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Mattis said. He may be the most re-
spected military leader we have, even
though he is in retirement. He said:
This makes it much more likely that
ISIS gains strength and can hurt us.

What the heck is going on here? This
transcends any ideological differences
we may have—whether we agree with
President Trump or disagree and
whether we think he is a good Presi-
dent or think he is an awful President.
This goes beyond that. What is going
on?

After Republicans spent years criti-
cizing our former President, President
Obama, for simply failing to recite the
phrase ‘‘radical Islamic terror,”” then
our Republican friends should be apo-
plectic at what the President has done.
It is not simply reciting this phrase.
The President, through his actions,
whether it is inadvertent or not, has
made radical Islamic terror more real
and more dangerous.

In one fell swoop, President Trump
has deserted our partners, emboldened
three of our chief adversaries, provided
a lifeline to ISIS fighters who have
been taken off the battlefield, and put
American troops and America in
harm’s way. Truly, this is one of the
most thoughtless and dangerous policy
changes that President Trump could
have made. That it was made seem-
ingly on a whim—without consulting
our military commanders, without no-

tifying Congress, and, most egre-
giously, without thinking its con-
sequences through—makes it even

more alarming.

We have entered a dangerous mo-
ment, my friends. It is increasingly
clear to everyone that the President’s
erratic decision making has endan-
gered our national security and the se-
curity of our partners and allies around
the world. Strong sanctions, while good
and justified, will not be sufficient in
undoing that damage, nor will they
stop the consequences stemming from
the ISIS jailbreak.

So the first step, as Congress returns,
is for Democrats and Republicans to
join us in passing a resolution making
clear that both parties demand that
the President’s decision be reversed.

This is bipartisan, but our Repub-
lican colleagues have a special place
here because they will have far more
success in getting the President to re-
verse course and change his views.
There is a solemn obligation on every
one of the 53 Republican Members here.

They know it is dangerous. Are they
going to still be afraid to criticize
President Trump? They have not, so
far, but this resolution is the strongest
action we can take.

Ultimately, of course, the only per-
son able to immediately stop this trag-
edy from unfolding is the President
himself. The President made the deci-
sion alone. He alone is responsible for
its consequences. President Trump,
hopefully, importuned by Congress,
Democrats and Republicans in the
House and Senate, will use this mo-
ment—must use this moment—to step
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up, admit his grave mistake, and cor-
rect course.
I yield the floor.

———

RESERVATION OF LEADER TIME

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under
the previous order, the leadership time
is reserved.

————

CONCLUSION OF MORNING
BUSINESS

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Morning
business is closed.

———

EXECUTIVE SESSION

EXECUTIVE CALENDAR

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

The bill clerk read the nomination of
Barbara McConnell Barrett, of Arizona,
to be Secretary of the Air Force.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Iowa.

Mr. GRASSLEY. Madam President, I
ask unanimous consent to speak as in
morning business.

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

WHISTLEBLOWERS

Mr. GRASSLEY. Madam President,
we have heard a lot about whistle-
blowers in the past several weeks.
There has been an outpouring of con-
cern for whistleblowers ever since word
came out that there was a whistle-
blower complaint that implicates the
current administration.

A lot of those on the other side of the
aisle, expressing support for whistle-
blowers, to the best of my recollection,
haven’t expressed the same level of
concern for whistleblowers in the last
administration.

Well, welcome to the table. I hope
you stay at the table quite a while.

I have said for years that it is crit-
ical that we protect the whistleblower
process to incentivize the disclosure of
true waste, fraud, and abuse of the tax-
payer’s money. Those processes must
be carefully followed by all whistle-
blowers, and that process must be re-
spected by our government’s institu-
tions. Those legal processes are espe-
cially important for government em-
ployees who work in the intelligence
field. Whistleblowers who act in good
faith, who comply with the disclosure
process set out by law, and who report
their concerns through proper channels
deserve to be heard and deserve to be
protected.

I have also said that first-, second-,
and third-hand information doesn’t
make or break a whistleblower. If they
follow the procedure, that is really
most important. However, hearsay is a
factor to take into account when ana-
lyzing the strength of underlying alle-
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gations. Clearly, first-hand knowledge
is much more powerful than second-
and third-hand knowledge. That is just
common sense.

It is common sense no matter what
the allegations are or who the subject
is, and there needs to be a consistent
approach in the way that Congress con-
ducts oversight. On April 8 of this year,
I spoke on this Senate floor about the
need for consistent oversight. I pointed
out clear double standards between
what the Democrats are doing to the
Trump administration and the blind
eye that they have used on any fact
pattern that might damage their polit-
ical narrative.

Let me remind the Democrats that I
threatened to subpoena the President’s
son and that my staff later deposed
that son. In fact, I investigated alleged
Russian collusion with the Trump cam-
paign and interviewed more than 10
people connected to the June 2016 fa-
mous Trump Tower meeting, many of
them Trump campaign officials. By the
way, I also welcomed Democrats’ par-
ticipation in those interviews. The
Democrats did participate. But, unfor-
tunately, the same equal access and
transparency doesn’t exist in the House
of Representatives these days as they
do oversight of what has gone on with
the famous telephone call to the
Ukrainian President.

I have routinely challenged the ad-
ministration’s policies and engaged in
robust oversight to hold this adminis-
tration accountable. My oversight and
investigation units have sent out al-
most 300 letters to the executive
branch since President Trump took his
oath of office. So I think I can declare
myself an equal-opportunity overseer
because I seek facts, irrespective of
party and no matter where they lead.

I don’t think many of the Democrats
today can say the same thing. These
folks today, who are suddenly so con-
cerned about congressional oversight,
are the same ones who had no interest
whatsoever in defending the institu-
tions of the legislative branch when
the Obama administration was in of-
fice.

Quite frankly, I find it all too con-
venient that the Democrats today have
used allegations of wrongdoing against
the President that actually apply much
more clearly to their own political
leaders. Let us begin down this road
with the now-debunked Russia collu-
sion investigation.

First, the Clinton campaign hired
Fusion GPS to do opposition research
against candidate Trump. Second, the
Democratic National Committee did
the very same thing. Third, Fusion
GPS hired Christopher Steele, a former
British intelligence officer, to compile
the famous Steele dossier.

Even James Comey, a former FBI Di-
rector, a man who leaked sensitive gov-
ernment records to spark a special
counsel investigation, called that
Steele dossier ‘‘salacious and
unverified.”” That same Steele dossier
factored heavily in the FBI’s investiga-
tion against Trump.
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