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The Senate met at 10 a.m. and was
called to order by the Honorable CINDY
HYDE-SMITH, a Senator from the State
of Mississippi.

——
PRAYER

The Chaplain, Dr. Barry C. Black, of-
fered the following prayer:

Let us pray.

God of grace and glory, on Your peo-
ple, shower Your blessings. Be for us a
shield and sure defense. Lord, as we
live in this tangled world, give us the
wisdom to keep our eyes on You.

Bless our Senators. Crown their de-
liberations with Your wisdom so that
Your purposes will prevail. Lord,
quicken in our lawmakers noble im-
pulses as You sanctify their efforts
with Your mercy and might.

Be merciful to us. Forgive our faults,
and remember that we are but dust,
like a wind that blows by and is gone.
Lord, keep us from stumbling or slip-
ping.

We pray in Your
Amen.

gracious Name.

———
PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE
The Presiding Officer led the Pledge
of Allegiance, as follows:

I pledge allegiance to the Flag of the
United States of America, and to the Repub-
lic for which it stands, one nation under God,
indivisible, with liberty and justice for all.

APPOINTMENT OF ACTING
PRESIDENT PRO TEMPORE

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
clerk will please read a communication
to the Senate from the President pro
tempore (Mr. GRASSLEY).

The senior assistant legislative clerk
read the following letter:

U.S. SENATE,
PRESIDENT PRO TEMPORE,
Washington, DC, December 12, 2019.
To the Senate:

Under the provisions of rule I, paragraph 3,

of the Standing Rules of the Senate, I hereby

Senate

appoint the Honorable CINDY HYDE-SMITH, a
Senator from the State of Mississippi, to per-
form the duties of the Chair.
CHUCK GRASSLEY,
President pro tempore.
Mrs. HYDE-SMITH thereupon as-
sumed the Chair as Acting President
pro tempore.

————
RESERVATION OF LEADER TIME

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. Under the previous order, the
leadership time is reserved.

———————

CONCLUSION OF MORNING
BUSINESS

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. Morning business is closed.

————

EXECUTIVE SESSION

EXECUTIVE CALENDAR

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. Under the previous order, the
Senate will proceed to executive ses-
sion and resume consideration of the
following nomination, which the clerk
will report.

The senior assistant legislative clerk
read the nomination of Aurelia
Skipwith, of Indiana, to be Director of
the United States Fish and Wildlife
Service.

RECOGNITION OF THE MAJORITY LEADER

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. The majority leader is recog-
nized.

SENATE LEGISLATIVE AGENDA

Mr. McCONNELL. Madam President,
I have spoken at length about the seri-
ous impact the Democrats’ impeach-
ment obsession has had on months’
worth of important legislative prior-
ities. For months, the Republicans
have been calling for bipartisan solu-
tions to the NDAA, to the appropria-
tions process, and more, but only in
the last couple of days, here in mid-De-

cember, have our Democratic col-
leagues gotten sufficiently serious
about these must-pass bills.

In the meantime, while we have wait-
ed on the House Democrats to act, the
Senate has made good use of our floor
time to complete the American peo-
ple’s business with respect to nomina-
tions. Last week alone, the Senate con-
firmed two executive branch nomina-
tions and put eight impressive jurists
in seats on Federal district courts.

This week, we have considered yet
another slate of the President’s well-
qualified nominees. The Senate will
consider today John Sullivan, of Mary-
land, to serve as Ambassador to the
Russian Federation, Stephen Hahn, of
Texas, to serve as Commissioner at the
Food and Drug Administration, and
Aurelia Skipwith, of Indiana, to be Di-
rector of the U.S. Fish and Wildlife
Service.

Already this week, we have con-
firmed two more outstanding jurists to
the Court of Appeals for the Ninth Cir-
cuit—Patrick Bumatay, of California,
and Lawrence VanDyke, of Nevada. Mr.
Bumatay is a graduate of Yale and
Harvard Law School. He clerked for the
Eastern District of New York and the
Tenth Circuit, practiced in the private
sector, and served in a variety of roles
with the Department of Justice. Mr.
VanDyke graduated from Montana
State University and Harvard Law
School. His career has included a clerk-
ship with the DC Circuit, time as a
State solicitor general, and service as
Deputy Assistant Attorney General at
the Department of Justice. Both of
these jurists are well qualified, and
both have widespread respect from
legal peers. Now they are the 49th and
50th circuit judges to have been nomi-
nated by President Trump and con-
firmed by the Senate in the last 3
years.

As I have said before, these kinds of
milestones are emphatically not par-
tisan achievements. It is not one party
or the other that benefits when our
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Federal courts consist of men and
women who understand that a judge’s
job is to follow the law, not to make
the law. The entire country benefits
from that. Our constitutional system
benefits from that as well. If a judge’s
applying our laws and our Constitution
as they are written strikes anybody as
a threat to one’s particular agenda, it
is the agenda that needs to change, not
the judiciary the Framers intended.

On another matter, as I said, the
Democrats’ fixation with impeachment
has pushed critical governing priorities
right into the eleventh hour. Just yes-
terday, after months of delays and hos-
tage-taking, the House Democrats fi-
nally approved an NDAA conference re-
port. Next week, the Senate will pass it
and send this overdue legislation to
President Trump. Yet, of course, we
need to follow up Defense authoriza-
tion with Defense appropriations so
that we actually supply the funding
our servicemembers need to carry out
their missions and our commanders
need to plan for the future.

It is not just defense funding that has
been hampered by the Democrats’ im-
peachment obsession and reluctance to
do anything bipartisan. All Federal
funding has been jeopardized by the
House’s procrastination. That includes
critical domestic programs with impli-
cations for every one of our colleagues
and all of our constituents. Even
today, at this late date, the Demo-
cratic leadership is continuing to delay
a bipartisan agreement on appropria-
tions. Even now, at the eleventh hour,
the Democratic leadership is still
threatening to potentially tank the
whole process and force another con-
tinuing resolution.

Look, the story is the same as it has
been for months—partisan policy de-
mands, poison pills. It is exactly the
playbook the Speaker of the House and
the Democratic leader had explicitly
promised months ago, in writing, they
would not use in order to sabotage ap-
propriations.

Let me say that again. Last summer,
the Speaker of the House and the Sen-
ate Democratic leader explicitly prom-
ised in writing that they would not use
poison pills or changes to Presidential
transfer authorities to sabotage the ap-
propriations process. Yet, even in mid-
December, they are still using those
tactics to jeopardize all of our
progress.

It doesn’t have to end this way. I
know earnest discussions are still un-
derway as our colleagues in both
Chambers work to fix this. I urge the
Democratic leadership to let the com-
mittees do their work, to let the Con-
gress do its work, and to let us pass
legislation on a bipartisan basis next
week.

On a related matter, while we hold
out hope for a breakthrough in appro-
priations, we also know there has been
one major casualty of Speaker PELOSI’S
impeachment obsession—Congress’s
ability to pass the President’s USMCA
this year.
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It was more than a year ago that
President Trump first signed the draft
agreement with the leaders of Canada
and Mexico—more than 12 months ago.
That is how long the House Democrats
have dragged their heels on the
USMCA and have kept 176,000 new
American jobs on ice. Now, at the elev-
enth hour, Speaker PELOSI has finally
realized it would be too cynical and too
nakedly partisan to allow her con-
ference’s impeachment obsession to
kill the USMCA entirely.

So after a year of obstruction, she fi-
nally gave in to Republican pressure
and struck a notional deal with the
White House. But actions have con-
sequences. That entire calendar year
that House Democrats wasted has con-
sequences. The Speaker’s action was so
belated that the administration is
still—still—in the process of writing
the actual bill. We don’t have a bill
yet. Once a bill is produced, the House
has to take it up first, and then, under
trade promotion authority that exists
to protect the deals Presidents nego-
tiate, after House passage, the bill
spends up to 15 session days in the Sen-
ate Finance Committee. After that,
there are up to 15 session days for the
Senate to vote on the floor.

So, unfortunately, the Speaker’s 12
months of delay have made it literally
impossible for the Senate to take up
the agreement this year. And if House
Democrats send us impeachment arti-
cles, those have to come first in Janu-
ary, so the USMCA will get pushed
back yet again.

Like 1 said, actions have con-
sequences. There is just no way the
Senate can make up for 12 months of
House Democratic delays in just a cou-
ple of days. Governing is a question of
priorities. Speaker PELOSI failed to
make this trade deal a priority for the
entire year, and we are now bound by
the time requirements of TPA to pro-
tect the agreement here in the Senate.

On one final matter, speaking of pri-
orities, listen to what the House Demo-
crats are prioritizing. Listen to what
they are doing today while all of this
crucial legislation goes unfinished:
more Judiciary Committee hearings on
impeaching the President and on the
floor, a vote on yet another far-left
messaging bill with literally no chance
of becoming law.

They are spending floor time on their
socialist scheme to micromanage
Americans’ prescription drugs and put
the Federal Government in charge of
the medicines so many people rely on.
The Speaker wants to take us down the
road of nationalizing an entire indus-
try and imposing Washington’s stifling
influence on the life sciences sector
that produces lifesaving cures—never
mind the fact that this far-left mes-
saging bill has zero chance of passing
the Senate and that President Trump
has already threatened to veto it.

We know by now that political per-
formance art takes precedence over bi-
partisan legislation where this Demo-
cratic House has been concerned. I
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hope these stunts—stunts—come to an
end soon. I hope the House finds time
to finish negotiating the things we ac-
tually have to pass—the funding of the
government. I hope we can do that in
good faith. I hope our Democratic col-
leagues join Republicans at the table,
and let’s get the American people’s
business that must be done accom-
plished.

I suggest the absence of a quorum.

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. The clerk will call the roll.

The senior assistant legislative clerk
proceeded to call the roll.

Mrs. BLACKBURN. Madam Presi-
dent, I ask unanimous consent that the
order for the quorum call be rescinded.

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. Without objection, it is so or-
dered.

CHINA

Mrs. BLACKBURN. Madam Presi-
dent, this past Sunday, hundreds of
thousands of protesters filled the
streets of Hong Kong to remind Beijing
that totalitarianism will no longer go
unchallenged.

I was reading a New York Times arti-
cle about this protest when I came
across a particularly striking quote.
When asked why she had taken to the
streets, a 24-year-old biology re-
searcher named Alice said:

We want Hong Kong to continue being
Hong Kong. We don’t want to become like
China.

Madam President, I ask unanimous
consent to have printed in the RECORD
this article on the Hong Kong human
rights protest, that appeared in the De-
cember 9 edition of the New York
Times and that depicts a beautiful pic-
ture of what people will do for the
cause of freedom.

There being no objection, the mate-
rial was ordered to be printed in the
RECORD, as follows:

[From the New York Times, Dec. 7, 2019]
HONG KONG PROTEST, LARGEST IN WEEKS,
STRETCHES SEVERAL MILES
(By Javier C. Hernandez and Elaine Yu)

HoNG KONG.—Hundreds of thousands of
protesters, basking in a recent election vic-
tory by Hong Kong’s pro-democracy camp,
poured onto the city’s streets on Sunday in
one of the largest marches in weeks to pres-
sure the government to meet demands for
greater civil liberties.

The huge turnout was a reminder to Chi-
na’s leader, Xi Jinping, that the monthslong
campaign against his authoritarian policies
still had broad support in Hong Kong despite
a weakening economy and increasingly vio-
lent clashes between protesters and the po-
lice.

Tensions in Hong Kong, a semiautonomous
territory, had eased somewhat in recent
days, after pro-democracy advocates won a
stunning victory in local elections two
weeks ago, giving new hope to the move-
ment.

On Sunday, demonstrators returned in
force, packing city streets to denounce Mr.
Xi’s government, rail against police bru-
tality and reiterate demands for greater civil
liberties, including universal suffrage. They
beat drums, sang protest anthems and
chanted, “‘Fight for freedom.” Though the
march was largely peaceful, some dem-
onstrators vandalized shops and restaurants
and lit a fire outside the high court.
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“We want Hong Kong to continue being
Hong Kong,” said Alice Wong, 24, a biology
researcher who stood among protesters gath-
ered at Victoria Park. ““We don’t want to be-
come like China.”

As many as 800,000 people attended the
march, according to Civil Human Rights
Front, an advocacy group that organized the
gathering.

The mood at the march was relaxed, with
people taking selfies against a backdrop of
the vast crowds. Children, some dressed in
black, marched with their parents, holding
hands as they shouted, ‘“‘Stand with Hong
Kong!”’

A sea of protesters, spread across several
miles, filled major thoroughfares as they
moved between towering skyscrapers. In
some areas, there were so many people that
the crowds moved at a snail’s pace and
spilled into adjacent alleys. Some small
businesses encouraged the turnout by prom-
ising giveaways if more than one million
people joined the march.

The protesters said they intended to re-
main peaceful on Sunday, but some vowed to
use more aggressive tactics if the police
cracked down. In the evening, the police
readied canisters of tear gas as they stood
opposite crowds of protesters who had barri-
caded a street downtown in a briefly tense
moment.

The large turnout could further embolden
the movement’s confrontational front-line
protesters, who said they planned to disrupt
the city’s roads and public transportation
system on Monday. The call for further ac-
tion seemed to resonate among some pro-
testers on Sunday.

“If the government still refuses to ac-
knowledge our demands after today, we
should and will escalate our protests,” said
Tamara Wong, 33, an office worker who wore
a black mask as she stood among the crowd
gathered at Victoria Park.

The protesters have demanded amnesty for
activists who were arrested and accused of
rioting, as well as an independent investiga-
tion of police conduct during the demonstra-
tions.

Despite the show of strength on Sunday, it
is unlikely that the protesters will win fur-
ther concessions from Beijing, which has
worked to portray demonstrators as rioters
colluding with foreign governments to topple
the governing Communist Party.

Jean-Pierre Cabestan, a professor of polit-
ical science at Hong Kong Baptist Univer-
sity, said that even though Sunday’s march
showed the protest movement remained
strong and unified, Beijing was unlikely to
listen to its demands.

‘““Hong Kong is condemned to live in a per-
manent political crisis as long as China is
ruled by the Communist Party,” Professor
Cabestan said.

Mr. Xi, who has cultivated an image as a
hard-line leader, has demanded ‘‘unswerving
efforts to stop and punish violent activities”’
in Hong Kong. He has publicly endorsed the
city’s beleaguered leader, Carrie Lam, and
her efforts to bring an end to the unrest.

Chinese officials have suggested that the
United States is responsible for helping fuel
unrest in Hong Kong, pointing to statements
by American officials in support of the pro-
tests. Last month, President Trump signed
tough legislation that authorizes sanctions
on Chinese and Hong Kong officials respon-
sible for rights abuses in Hong Kong. The
move was welcomed by many protesters but
also seen as exacerbating tensions between
the two countries.

In a possible sign of increased scrutiny of
American citizens working in Hong Kong,
two leaders of the American Chamber of
Commerce in Hong Kong said on Saturday
that they had been denied entry to Macau, a
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semiautonomous Chinese city. Mr. Xi is ex-
pected to visit Macau this month to mark
the 20th anniversary of the former Por-
tuguese colony’s return to China.

Tara Joseph and Robert Grieves, the presi-
dent and the chairman of the American busi-
ness group, said they had planned to attend
an annual ball put on by the chamber’s
Macau branch.

‘“We hope that this is just an overreaction
to current events and that international
business can constructively forge ahead,”
Ms. Joseph said.

The protests, which began in June in oppo-
sition to a bill that would have allowed ex-
traditions to mainland China, have hurt the
tourism and retail sectors, pushing the city’s
economy into recession.

In recent weeks, the violence has esca-
lated, with protesters intensifying their ef-
forts to vandalize businesses they associate
with hostility to the movement. The police
shot an antigovernment protester last
month, inflaming tensions. Then, in some of
the worst violence, universities became bat-
tlefields, with black-clad students hurling
gasoline bombs, throwing bricks and aiming
arrows at the riot police, who shot rubber
bullets and fired tear gas in return.

Many demonstrators acknowledge that a
compromise with the government is un-
likely, despite recent victories. Mrs. Lam,
the city’s leader, who is under pressure from
Beijing to restore order without weakening
the government’s position, has brushed aside
their demands and has warned that the may-
hem could ‘“‘take Hong Kong to the road of
ruin.”

Government officials have cast the dem-
onstrations as primarily centered on eco-
nomic issues, arguing that vast inequality in
Hong Kong has exacerbated anger among the
city’s youth. They rolled out emergency
measures recently to counter the effects of
the turmoil on the economy, including pro-
viding electricity subsidies to businesses and
expanding job training for young people.

The authorities have justified their efforts
to crack down on the movement by saying
that protesters are endangering public safe-
ty. On Sunday, the police said they had
found a 9-millimeter semiautomatic pistol,
five magazines, 105 bullets and two ballistic
vests, as well as fireworks, among other
items, during a series of early morning raids.

Senior Superintendent Steve Li of the
Hong Kong Police said early in the day that
officers had received information that the
firearm and fireworks would have been used
on Sunday to create chaos.

The police have in recent months banned
many protests and rallies in Hong Kong, cit-
ing safety concerns. But the government
granted a rare approval for the march on
Sunday, which was held to mark the United
Nations’ Human Rights Day.

Demonstrators said they believed that the
turnout sent a strong message: The protest
movement would not back down.

“If the government thinks that we will
give up,” said Adam Wong, 23, a university
student who was waving a black flag, ‘‘to-
day’s turnout will prove them delusional.”

Mrs. BLACKBURN. Madam Presi-
dent, Alice’s statement is loaded with
historical context and correctly im-
plies that what we are seeing now is
the culmination of a slow but sure vio-
lation of the laws and norms that once
defined Hong Kong’s semiautonomous
relationship with mainland China.
These protests erupted after what Bei-
jing argued was a simple proposed
change to existing extradition laws,
but the people saw it for what it was—
a thinly veiled threat to Hong Kong’s
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relative autonomy. It wasn’t a take-
over. It was just that foot in the door,
and China is nearly unparalleled in its
ability to turn a foot in the door into
a permanent existing condition.

Sometimes their power plays are
very obvious, and sometimes they are
not. On my recent trip to Djibouti, I
saw firsthand the influence of China’s
debt-trap diplomacy.

Here is what debt-trap diplomacy is.
It is a fancy way of saying that China
has increased its influence around the
world by offering to struggling nations
that they are going to hold their debt
in exchange for preferential treatment
on trade or maybe a physical presence
such as a port or other sweetheart
deals.

In Djibouti City, I saw this tactic run
wild. Now China would say that what
they have done 1is to help the
Djiboutians create a ‘‘smart city’” in
the Horn of Africa, but in reality they
have negotiated their way into cre-
ating a full-blown surveillance state.

Cameras are everywhere—on every
corner and every street, with 24/7 foot-
age—and guess where that footage
lands. Beijing. They have even tried to
point one of those cameras at our mili-
tary base, right at the entrance to
Camp Lemonnier.

Debt-trap diplomacy is bold. It is ob-
vious. If that is all you see of China, it
is easy to assume that all of their tac-
tics are that bold and obvious. As I
said, they will go after you in obvious
areas and also in areas that are not as
obvious.

Even domestically, China’s surveil-
lance state is notoriously the opposite
of covert. Their domestic ‘‘smart city”
program has outpaced that of every
other country on the face of the Earth
and the majority of their $70-plus bil-
lion budget for that project has been
spent not on intelligent power grids or
traffic management systems or on
clean air or clean water, but it is being
spent on surveilling their own citizens.

The greatest danger China has cre-
ated by engaging in brash and at times
absurd surveillance and suppression is
that it has created a false sense of se-
curity here in the West when we don’t
see the evidence of what they are
doing. In the United States we are not
particularly vulnerable to their debt
trap, but we are vulnerable to less ob-
vious attempts to get that foot in the
door.

In some form or another, most Amer-
icans have allowed Big Tech to take
hold of a portion of their lives.
Smartphones and cloud storage once
were very novel, but now we assume
that even simple transactions come
predicated by an additional condition.
Everything is free as long as the app or
the service has access to—guess what—
your data. They want to own your vir-
tual you.

Popular apps like TikTok, whose par-
ent company is based in China, have
left me with more questions than an-
swers about the platform’s business
practices, privacy protections, and ide-
ological loyalty to the Communist
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Party. Consider that the U.S. Army has
barred soldiers from using TikTok. Ev-
erybody needs to understand this. The
U.S. Army has said: You cannot use
TikTok. This very body has expressed
our concerns on a bipartisan basis with
the platform’s censorship and data
handling practices.

It is no wonder that TikTok’s chief
executive officer canceled this week’s
scheduled meetings here in DC with
Members of this body. The fact that
millions of Americans, especially our
American children, continue to offer
their personal data to TikTok is be-
yond disturbing, but we will not be
able to roll back the creeping surveil-
lance state without setting our own
standards for what is acceptable from
both foreign and domestic companies.

When I introduced the BROWSER
Act earlier this year, I did so not only
to give Big Tech solid guidelines re-
garding data privacy and content but
to set a new standard for what con-
sumers expect from Big Tech. Our
problem here in this country is pretty
much one of awareness and of under-
standing that the exact same philos-
ophy drives China’s surveillance pro-
grams and their less obvious but much
more personal individual monitoring
schemes—their surveillance state
scheme.

China’s Communist Party is after
more than just ad revenue and more
complete data sets. Their goal, as those
Hong Kong protesters put it, is to trick
other countries in becoming more like
China, which is not tilting toward free-
dom but tilting away from freedom.

My goal with the BROWSER Act and
with my focus on what has become the
surveillance state is to do the exact op-
posite—to enable freedom, to encour-
age freedom, not only here but around
the globe—and to make certain that
consumers here decide how much of
their data they want to be able to
share. We must make certain that we
continue to support the cause of free-
dom wherever human beings show up
to protect the freedoms they have.

I yield the floor.

RECOGNITION OF MINORITY LEADER

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. The Democratic leader is recog-
nized.

JERSEY CITY SHOOTING

Mr. SCHUMER. Madam President, I
learned yesterday that two of the inno-
cent victims in the shooting in Jersey
City earlier this week are from my
hometown, my home borough, the
great borough of Brooklyn—Moshe
Deutsch and Mindy Ferencz—and that
the kosher deli where they were all
killed in all likelihood was targeted as
part of a hate crime.

This morning, I stand in solidarity
with the Jewish communities of New
Jersey and New York as they confront
the anti-Semitic poison that motivated
that horrible attack, and I stand in
sorrow at the loss of innocent lives
from my community. May their mem-
ory be a blessing.
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I also salute the great police officer,
as well, who fell in the line of duty try-
ing to apprehend these brutal thugs.

IMPEACHMENT
Mr. SCHUMER. Madam President, on
impeachment, the House Judiciary

Committee will continue today its
markup of Articles of Impeachment
against Donald Trump.

The articles charge that President
Trump abused the Office of the Presi-
dency by soliciting the interference of
a foreign power in our elections to ben-
efit himself personally. The articles
also charge him with obstruction of
justice in the investigation into those
matters.

Those articles were drafted after a
months-long investigation into the
President’s dealings with UKkraine,
which included scores of fact witnesses
and expert testimony. Throughout that
time, and still today, the White House
refuses to participate in the House
process. It has blocked key witnesses.
It has withheld relevant documents. It
has instructed members of the adminis-
tration to defy congressional sub-
poenas and not to testify. Those that
did testify did so bravely against the
wishes of the White House.

What is the President hiding? What
do these witnesses know? What do
these documents show?

Those are fair questions that every
American could ask and, because nei-
ther the President nor Republican Con-
gress Members have presented any ref-
utation of the facts in the impeach-
ment charges or any exculpatory evi-
dence other than grand conspiracy
theories, the American people have a
right to say the President must be hid-
ing something.

If there are documents or witnesses
the President believes could provide
exculpatory evidence, nothing is stop-
ping the witnesses from testifying and
the documents from being sent over,
except the President of the United
States, who in all likelihood is afraid
of what they show because they con-
firm and corroborate the lengthy fac-
tual basis that the House compiled to
come up with the Articles of Impeach-
ment. The fact that President Trump is
blocking witnesses from testifying and
blocking documents from release
means that, more likely than not,
those witnesses and documents do not
and cannot refute the charges against
the President.

When someone who might be guilty
of a crime says he doesn’t want wit-
nesses of the crime to come forward,
what do you think that means?

Why haven’t the President and his al-
lies presented exculpatory evidence—
evidence that says this is not true?
Why, instead, have they created these
bobbles, these objects far away, saying:
There is a conspiracy here. There is a
conspiracy there.

It is the old lawyer saying: When you
have the facts, argue the facts. When
you have the law, argue the law. When
you have neither, pound the table.
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In this case, pounding the table
means coming up with diversionary
conspiratorial theories.

House Republicans, rather than
mount a vigorous defense of the Presi-
dent on the merits, have attacked the
process. If House Republicans could
focus on the merits, could find evi-
dence that said: No, this is not true;
that is not true; he did not try to influ-
ence Ukraine to help his campaign,
they would have presented it.

Why has no evidence been presented
directly refuting the core of the charge
against the President? Because there
probably isn’t any.

In the Senate we have several Mem-
bers who are swimming in the murky
waters of conspiracy to divert atten-
tion from the fact that they don’t have
the facts and the law on their side. The
only way they can defend the Presi-
dent’s comments is to come up with
crazy, out-of-line conspiracy theories
that are not based on any evidence.

Some Senate Republicans find it so
difficult to argue the President’s de-
fense on the facts that they resort to
fiction. For instance, in the past few
weeks, certain Republicans have actu-
ally helped spread disinformation in-
vented by Putin’s intelligence services.
He said that Ukraine, not Russia,
interfered in the election. No one be-
lieves it. There is no factual basis of it.
Of course, Putin would say he wants to
divert attention from Russia, but it is
amazing that Senators would traffic in
those theories, totally made up, not
one bit of fact. It is a low moment for
the Senate when their blind obeisance
to President Trump overshadows any
need to find truth and to defend rule of
law. That is not what a democracy is
about. That is the edges of dictator-
ship.

Chairman GRAHAM conducted an en-
tire hearing yesterday to give public
viewing to the now completely de-
bunked conspiracy theory that the FBI
investigation into the Trump campaign
began with political motives. Inspector
General Horowitz, to his credit, stuck
to the findings in the report. He found
no evidence of bias. So Senator
GRAHAM, as he tends to do these days,
put on a big show, a lot of ranting, a
lot of raving—no refutation of the fact
of what the IG found.

So it is just like Ukraine where cer-
tain Members are so unable to defend
what the President did with Ukraine,
they latch on to Russian propaganda,
or they come up with these histrionics,
again, to try to divert attention, a
shiny object to take the American peo-
ple’s attention away from the wrong-
doing that the House is accusing him
of. In fact, the deputy counsel of the
FBI actually said that the department
“would be derelict in its responsi-
bility”’ if it did not open an investiga-
tion into Trump. She is not a political
person. She is a law enforcement offi-
cer.

If you think President Trump is
above the law, go right ahead, but that
is not what George Washington or Ben-
jamin Franklin or Thompson Jefferson
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or Alexander Hamilton thought this
Nation was about; that is not what
generations of Americans who fought
and died for our country thought it was
about. We have reached a low moment
in American history and a very low
moment for the Republican Party now
that it has been taken over by Donald
Trump. This is not the Republican
Party of the last 150 years.

All of this is a backdrop to the im-
pending trial of President Trump,
where two lines of argument may be
presented in a court of impeachment.
One line of argument—accusations
against the President—has relied on
facts, public record, and the sworn tes-
timony of dozens of officials with
knowledge of the events. The other line
of argument—the defense of the Presi-
dent—has so far relied on conspiracy,
innuendo, hyperventilation about the
process, with no refutation of the spe-
cific facts that the House has found.

The American people will be savvy
enough over the next several months to
tell the difference.

TAX REFORM

Madam President, now, on taxes, this
month marks 2 years since President
Trump and the congressional Repub-
licans passed a trillion-dollar tax cut
for large corporations and the richest
Americans. Republicans make many
promises to sell this legislation as a
boom for jobs and middle class. They
were outlandish at the time, and now,
recent history has proven them even
crazier. Two years later, these phony
promises have not come close to living
up to their billing.

President Trump promised the tax
bill would benefit middle-class Amer-
ica, creating a $4,000 raise for every
American family. No way. Ask the av-
erage American family. The rich Amer-
icans will say yes. The top 1 percent
will say yes, but, of course, they re-
ceived a tax cut 64 times the size of the
one given to the middle class. Presi-
dent Trump and Republicans promised
the bill would prompt businesses to in-
crease investments into their compa-
nies, leading to job growth and higher
wages. This, too, has proved a fantasy.
Less than 5 percent of all workers in
America were ultimately promised pay
increases or bonuses as a result of the
tax cut.

Out of 5.9 million employers, only 413
announced bonuses to workers or wage
hikes. Do you want to know where the
lion’s share of that Republican tax cut
went? Shareholders, not workers. In
the 2 years since the tax bill, the an-
nual total of corporate stock buybacks
have shattered records over $1 trillion
in 2018.

It is impossible to look at the last 2
years with a straight face and say that
the Republican tax cut was designed or
is helping middle-class families. If any-
thing, the Republican tax bill exacer-
bated the already staggering inequal-
ities of work and wealth in our coun-
try. We need to start moving the nee-
dle in a completely opposite direction.
Next year, voters will have a chance to
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make that happen by voting for a
change in the Senate leadership.

I yield the floor.

I suggest the absence of a quorum.

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. The clerk will call the roll.

The senior assistant legislative clerk
proceeded to call the roll.

Mr. DURBIN. Madam President, I ask
unanimous consent that the order for
the quorum call be rescinded.

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. Without objection, it is so or-
dered.

NOMINATION OF LAWRENCE VANDYKE

Mr. DURBIN. Madam President, the
Republican majority leader was on the
floor a little earlier, and he talked
about the business of the Senate and
how busy we are in the Senate. I would
like to state for the record, so far in
the calendar year 2019, on the floor of
this U.S. Senate, where the greatest
deliberative body meets and considers
the lofty issues of our time, in the year
2019—currently this year—we have con-
sidered 22 amendments in the entire
yvear—22 amendments.

Madam President, six of them were
offered by the junior Senator from
Kentucky. One Senator had six amend-
ments: Senator RAND PAUL. They were
all defeated. Then some 16 other
amendments were offered.

To put that into perspective, on a
good day in the Senate, when the Sen-
ate was the Senate, there would be 10
amendments; bills would come to the
floor; we would debate; amendments
would be adopted. Some would lose.
People would give speeches. We would
pass legislation, send it over to the
House, g0 to a conference. We don’t do
that anymore.

Under Senator MCCONNELL, the Re-
publican leader of the Senate, we do
not do that anymore. There were 22
amendments in the course of the entire
year. If we were paid for the actual
piecework that we do, we would not get
a paycheck this year because we
haven’t done anything.

I will take that back. What we have
done is to fill as many Federal court
vacancies as possible with some of the
most unqualified people ever offered by
a President of the United States. This
week, a man named VanDyke is being
named to the court in Nevada. He has
such a limited connection with Nevada
that both Nevada Senators refuse to
approve him for this court appoint-
ment. He has no connection to their
State, but he was chosen by the White
House.

He went through a background check
by the American Bar Association, and
they concluded unanimously that he
was unqualified to be a Federal judge—
unqualified. He is not the first. Under
this President, we have had nine dif-
ferent court nominees found unquali-
fied by the American Bar Association.
You say, Well, that is going to happen,
lawyers disagree.

Do you know how many were found
unqualified under the Obama adminis-
tration in 8 years? None, not one.
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There are nine unqualified men and
women now with lifetime appointments
on the Federal bench because, for Sen-
ator MCCONNELL, that is his priority:
Fill the bench with people of his polit-
ical stripe at any cost.

Take up legislation? No. The Demo-
cratically-controlled House of Rep-
resentatives has sent us over 200 dif-
ferent measures to consider on the
floor of the Senate. Senator MCcCON-
NELL has refused. He will not take up
any legislation. He is very proud of it.
To his credit, he is not ashamed or em-
barrassed. He says to call himself the
Grim Reaper when it comes to meas-
ures coming over from the House. He is
here to kill them, and he has done a
pretty good job of that, if that is his
goal in what he wants to achieve. When
I hear him come to the floor and say
we are not doing enough in the Sen-
ate—22 amendments in 1 year. I say to
Senator MCCONNELL, you have been in
the Senate for a long time. You know
that that number tells the whole story.

FOR-PROFIT COLLEGES AND UNIVERSITIES

Madam President, it is the holiday
season, and many families are gath-
ering at special meals, giving gifts,
with a lot of fond memories, but in-
stead of celebrating, hundreds of thou-
sands of people across America who
have been defrauded by for-profit col-
leges and universities are just trying to
get by. There will not be many pre-
sents that they will be able to give or
probably receive. They have been wait-
ing day in and day out for one person
to make a decision. Her name is Betsy
DeVos. She is the Secretary of Edu-
cation. She can provide them relief
from their federal student loans that
they desperately need, but she refuses
to do it.

After being lured with false promises,
these people I am talking about ended
up in programs at for-profit colleges
and universities. Who were the for-
profits? See if these names ring a bell:
Corinthian, ITT Tech, Westwood,
DeVry, University of Phoenix, Dream
Center. These are for-profit colleges
and universities, and these student bor-
rowers were left with mountains of
debt, worthless credits, and diplomas
that employers laugh at when it was
all said and done. Now, Secretary
DeVos refuses to provide these stu-
dents with relief from their student
loan debt to which they are entitled
under the borrower defense provision of
the Higher Education Act.

Take Rachel from Missouri who at-
tended Corinthian’s Everest College.
She says, “I am not able to buy my
children clothes or shoes.”

Pamela from South Carolina owes
$140,000 after attending the corrupt ITT
Tech for-profit school. Here is what she
says: “I have an autistic daughter that
depends on me, and I can’t afford to get
a decent place to live or buy the things
she needs.” Is that any surprise with
$140,000 in debt from one of these cor-
rupt for-profit colleges?

Jennifer, who attended the Illinois
Institute of Art—not to be mixed up
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with the Illinois Art Institute, a rep-
utable institution—but the Illinois In-
stitute of Art where she attended, she
owes $67,800 in Federal student loans,
and she says, ‘“The stress and anxiety
of working 3 jobs to make a living to
pay off these loans, feed my kids, and
keep a roof over my head, is exhaust-
ing.”

For borrowers like Rachel, Pamela,
and Jennifer, Secretary DeVos might
as well be Secretary Scrooge this holi-
day season. She continues to deny
them a fresh start. She continues to
refuse to apply the borrowed defense
provision which would allow the dis-
charge of their federal student debt.
More than 200,000 borrowers find them-
selves in similar positions, while Sec-
retary DeVos lets claims back up at
the Department. She has failed to ap-
prove a single claim in more than a
year, not one for all these hundreds of
thousands of students facing this
fraudulent debt.

Why we should give them a break?
Why should they have any forgiveness
for student debt? Let me tell you why.
It is because it starts with the U.S.
Federal Government Department of
Education recognizing the accredita-
tion of these institutions—these worth-
less institutions. That accreditation
says to students applying there: This is
a real college.

Well, it turns out that they weren’t
real colleges and universities. But they
were real when it came to costs. Some
of the most expensive places to attend
higher education in America are these
for-profit colleges and universities.

What kind of record do they have?
Well, consider this: just nine percent of
all postsecondary students in America
go to these for-profit colleges and uni-
versities—nine percent. This will be on
the final, for the students who are lis-
tening. Nine percent go to for-profit
colleges and universities. Thirty-three
percent of all the federal student loan
defaults are from students at for-profit
colleges and universities. What does
that tell you? Well, if I go to one of
these schools, I am going to rack up a
lot of debt. Maybe I will not be able to
find a job; maybe I will not even be
able to finish school; and then I learn
my credits aren’t even transferable
from a for-profit school to a real col-
lege or university.

It all started with the U.S. Federal
Government recognizing the accredita-
tion of these schools, saying ‘‘These
are real schools,” with the students de-
pending on that accreditation. Then
they backed it up, saying: Oh, inciden-
tally, you can borrow money from the
Federal Government to go to these real
schools. Then, when these schools went
bankrupt, when they defrauded every-
one in sight, when they were sued by
the State attorneys general and other
federal agencies, when it turned out
they were big frauds and the students
saw the schools crumble in front of
them, the students ended up with the
debt.

We say, under the law, that the Fed-
eral Government has some responsi-
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bility. We should have done a better
job of overseeing these schools.

That isn’t the way Secretary DeVos
sees it. As far as she is concerned,
these kids are on their own. They are
not Kkids anymore. They have been
hanging on to their student debt for so
long, they don’t know which way to
turn.

Despite Secretary DeVos’s excuses,
the reality is that nothing is legally
preventing her from providing bor-
rower defense discharges to these stu-
dents for the loans they took out at
these for-profit colleges and univer-
sities. She could do it tomorrow. She
could clear the backlog quickly, if she
wanted to.

We know using her legal authority to
provide relief to defrauded borrowers
gives her ‘‘extreme displeasure’”. We
know that because she wrote that in an
order she issued for the Department.
She was extremely displeased to dis-
charge the student loans of these stu-
dents who had been defrauded by for-
profit schools.

Well, I am not surprised. She sur-
rounded herself at the Department of
Education with people from that indus-
try who believe that the industry has
done no wrong. We know better.

We also know from her previous
statements that Secretary DeVos
thinks many borrowers got some value
from their experience, even though
they were defrauded into massive debt.
She thinks these borrowers are just
after ‘‘free money,” and they don’t de-
serve a full discharge.

Yesterday, National Public Radio re-
leased a series of internal Department
memos showing that the facts don’t
back up Secretary DeVos’s claims.

Back in 2017, the Department staff
concluded that ‘‘the value of an ITT
[Tech] education—like Corinthian—is
likely either mnegligible or non-
existent.”

This was a school whose accredita-
tion was recognized by our Federal
Government, Secretary DeVos, and it
has turned out to be worthless. The
memo went on to conclude, ‘‘Accord-
ingly, it is appropriate, for the Depart-
ment to award eligible borrowers full
relief.”” I agree. It is reasonable for the
Department of Education to try to
make amends for this miserable failure
of oversight of these schools and to
give these student borrowers a chance.

Nonetheless, this week, Secretary
DeVos announced a new scheme to use
something called gainful employment
earnings data to deny defrauded stu-
dent borrowers full discharges. Remem-
ber, that the gainful employment rule
was meant to ensure that programs
were actually preparing students for
jobs after graduation. But Secretary
DeVos delayed and then eliminated the
rule. Now, instead of using gainful em-
ployment data to hold poor-performing
programs accountable, she wants to
use it to punish defrauded student bor-
rowers. She has already tried it once,
only to be told by a Federal judge that
what she did was illegal.
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While it is unclear if this slightly
tweaked version of the scheme will
pass legal muster, the result for the
borrowers would be the same: ultimate
denial in terms of full relief from their
student loans from miserable for-profit
schools.

Not only is Secretary DeVos delaying
and denying relief for previously de-
frauded borrowers, she is rewriting the
rules to make it almost impossible for
future defrauded borrowers to get re-
lief. She continues to recognize the ac-
creditation of these unworthy institu-
tions. She continues to say to the
United States and the world: These are
perfectly good schools. Then, when it
turns out they are perfectly awful, she
wants to accept no responsibility.

She released a new version of the bor-
rower defense rule just a few months
ago that places unreasonable burdens
on borrowers, way beyond their capac-
ity to detect the fraud being per-
petrated at the time. The net result is
this: According to The Institute for
College Access and Success, the new
DeVos rule will cancel just 3 percent of
all loans associated with misconduct.
She is going to cancel 3 percent.

In September, I introduced a resolu-
tion in the Senate to overturn the
DeVos borrower defense rule. Forty-
two of my colleagues have joined me. I
plan to bring it to a vote on the Senate
floor, where it needs a simple majority
to pass.

Just this week, 57 student, veteran,
and consumer organizations released a
letter supporting the resolution. I ask
unanimous consent that it be printed
in the RECORD.

There being no objection, the mate-
rial was ordered to be printed in the
RECORD, as follows:

DECEMBER 9, 2019.
SENATOR DICK DURBIN,
Washington, DC.
REPRESENTATIVE SUSIE LEE,
Washington, DC.

DEAR SENATOR DURBIN AND REPRESENTA-
TIVE LEE: As 57 organizations representing
and advocating for students, families, tax-
payers, veterans and service members, fac-
ulty and staff, civil rights and consumers, we
write in support of your efforts to disapprove
the 2019 Borrower Defense to Repayment rule
pursuant to the Congressional Review Act.

The purpose of the borrower defense rule as
defined by the Higher Education Act is to
protect students and taxpayers from fraud,
deception, and other illegal misconduct by
unscrupulous colleges. A well-designed rule
will both provide relief to students who have
been lied to and cheated, and deter illegal
conduct by colleges.

However, the final rule issued by the De-
partment of Education on September 23, 2019,
would accomplish neither of these goals. An
analysis of the Department’s own calcula-
tions estimates that only 3 percent of the
loans that result from school misconduct
would be cancelled under the new rule.
Schools would be held accountable for reim-
bursing taxpayers for just 1 percent of these
loans.

The DeVos Borrower Defense rule issued in
September imposes unreasonable time limits
on student borrowers who have been deceived
and misled by their schools. It requires ap-
plicants to meet thresholds that make it al-
most impossible for wronged borrowers to
obtain loan cancellation.
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The rule eliminates the ability of groups of
borrowers to be granted relief, even in cases
where there is substantial compelling evi-
dence of widespread wrongdoing. It prohibits
the filing of claims after three years even
when evidence of wrongdoing emerges at a
later date. It requires borrowers to prove
schools intended to deceive them or acted
recklessly, although students have no ability
to access evidence that might show this in-
tent. And the rule stipulates that student
loans taken by students under false pre-
tenses are insufficient evidence of financial
harm to allow the loans to be cancelled.

Additionally, the 2019 rule eliminates the
promise of automatic loan relief to eligible
students whose school closed before they
could graduate. Instead, the Department
would force each eligible student impacted
by a school closure to individually find out
about their statutory right to relief, apply,
and navigate the government’s bureaucracy
to have their loans cancelled.

Many of us wrote to the Department in Au-
gust 2018 in response to the notice of pro-
posed rulemaking and offered carefully con-
sidered recommendations. However, the De-
partment rejected our recommendations
that would have provided a fair process that
protects students and taxpayer dollars. In-
stead, the new rule would do little to provide
relief to students who have been lied to, and
even less to dissuade colleges from system-
atically engaging in deceptive and illegal re-
cruitment tactics. Moreover, a borrower de-
fense rule that fails to adequately protect
students harms the most vulnerable stu-
dents, including first-generation college stu-
dents, Black and Latino students, and mili-
tary-connected students, who are targeted
by and disproportionately enroll in preda-
tory for-profit colleges.

Meanwhile, the Department refuses to take
action on a massive backlog of over 200,000
pending borrower defense claims, having
failed to approve or deny a single claim in
over a year. We fully support your effort to
repeal the 2019 borrower defense rule, and
look forward to restoration of the 2016 rule,
which took major steps to provide a path to
loan forgiveness for the hundreds of thou-
sands of students who attended schools
where misconduct has already been well doc-
umented.

Signed,

AFL-CIO, AFSCME, Allied Progress,
American Association of University Profes-
sors, American Federation of Teachers,
Americans for Financial Reform, Associa-
tion of Young Americans (AYA), Campaign
for America’s Future, Center for Public In-
terest Law, Center for Responsible Lending,
Children’s Advocacy Institute, CLASP,
Clearinghouse on Women’s Issues, Consumer
Action, Consumer Advocacy and Protection
Society (CAPS) at Berkeley Law.

Consumer Federation of America, Con-
sumer Federation of California, Demos,
Duke Consumer Rights Project, East Bay
Community Law Center, Economic Mobility
Pathways (EMPath), The Education Trust,
Empire Justice Center, Feminist Majority
Foundation, Government Accountability
Project, Higher Education Loan Coalition
(HELC), Hildreth Institute, Housing and Eco-
nomic Rights Advocates, The Institute for
College Access & Success (TICAS), Maryland
Consumer Rights Coalition.

NAACP, National Association for College
Admission Counseling, National Association
of Consumer Advocates, National Associa-
tion of Consumer Bankruptcy Attorneys
(NACBA), National Consumer Law Center
(on behalf of its low-income clients), Na-
tional Education Association, National
Urban League, New America Higher Edu-
cation Program, New Jersey Citizen Action,
One Wisconsin Now, PHENOM (Public Higher
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Education Network of Massachusetts),
Project on Predatory Student Lending, Pub-
lic Citizen, Public Counsel, Public Good Law
Center.

Public Law Center, Service Employees
International Union (SEIU), Southeast Asia
Resource Action Center (SEARAC), Student
Debt Crisis, Student Defense, Student Vet-
erans of America, Third Way, U.S. Public In-
terest Research Group (PIRG), UnidosUS,
Veterans Education Success, Veterans for
Common Sense, Young Invincibles.

Mr. DURBIN. Among the organiza-
tions supporting the resolution are the
American Federation of Teachers, the
Center for Responsible Lending, the
Consumer Federation of America, the
Education Trust, the National Associa-
tion of College Admission Counseling,
the NAACP, the National Education
Association, the Student Veterans of
America, and the American Legion on
behalf of American veterans who have
been victims of this fraud as well.

When our resolution comes to the
floor, I hope a handful of my Repub-
lican colleagues will take a look at it
and realize that we have to give these
students a second chance at their lives.
We misled them into attending for-
profit schools that were worthless. The
schools defrauded them. They ended up
with a debt to our government, and
under the provisions of the Higher Edu-
cation Act, that debt can be forgiven.
Let’s give these defrauded student bor-
rowers a second chance. Ultimately,
they deserve an opportunity from our
government to have a better holiday
coming before them and a better life
ahead.

I yield the floor.

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr.
ScoTT of Florida). The Senator from
Ohio.

UNITED STATES-MEXICO-CANADA TRADE
AGREEMENT

Mr. PORTMAN. Mr. President, I have
come to the Senate floor several times
over the past year to talk about the
importance of passing the U.S.-Mexico-
Canada Agreement. This is the suc-
cessor agreement to the 25-year-old
NAFTA accord.

Yes, it has been a year; in fact, it has
been over a year since that agreement
was negotiated between Canada and
Mexico, and then Congress was meant
to take it up. It has been too long.

However, I am happy to report today
that now we are at the end of that long
process. I am told that the legislation
is actually going to be voted on in the
House of Representatives probably next
week and then here in the U.S. Senate
right after the holidays.

We will have a chance, finally, to
pass this agreement that is so good for
the farmers, for the workers, for the
manufacturers, and for the small busi-
nesses that I represent.

I am really pleased that the Presi-
dent of the United States and his chief
trade negotiator, Bob Lighthizer, had
the persistence to get this done. I am
not sure I would have had the same pa-
tience.

I also want to congratulate House
Speaker NANCY PELOSI for making the
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decision to move forward with it. This
is one of these situations in which,
under our law, the agreement has to be
voted on first by the House. So the
Speaker of the House had an unusual
role here, where it couldn’t go forward
without her approval. Again, finally,
we are there.

The agreement, which was negotiated
over a year ago and languished—spe-
cific language was sent up here in May
of last year—is pretty much the same.
About 99 percent of it is the same
agreement. It is a good agreement be-
cause it opens up more markets for us.
What has changed is there are new pro-
visions, different provisions, as it re-
lates to enforcing the labor standards
that are already in the agreement.

In the agreement, what Mexico and
Canada were asked to do, in addition to
the United States, in terms of higher
labor standards, was negotiated over a
year ago, but what has happened over,
really, the past several months is now
there is a mechanism to enforce it that
is a little different.

I think it will make it easier to en-
force potential violations of the agree-
ment we have reached, particularly
with regard to Mexico. It doesn’t really
come back against the United States at
all. We can explain this in more detail
as we see the exact language that is
coming up in the next couple of days.

The bottom line is, for a U.S. com-
pany, the labor standards that are es-
tablished are the ones we already have
in our law. For Mexico or Canada to
file an objection to us potentially not
following that agreement is simply
after there has been a U.S. law proc-
essed, which would involve the Na-
tional Labor Relations Board and our
existing law, so it really shouldn’t af-
fect us at all.

By the way, Secretary Scalia, who is
the Secretary of Labor, was very in-
volved in ensuring that it wouldn’t
come back on U.S. companies, on U.S.
workers, and on our economy.

At the end of the day, although it
took way too long to get there, we
have ended up with a very good re-
sult—an agreement that does expand
trade, and that is the whole idea.

We have talked a lot on the floor as
to why this is so important. I will tell
you, in my home State of Ohio, we send
more than half of our exports to two
countries, Canada and Mexico. By far,
the No. 1 trading partner is Mexico,
and No. 2 is Canada.

This is really important because
these jobs are really important. It is
about $28 billion a year. These are jobs
that pay higher wages and better bene-
fits—export jobs. For our farmers, this
is really important. For manufacturers
and workers, it is really important be-
cause this lets them be able to do what
we do best, which is efficiently and pro-
ductively make things and produce
things that could be sold to other mar-
kets.

Remember, in America, we are only
about 5 percent of the global econ-
omy—five percent of the people—so our
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population is only about 5 percent, but
we are about 25 percent of the GDP of
the world. We are a relatively small
country by population, but we have
this big economy. To access that 95
percent of consumers outside of Amer-
ica to sell our products is absolutely
essential to our prosperity here, to our
jobs here.

As I mentioned earlier, those export
jobs tend to be better jobs and higher
paying jobs with better benefits.

What does this agreement do? First
of all, it creates a bunch of new jobs.
This chart has 176,000-plus new jobs.
That is because the International
Trade Commission—which is the inde-
pendent body that analyzes these
things—gave us a range. The GDP in-
creased. It increased our economy. The
number of jobs is huge, by the way—
greater than any other trade agree-
ment we have entered into, greater on
the economic growth side than the
Trans-Pacific Partnership that many
of my colleagues on the other side of
the aisle thought was something we
should have entered into and was so
important. This is even bigger.

Obviously, it is so big because Can-
ada and Mexico are such big trading
partners with us. So even relatively
small changes to open up new markets
have a big impact. These are going to
be welcome jobs and, again, higher pay-
ing jobs.

Second, it really helps us with regard
to online sales. One of our advantages
as a country is we do a lot of commerce
over the internet. When the original
NAFTA agreement was written and
was currently enforced—the status
quo—there really were not any signifi-
cant online sales—virtually none. So
there were no provisions in there.
Every modern trade agreement has
provisions for online sales or for sales
over the internet. Now we have them
with regard to Mexico and Canada,
which we would not have had under the
old NAFTA. So that is a big improve-
ment. For Ohio, that is a lot of small
companies because entrepreneurs—
some of these new startups are online
companies—really like these provi-
sions.

By the way, it says a number of
things. It says you can’t require local-
ization of data. In other words, Canada
and Mexico can’t say: Hey, you have to
have your servers in our country if you
are going to do business with us. That
is really important to our American
online industry.

Second, it says that you can’t put
tariffs on data online. Again, it is very
important to establish that, not just
for Canada and Mexico but as a prece-
dent for other trade agreements going
forward.

Third, it actually raises the de mini-
mis level. In other words, to apply cus-
toms duties on stuff going to Canada
and Mexico, they have a very low level.
We have a relatively high level here.
That level has increased for Canada
and Mexico. That is an administrative
burden that is lifted off of a 1ot of these
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small businesses but also a costsaver
because they don’t have to pay cus-
toms duty on a relatively small prod-
uct that goes to another country.

These are all good things for Amer-
ican jobs. Again, we have a compara-
tive advantage here because we do a lot
of online sales.

Third is more U.S.-made steel and
auto parts. This is really important to
Ohio but also to our country. Manufac-
turing is now finally on the upswing.
Manufacturing jobs are actually in-
creasing in this country for the first
time in years, and we are getting back
on our feet in terms of what has always
made America great, which is that we
produce things; we make things. So
this agreement helps.

It says, as an example, that 70 per-
cent of the steel that goes into auto-
mobiles—and the automobile industry
is a big deal for Canada and Mexico and
the United States—has to be from
North America. That helps U.S. steel
mills and steel mills in Ohio, as op-
posed to steel coming in from China,
for example, from Brazil, and from
other countries.

Second, it changes the rules of ori-
gin—how much stuff can go into an
automobile that comes from other
countries. It is 62% percent now, and it
would take it up to 75 percent in this
agreement. That is the highest level of
any agreement we have with anybody.

Why is that important? Well, think
about it. We have agreed with Canada
and Mexico that we are going to have
this agreement that lowers the tariffs
in all these countries and lowers the
trade barriers generally. In other
words, it gives them an advantage in
our market. We get an advantage in
their market. That is the idea. If you
don’t have a rule of origin where you
say stuff can’t come in from other
countries and take advantage of that,
then you have basically free riders.

As an example, China can send a
bunch of their auto parts to Mexico
and produce a car that is a Mexican car
that therefore gets the benefit of the
NAFTA agreement. China has not
opened its market at all; it has only
provided this product to Mexico. But
then the product gets the advantage of
the lower tariffs and lower trade bar-
riers generally. That is not fair. Rais-
ing it from 62% percent to 75 percent is
really significant. Again, it is the high-
est number of any trade agreement we
have, and it avoids this problem.

Some of us say: Gee, that sounds pro-
tectionist. I don’t think it is. I think
what it says to China, Japan, Brazil, or
other countries is that if you want to
get the advantage of the U.S. market
that Canada and Mexico are getting
and that we get reciprocally from
them, then enter into a trade agree-
ment with us.

Let’s have more trade agreements.
Let’s lower the barriers for everybody.
That actually will expand trade. But
we ought not to allow them to do it
without that. This is a big deal.

It also is true that in this agreement,
there is something unprecedented with
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regard to leveling the playing field. Re-
member, a basic concept of our trade
laws is that you want to have a bal-
anced trade law where you have im-
ports and exports because that makes
sense—Kkeeps consumer prices down and
allows us to have good jobs here—but
you want it to be reciprocal and bal-
anced. You don’t want to have a situa-
tion where a country, because of its
low wage rates and lack of labor stand-
ards or lack of environmental stand-
ards, where it is polluting a lot, can
take advantage by having lower cost
goods coming into America.

In this agreement, we do say that
there is a minimum wage for between
40 and 45 percent of the auto produc-
tion. It is $16 an hour. That will end up
benefiting us because wages are rel-
atively higher in America and Canada
than they are in Mexico. That will be
good for auto jobs here and help to
level the playing field. This is why you
might have seen that some of the labor
unions are supporting this agreement
and some of the U.S. manufacturers are
supporting this agreement. They have
a lot of facilities here in America, and
they like that part of it as well.

There are new markets for farmers. I
mean, this is kind of a no-brainer that
has made it, for me, frustrating over
the last year because we haven’t been
able to move forward on this agree-
ment while farmers have really been
suffering because of a few different
things.

One is weather. We have had some
lousy weather, particularly in my
State and across the Midwest, where it
is too wet to plant and too dry for the
crops to grow properly for a harvest,
and that has hit us hard. We couldn’t
plant in Ohio in a number of cases this
last year because of the weather being
too wet, and so farmers have been hit
by that.

The second is that prices have been
relatively low—not just recently but
really over the last several years for
different commodities such as corn,
soybeans, and wheat. Part of that is be-
cause of the global markets.

Part of it is because of the third
issue, which is China. Because of our
ongoing negotiation with China and
disputes with China over what they are
doing on intellectual property, stealing
our technology, and other issues, they
have bought less of our farm products.
For Ohio, as an example, our No. 1
market overseas for soybeans is China,
and one out of every three acres plant-
ed in Ohio is planted for export. Think
about how that affects your prices if
you lose that big market share and
that big customer.

I am pleased to say that we seem to
be making some progress with China
right now, incidentally, as an aside. It
is great to have this agreement done.
The next agreement I hope we get done
is with China and get them to play by
the rules and open those markets more.
This week, they started to buy more
soybeans, and that is good.

In the meantime, our farmers are
desperate for more markets, and in this
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agreement, that is exactly what they
get. So if you are an Ohio farmer—and
we are No. 2 in the country on eggs—
you can now have access to these mar-
kets in Canada and Mexico, on eggs,
that you never had before.

On dairy, Canada in particular has
some very protectionist provisions in
place with regard to dairy products—
think milk and cheese.

If you are an Ohio dairy farmer, you
can sell stuff into Canada you couldn’t
sell before—also pork, beef, wheat, and
other products. This is good for our
farmers. This is why over 1,000 farm
groups around the country have sup-
ported this agreement. I mean, I don’t
know a farm group in Ohio that doesn’t
support it strongly. Again, part of it is
that this is a great agreement for
them, and part of it is that they are
hurting, and this gives them some light
at the end of the tunnel, an oppor-
tunity to see new markets and there-
fore see some prices increase in our ag
community.

This is a good agreement that is good
for jobs, good for small business, as we
talked about, good for farmers, good
for workers, and good for our economy.
It is important that we get it done. I
am glad the House is going to go ahead
and vote on it in the next week. I wish
we could vote here in the Senate right
away, too, but under the process called
trade promotion authority, we do have
some processes we need to go through.
It is probably best to have it happen
after the holidays. Right after the holi-
days, my hope is that here on the floor
of the Senate, Members will look at
this for what it is. This is not a Demo-
cratic or a Republican victory; this is
an American victory.

Again, I appreciate the efforts of
President Donald Trump because he
was persistent and tough on the nego-
tiations, and then he was persistent
and patient in working with the U.S.
Congress. There were a lot of people
saying: Go ahead and send the agree-
ment up and try to jam the Democrats
into doing the right thing. He didn’t do
that. He waited to figure out a way to
come up with an agreement, particu-
larly on the labor enforcement provi-
sions we talked about, and as a result,
we now have the ability on a bipartisan
basis to get this done. I hope the vote
in the House will reflect that; likewise,
here in the Senate.

I know there are some of my col-
leagues on both sides of the aisle who
think this agreement is not perfect. No
agreement is perfect; I will just say
that. I am a former U.S. Trade Rep-
resentative. I am a former trade law-
yer. I am a former member of the Ways
and Means Committee, which is the
trade committee over there. I am now
on the trade committee here, the Fi-
nance Committee. No agreement is
ever perfect. It is not the agreement
exactly that you would write or I
would write, but, boy, this is a good
agreement.

To make perfect the enemy of the
good would hurt the farmers and the
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workers and the small businesses that
we represent that want this agreement
badly because they know it is going to
help them.

The other thing I would say is that it
also helps our relationships with our
two biggest trading partners in Ohio,
Canada and Mexico, and also our neigh-
bors.

For North America’s future, this is a
good idea—to have the certainty and
predictability that comes with an
agreement we have all been able to
coalesce around and improve the status
quo. NAFTA was negotiated 25 years
ago. A lot has happened in the last 25
years. We talked about how the digital
economy has transformed our econ-
omy, and we have a competitive and
comparative advantage in that. That is
one small example. So many things
have changed.

We have better protections for intel-
lectual property in this agreement, as
an example. We have these new trade-
opening opportunities in agriculture.
We have these opportunities in manu-
facturing to do more here in North
America and specifically in the United
States.

A vote against this new agreement is
a vote for NAFTA, which is this 25-
year-old agreement that has these
flaws because that is the status quo.
My hope is that the next time I come
to this floor to talk about this, it will
be to ask my colleagues in short order
to support a vote, that it will have
come out of the Finance Committee
with a strong bipartisan vote, that it
will have come to the floor with a
strong vote from the House, and that
we can get this done. Then President
Trump can sign it, and the people we
represent will be better off, our com-
munity of nations here in North Amer-
ica will be better off, and the United
States of America will have another
victory.

I yield back.

I suggest the absence of a quorum.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
clerk will call the roll.

The legislative clerk proceeded to
call the roll.

Mrs. SHAHEEN. Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent that the order for
the quorum call be rescinded.

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

APPROPRIATIONS

Mrs. SHAHEEN. Mr. President, I
came to the floor this morning to ad-
dress what has been an alarming and
inaccurate information campaign that
is being spread about the international
family planning amendment included
in this year’s State and Foreign Oper-
ations appropriations bill.

I would note that while this amend-
ment is referred to as the ‘‘Shaheen
amendment” in alarmist and inac-
curate blog posts, it is actually bipar-
tisan language that was agreed to by
both the subcommittee and full com-
mittee chairs of the Appropriations
Committee and ultimately approved
unanimously by Republicans and
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Democrats in the committee. Yet arti-
cles and op-eds online have condemned
the amendment as pro-abortion. I was
surprised to hear this given that, de-
spite my objections, the amendment
does not address the Mexico City pol-
icy—or the global gag rule, as it is
known—abortion services, or informa-
tion. In fact, this is the first time in 18
years—I am going to say that again. It
is the first time in 18 years that mem-
bers of the Appropriations Committee
were prevented from offering a bipar-
tisan amendment that would strip the
bill of the Mexico City provision.

Instead of allowing the established
committee process to amend the
SFOPs bill with this provision, the en-
tire bill was pulled from consideration.
In response to that, in an effort to en-
sure the bill wasn’t endangered, I
worked with my colleagues Senator
CoLLINS of Maine and Senator MUR-
KOWSKI of Alaska and with Republican
leadership to limit the scope of the
amendment so we could allow the ap-
propriations bill to go forward.

It is false—absolutely, positively
false—to say this amendment funds
abortions abroad. In fact, it is wrong to
say, and inaccurate to say, that any
U.S. assistance goes to funding abor-
tions at home or abroad. In compliance
with U.S. law, family planning funding
does not and never has gone to abor-
tion services. I hope everyone is clear
about that. Under our law, family plan-
ning funding does not go to support
abortion services.

Now that I have outlined what this
amendment does not do, let me discuss
what it does do. It provides an increase
of $567.5 million for a total of $632.5 mil-
lion for existing international family
planning accounts. This money funds
programs and services that provide
modern contraceptives, which 214 mil-
lion women around the world who want
to avoid pregnancy are not able to ac-
cess.

Again, I don’t know when the debate
around abortion came to include con-
traceptives and family planning. It also
would allow for the healthy timing and
spacing of births, which is very impor-
tant to the health of infants and it is
important to the health of women to be
able to space the births of their chil-
dren to recover between births. It pro-
vides education information and coun-
seling about family planning issues. It
ensures access to antenatal and post-
natal care for a healthy mother and
baby. It provides for HPV vaccination
and prevention, something very impor-
tant to the health of children.

These are a few of the critical serv-
ices the assistance provides. The im-
pact of these services is very real.

According to the Guttmacher Insti-
tute, with each additional $10 million
the U.S. dedicates to family planning
and reproductive health programs,
400,000 more women and couples receive
contraceptives services and supplies.
With the $57.5 million increase pro-
vided for in this amendment, more
than 2.2 million women and couples
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will have that access. That will result
in 654,500 fewer unintended preg-
nancies, 291,600 fewer unplanned births,
280,500 fewer induced abortions. If you
care about abortion and you don’t be-
lieve that is the right alternative, then
you should support family planning be-
cause that gives families and couples
an option to ensure they can have the
children they want, and it would pro-
vide for 1,320 fewer deaths of women.

While these numbers are stark, the
transformative effect of simply having
access to family planning information
and services on the lives of women and
their families should not be underesti-
mated.

The most vulnerable women who are
reached by family planning programs
report that learning about family plan-
ning options, receiving services to pre-
vent unwanted pregnancies, and ensur-
ing that wanted pregnancies are
healthy and happy so the babies they
want to have are healthy and happy
gives them some control over their
lives. Many women are making
healthcare choices for themselves and
their families for the very first time
with help from these programs.

These critical programs change lives,
and our partners who implement these
programs are indispensable. In October,
USAID Administrator Mark Green said
he could not ‘“‘imagine an effective de-
velopment Agency that doesn’t partner
with the community of faith.”” Luckily,
he doesn’t have to. For those people
who were worried that family planning
programs are not going to be imple-
mented by our faith community, that
is just wrong.

The family planning account goes to
a range of program implementers, in-
cluding healthcare providers, inter-
national NGOs, and faith-based organi-
zations alike. All of these organiza-
tions have the goal of saving women’s
lives and saving the lives of their chil-
dren. They need more resources, not
fewer, to do this work.

What else does the international fam-
ily planning amendment do? It includes
an additional $33 million to USAID’s
family planning account for money
that is rerouted away from the U.N.
Population Fund.

Again, unlike what the blogs are mis-
takenly saying, this is not money that
currently goes to UNFPA’s lifesaving
operations. Instead, it will be redi-
rected back into the family planning
account and contribute to the pro-
grams I just outlined.

Third, the amendment requires the
Government Accountability Office to
produce a report that evaluates the ef-
ficacy of family planning programs and
their structure. Again, this was an-
other bipartisan effort with my Repub-
lican colleagues to ensure that our U.S.
dollars are most effective and they
contribute to programs and services
that are most effective. Again, if you
have a concern about how family plan-
ning dollars are being spent, then you
should support this amendment be-
cause it is going to give us data and in-
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formation to show what is effective and
what isn’t.

Finally, the amendment includes lan-
guage to reaffirm an existing non-
discrimination policy within USAID.
This is an existing nondiscrimination
policy. This is not a new policy. That
policy within USAID ensures the serv-
ices funded by these accounts reach all
segments of the population.

As I said, this is not a new policy.
The anti-discrimination policy has ex-
isted for several years, and it is not
targeted toward faith-based organiza-
tions, despite what some of the blogs
mistakenly are putting out there. In
fact, the complaints I have heard in my
office about single women being re-
jected for services didn’t touch on work
that faith-based organizations are
doing.

I hope all of our colleagues in the
Senate will not allow misinformation
about the family planning dollars that
are in the State and Foreign Oper-
ations bill to dismantle what has been
a very important bipartisan achieve-
ment. Its impact is too great and its
programs are too important to let
them be Kkilled by a campaign to try
and mislead people about what is in the
amendment.

I yield the floor.

NOMINATION OF AURELIA SKIPWITH

Mr. CARPER. Mr. President, I want
to share with the Senate my reasons
for opposing the nomination of Aurelia
Skipwith to serve as the Director of
the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service.

Let me begin by saying that I am dis-
appointed to find myself in this posi-
tion. When I had the privilege of serv-
ing as Governor of Delaware, I was able
to assemble my own leadership team,
so I appreciate how important it is
that people in executive positions, in-
cluding Presidents, have that same
ability.

However, in article II of the Con-
stitution, our Founders set up a system
in which the President would nominate
individuals to the top posts in our gov-
ernment and Senators would provide
“advice and consent’” on those nomi-
nees.

In order for the Senate to fulfill that
constitutional role, those nominated
individuals must cooperate with the
confirmation process. And, unfortu-
nately, Ms. Skipwith has not provided
information requested by the Demo-
crats during the nomination process.

Despite my repeated requests for the
nominee to be more forthcoming—re-
quests made twice in writing and twice
in person. during her nomination proc-
ess—Ms. Skipwith has refused. Instead,
she has given me the impression that
she does not take this confirmation
process seriously.

Her lack of candor has elevated ques-
tions that already existed about her
qualifications, her commitment to en-
vironmental conservation and whether
she can ethically lead the Fish and
Wildlife Service.

Therefore, I cannot support this nom-
ination.

December 12, 2019

Ms. Skipwith first joined the Trump
administration in April 2017. when she
was appointed as Deputy Assistant
Secretary of Fish and Wildlife and
Parks, a non-Senate-confirmed polit-
ical appointment at the Department of
the Interior.

During her tenure there, the Fish and
Wildlife Service proposed and finalized
controversial regulations that dras-
tically altered implementation of the
Endangered Species Act.

The Service has also issued a legal
opinion that changes the way the De-
partment of the Interior enforces the
Migratory Bird Treaty Act. Former
senior Interior officials from every ad-
ministration since the early 1970s, both
Republican and Democrat, have strong-
ly opposed this Migratory Bird Treaty
Act legal opinion. At her confirmation
hearing, Ms. Skipwith vehemently de-
fended it.

Prior to her controversial tenure at
the Interior Department, Ms. Skipwith
had no previous work experience re-
lated to conservation or wildlife man-
agement—none.

By contrast, the 16 individuals who
previously served as Fish and Wildlife
Service Directors for both Republican
and Democratic Presidents had an esti-
mated average of 12 years of experience
at the Fish and Wildlife Service before
taking on the Director role. They also
have an estimated average of more
than 22 years of professional experience
in fields related to wildlife or fisheries
management.

Ms. Skipwith has also not seemed to
make up for her lack of previous expe-
rience while on the job. At her con-
firmation hearing, when asked to name
the conservation scientist who had
most influenced her career and her ap-
proach to wildlife and fisheries man-
agement, Ms. Skipwith struggled to
name any conservation scientist. Ulti-
mately, she named a former Monsanto
vice president with whom she used to
work, but she misremembered his
name.

This was not an insignificant
misstep. To me, it was revealing. Ms.
Skipwith’s response to my simple ques-
tion represented a clear lack of famili-
arity with the basics of wildlife man-
agement, a troubling quality for a Fish
and Wildlife Director nominee.

By contrast, Ms. Skipwith does have
significant experience in the agri-
business industry. Before joining the
Trump administration, she worked for
Monsanto, one of the world’s largest
agrochemical firms. Monsanto regu-
larly has business interests before the
Interior Department. She also worked
for Alltech, a Kentucky-based agricul-
tural products company.

She also co-founded AVC Global, an
agribusiness-technology start up, and
was employed by Gage International, a
Washington, DC, based lobbying firm
founded by her fianceé.

That is why even before her con-
firmation hearing, I asked Ms.
Skipwith some basic questions about
how these companies operate and
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whether Ms. Skipwith has recused her-
self from working on those issues. Un-
fortunately, Ms. Skipwith has refused
to answer those questions.

She has repeatedly refused to provide
her calendars with the appointments
she has had as a Department of the In-
terior official. This information could
be made available to any member of
the public under the Freedom of Infor-
mation Act, but she has refused to pro-
vide it to me for months within the
confirmation process.

This information is important be-
cause Ms. Skipwith’s former employer,
Gage International, has represented
water utilities that have lobbied Con-
gress to weaken Western water policy
and the Endangered Species Act.

Unanswered questions also remain
about Ms. Skipwith’s role in the devel-
opment of a controversial repeal of an
existing ban on using pesticides that
have been shown to harm birds and
bees in national wildlife refuges. And
one of the largest producers of these
pesticides is Monsanto, another one of
Ms. Skipwith’s former employers.

Yet when Senator GILLIBRAND asked
Ms. Skipwith about her role in the
ban’s repeal, Ms. Skipwith defended the
reversal but denied any role in the de-
cision. This answer does not appear to
be consistent with some of the email
records that have been obtained under
Freedom of Information Act, which
show that she expressed interest in the
matter and received materials on the
issue from career staff.

If Ms. Skipwith was indeed involved
with the decision to reverse the pes-
ticides ban, it would constitute a viola-
tion of the ethics pledge she signed
when she joined the Department. An
examination of Ms. Skipwith’s cal-
endar entries could clear up these out-
standing questions, but her lack of co-
operation makes that impossible.

This lack of being forthcoming is
troubling, not only because it under-
mines the Senate’s advice and consent
role for Presidential nominees, but it
also because it demonstrates the nomi-
nee’s may not be cooperative when it
comes to congressional oversight.

I have found that, when a nominee is
unwilling to provide information as
part of their confirmation process,
they almost always prove to be even
more defiant to congressional over-
sight requests after they are con-
firmed.

I urge my colleagues. especially my
Republican colleagues, to take this
matter seriously. In fact, I would urge
my Republican colleagues to remember
these words spoken by my friend,
former Congressman Trey Gowdy of
South Carolina.

In June 2012, during the House Over-
sight and Government Reform Com-
mittee contempt proceedings against
Attorney General Holder, then Con-
gressman Gowdy said: ‘“The notion
that you can withhold information and
documents from Congress no matter
whether you are the party in power or
not in power is wrong. Respect for the
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rule of law must mean something, irre-
spective of the vicissitudes of political
cycles.”

Eventually, whether it is in 1 year or
in 4 years or in 8, we will eventually
have another Democratic administra-
tion. And when that time comes, Re-
publicans in Congress will want offi-
cials in that Democratic administra-
tion to answer questions and respond
to congressional oversight requests.

I fear that my Senate colleagues will
find the process completely broken by
then if we continue undermining our
duty as Senators to both provide ad-
vice and consent on Presidential nomi-
nation and to conduct congressional

oversight.
This clear defiance of our sworn con-
stitutional duty and congressional

oversight role diminishes the Senate,
weakens our intricate system of checks
and balances, and undermines the trust
of the American people.

Beyond her lack of qualifications and
her questionable role in some of this
administration’s major conservation
policies, there are too many troubling
concerns and questions about this
nominee that remain unaddressed or
unanswered.

Therefore, I will be opposing this
nomination, and I encourage my col-
leagues to do the same.

Mr. GRASSLEY. Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent that the vote that
was going to start at 11:45 a.m. start
now.

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

The question is, Will the Senate ad-
vise and consent to the Skipwith nomi-
nation?

Mr. GRASSLEY. 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 Senators
are necessarily absent: the Senator
from North Carolina (Mr. BURR), the
Senator from Kentucky (Mr. PAUL), the
Senator from Georgia (Mr. ISAKSON),
and the Senator from Alabama (Mr.
SHELBY).

Mr. DURBIN. I announce that the
Senator from New Jersey (Mr. BOOKER),
the Senator from Illinois (Ms.
DUCKWORTH), the Senator from Min-
nesota (Ms. KLOBUCHAR), the Senator
from Vermont (Mr. SANDERS), and the
Senator from Massachusetts (Ms. WAR-
REN) are necessarily absent.

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

The result was announced—yeas 52,
nays 39, as follows:

[Rollcall Vote No. 395 Ex.]

YEAS—52
Alexander Braun Cotton
Barrasso Capito Cramer
Blackburn Cassidy Crapo
Blunt Collins Cruz
Boozman Cornyn Daines
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Enzi Lankford Rubio
Ernst Lee Sasse
Fischer Manchin Scott (FL)
Gardner McConnell Scott (SC)
Graham McSally Sinema
Grassley Moran Sullivan
Hawley Murkowski Thune
Hoeven Perdue 14
Hyde-Smith Portman $llhs

N oomey
Inhofe Risch Wicker
Johnson Roberts
Jones Romney Young
Kennedy Rounds

NAYS—39
Baldwin Harris Reed
Bennet Hassan Rosen
Blumenthal Heinrich Schatz
Brown Hirono Schumer
Cantwell Kaine Shaheen
Cardin King Smith
Carper Leahy Stabenow
Casey Markey Tester
Coons Menendez Udall
Cortez Masto Merkley Van Hollen
Durbin Murphy Warner
Feinstein Murray Whitehouse
Gillibrand Peters Wyden

NOT VOTING—9

Booker Isakson Sanders
Burr Klobuchar Shelby
Duckworth Paul Warren

The nomination was confirmed.

———

EXECUTIVE CALENDAR

The PRESIDING OFFICER.
clerk will report the nomination.

The senior assistant legislative clerk
read the nomination of John Joseph
Sullivan, of Maryland, to be Ambas-
sador Extraordinary and Pleni-
potentiary of the United States of
America to the Russian Federation.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under
the previous order, all postcloture time
is expired.

The question is, Will the Senate ad-
vise and consent to the Sullivan nomi-
nation?

Mr. INHOFE. 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), the
Senator from Georgia (Mr. ISAKSON),
and the Senator from Kentucky (Mr.
PAUL).

Mr. DURBIN. I announce that the
Senator from New Jersey (Mr. BOOKER),
the Senator from Illinois (Ms.
DUCKWORTH), the Senator from Min-
nesota (Ms. KLOBUCHAR), the Senator
from Vermont (Mr. SANDERS), and the
Senator from Massachusetts (Ms. WAR-
REN) are necessarily absent.

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

The result was announced—yeas 70,
nays 22, as follows:

[Rollcall Vote No. 396 Ex.]

The

YEAS—T0
Alexander Blunt Capito
Barrasso Boozman Cardin
Blackburn Braun Carper
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Cassidy Hyde-Smith Romney
Collins Inhofe Rosen
Coons Johnson Rounds
Cornyn Jones Rubio
Cortez Masto Kaine Sasse
Cotton Kennedy Scott (FL)
Cramer King Scott (SC)
Crapo Lankford Shaheen
Cruz Leahy Shelb

. v
Daines Lee Sinema
Durbin Manchin .
Enzi McConnell Sullivan
Ernst McSally Tester
Feinstein Merkley Thune
Fischer Moran Tillis
Gardner Murkowski Toomey
Graham Murphy Udall
Grassley Perdue Van Hollen
Hassan Portman Wicker
Hawley Risch Young
Hoeven Roberts

NAYS—22
Baldwin Heinrich Schumer
Bennet Hirono Smith
Blumenthal Markey Stabenow
Brown Menendez Warner
Cantwell Murray Whitehouse
Casey Peters Wyden
Gillibrand Reed
Harris Schatz
NOT VOTING—8

Booker Isakson Sanders
Burr Klobuchar Warren
Duckworth Paul

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
action.

———

EXECUTIVE CALENDAR

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

The senior assistant legislative clerk
read the nomination of Stephen Hahn,
of Texas, to be Commissioner of Food
and Drugs, Department of Health and
Human Services.

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

——————

EXPRESSING THE SENSE OF THE
SENATE THAT IT IS THE POLICY
OF THE UNITED STATES TO
COMMEMORATE THE ARMENIAN
GENOCIDE

Mr. MENENDEZ. Madam President,
as in legislative session, I ask unani-
mous consent the Senate Committee
on Foreign Relations be discharged
from further consideration of S. Res.
150 and the Senate proceed to its imme-
diate consideration.

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

The clerk will report the resolution
by title.

The senior assistant legislative clerk
read as follows:

A resolution (S. Res. 150) expressing the
sense of the Senate that it is the policy of
the United States to commemorate the Ar-
menian Genocide through official recogni-
tion and remembrance.

There being no objection, the com-
mittee was discharged, and the Senate
proceeded to consider the resolution.

Mr. MENENDEZ. Madam President, I
further ask that the resolution be
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agreed to; the preamble be agreed to;
and the motions to reconsider be con-
sidered made and laid upon the table
with no intervening action or debate.

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

The resolution (S. Res.
agreed to.

The preamble was agreed to.

(The resolution, with its preamble, is
printed in the RECORD of April 9, 2019,
under ‘‘Submitted Resolutions.”’)

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

Mr. MENENDEZ. Madam President,
we have just passed the Armenian
genocide resolution recognition. It is
fitting and appropriate that the Senate
stands on the right side of history in
doing so. It commemorates the truth of
the Armenian genocide.

On Monday, we commemorated the
International Day of Commemoration
and Dignity of the victims of the crime
of genocide and of the prevention of
this crime. The UN General Assembly
established this day of remembrance to
commemorate and honor the victims of
genocide and highlight efforts to com-
bat and prevent genocide. Passing this
resolution is a fitting tribute to this
day of remembrance.

I have come to the floor on various
occasions to talk about the history of
the Armenian genocide. An Armenian
priest, Krikoris Balakian, recorded
some of the massacres against the Ar-
menians. He said:

In Ankara and its surroundings, only a
couple hundred miles east of Constantinople,
the killing was done with ‘‘axes, cleavers,
shovels, and pitchforks.” It was like a
slaughterhouse; Armenians were hacked to
pieces . . . infants were dashed on rocks be-
fore the eyes of their mothers.

It was indescribable horror. Even
when Armenians were supposedly de-
ported, the conditions they were forced
to live in made clear that Turkey’s ul-
timate goal was to eliminate the Arme-
nian people.

A visitor to one Turkish city in Octo-
ber of 1915 wrote: ‘“The 16,000 deported
Armenians who were living in the tents
have been sent to Konia in cattle
trucks. At night, while thousands of
these unfortunate people, without food
or shelter, shiver with cold, those
brutes who are supposed to be their
guardians attack them with clubs. And
push them towards the station.
Women, children, and old men are
packed together in the trucks. The
men have to climb on to the top of the
trucks, in spite of the dreadful cold.
Their cries are heart-breaking, but all
is in vain. Hunger, cold, and fatigue,
together with the Government’s deeds
of violence, will soon achieve the exter-
mination of the last remnant of the Ar-
menian people.”

Henry Morgenthau, the U.S. Ambas-
sador for Turkey, from 1913 to 1916, un-
derstood full well what was tran-
spiring. He left his post in early 1916
because, as he later recalled, “My fail-
ure to stop the destruction of the Ar-
menians had made Turkey for me a
place of horror.”

150) was
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American diplomats like Henry Mor-
genthau were on the ground in Turkey,
and they made heroic efforts to help
the Armenian people, but here in Wash-
ington at the time, no one did anything
in the face of this heinous crime.

As former UN Ambassador Samantha
Power wrote in her Pulitzer Prize-win-
ning book, “A Problem from Hell,”
““America’s nonresponse to the Turkish
horrors established patterns that
would be repeated.”

As my colleague from Texas, my co-
sponsor who has been such a stalwart
advocate with me, has very often
noted, this is the first genocide to be
recorded in this century. We know all
too well the horrors in the 20th century
with the Holocaust and other genocides
around the world. So here in the Sen-
ate today, we break those patterns. We
join the House and voted to do so by
passing a resolution affirming the facts
of the genocide, 405 to 11. Today, the
Senate shows the same resolve.

I am deeply grateful to Senator CRUZ
for his stalwart leadership on this issue
and to the 27 other Senators from both
parties who have cosponsored the reso-
lution and demonstrated their commit-
ment to the truth, and the truth fi-
nally will set us free.

I am thankful that this resolution
has passed in a time in which there are
still survivors of the genocide. We will
be able to see that the Senate acknowl-
edges what they left.

Madam President, I yield the floor.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Texas.

Mr. CRUZ. Madam President, I thank
my colleague and friend, the Senator
from New Jersey, for his powerful re-
marks, and I rise today and celebrate a
bipartisan achievement—an achieve-
ment of the Senate; an achievement for
truth; an achievement for speaking the
truth to darkness, for speaking the
truth to evil, for speaking the truth to
murder, for speaking the truth to geno-
cide.

This journey has been a long journey.
Senator MENENDEZ has been fighting
this fight a long time. I have been
proud to stand by his side. This is the
third week in a row we have come to
the Senate floor seeking to pass this
resolution. I am grateful that today we
have succeeded.

The Menendez-Cruz resolution af-
firms U.S. recognition of the Armenian
genocide. It has been far too long in
coming. From 1915 to 1923, the Ottoman
Empire carried out a forced deporta-
tion of nearly 2 million Armenians, of
whom 1.5 million were killed. It was an
atrocious genocide. That it happened is
a fact and undeniable reality.

In fact, the very word ‘‘genocide’ lit-
erally means the killing of an entire
people, and it was coined by Raphael
Lemkin to describe the horrific nature
of the Ottoman Empire’s calculated ex-
termination of the Armenians. It is
why we have the horrid word ‘‘geno-
cide” in our English language.

Over 100 years ago, the world re-
mained silent as the Armenian people
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suffered and were murdered. Even
today, many people are unaware of
what happened. But we must never be
silent in response to atrocity. We have
a responsibility to stand up and speak
the truth. With this resolution, the
United States is now saying it is the
policy of the United States of America
to commemorate the Armenian geno-
cide through official recognition and
remembrance.

We have a moral duty to acknowl-
edge what happened to the 1.5 million
innocent souls who were murdered. It
is the right thing to do. I am grateful
that, today, we have seen every Repub-
lican and every Democrat come to-
gether in support of the bipartisan
Menendez-Cruz resolution. This is a
moment of truth that was far too long
coming.

NATIONAL DEFENSE AUTHORIZATION ACT

Mr. CRUZ. Madam President, I rise
today to celebrate yet another major
bipartisan victory that is included as
part of the National Defense Author-
ization Act that the House has passed
and the Senate is preparing to pass.

As it so happens, today is the 1-year
anniversary—1 year to the very day
that the European Parliament voted
overwhelmingly to condemn the con-
struction of the Nord Stream 2 pipeline
between Russia and Germany. By a
vote of 433 to 105, the Members of the
European Parliament called for the
project to be cancelled because ‘It is a
political project that poses a threat to
European energy security and the ef-
forts to diversify energy supply.”’

In the coming days, the U.S. Con-
gress will answer the call to stop this
profoundly dangerous project. The
House has acted, and the Senate will
act very soon.

As part of the National Defense Au-
thorization Act, sanctions on the Nord
Stream 2 pipeline are included. The
Cruz-Shaheen legislation—legislation I
introduced, bipartisan legislation—
Senator SHAHEEN and I and the Foreign
Relations Committee brought our leg-
islation to a vote. We won an over-
whelmingly bipartisan vote—a vote of
20 to 2—out of the Foreign Relations
Committee.

In the past weeks and months, there
have been extended negotiations to in-
clude this legislation, these sanctions,
in the National Defense Authorization
Act. We have negotiated with Repub-
licans and Democrats—Republicans
and Democrats on the Senate Armed
Forces, on the Foreign Relations Com-
mittee, on the Banking Committee, in
leadership, and also Republicans and
Democrats on the House Armed Serv-
ices Committee, Foreign Relations
Committee, Banking Committee, and
leadership—and we have achieved a re-
markable consensus.

Part of the reason we were able to
achieve this bipartisan victory is that
the sanctions are narrowly targeted,
precisely targeted. The Nord Stream 2
pipeline is a pipeline from Russia to
Germany to carry natural gas that, if
completed, would generate billions of
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dollars for Putin and billions of dollars
that would fund Russian military ag-
gression.

Not only that, if completed, this
pipeline would make Europe even more
dependent on Russian energy and even
more vulnerable to Russian blackmail.
Putin has demonstrated that he is
more than willing to cut off the gas in
the dead of winter as economic black-
mail against his neighbors.

This pipeline is being built this very
moment. It is near completion. The
legislation we are passing is designed
to operate like a scalpel, specifically
directed to the ships that lay in the
deep sea pipeline needed to complete
Nord Stream 2.

There are only five companies on the
face of the Earth with the techno-
logical capability to delay the deep sea
pipeline. Russia does not have one of
those companies.

The Russian Government lacks the
expertise to lay this pipeline. As a re-
sult, Russia has contracted with the
Swiss company, Allseas. Right now, as
we speak, Allseas has a ship called the
Pioneering Spirit that is laying this
pipeline.

The legislation that has passed the
House and that is about to pass the
Senate imposes crippling sanctions on
any company laying this pipeline. It is
designed to operate like a scalpel so it
doesn’t impact anyone else, but if this
legislation operates as Congress in-
tends, as both Republicans and Demo-
crats in the Senate and House intend,
then it will halt construction of this
pipeline overnight.

The best estimates we have are that,
if uninterrupted, the Nord Stream 2
pipeline would be completed by the end
of January. That means the window to
stop the pipeline is vanishingly small.

When the Senate passes the National
Defense Authorization Act, which will
be any day now, and the President
signs it, which will be shortly there-
after, two things need to happen imme-
diately.

No. 1, the Treasury Department and
the administration need to imme-
diately begin working on implementing
these sanctions. I am confident the ad-
ministration will follow the directives
of President Trump. He has said that
Nord Stream 2 is harmful to the na-
tional security interests of the United
States of America, and it is harmful to
Europe.

No. 2, there will be a decision made
by the CEO and corporate leadership of
Allseas. The instant this bill is signed
into law—and we are only days away
from that—if Allseas continues with
construction of the Nord Stream 2
pipeline, even for a single day after
this law is signed, then Allseas risks
crippling sanctions that could dev-
astate the company.

The purpose of this legislation is not
to see those sanctions implemented on
Allseas; the purpose of this legislation
is to stop construction. The only re-
sponsible and rational decision for the
corporate leadership of Allseas to
make is to stop construction.
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My understanding is their contract
with the Russians has an explicit es-
cape path in case sanctions were
passed. So the day this is signed,
Allseas shareholders are at profound
risk if Allseas corporate leadership
does anything other than cease con-
struction and stop the pipeline.

If and when that happens, that will
be an incredible victory. It will be an
incredible victory for Europe, an in-
credible victory for Ukraine, an incred-
ible victory for energy security, and an
incredible victory for jobs in the
United States of America.

It is far better for Europe to be rely-
ing on energy from the United States
than to be fueling Putin and Russia
and dependent on Russia and subject to
economic blackmail. That is why, as I
noted, the European Parliament voted
by a vote of 433 to 105 to condemn Nord
Stream 2.

Passing these Nord Stream 2 sanc-
tions are an incredible victory for the
United States and national security,
but it is also an incredible loss for
Vladimir Putin and Russia.

I commend my Democratic cosponsor
Senator SHAHEEN. I commend the co-
sponsors that this legislation has had,
both Republicans and Democrats in a
bipartisan way, and I commend the
U.S. Senate and the U.S. House for
coming together. At a time when so
many other issues divide us, we have
united in defense of America, in de-
fense of Europe, and in opposition to
Russia’s military aggression. Passing
Nord Stream 2 sanctions is a big, big
deal, and I commend the U.S. Congress
for acting swiftly in the rapidly closing
window we have to stop this project.

I yield the floor.

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr.
YouNG). The Senator from Rhode Is-
land.

HEALTHCARE

Mr. WHITEHOUSE. Mr. President, I
am here to speak about the success of
the Affordable Care Act in Rhode Is-
land. It has been very well managed in
Rhode Island, and it has made a very
big difference in many, many lives.

The marketplace plan that the Af-
fordable Care Act set up in Rhode Is-
land is called Health Source Rhode Is-
land. It has been well run, and it has
been successful. For 2019, it has 34,533
people getting health insurance
through the plan.

We also expanded Medicaid, as the
Affordable Care Act allowed. Under the
Medicaid expansion, 72,000 Rhode Is-
landers got coverage that they didn’t
have before. So if you put those two to-
gether, that is 106,000-plus Rhode Is-
landers who got the benefit, the com-
fort, and the confidence of coverage for
healthcare as a result of this bill. It is
10 percent of our population, and it has
driven our uninsured numbers way,
way down, into low single digits, which
has been a very big win for us.

I will also say that we have taken
very good advantage of the accountable
care organization provisions of the Af-
fordable Care Act, with two of the best
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performing ACOs in the country as two
of our lead primary care provider
groups: Coastal Medical and Primary
Care Partners. They are showing just
terrific results, as they are changing
the way they deliver care. They can do
so because we have changed the way
they can be reimbursed for care.

That Rhode Island snapshot is part of
a larger story of success.

Eleven and a half million Americans
around the country have enrolled in
ACA marketplace insurance in 2019.
There are 11.8 million Medicare bene-
ficiaries who have saved a total of $26.8
billion on prescription drug costs. That
is over $2,200 per senior. That is some-
thing to celebrate. Unfortunately, it is
still at risk in the courts.

President Trump and this Republican
administration are still trying to
knock it down. If they succeed, 133 mil-
lion Americans with preexisting condi-
tions will be at risk of losing
healthcare coverage protections.

One hundred and fifty-six million
Americans with private or employer-
sponsored insurance will lose the con-
sumer protections in the ACA for pre-
ventive care, disallowing lifetime or
annual limits and closing waiting peri-
ods to enroll—things that have really
made a difference in people’s lives.

These are big numbers, and they add
to a tremendous story of success, but
behind the numbers are faces. Every
one of those 34,533 Rhode Islanders who
signed up and got health coverage
through Health Source Rhode Island
has their own story.

Today it is my privilege to come to
the floor of the U.S. Senate to tell the
story of Bridget from Tiverton, RI. I
can’t tell it better than she does, so I
will simply read her story. She says:

For the majority of my life, I have suffered
from chronic pain. Though I am only in my
20’s, I have suffered from acute arthritis in
my left hip due to multiple surgeries to cor-
rect complications from a hip displasia sur-
gery for almost 156+ years. I was told for
years that I was not a candidate for hip re-
placement as I was still growing, so when I
was finally developed enough and found a
surgeon willing to perform the hip replace-
ment surgery, my life felt like it was actu-
ally mine again. Last year, I finally was ap-
proved for a hip replacement. It has been a
year since that day, and I thank God every
day that I was able to receive the help I
need. Without the hip replacement, I would
still be living in bed and confined to a wheel-
chair or crutches.

Without my coverage, the preventive care
that ensured my health would not backpedal
would have been gone. I cannot stress
enough how terrifying the thought of losing
the opportunity of living my life was. I
would not wish this endeavor on anyone, es-
pecially a child without coverage, as I have
been in their situation.

Since my surgery, I have been able to hold
my first full time job, I have been able to
consider going back to college, I have lived
pain free for the first time in practically my
whole life.

No one should have to struggle with chron-
ic issues or be discriminated against because
of pre-existing conditions. Every day I grow
stronger, and my voice, for those who are not
as strong as I am now, grows louder. I will
fight for my right to health care and for oth-
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ers who deserve the treatment they need for
the rest of my life.

Bridget, congratulations. Thank you.
God bless you.

Let us make sure we do not let this
administration tear down the millions
of stories like Bridget’s that they seek
to undo with this reckless litigation.

I yield the floor.

I suggest the absence of a quorum.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
clerk will call the roll.

The legislative clerk proceeded to
call the roll.

Mr. MANCHIN. Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent that the order for
the quorum call be rescinded.

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

COMMITTEE ON ENERGY AND NATURAL
RESOURCES

Mr. MANCHIN. Mr. President, I rise
today to reflect on the accomplish-
ments that Chairman MURKOWSKI, my
colleague and friend on the Energy and
Natural Resources Committee, and I
have been able to make this year.
Today, I will focus on my remarks on
the energy agenda we have put in place
to address climate change, as well as a
path forward for a bipartisan energy
bill.

The year began with my appointment
to ranking member of the committee.
There were some expressions of uncer-
tainty about where Chairman MUR-
KOWSKI and I might lead that com-
mittee, and there was a great deal of
skepticism about my ability and inter-
est in addressing climate change, but I
can assure you it is strong.

On March 5, 2019, we held the first
hearing on climate in the committee in
7 years. Just this morning, we passed
an additional five Energy bills, making
the total count for this year 52 Energy
bills reported out of committee.

We have endlessly examined our Na-
tion’s work on innovation in the en-
ergy and manufacturing sectors, and
we have been reminded that the United
States must lead in this space in order
to ensure we can address climate
change effectively.

As discussions about large climate
bills move forward, it is important that
Congress is doing the work to ensure
we have the technology necessary to
meet the challenge of reducing green-
house gas emissions in a comprehen-
sive and timely way.

In the midst of all the political noise,
our committee has been quietly lead-
ing this effort over the last year. The
strong bipartisan nature of our com-
mittee has enabled us to move dozens
of pieces of legislation that will push
the Department of Energy and the pri-
vate sector into their next phase of re-
search and development as we seek
technological emissions-reducing solu-
tions.

In reflecting on this year’s progress,
I want to highlight that bipartisanship
because I believe it is absolutely the
reason we are delivering solutions wor-
thy of the people of West Virginia,
Alaska, and the entire country. It is

December 12, 2019

simple—the chairman and I talk to
each other, we talk to one another’s
colleagues on either side of the aisle,
and sometimes we disagree, but we
never disrespectfully disagree because
we are friends.

We must come together in this
Chamber to solve this crisis and also
ensure that no community is left be-
hind.

From even before the founding of our
country, my home State of West Vir-
ginia has poured its natural resources
and its human resources into every one
of our Nation’s ambitions. It is well
known that West Virginia has produced
the coal that has powered our grid and
built our steel skyscrapers for decades.
We have literally done the heavy lift-
ing. What you may not know is that
our salt deposits were used to make
gun powder in the French and Indian
and Revolutionary Wars. Our deeply in-
grained culture of hard work and entre-
preneurship led to James Rumsey’s
steamboat innovation in 1787, just as it
is leading to the National Energy Tech-
nology Laboratory’s inventions today.

West Virginians have applied all of
our resources—coal, hydropower, nat-
ural gas, geothermal, wind, solar, and
human ingenuity—to achieve our com-
mon goals. But these natural and
human resources have been tested sig-
nificantly in the past decade. The de-
cline in coal production and use has
gone beyond rising unemployment to
unravel the tax revenues needed for our
schools and communities. These eco-
nomic and workforce downturns have
occurred alongside the opioid crisis,
the doubling of energy costs in our
State, and historic flooding due to cli-
mate change in West Virginia—flood-
ing that resulted in the tragic death of
23 of our friends, families, and neigh-
bors.

None of these obstacles have or will
get the best of West Virginia. Nothing
ever has. Just as the innovators of my
home State have sought to use all the
resources at their disposal to seize op-
portunities and overcome challenges,
we must reflect that resolve here in the
Halls of Congress.

We cannot turn the American energy
system on its head because the costs
will fall too heavily on people in rural
areas and energy-producing regions
like West Virginia. At the same time,
we cannot disregard what the science
tells us about the reality and severity
of climate change.

Across the country, we can clearly
see that the costs of climate change
are mounting, but we need to refocus
our attention on the incredible oppor-
tunities presented by the solutions to
it. Whether that is the upstart solar
company hiring former coal miners in
Jefferson and Cabell Counties; the col-
laboration between oil, gas, and geo-
thermal on new ways to access hot
rocks in Monongalia County; or the in-
sulation installer who retrofits our
homes, the opportunities and the needs
exist in each and every community,
not just on the coasts.
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I have said time and again that the
miners who built our country are the
best workers we can employ to build
our future economy. It is our responsi-
bility as their representatives to in-
clude them and their communities in
the economy of the future by passing
the laws and making the investments
needed to shape that future, creating
those jobs and guiding the private sec-
tor and others toward new, ambitious
climate solutions. That is why I have
pursued bills that will build new en-
ergy and natural resource jobs in rural
communities.

The Advanced Geothermal Innova-
tion Leadership Act would signifi-
cantly invest in new geothermal
projects to unlock new and potentially
vast resources in the Eastern United
States—bringing proven renewable
technologies to fossil fuel-producing
regions.

The Enhancing Fossil Fuel Energy
Carbon Technology Act would make
the first Federal investments in direct
air capture and firm up our commit-
ment to carbon capture, utilization,
and storage—necessary climate solu-
tions and ones that can be built in the
valleys of West Virginia.

The Clean Industrial Technology Act
would incentivize new technologies to
reduce greenhouse gas emissions in in-
dustrial and heavy transport fuel sec-
tors—solutions that reenergize the
manufacturing heartland of the United
States.

These bills and the many others we
have reported out will lay the founda-
tion for meeting our climate goals
while creating the innovation jobs
needed in our rural communities, all
while leading the world.

That brings me back to the bipar-
tisan nature of the Energy and Natural
Resources Committee. The legislation
we have passed in our committee re-
flects the diversity of our Members and
our constituents who have sent us here
on their behalf. These bills invest in
the programs necessary to bring cli-
mate solutions to bear, and they will
create jobs and opportunities.

Our bipartisan work on energy inno-
vation is evidence of the good work
that can be done in Congress and
stands in contrast to the skeptical and
cynical narrative that dominates our
politics today. Our work is far from
done. We will continue to work in a bi-
partisan fashion with our colleagues in
this Chamber and in the House to take
those 52 bills and turn them into an
impactful energy package, one that can
easily and readily move the needle on
reducing emissions and one that can be
signed into law.

I congratulate my dear friend and
colleague Chairman MURKOWSKI and
the members of the committee for
their work, and I look forward to this
Chamber taking up our energy innova-
tion package in the new year.

I yield the floor.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Alaska.

Ms. MURKOWSKI. Mr. President, I
thank my colleague, the ranking mem-
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ber on the Energy and Natural Re-
sources Committee. He is really a
friend on not only energy matters but
on so many of the other initiatives we
have worked on.

As he mentioned, every now and
again, our two States might see things
differently, but we have come to under-
stand where we come from, what we
bring to the table, and figure out how
we can work together collaboratively
and then set that collaborative tone for
the full committee as a whole. I appre-
ciate the opportunity to highlight a
few of the accomplishments we as a
committee have achieved over this
past year.

We had a holiday lunch at the first of
this week with both of our staffs as-
sembled—had some good food—and I
was able to share with all of the staffs
that I felt like we were the committee
that was kind of like ‘““The Little En-
gine that Could’—the children’s story-
book wherein the tiny little engine is
kind of plugging along. We are not
typically the headline-grabbing com-
mittee in this Senate, but just like the
little engine, we kind of put our heads
down and get to work, and we achieve
a lot.

In our case, even in a divided time,
we are seeing good, strong bipartisan
legislation that is helping just about
every Member of our Senate in all
areas of the country.

Think about where we started off
this year. You will recall that it was
unfortunately in the midst of a govern-
ment shutdown. But what we were able
to do even at that time was to move
through a significant victory, and that
was the passage of our sweeping lands
package containing more than 120 indi-
vidual measures that reflected the pri-
orities of dozens of Members in the
Senate and the House. We passed that
out of the Senate 92 to 8, the House
passed it out 363 to 62, and the Presi-
dent signed it shortly thereafter. It
was sweeping. We recognized that it
provided for economic development for
so0 many small communities, protected
treasured landscapes, addressed a range
of sportsmen’s priorities, and perma-
nently reauthorized the Land and
Water Conservation Fund.

It took a long time. There were many
initiatives we had been working
through for a considerable period of
time. But our ability to be able to pass
it shortly after this government shut-
down underscored that even at a time
when we are known for our divisions,
we can still achieve bipartisan success.

The committee really took the mo-
mentum, and we ran with it—as Sen-
ator MANCHIN has pointed out, some 51
bills, 52 bills here. Today, we just
moved 19 bills out of the Energy and
Natural Resources Committee markup.
We have moved out measures that are
focused on energy efficiency, renew-
ables, energy storage, advanced nuclear
energy, carbon capture, utilization,
and storage. We focused on mineral se-
curity, cyber security, and a range of
additional technologies that really
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work to ensure that energy becomes
more affordable as it becomes cleaner.

We have been working very hard on
the public lands side of our jurisdiction
as well. One bill you are sure to hear
more about in the first of the year is
the Restore Our Parks Act, which will
address the multibillion-dollar deferred
maintenance backlog at our national
parks—the crown jewels of our Nation.
That bill provides $6.5 billion over the
next 5 years to fix dilapidated trails,
buildings, roads, bridges, monuments,
and historic markers.

Working on the parks and the land
side, we reported 13 nominees for key
leadership positions at the Department
of Energy, Department of the Interior,
and the FERC. Nearly all of them were
confirmed, ensuring the President has
a good team to carry out our Nation’s
energy and resource policies.

We have also held hearings—about
two a week while we have been in ses-
sion—to highlight the opportunities
and the challenges we face within our
jurisdiction. These range from every-
thing from the need for new and inno-
vative technologies—as Senator
MANCHIN pointed out—to the future of
our Strategic Petroleum Reserve. As
he mentioned, we have held hearings—
many  hearings now—on climate
change, making that a priority among
priorities.

I think it is fair to say we have been
very productive as a committee. We
know the work isn’t done. It is one
thing to report the measures out of
committee; it is another thing to get
them enacted into law. Our eyes are di-
rected right now on these next steps.

Early next year, we hope to bring
much of the work we have processed
through the committee, bring it to the
Senate floor. We are counting on our
colleagues to join us and to help move
these bills to the House and to the
President for his signature. Whether
you are interested in energy innova-
tion, resource security, or access to
public lands, this work should appeal
to just about every Member and pro-
vide a great opportunity to advance
the security, prosperity, and competi-
tiveness of our Nation.

I want to share the deep appreciation
I have for my ranking member, Sen-
ator MANCHIN, and his partnership. We
have navigated some complicated
stretches, but we have done so by
working together to ensure a good out-
come for the committee, for the Sen-
ate, and for the American people. I
think you have seen some of that.

TRIBUTE TO JOHNNY ISAKSON

Mr. President, we saw some of the
good work reflected of a gentleman we
have lauded on the floor now through-
out this week and will continue to laud
because he is a most laudable and won-
derful human being, and that is our
friend, the Senator from Georgia, Mr.
ISAKSON, who will soon be stepping
down after a very good and honorable
career in the U.S. Senate and before
that.
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It was a pleasure to know we were
able to move out of the Energy Com-
mittee this morning. One of the prior-
ities he has been working on is the Pre-
serving America’s Battlefields Act. He
is a great historian and has put a great
deal of himself into advancing that im-
portant legislation.

Another markup I was part of this
morning was in Health, HEducation,
Labor and Pensions, where we moved
out two significant bills that had JOHN-
NY ISAKSON’s fingerprints all over it.
His care, his compassion for the most
vulnerable children who have been
abused—he has been a leader in the
CAPTA legislation that moved out of
that committee by voice vote this
morning.

He was also instrumental in another
measure that moved through the com-
mittee, the Adoption Opportunities
Act. It gives you a glimpse of the range
and the breadth of this extraordinary
legislator, whether it is his great effort
working for our veterans and his lead-
ership on the Committee on Veterans’
Affairs, his leadership on those matters
that he cares so personally and pas-
sionately about in the HELP Com-
mittee, or what we see in the other
committees as we have seen in Energy
with his focus on America’s history.

JOHNNY ISAKSON is not only a great
legislator, a laudable man, but he is
also a true friend. He is one who has re-
minded us all that relationships mat-
ter; that how we speak to one another
matters; that how we treat one another
as human beings and friends matters.

I know that as we say our goodbyes
to Senator ISAKSON from this Chamber,
we will long remember not only the
contributions he has provided from a
legislative perspective and a policy
perspective but as a person and as a
lovely and decent human being.

With that, I yield floor.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Maine.

COMMITTEE ON ENERGY AND NATURAL
RESOURCES

Mr. KING. Mr. President, I rise for a
few moments to compliment my col-
league, the chair of the Energy and
Natural Resources committee, along
with her ranking member, JOE
MANCHIN, who spoke a few minutes ago,
the Senator from West Virginia.

I have done a lot of thinking about
leadership. One of the observations I
have made is that the character and
personality and thoughtfulness of the
leader infect the entire organization.
In this case, the chair and the ranking
member of our committee have pro-
duced one of the most remarkable
records of achievement in a committee
that I have seen since I have been here
over the past year. It has been because
of their willingness to listen, their
willingness to work with all of the
members of the committee—and it is
quite a diverse committee in terms of
geography and in terms of ideology and
in terms of representation of various
interests at the table of the important
questions of energy that face us.
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This has been an amazingly produc-
tive year. I attribute that to the skill
and leadership and character of Sen-
ator MURKOWSKI of Alaska and of Sen-
ator MANCHIN of West Virginia.

It has been a wonderful experience
for me to see what can be done in this
institution. The next step, of course, is
to get to the floor of the U.S. Senate
and move these bills forward, as I
think they can and should, through the
House of Representatives and to the
President.

Again, I rise not only to congratulate
but also to thank the leadership of this
committee for the great work they
have done this year. I look forward to
even better and greater things in the
years to come.

I yield the floor.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Connecticut.

HEALTHCARE

Mr. MURPHY. Mr. President, I am on
the floor briefly today to remind my
colleagues to remind their constituents
that December 15 is the open enroll-
ment deadline for healthcare at
healthcare.gov. This is incredibly im-
portant because if you are uninsured or
you are currently on an Affordable
Care Act plan, if you don’t renew or
sign up by the 15th, you will be frozen
out of the marketplace unless you have
what is called a qualifying event.

As we head back for the weekend, I
want to ensure we do everything we
can to make sure there are aren’t more
people who go into the New Year with-
out insurance than absolutely nec-
essary. This is especially important be-
cause we have seen a big decline in the
number of people who have insurance
in this country since President Trump
took office.

Obviously, we made enormous
progress after the passage of the Af-
fordable Care Act. We were able to get
the percentage of Americans without
insurance down to around 5 percent.
That is really extraordinary. Yet we
have seen that progress reverse. We
have seen more and more people go
without insurance since this adminis-
tration started to wage what is a pret-
ty consistent, remarkable war on the
Affordable Care Act.

As we speak today, the Trump ad-
ministration is in court trying to get
the court system—the Federal court
system—to strike down the entirety of
the Affordable Care Act. If they are
successful in that endeavor, then next
year’s deadline will not matter because
the Affordable Care Act will be gone; 20
million people will lose their health in-
surance; insurers will once again be
able to charge you more because you
have a preexisting condition or your
kid has cancer or you are a woman.

As we fight that court case, we need
to remember that the Affordable Care
Act is still out there and is still very
affordable for millions and millions of
Americans. Seventy percent of enroll-
ees who go on to healthcare.gov find
they qualify for financial help, mean-
ing the sticker price is not actually
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what you pay. The tax credits in
ObamaCare will help you get that pre-
mium lower.

In fact, on average, folks are getting
pretty sizable premiums—in the neigh-
borhood of $500. That could make
healthcare incredibly affordable, even
if the sticker price looks out of your
range.

A woman in Hartford, named Debo-
rah, visited a local enrollment fair
after receiving a letter saying her pre-
miums actually might be going up. She
said this:

That scared me a little bit so I wanted to
come in and have someone explain it to me
whether it was going to go up, decrease, you
know, what were my options. What ended up
happening is that actually my premium went
down for the same plan but I also learned
that just because they renew you that I had
the opportunity to go in and say no, I don’t
want that plan, I want to choose this plan. I
am ecstatic with my new plan. . . . I got edu-
cated on the insurance process and I like
that.

You can still get that help. You can
still get somebody on the phone to
walk you through your choices. I really
encourage people to do that by this
Sunday.

For folks who do find an affordable
plan, I hope you will also step up and
try to help us maintain the protections
and the coverages we have. We have
been fighting a battle with the Trump
administration. It doesn’t like the Af-
fordable Care Act simply because the
President’s name is on it, despite the
fact that Americans don’t want the Af-
fordable Care Act repealed. But the ad-
ministration has been doing everything
within its power to try to make it
harder for people to sign up. The ad-
ministration has rolled back the adver-
tising for the Affordable Care Act.

This is what qualifies for advertising
today—charts on the floor of the U.S.
Senate. The administration has rolled
back the money for the navigators—
the people who help you pick which
plan is right for you. The administra-
tion, for a period of time, threatened to
stop paying insurance companies,
which chilled the interest of insurers
to actually offer plans on these ex-
changes. As I mentioned, the adminis-
tration is going to court to try to un-
roll and unwind the entirety of the act
through a court case.

Lastly, though, what you will find, if
you go and enroll in some States, are
plans that look like an Affordable Care
Act plan on these websites but actually
aren’t. They are what we call junk
plans, short-term plans—plans that
don’t really cover anything. They
might not cover maternity care or ad-
diction care or mental health or pre-
scription drugs. Some of these junk
plans don’t cover you if you get admit-
ted into the hospital on a Friday or
Saturday.

Be careful of those plans because the
sticker price is going to look really
low, but that is for a reason. It is be-
cause they don’t cover anything.

The President has allowed for those
junk plans to be shown right next to
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the Affordable Care Act plan. Make
sure you are signing up for a regulated,
Affordable Care Act plan. That is a
plan that is bronze or silver or gold,
not one of these junk short-term plans
that is not going to be right for the
vast majority of Americans.

It is not too late. Sunday is the dead-
line. If you are in Connecticut, make
sure to go to Access Health CT or your
State exchange, if your State runs an
exchange. If not, you can get
healthcare through
www.healthcare.gov.

I yield the floor.

I suggest the absence of a quorum.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
clerk will call the roll.

The bill clerk proceeded to call the
roll.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Oklahoma.

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

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

Mr. LANKFORD. Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent that the vote
scheduled at 1:45 p.m. begin right now.

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

VOTE ON HAHN NOMINATION

The question is, Will the Senate ad-
vise and consent to the Hahn nomina-
tion?

Mr. LANKFORD. 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 Senators
are necessarily absent: the Senator
from North Carolina (Mr. BURR), the
Senator from Georgia (Mr. ISAKSON),
the Senator from Kansas (Mr. MORAN),
and the Senator from Kentucky (Mr.
PAUL).

Further, if present and voting, the
Senator from Kansas (Mr. MORAN)
would have voted ‘“‘yea.”

Mr. DURBIN. I announce that the
Senator from New Jersey (Mr. BOOKER),
the Senator from Illinois (Ms.
DUCKWORTH), the Senator from Cali-
fornia (Ms. HARRIS), the Senator from
Minnesota (Ms. KLOBUCHAR), the Sen-
ator from Vermont (Mr. SANDERS), and
the Senator from Massachusetts (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 72,
nays 18, as follows:

[Rollcall Vote No. 397 Ex.]

YEAS—T72
Alexander Brown Cornyn
Baldwin Capito Cortez Masto
Barrasso Cardin Cotton
Bennet Carper Cramer
Blackburn Casey Crapo
Blunt Cassidy Cruz
Boozman Collins Daines
Braun Coons Durbin
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Enzi Lee Sasse
Ernst Manchin Scott (FL)
Feinstein McConnell Scott (SC)
Fischer McSally Shaheen
Gardner Menendez Shelby
Graham Murkowski Sinema
Grassley Murphy Sullivan
Hawley Perdue Tester
Hoeven Peters Thune
Hyde-Smith Portman Tillis
Inhofe Risch Toomey
Johnson Roberts Van Hollen
Jones Romney Warner
Kaine Rosen Whitehouse
Kennedy Rounds Wicker
Lankford Rubio Young
NAYS—18
Blumenthal King Schatz
Cantwell Leahy Schumer
Gillibrand Markey Smith
Hassan Merkley Stabenow
Heinrich Murray Udall
Hirono Reed Wyden
NOT VOTING—10
Booker Isakson Sanders
Burr Klobuchar Warren
Duckworth Moran
Harris Paul

The nomination was confirmed.

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

The Senator from South Dakota.

————

LEGISLATIVE SESSION

MORNING BUSINESS

Mr. THUNE. Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent that the Senate
proceed to legislative session and be in
a period of morning business, with Sen-
ators permitted to speak therein for up
to 10 minutes each.

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

——
PALLONE-THUNE TRACED ACT
Mr. THUNE. Mr. President, every

American has had to deal with annoy-
ing and illegal robocalls. All of us have
been interrupted at one time or an-
other by a robocall’s announcing ‘‘You
have won a prize’ or claiming to need
important banking information so that
our accounts will not be closed. These
calls are a major nuisance. Of course,
they are not just a nuisance. Too many
Americans fall victim to sophisticated
robocall scammers and have their
money or identities stolen. These indi-
viduals spend months or years strug-
gling to get their lives back after fall-
ing prey to these scammers.

There are currently laws and fines in
place to prevent scam artists from
preying on people through the tele-
phone. Unfortunately, these measures
have not been sufficient. In many
cases, robocall scammers simply build
the current fines into the cost of doing
business, and the Federal Communica-
tions Commission’s enforcement ef-
forts are hampered by a tight time win-
dow for pursuing violators.

I have been working on this issue
since my time as chairman of the Com-
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mittee on Commerce, Science, and
Transportation, and at the end of last
year, 1 introduced the Telephone
Robocall Abuse Criminal Enforcement
and Deterrence Act, or the TRACED
Act, with my colleague Senator MAR-
KEY.

The Senate passed our bill in May,
and last week our bill was passed by
the House of Representatives. The
TRACED Act provides tools to discour-
age illegal robocalls, protect con-
sumers, crack down on offenders.

Criminal prosecution of illegal
robocallers can be difficult. Scammers
are frequently based abroad and quick-
ly shut down shop before authorities
can get to them, but I believe we need
to make sure there is a credible threat
of criminal prosecution and prison for
those who use robocalls to prey upon
the elderly and other vulnerable Amer-
icans.

The TRACED Act convenes a work-
ing group with representatives from
the Department of Justice, the Federal
Communications Commission, the Fed-
eral Trade Commission, the Depart-
ment of Commerce, the Consumer Fi-
nancial Protection Bureau, State at-
torneys general, and others to identify
ways to criminally prosecute illegal
robocalling.

In the meantime, it expands the win-
dow in which the FCC can pursue
scammers and levy fines from 1 year to
4 years.

The bill also makes it easier for your
cell phone carrier to lawfully block
calls that aren’t properly authenti-
cated, which will ultimately help stop
scammers from getting through to
your phone in the first place.

The TRACED Act also tackles the
issue of spoof calls, where scammers
make the call appear as if it is coming
from some known number.

I remember an article from my home
State a couple of years ago that re-
ported that scammers had successfully
spoofed the number of the Watertown
Police Department. To anyone who re-
ceived a call, it looked as if it really
was the Watertown Police Department

calling.
The TRACED Act also addresses the
issue of so-called one-ring scams,

where international scammers try to
get individuals to return their calls so
they can charge them exorbitant fees,
and it directs the Federal Communica-
tions Commission to convene a work-
ing group to address the problem of il-
legal robocalls being made to hospitals.

There are numerous stories of hos-
pital telephone lines being flooded with
robocalls, disrupting critical lines of
communication, literally, for hours.
This can’t be allowed to go on.

I want to thank Senator MARKEY for
partnering with me on the TRACED
Act, and my House colleagues for ad-
vancing this legislation. I am proud of
the bipartisan support our bill has re-
ceived in both Houses of Congress.

One last step remains before we can
get this bill to the President’s desk,
and that is Senate passage of the final
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bill. I am hoping we can get that done
in the coming days so we can get this
bill to the President before Christmas.

While the TRACED Act may not
eliminate all of the robocalls Ameri-
cans receive, it will go a long way to-
ward making it safe to answer your
phone again.

I look forward to seeing this legisla-
tion signed into law in the very near
future.

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. CASEY. Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent that the order for
the quorum call be rescinded.

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

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

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

HONORING FIRST LIEUTENANT
MICHAEL CLEARY

Mr. CASEY. Mr. President, I rise
today to honor the life of 1LT Michael
Cleary from Dallas, PA. It has been 14
years since his death. Michael is one of
some 288 Pennsylvanians killed in ac-
tion in the wars in Iraq and Afghani-
stan.

First Lieutenant Cleary served as
platoon leader of the Explosive Ord-
nance Disposal Team in E Company,
1st of the 15th Regiment, 3rd Brigade,
3rd Infantry Division of the U.S. Army.

On December 20, 2005, First Lieuten-
ant Cleary was killed in action while
working in a bomb factory mnear
Samarra, Iraq. His platoon was am-
bushed outside the facility. He was just
24 years old.

Even prior to joining the Army, Mi-
chael Cleary was an active member of
his community. He graduated from
Dallas Senior High School in Dallas,
PA, and was a 4-year varsity athlete in
both soccer and tennis. He was captain
of both teams in his senior year. He re-
ceived the Dr. Pepper Soccer MVP
Scholarship and a history scholarship
at high school graduation and was of-
fered academic scholarships at Ursinus
College, Gettysburg, as well as Dickin-
son and Lafayette—all very strong aca-
demic institutions of higher education
in Pennsylvania.

He followed his father’s footsteps and
chose Hamilton College in New York.
While at Hamilton, First Lieutenant
Cleary participated in varsity soccer
and lettered in varsity tennis. After
the September 11, 2001, attacks on our
Nation, he wanted to enlist in the Spe-
cial Forces but chose to follow the ad-
vice of his mother and stayed in school
until completing his studies.

In May 2003, he graduated from Ham-
ilton with honors. During his senior
year, he applied to and was accepted
into the Marine flight officer program.
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He was notified that his class would be
deferred until January. Not wanting to
wait any longer to serve his country,
Michael Cleary decided to enlist in the
U.S. Army. Three weeks after college
graduation, he went to basic training
and earned his airborne wings and sap-
per tab and graduated from the Special
Air Service Antiterrorist Course.

The news of First Lieutenant
Cleary’s death came just before he was
scheduled to return home during the
Christmas season. He was also planning
to get married 2 months after he re-
turned home to his high school sweet-
heart. First Lieutenant Cleary earned
the following awards and decorations:
the Army Achievement Medal, Na-
tional Defense Service Medal, Iraq
Campaign Medal, Global War on Ter-
rorism Service Medal, Army Service
Ribbon, and Overseas Service Ribbon.
His family also received First Lieuten-
ant Cleary’s U.S. Army Bronze Star
and Purple Heart.

Following his death, First Lieuten-
ant Cleary’s father, Jack, described his
last conversation with his son the day
before he died. Jack Cleary is someone
I have gotten to know since his son’s
passing, but here is what Jack said at
that time. I am quoting him directly.
‘““‘He’’—meaning Michael—‘ ‘was very
upset that they were sending home
some of his men without their awards
. . . for things like promotions, and he
was fighting for his men. That is the
kind of officer he was. Michael was a
fine man. He cared about all people,
great and small.”

Jack Cleary knows of what he speaks
because he, himself, served in Vietnam
and, as I mentioned earlier, was also a
graduate of the same college. 1LT Mi-
chael Cleary’s legacy lives on with his
family. His mother, Marianne, is a
member of Gold Star Mothers where
she works to support veterans, mili-
tary families, and her community
every day.

Jon Bellona, Michael’s college room-
mate, is a director and founder of the
1LT Michael Joseph Cleary: Run for
the Fallen, a run across America to
raise awareness about the lives of those
who fought to activate their memories
and to keep their spirits alive. Run for
the Fallen supports organizations that
help wounded veterans, as well as the
families of those killed, and helps aid
the healing process for those Ameri-
cans whose lives have been affected by
war.

All Americans are grateful for the
friends and family of fallen service-
members who not only continue the
legacy of service to the Nation, but
who take their tragedy and turn it into
a force for good.

1LT Michael Cleary is one of so many
bright, talented, and dedicated young
men and women who have died in serv-
ice to our country. While I speak spe-
cifically of Michael today, his story is
the story of thousands of men and
women across our country, hundreds of
them in Pennsylvania who have given
their lives in Iraq and Afghanistan and
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also have given their lives in service of
American values, values like democ-
racy and liberty and rule of law.

As we remember Michael Cleary, we
should also remember the words of
Abraham Lincoln. Abraham Lincoln re-
minded us that people like Michael
Cleary gave, as Lincoln said, ‘“The last
full measure of devotion to our coun-
try.” It is at times like this when we
should remember not only those words,
but also other words from the Gettys-
burg Address, where he said, ‘It is us,
the living, rather, to be dedicated here
to the unfinished work which they who
fought here have thus far so nobly ad-
vanced.”

So that was our charge from Presi-
dent Lincoln all those generations ago.
We must strive every day, whether we
are citizens or public officials, what-
ever our station in life, we must strive
every day to complete that unfinished
work that Lincoln talked about, so
that, as we discuss major security
issues like U.S. withdrawal from Af-
ghanistan or combating the resurgence
of ISIS in the Middle East or exercising
oversight over U.S. military engage-
ments overseas and look increasingly
to try to resolve complicated global
crises, we must not forget that those
who have given the ultimate sacrifice
and service to our country, particu-
larly in the most recent wars, are those
we should remember.

Just consider these numbers of
Americans who have lost their lives in
the wars in Afghanistan and Iraq, with
an additional seven Killed in African
Command operations since 2001. That
number is 6,989 Americans just in those
conflicts, just in that timeframe. These
6,989 Americans includes some 300 serv-
icemembers from Pennsylvania, the
fifth highest total of any State. No. 2,
over 49,000 in that time period have
been wounded, including more than
roughly 2,000 from Pennsylvania. So
6,989 killed since 2001 nationwide and
over 49,000 wounded in that time pe-
riod.

Third, although the administration
refuses to be transparent in its deploy-
ment tracking, press reports indicate
that approximately 19,000 Americans
are currently serving in Iraq and Af-
ghanistan, with an additional 65,000
serving the Persian Gulf and Saudi
Arabia.

This year, Pennsylvania lost MSG
Benjamin Hines of York County, PA,
assigned to the 25th Marine Regiment,
4th Marine Division, Marine Forces Re-
serve. He was killed by a roadside bomb
on April 8 in Parwan Province, Afghan-
istan, along with two other marines:
SSG Christopher Slutman and SGT
Robert Hendricks. Staff Sergeant
Slutman also had family ties to my
home State of Pennsylvania.

While we are so grateful that Penn-
sylvania did not suffer more losses this
year, any loss of life is not only dev-
astating, but should also cause us to
reconsider the nature of our military
commitments overseas. These fighting
men and women are born into families,
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not into divisions and brigades. They
are sons and daughters, husbands and
wives, fathers and mothers. Their love
for their families are matched only by
their devotion to our country, but
many more bear the scars of war.

Some families have a loved one who
served in Iraq or Afghanistan and were
returned home, but who were one of
the more than 49,000 who were wound-
ed. We must not overlook the unusu-
ally high percentage of Iraq and Af-
ghanistan veterans who have died since
returning home, whether from a drug
overdose or suicide or the effects of
combat. Thousands of American fami-
lies continue to pay a terrible price for
the courage and dedication of their
family members who gave life and limb
for this country.

We have much to think about, not
only on this day, but, of course, in this
season—this season of hope, this season
of gratitude, this season of our time to-
gether with our families back home,
but we should especially remember
those families who have loved and lost,
those who have lost someone in com-
bat, those who have lost someone who
served so nobly, served on behalf of the
rest of us.

At this time, Mr. President, I know
you have personal experience with this,
having served yourself, and I know
that you understand this. It is an im-
portant time to remember those who
have given so much for our country,
with the spirit of gratitude for their
service, hope that we don’t have more
losses in the coming year, and with
confidence that they have set a great
example for us.

I yield the floor.

Mr. President, 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. CORNYN. Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent that the order for
the quorum call be rescinded.

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr.
BRAUN). Without objection, it is so or-
dered.

———
RUSSIA INVESTIGATION

Mr. CORNYN. Mr. President, the
chaos in Washington, DC, precipitated
by impeachment mania or our inability
to get what should be relatively
straightforward work done, like the ap-
propriations process and all the gym-
nastics over the USMCA, the U.S.-Mex-
ico-Canada Trade Agreement—in fact,
we are coming down to a deadline on
Friday, the 20th of December, when the
current continuing resolution runs out.

Because of everything that is going
on, many people may not have been
able to pay that much attention—and I
think attention is deserved—to the tes-
timony of Department of Justice In-
spector General Michael Horowitz, who
testified in front of the Senate Judici-
ary Committee yesterday. I know there
was some news coverage of it, but I
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wanted to give some reflections on the
testimony Mr. Horowitz gave.

First of all, the Office of Inspector
General is a very important one. They
are a watchdog to make sure the laws
Congress passes and the rules of the
various agencies—in this case, the De-
partment of Justice—are complied
with. It is really very, very important.

With everything else going on, it is
important to have an impartial inspec-
tor general to conduct that kind of in-
vestigation and to hold people account-
able—something that doesn’t happen
enough here in Washington, DC.

Inspector General Horowitz, along
with his team, was widely praised for
producing an outstanding report this
time on the counterintelligence inves-
tigation of the Trump administration
by the Obama-era Justice Department
and the FBI.

This is a 480-page report. I have a
copy of it right here. It is redacted for
public release. If you look at it on-
line—you can look at it through the
Department of Justice website—you
can see that some of it is redacted or
black marks are drawn through parts
of it to protect certain classified infor-
mation.

But there is more than enough infor-
mation contained in this report to
know that the Crossfire Hurricane in-
vestigation into the Trump administra-
tion by the Obama Justice Depart-
ment, including Comey and the FBI,
was an unmitigated disaster.

Mr. Horowitz highlighted some of the
truly disturbing and alarming facts
about how this Russia investigation
was conducted—how it was initiated
and how it was conducted. There were
mistakes made, including some inten-
tional misconduct, which has now been
referred to the Justice Department for
potential investigation and even charg-
ing and prosecution. This was a trou-
bling report, identifying at least 17 dif-
ferent areas of concern.

The report is full of legal jargon, gov-
ernment acronyms, and a long list of
names most Americans probably don’t
recognize. The bottom line is, beneath
all of this is a pattern of concerning be-
havior that ought to concern everyone
who cares about civil liberties.

At the core of these issues is, under
Director Comey, the FBI’s abuse of the
Foreign Intelligence Surveillance Act,
or FISA. I know people have heard the
reference to FISA, and that is short for
Foreign Intelligence Surveillance Act.
In other words, when our intelligence
services, including the FBI, gather in-
formation, they can’t do that on Amer-
ican citizens absent a showing of prob-
able cause in front of a court. That is
a protection of our civil liberties. When
it comes to foreign intelligence, there
is a different court—the Foreign Intel-
ligence Surveillance Court—that has to
assess and judge whether they have
met the appropriate legal standards.

The inspector general found that the
Comey FBI failed to file accurate ap-
plications to surveil an American cit-
izen by the name of Carter Page.
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There are very exacting require-
ments, very technical but very impor-
tant requirements that the FBI has to
put together, in consultation with the
National Security Division at the De-
partment of Justice, in order to go to
court—the Foreign Intelligence Sur-
veillance Court—and justify issuance of
the authority to gather intelligence on
an individual.

In this case, they claimed that Carter
Page, who was for a time associated
with the Trump campaign—they claim
that they suspected him to be an agent
of a foreign power—in other words,
Russia.

The way these documents were pre-
pared and the way in which this matter
was pursued was hardly a stellar per-
formance by the Comey FBI, and I will
mention that here in a moment. Once
that FISA warrant is issued, as it was
on an American citizen—Carter Page—
that individual’s private communica-
tions then come into the hands of the
FBI as part of their investigation of a
potential agent of a foreign power.

As I said yesterday and reiterated to
Inspector General Horowitz this morn-
ing—or yesterday morning—spying on
an American citizen is not something
to be taken lightly. None of us should
view this as a trivial matter. That is
why there are such strong protections
in place to prevent an abuse of power.

One of those backstops is the Foreign
Intelligence Surveillance Court—a spe-
cialized court appointed by Chief Jus-
tice Roberts, Chief Justice of the Su-
preme Court of the United States, that
sits in rotation for a time to look at
the government’s applications for these
warrants under the Foreign Intel-
ligence Surveillance Act. You can
imagine that when that court makes
important decisions involving the na-
tional security of the United States or
the civil liberties of an American cit-
izen, they need to have a full picture.
They need to have the utmost candor
exercised by the FBI of all the details
and information surrounding the issue
at hand. Again, this is no trivial mat-
ter. The court is determining whether
the government has a compelling case
to secretly spy on an American’s com-
munications.

Unfortunately, as we heard from Mr.
Horowitz, the FBI, under Director
Comey, fell dramatically short of that
goal. The application for something as
serious as a foreign intelligence sur-
veillance warrant should be free from
error, let alone intentional lies. Unfor-
tunately, Inspector Horowitz found 17
different instances where the FBI
agents involved in securing this FISA
warrant failed that standard.

First of all, the inspector general
identified 7 mistakes in the original
application and an additional 10 in 3 re-
newals, for a total of 4 separate war-
rants under the Foreign Intelligence
Surveillance Act. These applications
weren’t put together and examined by
rank-and-file agents; these errors came
from three handpicked teams that
didn’t raise any red flags for high-level
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senior officials—something that Mr.
Horowitz said made him deeply con-
cerned, which is a feeling I share.

One of the most glaring errors was
the applications’ reliance on a deeply
flawed private intelligence report—op-
position research paid for by the Clin-
ton campaign and the Democratic Na-
tional Committee—on Donald Trump.
This is called the Steele dossier, as
people have heard that reference. Mr.
Steele is a former intelligence officer
who worked for the British Govern-
ment, the British intelligence services,
but he had long since retired from his
government service, and now he was
out for hire to dig up information—in
this case, on a political candidate in
the Presidential election in 2016.

One of the biggest concerns we have
all had since the 2016 election is Rus-
sian interference in our elections.
Sometimes this is called active meas-
ures, where they merely try to sow dis-
cord and dissent by social media use,
by propaganda, and by intelligence
services leaking information.

I asked Attorney General Barr, be-
fore the Judiciary Committee earlier
this year, whether he could state with
confidence that the Steele Dossier,
which we know was paid for by the
Democratic National Committee and
the Clinton administration, was not a
part of this Russian disinformation
campaign, whether he could say it was
not. The Attorney General said no, he
could not.

FBI attorneys assisting in the Cross-
fire Hurricane investigation called it a
‘“close call” on whether they had suffi-
cient justification to ask the Foreign
Intelligence Surveillance Court to
issue a warrant so they could collect
intelligence on an American citizen,
Carter Page. What made that a close
call? What turned a close call into the
granting of that authority? Well, it
was the Steele dossier. It was a hit
piece, really—called that by one of our
intelligence agencies—based on inter-
net rumor, not based on verified infor-
mation. That was used by the Crossfire
Hurricane team to apply to the Foreign
Intelligence Surveillance Court to get
a warrant issued to surveil and spy on
an American citizen.

Although I know that taking a look
at the real source of the Steele dossier
was outside the realm of the inspector
general’s duties, it is worth inves-
tigating because it played a central
and essential role in the FBI's FISA
applications. That is what Mr. Horo-
witz found.

Mr. Horowitz found on one occasion
serious and intentional misconduct on
the part of an FBI lawyer, and he now
has referred that lawyer for criminal
prosecution. But the explanations they
offered for the other errors were com-
pletely unsatisfactory, and they should
not be overlooked or excused. Attorney
General Barr echoed that in a TV
interview earlier this week. I trust him
and Mr. Durham to get to the bottom
of it. They have more authority than
the inspector general to compel the
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production of evidence in testimony—
much like a grand jury, as opposed to
what the inspector general had, which
was basically a voluntary willingness
of witnesses to come forward and to
look at the FBI’s internal files.

To make matters worse, even as new
and exculpatory information—informa-
tion that tended to show innocence—
came to light on Carter Page, this in-
formation was not reflected in what
the FBI filed when they requested a
foreign intelligence surveillance war-
rant from the court.

You have to wonder—if this level of
mishandling is occurring in a high-pro-
file investigation of a Presidential can-
didate, someone who would later be-
come the leader of the free world, what
kind of protections are in place for av-
erage American citizens?

We place an enormous amount of
trust in the U.S. Government to keep
us safe and also to respect and uphold
our constitutional rights. So seeing
these types of errors, intentional and
unintentional, slipping through the
cracks in such a sensitive investigation
doesn’t give me much confidence that
it is not happening in other cases.

Another question I asked the inspec-
tor general was on something called de-
fensive counterintelligence briefings.
This is a little bit arcane, but let me
explain.

There are two different types of in-
vestigations by the FBI. One is of a po-
tential criminal prosecution. We are
all familiar with that. But the second
role that the FBI plays is conducting
counterintelligence investigations—in
other words, protecting the American
people and our national security from
the attempts by foreign actors, malign
foreign actors to gain intelligence on
the U.S. Government and the American
people, to our detriment and to the
detriment of our national security.

One of the things Loretta Lynch, who
was Attorney General under Barack
Obama, said is that in a counterintel-
ligence investigation, defensive brief-
ings are routine. In other words, if the
Presiding Officer were a target of a
Russian intelligence operation—some-
body had bumped into you at the gro-
cery store or shown up at your Kkid’s
soccer game or perhaps shown up at
your work, and you began to wonder,
who this person and why have they
taken such interest in me?—well, if the
FBI discovers information that indi-
cates this is part of an effort to recruit
an American citizen to become an asset
for the Russian intelligence services,
what the FBI is obligated to do is to
give a defensive briefing where they
might tell the Presiding Officer or me
or anybody else who might be targeted
“This is what is happening to you, so
be on your guard. Don’t think this is
innocent. Protect yourself,”” and in so
doing, protect the national security of
the United States.

These briefings, we learned from Lo-
retta Lynch, are routine. They are
given routinely to political candidates,
to individuals, and to companies that
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hear from the FBI about those poten-
tial threats so they can take steps to
protect themselves.

We know that both Presidential can-
didates of 2016—Donald Trump and Hil-
lary Clinton—received some kind of de-
fensive briefing in August of 2016, but
the so-called defensive briefing for the
Trump campaign was unique in a num-
ber of aspects.

At the time the FBI believed the
Russians were trying to infiltrate the
Trump campaign, you would think that
would have been a prime opportunity
to share that information with Can-
didate Trump and his campaign so he
could tell the people on his campaign:
Be on your guard, and don’t engage in
any unnecessary contact with people
whom you don’t know and who might
have malign motives.

The FBI could have advised the
Trump campaign about these potential
threats and given them their profes-
sional advice on how to mitigate the
concerns, but that didn’t happen in the
case of the Trump campaign. Instead of
warning the Trump campaign about
possible Russian efforts, they actually
inserted—the FBI inserted a case agent
into the briefing and used that as an
opportunity to collect information in
support of their own criminal inves-
tigation of GEN Michael Flynn.

It is not only unfair to insert an FBI
agent into an otherwise benign setting
in order to collect information on an
American citizen in a criminal inves-
tigation, obviously General Flynn did
not know the FBI was trying to do this
under a pretext, so he couldn’t say: I
would like to talk to a lawyer. I would
like to know that what I say can’t be
used against me in a court of law. In
other words, all of the normal protec-
tions under the Bill of Rights that
would be given to somebody under a
criminal investigation were not af-
forded because of this pretextual defen-
sive briefing where the FBI agent
slipped in in order to collect informa-
tion.

Here is the bottom line: This defen-
sive briefing of the Trump campaign
lasted a whopping 13 minutes—hardly
enough time to convey the sort of in-
formation you would want to a polit-
ical campaign. I can tell you that if the
FBI came to me and told me that some
foreign actor was trying to infiltrate
my campaign, I would want to know
about it, and I would want to tell the
people who volunteered in the cam-
paign to knock it off. But President
Trump, when he was a candidate, was
not given that information or the op-
portunity to shut it down, which he
should have been.

Director Wray, to his credit, after
hearing about that, has accepted the
recommendations of the inspector gen-
eral and has moved quickly to try to
rectify some of these practices, and he
has already issued corrective action on
them. This doesn’t negate the fact that
the American people’s trust in their
government to protect them has been
harmed by the Comey FBI.
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We need the American people’s con-
fidence in the laws the Congress passes,
the constitutional rights they enjoy
under our Constitution, and the over-
sight that Congress performs and that
the FBI and the intelligence commu-
nity are going to be required to play by
the rules of the road and not jeopardize
the civil liberties of any American,
much less a candidate for the U.S.
Presidency. This is something I will
talk about more at another time.

Chairman GRAHAM of the Judiciary
Committee assures me that yesterday’s
very important hearing, at which In-
spector Horowitz testified, will not be
the last hearing on this matter but
merely the first. There is more to
come, as there well should be.

I yield floor.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ma-
jority leader.

———

NATIONAL DEFENSE AUTHORIZA-
TION ACT FOR FISCAL YEAR
2020—CONFERENCE REPORT

Mr. McCONNELL. Mr. President, I
ask that the Chair lay before the Sen-
ate the conference report accom-
panying S. 1790.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
Chair lays before the Senate the con-
ference report, which will be stated by
title.

The senior assistant bill clerk read as
follows:

The committee of conference on the dis-
agreeing votes of the two Houses on the
amendment of the House to the bill (S. 1790)
to authorize appropriations for fiscal year
2020 for military activities of the Depart-
ment of Defense, for military construction,
and for defense activities of the Department
of Energy, to prescribe military personnel
strengths for such fiscal year, and for other
purposes, having met, have agreed that the
Senate recede from its disagreement to the
amendment of the House and agree to the
same with an amendment and the House
agree to the same, signed by a majority of
the conferees on the part of both Houses.

Thereupon, the Senate proceeded to
consider the conference report.

(The conference report is printed in
the House proceedings of the RECORD of
December 9, 2019.)

CLOTURE MOTION

Mr. MCCONNELL. Mr. President, I
send a cloture motion to the desk.

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

The senior assistant bill clerk read as
follows:

CLOTURE MOTION

We, the undersigned Senators, in accord-
ance with the provisions of rule XXII of the
Standing Rules of the Senate, do hereby
move to bring to a close debate on the con-
ference report to accompany S. 1790, an
original bill to authorize appropriations for
fiscal year 2020 for military activities of the
Department of Defense, for military con-
struction, and for defense activities of the
Department of Energy, to prescribe military
personnel strengths for such fiscal year, and
for other purposes.

Mitch McConnell, John Boozman, Kevin
Cramer, John Cornyn, Mike Crapo,
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Shelley Moore Capito, Pat Roberts,
John Thune, James Lankford, James
E. Risch, Deb Fischer, Lamar Alex-
ander, Richard Burr, John Barrasso,
James M. Inhofe, Johnny Isakson,
Steve Daines.

Mr. McCONNELL. I ask unanimous
consent that the mandatory quorum
called be waived.

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

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

AUTHORIZATION FOR USE OF MILITARY FORCE

AND NATIONAL DEFENSE AUTHORIZATION ACT

Mr. UDALL. Mr. President, I rise to
discuss Congress’s ongoing failure to
assert our constitutional war powers.
This failure is the root cause of two
pressing concerns that we currently
face: first, the seemingly endless U.S.
involvement in Middle East wars; and,
second, the very real possibility that
the Trump administration will involve
us in more of them.

The Founders were clear in their in-
tent. The Constitution squarely places
the authority to ‘‘declare war’—that is
the phrase in the Constitution—and
places it clearly with Congress and
Congress alone. The Founders did this
for good reason. For centuries, Euro-
pean monarchs had drained royal cof-
fers, levied heavy taxes, and lost count-
less lives in wars that benefited them-
selves and not the people.

As Elbridge Gerry from Massachu-
setts said during the Constitutional
Convention, after another delegate sug-
gested giving this war power to the
President: “‘[I] never expected to hear
in a republic a motion to empower the
Executive alone to declare war.”

The Founders vested this most con-
sequential power in the legislative
branch so that any decision to go to
war would have broad public support.
Since the Republic’s beginning, there
has been a tension between the Con-
gress and the executive branch regard-
ing the use of this power.

In the modern era, the balance has
been upended. Our ability and willing-
ness to effectively check the Executive
on war powers is dangerously dimin-
ished. Congress has not declared war
for any of our major conflicts since
World War II. But after the bloody,
prolonged, and politically divisive
Vietnam War, Congress passed a War
Powers Resolution of 1973, overriding
the veto of President Nixon. That reso-
lution requires Congress to issue an au-
thorization for use of military force, or
an AUMF.

Immediately after 9/11, a nearly
unanimous Congress—myself in-
cluded—authorized force against the
perpetrators, al-Qaida and those who
harbored them, by which we meant the
Taliban government in Afghanistan.
The 2001 AUMEF authorized the United
States’ entering conflict in Afghani-
stan to root out al-Qaida.

The Taliban was then expelled from
power. Al-Qaida in Afghanistan has
been defeated. Osama Bin Laden is
dead. And the now 18-year-old AUMF
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has outlived its purpose, as a stunning
Washington Post expose on the Afghan
war has now made clear.

The war in Afghanistan is the longest
in U.S. history, but it no longer has a
clear purpose. The Washington Post
successfully sued for access to pre-
viously undisclosed government docu-
ments, dubbed the ‘‘Afghanistan Pa-
pers.” These 2,000 pages of interviews
and memos from senior military, diplo-
matic, and White House officials tell a
shocking and tragic story. Three sepa-
rate administrations have had no well-
formed mission for the war but fought
on anyway and repeatedly misled the
American people.

According to the head of the NATO
command in Afghanistan in 2006,
‘““there was no coherent long-term
strategy there.” The next NATO com-
mander, Army LTG Dan McNeill said:

I tried to get someone to define for me
what winning meant, even before I went
over, and nobody could. Nobody would give
me a good definition of what it meant. . . .
There was no NATO campaign plan—a lot of
verbiage and talk, but no plan.

A senior diplomat under President
Obama said:

If T were to write a book, its [cover] would
be: ‘““America goes to war without knowing
why it does.”

Over and over, senior officials de-
scribe the lack of strategic goals. All
the while, the government lied to the
American people, claiming success
when there was none.

This war has cost 157,000 lives, more
than 775,000 American troops have been
deployed, 2,300 American military per-
sonnel have been killed, and more than
20,000 have been wounded. It has cost
the American people over $2 trillion—
$2 trillion. These costs are tragic, inex-
cusable, and it is time for this war to
end.

The executive branch isn’t the only
branch at fault. Congress has sat back
and let the Executives stretch the
AUMF to the point of breaking. We
have ducked the debates. We have
ducked the hard votes. We need to
change that, and we can start with Af-
ghanistan.

In March, Senator PAUL and I intro-
duced the American Forces Going
Home After Noble Service Act. This act
would responsibly pull our troops out
of Afghanistan. The act declares vic-
tory in Afghanistan, acknowledging
that the original objectives have large-
ly been met. It sets guidelines for the
safe and orderly withdrawal of troops,
and it repeals the 2001 AUMEF once and
for all. We should have a vote on this.

Afghanistan is just the largest of our
ongoing Middle Eastern wars. The 9/11
AUMF has been used to justify mili-
tary ventures all around the world—41
times to justify military action in 14
countries. I voted for this authoriza-
tion, and I know full well that Con-
gress did not intend that. More unau-
thorized conflicts are looming on the
horizon.

I was encouraged earlier this year
when the House passed—and a majority
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of the Senate supported—my amend-
ment to prohibit war with Iran absent
congressional authorization.

Tensions with Iran have grown since
the President withdrew from the inter-
national agreement preventing Iran
from developing nuclear weapons. It
has been a year and a half since the
President dropped out of the agree-
ment, claiming he could get a ‘‘better
deal” and mounting his ‘‘maximum
pressure’’ strategy. Since then, we
haven’t gotten anywhere close to a bet-
ter deal, but we have gotten much clos-
er to war.

This June we were 10 minutes away
from the President’s calling a strike on
Iran, 10 minutes away from military
escalation in the Gulf. While the Presi-
dent’s maximum pressure campaign
has not succeeded in forcing Iran into a
better deal, it has succeeded in pushing
Iran to breach the nuclear agreement,
and it has led to a cycle of violence in
the region and from Iran, attacking
commercial ships in the Gulf of Oman,
moving short-range ballistic missiles
into Iraq, and threatening U.S. troops
in Israel.

Since May, the President has in-
creased troop presence by 14,000 in the
Middle East, and after initially deny-
ing it, the Pentagon is considering
sending an additional 14,000 troops. The
risk of war with Iran is very real,
whether intentionally or by mistake,
miscalculation, or misjudgment. And
the President claims he can go to war
against Iran without congressional ap-
proval.

In September, this body held a his-
toric vote, voting 50 to 40 to include
the Udall-Kaine-Paul amendment to
the National Defense Authorization
Act to prohibit funding for war with
Iran without congressional authoriza-
tion. We took a giant step forward to
assert our constitutional authority.

This amendment was germane and by
rule it should have been included in the
final Senate NDAA, but the majority
leader forced a 60-vote threshold that
should not have been applied. Never-
theless, the House version did include
the prohibition, and with Senate ma-
jority support, it should have been in-
cluded in the conference.

This week, the Senate and the House
conference committee just released
their NDAA conference report. I am
deeply disappointed that they did not
include our amendment. This is a
major missed opportunity to take back
our authority and a missed oppor-
tunity to stop expansion of war and
U.S. interventionism in the Middle
East. Another terribly missed oppor-
tunity is the NDAA’s failure to include
a provision to eliminate U.S. support
for Saudi Arabia’s disastrous war in
Yemen.

Under the authority of the 2001
AUMPF, our troops are supporting Saudi
Arabia in its war against the insurgent
Houthi, but the Houthi are also fight-
ing al-Qaida, the actual target of the
AUMF. We are fighting a group fight-
ing against al-Qaida. This is a prime
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example of the misuse of this author-
ization.

The human cost is horrific. Since
2015, more than 100,000 people have
been killed in Yemen, including more
than 12,000 Yemeni citizens. More than
20 million Yemenis need humanitarian
aid. There is no compelling U.S. na-
tional security interest in aiding the
Saudis in this war. We should not be
lending support to a war that the inter-
national community recognizes as a
humanitarian disaster.

In April, both Houses voted on a bi-
partisan basis to remove our troops
from this conflict unless Congress au-
thorized force. The President vetoed
that bipartisan bill. The NDAA con-
ference committee missed an oppor-
tunity to step up and direct the Presi-
dent to take us out of the Saudi-Yemen
conflict. Again, Congress is ducking its
duties. For too long, Congress has hid-
den from making the hard decisions,
from taking the tough votes. We have
deferred to the Executive under Repub-
lican and Democratic administrations
alike. The Founders placed this power
in our hands for a good reason. Those
reasons are as sound today as they
were two centuries ago.

This is not a political issue. It is not
a red or blue issue. It is not a Repub-
lican or Democratic issue. It is a con-
stitutional issue. It goes to the core of
our Constitution and our war powers in
the legislative branch in Congress. Ev-
eryone here has sworn to uphold the
Constitution. We can do so by uphold-
ing, not running from, our constitu-
tional responsibilities.

I yield the floor.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Iowa.

TRIBUTE TO JOHNNY ISAKSON

Ms. ERNST. Mr. President, JOHNNY
ISAKSON will be a legend in the Senate.
His life is marked with such tremen-
dous service. From his time in the
Georgia Air National Guard to his serv-
ice in the Georgia house and senate,
and on to the U.S. House and the Sen-
ate, Johnny has been making his home
State proud every single step of the
way.

As a fellow veteran, I can’t tell you
how much I especially appreciate Sen-
ator ISAKSON’s relentless and dedicated
focus on veterans’ issues. As chairman
of the Senate Veterans’ Affairs Com-
mittee, he has worked tirelessly to put
our veterans first.

One of the most important pieces of
legislation we worked on together was
the VA MISSION Act. Veterans in Iowa
and in Georgia are oftentimes living in
rural areas or are simply homebound.
So with the VA MISSION Act, I knew
that Johnny would be a great ally and
partner to make sure that we
prioritized telehealth and ensure that
veterans could receive necessary care
closer to home, and we did just that.

Folks, the MISSION Act is truly
landmark legislation that is making a
difference in the lives of countless vet-
erans across our Nation. It would not
have been possible without the hard
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work and the diligent efforts of our col-
league Senator JOHNNY ISAKSON. He un-
derstands the importance of building
relationships and working across the
aisle, putting our veterans ahead of
politics, and getting his job done. His
determination and commitment to vet-
erans is remarkable, and I will forever
be grateful for his leadership in this
particular area.

I have been asked many times what I
am going to miss about JOHNNY
ISAKSON. Well, there is quite a lot that
I will miss about Johnny, but if I had
to narrow it down to just a few things,
I would say, first, his joy. Johnny al-
ways—always—has a smile on his face.
His joy truly is contagious, and it is
genuine. He loves serving the people of
Georgia, and you can’t help but smile
when you see JOHNNY ISAKSON.

Second is his passion. There is abso-
lutely no doubt in anyone’s mind
around here that Senator JOHNNY
ISAKSON loves his country. You can see
it when he speaks on the floor of the
Senate and in the way he works with
colleagues to fulfill his duties as a Sen-
ator. Georgians really should be very
proud of him.

Finally, for me, I would have to say
his encouragement. When I see Johnny
in the halls or in the cloakroom, al-
ways—no matter how quickly I seem to
be walking—he smiles. He will stop me,
and he will always speak an encour-
aging and a very kind word. I know he
does this not just with his Republican
colleagues but also with our Demo-
cratic friends. While you will not see
that on TV or in the headlines, it is
real, and it is JOHNNY ISAKSON.

That leads me to what I will miss
most of all. I will miss Johnny, plain
and simple. He has never taken his eye
off the ball. He has been committed
and he has been focused on serving the
people of his home State that he loves
so dearly. We will miss Johnny. He has
been a tremendous colleague and a
friend to all of us.

Johnny, you will be missed on this
floor and in these halls. From one vet-
eran to another, thank you for all you
have done for our great veterans, not
just in Georgia, not just in Iowa, but
all across our Nation. May God bless
you, JOHNNY ISAKSON, and may God
bless your family. Thank you for your
service.

I yield the floor.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Arkansas.

HONORING STEPHEN CARR

Mr. COTTON. Mr. President, Stephen
Carr has been described by friends as a
“‘gentle giant” and ‘‘all-American
boy.” He enjoyed hunting and fishing.
He played on the offensive line at
Southwest Baptist University.

He came from a law enforcement
family. He always knew he wanted to
be a police officer, so it was little sur-
prise when Stephen joined the Fayette-
ville Police Department 2% years ago.
He served with professionalism and
valor in those 2V years as a patrol offi-
cer in the Dickson Street entertain-
ment district.
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Sadly, Officer Carr was in his patrol
car Saturday night when he was am-
bushed by a gunman looking for an of-
ficer to kill. Carr’s fellow police heard
the gunshots and responded to the
scene within seconds. With little re-
gard for their own safety, they pursued
the gunman down an alley. When con-
fronted, they met force with force and
took him down. The whole incident
took just minutes from start to finish.

Emergency services were on the
scene within an instant, but despite
their best efforts, they couldn’t save
Officer Carr. He succumbed to his
wounds on the scene, as did his killer.
Officer Carr was only 27 years old.

This tragedy reminds us of the ter-
rible risks officers face every day when
they put on the uniform and the badge,
not knowing whether they will be alive
to take it off that night. Already this
year, 118 officers across America have
been killed in the line of duty. Some
were the victims of random tragedies.
Others, like Officer Carr, were targeted
by a criminal class that hates what the
police represent: law and order.

Since Officer Carr’s killing, two more
officers have fallen in the line of duty.
Detective Joseph Seals, a 15-year vet-
eran of the Jersey City Police Depart-
ment, was shot to death while ap-
proaching two suspected killers. Ser-
geant Kaila Sullivan, a 16-year veteran
of the Nassau Bay Police Department,
was struck and killed by a fleeing sus-
pect in a vehicle. All of these fallen of-
ficers will be remembered as heroes.

In Arkansas, especially, we will re-
member Officer Carr, whose watch
ended on December 7, 2019. May he rest
in peace.

HONORING STOREKEEPER 1ST CLASS JOHN
WILLIAM CRAIG

Mr. President, Navy Storekeeper 1st
Class John William Craig of Monroe,
AR, perished aboard the USS Oklahoma
on December 7, 1941, a date which will
live in infamy. On that day, Imperial
Japanese bombers shattered the morn-
ing calm at Pearl Harbor, killing Petty
Officer Craig and more than 2,000 of his
brothers in arms.

Nearly eight decades later, however,
his remains were listed as unknown
and interred at the National Memorial
Cemetery of the Pacific in Honolulu.
He was reported as missing in action,
but Petty Officer Craig is missing no
more. Thanks to the outstanding work
of the Defense POW/MIA Accounting
Agency, his remains were accounted
for in 2017, and just last weekend, on
the 78th anniversary of the attack on
Pearl Harbor, he arrived home in Ar-
kansas to his final resting place.

Petty Officer Craig’s burial is a long-
overdue moment of honor for a brave
sailor. It is also a moment of hope for
our many military families whose
loved ones haven’t yet been found—a
reminder that our Nation will not rest
until every one of our missing heroes is
back in our arms or laid to rest with
honor.

We have now fulfilled this solemn
pledge to Petty Officer Craig. Nearly 80
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yvears after his disappearance, we have
affirmed once again that the United
States leaves no man behind on the
battlefield.

FENTANYL SANCTIONS ACT

Mr. President, synthetic opioids like
fentanyl kill tens of thousands of
Americans each year. They are a ter-
rible accelerant that has fueled the
worst drug crisis in our Nation’s his-
tory, killing more people every year
than died in the entire Vietnam war.

These drugs aren’t made here in the
United States. No, they are flooding
across our borders from overseas, traf-
ficked by cartels, and, even unwit-
tingly, sometimes by the U.S. Postal
Service.

Synthetic opioids are often produced
in superlabs by the drug cartels that
are terrorizing our border commu-
nities. But the ingredients for those
drugs—and sometimes the drugs them-
selves—can be traced back to a dif-
ferent source: China, whose vast phar-
maceutical and chemical industries
frequently have been abused to poison
our fellow citizens.

The Chinese Communist Party has
been waging an opium war in reverse
against the United States for far too
long. As tens of thousands of Ameri-
cans have perished from overdoses, Chi-
nese officials have turned a blind eye
to the drug criminals who have prof-
ited off of our pain. But now, desperate
for a trade deal to save its sputtering
economy, Beijing has finally promised
to crack down on fentanyl and other
synthetic opioids. But we would be
naive to trust any promise from Chi-
nese Communists, especially this one.

It is time that we take matters into
our own hands. That is exactly what we
will do in the 2020 National Defense Au-
thorization Act, which includes my bill
introduced with Senator SCHUMER to
sanction foreign drug dealers in China,
Mexico, and elsewhere. The bill also
urges the President to work with our
allies to impose even tougher multilat-
eral sanctions against foreign drug
dealers. It authorizes new funding for
law enforcement and the intelligence
community for counternarcotics ac-
tivities. It establishes a commission to
find new ways to stop the flow of drugs
from overseas.

This bill will soon be signed by the
President and become law. This is wel-
come news for law enforcement and for
families who are battling the crisis of
opioid addiction, and it is bad news for
the Chinese Communist Party and for-
eign drug dealers around the world who
are responsible for the poisoning of so
many Americans.

PROTECTING EUROPE’S ENERGY SECURITY ACT
OF 2019

Mr. President, 70 years after the cre-
ation of NATO, the biggest external
threats to the alliance are our revi-
sionist adversaries—China and Russia.
Unfortunately, however, the alliance
faces some internal threats, too,
among the allies themselves, who too
often fail to take these adversaries se-
riously. Instead, they strike dangerous
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deals with the very powers that threat-
en to destroy all of us.

Consider the Nord Stream 2 pipeline
project between Germany and Russia.
Germany touts the pipeline’s commer-
cial benefits, but Russia sees it dif-
ferently—as a strategic tool to divide
Europe and thus to strengthen its fic-
tional claim to dominion over parts of
Eastern Europe.

The Nord Stream 2 pipeline would ef-
fectively double the amount of natural
gas Russia could export to Europe
along a route that bypasses the alli-
ance’s eastern frontier. This would
deepen the NATO members’ reliance on
Russian gas while it would enhance
Putin’s ability to engage in energy
blackmail, just as he has done in the
past. For example, in 2009, Russia shut
off the flow of natural gas to Europe
during a dispute with Ukraine, causing
energy shortages across the entire con-
tinent in the dead of winter. Putin’s
opportunities for such blackmail will
only increase if Nord Stream 2 is com-
pleted because he will be able to ship
his gas to Western Europe without its
transiting BEastern Europe. Therefore,
he will be able to blackmail Eastern
Europe while the Germans will sit
warm and toasty in their living
rooms—indifferent to the plight of
their NATO allies to the east.

This pipeline is almost complete, so
the timeline for action is short. Thank-
fully, the National Defense Authoriza-
tion Act includes our bill to impose
mandatory sanctions on companies
that are constructing, insuring, or fi-
nancing Vladimir Putin’s pipeline to
Europe. These sanctions are a dem-
onstration of our commitment to the
strength and security of the whole
NATO alliance.

I urge the German Government and
all companies involved in this dan-
gerous endeavor to pull back before it
is too late and to consider the serious
consequences that Nord Stream 2 could
have for their security as well as for
the security of the NATO alliance as a
whole.

JUNIOR RESERVE OFFICERS’ TRAINING CORPS
HOMESCHOOL

Mr. President, homeschooling par-
ents sacrifice a lot when they make the
legitimate and indeed very admirable
choice to personally educate their chil-
dren. In effect, these parents are mak-
ing the choice to go back to school
themselves so that their kids may re-
ceive well-rounded and faithful edu-
cations.

Their sacrifices pay off in spades.
Homeschooled students consistently
prove to be outstanding citizens be-
cause they are taught the importance
of patriotism, faith, hard work, and
sacrifice—virtues exemplified by their
parents and their teachers.

Homeschooled students, therefore,
ought to be prime candidates for our
Armed Forces for this very reason, but
until now, in some places, it hasn’t
been clear as to whether homeschooled



S7022

students have been eligible to join
their local Junior Reserve Officers’
Training Corps Programs. Now that is
going to change.

The 2020 National Defense Authoriza-
tion Act includes my bill—also spon-
sored by Senator JONES—which clari-
fies that homeschooled students may
indeed enroll in their local JROTC Pro-
grams. Our bill will ensure that the Na-
tion’s 2.5 million homeschooled stu-
dents will have the opportunity to
sharpen and deploy their skills in serv-
ice of our country. This will move us
closer to being a society that fully ac-
cepts and indeed celebrates
homeschooling families for the noble
paths they have chosen.

PCS ACT

Mr. President, the 2020 National De-
fense Authorization Act includes many
valuable reforms. One such reform is
the PCS Act, which is legislation I in-
troduced with Senator SHAHEEN, that
helps military spouses keep their occu-
pational licenses even when they are
on the move across State lines.

One in three military spouses works
in a field that requires one to have an
occupational license, and too many
spouses are forced to recertify every
time they move between States. That
can be very often. Most military fami-
lies move every 2 to 3 years, and when
each move requires an expensive, time-
consuming recertification process,
many military spouses might as well
kiss their jobs goodbye. These occupa-
tional licenses are a costly burden for
military families, who have already
sacrificed so much for our country.

Our PCS Act will alleviate this bur-
den by empowering the Department of
Defense and the States to negotiate
interstate compacts for occupational
licenses in fields in which military
spouses often work. These compacts,
which are made possible by our bill,
will ensure that military spouses will
be able to pursue their careers uninter-
rupted even while they are moving
their families from State to State and
base to base. Most importantly, the
PCS Act will allow military families to
focus on their mission, which is to pro-
tect and serve our country with honor.

I yield the floor.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Alaska.

TRIBUTE TO HUGH ‘‘BUD’’ FATE

Mr. SULLIVAN. Mr. President, it is
that time of week in which I get to
come down to the floor of the U.S. Sen-
ate—a great privilege—and talk about
a special person in Alaska, somebody
who helps to make my State the great-
est State in the country, in my opin-
ion. We call this person our Alaskan of
the Week. It is one of the best things I
get to do all week. I know that the
pages really enjoy it as well because
they get to hear about Alaska and all
of the things that are happening.

Before I recognize our special Alas-
kan, let me tell you a little bit about
what is going on in Alaska right now.

We have had some strange weather in
Southcentral Alaska—warm by our

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — SENATE

standards—that being wet and windy,
with gusts over 100 miles per hour in
some places. In Fairbanks, which is in
the interior—I was just up there last
week and am going to talk about that,
for it is where our special Alaskan of
the Week is from—it feels a lot more
like winter. It got down to 27 below
zero last week, and now it is in the sin-
gle digits.

When it comes to Alaska’s interior
weather, there is some debate as to
what the lowest recordbreaking tem-
perature was in Fairbanks. Some say it
was 66 below zero in 1934, and others
say it was in the negative 70 and 70-
below-zero territory.

The numbers do matter. Take it from
Dr. Hugh ‘“Bud” Fate, who is our Alas-
kan of the Week—we call him Bud—
who, during the time he was working
construction on the North Slope in the
early 1950s, once had to walk a mile for
shelter after a tractor he was operating
froze up.

“When I got to the station, they told
me the official temperature was 70 de-
grees below zero,” he said. “I was
dressed for it”’—Bud is a tough guy—
“but my fingers and my toes were get-
ting cold. I don’t think I could have
made another mile,” Bud said.

Bud, we know you could have. We
know you could have.

That is just one of many stories that
Bud tells about his 70 years of living in
the great State of Alaska.

So let me talk about Bud Fate—a
legend across our State. He just turned
90 years old last week. He has been a
rodeo cowboy, a college football player,
a roughneck, a soldier, a gold miner, a
carpenter, a hunter, a commercial and
subsistence fisherman, a dog musher, a
bush pilot, a dentist, a businessman, a
State representative, an author, an
artist, an all-around rabble-rouser, and
an Alaskan renaissance man through
and through.

But most importantly, he is a dedi-
cated father, grandfather, husband to
his wife, Mary Jane, for 65 years, and a
man who has lived his life in service to
his country, his State, and his commu-
nity—very worthy of being our Alas-
kan of the Week.

So Bud Fate was born on December 4,
1929—90 years ago last week—and
raised in Eastern Oregon—Cowtown, he
called it. He began riding a horse when
he was just 6 years old, eventually
riding on the rodeo circuit, getting
bucked off horses all across the Amer-
ican West.

He went to college at the University
of Washington, where he initially
played football. After he got hurt, he
enrolled in a drama class and had
dreams, when he made his way to Cali-
fornia, to Hollywood, to work as an
actor or as a stuntman in cowboy mov-
ies and films.

As it turned out, it wasn’t California
that called him; it was Alaska that
called him—specifically, a good job in
the far north of Alaska, a place called
Umiat, working on oil rigs not too far
away from what would become the big-
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gest oil find ever in North America, the
mammoth field at Prudhoe Bay. Bud
was 20 years old, working 12 hours a
day, 7 days a week. Even though it was
a barren and cold, cold place—this was
in the winter—he fell in love with it.
Alaska grabbed him, as it does to cer-
tain types of adventuresome, intel-
ligent, and fiercely independent indi-
viduals.

It grabbed Bud, and it didn’t let go—
never let go. He was one of the drillers
working on the shift which brought the
first oil to the surface that came out of
this rig in Umiat. Bud likes to describe
it as this almost beautiful orange
color, some of the first oil in Alaska in
the fifties, early fifties—pretty excit-
ing.

He was working on the slope when, in
1950, a radio message came in where
they were working that the United
States was at war in Korea.

Bud said:

I remember thinking it wouldn’t affect me
way up here on the North Slope of Alaska.
Nobody is going to find me, a 20-year-old, but
2 weeks later, I got my first draft notice.

That is what Bud said. I guess it goes
to show you Uncle Sam can find you
anywhere if he wants you.

As a U.S. Army corporal, Bud was at-
tached to the 11th Airborne Division
when he got deployed not to Korea but
actually back to Alaska. He was
charged with riding the lead Jeep to
conduct the combat survey on all the
twists and turns of the newly con-
structed, 1,700-mile-long Alcan High-
way, advising the mission commanders
about the Arctic, cold weather, and
Alaska.

A couple of years later, he was out of
the Army, back in Alaska, and he was
having a drink one night at the famous
Rendezvous Club in Fairbanks, a
tongue-tied veteran, he was, and in
walks a Miss Alaska contestant—or
should I say, from Bud’s perspective, in
walks destiny.

Whom am I talking about? Who was
the destiny?

Well, it is Mary Jane Evans, a young,
smart—according to Bud—‘‘Hollywood
beautiful”’ Athabaskan woman from
the small Yukon River village of Ram-
part. She took his breath away. As a
matter of fact, she took everybody’s
breath away.

Now, Bud, at this event, was wearing
moccasins. Mary Jane was wearing sti-
lettos, and she promptly stepped on his
toes, but it was still love at first sight
for both of them, and according to Bud,
it still is, 65 years later. For 65 years,
they forged a life together, Bud and
Mary Jane, the theme of which cen-
tered around public service.

Always working together, they raised
three beautiful, kind and keenly intel-
ligent daughters—keenly intelligent—
and they worked to fundamentally
change Alaska for the better, both
through institutions and volunteering
at organizations and through indi-
vidual actions that profoundly im-
pacted so many Alaskans over the
years.
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Eventually Bud, using the GI bill,
went back to college, and then he went
to get his degree in dentistry. He was a
beloved dentist not only in Fairbanks
but all across the region.

Now, he was a bush pilot, and he had
a plane, so he and Mary Jane, who was
a trained dental assistant, traveled all
around the small villages in the inte-
rior.

Trust me, these villages do not and
certainly back then did not have any
dental care, so they provided dental
care throughout the interior to tiny,
little communities for free, for any-
body who needed it.

As their three daughters were grow-
ing up—Janine, Jennifer, and Julie—it
was a big time, a momentous time, in
Alaska.

The Alaska Native Claims Settle-
ment Act was being debated. One of the
biggest land settlements in American
or all history took place right here on
the floor of the U.S. Senate.

Bud and Mary Jane were both highly
involved in this monumentally impor-
tant bill for Alaska and in the over-
arching efforts to attain rights and
lands for the Alaska Native people.

One of Bud’s best friends was Ralph
Perdue, a strong Alaska Native leader,
who, along with Mary Jane and Bud,
founded the Fairbanks Native Associa-
tion. Working together, they focused
heavily on education for Alaska Na-
tives, particularly high school edu-
cation, something most Americans
take for granted. Until 1970, rural Alas-
ka—a huge swath of America—by and
large did not have any high schools.
The small communities, small villages,
did not have any high schools. To get a
high school education, young students
and even children had to leave their
homes and their villages and travel to
boarding schools in very faraway
places in Alaska and in the lower 48.

Now, that was an injustice—one,
among others, that the Fairbanks Na-
tive Association decided to tackle.
They produced studies. They gave lec-
tures. They talked to State officials.
They talked to Federal officials. They
and so many others across the State
helped lay the groundwork for the sem-
inal lawsuit brought by a group of
Alaskans that resulted in a State-
signed consent decree to provide high
schools in communities throughout the
State—communities with at least 15
students—rather than sending their
children all across Alaska, hundreds of
miles away, or to the lower 48, thou-
sands of miles away.

At the time, this education settle-
ment was the largest education settle-
ment in American history, but Bud’s
commitment to education didn’t stop
there—not even close. He was on the
Board of Regents for the University of
Alaska, eventually serving as president
of the university. It should be noted
that later, Mary Jane, his wife, also
served on this very important board.

With a combined 24 years of service
together, Bud and Mary Jane were on
the University of Alaska Board of Re-
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gents. Bud helped run the university
when the president abruptly resigned.

He and Mary Jane also opened their
home to villagers all across the State
who came to Fairbanks and just needed
a place to stay. They knew that Bud
and Mary Jane would take them in.
“Our house was always full,” their
lovely daughter Julie said.

There were always people living with us
who were empowering themselves through
education. To this day, I still have Alaskans
stop to tell me how they were helped and
given a second chance by my parents.

As Julie also noted, there was always
a huge amount of smoked salmon
strips on the table for all to share—the
best smoked salmon in Alaska, I might
add.

There is so much more to Bud Fate’s
life. For instance, at the young, tender
age of 70, he decided he was going to
run for office. He ran for the State leg-
islature, and he won in a landslide. He
served two terms. He was immediately
elected chairman of the Natural Re-
sources Committee, which is a huge,
important committee in Alaska, and
was highly respected on both sides of
the aisle.

The list of boards and commissions
that he sat on is way too long to go
into here, as is the list of service orga-
nizations he has volunteered for and
led.

He has known Presidents of countries
and dignitaries from all over the globe.
He is as comfortable at his fish camp
on the Yukon River as he is in the
board room.

As I mentioned, he is a rabble rouser
with very strong opinions—I have
heard them for many years, but at
heart all of his opinions are focused on
a commitment to treat everybody with
respect and kindness and provide every
Alaskan—every American—an oppor-
tunity to better themselves.

He is a good man—Bud Fate—one of
the best. The measure of Bud and the
impact of his life is probably best re-
flected in his family and his friends, so
many of whom gathered in Fairbanks
on December 4 for his 90th birthday,
where people from all walks of life all
across the State came together—well
over 100—talked about his generosity,
how it impacted them, how it impacted
families, and how it impacted people
all around him.

People gave speeches about how he
and Mary Jane took in people from all
walks of life—veterans coming back
from Vietnam who needed comfort and
respect, people who needed a helping
hand, food, warmth, just love. He lifted
people up, so did Mary Jane, and they
saved lives.

I was actually one of those people
giving a speech in Fairbanks at Bud’s
90th birthday party, and I talked about
the profound impact Bud has had on
my own life—after all, Bud Fate is my
father-in-law, and I can’t imagine a
better one.

He has taught me so much. Bud and
Mary Jane, along with my own mom
and dad, have provided me a model—
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actually, for me and Julie, my wife, of
what a true partnership looks like. He
is a model for how fulfilling a life of
service can be, especially a life in the
great State of Alaska.

As I mentioned, he is not just a
model for me but for the whole State of
a life well lived and a life lived in full.

So, Bud, thanks for all you have done
for Alaska, for America, for Fairbanks,
for our family, for our great State, and
all you continue to do. Thanks for
being a great father-in-law and a
friend, and, Bud, congratulations on
being our Alaskan of the Week.

I yield the floor.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ma-
jority leader.

———

MORNING BUSINESS

Mr. McCONNELL. Mr. President, I
ask unanimous consent that the Sen-
ate be in a period of morning business,
with Senators permitted to speak
therein for up to 10 minutes each.

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

———
TRIBUTE TO KIAH MORRIS
Mr. LEAHY. Mr. President, I re-

cently had the pleasure of meeting
with my friend, former Vermont State
Representative Kiah Morris, who
among many distinctions was only the
second African-American woman ever
elected to the Vermont Legislature.
Kiah’s talents are far-reaching. She has
also been an actress of stage, film, and
television, spoken word performance,
as a singer, dancer, and arts manager.
Whether as a legislator or on a theater
stage, Kiah’s work has focused on am-
plification of the voices of oppressed
people, on human rights, and on social
justice.

It was in keeping that Kiah recently
traveled to El Salvador and Honduras
under the auspices of Oxfam America
to meet with families struggling with
the violence, poverty, lack of oppor-
tunity, injustice, and hopelessness that
is causing thousands of destitute,
frightened people to abandon their
homes to seek refuge elsewhere. In
those countries, Kiah saw where people
had been gunned down, victims of
gangs or corrupt police. She listened to
the stories of threats and extortion, of
kidnappings and deadly attacks, of fear
and desperation. Inspired by the people
she met and outraged by the brutality
they described, she wrote a poem.

I ask unanimous consent that Kiah’s
poem, which captures the essence of
what the debate here over Central
American refugees should be about, be
printed in the RECORD.

There being no objection, the mate-
rial was ordered to be printed in the
RECORD, as follows:

I SAW THE PLACES THEY DIED
(By Kiah Morris 2019)
I saw the places they died
I saw the places they died
I saw the blood on the wall as if it were fresh



S7024

I saw the bullet holes pierce their flesh

I saw the places where they died and their
spirits left their bodies onto a heavenly
place

Far from a war-torn country of our design
which orchestrated their demise

On the darkened brick walls splashed with
stucco

Metal bars on windows each home a fortress
from the violence that hovers in wait
across the thresholds

Street vendors who compete for our
Starbucks money to feed their souls
and nourish their dreams

I saw the places they died in the tears behind
the eyes of a priest who saw too much
Mental memorials to the expressions of
horror and sadness on the face of a
mother who died trying to save their
daughter’s life captured in the space
between his eyes and the weight of
their loss

Their state-sanctioned murders designed to
leave no witnesses behind

Ordered bullets to fillet her face to ensure no
viewer could recognize their own moth-
er’s eyes in her frozen gaze

I saw the places where they died, where the
children were not spared

No life too precious to halt corruption and
gang warfare

Daily genocides where there are no sacred
spaces or sanctuaries in which to hide

I saw the places that they died in the cobble-
stone streets

Where people are pawns in a corruptors
endgame

The depth of the violence bears no shame

I saw the places where they died when I
heard the women speak of the terror
that they face every day,

Every week

The normalcy of rape, the dignity decimated,
the beatings meant to break and the
constant earthquakes that shake the
fragile state

I saw the places they died in the hopeful
smiles of the proud feminists who carry
the burdens of their sisters as a shield

To protect the dignity of their humanity
which too often is forced to yield

I saw the places they died, float off into still
air

Laden with promises unfulfilled and hidden
ambitions laid bare

I craft petals with poem to form a bouquet
dropped off in a history of genocide

With the hope the path these roses display
will propagate a garden in honor of the
many places they died.

——————

TRIBUTE TO MAJOR BRAD CATON

Mr. DAINES. Mr. President, I rise to
pay tribute to MAJ Brad Caton for his
exemplary dedication to duty while
serving as a Department of Defense
congressional fellow and a congres-
sional budget liaison for the Assistant
Secretary of the Army, Financial Man-
agement and Comptroller. This month,
he will begin his transition to serve as
a budgetary analyst in the Army’s
Budget Office.

As a native of Libby, MT, Brad was
commissioned as an infantry officer
upon graduation from the University of
Montana, where he earned a bachelor’s
of science degree in business adminis-
tration. A dedicated scholar, Brad went
on to earn his master of business ad-
ministration from the University of
Montana and later a master’s degree in
legislative affairs from the George
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Washington University. Brad has been
very successful in his Army career and
has served in a broad range of assign-
ments.

His billets have spanned from serving
as an infantry platoon commander
with the 4th Infantry Division with a
deployment to Iraq to assignments
managing the Army’s financial re-
sources. Brad exemplifies what it
means to be a Montanan with his lead-
ership, perseverance, and versatility.
This was evident during his first as-
signment as a budget analyst for U.S.
Army Central Command and while he
commanded the Pontiac Recruiting
Company in Eastern, MI. Following
command, Brad continued to display
his Montana Resolve as the support op-
erations officer at Camp Carroll, Re-
public of Korea. Additionally, he was
deployed to the Hashemite Kingdom of
Jordan while serving as the deputy as-
sistant chief of staff, financial manage-
ment for the 1st Armored Division.

In 2017, Brad served as my Depart-
ment of Defense congressional fellow.
For a year, I had the privilege of work-
ing closely with Brad. He was ex-
tremely passionate about serving and
representing Montanans. He consist-
ently went above and beyond his imme-
diate responsibilities to work in areas
outside of the veterans and defense
realm. He used his insight as a Mon-
tanan to provide critical local feedback
on rural Montana priorities, including
Tribal and energy issues. He was al-
ways thinking of Montana while rep-
resenting the Department of Defense in
my office. Following his fellowship,
Brad transitioned to serve as a con-
gressional budget liaison for the U.S.
Army. In this capacity Brad arranged
and escorted me over to visit the Mon-
tana National Guard while they were
deployed to Afghanistan over the holi-
days. He continued to work tirelessly
with all Members of Congress and their
staffs to accurately articulate the
Army’s budget positions to the Appro-
priations Committees. His profes-
sionalism, diligence, and commitment
to the mission are unmatched, and his
work both as a fellow and as a liaison
was outstanding and represented the
Department of Defense and U.S. Army
to the U.S. Congress well.

The foundation of Brad’s military
success is his family and his Montana
roots. In fact, Brad bought a house in
Red Lodge during his fellowship which
he hopes to retire to 1 day. He is a de-
voted husband to his wife, Eryn Beck-
man of Colstrip, MT, and a committed
father to his children, Isabel, Evan,
Pierce, and Audrey. Brad and Eryn’s
attitude of service, sacrifice, and care
for others permeates every organiza-
tion and activity they participate in,
and they are truly examples of servant
leaders in the Army and their commu-
nities.

Throughout his career, Brad has ex-
emplified what it truly means to be a
Montanan as he positively impacted
soldiers, peers, and superiors. Our
country has benefited tremendously
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from his extraordinary leadership,
judgment, and passion. I join my col-
leagues today in honoring his dedica-
tion to our Nation and his invaluable
service to the U.S. Congress as an
Army congressional liaison.

It has been a genuine pleasure to
have worked with MAJ Brad Caton
over the past 3 years. On behalf of a
grateful nation, I join my colleagues
today in recognizing and commending
Brad for his service to our country, and
we wish him all the best as he con-
tinues service in the U.S. Army.

————

TRIBUTE TO JEREMY WHEELER

Mr. YOUNG. Mr. President, I rise to
formally express my appreciation to
Mr. Jeremy Wheeler. Jeremy is a con-
gressional relations officer in the De-
partment of Veterans Affairs. However,
over the last year, he served as a fellow
on my national security and veterans
team.

Jeremy has supported my work help-
ing the veterans of Indiana and the Na-
tion using his exceptional knowledge of
the Veterans Affairs system and his ex-
perience working with many of the vet-
erans service organizations. A dedi-
cated public servant, Jeremy has spent
much of the last two decades serving
our Nation. He served in the U.S. Army
for 6 years, including two combat tours
in Iraq in 2003 and 2005. After 5 years
working in Hollywood, he returned to
government service at the Department
of Veterans Affairs and has spent much
of this decade working to improve the
quality and access to care for our Na-
tion’s heroes, establish deeper relation-
ships with veterans service organiza-
tions, and strengthen the VA’s out-
reach and communications capabili-
ties.

In my office this year, he has pro-
vided valuable insight into how the leg-
islation before this Chamber would be
implemented and how it would impact
the VA’s ability to continue serving
our veterans. And perhaps most im-
pressively, I am not sure how many of-
fices on Capitol Hill can boast an
Emmy-winning staff member. This is
just one of the many unique contribu-
tions Jeremy has brought to my office.
In the last year, I have continually
been impressed with Jeremy’s work
ethic, professionalism, candor, and
knowledge.

Next month, Jeremy will be return-
ing to the VA, where I have no doubt
he will continue seeking innovative
ways to caring for veterans. I wish him
the best in all his endeavors, and I look
forward to working with him in the fu-
ture.

———

ADDITIONAL STATEMENTS

25TH ANNIVERSARY OF THE
VETERANS GUEST HOUSE
e Ms. CORTEZ MASTO. Mr. President,
I come forward today to recognize the
26th anniversary of the Veterans Guest
House.
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The Veterans Guest House has long
been one of Reno’s best kept secrets.
This ‘“home away from home’’ is one of
the only facilities of its kind in the
country serving U.S. military veterans
and their families, providing tem-
porary overnight accommodations for
veterans receiving treatment at a med-
ical facility in the Reno-Sparks area.
In the early 1990s, veterans visiting the
Veterans Administration Medical Cen-
ter of the Sierra, VAMC, in Reno no-
ticed that the family members of vet-
erans were sleeping in their cars be-
cause they couldn’t afford lodging
while their loved one was in the hos-
pital. Even some veterans were sleep-
ing in their cars so they could arrive
for appointments and other treat-
ments. It was clear that this was not
acceptable, and so our generous North-
ern Nevada community went to work
to do better for our veterans.

In 1994, Reno’s Spouse House opened
its doors in an old bungalow-style
home right near the VAMC in Reno. It
had a handful of beds, and in those
early years, the House provided lodging
to about 800 guests each year. In the 25
years since that time, the Veterans
Guest House has evolved and expanded
to better meet the needs of our vet-
erans and their families. In 2002, the
nonprofit took the name ‘‘Veterans
Guest House” to reflect its broader
mission of assisting both veterans and
their families, and in 2004, a new 12-bed
home was built. By 2012, the nonprofit
had acquired another property and ex-
panded the bed total to 17, allowing
them to provide more than 5,000 guest
nights that year. Recently, construc-
tion concluded on the latest expansion
bringing total capacity to 33 beds.

The Veterans Guest House is key to
connecting our community to our vet-
erans, providing a variety of ways to
show our support for our veterans and
their families and the sacrifices made
by both. Volunteers are welcome at the
Veterans Guest House to help provide
the organization ongoing support doing
everything from cleaning rooms, to as-
sisting in small repairs, to helping with
fundraisers. Community groups, fami-
lies, and businesses also are encouraged
to provide a home-cooked meal for the
guests or help fill the needs of the
agency’s ‘“Wish List.”” Most guests re-
side more than 30 miles away from the
hospital, and so having that support for
them and their families is crucial.
Guests are asked to make a donation
to support the work of the House, but
no one is turned away because they
can’t pay. The organization relies com-
pletely on donations and receives no
Federal or State funding.

I am so pleased to recognize the 25th
anniversary of the Veterans Guest
House and the critical services and sup-
port it provides to our veterans and
their families.®

e —
TRIBUTE TO ALYSSA LIEDLE-
CAISSEY AND KAI BAUER

e Mr. DAINES. Mr. President, this
week I have the honor of recognizing
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the first set of graduates from Ana-
conda Junior/Senior High School’s Cop-
per Academy, Alyssa Liedle-Caissey
and Kai Bauer.

The Anaconda Junior/Senior High
School’s Copper Academy allows stu-
dents to learn at a different pace and in
a unique environment which includes
the use of online programs that have

visual demonstrations and expla-
nations for different educational re-
quirements.

Alyssa and Kai both took a chance
participating in this program, and it
paid off. They both graduated 6 months
early. I am very proud of these two
young Montanans for pushing them-
selves and showing the Anaconda com-
munity that this new, individualized
program allows students to thrive.
Congratulations to Alyssa and Kai on
their graduation from the Copper Acad-
emy. I wish them the best of luck as
they transition into the next steps of
their lives.®

————

TRIBUTE TO MELISSA MATTHEWS
AND BELLE RAE ZACHESKY/COPP

® Ms. HASSAN. Mr. President, I am
proud to recognize Melissa Matthews
and Belle Rae Zachesky/Copp of Ray-
mond as December’s Granite Staters of
the Month for seeking to turn their
own grief into positive change and
mental wellness for their community.

In the last few months, both Melissa
and Belle have lost someone dear to
them. Melissa 1lost her husband,
Graham, to suicide on September 30,
2019; and her niece, 8-year-old Belle,
lost her father, Jesse, to an opioid
overdose the next day, on October 1.

In response to their shared grief and
to distract from their sadness Melissa
and Belle are seeking to raise aware-
ness about the importance of mental
wellness in their community. Belle and
Melissa have started promoting wrist-
bands with the slogan ‘‘Lets change the
‘T’ in mental illness with ‘WE’ for men-
tal wellness,” to help spread this im-
portant message to others.

The two have also started a
Facebook page to try to create an on-
line community of support and posi-
tivity. The group’s name, MW War-
riors—MW standing for mental
wellness—was inspired by the song
“Warrior’”’ by singer Demi Lovato, who
has struggled with drug addiction and
depression.

Their story is another inspiring ex-
ample of how people across New Hamp-
shire come together during difficult
times to support one another. This is
particularly true as the opioid crisis
continues to ravage our State, and it is
crucial that we continue to be there for
the loved ones of those whom we have
lost.

Melissa and Belle are trying to do the
challenging but important work of pro-
moting positive change, all while bat-
tling their own loss and channeling
their energy to help others.

Thank you, Melissa and Belle, for
your strength and courage.®
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100 SEASONS OF THE NATIONAL
FOOTBALL LEAGUE

e Mr. PORTMAN. Mr. President, today
I wish to recognize the 100th season of
the National Football League.

Ohio has a rich football history. In
1920, 10 teams gathered in Canton, OH,
to form the American Professional
Football Association. Of those original
10 teams, Cleveland, Canton, AKkron,
Columbus, and Dayton were all in the
lineup. Further, the Dayton Triangles
hosted the first-ever NFL game in 1921
against the Columbus Panhandles.

Home to the Cleveland Browns and
the Cincinnati Bengals, Ohio has con-
tinued to embrace the legacy and tradi-
tion of America’s game. The birthplace
of the NFL, Canton’s Pro Football Hall
of Fame sees 225,000 visitors annually.
Additionally, Ohio natives Don Shula,
Chuck Noll, Paul Brown, Roger
Staubach, and Cris Carter are among
the 326 players who have been inducted
into the Hall of Fame. Further, Cleve-
land looks forward to hosting the 2021
NFL draft, and I was proud to advocate
for this selection last year.

Since its first season in 1920, the NFL
has grown from humble beginnings to a
national pastime known as America’s
game. Represented in 22 States by 32
teams, the NFL has united commu-
nities across the Nation through live
games and televised events. In fact, the
Super Bowl has become the single
most-watched annual television event
in the United States.

I commend the NFL for their contin-
ued philanthropic and volunteer ef-
forts. Through working to honor vet-
erans, promote cancer awareness, and
encourage healthy lifestyles, the
league has embraced community
through sport. I applaud the commit-
ment of the NFL, its staff, and all who
were involved in reaching this mile-
stone and making the first 100 seasons
of the NFL a success.®

————

TRIBUTE TO NANCY WHITWORTH

e Mr. SCOTT of South Carolina. Mr.
President, today I would like to take a
moment to recognize Ms. Nancy Whit-
worth of Greenville, SC, for her over 40
years of service to Greenville County. I
extend my congratulations to her on
her upcoming retirement and wish to
reflect on her successful career.

As the longtime economic developer
and deputy city manager for the city of
Greenville, Nancy was responsible for
commercial and neighborhood revital-
ization, downtown development, busi-
ness recruitment and retention, plan-
ning and zoning, and building codes.
She has also authored articles on
Greenville’s award-winning downtown
and meets frequently with other cities
to share Greenville’s success story.
Last year, she was awarded with the
2018 Liocal Hconomic Developer of the
Year award.

Ms. Whitworth is to be commended
for her role in spurring the dramatic
growth and revitalization Greenville
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has seen in the past decades. Through
her leadership and dedication to her
community, she has been an invaluable
asset to the Upstate of South Carolina.
Ms. Whitworth is a shining example of
a dedicated public servant and should
inspire us all to give our best to our
communities. I would like to person-
ally commend and thank Ms. Whit-
worth for her decades of service that
encouraged Greenville’s economic pros-
perity and success.®

———

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE

At 10:09 a.m., a message from the
House of Representatives, delivered by
Mr. Novotny, one of its reading clerks,
announced that the House has passed
the following bills, in which it requests
the concurrence of the Senate:

H.R. 729. An act to amend the Coastal Zone
Management Act of 1972 to authorize grants
to Indian Tribes to further achievement of
Tribal coastal zone objectives, and for other
purposes.

H.R. 5038. An act to amend the Immigra-
tion and Nationality Act to provide for
terms and conditions for nonimmigrant
workers performing agricultural labor or
services, and for other purposes.

The message also announced that the
House agreed to the report of the com-
mittee of conference on the disagreeing
votes of the two Houses on the amend-
ment of the House of Representatives
to the bill (S. 1790) to authorize appro-
priations for fiscal year 2020 for mili-
tary activities of the Department of
Defense, for military construction, and
for defense activities of the Depart-
ment of Energy, to prescribe military
personnel strengths for such fiscal
year, and for other purposes.

————

MEASURES REFERRED

The following bills were read the first
and the second times by unanimous
consent, and referred as indicated:

H.R. 729. An act to amend the Coastal Zone
Management Act of 1972 to authorize grants
to Indian Tribes to further achievement of
Tribal coastal zone objectives, and for other
purposes; to the Committee on Commerce,
Science, and Transportation.

H.R. 5038. An act to amend the Immigra-
tion and Nationality Act to provide for
terms and conditions for nonimmigrant
workers performing agricultural labor or
services, and for other purposes; to the Com-
mittee on the Judiciary.

———

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES

The following reports of committees
were submitted:

By Mr. WICKER, from the Committee on
Commerce, Science, and Transportation,
without amendment:

S. 877. A bill to prohibit the sale of shark
fins, and for other purposes (Rept. No. 116—
173).

By Mr. WICKER, from the Committee on
Commerce, Science, and Transportation,
with an amendment in the nature of a sub-
stitute:

S. 1822. A bill to require the Federal Com-
munications Commission to issue rules re-
lating to the collection of data with respect
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to the availability of broadband services, and
for other purposes (Rept. No. 116-174).

By Mr. RISCH, from the Committee on
Foreign Relations, without amendment and
with an amended preamble:

S. Con. Res. 23. A concurrent resolution
honoring the 75th Anniversary of the Battle
of the Bulge fought during World War II, rec-
ognizing the valiant efforts of the Allied
Forces in December 1944, and remembering
those who made the ultimate sacrifice, all of
which contributed to the Allied victory in
the European Theater.

By Mr. RISCH, from the Committee on
Foreign Relations, with an amendment in
the nature of a substitute:

S. 2641. A bill to promote United States na-
tional security and prevent the resurgence of
ISIS, and for other purposes.

———————

EXECUTIVE REPORT OF
COMMITTEE

The following executive report of a
nomination was submitted:

By Mr. ALEXANDER for the Committee
on Health, Education, Labor, and Pensions.

*Crosby Kemper III, of Missouri, to be Di-
rector of the Institute of Museum and Li-
brary Services for a term of four years.

*Nomination was reported with rec-
ommendation that it be confirmed sub-
ject to the nominee’s commitment to
respond to requests to appear and tes-
tify before any duly constituted com-
mittee of the Senate.

———

INTRODUCTION OF BILLS AND
JOINT RESOLUTIONS

The following bills and joint resolu-
tions were introduced, read the first
and second times by unanimous con-
sent, and referred as indicated:

By Mr. MENENDEZ (for himself, Mr.
BLUMENTHAL, Mrs. GILLIBRAND, and
Mr. BOOKER):

S. 3029. A bill to amend titles XVIII and
XIX of the Social Security Act to make pre-
mium and cost-sharing subsidies available to
low-income Medicare part D beneficiaries
who reside in Puerto Rico or another terri-
tory of the United States; to the Committee
on Finance.

By Mr. BENNET (for himself, Mr.
PORTMAN, Mr. YOUNG, and Mr.
BROWN):

S. 3030. A bill to require the Secretary of
Housing and Urban Development to establish
a national evictions database, and for other
purposes; to the Committee on Banking,
Housing, and Urban Affairs.

By Mr. COTTON (for himself, Mrs.
BLACKBURN, Mr. CORNYN, Mr. CRUZ,
Mr. GRAHAM, Mr. HAWLEY, Mr.
PERDUE, Mr. ROMNEY, and Mr.
SASSE):

S. 3031. A bill to amend the Immigration
and Nationality Act to add membership in a
significant transnational criminal organiza-
tion to the list of grounds of inadmissibility
and to prohibit the provision of material
support or resources to such organizations;
to the Committee on the Judiciary.

By Mr. BENNET:

S. 3032. A bill to amend the Internal Rev-
enue Code of 1986 to allow for transfers of the
renewable electricity production credit, the
energy credit, and the credit for carbon oxide
sequestration; to the Committee on Finance.

By Mr. PETERS (for himself and Mr.
ScoTT of Florida):

S. 3033. A bill to establish a K-12 education

cybersecurity initiative, and for other pur-
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poses; to the Committee on Homeland Secu-
rity and Governmental Affairs.

By Mr. PETERS (for himself, Ms. STA-
BENOW, Mrs. GILLIBRAND, and Ms.
CORTEZ MASTO):

S. 3034. A bill to make trade adjustment
assistance available to workers whose jobs
are eliminated through automation, and for
other purposes; to the Committee on Fi-
nance.

By Mr. DURBIN (for himself, Mr. LEE,
Mr. WHITEHOUSE, Mr. BOOKER, Mr.
BLUMENTHAL, Mr. COONS, Ms. HARRIS,
Ms. KLOBUCHAR, Ms. HIRONO, and Mr.
LEAHY):

S. 3035. A Dbill to provide that the amount
of time that an elderly offender must serve
before being eligible for placement in home
detention is to be reduced by the amount of
good time credits earned by the prisoner, and
for other purposes; to the Committee on the
Judiciary.

By Mr. JONES (for himself, Mr. CoT-
TON, and Mr. MERKLEY):

S. 3036. A bill to amend the Truth in Lend-
ing Act to prohibit the distribution of any
check or other negotiable instrument as part
of a solicitation by a creditor for an exten-
sion of credit, to limit the liability of con-
sumers in conjunction with such solicita-
tions, and for other purposes; to the Com-
mittee on Banking, Housing, and Urban Af-
fairs.

By Mrs. SHAHEEN (for herself, Ms.
COLLINS, and Mr. ISAKSON):

S. 3037. A bill to prevent international vio-
lence against women, and for other purposes;
to the Committee on Foreign Relations.

By Mr. PETERS (for himself and Ms.
ERNST):

S. 3038. A bill to promote innovative acqui-
sition techniques and procurement strate-
gies, and for other purposes; to the Com-
mittee on Homeland Security and Govern-
mental Affairs.

By Mr. TESTER (for himself and Mr.
ROUNDS):

S. 3039. A bill to authorize the Secretary of
Veterans Affairs to establish a grant pro-
gram to conduct cemetery research and
produce educational materials for the Vet-
erans Legacy Program, and for other pur-
poses; to the Committee on Veterans’ Af-
fairs.

By Ms. ROSEN (for herself, Mr.
WICKER, Ms. HASSAN, and Mr. RoMm-
NEY):

S. 3040. A bill to amend the Higher Edu-
cation Act of 1965 to include teacher prepara-
tion for computer science in elementary and
secondary education; to the Committee on
Health, Education, Labor, and Pensions.

By Ms. HASSAN (for herself,
ERNST, and Ms. SINEMA):

S. 3041. A bill to amend title 38, United
States Code, to ensure that medical profes-
sionals employed by the Veterans Health Ad-
ministration are properly credentialed, and
for other purposes; to the Committee on Vet-
erans’ Affairs.

By Mrs. FEINSTEIN:

S. 3042. A bill to amend title 46, United
States Code, to require the Secretary of the
department in which the Coast Guard is op-
erating to prescribe additional regulations to
secure the safety of individuals and property
on board certain small passenger vessels, and
for other purposes; to the Committee on
Commerce, Science, and Transportation.

Ms.

By Mr. INHOFE (for himself, Mr.
MORAN, Ms. DUCKWORTH, and Mrs.
CAPITO):

S. 3043. A bill to modernize training pro-
grams at aviation maintenance technician
schools, and for other purposes; to the Com-
mittee on Commerce, Science, and Transpor-
tation.

By Mr. WYDEN (for himself and Mr.
MERKLEY):
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S. 3044. A bill to amend the American’s
Water Infrastructure Act of 2018 to expand
the Indian reservation drinking water pro-
gram, and for other purposes; to the Com-
mittee on Indian Affairs.

By Mr. JOHNSON (for himself and Ms.
HASSAN):

S. 3045. A Dbill to amend the Homeland Se-
curity Act of 2002 to protect United States
critical infrastructure by ensuring that the
Cybersecurity and Infrastructure Security
Agency has the legal tools it needs to notify
private and public sector entities put at risk
by cybersecurity vulnerabilities in the net-
works and systems that control critical as-
sets of the United States; to the Committee
on Homeland Security and Governmental Af-
fairs.

By Mr. MERKLEY:

S. 3046. A bill to amend the Energy Policy
Act of 2005 to establish a program to provide
grants and loan guarantees to improve the
energy efficiency of publicly owned waste-
water treatment facilities, and for other pur-
poses; to the Committee on Energy and Nat-
ural Resources.

By Mr. BARRASSO (for himself, Mrs.
CAPITO, and Mr. MANCHIN):

S. 3047. A bill to amend the Energy Policy
Act of 2005 to require the Secretary of En-
ergy to establish a carbon technologies pro-
gram, and for other purposes; to the Com-
mittee on Energy and Natural Resources.

By Ms. COLLINS (for herself and Ms.
SINEMA):

S. 3048. A bill to authorize certain aliens
seeking asylum to be employed in the United
States while their applications are being ad-
judicated; to the Committee on the Judici-
ary.

By Mr. BROWN (for himself and Mr.
BURR):

S. 3049. A bill to amend title XVIII of the
Social Security Act to provide for certain
amendments relating to reporting require-
ments with respect to clinical diagnostic
laboratory tests, and for other purposes; to
the Committee on Finance.

By Mr. TESTER (for himself, Mr.
THUNE, Mr. BROWN, and Mr. PERDUE):

S. 3050. A bill to amend the Federal Finan-
cial Institutions Examination Council Act of
1978 to provide designees of the Secretary of
Veterans Affairs and the Administrator of
the Rural Housing Service of the Depart-
ment of Agriculture with positions on the
Appraisal Subcommittee of the Federal Fi-
nancial Institutions Examination Council; to
the Committee on Banking, Housing, and
Urban Affairs.

By Mr. BARRASSO (for himself and
Mr. CARPER):

S. 3051. A bill to improve protections for
wildlife, and for other purposes; to the Com-
mittee on Environment and Public Works.

By Mr. MORAN:

S.J. Res. 61. A joint resolution approving
the request of the Secretary of Veterans Af-
fairs for a waiver under section 1703E(f) of
title 38, United States Code; to the Com-
mittee on Veterans’ Affairs.

By Mrs. GILLIBRAND (for herself and
Mr. SCHUMER):

S.J. Res. 62. A joint resolution dis-
approving the recommendation of the Ad-
ministrator of the Federal Aviation Admin-
istration to realign Binghamton, NY (BGM)
TRACON operations and Elmira, NY (ELM)
TRACON operations to Wilkes-Barre/Scran-
ton, PA (AVP) TRACON; to the Committee
on Commerce, Science, and Transportation.

———

SUBMISSION OF CONCURRENT AND
SENATE RESOLUTIONS

The following concurrent resolutions

and Senate resolutions were read, and
referred (or acted upon), as indicated:
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By Mr. MENENDEZ (for himself, Mr.
CARDIN, Mrs. SHAHEEN, Mr. COONS,
Mr. UDALL, Mr. MURPHY, Mr. KAINE,
Mr. MARKEY, Mr. MERKLEY, and Mr.
BOOKER):

S. Res. 453. A resolution honoring the Em-
ployees of the Department of State and the
United States Agency for International De-
velopment, and for other purposes; to the
Committee on Foreign Relations.

By Mr. MENENDEZ (for himself, Mr.
RUBIO, Mr. DURBIN, Mr. CRUZ, Mr.
CARDIN, Ms. COLLINS, and Mr. KAINE):

S. Res. 454. A resolution calling for the im-
mediate release of Cuban democracy activist
Jose Daniel Ferrer and commending the ef-
forts of Jose Daniel Ferrer to promote
human rights and fundamental freedoms in
Cuba; to the Committee on Foreign Rela-
tions.

By Mr. MCCONNELL:

S. Res. 455. A resolution to authorize rep-
resentation by the Senate Legal Counsel in
the Case of Richard Arjun Kaul v. Senator
Charles Schumer, et al; considered and
agreed to.

By Mr. BLUMENTHAL (for himself,
Mr. CASEY, Mr. BROWN, Ms. CANT-
WELL, Mr. MERKLEY, Ms. HASSAN, Ms.
DUCKWORTH, Mr. MURPHY, Ms. HAR-
RIS, Mr. WHITEHOUSE, Mr. VAN
HOLLEN, Mr. COONS, Mrs. MURRAY,
and Ms. HIRONO):

S. Con. Res. 30. A concurrent resolution
recognizing the need to improve physical ac-
cess to many federally funded facilities for
all people of the United States, particularly
individuals with disabilities; to the Com-
mittee on Health, Education, Labor, and
Pensions.

———

ADDITIONAL COSPONSORS

S. 133

At the request of Ms. MURKOWSKI, the
names of the Senator from Michigan
(Ms. STABENOW), the Senator from Ten-
nessee (Mrs. BLACKBURN), the Senator
from Arkansas (Mr. COTTON), the Sen-
ator from New York (Mrs. GILLIBRAND),
the Senator from Michigan (Mr. PE-
TERS), the Senator from Louisiana (Mr.
KENNEDY) and the Senator from Illinois
(Mr. DURBIN) were added as cosponsors
of S. 133, a bill to award a Congres-
sional Gold Medal, collectively, to the
United States merchant mariners of
World War II, in recognition of their
dedicated and vital service during
World War II.

S. 209

At the request of Ms. COLLINS, the
name of the Senator from Massachu-
setts (Ms. WARREN) was added as a co-
sponsor of S. 299, a bill to amend title
VII of the Public Health Service Act to
reauthorize programs that support
interprofessional geriatric education
and training to develop a geriatric-ca-
pable workforce, improving health out-
comes for a growing and diverse aging
American population and their fami-
lies, and for other purposes.

S. 668

At the request of Mr. BROWN, the
name of the Senator from West Vir-
ginia (Mr. MANCHIN) was added as a co-
sponsor of S. 668, a bill to amend title
XVIII of the Social Security Act to
waive coinsurance under Medicare for
colorectal cancer screening tests, re-
gardless of whether therapeutic inter-
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vention is required during the screen-
ing.
S. 685

At the request of Mr. LEE, the name
of the Senator from Louisiana (Mr.
KENNEDY) was added as a cosponsor of
S. 685, a bill to amend the Inspector
General Act of 1978 relative to the pow-
ers of the Department of Justice In-
spector General.

S. 803

At the request of Mr. TOOMEY, the
name of the Senator from South Caro-
lina (Mr. GRAHAM) was added as a co-
sponsor of S. 803, a bill to amend the
Internal Revenue Code of 1986 to re-
store incentives for investments in
qualified improvement property.

S. 877

At the request of Mr. BENNET, his
name was added as a cosponsor of S.
877, a bill to prohibit the sale of shark
fins, and for other purposes.

At the request of Ms. HASSAN, her
name was added as a cosponsor of S.
877, supra.

S. 903

At the request of Ms. MURKOWSKI, the
name of the Senator from Virginia (Mr.
WARNER) was added as a cosponsor of S.
903, a bill to direct the Secretary of En-
ergy to establish advanced nuclear
goals, provide for a versatile, reactor-
based fast neutron source, make avail-
able high-assay, low-enriched uranium
for research, development, and dem-
onstration of advanced nuclear reactor
concepts, and for other purposes.

S. 1032

At the request of Mr. PORTMAN, the
names of the Senator from Oklahoma
(Mr. LANKFORD) and the Senator from
Wyoming (Mr. ENzI) were added as co-
sponsors of S. 1032, a bill to amend the
Internal Revenue Code of 1986 to mod-
ify the definition of income for pur-
poses of determining the tax-exempt
status of certain corporations.

S. 1151

At the request of Mr. ScoTT of Flor-
ida, the name of the Senator from Ne-
vada (Ms. ROSEN) was added as a co-
sponsor of S. 1151, a bill to prohibit
contracting with persons that have
business operations with the Maduro
regime, and for other purposes.

S. 1380

At the request of Mr. SULLIVAN, the
name of the Senator from Texas (Mr.
CORNYN) was added as a cosponsor of S.
1380, a bill to amend the Federal Rules
of Criminal Procedure to remind pros-
ecutors of their obligations under Su-
preme Court case law.

S. 1381

At the request of Mr. BOOZMAN, the
name of the Senator from Massachu-
setts (Ms. WARREN) was added as a co-
sponsor of S. 1381, a bill to modify the
presumption of service connection for
veterans who were exposed to herbicide
agents while serving in the Armed
Forces in Thailand during the Vietnam
era, and for other purposes.

S. 1421

At the request of Mr. MARKEY, the

name of the Senator from Iowa (Ms.
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ERNST) was added as a cosponsor of S.
1421, a bill to award a Congressional
Gold Medal to the 23d Headquarters
Special Troops and the 3133d Signal
Service Company in recognition of
their unique and distinguished service
as a ‘“‘Ghost Army”’ that conducted de-
ception operations in Europe during
World War II.
S. 1583
At the request of Mr. DURBIN, the
name of the Senator from Maine (Ms.
CoLLINS) was added as a cosponsor of S.
1583, a bill to amend the Lead-Based
Paint Poisoning Prevention Act to pro-
vide for additional procedures for fami-
lies with children under the age of 6,
and for other purposes.
S. 1602
At the request of Ms. COLLINS, the
name of the Senator from Nebraska
(Mrs. FISCHER) was added as a cospon-
sor of S. 1602, a bill to amend the
United States Energy Storage Com-
petitiveness Act of 2007 to establish a
research, development, and demonstra-
tion program for grid-scale energy
storage systems, and for other pur-
poses.
S. 1657
At the request of Ms. COLLINS, the
names of the Senator from Michigan
(Mr. PETERS) and the Senator from Col-
orado (Mr. BENNET) were added as co-
sponsors of S. 1657, a bill to provide as-
sistance to combat the escalating bur-
den of Lyme disease and other tick and
vector-borne diseases and disorders.
S. 1757
At the request of Ms. ERNST, the
names of the Senator from Georgia
(Mr. PERDUE) and the Senator from
Pennsylvania (Mr. CASEY) were added
as cosponsors of S. 1757, a bill to award
a Congressional Gold Medal, collec-
tively, to the United States Army
Rangers Veterans of World War II in
recognition of their extraordinary serv-
ice during World War II.
S. 1820
At the request of Mrs. GILLIBRAND,
the names of the Senator from New
Hampshire (Ms. HASSAN) and the Sen-
ator from Wisconsin (Ms. BALDWIN)
were added as cosponsors of S. 1820, a
bill to improve the integrity and safety
of horseracing by requiring a uniform
anti-doping and medication control
program to be developed and enforced
by an independent Horseracing Anti-
Doping and Medication Control Au-
thority.
S. 1908
At the request of Mrs. GILLIBRAND,
the name of the Senator from Montana
(Mr. TESTER) was added as a cosponsor
of S. 1908, a bill to amend the Richard
B. Russell National School Lunch Act
to improve the efficiency of summer
meals.
S. 2024
At the request of Mr. CORNYN, the
name of the Senator from Alabama
(Mr. JONES) was added as a cosponsor
of S. 2024, a bill to amend the Higher
Education Act of 1965 to improve the
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American History for Freedom grant
program.
S. 2085
At the request of Ms. ROSEN, the
name of the Senator from Massachu-
setts (Mr. MARKEY) was added as a co-
sponsor of S. 2085, a bill to authorize
the Secretary of Education to award
grants to eligible entities to carry out
educational programs about the Holo-
caust, and for other purposes.
S. 2160
At the request of Mr. ScoTT of South
Carolina, the name of the Senator from
New Hampshire (Ms. HASSAN) was
added as a cosponsor of S. 2160, a bill to
require carbon monoxide alarms in cer-
tain federally assisted housing, and for
other purposes.
S. 2321
At the request of Mr. BLUNT, the
names of the Senator from Alabama
(Mr. JONES) and the Senator from Ne-
vada (Ms. ROSEN) were added as cospon-
sors of S. 2321, a bill to require the Sec-
retary of the Treasury to mint a coin
in commemoration of the 100th anni-
versary of the establishment of Negro
Leagues baseball.
S. 2449
At the request of Mr. MENENDEZ, his
name was added as a cosponsor of S.
2449, a bill to amend title 18, United
States Code, to require licenses to ac-
quire or receive firearms, and for other
purposes.
S. 2547
At the request of Mr. RISCH, the
name of the Senator from Texas (Mr.
CRrUZ) was added as a cosponsor of S.
2647, a bill to state the policy of the
United States with respect to the ex-
pansion of cooperation with allies and
partners in the Indo-Pacific region and
Europe regarding the People’s Republic
of China.
S. 2590
At the request of Mr. BRAUN, the
name of the Senator from Arkansas
(Mr. CoTTON) Was added as a cosponsor
of S. 2590, a bill to protect the dignity
of fetal remains, and for other pur-
poses.
S. 2615
At the request of Mr. CASSIDY, the
name of the Senator from Ohio (Mr.
BROWN) was added as a cosponsor of S.
2615, a bill to amend the Internal Rev-
enue Code of 1986 to improve the his-
toric rehabilitation tax credit, and for
other purposes.
S. 2627
At the request of Ms. CORTEZ MASTO,
the name of the Senator from Con-
necticut (Mr. BLUMENTHAL) was added
as a cosponsor of S. 2627, a bill to
amend the Internal Revenue Code of
1986 to allow an above-the-line deduc-
tion for attorney fees and costs in con-
nection with civil claim awards.
S. 2661
At the request of Mr. GARDNER, the
name of the Senator from Colorado
(Mr. BENNET) was added as a cosponsor
of S. 2661, a bill to amend the Commu-
nications Act of 1934 to designate 9-8-8
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as the universal telephone number for
the purpose of the national suicide pre-
vention and mental health crisis hot-
line system operating through the Na-
tional Suicide Prevention Lifeline and
through the Veterans Crisis Line, and
for other purposes.
S. 2695
At the request of Mr. ROBERTS, the
names of the Senator from South Da-
kota (Mr. ROUNDS) and the Senator
from Illinois (Mr. DURBIN) were added
as cosponsors of S. 2695, a bill to au-
thorize the Secretary of Agriculture to
provide for the defense of United States
agriculture and food through the Na-
tional Bio and Agro-Defense Facility,
and for other purposes.
S. 2741
At the request of Mr. SCHATZ, the
names of the Senator from Connecticut
(Mr. MURPHY) and the Senator from
South Dakota (Mr. ROUNDS) were added
as cosponsors of S. 2741, a bill to amend
title XVIII of the Social Security Act
to expand access to telehealth services,
and for other purposes.
S. 2754
At the request of Mr. KENNEDY, the
names of the Senator from Georgia
(Mr. PERDUE) and the Senator from
Alabama (Mr. JONES) were added as co-
sponsors of S. 2754, a bill to create jobs
and drive innovation and economic
growth in the United States by sup-
porting and promoting the manufac-
ture of next-generation technologies,
including refrigerants, solvents, fire
suppressants, foam blowing agents,
aerosols, and propellants.
S. 2765
At the request of Mr. ENzI, the name
of the Senator from Idaho (Mr. RISCH)
was added as a cosponsor of S. 2765, a
bill to improve Federal fiscal controls
and the congressional budget process.
S. 2774
At the request of Ms. MCSALLY, the
name of the Senator from Minnesota
(Ms. KLOBUCHAR) was added as a co-
sponsor of S. 2774, a bill to direct the
Attorney General to establish and
carry out a Veteran Treatment Court
Program.
S. 2815
At the request of Mr. SCHUMER, the
names of the Senator from New Jersey
(Mr. BOOKER) and the Senator from
Delaware (Mr. COONS) were added as co-
sponsors of S. 2815, a bill to require the
Secretary of the Treasury to mint
coins in commemoration of the Na-
tional Purple Heart Honor Mission.
S. 2831
At the request of Mrs. CAPITO, the
names of the Senator from South Da-
kota (Mr. ROUNDS) and the Senator
from Nevada (Ms. ROSEN) were added as
cosponsors of S. 2831, a bill to amend
title 51, United States Code, to modify
the national space grant college and
fellowship program, and for other pur-
poses.
S. 2898
At the request of Mr. INHOFE, the
names of the Senator from New Hamp-
shire (Ms. HASSAN), the Senator from
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Arizona (Ms. MCSALLY), the Senator
from North Dakota (Mr. HOEVEN) and
the Senator from Minnesota (Ms.
SMITH) were added as cosponsors of S.
2898, a bill to amend title 5, United
States Code, to provide for a full annu-
ity supplement for certain air traffic
controllers.
S. 2941
At the request of Mr. PORTMAN, the
name of the Senator from Massachu-
setts (Ms. WARREN) was added as a co-
sponsor of S. 2941, a bill to require the
Administrator of the Environmental
Protection Agency to establish a con-
sumer recycling education and out-
reach grant program, and for other
purposes.
S. 2942
At the request of Mrs. SHAHEEN, the
names of the Senator from Maine (Ms.
CoLLINS) and the Senator from Maine
(Mr. KING) were added as cosponsors of
S. 2942, a bill to amend the Internal
Revenue Code of 1986 to provide that
certain contributions by government
entities are treated as contributions to
capital.
S. 2949
At the request of Mrs. FISCHER, the
name of the Senator from California
(Mrs. FEINSTEIN) was added as a co-
sponsor of S. 2949, a bill to direct the
Secretary of Veterans Affairs to make
grants to eligible organizations to pro-
vide service dogs to veterans with se-
vere post-traumatic stress disorder,
and for other purposes.
S. 2976
At the request of Mr. CASSIDY, the
name of the Senator from Arizona (Ms.
McCSALLY) was added as a cosponsor of
S. 2976, a bill to amend the Internal
Revenue Code of 1986 to provide an
election to advance future child tax
credits in the year of birth or adoption.
S. 2989
At the request of Mr. CASSIDY, the
name of the Senator from Maine (Ms.
CoOLLINS) was added as a cosponsor of S.
2989, a bill to amend title XI of the So-
cial Security Act to clarify the mailing
requirement relating to social security
account statements.
S. 3001
At the request of Mr. TOOMEY, the
name of the Senator from North Caro-
lina (Mr. TILLIS) was added as a co-
sponsor of S. 3001, a bill to provide for
certain extensions with respect to the
Medicare and Medicaid programs under
titles XVIII and XIX of the Social Se-
curity Act, and for other purposes.
S. 3004
At the request of Mr. MARKEY, the
name of the Senator from California
(Ms. HARRIS) was added as a cosponsor
of S. 3004, a bill to protect human
rights and enhance opportunities for
LGBTI people around the world, and
for other purposes.
S. 3016
At the request of Mrs. FISCHER, the
name of the Senator from Nevada (Ms.
CORTEZ MASTO) was added as a cospon-
sor of S. 3016, a bill to amend the Fed-
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eral Food, Drug, and Cosmetic Act to
ensure that consumers can make in-
formed decisions in choosing between
meat products such as beef and imita-
tion meat products, and for other pur-
poses.
S.J. RES. 4
At the request of Mr. MENENDEZ, his
name and the names of the Senator
from New Hampshire (Mrs. SHAHEEN)
and the Senator from Massachusetts
(Mr. MARKEY) were added as cosponsors
of S.J. Res. 4, a joint resolution requir-
ing the advice and consent of the Sen-
ate or an Act of Congress to suspend,
terminate, or withdraw the TUnited
States from the North Atlantic Treaty
and authorizing related litigation, and
for other purposes.
S. RES. 98
At the request of Mrs. BLACKBURN,
the name of the Senator from Alaska
(Ms. MURKOWSKI) was added as a co-
sponsor of S. Res. 98, a resolution es-
tablishing the Congressional Gold Star
Family Fellowship Program for the
placement in offices of Senators of
children, spouses, and siblings of mem-
bers of the Armed Forces who are hos-
tile casualties or who have died from a
training-related injury.
S. RES. 371
At the request of Mr. COONS, the
name of the Senator from Mississippi
(Mr. WICKER) was added as a cosponsor
of S. Res. 371, a resolution reaffirming
the support of the United States for
the people of the Republic of South
Sudan and calling on all parties to up-
hold their commitments to peace and
dialogue as outlined in the 2018 revital-
ized peace agreement.
S. RES. 385
At the request of Mr. RISCH, the
name of the Senator from Massachu-
setts (Mr. MARKEY) was added as a co-
sponsor of S. Res. 385, a resolution cele-
brating the 30th anniversary of the fall
of the Berlin Wall, the reunification of
both Germany and Europe, and the
spread of democracy around the world.
S. RES. 447
At the request of Mr. RISCH, the
name of the Senator from Colorado
(Mr. GARDNER) was added as a cospon-
sor of S. Res. 447, a resolution express-
ing serious concern about widespread
irregularities in Bolivia’s October 20,
2019, general elections and supporting
the convening of new elections in Bo-
livia at the earliest possible date.

———

STATEMENTS ON INTRODUCED
BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTIONS

By Mr. DURBIN (for himself, Mr.

LEE, Mr. WHITEHOUSE, Mr.
BOOKER, Mr. BLUMENTHAL, Mr.
COONS, Ms. HARRIS, Ms.
KLOBUCHAR, Ms. HIRONO, and
Mr. LEAHY):

S. 3035. A bill to provide that the
amount of time that an elderly of-
fender must serve before being eligible
for placement in home detention is to
be reduced by the amount of good time
credits earned by the prisoner , and for
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other purposes; to the Committee on
Banking, Housing, and Urban Affairs.

Mr. DURBIN. Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent that the text of the
bill be printed in the RECORD.

There being no objection, the text of
the bill was ordered to be printed in
the RECORD, as follows:

S. 3035

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives of the United States of America in
Congress assembled,

SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE.

This Act may be cited as the ‘‘Elderly
Home Detention Pilot Program Technical
Corrections Act of 2019”’.

SEC. 2. CREDITS FOR CERTAIN ELDERLY NON-

VIOLENT OFFENDERS.
Section 231(g)(5)(A)({i) of the Second
Chance Act of 2007 (34 U.Ss.C.

60541(g2)(5)(A)(1i)) is amended by striking ‘‘to
which the offender was sentenced’ and in-
serting ‘‘reduced by any credit toward the
service of the prisoner’s sentence awarded
under section 3624(b) of title 18, United
States Code”.

By Mrs. FEINSTEIN:

S. 3042. A bill to amend title 46,
United States Code, to require the Sec-
retary of the department in which the
Coast Guard is operating to prescribe
additional regulations to secure the
safety of individuals and property on
board certain small passenger vessels,
and for other purposes; to the Com-
mittee on Commerce, Science, and
Transportation.

Mrs. FEINSTEIN. Mr. President, I
rise today to introduce the ‘‘Small Pas-
senger Vessel Safety Act of 2019”.

This bill would prevent future trage-
dies like the one that happened on-
board the Conception passenger vessel
off the coast of Santa Cruz Island, Cali-
fornia. This was the worst maritime
disaster in modern California history,
and my thoughts continue to be with
the victims and their loved ones.

On September 2, 2019, thirty-four peo-
ple were tragically killed onboard the
vessel when a fire started while pas-
sengers were sleeping below deck after
a nighttime swim. The victims of the
boat fire—thirty-three passengers and
one crewmember—were athletes, immi-
grants, CEO’s, and students. All were
united by love of the water, marine
life, and their adventurous spirit.

The Conception boat fire was a trag-
edy that must never be allowed to hap-
pen again. Reports indicate the fire
consumed the boat, including the
salon, galley compartment, and the aft
deck, and causes include overloading of
the electric system, possibly from re-
chargeable devices with lithium ion
batteries. The lack of an inter-
connected fire alarm system through-
out the vessel meant passengers and
crew were not made aware of the fire
until key areas of escape were already
engulfed. Critical time—time that
could have saved lives—was lost. This
bill addresses these issues and poten-
tial causes.

While investigations by the National
Transportation Safety Board and the
Coast Guard are still ongoing, it is
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clear regulatory changes are needed to
ensure small passenger vessels have the
right safety measures in place to limit
the possibility of fire and help evac-
uate the vessel of passengers in the
event a fire does start.

The Conception is one of about 325
small passenger vessels built before
1996 and exempt from stricter safety
standards imposed on newer vessels.

This bill offers a number of common-
sense provisions that will improve pas-
senger vessel safety. These include: re-
quiring these types of vessels to have
no less than two avenues of escape
from all areas accessible to passengers;
mandating safety standards for the
handling, storage and operation of lith-
ium ion batteries; and, establishing
standards for interconnected fire alarm
systems.

I appreciate the hard work of the Na-
tional Transportation Safety Board
and the U.S. Coast Guard Inspections
and Compliance Directorate. I espe-
cially appreciate the Commandant’s
Marine Safety Information Bulletin
issued on September 10 reminding own-
ers, operators and masters of passenger
vessels to adhere to the regulations re-
lated to firefighting, lifesaving, emer-
gency preparation and means of escape.
And, more specifically, I appreciate the
attention to the issue of unsupervised
charging of lithium-ion batteries and
the extensive use of power strips and
extension cords.

Given the horrific nature of this
tragedy, it is imperative that we estab-
lish stricter safety standards onboard
these boats where so many children
and families have such enjoyment. I be-
lieve this bill is a pragmatic, common-
sense solution to improve safety on
these older vessels, and I urge it to be
included in the Coast Guard Reauthor-
ization Act.

Thank you, Mr. President. I yield the
floor.

By Ms. COLLINS (for herself and
Ms. SINEMA):

S. 3048. A bill to authorize certain
aliens seeking asylum to be employed
in the United States while their appli-
cations are being adjudicated; to the
Committee on the Judiciary.

Ms. COLLINS. Mr. President, I rise
today to introduce the Asylum Seeker
Work Authorization Act of 2019, which
is similar to a bill introduced by Rep-
resentative PINGREE in the House. My
bill would allow asylum seekers to
seek employment 30 days after apply-
ing for asylum, provided their applica-
tions are not frivolous, their identities
have been verified, and their names run
through the Federal government’s ter-
rorist watch lists. This change would
allow asylum applicants to work and
contribute to society without being de-
pendent on assistance from local gov-
ernments while their claims are being
adjudicated.

Under current law, asylum seekers
must wait 180 days after filing their ap-
plications before they are allowed to
work. The 180-day requirement was
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adopted by the Clinton Administration
in 1994 out of concern that some asy-
lum seekers might apply for asylum
primarily as a means of getting a work
authorization. Clearly, this change has
only transferred the burden of care for
these asylum seekers onto commu-
nities across the Nation.

One such community is Portland,
Maine. Earlier this year, over the span
of several weeks, a surge of asylum
seekers from the Democratic Republic
of the Congo and Angola arrived in
Portland after crossing our southern
border. These asylum seekers could
have given a much-needed boost to
Maine’s very tight labor market—our
unemployment rate is just 2.8 per-
cent—but the lengthy work-authoriza-
tion process prevents these asylum
seekers from getting jobs even to sup-
port themselves.

Thankfully, the Emergency Supple-
mental Appropriations for Humani-
tarian Assistance and Security at the
Southern Border Act of 2019 made
funds available to assist local commu-
nities dealing with a sudden influx of
asylum seekers. The City of Portland
and private organizations in southern
Maine received $892,586 from that Act.
While I am pleased that these funds
have been provided to Portland and
other communities around our coun-
try, it would be a better solution if
those seeking asylum were able to join
the workforce and achieve self-suffi-
ciency as quickly as possible while
awaiting the outcome of their cases.

It is my hope that the change pro-
posed by my bill will lessen the burden
on the budgets of communities hosting
asylum seekers while allowing these
individuals and their families to sup-
port themselves as they want to do,
bringing needed skills to the cities and
towns in which they settle. I encourage
my colleagues to support it.

By Mr. MORAN:

S.J. Res. 61. A joint resolution ap-
proving the request of the Secretary of
Veterans Affairs for a waiver under
section 1703E(f) of title 38, United
States Code; to the Committee on Vet-
erans’ Affairs.

Mr. MORAN. Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent to submit the fol-
lowing letter from U.S. Secretary of
Veterans Affairs, Robert L. Wilkie, for
the RECORD.

So Ordered.

Hon. MITCH MCCONNELL,
Majority Leader, U.S. Senate,
Washington, DC 20510.

DEAR SENATOR MCCONNELL: In accordance
with the requirements of section 1703E(f)(2)
of title 38, United States Code, enclosed is
the Department of Veterans Affairs (VA) re-
port on a request for a waiver to allow VA to
pilot community partnered collaborations to
expand dental care for Veterans. We request
that copies of this waiver be provided to the
Chair and Ranking Member of applicable
standing committees with jurisdiction to re-
port a bill to amend the provision or provi-
sions of law that would be waived by VA,
consistent with section 1703E(f)(3).

As required by section 1703E(f)(2), the en-
closed report describes in detail the specific
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authorities to be waived under the pilot pro-
gram; the standard or standards to be used in
the pilot program in lieu of the waived au-
thorities; the reasons for such waiver or
waivers; a description of the metric or
metrics VA will use to determine the effect
of the waiver or waivers upon the access to
and quality, timeliness, or patient satisfac-
tion of care and services furnished through
the pilot program; the anticipated cost sav-
ings, if any, of the pilot program; the sched-
ule for interim reports on the pilot program
describing the results of the pilot program so
far and the feasibility and advisability of
continuing the pilot program; the schedule
for the termination of the pilot program and
the submission of a final report on the pilot
program describing the result of the pilot
program and the feasibility and advisability
of making the pilot program permanent; and
the estimated budget of the pilot program.

Consistent with section 17.450 of title 38,
Code of Federal Regulations, this report also
includes the geographic locations for each
pilot program, the rationale for those selec-
tions, and how VA believes the selected loca-
tions will address deficits in care for a de-
fined population; any applicable provision of
existing regulations implementing any laws
to be waived; and any more specific defini-
tions of terms included in section 17.450(b),
as necessitated by the specific provisions of
the proposed pilot program.

The Office of Management and Budget ad-
vises that there is no objection to the sub-
mission of this waiver proposal to Congress
and that its enactment would be in accord
with the program of the President.

Thank you for your continuing support of
our mission. A similar letter has been sent
to other leaders of the Congress and the
House and Senate Committees on Veterans’
Affairs.

Sincerely,
ROBERT L. WILKIE.

———

SUBMITTED RESOLUTIONS

SENATE RESOLUTION  453—HON-
ORING THE EMPLOYEES OF THE
DEPARTMENT OF STATE AND
THE UNITED STATES AGENCY
FOR INTERNATIONAL DEVELOP-
MENT, AND FOR OTHER PUR-
POSES

Mr. MENENDEZ (for himself, Mr.
CARDIN, Mrs. SHAHEEN, Mr. COONS, Mr.
UDALL, Mr. MURPHY, Mr. KAINE, Mr.
MARKEY, Mr. MERKLEY, and Mr. BOOK-
ER) submitted the following resolution;
which was referred to the Committee
on Foreign Relations:

S. RES. 453

Whereas more than 81,000 people serve as
employees of the Department of State and
the United States Agency for International
Development, including locally employed
staff, protecting and advancing national se-
curity, freedom, democracy, development,
and free markets, for the benefit of the peo-
ple of the United States and the inter-
national community;

Whereas employees of the Department of
State and the United States Agency for
International Development together rep-
resent the United States in maintaining dip-
lomatic relations in over 250 posts in 180
countries around the world, including in
many inhospitable and dangerous regions;

Whereas employees of the Department of
State and the United States Agency for
International Development promote Amer-
ican values and interests at home and abroad
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through their work and actions, promoting
the safety and freedom of all Americans;

Whereas employees of the Department of
State and the United States Agency for
International Development are a central
component of our defense against inter-
national terrorism and the proliferation of
weapons of mass destruction;

Whereas employees of the Department of
State and the United States Agency for
International Development work to preserve
peace and freedom and promote economic
prosperity and mutual understanding around
the world;

Whereas employees of the Department of
State and the United States Agency for
International Development daily work to re-
duce poverty, end hunger and malnutrition,
fight disease, combat international crime
and illegal drugs, and address environmental
degradation;

Whereas employees of the Department of
State and the United States Agency for
International Development daily work to
promote economic development, commercial
enterprises, economic prosperity, and United
States job and trade promotion;

Whereas employees of the Department of
State and the United States Agency for
International Development daily work to
promote American ideals and values, human
rights, freedom, gender equality, and democ-
racy;

Whereas employees of the Department of
State and the United States Agency for
International Development daily work to
provide emergency and humanitarian assist-
ance aid to respond to crises around the
globe;

Whereas there are almost 50,000 local em-
ployees at posts that aid and support the
work of the United States and the Depart-
ment of State around the world;

Whereas at least 250 United States citizen
employees, as well as family members, and
many more locally employed staff, of the De-
partment of State and the United States
Agency for International Development have
made the ultimate sacrifice on behalf of
their Nation;

Whereas employees of the Department of
State and the United States Agency for
International Development personify the vir-
tues of patriotism, sacrifice, service, and
duty;

Whereas the families of employees of the
Department of State and the United States
Agency for International Development make
important and significant sacrifices for the
United States;

Whereas multiple career Foreign Service
and civil service employees of the Depart-
ment of State upheld their oaths to defend
the Constitution, uphold the law, and pro-
vide testimony in response to lawful sub-
poenas from congressional oversight hear-
ings, risking their careers and personal safe-
ty for service to their nation;

Whereas these courageous employees of the
Department of State, individuals who have
served the Nation with distinction and rep-
resent our Nation’s finest, include Ambas-
sador Marie Yovanovitch, a distinguished ca-
reer public servant who dedicated 33 years of
her life as a Foreign Service Officer; Ambas-
sador William Taylor, a diplomat who start-
ed his 50-year public service as a West Point
cadet and served in every Administration
since 1985; George Kent a career foreign serv-
ice officer with multiple postings throughout
the Department since 1992; Jennifer Wil-
liams, a 13-year veteran of the Foreign Serv-
ice who has served overseas in Beirut and Ja-
maica, managed the United States Govern-
ment’s humanitarian assistance program for
Syrian refugees from 2011 to 2014, and, most
recently, has served as the Vice President’s
assistant on European and Russian affairs
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since April 2019; Ambassador David Hale,
who has served around the world for more
than three decades with the Department, in-
cluding as Ambassador to Pakistan, Lebanon
and Jordan, and in his current role as Under
Secretary of State for Political Affairs;
David Holmes, who joined the foreign service
in 2002 and was awarded the William Rivkin
award for Constructive Dissent in 2014; Peter
Michael McKinley, whose career in the for-
eign service spanned more than 35 years and
included service as ambassador to Peru, Co-
lombia, Afghanistan and Brazil, and Senior
Adviser to Secretary Mike Pompeo; Philip
Reeker, a 27-year veteran of the foreign serv-
ice, including as acting assistant secretary
of the Bureau of European and Eurasian Af-
fairs; Catherine M. Croft, who has served as
a special advisor for Ukraine in the State
Department and on the National Security
Council staff; and Christopher Anderson, a
foreign service officer since 2005, who served
at the United States Embassy in Kyiv from
2014 to 2017 and as the special adviser for
Ukraine negotiations from August 2017 to
July 2019; and

Whereas the Department of State has rep-
resented to Congress that ‘‘no employee has
faced any adverse action by the Department
for testimony before Congress’” and com-
mitted that ‘‘the Department will not dis-
cipline any Department employee for appear-
ing before Congress in response to a sub-
poena’’: Now, therefore, be it

Resolved, That the Senate—

(1) honors the employees of the Depart-
ment of State and the United States Agency
for International Development;

(2) calls on the people of the United States
to reflect on the service and sacrifice of em-
ployees of the Department of State and the
United States Agency for International De-
velopment, wherever they serve, past,
present, and future;

(3) thanks the local employees for their aid
and support in the mission of the Depart-
ment of State and the United States Agency
for International Development;

(4) expresses the deep appreciation of a
grateful Nation to the employees of the De-
partment of State and the United States
Agency for International Development who
each and every day courageously and pub-
licly stand up for their country and defend
the Constitution, including those who have
provided testimony to Congress in response
to lawful subpoenas;

(5) urges the Department to fully and
faithfully implement all its stated commit-
ment to assist employees called to testify
before Congress with the cost of legal fees;
and

(6) calls on the Department to ensure that
no personnel will face any retaliatory action,
adverse personnel action, or other negative
consequence for testifying or providing re-
quested information to Congress, and empha-
sizes that any reprisal for testifying before
Congress would be a violation of law.

———

SENATE RESOLUTION 454—CALL-
ING FOR THE IMMEDIATE RE-
LEASE OF CUBAN DEMOCRACY
ACTIVIST JOSE DANIEL FERRER
AND COMMENDING THE EFFORTS
OF JOSE DANIEL FERRER TO
PROMOTE HUMAN RIGHTS AND
FUNDAMENTAL FREEDOMS IN
CUBA

Mr. MENENDEZ (for himself, Mr.
RUBIO, Mr. DURBIN, Mr. CRUZ, Mr.
CARDIN, Ms. CoOLLINS, and Mr. KAINE)
submitted the following resolution;
which was referred to the Committee
on Foreign Relations:
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S. RES. 454

Whereas José Daniel Ferrer Garcla is a
Cuban democracy and human rights activist
who has dedicated his life to promoting
greater political pluralism and respect for
fundamental freedoms in Cuba;

Whereas Mr. Ferrer was born in Cuba on
July 29, 1970, in the province of Santiago de
Cuba;

Whereas, in the late 1990s, Mr. Ferrer
joined the Christian Liberation Movement
(MCL), a peaceful political movement led by
late Cuban activist Oswaldo Paya;

Whereas, through coordination with the
MCL, Mr. Ferrer helped lead the Varela
Project, an initiative to collect the signa-
tures of citizens to petition the Government
of Cuba for democratic reforms and protec-
tions for freedom of speech, freedom of the
press, and freedom of assembly;

Whereas, in March 2003, as part of a series
of sweeping arrests of 75 democracy activ-
ists, Mr. Ferrer was arrested by Cuban au-
thorities for his work on the Varela Project
and sentenced to 25 years in prison;

Whereas, in March 2004, Amnesty Inter-
national declared the group of 75 democracy
activists, including Mr. Ferrer, to be pris-
oners of conscience and called for their im-
mediate and unconditional release;

Whereas, in 2009, Mr. Ferrer was honored
with the Democracy Award given annually
by the National Endowment for Democracy;

Whereas, in March 2011, as part of an
agreement brokered by the Catholic Church,
Mr. Ferrer refused to abandon his homeland
and was released from prison to remain in
Cuba;

Whereas, in August 2011, Mr. Ferrer found-
ed the Patriotic Union of Cuba (UNPACU), a
nonviolent political movement dedicated to
promoting human rights, democratic prin-
ciples, and fundamental freedoms in Cuba;

Whereas, on June 7, 2012, Mr. Ferrer testi-
fied via digital video conference at a hearing
of the Committee on Foreign Relations of
the Senate;

Whereas, since he was released from jail in
March 2011, Mr. Ferrer has been frequently
harassed, regularly surveilled, and repeat-
edly jailed by Cuban authorities for his role
in UNPACU;

Whereas, on October 1, 2019, Mr. Ferrer was
imprisoned arbitrarily by Cuban authorities
for his leadership of UNPACU and outspoken
advocacy for human rights and democratic
principles in Cuba;

Whereas, on October 1, 2019, Cuban authori-
ties detained 3 other members of UNPACU,
Fernando Gonzalez Vailant, José Pupo
Chaveco, and Roilan Zarraga Ferrer;

Whereas a letter from Mr. Ferrer was
smuggled out of prison stating that he had
been tortured, mistreated, and denied proper
medical attention, and that his life was put
in danger while in detention;

Whereas the family of Mr. Ferrer has been
permitted to visit him only twice since he
was imprisoned arbitrarily on October 1,
2019, and the wife of Mr. Ferrer reported that
she saw evidence that he had been physically
abused and mistreated; and

Whereas, on November 28, 2019, the Euro-
pean Parliament approved a resolution con-
demning the arbitrary detention of Mr.
Ferrer and calling for his immediate release:
Now, therefore, be it

Resolved, That the Senate—

(1) condemns the arbitrary imprisonment
of leading Cuban democracy and human
rights activist José Daniel Ferrer and calls
for his immediate and unconditional release;

(2) urges Cuban authorities to grant Mr.
Ferrer immediate access to medical care and
independent legal counsel;

(3) calls for the immediate and uncondi-
tional release of all members of the Patriotic
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Union of Cuba (UNPACU) that have been ar-
bitrarily imprisoned;

(4) commends Mr. Ferrer for his unwaver-
ing commitment to advance democratic
principles, human rights, and fundamental
freedoms in Cuba; and

(5) recognizes the important contributions
of UNPACU and all of its members for their
efforts to promote greater respect for demo-
cratic principles, human rights, and funda-
mental freedoms in Cuba.

———

SENATE RESOLUTION 455—TO AU-
THORIZE REPRESENTATION BY
THE SENATE LEGAL COUNSEL IN
THE CASE OF RICHARD ARJUN
KAUL V. BSENATOR CHARLES
SCHUMER, ET AL

Mr. McCCONNELL submitted the fol-
lowing resolution; which was consid-
ered and agreed to:

S. RES. 455

Whereas, Senator Charles Schumer has
been named as a defendant in the case of
Richard Arjun Kaul v. Senator Charles Schu-
mer, et al., Case No. 19-CV-13477T-BRM-JAD,
currently pending in the United States Dis-
trict Court for the District of New Jersey;

Whereas, pursuant to sections 703(a) and
704(a)(1) of the Ethics in Government Act of
1978, 2 U.S.C. §§288b(a) and 288c(a)(l), the
Senate may direct its counsel to defend
Members of the Senate in civil actions relat-
ing to their official responsibilities: Now,
therefore, be it

Resolved, That the Senate Legal Counsel is
authorized to represent Senator Schumer in
the case of Richard Arjun Kaul v. Senator
Charles Schumer, et al.

Mr. McCONNELL. Mr. President, I
send to the desk a resolution author-
izing representation by the Senate
Legal Counsel and ask for its imme-
diate consideration.

Mr. President, this resolution con-
cerns a civil action pending in New Jer-
sey Federal court against Senator
Schumer and various private entities.
The plaintiff previously brought a law-
suit arising out of the revocation of his
medical license by the New Jersey
State Board of Medical Examiners, and
that lawsuit was dismissed. In this law-
suit, plaintiff asserts a conspiracy
among Senator Schumer and two large
insurance companies, a bank, a law
firm, and a media company, to obstruct
and undermine plaintiff’s previous law-
suit by having the Senator use his in-
fluence over the presiding judge to dis-
miss the case. Plaintiff’s claims
against Senator Schumer are subject
to dismissal for failure to State a
claim and on jurisdictional grounds.
This resolution would authorize the
Senate Legal Counsel to represent Sen-
ator Schumer in order to seek dis-
missal of the claims against him.

———————

SENATE CONCURRENT RESOLU-
TION 30—RECOGNIZING THE
NEED TO IMPROVE PHYSICAL
ACCESS TO MANY FEDERALLY
FUNDED FACILITIES FOR ALL
PEOPLE OF THE UNITED
STATES, PARTICULARLY INDI-
VIDUALS WITH DISABILITIES

Mr. BLUMENTHAL (for himself, Mr.
CASEY, Mr. BROWN, Ms. CANTWELL, Mr.
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MERKLEY, Ms. HASSAN, Ms.
DUCKWORTH, Mr. MURPHY, Ms. HARRIS,
Mr. WHITEHOUSE, Mr. VAN HOLLEN, Mr.
COONS, Mrs. MURRAY, and Ms. HIRONO)
submitted the following concurrent
resolution; which was referred to the
Committee on Health, Education,
Labor, and Pensions:
S. CoN. RES. 30

Whereas the First Amendment to the Con-
stitution of the United States—

(1) prevents Congress from making any law
respecting an establishment of religion, pro-
hibiting the free exercise of religion, or
abridging the freedom of speech, the freedom
of the press, the right to peaceably assemble,
or the right to petition for a governmental
redress of grievances; and

(2) was ratified on December 15, 1791, as 1 of
the 10 amendments that constitute the Bill
of Rights;

Whereas the Bill of Rights, specifically the
First Amendment to the Constitution of the
United States, calls for the right of all indi-
viduals to peaceably assemble, meaning that
all individuals, regardless of their physical
ability, shall be offered equal opportunity to
access all amenities that are federally fund-
ed, in whole or part, with the exception of
certain sites of historical importance ap-
proved by the Architectural and Transpor-
tation Barriers Compliance Board (referred
to in this preamble as the ‘“‘United States
Access Board’’) or a nonpartisan commission
convened by the United States Access Board;

Whereas, in the 29 years since the signing
of the Americans with Disabilities Act of
1990 (42 U.S.C. 12101 et seq.), there have been
advances in technologies that benefit indi-
viduals with disabilities, such as automatic
doors;

Whereas, in 2018, the Centers for Disease
Control and Prevention reported that—

(1) 61,000,000 individuals in the United
States have a disability that impacts major
life activities;

(2) 1 of every 7 adults experience a mobility
impairment, which is the most common form
of disability; and

(3) as people age, disability becomes in-
creasingly common, affecting an estimated 2
of every 5 older adults;

Whereas, as significant advances in med-
ical treatment result in improved health
outcomes, the incidence of disability has in-
creased over time;

Whereas, in 2016, an estimated 25.1 percent
of veterans in the United States, or more
than 2,000,000 individuals, reported having a
service-connected disability;

Whereas the Act entitled ““An Act to in-
sure that certain buildings financed with
Federal funds are so designed and con-
structed as to be accessible to the physically
handicapped’”’, approved August 12, 1968 (42
U.S.C. 4151 et seq.) (commonly known as the
‘‘Architectural Barriers Act of 1968’°), was
enacted to ensure that certain federally
funded facilities are designed and con-
structed to be accessible to individuals with
disabilities;

Whereas title V of the Rehabilitation Act
of 1973 (29 U.S.C. 791 et seq.)—

(1) prohibits discrimination against a per-
son with a disability in programs and activi-
ties funded by the Federal Government;

(2) requires the elimination of architec-
tural barriers for Federal employees and ap-
plicants with disabilities; and

(3) established the United States Access
Board;

Whereas the Americans with Disabilities
Act of 1990 (42 U.S.C. 12101 et seq.)—

(1) prohibits discrimination against a per-
son with a disability by a State or local gov-
ernment, including any department, agency,
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special purpose district, or other instrumen-
tality of a State or local government, in pro-
grams and activities, transportation, com-
munications, and the built environment;

(2) prohibits discrimination against a per-
son with a disability in the activities of a
place of public accommodation, which is an
entity that is—

(A) generally open to the public; and
(B) within a category described in that

Act, such as a restaurant, movie theater,

school, day care facility, or doctor’s office;

and

(3) requires a newly constructed or altered
place of public accommodation or commer-
cial facility (such as a factory, warehouse, or
office building) to comply with the Stand-
ards for Accessible Design;

Whereas the Fair Housing Act (42 U.S.C.
3601 et seq.)—

(1) prohibits discrimination on the basis of
disability in multifamily housing, including
military family housing; and

(2) requires the elimination of architec-
tural barriers in common areas;

Whereas the United States Access Board
has developed new guidelines for public
rights-of-way that address various issues, in-
cluding access for blind pedestrians at street
crossings, wheelchair access to on-street
parking, and various constraints posed by
space limitations, roadway design practices,
slope, and terrain;

Whereas the new guidelines developed by
the United States Access Board cover pedes-
trian access to sidewalks and streets, includ-
ing crosswalks, curb ramps, street fur-
nishings, pedestrian signals, parking, and
other components of public rights-of-way;

Whereas the aim of the United States Ac-
cess Board in developing the new guidelines
includes ensuring that—

(1) access for individuals with disabilities
is provided wherever a pedestrian way is
newly built or altered; and

(2) the same degree of convenience, connec-
tion, and safety afforded the public generally
is available to pedestrians with disabilities;

Whereas, on the date on which the Attor-
ney General adopts the new guidelines, the
guidelines will become enforceable standards
under title II of the Americans with Disabil-
ities Act of 1990 (42 U.S.C. 12131 et seq.); and

Whereas the United States was founded on
the principles of equality and freedom, and
such principles require that all individuals,
including individuals with disabilities, are
able to engage as equal members of society:
Now, therefore, be it

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Rep-
resentatives concurring), That Congress—

(1) recognizes the importance of equal op-
portunity for individuals with disabilities in
the United States;

(2) recognizes that too many facilities of
Federal, State, and local governments re-
main inaccessible to individuals with disabil-
ities due to architectural and other barriers;

(3) reaffirms its support of and requires full
compliance with—

(A) the Act entitled ‘“‘An Act to insure that
certain buildings financed with Federal
funds are so designed and constructed as to
be accessible to the physically handicapped”,
approved August 12, 1968 (42 U.S.C. 4151 et
seq.) (commonly known as the ‘‘Architec-
tural Barriers Act of 1968’);

(B) title V of the Rehabilitation Act of 1973
(29 U.S.C. 791 et seq.);

(C) the Americans with Disabilities Act of
1990 (42 U.S.C. 12101 et seq.); and

(D) the Fair Housing Act (42 U.S.C. 3601 et
seq.); and

(4) pledges to make universal and inclusive
design a guiding principle for all infrastruc-
ture bills and projects and will continue
working to identify and remove the barriers
that prevent all people of the United States,
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including individuals with disabilities, from
having equal access to the services provided
by the Federal Government.

——————
AMENDMENTS SUBMITTED AND
PROPOSED
SA 1256. Mr. MCCONNELL (for Mr.

CRAMER) proposed an amendment to the con-
current resolution S. Con. Res. 23, honoring
the 75th Anniversary of the Battle of the
Bulge fought during World War II, recog-
nizing the valiant efforts of the Allied Forces
in December 1944, and remembering those
who made the ultimate sacrifice, all of which
contributed to the Allied victory in the Eu-
ropean Theater.
————

TEXT OF AMENDMENTS

SA 1256. Mr. MCCONNELL (for Mr.
CRAMER) proposed an amendment to
the concurrent resolution S. Con. Res.
23, honoring the 75th Anniversary of
the Battle of the Bulge fought during
World War II, recognizing the valiant
efforts of the Allied Forces in Decem-
ber 1944, and remembering those who
made the ultimate sacrifice, all of
which contributed to the Allied victory
in the European Theater; as follows:

Between the seventh and eighth whereas
clauses in the preamble, insert the following:

Whereas, the heroic defense of Bastogne by
the 101st Airborne Division became personi-
fied by General Anthony McAuliffe’s reply to
the German request to surrender with one
word: “Nuts!”’;

———

AUTHORITY FOR COMMITTEES TO
MEET

Mr. McCONNELL. Mr. President, I
have 5 requests for committees to meet
during today’s session of the Senate.
They have the approval of the Majority
and Minority leaders.

Pursuant to rule XXVI, paragraph
5(a), of the Standing Rules of the Sen-
ate, the following committees are au-
thorized to meet during today’s session
of the Senate.

COMMITTEE ON ARMED SERVICES

The Committee on Armed Services is
authorized to meet during the session
of the Senate on Thursday, December
12, 2019, at 10 a.m., to conduct a closed
hearing.

COMMITTEE ON ENERGY AND NATURAL
RESOURCES

The Committee on Energy and Nat-
ural Resources is authorized to meet
during the session of the Senate on
Thursday, December 12, 2019, at 10.30
a.m., to conduct a hearing.

COMMITTEE ON HEALTH, EDUCATION, LABOR,

AND PENSIONS

The Committee on Health, HEdu-
cation, Labor, and Pensions is author-
ized to meet during the session of the
Senate on Thursday, December 12, 2019,
at 10 a.m., to conduct a hearing nomi-
nation of Crosby Kemper III, of Mis-
souri, to be Director of the Institute of
Museum and Library Services.

COMMITTEE ON RULES AND ADMINISTRATION

The Committee on Rules and Admin-
istration is authorized to meet during
the session of the Senate on Thursday,
December 12, 2019, at 10 a.m., to con-
duct a closed hearing.

SUBCOMMITTEE ON SECURITY

The Subcommittee on Security of the

Committee on Commerce, Science, and

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — SENATE

Transportation is authorized to meet
during the session of the Senate on
Thursday, December 12, 2019, at 10 a.m.,
to conduct a hearing.

————

APPOINTMENT

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
Chair, on behalf of the Vice President,
pursuant to 14 U.S.C. 194(a), as amend-
ed by Public Law 101-595, and further
amended by Public Law 113-281, ap-
points the following Senator to the
Board of Visitors of the U.S. Coast
Guard Academy: The Honorable ROGER
WICKER of Mississippi.

AUTHORIZING REPRESENTATION
BY THE SENATE LEGAL COUN-
SEL IN THE CASE OF RICHARD
ARJUN KAUL V. SENATOR
CHARLES SCHUMER, ET AL

Mr. McCONNELL. Mr. President, I
ask unanimous consent that the Sen-
ate proceed to the consideration of S.
Res. 455, submitted earlier today.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
clerk will report the resolution by
title.

The senior assistant legislative clerk
read as follows:

A resolution (S. Res. 455) to authorize rep-
resentation by the Senate Legal Counsel in
the case of Richard Arjun Kaul v. Senator
Charles Schumer, et al.

There being no objection, the Senate
proceeded to consider the resolution.

Mr. McCONNELL. I ask unanimous
consent that the resolution be agreed
to, the preamble be agreed to, and the
motions to reconsider be considered
made and laid upon the table with no
intervening action or debate.

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

The resolution (S. Res.
agreed to.

The preamble was agreed to.

(The resolution, with its preamble, is
printed in today’s RECORD under ‘‘Sub-
mitted Resolutions.’”)

———

HONORING THE 75TH ANNIVER-
SARY OF THE BATTLE OF THE
BULGE FOUGHT DURING WORLD
WAR II

Mr. McCONNELL. Mr. President, I
ask unanimous consent that the Sen-
ate proceed to the consideration of Cal-
endar No. 326, S. Con. Res. 23.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
clerk will report the concurrent resolu-
tion by title.

The senior assistant legislative clerk
read as follows:

A concurrent resolution (S. Con. Res. 23)
honoring the 75th Anniversary of the Battle
of the Bulge fought during World War II, rec-
ognizing the valiant efforts of the Allied
Forces in December 1944, and remembering
those who made the ultimate sacrifice, all of
which contributed to the Allied victory in
the European Theater.

There being no objection, the Senate
proceeded to consider the concurrent
resolution, which had been reported
from the Committee on Foreign Rela-
tions, without amendment, and with an
amendment to the preamble as follows:

455) was

CORRECTION

S. CON. RES. 23

Whereas the Battle of the Bulge was the last
magor German offensive in Western Europe dur-
ing World War II, designed to split the Allied
Forces, regain the initiative in the West, and
pressure the Allies to seek a negotiated peace;

Whereas, in the Ardennes region of Belgium
and Luxembourg, more than 650,000 troops from
the United States, Great Britain, Belgium, Can-
ada, and other Allied Forces defeated Germany
in the Battle of the Bulge, which began Decem-
ber 16, 1944, and ended January 25, 1945;

Whereas the Battle of the Bulge resulted in
over 89,000 United States casualties, including
19,000 soldiers killed, 47,500 wounded, and more
than 23,000 captured or missing-in-action;

Whereas the Allied Forces overcame formi-
dable obstacles that included being greatly out-
numbered by the German Army, harsh weather
conditions, and the treacherous and unknown
terrain of the Ardennes Forest region of Belgium
and Luxembourg;

Whereas, on December 17, 1944, during one of
the worst atrocities of the war in Europe, the
Malmedy Massacre, 84 unarmed American pris-
oners of war were shot by troops of the 1st SS
Panzer Division;

Whereas 11 African American soldiers of the
333rd Field Artillery Battalion were massacred
by SS troops mear Wereth, Belgium, and were
identified as James Stewart of West Virginia,
Due Turner of Arkansas, Curtis Adams of South
Carolina, Mager Bradley of Mississippi, George
Davis, Jr. of Alabama, Thomas Forte of Mis-
sissippi, Robert Green of Georgia, James
Leatherwood of Mississippi, Nathaniel Moss of
Texas, George Moten of Texas, and William
Pritchett of Alabama;

Whereas the impressive leadership of Lieuten-
ant General George S. Patton of the Third Army
accelerated the success of the Allied Forces dur-
ing the Battle of the Bulge;

Whereas, although Belgium lost more than
74,000 civilians during the war, in addition to
many more having suffered through other atroc-
ities that come with war, the people of Belgium
persevered through the difficult period of time
and rebuilt their lives the best they could after
the war ended;

Whereas the success of the Allied Forces in
beating back the German attack in the Battle of
the Bulge made possible the final defeat and
surrender of Nazi Germany in May 1945;

Whereas the citizens of Belgium and Luxrem-
bourg have generously hosted thousands of
United States veterans and kept the memory of
the Battle of the Bulge alive through numerous
memorials and museums, including the Henri-
Chapelle American Cemetery and Memorial, the
Ardennes American Cemetery and Memorial, the
Luxembourg American Cemetery, the Battle of
the Ardennes Museum, the Bastogne War Mu-
seum, and the Bastogne December Historic
Walk; and

Whereas, after the Battle of the Bulge ended,
British Prime Minister Winston Churchill said,
“This is undoubtedly the greatest American bat-
tle of the war and will, I believe, be regarded as
an ever-famous American victory.”’: Now, there-
fore, be it

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Rep-
resentatives concurring), That the Senate—

(1) commemorates, on December 16, 2019,
the 75th Anniversary of the Battle of the
Bulge in World War II;

(2) recognizes the valiant efforts of the var-
ious Allied Forces; and

(3) remembers the individuals who made
the ultimate sacrifice, which contributed to
the Allied victory in the European Theater.

Mr. MCCONNELL. I ask unanimous
consent that the resolution be agreed
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to; that the committee-reported
amendment to the preamble be agreed
to; that the Cramer amendment at the
desk to the preamble be agreed to; that
the preamble, as amended, be agreed
to; and that the motions to reconsider
be considered made and laid upon the
table.

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

The concurrent resolution (S. Con.
Res. 23) was agreed to.

The committee-reported amendment
to the preamble was agreed to.

The amendment (No. 1256) to the pre-
amble was agreed to as follows:
(Purpose: To add language to the preamble)

Between the seventh and eighth whereas
clauses in the preamble, insert the following:

Whereas, the heroic defense of Bastogne by
the 101st Airborne Division became personi-
fied by General Anthony McAuliffe’s reply to
the German request to surrender with one
word: “Nuts!”’;

The preamble, as
agreed to.

The concurrent resolution with its
preamble, as amended, read as follows:

S. CON. RES. 23

Whereas the Battle of the Bulge was the
last major German offensive in Western Eu-
rope during World War II, designed to split
the Allied Forces, regain the initiative in the
West, and pressure the Allies to seek a nego-
tiated peace;

Whereas, in the Ardennes region of Bel-
gium and Luxembourg, more than 650,000
troops from the United States, Great Brit-
ain, Belgium, Canada, and other Allied
Forces defeated Germany in the Battle of the
Bulge, which began December 16, 1944, and
ended January 25, 1945;

Whereas the Battle of the Bulge resulted in
over 89,000 United States casualties, includ-
ing 19,000 soldiers killed, 47,500 wounded, and
more than 23,000 captured or missing-in-ac-
tion;

Whereas the Allied Forces overcame formi-
dable obstacles that included being greatly
outnumbered by the German Army, harsh
weather conditions, and the treacherous and
unknown terrain of the Ardennes Forest re-
gion of Belgium and Luxembourg;

Whereas, on December 17, 1944, during one
of the worst atrocities of the war in Europe,
the Malmedy Massacre, 84 unarmed Amer-
ican prisoners of war were shot by troops of
the 1st SS Panzer Division;

Whereas 11 African American soldiers of
the 333rd Field Artillery Battalion were mas-

amended, was
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sacred by SS troops near Wereth, Belgium,
and were identified as James Stewart of
West Virginia, Due Turner of Arkansas, Cur-
tis Adams of South Carolina, Mager Bradley
of Mississippi, George Davis, Jr. of Alabama,
Thomas Forte of Mississippi, Robert Green
of Georgia, James Leatherwood of Mis-
sissippi, Nathaniel Moss of Texas, George
Moten of Texas, and William Pritchett of
Alabama;

Whereas the impressive leadership of Lieu-
tenant General George S. Patton of the
Third Army accelerated the success of the
Allied Forces during the Battle of the Bulge;

Whereas, the heroic defense of Bastogne by
the 101st Airborne Division became personi-
fied by General Anthony McAuliffe’s reply to
the German request to surrender with one
word: ‘“‘Nuts!’’;

Whereas, although Belgium lost more than
74,000 civilians during the war, in addition to
many more having suffered through other
atrocities that come with war, the people of
Belgium persevered through the difficult pe-
riod of time and rebuilt their lives the best
they could after the war ended;

Whereas the success of the Allied Forces in
beating back the German attack in the Bat-
tle of the Bulge made possible the final de-
feat and surrender of Nazi Germany in May
1945;

Whereas the citizens of Belgium and Lux-
embourg have generously hosted thousands
of United States veterans and kept the mem-
ory of the Battle of the Bulge alive through
numerous memorials and museums, includ-
ing the Henri-Chapelle American Cemetery
and Memorial, the Ardennes American Cem-
etery and Memorial, the Luxembourg Amer-
ican Cemetery, the Battle of the Ardennes
Museum, the Bastogne War Museum, and the
Bastogne December Historic Walk; and

Whereas, after the Battle of the Bulge
ended, British Prime Minister Winston
Churchill said, ‘‘This is undoubtedly the
greatest American battle of the war and will,
I believe, be regarded as an ever-famous
American victory.”’: Now, therefore, be it

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Rep-
resentatives concurring), That the Senate—

(1) commemorates, on December 16, 2019,
the 75th Anniversary of the Battle of the
Bulge in World War II;

(2) recognizes the valiant efforts of the var-
ious Allied Forces; and

(3) remembers the individuals who made
the ultimate sacrifice, which contributed to
the Allied victory in the European Theater.
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ORDERS FOR FRIDAY, DECEMBER
13, 2019, AND MONDAY, DECEM-
BER 16, 2019

Mr. McCONNELL. Mr. President, I
ask unanimous consent that when the
Senate completes its business today, it
adjourn and then convene for a pro
forma session only, with no business
being conducted, on Friday, December
13, at 11:45 a.m. I further ask that when
the Senate adjourns on Friday, Decem-
ber 13, it next convene at 3 p.m., Mon-
day, December 16; that following the
prayer and pledge, the morning hour be
deemed expired, the Journal of pro-
ceedings be approved to date, the time
for the two leaders be reserved for their
use later in the day, morning business
be closed, and the Senate resume con-
sideration of the conference report to
accompany S. 1790; finally, that not-
withstanding the provisions of rule
XXII, the cloture motion filed during
today’s session ripen at 5:30 p.m., Mon-
day.

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

————

ADJOURNMENT UNTIL 11:45 A.M.
TOMORROW

Mr. MCCONNELL. Mr. President, if
there is no further business to come be-
fore the Senate, I ask unanimous con-
sent that it stand adjourned under the
previous order.

There being no objection, the Senate,
at b p.m., adjourned until Friday, De-
cember 13, 2019, at 11:45 a.m.

———

CONFIRMATIONS

Executive nominations confirmed by
the Senate December 12, 2019:
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR

AURELIA SKIPWITH, OF INDIANA, TO BE DIRECTOR OF
THE UNITED STATES FISH AND WILDLIFE SERVICE.

DEPARTMENT OF STATE

JOHN JOSEPH SULLIVAN, OF MARYLAND, TO BE AM-
BASSADOR EXTRAORDINARY AND PLENIPOTENTIARY OF
THE UNITED STATES OF AMERICA TO THE RUSSIAN FED-
ERATION.

DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH AND HUMAN SERVICES

STEPHEN HAHN, OF TEXAS, TO BE COMMISSIONER OF
FOOD AND DRUGS, DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH AND
HUMAN SERVICES.
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Text Box
CORRECTION

December 12, 2019 Congressional Record
Correction To Page S7034
On page S7034, December 12, 2019, first column, the following appears: 
The amendment (No. 1256) to the preamble was agreed to as follows: 
(Purpose: To add language to the preamble) 
Whereas, the heroic defense of Bastogne by the 101st Airborne Division became personified by General Anthony McAuliffe's reply to the German request to surrender with one word: ``Nuts!'';

The online Record has been corrected to read: 
The amendment (No. 1256) to the preamble was agreed to as follows: 
(Purpose: To add language to the preamble) 
Between the seventh and eighth whereas clauses in the preamble, insert the following: 
Whereas, the heroic defense of Bastogne by the 101st Airborne Division became personified by General Anthony McAuliffe's reply to the German request to surrender with one word: ``Nuts!'';
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