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Mr. JOHNSON. Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent that all time be
yielded back.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there
objection?

Without objection, it is so ordered.

The question is, Will the Senate ad-
vise and consent to the Iancu nomina-
tion?

Mr. JOHNSON. 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. CORNYN. The following Senators
are necessarily absent: the Senator
from Tennessee (Mr. ALEXANDER), the
Senator from Mississippi (Mr. COCH-
RAN), the Senator from Arizona (Mr.
McCAIN), and the Senator from Penn-
sylvania (Mr. TOOMEY).

Further, if present and voting, the
Senator from Tennessee (Mr. ALEX-
ANDER) would have voted ‘“‘yea.”

Mr. DURBIN. I announce that the
Senator from New Mexico (Mr. HEIN-
RICH) and the Senator from Michigan
(Mr. PETERS) are necessarily absent.

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr.
HOEVEN). Are there any other Senators
in the Chamber desiring to vote?

The result was announced—yeas 94,
nays 0, as follows:

[Rollcall Vote No. 28 Ex.]

YEAS—94
Baldwin Gardner Nelson
Barrasso Gillibrand Paul
Bennet Graham Perdue
Blumenthal Grassley Portman
Blunt Harris Reed
Booker Hassan Risch
Boozman Hatch Roberts
Brown Heitkamp
Burr Heller gﬁgfg S
Cantwell Hirono Sanders
Capito Hoeven
Cardin Inhofe Sasse
Carper Isakson Schatz
Casey Johnson Schumer
Cassidy Jones Scott
Collins Kaine Shaheen
Coons Kennedy Shelby
Corker King Smith
Cornyn Klobuchar Stabenow
Cortez Masto Lankford Sullivan
Cotton Leahy Tester
Crapo Lee Thune
Cruz Manchin Tillis
Daines Markey Udall
Donnelly McCaskill Van Hollen
Duckworth McConnell Warner
Durpm Menendez Warren
Enzi Merkley .
Whitehouse
Ernst Moran Wicker
Feinstein Murkowski
Fischer Murphy Wyden
Flake Murray Young
NOT VOTING—6
Alexander Heinrich Peters
Cochran McCain Toomey

The nomination was confirmed.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under
the previous order, the motion to re-
consider is considered made and laid
upon the table and the President will
be immediately notified of the Senate’s
action.

The majority leader.
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Mr. McCONNELL. Mr. President, I
ask unanimous consent that the Sen-
ate proceed to legislative session for a
period of morning business, with Sen-
ators permitted to speak therein for up
to 10 minutes each.

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

————

TRIBUTE TO JO MARSHALL

Mr. McCONNELL. Mr. President,
today I wish to congratulate my friend
Dr. Jo Marshall, president and CEO of
the Somerset Community College,
SCC, on her upcoming retirement. Tak-
ing over the helm of the school in Som-
erset, KY, in 2000, Jo has led the school
through its unprecedented growth.
When she leaves SCC at the end of
June, she will leave behind a legacy of
innovation, achievement, and inspira-
tion.

Originally from Alabama, Jo worked
as the vice president and dean at Chat-
tahoochee Valley Community College
before moving to Somerset with her
husband, Scott, to accept the position
as president and CEO of SCC. After he
retired from the Alabama college sys-
tem, Scott taught economics at East-
ern Kentucky University until he
passed away in 2011.

The Kentucky Community and Tech-
nical College System, KCTCS, operates
16 colleges, including SCC, serving
nearly 80,000 students throughout Ken-
tucky. Under Jo’s leadership, SCC has
become one of the preeminent members
of KCTCS and one of the fastest grow-
ing community colleges in the Nation.
Many of the students who graduate
from SCC go on to make important
contributions to their community and
the economy.

The school, founded in 1965, has
grown exponentially during Jo’s presi-
dency. She oversaw SCC’s merger with
the Somerset Technical College and
the Laurel Technical College in 2003,
expanding the number of programs of-
fered to SCC’s students. Under Jo’s
leadership, SCC also saw its largest en-
rollment in the school’s history. To fa-
cilitate this growth, Jo oversaw the ad-
dition of seven new buildings to the in-
stitution. Further, she helped launch a
scholarship foundation to help students
of diverse economic backgrounds at-
tend SCC to earn degrees or credentials
with the goal of preparing them for
successful careers. During a time of
economic hardship for many Kentuck-
ians, this was an important accom-
plishment in the region. Today that
scholarship foundation is worth nearly
$1 million. These are just a few exam-
ples of what will make Jo’s legacy at
SCC a lasting one. By any measure,
each of these notable accomplishments
under her leadership improved SCC, its
reputation, and its impact on students.

In addition to her commitment to
growing SCC as an institution and en-
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hancing its impact on its students and
the region, Jo has also worked to sup-
port SCC students by providing them
with the tools they need to succeed
upon graduation. For example, working
with local business leaders, she has es-
tablished various programs to help stu-
dents find good-paying, high-demand
jobs by offering short-term certificates
and diploma options. For SCC students
wishing to continue their education, Jo
has also worked with 4-year colleges
and universities throughout Kentucky
to help expand opportunities for stu-
dents who wish to complete a bach-
elor’s degree.

Because of her leadership, and the ef-
forts of everyone involved at the
school, SCC consistently has won a
number of awards. SCC was named a
Military Friendly School, and the
Chronicle of Higher Education named
it a Great College to Work For. In addi-
tion, SCC was called a Best Place to
Work in Kentucky by the Best Compa-
nies Group every year for a decade. Fi-
nally, the Aspen Institute’s College Ex-
cellence Program, which ‘“‘aims to ad-
vance higher education practices, poli-
cies, and leadership” in an effort to
help schools improve student out-
comes, has also named SCC a Top 120
Community College in the United
States. These national accolades for
SCC under Jo’s leadership showcase her
passion for SCC, its faculty and stu-
dents, and the community.

It would also come as no surprise to
those of us who know Jo and her work
that she has been the recipient of many
well-earned awards as a result of her
time at SCC. In 2011, the Somerset-Pu-
laski County Chamber of Commerce
named her its Business Woman of the
Year. She received the Master Musi-
cian’s Festival Lifetime Achievement
Award in 2015, and the Somerset Busi-
ness and Professional Women’s Club
named Jo the Business Woman of the
Year in 2017.

In addition to her transformational
work at SCC, Jo has also dedicated her
talents to the Southeastern Kentucky
community in other ways. She cur-
rently serves on the board of directors
for the Center for Rural Development
and the Southern Kentucky Economic
Development Corporation. Jo is also a
former member of the Lake Cum-
berland Regional Hospital board of
trustees.

Her community college peers have
recognized her outstanding success at
SCC. Phi Theta Kappa, one of the larg-
est and most prestigious honor soci-
eties for community colleges, estab-
lished the Marshall Leadership Award
in 2013. Named in Jo’s honor, the inter-
national award is given to Phi Theta
Kappa advisors to boost their profes-
sional growth beyond the completion of
professional degrees.

On a more personal note, I have al-
ways enjoyed being in Somerset and
getting to visit with Jo in her position
as president of SCC. In 2015, I had the
privilege of participating in the
school’s ‘‘John Sherman Cooper Lec-
ture Series,”” an annual reflection on
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the accomplishments and character of
my role model, Senator Cooper. Like
each of my meetings with Jo during
her time leading SCC, I truly enjoyed
this experience.

In her retirement, I know that Jo
looks forward to spending more time
with her children, Kristin and Scott,
Jr., both accomplished in their own
right, and her five grandchildren. She
has certainly earned it. I would like to
take this opportunity to thank my
friend for her work to help prepare the
students of southeastern Kentucky to
enter the workforce and thrive. I am
sure that SCC will miss her steady
hand. However, the wide breath of ac-
complishments she oversaw throughout
the last 18 years has set the school on
a course of continued success. I know
her community is grateful for her
work, and I urge my Senate colleagues
to join me in celebrating Jo’s stellar
career.

————
ARMS SALES NOTIFICATION

Mr. CORKER. Mr. President, section
36(b) of the Arms Export Control Act
requires that Congress receive prior no-
tification of certain proposed arms
sales as defined by that statute. Upon
such notification, the Congress has 30
calendar days during which the sale
may be reviewed. The provision stipu-
lates that, in the Senate, the notifica-
tion of proposed sales shall be sent to
the chairman of the Senate Foreign
Relations Committee.

In keeping with the committee’s in-
tention to see that relevant informa-
tion is available to the full Senate, I
ask unanimous consent to have printed
in the RECORD the notifications which
have been received. If the cover letter
references a classified annex, then such
annex is available to all Senators in
the office of the Foreign Relations
Committee, room SD-423.

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

DEFENSE SECURITY
COOPERATION AGENCY,
Arlington, VA.
Hon. BoB CORKER,
Chairman, Committee on Foreign Relations,
U.S. Senate, Washington, DC.

DEAR MR. CHAIRMAN: Pursuant to the re-
porting requirements of Section 36(b)(1) of
the Arms Export Control Act, as amended,
we are forwarding herewith Transmittal No.
17-76, concerning the Navy’s proposed Let-
ter(s) of Offer and Acceptance to the Govern-
ment of Finland for defense articles and
services estimated to cost $622 million. After
this letter is delivered to your office, we plan
to issue a news release to notify the public of
this proposed sale.

Sincerely,
CHARLES W. HOOPER,
Lieutenant General, USA, Director.
Enclosures.
TRANSMITTAL NO. 17-76

Notice of Proposed Issuance of Letter of

Offer Pursuant to Section 36(b)(1) of the

Arms Export Control Act, as amended

(i) Prospective Purchaser: Government of
Finland

(ii) Total Estimated Value:
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Major Defense Equipment * $434 million.

Other $188 million.

Total $622 million.

(iii) Description and Quantity or Quan-
tities of Articles or Services under Consider-
ation for Purchase:

Major Defense Equipment (MDE):

One hundred (100) RGM-84Q-4 Harpoon
Block II Plus (+) Extended Range (ER) Grade
B Surface-Launched Missiles.

Twelve (12) RGM-841.-4 Harpoon Block II
Grade B Surface-Launched Missiles.

Twelve (12) RGM-84Q-4 Harpoon Block II+
ER Grade B Surface-Launched Upgrade Kits.

Four (4) RTM-84L.4 Harpoon Block II
Grade B Exercise Surface-Launched Missiles.

Four (4) RTM-84Q—4 Harpoon Block II+ ER
Grade B Exercise Surface-Launched Missiles.

Non-MDE: Also included are containers,
spare and repair parts, support and test
equipment, publications and technical docu-
mentation, personnel training and training
equipment, technical assistance, engineering
and logistics support services, and other re-
lated elements of logistical support.

(iv) Military Department: Navy (FI-P-
LBQ).

(v) Prior Related Cases, if any: None.

(vi) Sales Commission. Fee, etc., Paid, Of-
fered, or Agreed to be Paid: None.

(vii) Sensitivity of Technology Contained
in the Defense Article or Defense Services
Proposed to be Sold: See Attached Annex.

(viii) Date Report Delivered to Congress:
February 5, 2018.

*As defined in Section 47(6) of the Arms
Export Control Act.

POLICY JUSTIFICATION
Finland—RGM-840-4 Harpoon Block II+ ER

Grade B Surface-Launched Missiles and

RGM-841.-4 Harpoon Block II Grade B Sur-

face-Launched Missiles

The Government of Finland has requested
a possible sale of one hundred (100) RGM-
84Q-4 Harpoon Block II Plus (+) Extended
Range (ER) Grade B Surface-Launched Mis-
siles, twelve (12) RGM-84L-4 Harpoon Block
II Grade B Surface-Launched Missiles,
twelve (12) RGM-84Q—-4 Harpoon Block II+ ER
Grade B Surface-Launched Upgrade Kits,
four (4) RTM-84L.-4 Harpoon Block II Grade
B Exercise Surface-Launched Missiles, and
four (4) RTM-84Q-4 Harpoon Block II+ ER
Grade B Exercise Surface-Launched Missiles.
Also included are containers, spare and re-
pair parts, support and test equipment, pub-
lications and technical documentation, per-
sonnel training and training equipment,
technical assistance, engineering and logis-
tics support services, and other related ele-
ments of logistical support. The estimated
total case value is $622 million.

This proposed sale will support the foreign
policy and national security objectives of
the United States by improving the security
of a partner nation that has been, and con-
tinues to be, an important force for political
stability and economic progress in Europe.

Finland intends to use the missiles on its
Hamina class ships, Multirole Corvette ships,
and Coastal Batteries. The missiles will pro-
vide enhanced capabilities in effective de-
fense of critical sea lanes. The proposed sale
of the missiles and support will increase the
Finnish Navy’s maritime partnership poten-
tial and increase regional security capa-
bility. Finland has not purchased Harpoon
Block II+ ER previously, but will have no
difficulty incorporating this capability into
its armed forces.

The proposed sale of this equipment and
support will not alter the basic military bal-
ance in the region.

The principal contractor will be The Boe-
ing Company, St. Louis, MO. The purchaser
typically requests offsets. Any offset agree-
ment will be defined in negotiations between
the purchaser and the contractor.
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Implementation of this proposed sale will
require up to 21 U.S. Government personnel
to travel to Finland providing support over a
period of ten years.

There will be no adverse impact on U.S. de-
fense readiness as a result of this proposed
sale.

TRANSMITTAL NO. 17-76

Notice of Proposed Issuance of Letter of
Offer Pursuant to Section 36(b)(1) of the
Arms Export Control Act

Annex Item No. vii

(vii) Sensitivity of Technology:

1. The RGM-84Q Harpoon Block II+ ER
Surface-Launched missile system is classi-
fied SECRET. The Harpoon missile is a non-
nuclear tactical weapon system. It provides
a day, night, and adverse weather, standoff
air-to-surface capability and is an effective
Anti-Surface Warfare missile. The RGM-84Q
incorporates components, software, and
technical design information that is consid-
ered sensitive. The following components
being conveyed by the proposed sale that are
considered sensitive include:

a. Classified CONFIDENTIAL:

(1) Radar Seeker.

(2) GPS/INS System.

(3) Operational Flight Program Software.

(4) Missile operational characteristics and
performance data.

b. Classified up to SECRET:

(1) Weapon Data Link (depending on key
classification).

(2) Warhead.

These elements are essential to the ability
of the Harpoon missile to selectively engage
hostile targets under a wide range of oper-
ations, tactical and environmental condi-
tions. The Harpoon is a Coastal Target Sup-
pressions land attack weapon.

2. The RGM-84L Harpoon Block II Surface-
Launched missile system is classified CON-
FIDENTIAL. The Harpoon missile is a non-
nuclear tactical weapon system currently in
service in the U.S. Navy and in 29 other for-
eign nations. It provides a day, night, and
adverse weather, standoff air-to-surface ca-
pability and is an effective Anti-Surface
Warfare missile. The RGM-84L incorporates
components, software, and technical design
information that are considered sensitive.
The following components being conveyed by
the proposed sale that are considered sen-
sitive and are classified CONFIDENTIAL are:

Classified CONFIDENTIAL:

(1) Radar Seeker.

(2) GPS/INS System.

(3) Operational Flight Program Software.

(4) Missile operational characteristics and
performance data.

3. The RTM-84 Exercise Harpoon Surface-
Launched missile is classified up to SE-
CRET. The RTM-84 Exercise Harpoon incor-
porates components, software, and technical
design information that are considered sen-
sitive. The following components being con-
veyed by the proposed sale that are consid-
ered sensitive include:

a. Classified CONFIDENTIAL:

(1) Radar Seeker.

(2) GPS/INS System.

(3) Operational Flight Program Software.

(4) Missile operational characteristics and
performance data.

b. Classified up to SECRET:

(1) Weapon Data Link (depending on key
classification)

4. If a technologically advanced adversary
were to obtain knowledge of specific hard-
ware, the information could be used to de-
velop countermeasures which might reduce
weapons system effectiveness or be used in
the development of a system with similar or
advanced capabilities.

5. A determination has been made that
Finland can provide substantially the same
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