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Im funding because it has to level the 
playing field. China has an export sub-
sidy bank. They have used that aggres-
sively, and so we ought to emulate the 
Chinese so we will have a level playing 
field. 

Well, among the unbelievable ironies 
in this whole story, guess who is a big 
recipient of U.S. Ex-Im subsidies? It is 
the Chinese export bank. You cannot 
make this stuff up. That is a fact. It is 
not just Air China. It is not just the 
state-owned airline. 

In 2014—again, the last year in which 
Ex-Im was fully operational, which ap-
parently they are going to return to— 
there were 17 transactions where the 
primary borrower is the Export-Import 
Bank of China. 

So here we are, we are funding the 
Chinese export bank, which we cite as 
the reason we need an export bank. It 
is unbelievable. 

In 2014, the Ex-Im Bank also funded a 
deal with Huawei, which we have all 
come to appreciate is a very significant 
national security threat to the entire 
Western world, especially the United 
States. Of course, what more can you 
say about subsidizing Russian- or 
state-owned businesses? There were 
multiple deals back in 2014 where the 
Ex-Im Bank funded Russia. I already 
mentioned VNE Bank, now sanctioned, 
and two deals with Spur Bank, also 
sanctioned. 

In any case, I think this whole argu-
ment, that if some other country is en-
gaged in this behavior, therefore, we 
have to—I think that is a really weak 
argument. Think of all the things the 
Chinese Government does, intellectual 
property theft, forced technology 
transfer, bribery, and corruption. As a 
matter of fact, in Malaysia, the pre-
vious corrupt Government of Malaysia 
stole billions of money from an invest-
ment fund, and China offered to use 
their Ex-Im Bank to help cover up the 
graft, which indirectly we were facili-
tating by doing transactions with that 
Chinese Ex-Im Bank. I trust that sup-
porters of the Bank do not want the 
U.S. to emulate all of these kinds of 
nefarious activities. I am sure they do 
not, but the same argument could 
apply. 

So with all of these concerns in mind, 
I have been advocating for reform of 
the Ex-Im Bank since joining the Sen-
ate. Let me be clear. I would rather not 
have an Ex-Im Bank, but if we are 
going to have one, and if we are going 
to reconstitute a Board and allow them 
to do large-scale business, I think, at a 
minimum, we ought to make some sen-
sible reforms. Unfortunately, pro-
ponents of Ex-Im Bank in this body 
and in the other body have blocked al-
most every effort to do so. One small 
reform that many of us have been 
clamoring for, for years, would be to 
have the administration, whatever ad-
ministration, work to pursue a mutual 
disarmament. The argument that we 
hear most frequently is we need Ex-Im 
Bank because other countries have ex-
port-subsidizing banks. Well, OK, how 

about having a mutual negotiation to 
phase these out, right? Well, the 
Obama administration did absolutely 
nothing about it, and we have a lot of 
trade talks going on right now under 
this administration. I have not heard 
one word about encouraging a wind 
down of everybody’s mutually unfortu-
nate export subsidy vehicles. 

That brings me to the history of the 
nomination. A while back, President 
Trump nominated Scott Garrett, a 
very well qualified, bright, and capable 
guy, and an avowed reformist. He was a 
skeptic about Ex-Im Bank but was 
committed to executing his respon-
sibilities as President under the char-
ter and under the law but was going to 
insist on reforms. 

By the way, had Scott Garrett been 
confirmed, Ex-Im would probably be up 
and running now. But the proponents 
of the Bank didn’t want the reforms, 
apparently, so they scratched Scott 
Garrett’s nomination. 

Despite that, I continued to try to 
find a reasonable way forward. One of 
the things I proposed was confirming 
Kim Reed as President. Let me say a 
word about Kim. I think she is a very 
capable person. She is very intelligent, 
very knowledgeable, and has a terrific 
reputation and great integrity. My pro-
posal was to confirm Kim Reed because 
she has committed to the kinds of 
meaningful reforms the Bank needs. 

She and I and my staff walked 
through six very specific categories of 
reform. We did that privately in my of-
fice. We did that publicly at the Bank-
ing hearing. We talked about adding 
transparency to how the Ex-Im Bank 
operates. We talked about taxpayer 
protections that would be implemented 
to reduce the risks taxpayers currently 
take. We agreed that we should move 
in the direction of protecting domestic 
companies, such as the example I gave 
where Delta was put at a competitive 
disadvantage against Air India. We 
agreed we should encourage private fi-
nancing to be first in line rather than 
the Ex-Im Bank. We agreed that we 
should be cracking down on any bad ac-
tors. We also agreed that there should 
be a mutual reduction in reliance on 
credit export agencies globally. 

On that basis, I was willing to con-
firm Kim Reed and give her a chance to 
implement some of these reforms and 
prove they are actually being imple-
mented, at which point I would support 
restoring a quorum so that a reformed 
Ex-Im would be back in business. But 
that deal was blocked by proponents of 
the Ex-Im Bank here in this body. It is 
very hard to conclude anything other 
than that those folks never want these 
reforms to take place. 

I am still open to working with the 
new President when she is confirmed, 
and the new Board. We have a reau-
thorization that is presumably on the 
agenda for later this year. But I am 
going to oppose all the nominees today 
because we are going ahead and putting 
the cart before the horse. We are re-
opening Ex-Im Bank on a full scale 

without first implementing the re-
forms, and that is backward. 

I appreciate the conversations I have 
had with Kim Reed, and I trust that 
she actually sincerely does want to im-
plement some of these reforms. I hope 
she can. I look forward to working with 
her to make sure that if we do, in fact, 
go through a reauthorization process, 
it codifies the reforms that require 
codification. But I feel very strongly 
that we are doing this backward. That 
is the reason I am going to vote 
against all the nominees today. 

The Ex-Im Bank, unreformed, is an 
example of crony capitalism that puts 
U.S. taxpayers at risk and subsidizes 
some pretty unsavory characters. I am 
pretty disappointed that we are moving 
ahead with this today. I hope that at 
least we will be able to codify the nec-
essary reforms in the reauthorization. 

I yield the floor. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. ROM-

NEY). The Senator from New Mexico. 
VIOLENCE AGAINST WOMEN ACT 

Mr. UDALL. Mr. President, thank 
you for the recognition. It is good to 
see you today. 

I am going to be joined by a number 
of my Senate colleagues to talk about 
reauthorization of the Violence 
Against Women Act. We have many 
who are very concerned that we need to 
move this reauthorization, so they will 
be joining me here today. 

The first chart we are putting up 
here is of Hanna Harris, who is a mem-
ber of the Northern Cheyenne Tribe. 
Here she is with her son just months 
before she was brutally murdered on 
the Northern Cheyenne Reservation. 
Hanna was all of 21 years old, and her 
son was only 10 months old. We now 
honor Hanna and all murdered and in-
digenous women and girls each year on 
Hanna’s birthday, May 5, as a national 
day of awareness. 

It is fitting to remember and honor 
these women and girls, and it is crit-
ical that we understand the magnitude 
of violence that Native women face. 
Eighty-four percent of Native women 
have experienced violence in their life-
time. That is four out of five. In some 
Tribal communities, Native women are 
murdered at rates more than 10 times 
the national average—10 times. One 
out of three Native women has been 
raped. 

Behind these statistics are thousands 
of faces, thousands of lives disrupted, 
shattered, and cut short—faces like 
that of Ashley Loring Heavy Runner. 
This is a photo of Ashley. Ashley was 
an outgoing 20-year-old Native college 
student during the summer of 2017 
when she went missing on the Black-
feet Reservation in Montana. Last De-
cember, I heard firsthand about the 
devastating impact of Ashley’s dis-
appearance when her sister, Kimberly 
Loring Heavy Runner, came before the 
Indian Affairs Committee to ask Con-
gress to take action. Kimberly told us: 

We are going missing, we are being mur-
dered. I am here to stress to you . . . we are 
loved and we are missed. We will no longer 
be . . . invisible people . . . we have worth. 
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That is Kimberly talking. 
By the end of 2017, the FBI had iden-

tified 5,600 additional cases of missing 
Native women and girls. This number 
is likely a very, very severe 
undercount. This crisis is devastating 
Native families across the country. It 
is unacceptable. 

Just last week, the Senate passed a 
resolution remembering murdered and 
missing indigenous women and girls, 
and I thank Senator DAINES and other 
Republicans for sponsoring this bipar-
tisan resolution. Now we must make 
good on those words. We must walk the 
walk. We must take bipartisan action 
to end the cycle of violence, and we 
should start by reauthorizing the Vio-
lence Against Women Act and 
strengthening provisions to protect Na-
tive women. 

I have been a strong proponent of 
VAWA from the beginning, and I 
pushed hard for the law’s passage in 
1994 when I was New Mexico’s attorney 
general. But it became clear early on 
that VAWA’s provisions weren’t reach-
ing Tribal communities because of the 
Tribal jurisdictional maze put in place 
by a 1978 U.S. Supreme Court decision. 

In Oliphant v. Suquamish Indian 
Tribe, the Court held that Indian 
Tribes cannot exercise criminal juris-
diction over non-Indians who commit 
crimes on reservations. This ruling un-
dermined the sovereign right of Tribes 
to enforce the law on Tribal lands. It 
undercut public safety in Indian Coun-
try, and it let violent offenders escape 
prosecution. 

An astounding number of violent 
crimes against Native women on res-
ervations are committed by non-Indi-
ans. According to the National Insti-
tute of Justice, 97 percent of Native 
women who experience violence in 
their lifetime have been victimized by 
non-Indian perpetrators. 

While Tribal authorities’ hands were 
tied, Federal law enforcement authori-
ties weren’t addressing these cases ei-
ther. Investigations were not pursued 
because the crimes took place in re-
mote locations. Federal prosecutors de-
clined to prosecute cases. Crimes 
against Native women and children 
were pushed to the back burner. The 
inability of Tribes to protect their own 
members was an inexcusable hole in 
the law. 

By the time the Senate took up 
VAWA reauthorization in 2012 and 2013, 
we could no longer ignore Oliphant. We 
could no longer ignore that Oliphant 
left Native women at risk. In the Sen-
ate, I fought to restore Tribes’ author-
ity to provide for the safety of their 
members, and we ultimately reinstated 
their authority to prosecute anyone 
who commits domestic violence on a 
reservation through VAWA 2013. Since 
then, 18 Tribes have begun exercising 
jurisdiction over domestic violence 
crimes. There have been 143 arrests of 
128 violent offenders with 74 convic-
tions to date. This is a real step in the 
right direction. 

With time and experience, Tribes 
have seen there are still gaps that 

must be closed to stop violence against 
Native women. Tribes have identified 
four changes Congress must make to 
hold violent offenders accountable. 

First, Tribal jurisdiction under 
VAWA doesn’t extend to domestic vio-
lence against children. If a Native child 
is caught up in the violence, as is too 
often the case, Tribal law enforcement 
can’t prosecute the offender. We have 
to change that. 

Second, VAWA applies only to do-
mestic violence. It doesn’t apply to 
general cases of sexual assault, sex 
trafficking, or stalking. Like other 
types of violence, Native women face 
higher levels of sexual violence than 
other women in the United States. In 
fact, of the Native women who have ex-
perienced violence, 56 percent have ex-
perienced sexual violence. Yet VAWA 
2013 didn’t cover the entire range of 
sexual violence directed toward Native 
women. Congress must fix this. 

Third, VAWA 2013 wasn’t clear 
whether Tribes have jurisdiction over 
attempted domestic violence. If a per-
petrator swings at his spouse and 
misses, there is no crime until the next 
time, when he lands a punch. We must 
fix this loophole or Native women will 
continue to be at risk. 

Finally, VAWA doesn’t cover crimes 
committed against Tribal law enforce-
ment officers charged with responding 
to domestic violence. If an officer is re-
sponding to a domestic violence case 
and he or she is assaulted, they aren’t 
covered under the law, so that needs to 
be fixed. 

Domestic violence calls, as all of us 
know, are some of the most dangerous 
law enforcement responds to. Police of-
ficers, including Tribal officers, are as-
saulted when responding to disturbance 
calls more than in any other cir-
cumstance. Yet Tribes can’t protect 
their own officers. These gaps in VAWA 
undermine the very purpose of the law 
and put children, women, and police of-
ficers at great risk. We must remedy 
this. 

Senators MURKOWSKI, SMITH, and I 
have introduced the Native Youth and 
Tribal Officer Protection Act to ensure 
Tribes can exercise jurisdiction to 
prosecute crimes against children and 
Tribal officers and attempted domestic 
violence. The bipartisan bill is sup-
ported by 16 former U.S. attorneys ap-
pointed under Republican and Demo-
cratic administrations and the Indian 
Law and Order Commission, a body of 
Tribal public safety experts established 
under the bipartisan Tribal Law and 
Order Act. We have also introduced the 
Justice for Native Survivors of Sexual 
Violence Act, which makes sure that 
Tribes have authority to prosecute sex-
ual assault, sex trafficking, and stalk-
ing crimes. 

The House of Representatives already 
passed these measures last month on a 
bipartisan basis as part of the Violence 
Against Women Act Reauthorization of 
2019. It is now our turn to take action. 
We cannot allow this bill to be buried 
in the majority leader’s so-called legis-

lative graveyard, not when women’s 
lives are literally at stake. 

Friends, we must all agree it is long 
past time to address violence against 
women in Indian Country. I urge this 
body to reauthorize VAWA and pass 
the Native Youth and Tribal Officer 
Protection Act and Justice for Native 
Survivors Act. Let the families of 
Hanna and Ashley and thousands of 
other missing and murdered Native 
women know that they are not invis-
ible, that they have worth, and that 
they deserve justice. 

I mentioned earlier that 16 U.S. at-
torneys, both Republican and Demo-
cratic, wrote to us about the Native 
Youth and Tribal Officer Protection 
Act. They wrote very eloquently about 
what the situation is that we face 
today. These are U.S. attorneys who 
prosecuted in States that have Tribes. 
They were trying to do everything they 
could to bring justice to these situa-
tions. Their letter of support for S. 
2233, the Native Youth and Tribal Offi-
cer Protection Act, reads of some of 
the things here that I am going to 
quote, which, I think, make very, very 
poignant points about why we should 
take up this legislation and pass it im-
mediately. 

The Supreme Court’s 1978 decision in 
Oliphant v. Suquamish severely limits 
Tribal nations’ ability to prosecute 
crimes committed against Indians by 
non-Indians. Congress removed Federal 
limits on the inherent authority of 
Tribal governments to prosecute the 
non-Indian domestic violence offenders 
in the 2013 followup reauthorization. 

Under current law, the Tribal justice 
system has arresting and prosecuting 
authority over a non-Indian domestic 
violence offender, but it has no re-
course if that same offender commits a 
crime against the responding Tribal 
public safety officer. 

U.S. attorneys’ offices with jurisdic-
tion often decline to prosecute a non- 
Indian who commits a violent crime on 
Tribal lands. The absence of Tribal 
criminal jurisdiction over some non-In-
dian perpetrated crimes and low Fed-
eral prosecution rates for those crimes 
contribute to the high rates of violence 
against Native people, particularly 
women and children who live on Tribal 
lands. 

Due to the experiences of the letter’s 
signatories—the 16 former U.S. attor-
neys, Democratic and Republican— 
they say public interest, safety, health, 
and welfare all support the concept 
that, if possible, crimes committed on 
Tribal lands should be prosecuted by 
the presiding Tribal government. These 
former U.S. attorneys support the goal 
of this legislation—to restore Tribal ju-
risdiction over crimes that have been 
committed against Tribal police offi-
cers and children citizens of the Tribal 
nations. 

The need for Tribal jurisdiction over 
crimes against Tribal law enforcement 
is absolutely clear here. Under VAWA 
2013 Tribal jurisdiction, Tribes cannot 
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hold defendants accountable for vio-
lence against officers who are enforc-
ing the law. This leaves arresting offi-
cers, court bailiffs, and corrections of-
ficers vulnerable. The Eastern Band of 
Cherokee Indians is an example of the 
injustice here. It had one non-Indian 
defendant who had hit and strangled 
his girlfriend and, while in jail, had 
stricken the correctional officer who 
had been holding him after his arrest. 
He had threatened to come back and— 
this is his language—shoot up the res-
ervation. The Tribe referred the as-
sault and threat to Federal prosecu-
tors, who ultimately dismissed the 
charges. 

If we pass this legislation that has 
come over to us from the House, the 
Tribes in this circumstance would have 
the ability to step in and do something 
about this. They don’t have any option 
today. If they get a declination, if 
there will be no action taken on the 
Federal side, they will not have the 
ability to deal with crime and violence 
on their reservation. 

Let me talk a little bit about the 
need for Tribal jurisdiction over crimes 
against children. Fifty-eight percent of 
incidents reported by the imple-
menting Tribes involve children. Ac-
cording to the Department of Justice, 
Native children suffer exposure to vio-
lence at rates that are higher than any 
other peer group in the United States. 
The Pascua Yaqui Tribe, which was one 
of the first five Tribes to implement 
the VAWA 2013 authority, identified at 
least 38 children involved as witnesses 
and victims with its VAWA 2013 cases. 

Clearly, when there is a domestic vio-
lence incident, one of the things that 
needs to be done by law enforcement is 
with regard to a woman’s being as-
saulted in the presence of a child. You 
should allow the prosecuting authori-
ties to take that into consideration 
and make it a part of the charge. With 
the law we have today, that is not al-
lowed. So children are not protected. 

In another example, of the defend-
ants and perpetrators who are known 
violent and criminal offenders, many 
defendants had run-ins with Tribal po-
lice for violence or criminal activity 
prior to getting arrested. For example, 
the Tulalip Tribe in Washington re-
ported that the 70 defendants it pros-
ecuted by using its VAWA 2013 author-
ity had had a total of 171 contacts with 
Tribal police prior to their arrests. A 
Tulalip Tribal member was assaulted 
and raped by the father of her chil-
dren—a non-Indian who had had 19 
prior contacts with the Tribal police. 
VAWA 2013 allowed the Tribe to arrest 
and successfully prosecute the man. 

This is a good example of how VAWA 
2013 has worked, but in all of these cir-
cumstances I have talked about, we 
need to demand it—whether it is with a 
law enforcement officer who is as-
saulted in the course of enforcing the 
law or whether it is with a child who is 
a part of the circumstances that in-
volve the prosecution. 

I see that my good friend Senator 
CATHERINE CORTEZ MASTO is here on 

the floor. She is a very active member 
of the Indian Affairs Committee. I 
know she cares passionately about 
these missing and murdered indigenous 
women and children. I would ask to 
have a colloquy with Senators who 
show up, but I will be here on the floor. 
So don’t worry. 

I yield the floor. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-

ator from Nevada. 
Ms. CORTEZ MASTO. Mr. President, 

let me say to my colleague, the rank-
ing member of the Senate’s Indian Af-
fairs Committee—with whom, by the 
way, I know I have 2 more years—that 
I am so going to miss working with 
him. I appreciate his passion, particu-
larly on days like today on which he is 
highlighting issues that affect so many 
of our communities across this coun-
try, particularly when it comes to our 
Tribal communities and Native com-
munities. 

Thank you for always being at the 
forefront, my friend. 

This past Sunday, many Americans 
joined thousands of survivors and sup-
porters in solidarity across the country 
to honor the National Day of Aware-
ness for Missing and Murdered Native 
Women and Girls. Organizers hosted 
rallies and benefit runs; communities 
honored loved ones lost; and supporters 
posted on social media with the 
hashtag #NotInvisible. For many, this 
was a day to raise awareness about the 
alarming number of murdered and 
missing indigenous women, but for our 
Tribal communities, a day of aware-
ness only scratches the surface of what 
is needed to address this epidemic. 

Indian Country needs action. That 
starts right here in this Chamber, and 
it can start today. Right now, the Sen-
ate is considering three pieces of legis-
lation—the reauthorization of the Vio-
lence Against Women Act and my bi-
partisan bills, Savanna’s Act and the 
Not Invisible Act—which will help to 
combat this crisis. Passing these bills 
is critical in protecting the lives of Na-
tive women and girls. 

The numbers speak for themselves. 
More than 80 percent of Native women 
will experience physical, sexual, or 
psychological violence in their life-
times, often in the form of domestic or 
intimate partner violence. One in three 
Native American women has been 
raped or has experienced an attempted 
rape, and murder is the third leading 
cause of death for Native women and 
girls. In addition, Native American 
women who experience sexual or do-
mestic violence are far more likely to 
fall victim to sex trafficking. 

Even more distressing is the fact 
that we likely don’t know the full 
scope of the problem because of under-
reporting. In fact, nearly half of the 
Tribal law enforcement agencies sur-
veyed believe human trafficking is oc-
curring on Tribal land beyond what has 
been brought to their attention. Be-
cause of a lack of coordination with 
Federal Agencies and because of sparse 
resources and limited jurisdiction in 

which to prosecute crimes, women 
across Indian Country are dying and 
disappearing, and far too many of their 
cases go unreported, unsolved, or un-
touched by law enforcement. 

This is unbelievable. We must act. 
Yet there is no targeted Federal plan 
or strategy to address this epidemic 
even as it becomes increasingly clear 
that we are failing to uphold our trust 
responsibility and, even more so, that 
we are failing Native women and their 
families. 

As former Nevada attorney general, I 
have heard directly from survivors, 
family members, Tribal leaders, and 
law enforcement about the need for im-
mediate action and Federal support to 
address violence in Native commu-
nities. Congress must take concrete ac-
tion to help support the Tribal govern-
ments, organizations, and law enforce-
ment members who are on the 
frontlines every day. 

The House of Representatives has al-
ready taken an important first step 
this year by reauthorizing the Violence 
Against Women Act. This legislation 
will protect Native women from the ef-
fects of domestic violence, which is an 
early indicator of nearly half of all 
murder cases involving women nation-
wide. I know it will have a positive im-
pact because, as attorney general, I 
saw the impact it had on our Tribal 
communities in the State of Nevada. 
The reauthorization of VAWA also 
gives Tribal governments additional 
and much needed jurisdictional power 
to directly address violent crime 
against Tribal members on reserva-
tions. 

My Democratic colleagues and I are 
committed to fighting for the full reau-
thorization of the Violence Against 
Women Act and especially for the im-
portant criminal jurisdictional expan-
sions it gives Tribal law enforcement 
to help get violent offenders off the 
streets. 

We can’t stop there. We need to shine 
a light on the staggering number of 
missing and murdered indigenous 
women and girls and ensure that we 
understand the full scope of the prob-
lem. That is why, with my colleague 
Senator LISA MURKOWSKI, I have also 
introduced Savanna’s Act and the Not 
Invisible Act—both bipartisan bills. 
They are designed to work to directly 
combat the crisis of missing, murdered, 
and trafficked Native women, and they 
will give our law enforcement and com-
munities the support they need to pro-
tect our Native women and girls. These 
bills help in stopping cases from falling 
through the cracks. 

Specifically, Savanna’s Act works to 
ensure that Indian Country has access 
to accurate, up-to-date crime databases 
so State, local, and Tribal law enforce-
ment can implement guidelines for re-
sponding to relevant criminal cases. 

The Not Invisible Act ensures the 
Federal Government works across 
Agencies to best use its resources when 
addressing violence against Native 
women while recognizing the unique 
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challenges that are faced within Tribal 
communities. The bill also creates an 
advisory committee to examine ways 
to reduce violent crime, sexual assault, 
and trafficking in Tribal communities. 

These bills, along with the reauthor-
ization of the Violence Against Women 
Act, are critical to keeping Native 
women and girls safe. 

My home State of Nevada is home to 
many Tribal communities. These com-
munities are full of mothers, daugh-
ters, sisters, and friends whose lives 
are vibrant and full of potential. I will 
not let these women become statistics. 
It is time to take action, and I am 
committed to doing all I can in the 
Senate to fight for justice for Native 
American women and girls. 

I yield the floor. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-

ator from New Mexico. 
Mr. UDALL. Mr. President, I thank 

Senator CORTEZ MASTO for her talk 
today. I can tell that she is very pas-
sionate about this issue. Both of us 
were State attorneys general from 
Western States. We have significant 
Native American populations, and we 
are very familiar with the jurisdiction 
issue. 

I have seen Senator CORTEZ MASTO 
question many times in the committee 
on the issue of jurisdiction. And what I 
am talking about there—you have 
Tribal jurisdiction, and then you have 
Federal jurisdiction, and many times 
there is some State jurisdiction. So 
when the Supreme Court in 1978 came 
out with a ruling in the Oliphant case, 
they created a big hole, and for almost 
30 years, there was a zone that really 
wasn’t being prosecuted. Senator COR-
TEZ MASTO is very familiar with this. 
Because of that, we had kind of a situa-
tion in Indian Country where, without 
enforcement, I think some of this vio-
lence grew. 

I am sure that ever since Senator 
CORTEZ MASTO has been in law enforce-
ment, she has seen this problem and 
advocated for changes to it, and we 
have seen dramatic changes with 
VAWA 2013, which allowed prosecution 
to take place. I don’t know whether 
any of Senator CORTEZ MASTO’s Tribes 
within Nevada took cases and initiated 
things, but I think that across Indian 
Country, it is fair to say that there was 
very, very extensive effort. I think 
there have been a number of arrests— 
143, I think; 74 convictions—and things 
have really been moving along. 

Has that been your experience in 
terms of watching what has happened 
both at the State level and the Federal 
level since 2013? Have we been making 
some progress here? 

Ms. CORTEZ MASTO. Mr. President, 
to my colleague from New Mexico, ab-
solutely. Let me just say I was attor-
ney general in 2013 when you reauthor-
ized VAWA and you included the Tribal 
provisions in there. There are about 27 
Tribal reservations and communities in 
the State of Nevada, and I can guar-
antee you they were beneficiaries of 
what you did to prevent and address vi-

olence in Tribal communities through 
VAWA. 

I know that because I actually 
chaired the Domestic Violence Preven-
tion Council in the State of Nevada. On 
my council—which, as the attorney 
general, came through my office—there 
were Tribal members. I also know that 
the VAWA funding that comes into the 
State of Nevada came through my of-
fice as the attorney general. So we 
made sure that all of our communities 
that were impacted by domestic vio-
lence in particular—any type of vio-
lence—had the benefit of this money 
that was coming in. 

I can guarantee you, working with 
my Tribal communities as attorney 
general, it was a benefit. That is why I 
am fighting now for that reauthoriza-
tion and that funding to continue for 
our Tribal communities. There is no 
doubt in my mind that I saw the bene-
fits in Nevada, and we can see that now 
across the country. I am really kind of 
baffled why it is not in this provision 
here. This really should be a bipartisan 
issue that we all focus on. 

So that is my fight. I have seen the 
benefits, and I know the impact it has 
on our Tribal communities. 

Let me just say this: We need to ad-
dress any type of violence in our Tribal 
communities. And I thank you for 
highlighting this because it is not just 
the domestic violence; it is the issue of 
missing and murdered Native women 
and girls. My concern there is, we do 
not have enough data that tells us 
what is going on. The data we do report 
at the Federal level is underreported. I 
know the last data that we had was in 
2016. That showed about 5,700 missing 
Native girls and women. That is under-
reported. But what we don’t know is 
why they have gone missing. 

I have worked very hard to address 
sex trafficking prevention in the State 
of Nevada. This is happening across the 
country. There is no doubt in my mind 
that some of these Native women and 
girls are victims of sex trafficking, but 
we do not know it because of the chal-
lenges in capturing that data and then 
doing something about it at the Fed-
eral level. That is what I am fighting 
for. That is what my colleague from 
New Mexico is fighting for. 

I so appreciate the opportunity to 
talk about this on the floor today. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Washington. 

Mrs. MURRAY. Mr. President, I, too, 
want to thank the Senator from New 
Mexico for organizing today’s effort on 
this very important issue. 

I rise today to join my colleagues in 
really shining a spotlight on a crisis 
that has brought terror and pain to 
Tribal communities across my home 
State of Washington and the Nation for 
far too long. It is an alarm that has 
been sounding, actually, for genera-
tions and one that has impacted lit-
erally countless families, robbing them 
of their mothers and grandmothers, 
their sisters, their aunts, their daugh-
ters. 

‘‘Family of missing Native woman 
demands answers in Wapato.’’ 

In Yakima County: 
A year after her body was found, officials 

are now officially calling the death of this 
young woman a homicide. 

A year after. 
In Toppenish: 
16-year-old . . . disappeared after Christ-

mas Eve in 1971. Her sister refuses to give up 
the search. 

Those are just a few of the headlines 
that have appeared in news outlets in 
Washington State within just the last 
few months highlighting the scope of 
the crisis of missing and murdered in-
digenous women and girls in our com-
munities. 

For far too long, our Nation has ig-
nored or misclassified the terrible sto-
ries of violence against women and 
girls in Tribal communities, who have 
been reported missing or murdered at 
much higher rates than their non-Na-
tive counterparts or, worse, not re-
ported at all. 

It is a crisis that is particularly sa-
lient in Washington State, which ranks 
second among States with the highest 
number of reported cases of missing 
and murdered Native women. Even 
worse, Seattle ranks No. 1 among cities 
with the highest number of cases. But 
it isn’t just Seattle; it is the Yakama 
Nation, Spokane, Tacoma. The epi-
demic of missing and murdered Native 
women isn’t an urban problem or a 
rural problem. It is not an issue just 
for western Washington or eastern 
Washington. This is an alarming trend 
that is devastating communities every 
day throughout Washington State and 
across the country, one for which Na-
tive women and girls are paying the ul-
timate price. 

Now, thanks to the determination of 
Native women who have spent years 
raising their voices to bring attention 
to this tragic pattern of injustice, we 
are beginning to develop the tools and 
resources we need to combat this epi-
demic. 

I am very grateful for Native leaders 
and organizations like the Seattle In-
dian Health Board, which last Novem-
ber released a landmark new report— 
the first of its kind—on the crisis of 
missing and murdered indigenous 
women, collecting important data and 
insights. It is a major step toward re-
moving a significant barrier that has 
burdened efforts to end the decades- 
long epidemic, but there is so much 
more we need to do to keep Native 
women and girls safe and seek justice. 

As important as it is to bring aware-
ness to this devastating crisis, more 
than awareness, we need action. Con-
gress has to wake up to the crisis af-
fecting Native women and recognize 
the Federal Government’s responsi-
bility and role in ending it, and that 
includes improving and reauthorizing 
the Violence Against Women Act—a 
critical law which for years has worked 
to help communities decrease assaults 
against women and girls and which Re-
publicans let lapse earlier this year. 
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This law has long garnered bipartisan 

support. In fact, we were able to come 
together just 6 years ago to pass an 
even stronger version of the law that 
strengthened protections and resources 
for our Tribal communities. I know 
there are champions for this issue on 
both sides of the aisle, Members who 
have listened to Native voices in their 
own States and understand why we 
have to equip Tribal communities with 
the tools and resources they need to 
protect Tribal members and hold oth-
ers accountable when they cause harm 
or bring violence. There is no excuse to 
not get this done. We have done it be-
fore; we can do it again. 

Now that VAWA has passed the 
House, know that I am going to keep 
working with my colleagues to push 
the Senate to get it over the finish 
line. In the meantime, I and others will 
continue lifting up the stories of Na-
tive women and girls, as well as Tribal 
leaders and members. 

As a partner to Washington State’s 
Tribal communities here in the Senate, 
I am going to keep fighting to 
strengthen Federal support for Tribal 
priorities and listening to Native 
voices as well, as we all work together 
to end the tragedy of this senseless epi-
demic. 

I yield the floor. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-

ator from Minnesota. 
Ms. SMITH. Mr. President, I rise 

today to urge my colleagues to take 
action to address the crisis of missing 
and murdered indigenous women and 
girls in this country. It is a crisis that 
we need to address now, and we can do 
this in the Senate by updating the Vio-
lence Against Women Act, which ex-
pired earlier this year. 

I would like to thank my colleagues 
who have been able to join with us 
today to speak on this important topic 
led by Senator UDALL, and it is wonder-
ful to be here today with Senator MUR-
RAY as well. 

Last month, I had an opportunity to 
lead a roundtable at the Minnesota 
State Capitol to discuss the crisis of 
missing and murdered indigenous 
women. This is a crisis that affects 
Tribal nations all over my State, as 
well as urban indigenous communities. 
I was there with Lt. Gov. Peggy Flana-
gan, who is the highest ranking Native 
woman elected in an executive branch 
role here in the United States. It was 
wonderful to be there with her and all 
of the advocates who were present as 
well. 

At the roundtable, I heard about sur-
vivors who have experienced traf-
ficking and sexual violence who feel in-
visible. I heard from Native advocates 
and families of victims who feel they 
are not being listened to by local law 
enforcement, and they also understand 
that there is a lack of knowledge about 
cultural and traditional practices that 
is impeding the efforts to end this cri-
sis and to get help and healing to Na-
tive women who have been victimized. 

In Minnesota, I hear time and again 
from leaders of Tribal nations—from 

Red Lake and White Earth to Bois 
Forte, Mille Lacs, and Prairie Island— 
who speak of violent crimes on their 
land, including the crisis of missing 
and murdered indigenous women. I 
hear from some of these leaders about 
how they are unable to take action 
against the nonmember offenders who 
are committing these crimes. 

According to the National Institute 
of Justice, 84 percent of Native women 
have experienced violence in their life-
times—84 percent—and over half of Na-
tive women and more than one in four 
men have experienced sexual violence. 
Among those, almost all—96 percent of 
women and 89 percent of men—were 
victimized by a non-Tribal member. 
Few of these survivors end up seeing 
justice because what is happening is 
that the Federal Government is failing 
to address the scourge of violence 
against Native communities. 

Raising awareness of this crisis is im-
portant, and that is what we are work-
ing to do today, but there are several 
bipartisan measures in the Senate that 
would take significant steps to address 
it. We must take action, and I am here 
today to talk about some of the things 
we can do. 

In April, the House passed a Violence 
Against Women Act reauthorization 
bill with many strong Tribal protec-
tions to address the crisis of missing 
and murdered indigenous women, in-
cluding my bill, with Republican Sen-
ator LISA MURKOWSKI, to help Tribes 
seek and get justice for their members 
and for survivors. 

Our bill, which is called the Justice 
for Native Survivors of Sexual Vio-
lence Act, expands upon the landmark 
special domestic violence jurisdiction 
granted to Tribes during the last re-
write of the Violence Against Women 
Act in 2013. 

Our bill would allow Tribes to pros-
ecute cases of sexual assault, traf-
ficking, and stalking, among other 
crimes of sexual violence, against non-
member offenders. Think about what 
this means today. If you are a non-
member and you commit a crime of 
sexual violence against a Tribal mem-
ber, the Tribe, which is often in the 
best position to follow up on, inves-
tigate, and prosecute that crime, is 
currently unable to do that. 

The bill that I am working on with 
Senator MURKOWSKI would fix that 
problem in the Violence Against 
Women Act. Without this jurisdiction, 
Tribes are unable to pursue charges 
against all offenders who commit 
crimes of sexual violence on Tribal 
land. Instead, those offenders go large-
ly unpunished, as Federal courts fail to 
investigate or to prosecute these 
crimes. Passing our bill would go a 
long way toward deterring violence 
against Native women in Indian Coun-
try and holding offenders accountable 
when it happens. 

I call on the Senate to take bold ac-
tion to address the crisis of violence 
against Native communities by taking 
up the reauthorization of the Violence 

Against Women Act and passing this 
legislation as soon as possible. 

Any reauthorization bill must in-
clude strong Tribal protections, such 
as our Justice for Native Survivors 
bill, so that survivors can begin to heal 
and we can prevent violence from hap-
pening in the first place. Survivors and 
families of victims deserve this at the 
very least. 

I yield the floor. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-

ator from New Mexico. 
Mr. UDALL. Mr. President, thank 

you for the recognition. I just want to 
say to my colleague from Minnesota 
that we very much appreciate her ef-
forts on the Senate Indian Affairs Com-
mittee. She has been a great member of 
the Senate Indian Affairs Committee. 
On all of these issues that are so press-
ing, whether it is violence or the lack 
of education or budgets that aren’t 
adequate to support so many activities 
out in Indian Country, she has just 
been a terrific advocate. I know that 
she has followed this issue very closely 
in the years she has worked in govern-
ment. 

One of the things that is really clear 
is we have given the Tribes an oppor-
tunity—and I know Senator SMITH 
knows this very well—to undertake law 
enforcement in their communities as a 
result of VAWA 2013. Now is our chance 
to improve upon that, to lower the 
level of violence in Native American 
communities. 

I yield to the Senator to talk about 
what she has seen as a State-elected of-
ficial—again, just as a citizen in Min-
nesota—to make sure that laws that 
have been passed are working well and 
working better, and there is a lot more 
we need to do. 

I yield to Senator SMITH from Min-
nesota. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Minnesota. 

Ms. SMITH. Mr. President, first, I 
just want to say, as Senator UDALL 
knows, I was born in New Mexico, so I 
have a strong affinity for his wonderful 
State, my home State—my original 
home State—and I learned so much 
about the amazing cultural assets of 
indigenous people and Native American 
people in the Southwest. 

When I moved to Minnesota and I had 
an opportunity to get to know Min-
nesota’s 11 sovereign Tribal Nations, 
that was sort of my foundation for that 
work. When I became aware of how Na-
tive women, who were so often the vic-
tims of sexual violence, are literally 
invisible in the criminal justice sys-
tem, I was just really horrified. 

First, notice this: As Senator UDALL 
and I were talking about this issue 
with many others in the Indian Affairs 
Committee, I became aware that there 
are thousands and thousands of women 
who have been reported missing, yet 
the Justice Department has on their 
big list only about 100 of them. Lit-
erally, these women are invisible. 

In the roundtable that I had with 
Lieutenant Governor Flanagan last 
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week and in other conversations I have 
had, I have heard personal stories so 
many times of women, like Savanna 
Greywind, who are murdered in terrible 
and violent ways and don’t end up 
ever—their family never has the oppor-
tunity to feel the sense of justice and 
healing that you have from knowing 
that the perpetrator of this terrible vi-
olence has been brought to justice. 

I am just going to—I would like to 
tell one story about a woman whom I 
spoke with in Saint Paul whose daugh-
ter was murdered in January of 2018. 
To this day, she still awaits the release 
of her daughter’s body because of 
mixups and snafus in the system. Imag-
ine what that would be like. This is 
just one example of how Native women 
in the criminal justice system don’t 
get the dignity and the respect they de-
serve. 

I yield the floor. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-

ator from New Mexico. 
Mr. UDALL. Mr. President, one of 

the issues that has been highlighted by 
the two very capable Senators who are 
here on the floor, Senator CORTEZ 
MASTO and Senator SMITH, is that all 
of us—and I know that the Presiding 
Officer from the State of Utah also has 
many Tribes. All of us need to work in 
a very conscientious and deliberative 
way to try to make sure that we are 
able to do everything we can to bring 
forward the effort of the Federal Gov-
ernment to lower the violence level in 
Native American communities. The 
thing I saw over and over again in the 
State of New Mexico as I dealt with 
Tribes and then at the national level— 
I worked in the U.S. Attorney’s Office 
for several years as an assistant U.S. 
attorney. I saw over and over again 
that we were unable to prosecute some 
cases, but we were well aware that the 
Tribes, if they were given the author-
ity, would be able to move forward be-
cause they were closer to the cir-
cumstances and would be able to do the 
job. That is why it is so important that 
16 former U.S. attorneys who have ju-
risdiction across the United States— 
full jurisdictions of an area—have 
stepped forward and said that they 
really feel that these pieces of legisla-
tion that Senator CORTEZ MASTO, Sen-
ator SMITH, Senator KLOBUCHAR, and 
many others are sponsoring and that 
the House has actually sent over to us 
are ready to go. 

I see my good friend Senator TESTER 
is here. The vote is going to take place 
in a few minutes, so I am going to yield 
the floor so that Senator TESTER can 
speak on these very important issues. 
He is a great member of the Com-
mittee, and I always enjoy hearing 
from him because he is always right on 
point. 

I yield the floor. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-

ator from Montana. 
Mr. TESTER. Mr. President, I think 

that might have been a hint to make it 
quick. Is that right, Senator UDALL? 

Mr. UDALL. Take your time. 

Mr. TESTER. All right, I will. Look, 
this is an issue that is critically impor-
tant to this country. I think when peo-
ple hear about it, they are astounded 
because this is a crisis we don’t hear 
much about. 

According to the National Institute 
of Justice—listen to these statistics— 
more than 80 percent of Native women 
have experienced violence, almost half 
within the last year. On many reserva-
tions, Native American women face 
murder rates up to 10 times the na-
tional average. The majority of this vi-
olence is either sexual or domestic in 
nature, and too much of it goes unre-
ported and unprosecuted. That is why I 
have taken a three-pronged approach 
to address this crisis. 

No. 1, we need to raise awareness; No. 
2, we need to empower the Tribes 
around this country; and No. 3, this 
body needs to implement some solu-
tions that will help those Tribes ad-
dress this issue. But first we must ac-
knowledge that there is an epidemic, 
an epidemic that—if we acknowledge 
it—we can fix. 

We have made some progress on this 
front in the last few years. Since 2016, 
we have introduced resolutions declar-
ing May 5 the National Day of Aware-
ness for Missing and Murdered Native 
Women and Girls. We introduced this 
resolution in honor of Hanna Harris, a 
Northern Cheyenne Tribal member who 
was murdered in July of 2013, and thou-
sands of other voices that have been si-
lenced. We introduced this resolution 
to underscore the urgency of address-
ing domestic violence and sexual as-
sault in Indian Country. We introduced 
this resolution to amplify the voice of 
the people who are on the vanguard, 
fighting for change—folks like Briana 
Lamb, a Missoula-based activist, who 
was my guest at this year’s State of 
the Union Address, or Kim Loring, who 
testified in front of the Indian Affairs 
Committee back in December about 
the disappearance of her sister, Ashley 
Loring Heavy Runner, from Browning, 
MT. 

Increasing awareness isn’t where we 
end. We need to act, and we need to 
find and implement solutions. That is 
why, after leading a Senate hearing on 
the MMIW crisis in December, I drafted 
and introduced the Studying the Miss-
ing and Murdered Indian Crisis Act. 
This bill directs the GAO to conduct a 
full review of how Federal Agencies re-
spond to reports of missing and mur-
dered Native Americans and rec-
ommend solutions based on their find-
ings. 

The House has already passed this 
bill, along with the rest of the Violence 
Against Women Reauthorization Act, 
more than a month ago. The Senate 
has yet to take up this package. So in-
stead of waiting around for Senator 
MCCONNELL to do his job and bring this 
bill up for a vote, I reached out to the 
GAO directly yesterday. A group of 10 
Democrats and 7 Republicans wrote to 
the GAO, asking them to conduct this 
study, and the GAO agreed. But we 

can’t keep waiting around for the Sen-
ate to actually do its job and legislate. 
We need to act, and we need to pass the 
Violence Against Women Reauthoriza-
tion Act so that we can start finding 
and implementing solutions—solutions 
to problems like Tribal jurisdiction. 

Before 2013, the jurisdictional maze 
surrounding these crimes made it near-
ly impossible for Native authorities to 
prosecute non-Native criminals, de-
spite the fact that almost 90 percent of 
the Native survivors had experienced 
violence at the hands of non-Native of-
fenders. When we reauthorized the Vio-
lence Against Women Act back in 2013, 
we gave Tribal governments the ability 
to arrest and prosecute non-Native of-
fenders for sexual and domestic crimes. 
Since March of 2015, 18 Tribes have 
used this authority to arrest approxi-
mately 150 offenders. As of today, more 
than half of those arrested resulted in 
convictions, and many are still pending 
trial. Fort Peck is one of the Tribes on 
the vanguard, arresting 18 offenders 
over the last 3 years—offenders who 
had gotten away with their abuse for 
far, far too long. 

This year’s violence reauthorization 
act will build upon that 2013 bill and 
extend Tribal jurisdiction even further, 
empowering Tribes to combat this cri-
sis head-on. That is why the Senate 
needs to pass this critical legislation 
and start taking up dozens of other 
bills that we have introduced to com-
bat this crisis—bills like Savanna’s 
Act, which will improve information 
sharing between the Federal, State, 
and Tribal law enforcement agencies 
and establish better response protocols 
for cases of missing people or the Not 
Invisible Act, a bipartisan bill we re-
cently introduced that would create an 
advisory committee to improve on how 
Federal law enforcement responds to 
cases of missing, murdered, and traf-
ficked persons. Sure, it is nice to hold 
hearings and to write letters, but noth-
ing can really happen unless we do our 
job. 

Take funding, for example. We 
worked hard to secure a 5-percent set- 
aside for Indian Country in the Crime 
Victims Fund this year. That is $168 
million that Tribes can now use to pre-
vent violence and support survivors 
across Indian Country. But this set- 
aside disappears next year if we don’t 
pass the SURVIVE Act to make this 
funding permanent. 

I hope that everybody in the Senate, 
including the majority, will finally get 
behind the Violence Against Women 
Act and help move these other bills for-
ward also. Together, we can find solu-
tions to this crisis and we can support 
survivors and we can bring their assail-
ants to justice, but we can’t do it if 
Congress doesn’t act. 

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

clerk will call the roll. 
The bill clerk proceeded to call the 

roll. 
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CLOTURE MOTION 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. CAS-
SIDY). Under the previous order and 
pursuant to rule XXII, the Chair lays 
before the Senate the pending cloture 
motion, which the clerk will state. 

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 Kimberly A. Reed, of West Vir-
ginia, to be President of the Export-Import 
Bank of the United States for a term expir-
ing January 20, 2021. 

Mitch McConnell, Lindsey Graham, 
Kevin Cramer, Mike Rounds, Roy 
Blunt, Richard Burr, Johnny Isakson, 
Mike Crapo, Tim Scott, Jerry Moran, 
John Hoeven, Pat Roberts, Lisa Mur-
kowski, Roger F. Wicker, Lamar Alex-
ander, Rob Portman. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. By unan-
imous consent, the mandatory quorum 
call has been waived. 

The question is, Is it the sense of the 
Senate that debate on the nomination 
of Kimberly A. Reed, of West Virginia, 
to be President of the Export-Import 
Bank of the United States for a term 
expiring January 20, 2021, shall be 
brought to a close? 

The yeas and nays are mandatory 
under the rule. 

The clerk will call the roll. 
The bill clerk called the roll. 
Mr. THUNE. The following Senator is 

necessarily absent: the Senator from 
Alaska (Ms. MURKOWSKI). 

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

The yeas and nays resulted—yeas 82, 
nays 17, as follows: 

[Rollcall Vote No. 96 Ex.] 
YEAS—82 

Alexander 
Baldwin 
Bennet 
Blumenthal 
Blunt 
Booker 
Boozman 
Brown 
Burr 
Cantwell 
Capito 
Cardin 
Carper 
Casey 
Cassidy 
Collins 
Coons 
Cornyn 
Cortez Masto 
Cotton 
Cramer 
Crapo 
Duckworth 
Durbin 
Enzi 
Ernst 
Feinstein 
Fischer 

Gardner 
Gillibrand 
Graham 
Harris 
Hassan 
Heinrich 
Hirono 
Hoeven 
Hyde-Smith 
Isakson 
Johnson 
Jones 
Kaine 
King 
Klobuchar 
Leahy 
Manchin 
Markey 
McConnell 
McSally 
Menendez 
Merkley 
Moran 
Murphy 
Murray 
Paul 
Perdue 
Peters 

Portman 
Reed 
Risch 
Roberts 
Romney 
Rosen 
Rounds 
Schatz 
Schumer 
Scott (FL) 
Scott (SC) 
Shaheen 
Sinema 
Smith 
Stabenow 
Sullivan 
Tester 
Thune 
Tillis 
Udall 
Van Hollen 
Warner 
Warren 
Whitehouse 
Wicker 
Wyden 

NAYS—17 

Barrasso 
Blackburn 
Braun 
Cruz 
Daines 
Grassley 

Hawley 
Inhofe 
Kennedy 
Lankford 
Lee 
Rubio 

Sanders 
Sasse 
Shelby 
Toomey 
Young 

NOT VOTING—1 

Murkowski 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. On this 
vote, the yeas are 82, the nays are 17. 

The motion is agreed to. 
The Senator from Wyoming. 
Mr. BARRASSO. Mr. President, I ask 

unanimous consent that the remaining 
votes in this series be 10 minutes in 
length. 

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

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 Spencer Bachus III, of Alabama, to 
be a Member of the Board of Directors of the 
Export-Import Bank of the United States for 
a term expiring January 20, 2023. 

Mitch McConnell, Lindsey Graham, 
Kevin Cramer, Mike Rounds, Roy 
Blunt, Richard Burr, Johnny Isakson, 
Mike Crapo, Tim Scott, Jerry Moran, 
John Hoeven, Pat Roberts, Lisa Mur-
kowski, Roger F. Wicker, Lamar Alex-
ander, Rob Portman. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. By unan-
imous consent, the mandatory quorum 
call has been waived. 

The question is, Is it the sense of the 
Senate that debate on the nomination 
of Spencer Bachus III, of Alabama, to 
be a Member of the Board of Directors 
of the Export-Import Bank of the 
United States for a term expiring Jan-
uary 20, 2023, shall be brought to a 
close? 

The yeas and nays are mandatory 
under the rule. 

The clerk will call the roll. 
This is a 10-minute vote. 
The senior assistant legislative clerk 

called the roll. 
Mr. THUNE. The following Senator is 

necessarily absent: the Senator from 
Alaska (Ms. MURKOWSKI). 

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 yeas and nays resulted—yeas 74, 
nays 24, as follows: 

[Rollcall Vote No. 97 Ex.] 

YEAS—74 

Alexander 
Baldwin 
Bennet 
Blumenthal 
Blunt 
Boozman 
Brown 
Burr 
Cantwell 
Capito 
Cardin 
Carper 
Casey 
Cassidy 
Collins 
Coons 
Cornyn 
Cortez Masto 
Cotton 

Cramer 
Crapo 
Duckworth 
Durbin 
Enzi 
Ernst 
Feinstein 
Fischer 
Gardner 
Graham 
Hassan 
Heinrich 
Hirono 
Hoeven 
Hyde-Smith 
Isakson 
Johnson 
Jones 
Kaine 

King 
Leahy 
Manchin 
McConnell 
McSally 
Menendez 
Moran 
Murphy 
Murray 
Perdue 
Peters 
Portman 
Reed 
Risch 
Roberts 
Romney 
Rosen 
Rounds 
Schatz 

Schumer 
Scott (FL) 
Scott (SC) 
Shaheen 
Sinema 
Smith 

Stabenow 
Sullivan 
Tester 
Thune 
Tillis 
Udall 

Van Hollen 
Warner 
Whitehouse 
Wicker 
Wyden 

NAYS—24 

Barrasso 
Blackburn 
Braun 
Cruz 
Daines 
Gillibrand 
Grassley 
Harris 

Hawley 
Inhofe 
Kennedy 
Klobuchar 
Lankford 
Lee 
Markey 
Merkley 

Paul 
Rubio 
Sanders 
Sasse 
Shelby 
Toomey 
Warren 
Young 

NOT VOTING—2 

Booker Murkowski 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. On this 
vote, the yeas are 74, the nays are 24. 

The motion is agreed to. 

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 bill 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 Judith DelZoppo Pryor, of Ohio, to 
be a Member of the Board of Directors of the 
Export-Import Bank of the United States for 
a term expiring January 20, 2021. 

Mitch McConnell, Lindsey Graham, 
Kevin Cramer, Mike Rounds, Roy 
Blunt, Richard Burr, Johnny Isakson, 
Mike Crapo, Tim Scott, Jerry Moran, 
John Hoeven, Pat Roberts, Lisa Mur-
kowski, Roger F. Wicker, Lamar Alex-
ander, Rob Portman. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. By unan-
imous consent, the mandatory quorum 
call has been waived. 

The question is, Is it the sense of the 
Senate that debate on the nomination 
of Judith DelZoppo Pryor, of Ohio, to 
be a Member of the Board of Directors 
of the Export-Import Bank of the 
United States for a term expiring Jan-
uary 20, 2021, 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. THUNE. The following Senator is 

necessarily absent: the Senator from 
Alaska (Ms. MURKOWSKI). 

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 yeas and nays resulted—yeas 79, 
nays 19, as follows: 

[Rollcall Vote No. 98 Ex.] 

YEAS—79 

Alexander 
Baldwin 
Bennet 
Blumenthal 
Blunt 
Boozman 
Brown 

Burr 
Cantwell 
Capito 
Cardin 
Carper 
Casey 
Cassidy 

Collins 
Coons 
Cornyn 
Cortez Masto 
Cotton 
Cramer 
Crapo 
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