. I also require that no
phones or electronic devices accom-
pany us on our BW adventures—some-
thing my daughters label as a tech-
nology detox and, in my opinion, pro-
vides a type of reset against an increas-
ingly technological existence.

Here is a note from somebody from
Big Lake, MN: I am Minnesota born
and raised. I grew up in a Republican
household with a father who showed
me all the true beauty and wonder of
this State through fishing, hunting,
foraging, and camping. The land that
makes up this State and all the crea-
tures and features within it have given
me a purpose and a mission. I went to
college at Gustavus Adolphus, where 1
studied the environment, and I got a
job there guiding others on how to
enjoy the outdoors and invest in pro-
tecting the wonderful State that gives
them these opportunities.

I have seen the impact firsthand on
how countless times people’s whole
worlds have changed when they are in-
troduced to the beauty and recreation
of the Land of 10,000 Lakes, of which
you are representing me.

If I could sit down with you face-to-
face, Mr. EMMER, you would see the ab-
solute fear in my eyes at the prospect
of losing more wild areas than we al-
ready have. And I can assure you that
sentiment is shared by a vast majority
of Minnesotans. No matter what side of
the aisle people are on, they can unite
over the unique beauty and
foundational importance that our eco-
systems have, not only on the very
water we drink and the air that we
breathe but in the foundation for pride
in our chest when we beam that we are
from Minnesota.

I sincerely urge you to consider this
deeply, to talk to those you represent
about the impact that this would have,
and to take heed to science. This isn’t
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about me. This is about every little kid
who is growing up or who is about to be
born in this great State. Will they still
hold that pride in their chest when
they declare where they are from if the
very thing that makes us Minnesotans
is ripped away from them?

Already I have taught young people
who have never seen an unobstructed
night sky or know what it is like to
catch a firefly. I have taught young
people who know what it is like to fish
at a lake their grandfather rec-
ommended and to catch nothing be-
cause the fish are gone and hear noth-
ing but machinery instead of loon calls
while they are out. Please, I am beg-
ging you on behalf of all our legacies,
please fight for us.

Mr. President, I think I wanted to
just clarify that this letter was for-
warded to me, but it was sent to Con-
gressman EMMER of Minnesota, and
this Minnesotan is begging him to lis-
ten and fight.

Here is a letter from a Minnesotan
that says: I am devastated to learn
that the U.S. House of Representatives
has voted to repeal the longstanding
ban on mining near the Boundary
Waters. I have been going on yearly
BWCA trips with my mom since 2009,
when I was 10 years old. I am now 27,
and she is now 70, and we plan to con-
tinue our annual tradition for as long
as we can. Though I haven’t yet started
a family, my mom has always hoped
she will be around to introduce her fu-
ture grandchildren to this beautiful
wilderness. I now fear, though, that the
Boundary Waters themselves won’t be
around for my children to enjoy.

My mom raised me to care for na-
ture, to leave each BWCA campsite
cleaner than I found it, and it grieves
me that I am powerless to preserve the
Boundary Waters beyond these small
actions.

When we go on our 2026 trip, I will
continue to treat each campsite and
portage and lake with respect and love.
I can only hope that those with power
in this country can, from afar, do the
same.

I don’t think I could possibly read all
of the letters and messages that have
come from Minnesota to me over the
last many months about this, and you
may be wondering why I am standing
here at nearly midnight keeping every-
body up, and here is why: because I
know there are so many people in Min-
nesota who are wondering—excuse me.
I am losing my voice. I know there are
s0 many people in Minnesota who are
wondering whether anybody in this
building cares about what they think,
and the one thing that I can do is to be
here, speaking to this mostly empty
room, making sure that, to the best of
my abilities, that their voices will be
heard. Their voices will be heard, re-
gardless of what the Senate does.

I dearly hope that the Members of
this body will think about their legacy
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in protecting the great places in this
country, to think about the risks—
there are risks in this time that you
must take, but then there are other
risks like the risk of polluting this
beautiful place that is not necessary. It
is not necessary to take.

And I hope that my colleagues will
also think about the precedent that
taking this action will take and the
ways in which other politicians down
the road will look back on the actions
that this Senate is taking right now
and saying: They gave us permission to
do the same thing because they said it
was OK. And that will have impacts
not only on the Boundary Waters, this
precious place, but it will have impacts
on precious places all over the country,
and it will have impacts on the overall
integrity of our government if actions
that are taken that are legal can just
be undone willy-nilly. And that just
seems to me to be so bad for this body,
to be bad for the public lands that we
all love, and to be bad for this country
that we all love so much.

So I stand here tonight with a mostly
gone voice to give voice to all of those
people in my home State and in States
all over this country who feel like what
they think doesn’t really matter, and I
am here to tell you that it does. And
the power of the organizing that has
happened over the last many weeks to
raise up this issue in the face of a time
in our country when there are so many
issues that demand so much attention:
a war in Iran, the brutal attacks on my
home State of Minnesota by Federal
agents, sO many worries, so many wor-
ries that so many people have in this
country right now—worries, fundamen-
tally, about how they are going to put
food on the table and how they are
going to pay rent and how they are
going to hold their lives together. But
they organized to make sure that their
voices were heard on this thing that
they care so much about, and so it has
been my honor and also my responsi-
bility and my obligation to help to lift
those voices up tonight.

Tomorrow, I believe the Senate will
vote on this, and I hope that the Sen-
ate makes a good decision—a good de-
cision not only for my home State of
Minnesota and for this precious place
but also for the good of the whole, for
the good of the whole country, and the
protection of our public lands and the
integrity of our democracy.

I yield the floor.

RECESS UNTIL 10 A.M. TOMORROW

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under
the previous order, the Senate stands
in recess until 10 a.m. tomorrow.

Thereupon, the Senate, at 11:38 p.m.,
recessed until Thursday, April 16, 2026,
at 10 a.m.
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