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the Green New Deal that would have 
made the Obama-era War on Coal look 
like child’s play. Among all of its other 
craziness, it sought to end all produc-
tion of American oil, coal, and natural 
gas within a decade. How ridiculous. 
How absurd. 

We had a vote on it in the Senate, 
and lest we think this was just some 
extreme view that only the fringe sub-
scribes to, only 4 of 47 Democrats could 
bring themselves to oppose the Green 
New Deal in the Senate—only 4 of 47 
Democrats could bring themselves to 
oppose the Green New Deal in the Sen-
ate. There were 43 of 47 Democrats who 
couldn’t vote against this thing. Fortu-
nately, Republicans voted it down. 

But last week, not to be deterred, a 
number of Democrats rolled out yet an-
other far-left environmentalist mani-
festo. This new resolution calls for— 
here we go again—a managed phaseout 
of the use of oil, gas, and coal to keep 
fossil fuels in the ground—a managed 
phaseout of the use of oil, gas, and coal 
to keep fossil fuels in the ground. Of 
course, this means a whole lot more in-
trusive Big Government. 

The bill calls for a ‘‘massive-scale 
federal mobilization of resources’’—a 
‘‘massive-scale federal mobilization of 
resources.’’ Just imagine what that 
would entail. And get this: The new 
manifesto dictates that our Nation 
model ourselves after Europe, Canada, 
and liberal enclaves like New York and 
Los Angeles. You just can’t make this 
stuff up. 

The contrast is clear. Republicans 
are working overtime to rebuild the 
conditions for middle-class prosperity, 
and we are working overtime to help 
those who were hit hard in the Obama 
years. But Democrats are working to 
resurrect the same bad ideas that 
caused much of that damage and imple-
ment them yet again, this time on 
steroids. The good news is, as long as 
this Republican Senate has anything to 
say about it, none of these radical job- 
killing manifestos have a chance of be-
coming law. 

f 

CONCLUSION OF MORNING 
BUSINESS 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Morning 
business is closed. 

f 

EXECUTIVE SESSION 

EXECUTIVE CALENDAR 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under 

the previous order, the Senate will pro-
ceed to executive session to resume 
consideration of the following nomina-
tion, which the clerk will report. 

The senior assistant legislative clerk 
read the nomination of Clifton L. 
Corker, of Tennessee, to be United 
States District Judge for the Eastern 
District of Tennessee. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ma-
jority whip. 

CONSUMER PRIVACY 
Mr. THUNE. Madam President, these 

days, there is an online component to 

almost everything that Americans do. 
Were you at the beach last weekend? 
You undoubtedly posted pictures on 
Facebook and Instagram. You probably 
used Google Maps or Waze or another 
map app to find your way there. You 
undoubtedly booked a hotel stay on 
one of the myriad hotel booking sites, 
and you transmitted your credit card 
information online to pay for it. Dur-
ing your stay, you probably took ad-
vantage of the hotel’s free Wi-Fi, 
whether you were uploading pictures or 
watching a show on Netflix. If you had 
dinner at a restaurant while you were 
there, there is a good chance you used 
the internet to make a reservation. If 
you booked an excursion while you 
were there—maybe a fishing trip or a 
boat tour—chances are good you made 
that reservation online as well. 

I could go on, but you get the idea. 
The internet and mobile internet-en-
abled devices like our phones and 
watches have resulted in an explosion 
of opportunity and innovation. Infor-
mation is more accessible than ever be-
fore. We can communicate more swift-
ly and easily than ever before. We can 
shop without leaving our house, strike 
out confidently into the unknown 
without a map and still find our way 
back, turn on the air conditioner or 
heater with a simple voice command, 
and see who is knocking on our door 
while we are 600 miles away on vaca-
tion. 

With the convenience and oppor-
tunity of the internet revolution comes 
serious privacy concerns. Every time 
we book a hotel, navigate a new town, 
buy movie tickets, or buy groceries on-
line, we are putting a lot of personal 
information into the hands of a lot of 
different companies: banking informa-
tion, health information, information 
about our location, our preferences, 
our habits. All of this information is 
likely used in some form or fashion by 
some of the world’s most successful 
internet businesses to personalize our 
search results on Google or to deliver 
the content that we see on Facebook or 
Instagram. 

As a member and former chairman of 
the Senate Commerce Committee, I 
have gotten an up-close look at the 
issue of consumer privacy. I believe 
that developing bipartisan consumer 
privacy legislation needs to be a pri-
ority in Congress. 

Last year, as chairman of the Com-
merce Committee, I convened hearings 
into consumer data privacy and the ac-
cessing of millions of Facebook users’ 
personal data by the political intel-
ligence firm Cambridge Analytica. I 
also led a hearing to discuss the Euro-
pean Union’s General Data Protection 
Regulation and California’s new pri-
vacy-related law. I have continued to 
focus on consumer privacy this year as 
chairman of the Commerce Sub-
committee on Communications, Tech-
nology, Innovation, and the Internet. 

A few weeks ago, I convened a hear-
ing to look at the use of persuasive 
technology on internet platforms like 

Facebook and YouTube. Sites like 
YouTube and Facebook use algorithms 
and artificial intelligence driven by 
user-specific data to tailor just about 
everything you see on their platforms, 
from ads to the video that plays after 
the YouTube video you searched for. 
These algorithms can be useful. If you 
searched for Paul Simon’s ‘‘Diamonds 
on the Soles of Her Shoes’’ on 
YouTube, you probably will not mind 
hearing ‘‘Graceland’’ next. If you are 
shopping for a new computer, you 
might find it useful to see an ad for the 
latest HP or Apple laptop. 

These algorithms can also be de-
ployed in far more troubling ways. For 
example, in June, the New York Times 
reported that YouTube’s automated 
recommendation system was found to 
be automatically playing a video of 
children playing in their backyard pool 
to users who had watched sexually 
themed content. Algorithms can also 
be used to limit what news stories and 
other content people are exposed to. 

As we learned from a witness at the 
hearing on persuasive technology, a 
former Google employee named Tristan 
Harris, these algorithms have the po-
tential to be used to influence the 
thoughts and behaviors of literally bil-
lions of people. 

For all of these reasons, I believe 
that transparency needs to be an essen-
tial part of the conversation. Ameri-
cans should be clearly informed about 
how their personal data is being used 
and how companies influence and con-
trol what Americans see online. 

Obviously, users have an obligation 
to exercise personal responsibility, but 
companies also need to provide greater 
transparency about how content is 
being filtered. 

Given the ever-increasing size of our 
digital footprint and the increased pri-
vacy dangers that come along with 
that, the question isn’t whether we will 
have Federal privacy legislation; it is 
what that legislation will look like. 

I believe that any final bill should be 
bipartisan and should set a single na-
tional data privacy standard so that 
companies and consumers don’t have to 
navigate 50 different sets of rules. We 
need to make consumer data privacy a 
priority while also preserving the abil-
ity of companies to innovate and de-
liver the cutting-edge services we rely 
on. 

I also believe, as I mentioned, that 
any bill should include transparency 
provisions that give consumers a clear 
understanding of what is being done 
with their data. I believe consumers 
have the option to engage on internet 
platforms without being manipulated 
by algorithms powered by their own 
personal data. 

This isn’t the first time Congress has 
tackled new and emerging privacy con-
cerns. Over the last few decades, Con-
gress has acted to protect children on-
line, protect sensitive healthcare infor-
mation, and to modernize how institu-
tions use consumer data. 
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I believe we can follow in that tradi-

tion by developing a new consumer pri-
vacy law, and that is why I am com-
mitted to working with colleagues 
from both parties to develop legisla-
tion to meet the privacy challenges we 
are facing today. I am confident that 
we can arrive at a strong consumer pri-
vacy bill for the digital age, and I will 
continue to make Americans’ privacy a 
priority of mine here in Congress. 

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

clerk will call the roll. 
The senior assistant legislative clerk 

proceeded to call the roll. 
Mr. SCHUMER. Madam President, I 

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

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

RECOGNITION OF THE MINORITY LEADER 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 

Democratic leader is recognized. 
SENATE LEGISLATIVE AGENDA 

Mr. SCHUMER. Madam President, 
last night, we saw the President of the 
United States, who has spent years ma-
ligning America, continue to malign 
Americans. The President once again 
whipped up a toxic brew of racism, xen-
ophobia, and nativism, with his crowd 
chanting ‘‘send her back’’ about a duly 
elected Member of Congress and a U.S. 
citizen—one of the oldest and ugliest 
racist attacks against Americans of 
color. 

The way the President appeals to the 
worst instincts of people and what was 
shouted and chanted at the rally last 
night without the President’s upbraid-
ing them was despicable and eerily fa-
miliar to what happens in dictator-
ships. 

We all know that the only way Presi-
dent Trump will stop this is for Repub-
licans—his own party—to demand it. 
The only way President Trump will 
stop is when Republicans on the other 
side have the honor, the decency, and 
the courage to tell him to stop. All we 
hear is silence and diversions from 
Leader MCCONNELL. 

So, America, if you don’t like what 
the President says, if it gets you upset 
and makes your hairs stand on end, 
say: This is not the America I know 
and love. Whatever your political 
views, call your Senators and tell them 
to tell President Trump to stop this. 

Argue the merits, argue the issues, 
but stop this appeal to the worst in-
stincts—the worst instincts. And our 
Republican friends are silent. 

History will show this. This is a mo-
ment. There is no John McCain any-
more. When this kind of bitter racism 
emerged in his townhall meeting, he 
rejected it publicly when somebody 
used it against then-Candidate Obama. 
It went down in history as one of his 
finest moments. Where are the fine mo-
ments of my colleagues? There are 53 of 
them on the Republican side, and not 
one has spoken out strongly enough— 
not one. 

They are quiet on everything else, 
too—things that matter to average 

Americans to help make their lives 
better. Where are our Republican 
friends on the substantive issues that 
can help Americans of all colors and 
creeds—all colors and creeds—help 
Americans whether their families have 
been in this country for 11 generations, 
as some of my friends have been, or are 
new immigrants, as some of my friends 
are? In New York, we have everybody. 

Here are some of the things our Re-
publican friends can do. The House has 
passed legislation to improve our 
healthcare system and intervene in the 
lawsuit against eliminating protec-
tions for Americans with preexisting 
conditions, but Leader MCCONNELL— 
once again silent—sent the bill to his 
legislative graveyard. The House has 
passed legislation to close loopholes in 
our gun background check system. 
This is no longer controversial. Ninety 
percent of Americans are for it—90 per-
cent. Leader MCCONNELL has sent that 
bill, too, to the legislative graveyard. 
Climate change, voting rights, pay-
check fairness for women—all are in 
the legislative graveyard. 

Where are my Republican friends on 
those issues? Why aren’t they standing 
up and saying that we should at least 
debate them here in the Senate? Demo-
crats have had to petition for weeks to 
even be allowed amendment votes on 
issues of importance to the American 
people. 

It is a sorry state of affairs here in 
the Senate. I believe it has frustrated 
many of my Republican friends—I hear 
it from them privately—as well as us 
Democrats, because while we may not 
always agree on legislative solutions to 
a problem—we are not all supposed to 
agree; this is not a dictatorship—we 
want to debate the issues. We want to 
make forward progress. 

My Republican colleagues know that 
they didn’t come here just to 
rubberstamp an assembly line of the 
President’s nominees, judicial and ex-
ecutive, and neither did we, but under 
Leader MCCONNELL, legislative 
progress is the lowest and often last 
priority. 

H.R. 1327 
Madam President, for example, yes-

terday, my colleague Senator GILLI-
BRAND asked unanimous consent to re-
authorize the Victim Compensation 
Fund for the brave first responders who 
got sick after working on the pile after 
9/11. It is as unobjectionable a piece of 
legislation as you can imagine. These 
are the people who rushed to the tow-
ers after 9/11. They got all kinds of 
gunk in their lungs and in their gastro-
intestinal systems and later developed 
cancer. Many of them are now gone, 
some of them are people I became 
friends with, like Ray Pfeifer and De-
tective Alvarez. And all we want to do 
is what we do with our soldiers when 
they are on the battlefield and get ill-
nesses and wounds. We want to help 
them. That is all. Nothing more. Yet, 
over the course of the last several 
years, again, our Republican friends, 
aided and abetted by Leader MCCON-

NELL, have either blocked this legisla-
tion or diluted it. But now it seems 
there is a breakthrough. 

In the House, this bill passed with I 
think only 12 Republicans objecting. 
Conservative Members like MARK 
MEADOWS, who is head of the Freedom 
Caucus, Leader MCCARTHY, and Whip 
SCALISE all voted for it. Why can’t we 
just bring it to the floor and vote on it 
here? We should. 

My colleague from Kentucky, RAND 
PAUL, objected. Bring it to the floor. 
Bring it to the floor. Give him an 
amendment, but let’s not just have this 
one lay in the legislative graveyard as 
well. I am hopeful it will not because 
as soon as it passes the Senate—and we 
don’t want to amend it because that 
will send it back to the House, and who 
knows what will happen in the back- 
and-forth—if we just pass the bill as is 
and defeat an amendment that is not 
intended to help or improve it, it will 
go to the President’s desk, and he will 
sign it. Even if he doesn’t, there are 
veto-proof majorities in both Chambers 
to overcome it. 

Senator GILLIBRAND, my friend and 
colleague who has done so much on 
this issue, will try again today to get 
this Chamber’s consent to pass the bill. 
If the junior Senator from Kentucky 
again blocks the bill, I strongly urge 
the senior Senator from Kentucky, 
Leader MCCONNELL, to put the bill on 
the floor. It is unacceptable that once 
again we are dealing with delays on 
legislation to help our brave 9/11 first 
responders, some of whom are gone, 
many of whom are ill, and many more 
of whom will get ill in the future from 
the diseases they acquired because of 
their bravery and selflessness on 9/11. 

FACEAPP 
Madam President, on another mat-

ter, over the past couple of days, mil-
lions of Americans have been 
downloading FaceApp—a viral tool 
that applies a little AI technology to a 
selfie to make your face look younger 
or older or add a beard. That seems 
like a benign new social media fad, but 
it actually may not be benign at all. 

Who is the parent company of this 
app? Wireless Labs. It is based in, of all 
places, St. Petersburg, Russia. It also 
came to light that the app not only 
takes your picture but retains the 
right to access all your photos, your 
search history, and gives ‘‘perpetual, 
irrevocable, and worldwide’’ license to 
use your photo, your name, and your 
likeness. This is a breathtaking level of 
access—all too common in murky apps 
like these—that raises very substantial 
privacy concerns. 

After everything we learned about 
Russia’s unrepentant cyber aggression 
in 2016, the nexus of facial recognition, 
digital privacy, and a shadowy Russian 
company based in St. Petersburg, 
where so much of the Russian inter-
ference in our elections and inter-
ference with the internet emerged 
from, what happened with this app 
from Wireless Labs called FaceApp 
should set off alarm bells for all Ameri-
cans. 
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At the very least, we need to know 

more about what the heck is going on 
here. I have called for the FTC and the 
FBI to investigate FaceApp to see if 
private information of millions of 
Americans could wind up in the wrong 
hands and used for very bad purposes. 
We need more than the assurances; we 
need the facts. The potential for our fa-
cial data and the data from all of our 
friends and families contained in our 
photos to fall into the hands of some-
thing like Russian intelligence or the 
Russian military is really troubling. I 
strongly urge the FTC and the FBI to 
get to the bottom of FaceApp. 

BORDER SECURITY 
Madam President, on one more issue, 

over the last few months, Americans 
have seen for themselves the awful con-
ditions that migrant children are en-
during at the Southern border. Fault-
less kids—many traveling alone, many 
very young—are subject to inhumane 
conditions, without the proper 
healthcare, nutrition, hygiene, or 
space. People have different views on 
immigration—we know that—but no 
one should want to see these kids 
treated so inhumanely. All they are 
doing is fleeing for a better life. 

This weekend, I am leading a visit to 
the border with a number of my Demo-
cratic colleagues to investigate, in-
spect, and evaluate the latest condi-
tions at these facilities. We hope—des-
perately hope—that the conditions 
have improved over the last several 
weeks. We will certainly report to the 
American people and to the Senate on 
what we find. 

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

clerk will call the roll. 
The senior assistant legislative clerk 

proceeded to call the roll. 
Mr. KAINE. Madam President, I ask 

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

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

BORDER SECURITY 
Mr. KAINE. Madam President, I rise 

today to talk about an experience that 
I had on Sunday. Sunday was the day, 
July 14, that President Trump had 
preannounced that massive deportation 
and immigration raids were about to 
begin. It looks like those raids maybe 
didn’t start on Sunday, but the com-
munities of immigrants in Virginia and 
elsewhere, who have been experiencing 
tremendous fear, had that fear dra-
matically accelerated by the announce-
ment. 

On Sunday, my wife and I, who live 
in Richmond, went to a town called 
Kilmarnock, about an hour and 10 min-
utes away from us, where my wife’s 
parents are in a nursing home. They 
are 95 and 93 years old. We went down 
to spend the day with my in-laws and 
to take my mother-in-law to church at 
the local Episcopal church where she 
has long been a member. 

I was struck by the readings. It was 
a day of fear for many immigrant com-

munities, and the readings that oc-
curred in the Episcopal church, which 
are readings that are delivered in 
Catholic and Presbyterian and other 
churches on a set schedule, struck me 
as I was thinking about the fear in 
these communities. 

For the Old Testament reading, nor-
mally, in most churches around the 
globe, Catholics and Episcopals read 
from Deuteronomy, but for some rea-
son, the pastor of this church—it was 
his goodbye ceremony, and he was leav-
ing after serving for an interim—had 
switched the Old Testament reading 
and instead put in a reading from the 
Old Testament Book of Amos, Chapter 
7, verses 7 through 9. 

This is what he showed me: The Lord was 
standing by a wall that had been built true 
to plumb, with a plumbline in his hand. And 
the Lord asked me, ‘‘What do you see, 
Amos?’’ 

‘‘A plumbline,’’ I replied. 
Then the Lord said, ‘‘Look, I am setting a 

plumbline among my people Israel; I will 
spare them no longer.’’ 

A plumbline is a device used when 
you are constructing something. It is 
just a weight on a string, nonmag-
netized, and it will show up and down 
so that you can build something that is 
square and that has a solid foundation. 

It is a reading about principles and 
values and what is a solid foundation. 

The Gospel reading that we heard in 
our tiny church in Kilmarnock and 
around the world was the Good Samari-
tan story. Jesus is being pestered by a 
lawyer: What do I do to inherit eternal 
life? 

And Jesus said: You know the an-
swer. Tell me the answer. 

And the lawyer does. He is smart. 
Love God and love your neighbor as 

yourself. 
Jesus says: Fine. You know the an-

swer. Just live that way. 
But the lawyer, either to trap Jesus 

or because he was confused or he was 
trying to figure it out, says: But who is 
my neighbor? 

And then Jesus tells the story of a 
person beaten on the road to Jericho 
and lying at the side of the road. Some 
passed by pretending not to notice, 
though they do notice. Some noticed 
and sort of half go over to help but 
don’t do anything. But one person, a 
Samaritan—and in the Bible, Samari-
tans were despised minorities because 
they didn’t worship like other people 
did—actually is the one who actually 
goes and helps. 

As everyone knows, in the story he 
takes care of the person who is beaten. 
He takes him to an inn and pays the 
innkeeper and says: I will even pay you 
more. I will settle up. Make sure that 
you nurse him back to health. 

This Samaritan was the one who was 
the neighbor. When Jesus then goes 
back to the lawyer and says: Which 
was the one who was the neighbor to 
the person who was beaten, the lawyer 
was so infected by the prejudice of his 
day that he can’t even say ‘‘the Samar-
itan.’’ Again, Samaritans were despised 
people, much like refugees or migrants 

or migrant kids seem today to be de-
spised people. The lawyer couldn’t even 
make his lips say the word ‘‘Samari-
tan.’’ Who is the neighbor to the person 
who was beaten? He can’t even answer 
the question—the Samaritan. But he 
does know the answer, and instead he 
says: The one who showed him mercy. 

Those were the readings that we 
heard—that the Lord will set a plumb-
line to try to determine whether the 
nation—in that instance, Israel—was 
behaving properly or not, and in terms 
of what the plumbline is, what is the 
moral standard. The Lord is encour-
aging us to be neighbors, and not just 
to the people like us, not just to the 
people who are our next-door neighbors 
but even to people who are down on 
their luck, beaten, despised, and hurt-
ing. 

Sunday was also another day. It was 
Woody Guthrie’s birthday. Woody 
Guthrie was a great American song-
writer known for ‘‘This Land is Your 
Land’’ and so many other songs that 
are part of who we are as a people. 

Woody Guthrie wrote a song in 1948 
called ‘‘Plane Wreck at Los Gatos,’’ 
and the song is more commonly known 
by the name ‘‘Deportee.’’ We lived this 
history before. 

In 1948 in California, there was an ef-
fort to deport so many people. There 
are times when we desperately want 
immigrants here to do the work, and 
then there are phases where they get 
deported. 

Woody Guthrie was listening to the 
radio. This is a man born on July 14, 
the day that the President announced 
that the deportation raids would start. 
Woody Guthrie was listening to the 
radio in January of 1948, and he heard 
a story about a plane that was taking 
deportees back to Mexico. The plane 
crashed in Los Gatos Canyon, near 
L.A., and the pilot and some others 
were killed, and 32 deportees were 
killed. 

Woody Guthrie was struck that when 
the story was told on the radio, they 
mentioned the names of the pilot and 
the copilot and the others who were 
working on the plane, but as for the 32 
deportees who were killed, their names 
weren’t mentioned. They were ‘‘just de-
portees.’’ 

Here are the lyrics to the Woody 
Guthrie song written based on an inci-
dent in January 1948, but our history 
repeats itself. 
The crops are all in and the peaches are 

rott’ning, 
The oranges piled in their creosote dumps; 
They’re flying ‘em back to the Mexican bor-

der 
To pay all their money to wade back again 
Goodbye to my Juan, goodbye, Rosalita, 
Adios mis amigos, Jesus y Maria; 
You won’t have your names when you ride 

the big airplane, 
All they will call you will be ‘‘deportees’’ 
My father’s own father, he waded that river, 
They took all the money he made in his life; 
My brothers and sisters come working the 

fruit trees, 
And they rode the truck till they took down 

and died. 
Some of us are illegal, and some are not 

wanted, 
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Our work contract’s out and we have to 

move on; 
Six hundred miles to that Mexican border. 
They chase us like outlaws, like rustlers, 

like thieves. 
We died in your hills, we died in your 

deserts, 
We died in your valleys and died on your 

plains. 
We died ‘neath your trees and we died in 

your bushes, 
Both sides of the river, we died just the 

same. 
The sky plane caught fire over Los Gatos 

Canyon, 
A fireball of lightning, and shook all our 

hills, 
Who are all these friends, all scattered like 

dry leaves, 
The radio says, ‘‘They are just deportees.’’ 
Is this the best way we can grow our big or-

chards? 
Is this the best way we can grow our good 

fruit? 
To fall like dry leaves to rot on my topsoil 
And be called by no name except ‘‘deport-

ees’’? 

Along with several other colleagues 
earlier this week, I filed a bill called 
the Stop Cruelty to Migrant Children 
Act. It is a bill that has 40-plus cospon-
sors. It would do a number of things. It 
would set safety, health, and nutrition 
standards in these facilities whose pic-
tures we are seeing—pictures that set 
an embarrassing example of a nation 
that should want to set a good exam-
ple. 

It would set minimum standards for 
food, nutrition, and healthcare. It 
would guarantee that children in these 
facilities would receive three meals a 
day and that the meals would be of 
adequate nutritional value. It would 
end the practice of family separation, 
unless ordered by a court, so the pre-
sumption would be that families could 
not be separated. It would provide addi-
tional resources for lawyers so that 
people can follow the rule of law and 
present evidence and present a case for 
asylum or refugee status, if there is a 
case to be presented. It would allow the 
restart of programs like the Family 
Case Management Program, which was 
a successful program that enabled peo-
ple to be placed in community settings, 
not cages or jails or institutions, and 
have management to make sure that 
they then come to court dates on time. 

The bill has a number of provisions 
that I think are worthy, but the thing 
that is the most important about the 
bill to me and why I agreed to cospon-
sor it is that I just think it puts our 
country in a position where we are set-
ting the right example, not the wrong 
example. It puts our country in a posi-
tion where if the plumbline of right 
and wrong is applied to us, we are on 
the right side of that judgment. It puts 
us in a position where as we are being 
directed to be good neighbors—includ-
ing to people who are hurting, includ-
ing to people who are suffering—we 
would be able to look ourselves in the 
mirror and look the world in the eye 
and say: The United States believes 
that we are good neighbors, and we are 
behaving in a neighborly way toward 
people. 

These issues are of massive impor-
tance to the individuals involved. 
There was a story earlier this week 
about a border agent inquiring of a 
young girl: You are going to be sepa-
rated. Your parents are going to be sep-
arated, and you have to decide whether 
you go with your mother or your fa-
ther. 

Why make a child of tender years 
make that choice? The young girl’s 
name was Sofia. Many of us know the 
Virginia author, William Styron, and 
his book ‘‘Sophie’s Choice.’’ Sophie is 
forced to make an existential choice 
between her children in a concentra-
tion camp in Poland during World War 
II. That is the choice. That is the exis-
tential choice in the heart of that 
novel. 

When tiny Sofia is being told: We are 
separating your mother and father, and 
you have to choose between them, 
should a child have to do that? None of 
us would tolerate that for our own fam-
ily members. None of us would tolerate 
that for a member of our community. 
So is it fair to do that to a child of ten-
der years because she happens to be 
somebody who has come from Central 
America? 

These issues are of immense impor-
tance to those involved, to the Sophies, 
to the father and daughter who tried to 
get across a river a few weeks ago and 
drowned as they were trying to do it. 
They had come thousands of miles, and 
they were so close. All they wanted to 
do was apply for asylum legally: Can 
you accept my application? We are not 
trying to sneak across. We want to 
apply legally and have the laws of your 
country apply to us if we can justify 
that we should come. Please do that. 

When they reached the border, we are 
taking so few applications now that 
they waited and they waited and they 
waited, and they eventually tried to 
cross a river and were drowned in the 
process—that heartbreaking picture of 
them having come so far and being so 
close that they could touch the bank. 
They almost got to touch the bank of 
this Nation they had dreamed might 
offer them a better life. 

Their case, had they been able to 
apply, may or may not have been ac-
cepted. There is no guarantee they 
would have met the standards, but all 
they wanted was the opportunity to 
apply to enter this greatest Nation on 
Earth. 

So I will just conclude and say I 
hope, in the days ahead—and I know 
there are discussions going on between 
Members of this body and between 
Members of this body and the White 
House about what we might do. I just 
want us to do something we can look in 
the mirror and be proud of. I want us to 
do something that we can use as an ex-
ample for ourselves and for others. I 
want the plumbline that separates 
good and bad behavior and foundations 
that are morally strong versus those 
that are shaky and weak to judge us 
fairly. I want us to be neighborly. I 
want us to be neighborly in the best 

traditions of whom we have always 
been. 

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

clerk will call the roll. 
The senior assistant legislative clerk 

proceeded to call the roll. 
Mr. LANKFORD. I ask unanimous 

consent that the order for the quorum 
call be rescinded. 

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

DEBT CEILING 
Mr. LANKFORD. Mr. President, ac-

cording to the Treasury, since 1960, 
Congress has acted 78 times to raise 
the debt ceiling. Let me run that past 
you again. Since 1960, we have had 78 
debt ceiling increases, under Repub-
lican Presidents, Democratic Presi-
dents, Republican Congresses, and 
Democratic Congresses. There has been 
a steady increase over and over again 
with the debt ceiling. 

The debt ceiling was originally de-
signed to provide a moment of fiscal 
restraint for Congress, a moment for 
Congress to look at the debt and deter-
mine whether to increase debt again or 
to determine how to restrain ourselves. 

Going back to post-World War II, we 
had an enormous debt left over after 
World War II. That was the triggering 
mechanism for them. Throughout the 
Korean war, for instance, they didn’t 
raise the debt ceiling. They found ways 
to find fiscal restraint because they 
had so much debt. 

That doesn’t even seem to be the con-
versation anymore. Now debt ceiling 
conversations are about what bill will 
we get it into to make sure it passes so 
we can just keep going. That moment 
of determining how we can deal with 
fiscal restraint seems to be gone. 

Let me state just how severe this has 
become. Right now, our current debt to 
GDP—that is, gross national product— 
our debt compared to our gross na-
tional product is at 78 percent. That is 
an enormous number. That means, if 
you take all of the American economy, 
every single person in the entire coun-
try, group it all together, what they re-
ceive in pay, what they make, and put 
it all together, it would take 78 percent 
of every single person in the country to 
pay off our debt for an entire year. 

If we were to maintain that debt-to- 
GDP ratio at 78 percent, just not get 
worse than where we are at $22 trillion 
right now, we asked the Congressional 
Budget Office how much we would ei-
ther have to raise in taxes or cut in 
spending each year to not make it 
worse. The answer that came back 
from the Congressional Budget Office 
was $400 billion, but the hard part 
about that—not that $400 billion is not 
bad enough—we would have to cut or 
raise in taxes $400 billion every single 
year for 30 years in a row. That is not 
the original $400 billion but a new $400 
billion every year for 30 years in a row 
just to keep us at a debt-to-GDP ratio 
of 78 percent. 

That is not going to happen. There is 
not the will in this Congress to reduce 

VerDate Sep 11 2014 02:08 Jul 19, 2019 Jkt 089060 PO 00000 Frm 00006 Fmt 0624 Sfmt 0634 E:\CR\FM\G18JY6.008 S18JYPT1



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — SENATE S4929 July 18, 2019 
$400 billion this year much less do it 
every single year for 30 years in a row. 

So my simple push is this. We have 
to get to a real conversation about 
what we are going to do about our debt 
and how we are going to respond to 
this. 

I have committed, around any kind 
of debt ceiling conversation, that the 
conversation should not be about just 
raising it and going on; it should be 
about how we are going to address our 
debt. I cannot support a debt ceiling 
that just raises the debt ceiling with-
out any consideration about what we 
are going to do to actually pay off that 
debt or how we are going to get on top 
of it. 

We have a broken process. We are not 
dealing with debt when we talk about 
debt ceilings anymore, and we are fac-
ing a September 30 deadline. There is 
already an ongoing rumor and con-
versation around the hallways about 
could we have another government 
shutdown. 

In the last 40 years, we have had 21 
government shutdowns—21—under Re-
publican and Democratic Presidents 
and under Republican and Democratic 
Congresses—21 government shutdowns. 
The one that happened earlier this year 
was the longest one in history, but that 
doesn’t mean it is the longest one that 
will ever happen. There may be a 
longer one coming. The challenge is, 
how do we solve this issue about debt? 
How do we deal with some of the sim-
ple processes like government shut-
downs and how do we stop those? 

Government shutdowns actually 
cause more spending to happen because 
it costs so much to prepare for it. When 
it happens, there is a greater cost, and 
when restarting it, there is greater 
cost again. All of that is lost money. It 
is just a waste. 

So Senator MAGGIE HASSAN, the 
Democratic Senator from New Hamp-
shire, and I have worked together to 
put a simple proposal together to stop 
government shutdowns. This is not 
rocket science. Most Americans can’t 
leave their work and walk away, espe-
cially if they are small business own-
ers. They can’t walk away from their 
jobs unless the job is done. That is just 
the nature of it. So our simple idea is 
this. If we get to October 1—and the 
end of the fiscal year ends on Sep-
tember 30—and the work is not done on 
all the appropriations bills, we would 
have what is called a continuing reso-
lution kick in. The funding would con-
tinue to go the same as it did the year 
before. It basically is putting every-
body on hold but is still moving. That 
would protect Federal workers and 
make sure Federal workers and their 
families are not affected by the govern-
ment shutdown. It would protect the 
taxpayers, making sure they are not 
having to deal with ‘‘I can’t get a per-
mit’’ and ‘‘I can’t get an answer on the 
phone from a government agency be-
cause there is a Federal shutdown.’’ So 
the Federal workers and American peo-
ple would be held harmless, but Mem-

bers of Congress, our staffs, and the 
staff of the White House Office of Man-
agement and Budget, in both the House 
and the Senate, would all be here in 
Washington, DC, with no travel. 

Now that may not seem like a big 
issue. You may say: So what. It would 
mean we are in session every weekday, 
every weekend, and cannot leave to go 
back and see our families. We cannot 
do our work that has to be done in the 
States, and we have work to do in our 
States as well. We cannot go on any 
kind of codel travel. We cannot take 
any other travel of any sort, and every 
day we have what is called a manda-
tory quorum call in the Senate and in 
the House. We are in session weekdays 
and weekends continually until the 
budget work is done. 

I had folks say: Well, that doesn’t 
seem like that big of an incentive. 

I can assure you, the most precious 
commodity to Members of the House 
and Senate, our staff, and to members 
of the Office of Management and Budg-
et is the same precious commodity 
every American has. It is time—time. 

If we lose the time so we can’t do all 
of the other things we need to do until 
we get the budget work done, we will 
get the budget work done because there 
are a lot of things on our schedule, but 
our first priority should be the budget 
work that needs to be done. 

This puts us in a position to basically 
do what my mom did to my brother 
and me. When my brother and I had an 
argument, my mom would lock the two 
of us in a room and say: You guys work 
this out. When you are done, you can 
come out of the room, but you guys 
keep talking until you settle it. Quite 
frankly, my mom would be a pretty 
good role model for this Congress. Lock 
us in the room, keep us debating until 
we solve it. 

We had the longest shutdown in 
American history this past time, and it 
started right before Christmas. What 
did the Members of Congress do? They 
left. They left. They went home for 
Christmas. They went away. While 
Federal workers did not have their 
paychecks coming in, Members of Con-
gress left town. 

It is as simple and straightforward as 
this: Federal workers should be held 
harmless, and Members of Congress 
should be kept to stay and work it out. 

Senator HASSAN and I continue to 
work through this. We gained wide bi-
partisan support. It went through the 
first of two committees—10 to 2 as it 
passed the committee. Now it has a 
second committee to go through before 
it comes here. We want to build bipar-
tisan support to say: We will have dis-
agreements on budget. We will have 
disagreements on spending. But we 
should keep debating until we solve it. 
But do not loop the Federal workers 
and their families into this, and cer-
tainly don’t harm the taxpayers in the 
process. 

We look forward to trying to get 
some things resolved in this place and 
to keeping the debate going until we 
do. 

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

ator from Connecticut. 
HEALTHCARE 

Mr. MURPHY. Mr. President, I come 
to the floor today to ask my colleagues 
a simple question. There is a lawsuit 
that is proceeding through the court 
system right now that has succeeded 
the district court level, that has had a 
hearing at the appellate court level, 
and may be speeding toward the Su-
preme Court. It is a lawsuit that was 
brought by 20 Republican attorneys 
general. It is a lawsuit that is being 
supported by the Trump administra-
tion. It is a lawsuit that many of my 
colleagues have gone on record saying 
they support. It is a lawsuit to undo 
the entirety of the Affordable Care Act, 
to throw out insurance for 20 million 
Americans and to end protections for 
people with preexisting conditions. It 
is an attempt to do through the court 
system what this Congress refused to 
do, which is to obliterate the Afford-
able Care Act and all the insurance it 
provides for people without any plan 
for what comes next. 

I have served in both the House and 
the Senate, and I listened for a long 
time to my Republican colleagues say 
that while they don’t like the Afford-
able Care Act, they certainly under-
stand that there has to be something 
else, and that something else should be 
just as good as the Affordable Care Act. 
In fact, the President himself said that 
whatever plan he supported in sub-
stitute of the Affordable Care Act 
would have better insurance, cheaper 
insurance, and would insure more peo-
ple. 

Republicans never came up with that 
plan. In fact, the replacement they 
jammed through the House of Rep-
resentatives in 2017 was much worse 
than the Affordable Care Act. The Con-
gressional Budget Office said that 24 
million people would lose insurance be-
cause of that piece of legislation and 
rates would potentially skyrocket for 
people with preexisting conditions. 

There has never been a replacement 
for the Affordable Care Act. The only 
plan from the beginning has been to re-
peal it. Now that Congress has said it 
won’t repeal the Affordable Care Act— 
why? because Americans do not want 
the Affordable Care Act repealed with 
nothing to replace it—now that Con-
gress won’t do it because the American 
people don’t support the repeal of the 
protections for sick people in the Af-
fordable Care Act, Republicans are try-
ing to get the courts to do it. 

We are perhaps 60 days away from 
the Sixth Circuit invalidating the en-
tirety of the Affordable Care Act. Like-
ly, if that is the case, the judgment 
will ultimately be rendered by the Su-
preme Court. But that could come as 
soon as the beginning of next year. We 
could still be months away from a hu-
manitarian catastrophe in this country 
in which the entirety of the Affordable 
Care Act is invalidated and what to do 
about it is put back before Congress. 
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It would stand to reason that if your 

plan is to try to get the entire Afford-
able Care Act thrown out in Congress, 
you would maybe start thinking about 
what would replace it. As far as I can 
tell, Republicans have no plan for what 
happens if the Affordable Care Act is 
overturned. As far as I can tell, my Re-
publican colleagues have spent no time 
thinking about what would happen if 
they actually end up catching the car 
they have been chasing. 

What happens if the lawsuit suc-
ceeds? What happens if the Affordable 
Care Act is struck down? What comes 
next? We can’t accept—and I don’t 
think my Republican colleagues would 
want to accept—millions of people los-
ing coverage overnight or insurance 
companies being able to discriminate 
against you because your child has a 
history of cancer or an insurance com-
pany being able to go back to capping 
the amount of insurance you get on an 
annual or lifetime basis. 

It is mere fantasy to think that we 
can reproduce the protections in the 
Affordable Care Act if we are not talk-
ing about it ahead of time. 

I am coming back on the floor today, 
as I have several times in the last few 
months, to ask my Republican col-
leagues to either withdraw your sup-
port for this lawsuit, stop the adminis-
tration from being able to pursue it in 
court, or start a serious discussion 
about how you are going to protect 
care for everyone who has it today— 
not a handful of people who have it 
today but all the people who have it 
today—while this lawsuit is moving 
through the system. 

My Republican colleagues have been 
queried as to whether they support this 
lawsuit. The answers are all over the 
map, which tells you once again that 
nobody on the Republican side has 
really thought this one through. 

One Republican Senator says: I actu-
ally don’t think the courts are eventu-
ally ever going to strike it down. 

Another says: I am ready for the law-
suit to succeed. I would love to go back 
in and actually deal with healthcare 
again. 

Another one says: Do I hope the law-
suit succeeds? I do. 

Another says: I can’t say I hope it 
succeeds. I think the strategy from 
here on that I have adopted in my own 
mind is repair. 

Another says: My hope and belief is 
we won’t strike the law down. 

The answers are all over the map. 
That is fine. The Republicans can have 
a varied set of opinions on whether the 
lawsuit should succeed, but none of 
those individuals who are quoted giv-
ing various opinions as to whether they 
would like the lawsuit to succeed have 
a concrete plan for what comes next. 

Let’s just be honest. It is mere fan-
tasy to think that a divided Congress is 
going to be able to, in an emergency, 
come up with a plan to keep 20 million 
people insured and keep preexisting 
conditions protections for the 133 mil-
lion Americans who depend on them. 

We can’t pass a budget through Con-
gress. We have trouble passing a Higher 
Education Act reauthorization or the 
Violence Against Women Act. How on 
Earth are we going to pass a reordering 
of the American healthcare system 
when it is blown to bits by a Supreme 
Court decision that no one is ready for? 

That is why I am down on the floor 
today. I am going to keep on bringing 
this up because I just can’t accept this 
world in which we live today in which 
half of this Chamber is just sort of box-
ing their ears and closing their eyes to 
this legal strategy. If it succeeds, as 
many Republicans hope it does, all we 
are going to be talking about here is 
healthcare. Overnight, we will be con-
sumed by this topic, and we will not be 
able to come up with a solution that 
involves the same amount of protec-
tions that exist today. 

Why repeal it? Why not continue to 
work on making the system better 
without holding hostage all of the 
Americans who rely on it today? That 
is a much better path of action. Keep 
the Affordable Care Act in place. Work 
together on ways that we can fix the 
existing healthcare system. Don’t cre-
ate a chaotic situation with the whole-
sale repeal of the entire act, putting 
lives in jeopardy. 

There is no plan on behalf of the Re-
publicans as to what to do if the ACA 
is overturned. I feel that we need to re-
mind the country of that over and over 
again. 

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

ator from Arkansas. 
REMEMBERING CORPORAL BENJAMIN KOPP 

Mr. COTTON. Mr. President, 10 years 
ago today, CPL Benjamin Kopp’s spirit 
departed from this world, but he re-
mains with us in far more than mem-
ory. 

Ben was raised in Minnesota, where 
his mother described him as a boy’s 
boy. He played in the dirt with toy 
trucks and revered his great-grand-
father, a decorated veteran from World 
War II. 

Then came 9/11, which changed Ben’s 
life forever, just as it changed the lives 
of so many Americans. Ben was only 
13—little more than a boy—but on that 
day of tragedy, he felt the call of duty 
to his country. Moreover, he sensed a 
rendezvous with destiny. Remembering 
his great-grandfather, the heroic vet-
eran, Ben enlisted in the U.S. Army at 
the age of 18, shipping off for basic 
training at Fort Benning not long after 
his high school graduation. There, he 
grew into a man and an Army Ranger. 
He was assigned to fight with the 
Army’s famed 75th Ranger Regiment. 

He served two deployments in Iraq 
and then went to Afghanistan in 2009. 
There, Ben and his buddies were ex-
posed to heavy combat, as Rangers 
usually are. On June 10, 2009, they were 
engaged in an hours-long, intense fire-
fight with Taliban insurgents in 
Helmand Province. Ben was leading a 
machine gun crew, providing suppres-
sive fire for a group of Rangers amid 

enemy onslaught. Ben exposed himself 
and was shot behind the knee right in 
an artery. He was evacuated from the 
battlefield and placed in an induced 
coma. 

Despite the surgeon’s best efforts, 
Ben never recovered from the loss of 
blood and cardiac arrest he had suf-
fered. Eight days later, on July 18, 2009, 
at the age of only 21, at Walter Reed 
Medical Center, Ben Kopp returned 
home to the Lord. Yet Ben is with us 
still. The heart of this Ranger beats on 
even today. Let me explain. 

Before deploying, Ben did a lot of pa-
perwork, as all soldiers do. On one 
form, he checked the box to be an 
organ donor. Where it asked which or-
gans he wished to donate, he simply 
wrote ‘‘any that are needed.’’ In death, 
as in life, Ben lived up to the Ranger 
creed. He shouldered more than his 
share of the task, ‘‘one-hundred-per-
cent and then some.’’ So just 2 days 
after Ben’s heart stopped beating, it 
beat anew in the chest of Judy Meikle, 
an Illinois woman who waited 7 months 
just to get on the organ donation list. 
‘‘How can you have a better heart,’’ 
Judy said as she recovered. ‘‘I have the 
heart of a 21-year-old Army Ranger war 
hero beating in me.’’ 

Ultimately, scores of people came to 
benefit from the sacrifice of this young 
soldier in Minnesota from his very 
blood and bones. Four lives were saved, 
all told, because Ben gave his all, his 
very body, for their sake. Ben departed 
10 years ago, but his legacy lives on in 
the patients whose lives he touched 
and through the brave work of his 
mother, Jill, who has devoted her life 
to veterans’ causes. This year, she or-
ganized the second annual Freedom 
Walk to the Wall and challenged Amer-
ica to walk 1 million miles in honor of 
our fallen heroes. 

The tragedy of Ben’s loss has touched 
Jill in unexpected ways as well. She 
has remained close with the Army 
Rangers who served alongside Ben and 
even with those who had never met 
him. Just recently, two freshly minted 
Rangers from Minnesota reached out to 
speak with Jill. You could say that she 
lost her son but gained a family of 
Rangers. 

In Genesis, it is written that the 
Lord God created Eve in the rib of 
Adam, the first man. When God 
brought her to Adam, He said, ‘‘This is 
now bone of my bones and flesh of my 
flesh.’’ That mysterious passage takes 
on new meaning when we reflect on 
stories like Ben’s. 

Thanks to his willing sacrifice, Ben 
connected with scores of his country-
men in one of the most intimate ways 
imaginable. For all time, they will re-
main bone of his bones and flesh of his 
flesh. Rangers lead the way. That is 
what new Rangers learn at Fort 
Benning. In life and in death, CPL Ben 
Kopp led the way, and his story will in-
spire us for many years to come, for, 
indeed, he is with us still. 

I yield the floor. 
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VOTE ON CORKER NOMINATION 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under 
the previous order, the question is, Will 
the Senate advise and consent to the 
Corker nomination? 

Mr. COTTON. Mr. President, 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 bill clerk called the roll. 
Mr. THUNE. The following Senator is 

necessarily absent: the Senator from 
Georgia (Mr. ISAKSON). 

Mr. DURBIN. I announce that the 
Senator from New Jersey (Mr. BOOKER), 
the Senator from Nevada (Ms. CORTEZ 
MASTO), the Senator from California 
(Ms. HARRIS), the Senator from 
Vermont (Mr. SANDERS), and the Sen-
ator from Michigan (Ms. STABENOW) 
are necessarily absent. 

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

The result was announced—yeas 55, 
nays 39, as follows: 

[Rollcall Vote No. 216 Ex.] 
YEAS—55 

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 
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—39 

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

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

Reed 
Rosen 
Schatz 
Schumer 
Shaheen 
Smith 
Tester 
Udall 
Van Hollen 
Warner 
Warren 
Whitehouse 
Wyden 

NOT VOTING—6 

Booker 
Cortez Masto 

Harris 
Isakson 

Sanders 
Stabenow 

The nomination was confirmed. 
f 

EXECUTIVE CALENDAR 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 

clerk will report the next nomination. 
The senior assistant legislative clerk 

read the nomination of Lynda Blan-
chard, of Alabama, to be Ambassador 
Extraordinary and Plenipotentiary of 
the United States of America to the 
Republic of Slovenia. 

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

Mr. SCOTT of South Carolina. 
Madam President, 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. THUNE. The following Senator is 

necessarily absent: the Senator from 
Georgia (Mr. ISAKSON). 

Mr. DURBIN. I announce that the 
Senator from New Jersey (Mr. BOOKER), 
the Senator from Nevada (Ms. CORTEZ 
MASTO), the Senator from California 
(Ms. HARRIS), the Senator from 
Vermont (Mr. SANDERS), and the Sen-
ator from Michigan (Ms. STABENOW) 
are necessarily absent. 

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

The result was announced—yeas 54, 
nays 40, as follows: 

[Rollcall Vote No. 217 Ex.] 
YEAS—54 

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

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

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

NAYS—40 

Baldwin 
Bennet 
Blumenthal 
Brown 
Cantwell 
Cardin 
Carper 
Casey 
Collins 
Coons 
Duckworth 
Durbin 
Feinstein 
Gillibrand 

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

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

NOT VOTING—6 

Booker 
Cortez Masto 

Harris 
Isakson 

Sanders 
Stabenow 

The nomination was confirmed. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under 

the previous order, the motions to re-
consider are considered made and laid 
upon the table, and the President will 
be immediately notified of the Senate’s 
actions. 

f 

EXECUTIVE CALENDAR 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will report the next nomination. 

The senior assistant legislative clerk 
read the nomination of Donald R. 
Tapia, of Arizona, to be Ambassador 
Extraordinary and Plenipotentiary of 
the United States of America to Ja-
maica. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Missouri. 

TRADE 
Mr. BLUNT. Madam President, some-

thing I want to talk about today is 

something that you and I both care a 
lot about, and that is farming families 
and trade. For those of us who grew up 
on or near farming families, we know 
that there are a lot of things that are 
beyond the control of families who 
farm. For farming and ranching fami-
lies, the only real certainty is uncer-
tainty. 

The only thing you know for sure, if 
your mom or dad is a dairy farmer, like 
my mom and dad were, is that you 
don’t know anything for sure. You 
don’t know about the weather. You 
don’t know absolutely for sure that all 
of your equipment is going to work ex-
actly like you need it to and at exactly 
the time you need it to. 

In some farming situations, you 
don’t know whether the help you need 
is going to be available the day you 
need it. The watermelons can’t wait. 
The strawberries can’t wait. The toma-
toes can’t wait. But you can’t have a 
staff on all the time, ready to pick the 
watermelon the 2 weeks they need to 
be picked, or whatever those farmers 
have to deal with. 

Uncertainty is part of farming. That 
is why trade agreements with other 
countries are so important to Amer-
ica’s agriculture. This is a part of our 
economy that not only feeds our coun-
try but goes so far toward feeding the 
whole world. Trade agreements can 
provide a little bit of certainty about 
markets and the opportunities people 
have to sell the products they are able 
to grow. 

In Missouri, agriculture is an $88 bil-
lion industry. It employs nearly 400,000 
people in our State. Missouri farmers 
and ranchers export more than $4 bil-
lion worth of products every year. 

Trade deals that lower tariffs that 
are paid by Missouri farming and 
ranching families are a good deal now. 
I could go a long way beyond this, too, 
because not only does the agricultural 
sector impact people who make agri-
cultural products but seeds and chemi-
cals that we need fewer and fewer of all 
the time because people who make and 
repair machinery get more effective all 
the time. So both in the seed and 
chemical area but also people in trans-
portation, people in insurance, people 
who run the local coffee shop, people 
whom the school district depends on 
for those property taxes are all bene-
fited by a strong agricultural sector. 

We make lots of other things in our 
State too. We make airplanes. We 
make pickup trucks. We make cars. We 
make beer cans. We make all kinds of 
things that are impacted by trade, but 
I say to the Presiding Officer, particu-
larly when you and I are out talking in 
our neighboring States with the com-
munities we deal with in agriculture, 
trade is a top-of-the-line issue. 

It is just an important part of the 
economy of most of our States, frank-
ly. Because of our location, where we 
live, infrastructure is critical. We are 
also the hub for products that go all 
over North America. Integrating that 
infrastructure—water, rail, cars, and 
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