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there is a lot that hasn’t been done 
that Russia has done subsequently, 
which we should be ultimately pur-
suing, and I look forward to the Chair-
man’s having a markup on DASKAA 
and other related legislation to actu-
ally continue to fight Russia. 

Lastly, I would simply say that hold-
ing money from Ukraine doesn’t make 
other countries give money to Ukraine. 
That was money that was directed by 
the U.S. Congress, which was pro-
moted, as well, by the State Depart-
ment and the Department of Defense. 
They had no concerns about corruption 
as it relates to this money. They un-
derstood the importance of the secu-
rity assistance. 

Finally, on the question of the tran-
script, overwhelmingly, there wasn’t 
banter there so much as there was a di-
rect effort to get President Zelensky to 
use his powers to investigate former 
Vice President Biden’s son. That is 
crystal clear, and any plain reading 
will do it, and I do hope the American 
people will read the summary. 

I yield the floor. 
f 

RECESS 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ate stands in recess until 3:30 p.m. 
today. 

Thereupon, the Senate, at 2:47 p.m., 
recessed until 3:30 p.m. and was reas-
sembled when called to order by the 
Presiding Officer (Mr. COTTON). 

f 

RESOLUTIONS TO INSTRUCT 
CONFEREES—Continued 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from New York. 

Mrs. GILLIBRAND. Mr. President, I 
ask unanimous consent to speak for as 
much time as I consume. 

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

UKRAINE 

Mrs. GILLIBRAND. Mr. President, I 
rise to speak in opposition to the Re-
publican motion to instruct on paid 
family and medical leave. 

Before I move to the issue at hand, I 
do want to address the very serious al-
legations against President Trump and 
the new information we are learning 
from the memo the White House re-
leased today. 

It is deeply concerning to learn that 
President Trump asked Ukrainian 
President Zelensky to work with the 
United States to investigate Vice 
President Biden. Our democracy is at 
risk, and President Trump has be-
trayed our country. I support Speaker 
PELOSI in starting the impeachment in-
quiry she announced yesterday, and 
the revelations today make these in-
vestigations even more necessary. 

PAID FAMILY AND MEDICAL LEAVE 

Mr. President, I now want to talk 
about an opportunity that we have in 
the Senate today to serve the Nation 
by guaranteeing paid family and med-
ical leave for 2 million Federal workers 

and their families through the Schatz 
motion. 

Every other industrialized country in 
the world has some version of paid 
leave, which allows workers to take 
care of their loved ones when a medical 
emergency arises. Yet the vast major-
ity of our workforce in America lacks 
access to paid leave. That means far 
too many of our workers are unable to 
take paid time off if they need to care 
for a new child, a sick parent, or their 
spouse. Sadly, this includes 2 million of 
our Federal employees—and I know the 
Presiding Officer is aware of this, given 
his own family situation—but we have 
a chance to fix that right now. I urge 
my colleagues to vote yes on the 
Schatz motion. 

However, Senate Republicans have 
offered an additional motion that 
would block this benefit from every 
other working American. This is noth-
ing short of an attack on all workers’ 
access to affordable and accessible paid 
family and medical leave. 

What my Republican colleagues are 
suggesting is that our workers should 
work overtime to compensate for fam-
ily leave. Their motion would require 
workers to shift around their hours and 
take on more hours in order to receive 
the paid time off they need in an emer-
gency situation or when welcoming a 
new child. 

Let me be very clear. This is not a 
benefit. It is a cynical plan that would 
erode our American workers’ abilities 
to make ends meet and harm their ac-
cess to real paid leave. It would hurt 
those who need this the most, includ-
ing women, communities of color, and 
low-wage workers. 

Most workers living paycheck to pay-
check will not be able to take extra 
shifts to earn paid leave. Too many 
families across the country don’t even 
have $400 in savings for emergency ex-
penses. Take Shelby Ramirez Martinez, 
for example. She found herself in the 
most untenable situation when her 
daughter and her father both had si-
multaneous surgeries scheduled. 
Shelby is a mom of two, caregiver to 
her father, and a full-time student and 
security officer. She didn’t have access 
to paid leave, so she was forced to take 
2 weeks off and forgo her pay. She 
couldn’t have planned for that by 
working overtime and sacrificing time 
with her daughter or with a flex sav-
ings account. What Shelby and all 
Americans need is dedicated and ex-
tended time off for medical emer-
gencies and births. 

The Republican motion to instruct 
calls for employer tax credits that are 
handouts to large and rich companies 
like Google, which already provide paid 
leave and leaves taxpayers footing the 
bill. They are false incentives for small 
businesses that still will not be able to 
afford the leave. 

My bill, the FAMILY Act, would pro-
vide 12 weeks of paid family and med-
ical leave for all workers. It is the only 
comprehensive proposal that is acces-
sible and affordable for all working 

Americans. It is modeled off of very 
successful State programs like Califor-
nia’s, ensuring that working Ameri-
cans do not have to choose between 
their family and their paycheck. 

It shouldn’t be so hard. So many 
workers around the country have new 
children, sick spouses, or elderly par-
ents, and they need access to paid 
leave. Today, let’s stand together and 
reject fake paid leave by voting no on 
the Ernst motion to instruct, for peo-
ple like Shelby and her family. 

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

ator from Maryland. 
HUAWEI 

Mr. VAN HOLLEN. Mr. President, I 
come to the Senate floor to urge adop-
tion of two resolutions that are going 
to be considered by the U.S. Senate, in-
structing the conferees to the NDAA 
bill, which is the Defense authorization 
bill. One of those motions urges the 
conferees, or directs the conferees, to 
adopt bipartisan legislation introduced 
by Senator COTTON, who is now the 
Presiding Officer in the Chair, and me 
and others. It is called the 5G act, and 
it deals with Defending America’s 5G 
Future Act. What it does, very simply, 
is codify the Trump administration’s 
Executive order putting Huawei on 
what is called the entity list and then 
making sure that before there is a 
change to this, if you wanted to take 
them off entirely, that would require a 
congressional action. But it also says 
that if you want to seek waivers under 
that act, you should come to Congress 
and at least give Congress the oppor-
tunity to disagree. This is very impor-
tant to protect our security, to protect 
U.S. technology from theft. I urge my 
colleagues to support that resolution. 

DETER ACT 
Mr. President, I am also here to urge 

my colleagues to support another reso-
lution. This one is directing the con-
ferees to the Defense authorization bill 
to support a motion and resolutions 
put forward by Senator RUBIO and me 
and others—again, a bipartisan resolu-
tion, making it clear that we should 
deter foreign interference in U.S. elec-
tions. It is based on the principles of 
bipartisan legislation, a bipartisan act 
that we have introduced called the 
DETER Act. The idea is very simple, 
which is this: We want to say up front 
that our intelligence communities, or 
others in the administration, should 
inform Congress immediately if there 
has been interference in our elections. 
If the answer is yes, that would trigger 
immediate and stiff sanctions on what-
ever foreign government is acting to 
interfere in our elections. 

We can spend a lot of money and re-
sources protecting our election infra-
structure and our election systems, 
and we should do that. We can urge all 
of the social media companies to im-
prove their platforms and make it 
more difficult for foreign governments 
and adversaries to use those platforms 
to influence and impact our elections. 

None of those measures actually im-
pose a big cost on a foreign government 
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like Russia for interfering in our elec-
tions. All those things do is make it 
harder, and we should make it harder. 
In this case, the best defense is a good 
offense, meaning the best defense to 
having a foreign government inter-
fering in our elections is to discourage 
and deter them from doing that in the 
first place. 

Right now, what we have learned is 
there is no cost to Vladimir Putin and 
the Russians for interfering in our elec-
tions. In fact, they assess that they get 
a significant benefit from creating di-
vision within the United States. If you 
are Vladimir Putin and you are doing a 
cost benefit analysis—should I inter-
fere in the U.S. elections or not?—you 
conclude: Hey, I am going to gain 
something by creating this kind of di-
vision and confusion within the United 
States. What we should be doing is say-
ing in advance and up front to Vladi-
mir Putin and Russia or any other for-
eign leader or government, if we catch 
you interfering in our elections, you 
will definitely pay a price in the form 
of sanctions against some of your fi-
nancial institutions or key aspects of 
your economic sector. We need to spell 
that out in advance. 

This resolution requires that Con-
gress be notified after the election as 
to whether we have detected foreign in-
terference. Next time, someone like 
Vladimir Putin will know in advance 
that if we catch them, there will be a 
price to pay, a penalty to pay. That 
will, of course, discourage the activity 
in the first place. 

It doesn’t cost us a dime to do this. 
Yes, we should continue to spend 
money, as I said, to harden our systems 
at home and better defend ourselves. 
For goodness’ sake, we should at least 
take the position that we are going to 
let foreign powers know in advance, if 
we catch you—and by the way, we will 
catch you if you interfere in our elec-
tions—there will be an immediate and 
severe price to pay. 

I urge my colleagues to unanimously 
support this resolution. It is appro-
priate that we are directing the con-
ferees to the National Defense Author-
ization Act to include this provision 
because, after all, the reason we invest 
in our defense is to protect our country 
and to protect our democracy. That 
bill should include a provision telling 
foreign powers: If you mess around and 
interfere in our Democratic elections, 
you will pay a price. That will make it 
less likely they will do so to begin 
with. 

I urge adoption of the resolution. 
Mr. President, I suggest the absence 

of a quorum. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 

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

roll. 
Mr. VAN HOLLEN. Mr. President, I 

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

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. 
BOOZMAN). Without objection, it is so 
ordered. 

VOTE ON S. RES. 330 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 

question is on agreeing to the Van Hol-
len resolution to instruct. 

The resolution (S. Res. 330) was 
agreed to. 

(The resolution is printed in today’s 
Record under ‘‘Submitted Resolu-
tions.’’) 

VOTE ON S. RES. 331 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under 

the previous order, there will be 2 min-
utes of debate equally divided prior to 
the vote on the resolution to instruct. 

The Senator from Arkansas is recog-
nized. 

S. RES. 331 
Mr. COTTON. Mr. President, I would 

like to speak briefly about our resolu-
tion, which is to instruct the conferees 
to adopt the bipartisan Defending 
America’s 5G Future Act into the con-
ference report. 

Huawei is no ordinary telecom com-
pany. It is the eyes and ears of the Chi-
nese Communist Party. That is why 
the administration earlier this year 
put it on the Commerce Department’s 
blacklist. It is a rare action that both 
Republicans and Democrats can sup-
port. 

Our legislation, to a large extent, 
codifies that decision to keep Huawei 
on the blacklist and to ensure that 
Congress has a say on any exclusion, 
say for a small rural telecom that 
needs time to transition. We might 
pass a resolution of disapproval if we 
oppose that action. But, most impor-
tantly, it is to ensure that Congress af-
firmatively acts to pass a resolution of 
approval to remove Huawei from the 
blacklist, because that is where Huawei 
belongs and where they should stay 
without a decision of the people’s rep-
resentatives in Congress. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The mi-
nority leader is recognized. 

Mr. SCHUMER. Mr. President, I join 
with my colleague, the Senator from 
Arkansas, in this bipartisan motion to 
instruct. 

Huawei is a menace. It is a menace to 
our national security. It is a menace to 
our economic growth. It is a menace to 
the future of America in many ways. If 
we are not tough with Huawei, whom 
are we going to be tough with? If we 
are not tough with Huawei, what are 
we going to do when China continues 
to take advantage of us in ways that 
are unfair—whether it be economic, na-
tional security, cyber, or whatever. 

This resolution will ensure that the 
conferees know that the Senate is 
strongly in support of being tough with 
Huawei on national security grounds, 
on economic grounds, and, basically, 
on ensuring that America stays No. 1 
in many of the leading technologies 
that we will need to create job growth, 
wealth, and prosperity in the future. 

I yield the floor. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 

question is on agreeing to the resolu-
tion to instruct. 

Mr. SASSE. Mr. President, I request 
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 
Florida (Mr. RUBIO). 

Further, if present and voting, the 
Senator from Florida (Mr. RUBIO) 
would have voted ‘‘yea.’’ 

Mr. DURBIN. I announce that the 
Senator from New Jersey (Mr. BOOKER), 
the Senator from California (Ms. HAR-
RIS), the Senator from Vermont (Mr. 
SANDERS), and the Senator from Massa-
chusetts (Ms. WARREN) are necessarily 
absent. 

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

The result was announced—yeas 91, 
nays 4, as follows: 

[Rollcall Vote No. 303 Leg.] 

YEAS—91 

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

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

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

NAYS—4 

Crapo 
Enzi 

Paul 
Risch 

NOT VOTING—5 

Booker 
Harris 

Rubio 
Sanders 

Warren 

The resolution (S. Res. 331) was 
agreed to. 

(The resolution is printed in today’s 
Record under ‘‘Submitted Resolu-
tions.’’) 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Arkansas. 

Mr. COTTON. Madam President, I 
ask unanimous consent that the re-
maining votes in the series be 10 min-
utes in length. 

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

VOTE ON S. RES. 332 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under 
the previous order, there will be 2 min-
utes of debate equally divided prior to 
the vote on the Jones resolution to in-
struct. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Alabama. 

Mr. JONES. Colleagues, today we are 
about to vote on a resolution that will 
correct a long-held injustice—one that 
has been on the books for decades; one 
that has caused significant pain to 
military spouses who have given so 
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much for our country. It is an elimi-
nation of the military widow’s tax. It 
has been voted on in this body for over 
18 years and has never gotten across 
the finish line. Now is the time. This is 
our time to make sure that we tell our 
veterans that we are supportive but we 
show it with our actions, not just with 
our words. I urge everyone to please 
vote to instruct the conferees to elimi-
nate the military widow’s tax. 

I yield the floor. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Who 

yields time in opposition? 
The Senator from Oklahoma. 
Mr. INHOFE. Madam President, I 

agree with the comments made by the 
Senator from Alabama. There is one 
problem with this, and that is, it is not 
paid for. I am supporting it. I am actu-
ally a cosponsor of the bill and was a 
cosponsor of the bill long before this 
year, but we are going to have to really 
get busy to figure out how to pay for 
this. It is very expensive. But I do en-
courage people to vote for it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
question is on adoption of the Jones 
resolution. 

Mr. SASSE. 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 Senators 

are necessarily absent: the Senator 
from North Carolina (Mr. BURR) and 
the Senator from Florida (Mr. RUBIO). 

Further, if present and voting, the 
Senator from Florida (Mr. RUBIO) 
would have voted ‘‘yea.’’ 

Mr. DURBIN. I announce that the 
Senator from New Jersey (Mr. BOOKER), 
the Senator from California (Ms. HAR-
RIS), the Senator from Vermont (Mr. 
SANDERS), and the Senator from Massa-
chusetts (Ms. WARREN) are necessarily 
absent. 

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

The result was announced—yeas 94, 
nays 0, as follows: 

[Rollcall Vote No. 304 Leg.] 
YEAS—94 

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

Durbin 
Enzi 
Ernst 
Feinstein 
Fischer 
Gardner 
Gillibrand 
Graham 
Grassley 
Hassan 
Hawley 
Heinrich 
Hirono 
Hoeven 
Hyde-Smith 
Inhofe 
Isakson 
Johnson 
Jones 
Kaine 
Kennedy 
King 
Klobuchar 
Lankford 
Leahy 
Lee 

Manchin 
Markey 
McConnell 
McSally 
Menendez 
Merkley 
Moran 
Murkowski 
Murphy 
Murray 
Paul 
Perdue 
Peters 
Portman 
Reed 
Risch 
Roberts 
Romney 
Rosen 
Rounds 
Sasse 
Schatz 
Schumer 
Scott (FL) 
Scott (SC) 
Shaheen 

Shelby 
Sinema 
Smith 
Stabenow 
Sullivan 
Tester 

Thune 
Tillis 
Toomey 
Udall 
Van Hollen 
Warner 

Whitehouse 
Wicker 
Wyden 
Young 

NOT VOTING—6 

Booker 
Burr 

Harris 
Rubio 

Sanders 
Warren 

The resolution (S. Res. 332) was 
agreed to. 

(The resolution is printed in today’s 
Record under ‘‘Submitted Resolu-
tions.’’) 

VOTE ON S. RES. 333 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. There 

will be 2 minutes of debate equally di-
vided prior to the vote on the Schatz 
resolution. 

The Senator from Hawaii. 
Mr. SCHATZ. Madam President, this 

resolution urges the inclusion of the 
Federal Employee Paid Leave Act in 
the final conference agreement on the 
NDAA. This resolution provides 12 
weeks of paid family leave for Federal 
employees in all situations already 
covered under the FMLA. 

Too many of our Federal employees 
have to make the impossible choice of 
getting a paycheck or looking after a 
sick child, caring for an aging parent, 
or recovering from a health condition. 
As a result, many have been forced to 
leave their jobs and obtain other em-
ployment. 

Paid family leave is not only the 
right thing to do for Federal workers, 
but it is the smart thing to do for our 
Federal workforce. This is the most 
practical and fiscally responsible way 
to provide family leave for Federal 
workers. 

I yield the floor. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Who 

seeks time in opposition? 
All time has expired. 
The question is on agreeing to the 

Schatz resolution. 
Mr. BOOZMAN. 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 legislative clerk called the roll. 
Mr. THUNE. The following Senator is 

necessarily absent: the Senator from 
Florida (Mr. RUBIO). 

Further, if present and voting, the 
Senator from Florida (Mr. RUBIO) 
would have voted ‘‘nay.’’ 

Mr. DURBIN. I announce that the 
Senator from New Jersey (Mr. BOOKER), 
the Senator from California (Ms. HAR-
RIS), the Senator from Vermont (Mr. 
SANDERS), and the Senator from Massa-
chusetts (Ms. WARREN) are necessarily 
absent. 

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

The result was announced—yeas 47, 
nays 48, as follows: 

[Rollcall Vote No. 305 Leg.] 
YEAS—47 

Baldwin 
Bennet 
Blumenthal 
Brown 

Cantwell 
Capito 
Cardin 
Carper 

Casey 
Collins 
Coons 
Cortez Masto 

Duckworth 
Durbin 
Feinstein 
Gillibrand 
Hassan 
Heinrich 
Hirono 
Jones 
Kaine 
King 
Klobuchar 
Leahy 

Manchin 
Markey 
Menendez 
Merkley 
Murkowski 
Murphy 
Murray 
Peters 
Portman 
Reed 
Rosen 
Schatz 

Schumer 
Shaheen 
Sinema 
Smith 
Stabenow 
Tester 
Udall 
Van Hollen 
Warner 
Whitehouse 
Wyden 

NAYS—48 

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

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

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

NOT VOTING—5 

Booker 
Harris 

Rubio 
Sanders 

Warren 

The resolution (S. Res. 333) was re-
jected. 

VOTE ON S. RES. 334 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under 
the previous order, there will be 2 min-
utes of debate equally divided prior to 
the vote on the Peters resolution to in-
struct. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Michigan. 

Mr. PETERS. Mr. President, let me 
be frank. Today, our water and our 
health is at risk from highly 
fluorinated chemicals known as PFAS. 
These chemicals have been widely used 
commercially, and they are also con-
centrated in firefighting foams used by 
the Department of Defense. They are 
toxic, and they have been linked to se-
rious health issues in those who are ex-
posed to them. 

High levels of PFAS contamination 
exist at the former Wurtsmith Air 
Force Base in Oscoda, MI, and at mili-
tary sites all across our country. 

My resolution would retain the Sen-
ate language prohibiting the Depart-
ment of Defense from using firefighting 
foams containing PFAS chemicals to 
the end of 2023. 

PFAS-free foams are already widely 
used internationally by military serv-
ices and at major hub airports, such as 
Heathrow and Dubai. 

We must protect our troops, our fire-
fighters, our communities, and our 
water. 

I urge my colleagues to support my 
resolution. 

I yield back all remaining time. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. All time 

is yielded back. 
The question is on agreeing to the 

resolution. 
The resolution (S. Res. 334) was 

agreed to. 
(The resolution is printed in today’s 

Record under ‘‘Submitted Resolu-
tions.’’) 
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VOTE ON S. RES. 335 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under 
the previous order, there will be 2 min-
utes of debate equally divided prior to 
the vote on the McSally resolution. 

Mr. DURBIN: Mr. President this 
week, the Senate will vote again on 
whether or not the President was right 
in using a phony emergency declara-
tion in order to take money meant for 
our military and put it toward his me-
dieval wall on the southern border. 

In March, we voted overwhelmingly, 
on a bipartisan basis, to repeal this 
declaration. I hope we can do so again. 
We may also vote on a resolution of-
fered by the junior Senator from Ari-
zona which calls on Congress to ‘‘back-
fill’’ $3.6 billion in cancelled military 
construction projects. This means 
should we give the President $3.6 bil-
lion to replace the $3.6 billion that he 
stole for his wall. 

There are no protections attached to 
this backfill, meaning there is nothing 
ensuring that he can’t steal from our 
military again. It is said that the defi-
nition of insanity is doing the same 
thing over and over and expecting a 
different result. We should not vote to 
hand over more money without a guar-
antee that it will actually go to our 
military this time. The McSally reso-
lution contains no such protection, so I 
urge my colleagues to vote against it. 

Maybe you doubt that the President 
would repeat his border tricks. Well, a 
senior administration official admitted 
that he actually did plan to do it again 
in the Washington Post on Friday. The 
headline reads, ‘‘Trump officials con-
sidering plan to divert billions of dol-
lars in additional funds for border bar-
rier.’’ 

Yes, the President has already made 
our military pay $6.1 billion for his 
wall, but apparently that was just 
round one. Talking about the bills be-
fore Congress for fiscal year 2020, an 
unnamed official told the Post, ‘‘The 
plan is to sell it as replenishment 
money to the Defense Department for 
the $3.6 billion they took this year. 
Then once they got it from Congress, 
they would take it again.’’ 

It is a breathtaking statement. The 
question for this Chamber is, Are we 
really going to continue to play along? 
Remember, this $3.6 billion taken from 
military construction projects will 
cause direct harm to our military per-
sonnel, their families, and our Nation’s 
security posture around the world. 
Don’t forget, that came after the White 
House took $2.5 billion last spring from 
our military, funds which should have 
gone to other military priorities were 
instead diverted to a political promise. 

What were some of these 127 can-
celled military construction projects in 
26 States and Territories and on U.S. 
bases around the world? The Pentagon 
prioritized rebuilding National Guard 
facilities and a school for military chil-
dren in Puerto Rico. Congress agreed 
and provided $400 million, but the 
President took it away a few weeks 
ago, and their hope is gone. 

Joint Base Andrews in Maryland 
needed a new childcare facility, to re-

place one filled with mold and over-
crowded rooms. Congress agreed. But 
the President took it away with his de-
cision. Similarly, Fort Campbell, KY, 
lost a new school for military children. 
U.S. bases in Europe lost projects 
meant to reassure our allies and deter 
Putin’s Russia. U.S. bases in South 
Korea and Japan lost projects meant to 
deter North Korea and China. All of it 
and more was labeled a top priority by 
the Pentagon and cancelled by the 
President anyway. This puts our men 
and women at real risk. 

The Air Force notes that without one 
of the cancelled projects its base would 
be, ‘‘vulnerable to hostile penetration 
in the midst of contingency operations 
and an increased terrorist threat.’’ An-
other cancelled project to upgrade a 
munitions side would make it difficult 
for U.S. fighter and bomber aircraft to 
operate properly. 

Congress should reject the Presi-
dent’s phony declaration and reject the 
idea that Congress should throw good 
money after bad. Congress must re-
assert its powers with these votes this 
week. 

Mr. THUNE. All time is yielded back. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 

question is on agreeing to the resolu-
tion. 

Is there a sufficient second? 
There appears to be a sufficient sec-

ond. 
The clerk will call the roll. 
The assistant legislative clerk called 

the roll. 
Mr. THUNE. The following Senators 

are necessarily absent: the Senator 
from Florida (Mr. RUBIO), and the Sen-
ator from North Carolina (Mr. BURR). 

Further, if present and voting, the 
Senator from Florida (Mr. RUBIO) 
would have voted ‘‘yea.’’ 

Mr. DURBIN. I announce that the 
Senator from New Jersey (Mr. BOOKER), 
the Senator from California (Ms. HAR-
RIS), the Senator from Vermont (Mr. 
SANDERS), and the Senator from Massa-
chusetts (Ms. WARREN) are necessarily 
absent. 

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

The result was announced—yeas 52, 
nays 42, as follows: 

[Rollcall Vote No. 306 Leg.] 
YEAS—52 

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

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

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

NAYS—42 
Baldwin 
Bennet 
Blumenthal 
Brown 

Cantwell 
Cardin 
Carper 
Casey 

Coons 
Cortez Masto 
Duckworth 
Durbin 

Feinstein 
Gillibrand 
Hassan 
Heinrich 
Hirono 
Kaine 
King 
Klobuchar 
Leahy 
Manchin 

Markey 
Menendez 
Merkley 
Murphy 
Murray 
Paul 
Peters 
Reed 
Rosen 
Schatz 

Schumer 
Shaheen 
Smith 
Stabenow 
Tester 
Udall 
Van Hollen 
Warner 
Whitehouse 
Wyden 

NOT VOTING—6 
Booker 
Burr 

Harris 
Rubio 

Sanders 
Warren 

The resolution (S. Res. 335) was 
agreed to. 

(The resolution is printed in today’s 
Record under ‘‘Submitted Resolu-
tions.’’) 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ma-
jority leader. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS 

Mr. MCCONNELL. Mr. President, I 
ask unanimous consent that following 
disposition of the resolutions to in-
struct on S. 1790, the Senate proceed to 
executive session and vote on the mo-
tions to invoke cloture on the Hyten 
and Scalia nominations in the order 
filed; further, that the mandatory 
quorum calls be waived. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there 
objection? 

Without objection, it is so ordered. 
VOTE ON S. RES. 336 

Under the previous order, there will 
be 2 minutes of debate equally divided 
prior to the vote on the Ernst resolu-
tion to instruct. 

The Senator from Iowa. 
Ms. ERNST. Mr. President, I urge my 

colleagues to support this resolution to 
ensure that Congress is working to-
ward commonsense, effective family 
leave solutions. It is well past time we 
made paid parental leave a reality in 
this country. Affording all moms and 
dads the flexibility to spend time with 
their new baby is something Americans 
want to see happen. 

While I appreciate the resolution by 
my colleague from the State of Hawaii, 
putting Washington insiders and Fed-
eral employees first doesn’t add up as 
the right first step. I believe we need to 
think more broadly about this issue 
and how it impacts hard-working fami-
lies in Iowa and across the country. 

We all recognize there are significant 
barriers for new, working parents to 
spend time with their baby during 
those critical and precious first few 
months. That is why I am working 
with Senator MIKE LEE on a proposal 
to offer paid parental leave to all new 
parents in a way that is both budget 
neutral and flexible. In fact, a number 
of Republicans and Democrats are 
working on potential pathways for-
ward. 

At the heart of all of it, we simply 
cannot lose sight of the fact that we 
need solutions that work for all Amer-
ican families, not just those fortunate 
enough to have a government job. If we 
are serious about enacting paid family 
leave policies, instead of scoring polit-
ical wins, we will support the resolu-
tion before us. 
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Families are the bedrock of our soci-

ety. Let’s look for solutions that all 
Americans can embrace. 

I urge my colleagues to support this 
resolution. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from New York. 

Mrs. GILLIBRAND. Mr. President, I 
urge my colleagues to oppose this 
amendment because, as it is written, it 
really rewards only companies that are 
very wealthy and successful with addi-
tional tax credits to do something they 
are already doing. By that measure, it 
will leave most American workers 
without basic access to leave. 

The other potential idea is about 
shifting hours and suggesting that 
workers have to work overtime to be 
able to have paid leave. Every parent 
in America, every person in America, 
will have a time when they have a fam-
ily crisis—whether it is a dying parent, 
whether it is a sick spouse, whether it 
is a new child—and we are still the 
only industrialized country in the 
world that doesn’t have access to na-
tional paid leave. We should be able to 
come together around this common-
sense solution that Senator SCHATZ has 
offered to create at least the first step 
to make sure our Federal workers 
aren’t disproportionately harmed be-
cause they can’t compete with the pri-
vate sector. 

I oppose this amendment, and I urge 
my colleagues to oppose it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
question is on agreeing to the Ernst 
resolution. 

Mr. THUNE. 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 legislative clerk called the roll. 
Mr. THUNE. The following Senators 

are necessarily absent: the Senator 
from North Carolina (Mr. BURR) and 
the Senator from Florida (Mr. RUBIO). 

Further, if present and voting, the 
Senator from Florida (Mr. RUBIO) 
would have voted ‘‘yea.’’ 

Mr. DURBIN. I announce that the 
Senator from New Jersey (Mr. BOOKER), 
the Senator from California, (Ms. HAR-
RIS), the Senator from Vermont (Mr. 
SANDERS), and the Senator from Massa-
chusetts (Ms. WARREN) are necessarily 
absent. 

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

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

[Rollcall Vote No. 307 Leg.] 
YEAS—55 

Alexander 
Barrasso 
Blackburn 
Blunt 
Boozman 
Braun 
Capito 
Cassidy 
Collins 
Cornyn 
Cotton 
Cramer 
Crapo 

Cruz 
Daines 
Enzi 
Ernst 
Fischer 
Gardner 
Graham 
Grassley 
Hawley 
Hoeven 
Hyde-Smith 
Inhofe 
Isakson 

Johnson 
Jones 
Kennedy 
King 
Lankford 
Lee 
Manchin 
McConnell 
McSally 
Moran 
Murkowski 
Paul 
Perdue 

Portman 
Risch 
Roberts 
Romney 
Rounds 
Sasse 

Scott (FL) 
Scott (SC) 
Shelby 
Sinema 
Sullivan 
Thune 

Tillis 
Toomey 
Wicker 
Young 

NAYS—39 

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

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

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

NOT VOTING—6 

Booker 
Burr 

Harris 
Rubio 

Sanders 
Warren 

The resolution (S. Res. 336) was 
agreed to. 

(The resolution is printed in today’s 
Record under ‘‘Submitted Resolu-
tions.’’) 

f 

EXECUTIVE SESSION 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under 

the previous order, the Senate will pro-
ceed to executive session. 

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 Gen. John E. Hyten for appoint-
ment as Vice Chairman of the Joint Chiefs of 
Staff and for appointment in the United 
States Air Force to the grade indicated while 
assigned to a position of importance and re-
sponsibility in accordance with title 10, 
U.S.C., sections 154 and 601: to be General. 

Mitch McConnell, Roger F. Wicker, John 
Cornyn, Richard C. Shelby, John Bar-
rasso, Johnny Isakson, Richard Burr, 
Thom Tillis, Mike Rounds, Mike Crapo, 
James E. Risch, Roy Blunt, John Booz-
man, John Thune, David Perdue, John 
Hoeven, Steve Daines. 

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 General John E. Hyten for appoint-
ment as Vice Chairman of the Joint 
Chiefs of Staff and for appointment in 
the United States Air Force to the 
grade indicated while assigned to a po-
sition of importance and responsibility 
in accordance with title 10, U.S.C., sec-
tions 154 and 601: to be General, shall 
be brought to a close? 

The yeas and nays are mandatory 
under the rule. 

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 
Florida (Mr. RUBIO). 

Further, if present and voting, the 
Senator from Florida (Mr. RUBIO) 
would have voted ‘‘yea.’’ 

Mr. DURBIN. I announce that the 
Senator from Colorado (Mr. BENNET), 
the Senator from New Jersey (Mr. 
BOOKER), the Senator from California 
(Ms. HARRIS), the Senator from 
Vermont (Mr. SANDERS), and the Sen-
ator from Massachusetts (Ms. WARREN) 
are necessarily absent. 

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

The yeas and nays resulted—yeas 73, 
nays 21, as follows: 

[Rollcall Vote No. 308 Ex.] 

YEAS—73 

Alexander 
Barrasso 
Blackburn 
Blunt 
Boozman 
Braun 
Burr 
Capito 
Carper 
Cassidy 
Collins 
Coons 
Cornyn 
Cortez Masto 
Cotton 
Cramer 
Crapo 
Cruz 
Daines 
Durbin 
Enzi 
Feinstein 
Fischer 
Gardner 
Graham 

Grassley 
Hassan 
Hawley 
Heinrich 
Hoeven 
Hyde-Smith 
Inhofe 
Isakson 
Johnson 
Jones 
Kaine 
Kennedy 
King 
Lankford 
Leahy 
Lee 
Manchin 
McConnell 
McSally 
Moran 
Murkowski 
Murphy 
Paul 
Perdue 
Portman 

Reed 
Risch 
Roberts 
Romney 
Rosen 
Rounds 
Sasse 
Schatz 
Scott (FL) 
Scott (SC) 
Shaheen 
Shelby 
Sinema 
Smith 
Sullivan 
Tester 
Thune 
Tillis 
Toomey 
Warner 
Whitehouse 
Wicker 
Young 

NAYS—21 

Baldwin 
Blumenthal 
Brown 
Cantwell 
Cardin 
Casey 
Duckworth 

Ernst 
Gillibrand 
Hirono 
Klobuchar 
Markey 
Menendez 
Merkley 

Murray 
Peters 
Schumer 
Stabenow 
Udall 
Van Hollen 
Wyden 

NOT VOTING—6 

Bennet 
Booker 

Harris 
Rubio 

Sanders 
Warren 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The yeas 
are 73, the nays are 21. 

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 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 Eugene Scalia, of Virginia, to be 
Secretary of Labor. 

Lamar Alexander, Mike Braun, Pat Rob-
erts, John Boozman, John Thune, 
Johnny Isakson, Mike Crapo, John 
Hoeven, Roger F. Wicker, Mike 
Rounds, Cory Gardner, Steve Daines, 
Tim Scott, Shelley Moore Capito, John 
Barrasso, Jerry Moran, Mitch McCon-
nell. 

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 the debate on the nomina-
tion of Eugene Scalia, of Virginia, to 
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