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the farmers and ranchers rehabilitate 
farmland damaged by natural disasters 
and replace some of the farm animals 
that have been lost. 

Yesterday’s House bill comes in addi-
tion to the proposals Senator LEAHY 
and I offered last week—and it is simi-
lar to them—and in addition to the 
work Senator LEAHY did last month. 
So, again and again, Democrats pre-
sented option after option for disaster 
funding that helps the Midwest, helps 
the coasts, helps the South, and helps 
Puerto Rico and other territories. None 
of our offers are either-or, help this but 
not that. 

Enough excuses from our Republican 
colleagues. We have had enough of the 
slow playing, but, more important, the 
people who need this help have had 
enough. The bottom line is very sim-
ple. The aid we seek is what Americans 
have always done. When there is a dis-
aster, we all come together and aid 
those areas in a disaster because we 
know when a huge natural disaster hits 
from God, an area can’t deal with it on 
their own. They don’t have the re-
sources or the ability, and they are, 
many times, in trouble because of the 
disaster itself. 

We say: Come to the aid, but all of a 
sudden Donald Trump goes into the Re-
publican lunch a week and a half ago 
and says: I don’t want any aid for Puer-
to Rico. He falsely claims they have 
gotten $91 billion—not true—and then 
all our Republican friends go along. 

Well, we are not. The House will not. 
Senate Democrats will not. Plain and 
simple, we don’t believe you should 
pick and choose. Why did President 
Trump single out Puerto Rico, which 
are American citizens like everybody 
else? A lot of theories, but regardless of 
what your theory is, that is not the 
way to govern as President, and, frank-
ly, it is not the way we should govern 
as Senators. It is bewildering that our 
Republican colleagues have caved to 
President Trump’s—what can we call 
it—temper tantrum, even though they 
are well aware of the problems and 
were ready to help Puerto Rico before 
he threw that temper tantrum. 

Some say: Well, Puerto Rico is get-
ting a little money. They are getting 
food stamp aid. 

Well, great. Then let’s just give food 
stamp aid to everybody else. Let’s give 
it to everyone else. Now, what about 
all the farms that are underwater? 
What about all the homes that are 
flooded and needing help? If you give 
food stamp aid, that doesn’t help them. 

So let’s be fair. Let’s treat each area 
the same. Let’s do what we have done 
in the American tradition: Come to-
gether, when there is a disaster, to help 
Americans. Let’s not be so afraid of 
Donald Trump that when you know he 
is wrong, you just go along. 

The idea that Puerto Rico should be 
treated differently from the rest of 
America is insulting. It is against our 
American values and a betrayal of the 
promise to look after all American 
citizens, not because of their politics 

and not because of what their last 
names might sound like; as American 
citizens, we come together during 
times of need. 

Democrats will not yield in our re-
sponsibility to all American citizens, 
and I tell that to all my friends from 
the farm States, even those who voted 
against aid to New York when we had 
our hurricane. I never even considered 
not voting for aid to any other place in 
the country. I always have. 

I say to my friends: Let’s treat every-
one fairly, and we can get the much 
needed disaster aid out there quickly. 

NOMINATIONS 
Mr. President, finally, on chaos. Over 

the past 12 days, the President has 
sought to fix his broken policies by 
breaking down his administration 
piece by piece. Even in an administra-
tion where we have become used to see-
ing extremism and illogic rule the day, 
a government of whim, a government 
of erraticism, a government of temper 
tantrums, the last few days has 
reached a new low in dysfunction, and 
all of this has a simple root cause. 
Every time President Trump faces a 
new challenge, he just keeps pointing 
his fingers and blaming others—blame 
her, blame him, fire this one, and fire 
that one. 

Mr. President—President Trump, you 
are not a TV host. You are the Presi-
dent. Work to fix it. Don’t keep firing. 
Don’t keep changing policies from one 
day to the next and then abandoning 
them. Roll up your sleeves, bring in the 
experts, and work to fix it. You are the 
President—but the President seems to 
much more enjoy blaming people, 
whether they are in his own adminis-
tration, people of our political party, 
and everyone else in between, than ac-
tually solving the problems. 

He says he wants to keep Americans 
safe, but President Trump fires the 
DHS Secretary and Secret Service Di-
rector on a whim and provokes shut-
downs that cripple our airports and our 
ports of entry. The President says he 
wants to strengthen America’s stand-
ing in the world. Yet no President has 
done more to undermine the work of 
diplomacy and the State Department 
than Donald Trump. He says Repub-
licans will be the party of healthcare. 
Yet he sues to devastate our healthcare 
system, with no plans to replace it. 

In this administration, chaos reigns, 
and the source of the chaos comes only 
from one place, the President of the 
United States and his erratic, vacil-
lating, often vindictive attitudes to-
ward personnel and policies. When will 
President Trump learn that the biggest 
problem is not the personnel executing 
his agenda; it is the extreme irrational 
policies that are abhorrent to Amer-
ican values and sometimes against the 
law, but he insists on it. Every day 
that President Trump treats the most 
consequential job in the world like it is 
some kind of reality TV show is an-
other day that America’s security, sta-
bility, and long-term prosperity is fur-
ther in peril. 

I yield the floor. 
I suggest the absence of a quorum. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. 

SASSE). The clerk will call the roll. 
The legislative clerk proceeded to 

call the roll. 
Mr. CORNYN. Mr. President, I ask 

unanimous consent that the order for 
the quorum call be rescinded. 

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

DEBBIE SMITH ACT 
Mr. CORNYN. Mr. President, I would 

like to start by sharing a story about 
one of my personal heroes, Debbie 
Smith. Debbie Smith is living proof 
that one person can change the world if 
they have the courage to tell their 
story and fight for justice. 

In 1989, Debbie was at home doing 
laundry. Her husband Rob, a police of-
ficer, was asleep upstairs after working 
a night shift. 

Suddenly a masked man entered her 
home and threatened to kill her if she 
screamed. He blindfolded and abducted 
Debbie and took her outside to a wood-
ed area behind her home, where he 
robbed and repeatedly raped her. The 
man threatened her over and over, say-
ing: Remember, I know where you live, 
and I will come back to kill you if you 
tell anyone. 

After he finally left, Debbie ran up-
stairs to tell her husband. She begged 
him not to make her go to the police. 
But he, as a police officer, insisted that 
she report the crime and go to the 
emergency room for a sexual assault 
forensic exam, sometimes called a rape 
kit exam. 

Debbie did go for that examination 
and did report the crime. But for 
Debbie and millions of other survivors 
there are no immediate answers. Be-
cause of the nationwide backlog of un-
tested rape kits, it would be years be-
fore she was able to identify her assail-
ant and find any sort of peace. 

Although the exact numbers are hard 
to estimate, experts believe that hun-
dreds of thousands of rape kits remain 
untested in the United States, and, of 
course, each one of them represents a 
unique story of a sexual assault victim 
and holds the key to apprehending a 
violent criminal. 

Waiting for that evidence to be test-
ed can be excruciating. Debbie said 
that fear took over her life. She was 
haunted by the man’s voice threat-
ening to kill her. She was terrified for 
herself and her family, and she even be-
came suicidal for a time. 

It wasn’t until 61⁄2 years later that 
Debbie finally got the answer she had 
been looking for when a DNA cold hit 
revealed the identity of her rapist. She 
later said in an interview that DNA 
gave her back her life. 

Debbie chose to harness her pain and 
to use it to save others from living 
through years of uncertainty as she 
did. She has become the fiercest advo-
cate in the Nation for eliminating the 
rape kit backlog. She has devoted her 
life to making a difference for victims 
of sexual violence. 
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The aptly named Debbie Smith Act 

was originally signed into law in 2004 
to provide State and local crime labs 
the resources they need to end the 
backlog of untested DNA evidence from 
unsolved crimes through additional 
funding and increased capacity. Under 
this law, Congress has provided more 
than $1 billion since then in vital fund-
ing to forensic labs for analyzing crime 
scene DNA evidence, uploading the re-
sults into the CODIS database, which is 
what happens to the test after it is 
completed, and identifying violent fu-
gitives and taking these violent crimi-
nals off the street. 

Not only does this sort of testing pro-
vide relief for victims like Debbie and 
justice for their attackers, but the evi-
dence is also effective in assisting in-
vestigations for other crimes. This is 
important because violent offenders 
will often commit many different types 
of crimes in many different jurisdic-
tions. For example, if a criminal com-
mits a burglary in one State, DNA evi-
dence from that burglary case can be 
used later to connect this offender to 
an unsolved rape case in another State. 

The States, thankfully, are following 
suit. Texas, I am proud to say, has led 
the Nation in passing mandatory rape 
kit testing laws, conducting audits of 
the backlog, and using Debbie Smith 
funds to analyze untested sexual as-
sault evidence. I am proud to report 
that over the last 7 years we have re-
duced our statewide rape kit backlog 
from more than 20,000 to just over 2,000. 
This is an astounding achievement, and 
thankfully it is being replicated all 
across the Nation because of this im-
portant legislation and because of the 
courage of one woman, Debbie Smith. 

By ensuring the Debbie Smith Act 
funds can be used to analyze evidence 
from all types of crime scenes, we can 
help forensic labs address their sys-
temic backlogs and holistically target 
the cycle of violence. The Debbie 
Smith Act of 2019 will reauthorize the 
Debbie Smith Act program to continue 
the testing of DNA evidence from un-
solved crimes nationwide, including 
rape kits. It will also reauthorize DNA 
training and education for law enforce-
ment, correctional personnel, and 
court officers, as well as forensic 
nurses who take this DNA evidence 
during these rape kit collections to 
make sure that all of them are pre-
pared to gather the evidence and to 
test it. Since 2005, Debbie Smith Act 
funding has led to the creation of 43 
percent of all forensic CODIS profiles. 
Again, this is the FBI database, where 
the rape kit information can be entered 
to see if it matches previously entered 
DNA profiles. 

Let me say that again. Since 2005, 
Debbie Smith Act funding has led to 
the creation of 43 percent of all foren-
sic CODIS profiles as well as 20 percent 
of all offender samples in CODIS. 

In total, Debbie Smith DNA grants 
are responsible for 45 percent of all 
matches made in CODIS, which is truly 
remarkable. Reauthorizing this legisla-

tion once again is a top priority for me 
as we work to continue chipping away 
at the nationwide rape kit backlog and 
provide these victims with the answers 
and relief they need. 

Over the years, I have had the pleas-
ure of meeting and working with 
Debbie several times, and we have been 
fortunate to have her share her per-
spective before the Judiciary Com-
mittee on multiple occasions. 

I have also worked with two other in-
spiring victims from Texas—Lavinia 
Masters and Carol Bart, who, like 
Debbie, had the courage to come for-
ward and talk about a very difficult 
event in their lives, but to use their 
pain as a way to help others. Lavinia 
and Carol have also lent their voices in 
advocating for reforms to reduce the 
rape kit backlog. 

I am grateful to these and countless 
other survivors who bravely share their 
stories and ideas as we work together 
to eliminate the backlog once and for 
all. I hope the Debbie Smith Act of 2019 
will soon be reported out of the Judici-
ary Committee and will quickly make 
its way to the Senate floor, pass in 
Congress, and make its way to the 
President for his signature without 
delay. 

H.R. 1585 
Mr. President, on another matter, 

earlier this week the House passed a 
bill to reauthorize the Violence 
Against Women Act. Our Democratic 
colleagues keep saying how important 
it is to quickly pass this legislation to 
restore funding to VAWA as it is 
known, but I think it is important to 
back up for a moment and remember 
why that funding lapsed in the first 
place. 

Earlier this year our Democratic col-
leagues allowed VAWA to get caught in 
the crosshairs of our funding debates, 
and they insisted we should not fund 
this vital program because it was over-
due for updates. Their argument was 
this: We want to reform or update 
VAWA, so we are going to let funding 
for it lapse. It just didn’t make any 
sense at all. 

It is no secret that folks on the other 
side of the aisle think it is time we 
made some changes to the program. It 
is something I support, but we don’t 
need to let the funding lapse in order 
to do it. 

This is an issue that our friend and 
colleague Senator ERNST continues to 
champion here in the Senate. But the 
approach taken by our Democratic col-
leagues to get those changes is a head- 
scratcher, to say the least. 

There were, as I see it, two options 
on how to solve the problem. One was 
to provide an extension for the pre-
vious funding to the end of the fiscal 
year. That would have allowed us to 
work on the long-term reauthorization 
under the regular processes in the Sen-
ate, which, in my experience, is always 
the preferred action to take. 

The second option our Democratic 
colleagues chose was to do nothing and 
let this important legislation expire 

without a plan to replace it. For what-
ever reason, that was the option that 
Democrats in the House chose. 

In the nearly 2 months since, we have 
tried to negotiate a short-term exten-
sion to fund these vital programs. As 
recently as last week, our Democratic 
colleagues had a chance to support the 
restoration of funding while our nego-
tiations continued. 

The supplemental appropriations bill 
introduced by Senator SHELBY would 
have funded the Violence Against 
Women Act through the end of the fis-
cal year—again, giving us time to ne-
gotiate changes in the law that Demo-
crats obviously want. But our Demo-
cratic colleagues simply refuse to sup-
port even a procedural vote that would 
have allowed us to get on the bill and 
debate it and then amend it. It seems 
increasingly clear to me that rather 
than providing the funding for victims 
of sexual assault and other violence, 
rather than finding solutions, what is 
happening here is that politics is creep-
ing in and rearing its ugly head. 

It is clear to me that this isn’t about 
finding a solution; this is about polit-
ical game playing. Now, rather than 
going through regular order to create a 
long-term reauthorization that in-
cludes feedback from both sides, House 
Democrats are trying to jam a one- 
sided piece of legislation through the 
House and then through the Senate. I 
think this is very shameful. 

Our Democratic colleagues first re-
fused to fund the Violence Against 
Women Act. They allowed it to expire, 
and now they are using victims of vio-
lence as leverage to push through their 
rushed, one-sided piece of legislation. 
Throwing a temper tantrum and hold-
ing the Violence Against Women’s Act 
hostage until you get what you want is 
not a responsible way to legislate. 

I would encourage our colleagues 
across the aisle to put politics aside for 
just a moment and work with us to 
pass a short-term extension for VAWA 
while we use the regular order to dis-
cuss long-term solutions. 

There is a good way and a bad way to 
do this, and, unfortunately, our Demo-
cratic colleagues have chosen the bad 
way, but we would ask them to recon-
sider and work with us—not for us, but 
for the victims of domestic violence 
who are suffering as a result of their 
game playing. 

I yield the floor. 
I suggest the absence of a quorum 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 

clerk will call the roll. 
The legislative clerk proceeded to 

call the roll. 
Mrs. BLACKBURN. Mr. President, I 

ask unanimous consent that the order 
for the quorum call be rescinded. 

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

All time has expired. 
The question is, Will the Senate ad-

vise and consent to the Stanton nomi-
nation? 

Mrs. BLACKBURN. Mr. President, I 
ask for the yeas and nays. 
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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. DURBIN. I announce that the 

Senator from New Jersey (Mr. BOOKER) 
and the Senator from Minnesota (Ms. 
KLOBUCHAR) are necessarily absent. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. 
LANKFORD). Are there any other Sen-
ators in the Chamber desiring to vote? 

The result was announced—yeas 53, 
nays 45, as follows: 

[Rollcall Vote No. 70 Ex.] 
YEAS—53 

Alexander 
Barrasso 
Blackburn 
Blunt 
Boozman 
Braun 
Burr 
Capito 
Cassidy 
Collins 
Cornyn 
Cotton 
Cramer 
Crapo 
Cruz 
Daines 
Enzi 
Ernst 

Fischer 
Gardner 
Graham 
Grassley 
Hawley 
Hoeven 
Hyde-Smith 
Inhofe 
Isakson 
Johnson 
Kennedy 
Lankford 
Lee 
McConnell 
McSally 
Moran 
Murkowski 
Paul 

Perdue 
Portman 
Risch 
Roberts 
Romney 
Rounds 
Rubio 
Sasse 
Scott (FL) 
Scott (SC) 
Shelby 
Sullivan 
Thune 
Tillis 
Toomey 
Wicker 
Young 

NAYS—45 

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

Hassan 
Heinrich 
Hirono 
Jones 
Kaine 
King 
Leahy 
Manchin 
Markey 
Menendez 
Merkley 
Murphy 
Murray 
Peters 
Reed 

Rosen 
Sanders 
Schatz 
Schumer 
Shaheen 
Sinema 
Smith 
Stabenow 
Tester 
Udall 
Van Hollen 
Warner 
Warren 
Whitehouse 
Wyden 

NOT VOTING—2 

Booker Klobuchar 

The nomination was confirmed. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under 

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

f 

EXECUTIVE CALENDAR 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will report the Abizaid nomina-
tion. 

The senior assistant legislative clerk 
read the nomination of John P. 
Abizaid, of Nevada, to be Ambassador 
Extraordinary and Plenipotentiary of 
the United States of America to the 
Kingdom of Saudi Arabia. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
question is, Will the Senate advise and 
consent to the Abizaid nomination? 

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. DURBIN. I announce that the 
Senator from New Jersey (Mr. BOOKER) 
is necessarily absent. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Are there 
any other Senators in the Chamber de-
siring to vote? 

The result was announced—yeas 92, 
nays 7, as follows: 

[Rollcall Vote No. 71 Ex.] 

YEAS—92 

Alexander 
Baldwin 
Barrasso 
Bennet 
Blackburn 
Blumenthal 
Blunt 
Boozman 
Braun 
Brown 
Burr 
Cantwell 
Capito 
Cardin 
Carper 
Casey 
Cassidy 
Collins 
Coons 
Cornyn 
Cortez Masto 
Cotton 
Cramer 
Crapo 
Cruz 
Daines 
Duckworth 
Durbin 
Enzi 
Ernst 
Feinstein 

Fischer 
Gardner 
Graham 
Grassley 
Hassan 
Hawley 
Heinrich 
Hirono 
Hoeven 
Hyde-Smith 
Inhofe 
Isakson 
Johnson 
Jones 
Kaine 
Kennedy 
King 
Klobuchar 
Lankford 
Leahy 
Lee 
Manchin 
McConnell 
McSally 
Menendez 
Moran 
Murkowski 
Murphy 
Murray 
Paul 
Perdue 

Peters 
Portman 
Reed 
Risch 
Roberts 
Romney 
Rosen 
Rounds 
Rubio 
Sasse 
Schatz 
Schumer 
Scott (FL) 
Scott (SC) 
Shaheen 
Shelby 
Sinema 
Smith 
Stabenow 
Sullivan 
Tester 
Thune 
Tillis 
Toomey 
Van Hollen 
Warner 
Whitehouse 
Wicker 
Wyden 
Young 

NAYS—7 

Gillibrand 
Harris 
Markey 

Merkley 
Sanders 
Udall 

Warren 

NOT VOTING—1 

Booker 

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. 

f 

CLOTURE MOTION 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Pursuant 
to rule XXII, the Chair lays before the 
Senate the pending cloture motion, 
which the clerk will state. 

The senior assistant 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 Holly A. Brady, of Indiana, to be 
United States District Judge for the North-
ern District of Indiana. 

Mitch McConnell, Johnny Isakson, Roger 
F. Wicker, John Boozman, John Cor-
nyn, Mike Crapo, Shelley Moore Cap-
ito, Pat Roberts, Roy Blunt, Deb Fisch-
er, David Perdue, Todd Young, John 
Thune, Mike Rounds, Steve Daines, 
John Hoeven, Thom Tillis. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
mandatory quorum call has been 
waived. 

The question is, Is it the sense of the 
Senate that debate on the nomination 
of Holly A. Brady, of Indiana, to be 

United States District Judge for the 
Northern District of Indiana, 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. DURBIN. I announce that the 

Senator from New Jersey (Mr. BOOKER) 
is necessarily absent. 

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

The yeas and nays resulted—yeas 56, 
nays 43, as follows: 

[Rollcall Vote No. 72 Ex.] 

YEAS—56 

Alexander 
Barrasso 
Blackburn 
Blunt 
Boozman 
Braun 
Burr 
Capito 
Cassidy 
Collins 
Cornyn 
Cotton 
Cramer 
Crapo 
Cruz 
Daines 
Enzi 
Ernst 
Fischer 

Gardner 
Graham 
Grassley 
Hawley 
Hoeven 
Hyde-Smith 
Inhofe 
Isakson 
Johnson 
Jones 
Kennedy 
Lankford 
Lee 
Manchin 
McConnell 
McSally 
Moran 
Murkowski 
Paul 

Perdue 
Portman 
Risch 
Roberts 
Romney 
Rounds 
Rubio 
Sasse 
Scott (FL) 
Scott (SC) 
Shelby 
Sinema 
Sullivan 
Thune 
Tillis 
Toomey 
Wicker 
Young 

NAYS—43 

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

Hassan 
Heinrich 
Hirono 
Kaine 
King 
Klobuchar 
Leahy 
Markey 
Menendez 
Merkley 
Murphy 
Murray 
Peters 
Reed 
Rosen 

Sanders 
Schatz 
Schumer 
Shaheen 
Smith 
Stabenow 
Tester 
Udall 
Van Hollen 
Warner 
Warren 
Whitehouse 
Wyden 

NOT VOTING—1 

Booker 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. On this 
vote, the yeas are 56, and the nays are 
43. 

The motion is agreed to. 
f 

EXECUTIVE CALENDAR 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will report the nomination. 

The legislative clerk read the nomi-
nation of Holly A. Brady, of Indiana, to 
be United States District Judge for the 
Northern District of Indiana. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Iowa. 

30TH ANNIVERSARY OF THE WHISTLEBLOWER 
PROTECTION ACT 

Mr. GRASSLEY. Mr. President, 
today marks the 30th anniversary of a 
very important law—the Whistleblower 
Protection Act. It is very important 
because people in government ought to 
listen to whistleblowers. They are very 
patriotic people. 

The law is a critical foundation for 
the whistleblower protections we have 
in place today. The Whistleblower Pro-
tection Act has helped to usher in a 
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