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Mulvaney’s decision to gut CFPB’s office that fights lending discrimination,
which was designed to make sure communities of color aren’t targeted with
the most abusive loans, as they were
before the financial crisis. She agrees
with Mick Mulvaney’s decision to stop
checks that ensure that banks don’t
charge our military sky-high interest
rates.
She
agrees
with
Mick
Mulvaney’s decision to censor reports
to Congress and give student loan companies a free pass when they rip off students.
She
agrees
with
Mick
Mulvaney’s decision to load up the
CFPB with more than a dozen political
appointees to muzzle the CFPB’s professional staff and keep them from
doing their job. It is hard to imagine a
stronger indication that Ms. Kraninger
intends to continue Mr. Mulvaney’s
harmful trajectory of weakening CFPB
to benefit big financial institutions at
the expense of consumers.
Ms. Kraninger has absolutely no experience in consumer finance whatsoever, but she has been nominated to
head up the Consumer Financial Protection Bureau because she is passionately committed to keeping it from
leveling the playing field for working
families. No thanks.
We have a lot of hard decisions to
make in this body, but this one is a nobrainer. Hard-working American families deserve a fighter as the Director of
the CFPB. When the CFPB fights for
consumers, students can manage their
loans. When the CFPB fights for consumers, servicemembers can serve
their country without worrying that
their families will be crushed by debt.
When the CFPB fights for consumers,
seniors can retire with dignity. When
the CFPB fights for consumers, 29 million families get checks for over $12
billion from financial institutions that
cheated them—and that happened in
just 6 years.
Working families need a CFPB Director who is a fighter with a proven
track record of making the consumer
marketplace safe and aggressively pursuing companies that cheat their customers. Kathleen Kraninger is not that
person. Let’s do our job. Let’s reject
this nominee.

rasso, Mike Rounds, Lamar Alexander,
John Boozman, John Cornyn.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. By unanimous consent, the mandatory quorum
call has been waived.
The question is, Is it the sense of the
Senate that debate on the nomination
of Jonathan A. Kobes, of South Dakota, to be United States Circuit Judge
for the Eighth Circuit, shall be brought
to a close?
The yeas and nays are mandatory
under the rule.
The clerk will call the roll.
The senior assistant bill clerk called
the roll.
Mr. CORNYN. The following Senator
is necessarily absent: the Senator from
Oklahoma (Mr. INHOFE).
Further, if present and voting, the
Senator from Oklahoma (Mr. INHOFE)
would have voted ‘‘yea.’’
The yeas and nays resulted—yeas 49,
nays 49, as follows:
[Rollcall Vote No. 251 Ex.]
YEAS—49
Alexander
Barrasso
Blunt
Boozman
Burr
Capito
Cassidy
Collins
Corker
Cornyn
Cotton
Crapo
Cruz
Daines
Enzi
Ernst
Fischer

Gardner
Graham
Grassley
Hatch
Heller
Hoeven
Hyde-Smith
Isakson
Johnson
Kennedy
Kyl
Lankford
Lee
McConnell
Moran
Murkowski
Paul

Baldwin
Bennet
Blumenthal
Booker
Brown
Cantwell
Cardin
Carper
Casey
Coons
Cortez Masto
Donnelly
Duckworth
Durbin
Feinstein
Gillibrand
Harris

Hassan
Heinrich
Heitkamp
Hirono
Jones
Kaine
King
Klobuchar
Leahy
Manchin
Markey
McCaskill
Menendez
Merkley
Murphy
Murray
Nelson
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Peters
Reed
Sanders
Schatz
Schumer
Shaheen
Smith
Stabenow
Tester
Udall
Van Hollen
Warner
Warren
Whitehouse
Wyden

PRESENT AND GIVING A LIVE PAIR
Flake, against

NOT VOTING—1

CLOTURE MOTION
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Pursuant
to rule XXII, the Chair lays before the
Senate the pending cloture motion,
which the clerk will report.
The senior assistant bill clerk read as
follows:
CLOTURE MOTION
We, the undersigned Senators, in accordance with the provisions of rule XXII of the
Standing Rules of the Senate, do hereby
move to bring to a close debate on the nomination of Jonathan A. Kobes, of South Dakota, to be United States Circuit Judge for
the Eighth Circuit.
Mitch McConnell, Jerry Moran, Mike
Crapo, Steve Daines, Richard Burr,
James E. Risch, Thom Tillis, John
Thune, Roger F. Wicker, John Hoeven,
David Perdue, Pat Roberts, John Bar-
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Perdue
Portman
Risch
Roberts
Rounds
Rubio
Sasse
Scott
Shelby
Sullivan
Thune
Tillis
Toomey
Wicker
Young

NAYS—49
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Inhofe

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Arizona.
Mr. FLAKE. Madam President, on
this vote, I have a pair with the Senator from Oklahoma, Mr. INHOFE. If he
were present and voting, he would vote
‘‘yea’’. He is absent due to a family
emergency. If I were permitted to vote,
I would vote ‘‘nay’’. I therefore withdraw my vote.
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator has that right.
The VICE PRESIDENT. On this vote
the yeas are 49, the nays are 49. The
Senate being equally divided, the Vice
President votes in the affirmative, and
the motion is agreed to.
The clerk will report the nomination.
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EXECUTIVE CALENDAR
The senior assistant legislative clerk
read the nomination of Jonathan A.
Kobes, of South Dakota, to be United
States Circuit Judge for the Eighth
Circuit.
The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mrs.
FISCHER). The Senator from Colorado.
LAND AND WATER CONSERVATION FUND

Mr. GARDNER. Thank you, Madam
President. I come to the floor today to
talk about a very important conservation program—the Land and Water
Conservation Fund. This is one of the
crown jewels of our Nation’s conservation effort. The preservation, protection, and conservation of our public
lands is something we take great pride
in in the western part of our country
and, in fact, all four corners of our
State, and this great country takes
great pride in the Land and Water Conservation Fund and the efforts that it
pursues to maintain our public lands,
to show our public lands, to allow the
exploration and use of our public lands
for generations to come.
The Land and Water Conservation
Fund has had over 40,000 projects in its
existence, billions of dollars in consumer spending driven by the outdoors—$2 billion in State and local tax
revenue driven by our love of the outdoors. Hiking, hunting, fishing, skiing
in the winter, rafting in the spring are
all tied to the incredible conservation
work we do in these incredible programs through the Land and Water
Conservation Fund.
Colorado’s outdoor recreation activities have made it the destination, not
just part of the year but all of the year,
for people looking for adventure opportunities in our great outdoors. As I
mentioned, we generate $28 billion in
consumer spending just in the State of
Colorado for our outdoors economy.
The Land and Water Conservation
Fund isn’t just about preserving land
because we want to conserve the land;
it is about our economy—our recreation economy—and those $2 billion in
State and local tax revenues generated
by that. It employs over 200,000 people
in an outdoors economy. The Land and
Water Conservation Fund is a critical
part of that. We have this economy because of our public lands—the extensive efforts we have undertaken to conserve them in a condition that the next
generation will also get to enjoy.
One of those tools, the Land and
Water Conservation Fund has lapsed. It
has been 60 days since the Land and
Water Conservation Fund expired.
Those who would permanently reauthorize the Land and Water Conservation Fund cleared the committees of
jurisdiction in both the House and the
Senate. The Land and Water Conservation Fund authorization of full funding
has bipartisan support—Democrat and
Republican support, House and Senate
support. It is a program to sustain access to land that would otherwise be
cut off—public land held and owned by
the American people that we don’t
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