April 2, 2019

thanks to the electoral college, and the
last I checked, none of those places are
Republican strongholds nor does one
party ever have a so-called strangle-
hold on the electoral college. It is far
from it. In the 1980s, people spoke
about the Republicans’ electoral col-
lege lock. In more recent times, they
have spoken about the Democratic Par-
ty’s blue wall in the electoral college.

My State and New Mexico, for in-
stance, were fiercely contested in the
Bush era—not so much anymore. In
2008, Barack Obama won Pennsylva-
nia’s 20 electoral votes in a cakewalk.
Eight years later, Donald Trump eked
out a victory in the Keystone State.
Next year, Ohio might not be a com-
petitive Presidential election State,
but Texas may be. Politics can change
fast, and the electoral college changes
with it, which forces candidates to con-
sider our entire vast country. Without
it, a candidate could actually ignore
Wisconsin, yet still win.

I should also point out that my col-
league’s amendment this week is not
the only proposal to scrap the electoral
college. A number of States have also
signed on to a so-called interstate com-
pact that would require those States to
ignore the express will of their voters
and award their electoral votes to who-
ever wins the national popular vote.

It is called the National Popular
Vote Interstate Compact. I would pre-
fer to call it the ‘““Small State Suicide
Compact.”

It is designed to circumvent the dif-
ficult process of amending our Con-
stitution, which of course means it is
unconstitutional. There is already a
process for changing the Constitution.
It is called the amendment process.

So I will give some praise to my col-
leagues this week for filing a constitu-
tional amendment to change the elec-
toral college legally, but I would point
out that the Democratic Party’s will-
ingness to bypass our Constitution to
eliminate the electoral college reveals
that what is at stake here is not really
democratic principle but one single
thing—power, seizing it and holding on
to it.

Me? I think I will stick with the Con-
stitution. Alexander Hamilton said of
the electoral college: If it be not per-
fect, it is at least excellent.

I am with Hamilton.

I yield the floor.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ma-
jority leader.

——

EXECUTIVE SESSION

EXECUTIVE CALENDAR

Mr. McCONNELL. Mr. President, I
move to proceed to executive session to
consider Executive Calendar No. 87.

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

The motion was agreed to.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
clerk will report the nomination.

The legislative clerk read the nomi-
nation of Mark Anthony Calabria, of
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Virginia, to be Director of the Federal
Housing Finance Agency for a term of
five years.

CLOTURE MOTION

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

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

The legislative clerk read as follows:

CLOTURE MOTION

We, the undersigned Senators, in accord-
ance with the provisions of rule XXII of the
Standing Rules of the Senate, do hereby
move to bring to a close debate on the nomi-
nation of Mark Anthony Calabria, of Vir-
ginia, to be Director of the Federal Housing
Finance Agency for a term of five years.

Mitch McConnell, Shelley Moore Capito,
Mike Crapo, Johnny Isakson, John Cor-
nyn, Mike Rounds, Marco Rubio, John
Barrasso, Pat Roberts, John Thune,
John Boozman, James E. Risch, Rich-
ard C. Shelby, Roger F. Wicker, Rich-
ard Burr, Thom Tillis, John Hoeven.

———

LEGISLATIVE SESSION

MORNING BUSINESS

Mr. McCONNELL. 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. Without
objection, it is so ordered.

———

ARMS SALES NOTIFICATION

Mr. RISCH. Madam President, sec-
tion 36(b) of the Arms Export Control
Act requires that Congress receive
prior notification 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
stipulates that, in the Senate, the noti-
fication 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. JAMES E. RISCH,
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.
19-15, concerning the Navy’s proposed Let-
ter(s) of Offer and Acceptance to the Govern-
ment of India for defense articles and serv-
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ices estimated to cost $2.6 billion. 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.

TRANSMITTAL NO. 19-15

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
India.

(ii) Total Estimated Value:

Major Defense Equipment* $1.6 billion.

Other $1.0 billion.

Total $2.6 billion.

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

Major Defense Equipment (MDE):

Twenty-four (24) MH-60R Multi-Mission
Helicopters, equipped with the following:

Thirty (30) APS-153(V) Multi-Mode Radars
(24 installed, 6 spares).

Sixty (60) T700 GE-401C Engines (48 in-
stalled and 12 spares).

Twenty-four (24) Airborne Low Frequency
System (ALFS) (20 installed, 4 spares).

Thirty (30) AN/AAS-44C(V) Multi-Spectral
Targeting System (24 installed, 6 spares).

Fifty-four (54) Embedded Global Posi-
tioning System/Inertial Navigation Systems
(EGI) with Selective Availability/Anti-Spoof-
ing Module (SAASM) (48 installed, 6 spares).

One thousand (1,0000 AN/SSQ-36/53/62
Sonobuoys.

Ten (10) AGM-114 Hellfire Missiles.

Five (5) AGM-114 M36-E9 Captive Air
Training Missiles (CATM).

Four (4) AGM-114Q Hellfire Training Mis-
siles.

Thirty-eight (38) Advanced Precision Kill
Weapon System (APKWS) Rockets.

Thirty (30) MK 54 Torpedoes.

Twelve (12) M-240D Crew Served Guns.

Twelve (12) GAU-21 Crew Served Guns.

Two (2) Naval Strike Missile Emulators.

Four (4) Naval Strike Missile Captive Inert
Training Missiles.

One (1) MH-60B/R Excess Defense Article
(EDA) USN legacy Aircraft.

Non-MDE: Also included are seventy (70)
AN/AVS-9 Night Vision Devices; fifty-four
(564) AN/ARC-210 RT-1990A(C) radios with
COMSEC (48 installed, 6 spares); thirty (30)
AN/ARC-220 High Frequency radios (24 in-
stalled, 6 spares); thirty (30) AN/APX-123
Identification Friend or Foe (IFF) tran-
sponders (24 installed, 6 spares); spare engine
containers; facilities study, design, and con-
struction; spare and repair parts; support
and test equipment; communication equip-
ment; ferry support; publications and tech-
nical documentation; personnel training and
training equipment; U.S. Government and
contractor engineering, technical and logis-
tics support services; and other related ele-
ments of logistical and program support.

(iv) Military Department: Navy (IN-P-
SAY).

(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:
April 2, 2019.

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

POLICY JUSTIFICATION
India—MH-60R Multi-Mission Helicopters

The Government of India has requested to
buy twenty-four (24) MH-60R Multi-Mission
helicopters, equipped with the following:



		Superintendent of Documents
	2020-08-26T14:31:10-0400
	US GPO, Washington, DC 20401
	Superintendent of Documents
	GPO attests that this document has not been altered since it was disseminated by GPO




