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number for the purpose of the national
suicide prevention and mental health
crisis hotline system operating
through the National Suicide Preven-
tion Lifeline and through the Veterans
Crisis Line, and for other purposes.
S. 2733
At the request of Mr. ROMNEY, the
name of the Senator from Ohio (Mr.
PORTMAN) was added as a cosponsor of
S. 2733, a bill to save and strengthen
critical social contract programs of the
Federal Government.
S. 2999
At the request of Mr. CASSIDY, the
name of the Senator from Colorado
(Mr. GARDNER) was added as a cospon-
sor of S. 2999, a bill to amend the Inter-
nal Revenue Code of 1986 to allow indi-
viduals with direct primary care serv-
ice arrangements to remain eligible in-
dividuals for purposes of health savings
accounts.
S. 3011
At the request of Mrs. MURRAY, the
names of the Senator from Nevada (Ms.
ROSEN) and the Senator from New Jer-
sey (Mr. BOOKER) were added as cospon-
sors of S. 3011, a bill to authorize dem-
onstration projects to improve edu-
cational and housing outcomes for chil-
dren.
S. RES. 462
At the request of Mrs. FEINSTEIN, the
name of the Senator from Iowa (Mr.
GRASSLEY) was added as a cosponsor of
S. Res. 462, a resolution designating
January 2020 as ‘‘National One Health
Awareness Month’’ to promote aware-
ness of organizations focused on public
health, animal health, and environ-
mental health collaboration through-
out the United States and to recognize
the critical contributions of those or-
ganizations to the future of the United
States.

————

STATEMENTS ON INTRODUCED
BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTION

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

S. 3150. A bill to establish a pilot pro-
gram for native plant species, and for
other purposes; to the Committee on
Energy and Natural Resources.

Ms. COLLINS. Mr. President, I rise
today to introduce the Native Plant
Species Pilot Program Act. I am
pleased to be partnering with Senator
CANTWELL on this initiative. Our bipar-
tisan bill supports a new pilot program
at the National Park Service (NPS) to
support the use of native plants. This
legislation also encourages the Park
Service to review existing data and
study the cost-effectiveness of using
native plants.

Native plants are species found natu-
rally in regions and can provide valu-
able functions to our National Park
System. Benefits range from using less
water and pesticides, purifying the air,
and recharging groundwater in wet-
lands. By using native species, the
Park Service can also improve habitat
for wildlife and restore important spe-
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cies of birds and butterflies to their
natural habitat.

In Acadia National Park, native
plants are an important part of the on-
going conservation work. I commend
Superintendent Kevin Schneider and
all those who work on these issues at
the park for their work to encourage
the use of native plants. Acadia Na-
tional Park protects more than 900
plant species, including some that are
globally, nationally, and locally rare.

Native plants, however, face many
threats such as non-native pests, non-
native plants, diseases, and a changing
climate. Today, almost one quarter of
Acadia National Park’s species are
non-native to the park. The tree spe-
cies of Acadia, the red spruce, is pro-
jected to lose a substantial amount of
its habitat in coming decades as a re-
sult of climate change. In addition,
invasive pests, such as Emerald Ash
Borer and the hemlock woody adelgid
are impacting northern forests, and the
emerald ash borer has already been
identified in Maine.

This bill will ensure that we preserve
Maine’s cultural history and natural
heritage. Acadia’s native plant commu-
nities includes many iconic species
such as the blueberry barrens near the
mountain summits, the towering white
pines in older forests, and the cran-
berry bogs along Northeast Creek that
contribute to Maine’s iconic landscape.
Other native plants in Maine are the
wildflowers that bloom in August and
September, such as asters and golden-
rods, helping to attract the more than
3.5 million visitors a year to one of the
seventh most-visited national parks in
the United States.

I am pleased to report that our bipar-
tisan bill has earned the support of the
Garden Club of America, and I urge my
colleagues to support this legislation
to help protect the natural landscapes
at our national parks and keep native
plants thriving for years to come.

Thank you, Mr. President.

————

SUBMITTED RESOLUTIONS

SENATE RESOLUTION 464—TO CON-
STITUTE THE MAJORITY PAR-
TY’S MEMBERSHIP ON CERTAIN
COMMITTEES FOR THE ONE HUN-
DRED SIXTEENTH CONGRESS, OR
UNTIL THEIR SUCCESSORS ARE
CHOSEN

Mr. McCCONNELL submitted the fol-
lowing resolution; which was consid-
ered and agreed to:

S. REs. 464

Resolved, That the following shall con-
stitute the majority party’s membership on
the following committees for the One Hun-
dred Sixteenth Congress, or until their suc-
cessors are chosen:

COMMITTEE ON AGRICULTURE, NUTRITION,
AND FORESTRY: Mr. Roberts, Mr. McConnell,
Mr. Boozman, Mr. Hoeven, Ms. Ernst, Mrs.
Hyde-Smith, Mr. Braun, Mr. Grassley, Mr.
Thune, Mrs. Fischer, Mrs. Loeffler.

COMMITTEE ON FINANCE: Mr. Grassley, Mr.
Crapo, Mr. Roberts, Mr. Enzi, Mr. Cornyn,
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Mr. Thune, Mr. Burr, Mr. Portman, Mr.
Toomey, Mr. Scott (SC), Mr. Cassidy, Mr.
Lankford, Mr. Daines, Mr. Young, Mr. Sasse.

COMMITTEE ON FOREIGN RELATIONS: Mr.
Risch, Mr. Rubio, Mr. Johnson, Mr. Gardner,
Mr. Romney, Mr. Graham, Mr. Barrasso, Mr.
Portman, Mr. Paul, Mr. Young, Mr. Cruz, Mr.
Perdue.

COMMITTEE ON HEALTH, EDUCATION, LABOR,
AND PENSIONS: Mr. Alexander, Mr. Enzi, Mr.
Burr, Mr. Paul, Ms. Collins, Mr. Cassidy, Mr.
Roberts, Ms. Murkowski, Mr. Scott (SC), Mr.
Romney, Mr. Braun, Mrs. Loeffler.

JOINT EcoNOMIC COMMITTEE: Mr. Lee, Mr.
Cotton, Mr. Portman, Mr. Cassidy, Mr. Cruz,
Mrs. Loeffler.

COMMITTEE ON VETERANS’ AFFAIRS: Mr.
Moran, Mr. Boozman, Mr. Cassidy, Mr.
Rounds, Mr. Tillis, Mr. Sullivan, Mrs. Black-
burn, Mr. Cramer, Mrs. Loeffler.

SENATE RESOLUTION 463—AMEND-
ING THE RULES OF PROCEDURE
AND PRACTICE IN THE SENATE
WHEN SITTING ON IMPEACH-
MENT TRIALS

Mr. HAWLEY (for himself, Mr. SCOTT
of Florida, Mr. BRAUN, Mrs. BLACK-
BURN, Mr. CRUZ, Mr. DAINES, Mr. BAR-
RASSO, Mr. COTTON, Ms. ERNST, Mr.
PERDUE, and Mr. INHOFE) submitted the
following resolution; which was re-
ferred to the Committee on Rules and
Administration:

S. RES. 463

Resolved, That rule I of the Rules of Proce-
dure and Practice in the Senate When Sit-
ting on Impeachment Trials is amended to
read as follows:

“I. Whensoever the Senate shall receive
notice from the House of Representatives
that managers are appointed on their part to
conduct an impeachment against any person
and are directed to carry articles of im-
peachment to the Senate, the Secretary of
the Senate shall immediately inform the
House of Representatives that the Senate is
ready to receive the managers for the pur-
pose of exhibiting such articles of impeach-
ment, agreeably to such notice. If, following
adoption of such articles, the House of Rep-
resentatives does not so notify the Senate or
otherwise provide for such articles to be ex-
hibited to the Senate within 25 calendar days
from the date of adoption of such articles, as
recorded in the Journal of the House of Rep-
resentatives, such articles shall be deemed
exhibited before the Senate and it shall be in
order for any Senator to offer a motion to
dismiss such articles with prejudice for fail-
ure by the House of Representatives to pros-
ecute such articles. Such motion shall be
adopted by an affirmative vote of a majority
of the Senators, duly chosen and sworn,
without debate by the yeas and nays, which
shall be entered on the record.”.

Mr. HAWLEY. Mr. President, it has
been 19 days today—19 days—since the
House of Representatives impeached
the President of the United States. It
has been 19 days since we were told
that it was urgent that President
Trump be impeached and removed from
office. It was urgent for the safety of
the country. It was urgent for national
security. It was urgent to protect the
Constitution of the United States. It
was urgent; it had to be done now. The
articles had to be rushed through. The
rules had to be violated. There couldn’t
be due process. It was urgent.

Where are we now? Nineteen days
later, the Speaker of the House has
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still not transmitted the articles to
this body for a trial, has still not ap-
pointed managers for a trial, has still
not exhibited the articles before this
body for a trial.

We now have the longest delay in
American history in providing notice
to this body and actually moving for-
ward with a trial, and now I think we
have a better sense of what was urgent.
What was urgent was fulfilling the par-
tisan vendetta that the Speaker of the
House and the Democrats have against
this President. What was urgent was
overturning the results of an election
that they have never accepted. That is
what was urgent.

But now—now that it is time to actu-
ally try the case—well, now the Speak-
er and the Democrats aren’t so sure. In
fact, now they don’t seem to want a
trial. Now, when it is time to put up or
shut up, actually put the evidence for-
ward to be judged, Speaker PELOSI is
saying that she may withhold the arti-
cles indefinitely and prevent this body
indefinitely from carrying out its con-
stitutional responsibilities—after, of
course, a bipartisan coalition in the
House of Representatives voted against
impeachment.

I think we can probably see, the
longer we wait, why the Speaker is so
reluctant now to have a trial. It was a
purely partisan process in the House.
She had Democrats abandon her and
vote with Republicans in a bipartisan
coalition against impeachment. The
articles don’t even allege a crime. This
was the first time in American history
in the impeachment of a President in
which no crime was even alleged in the
articles, no evidence of a crime even
presented. No wonder she doesn’t want
to have a trial. No wonder she is now
sitting on the articles and will not per-
mit a Senate trial to begin.

Well, here is the problem with that:
The Constitution of the United States
is really clear. The House has the
power to impeach. They have done
that. But the Senate—and the Senate
alone—has the power to try.

The Constitution, article I, says that
the Senate has the sole power to try
impeachment cases, to adjudicate what
has happened in the House, to examine
the facts, and to render a judgment of
some sort. Now the House Speaker is
attempting to prevent the Senate from
carrying out its constitutional respon-
sibilities, its constitutional preroga-
tive.

All of this division and rancor—all of
this bitterness that she has put the
country through now for months on
end—she apparently wants to continue
indefinitely and deny this body its con-
stitutional responsibility to conduct a
trial.

It has been 19 days. It could be 90
days. It could be 190 days. There is
nothing that will stop the Speaker
from sitting on these articles indefi-
nitely. They could persist into the
President’s second term, if and when he
is reelected. That is the situation we
are now facing.
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If Americans are sick of this im-
peachment saga, this partisan circus
now, just wait until we are still sitting
here in October or January of next
year or January of the year following
or who knows when without a trial,
without adjudication, without any res-
olution. That is why it is time for this
body to act.

It is time for the Senate to act to
preserve the Constitution’s separation
of powers, to preserve the Constitu-
tion’s guarantees—the right to due
process, the right for the President to
be heard, the right for the American
people to have these Articles of Im-
peachment adjudicated, resolved, as
the Constitution commits to and pro-
vides for. That is why today I am intro-
ducing a resolution to update the Sen-
ate’s rules to account for this unprece-
dented attempt by the Speaker of the
House to delay, to deny, to obstruct a
trial in the U.S. Senate.

Let’s be clear. This has never been
done before. It has not even been
thought of before. Nobody had thought,
before Speaker PELOSI launched this
gambit 19 days ago, that the House
could sit on Articles of Impeachment
indefinitely in order to stop a Senate
trial.

If the Constitution is going to remain
in effect, if the Senate is going to have
the power, as the Constitution pro-
vides, to try cases, if the President is
going to get his day in court, if the
American people are going to have the
ability to have this issue resolved, to
see the facts, to get a verdict, the Sen-
ate has to act.

Today I am proposing new rules in
the U.S. Senate that will set a time
limit on the actions of the House. It
will give the House Speaker 25 days
from the date that the articles are
adopted and published to transmit
those articles here to the Senate, to ex-
hibit them as the House rules and Sen-
ate rules currently speak of and antici-
pate, and if that is not done, if in 25
days the House Speaker has not acted
so that the Senate is able to move for-
ward with a trial, then, under my reso-
lution and the change in the rules that
I propose today, the Senate would be
able to introduce a motion to dismiss
these articles for lack of prosecution.

In the real world, when a prosecutor
brings a case but refuses to try it, the
court has the ability and the defendant
has the right—a constitutional right, I
might add—to have those indictments,
those charges, dismissed. That is pre-
cisely the action that I am proposing
today.

It is time to update the Senate’s
rules to account for this unprecedented
attempt at obstruction, at denial, at
delay. It is time for the Senate to act.

The House has a simple choice in
front of it—or it should. That choice is
to send the Articles of Impeachment to
this body to be tried before this body,
to exhibit the evidence that it has to
make the case that it can, however
poor that case may be, but to make the
case that it can and to allow the Amer-
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ican people the right to have this reso-
lution achieved, the right to have the
evidence tried, the right to have the
verdict rendered.

It is time for the Senate to act to en-
sure that the constitutional balance of
power, the constitutional separation of
powers, and the basic functioning of
this government of our Republic are
able to go forward. This is a matter of
great urgency. There is nothing more
serious than an attempt to overturn
the results of a democratic election
and to remove from office a sitting
President, and that is exactly what is
happening now.

It is imperative that we act. The
country deserves it. It is imperative for
future Congresses and for the future of
the country that the Constitution not
be subverted in this rush by Speaker
PELOSI and House Democrats to remove
this President from office without evi-
dence, on no basis, and solely for polit-
ical purposes. We must defend the Con-
stitution, and we must act now to do
S0.

————

RELEASING A FEDERAL REVER-
SIONARY INTEREST IN CHESTER
COUNTY, TENNESSEE

Mr. McCONNELL. Mr. President, I
ask unanimous consent that the Sen-
ate proceed to the immediate consider-
ation of Calendar No. 377, S. 3076.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
clerk will report the bill by title.

The senior assistant legislative clerk
read as follows:

A bill (S. 3076) to release a federal rever-
sionary interest in Chester County, Ten-
nessee, to manage certain Federal land in
Bath County, Virginia, and for other pur-
poses.

There being no objection, the Senate
proceeded to consider the bill.

Mr. MCcCCONNELL. I further ask
unanimous consent that the bill be
considered read a third time and passed
and that the motion to reconsider be
considered made and laid upon the
table with no intervening action or de-
bate.

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

The bill (S. 3076) was ordered to be
engrossed for a third reading, was read
the third time, and passed as follows:

S. 3076

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

SECTION 1. CHESTER COUNTY REVERSIONARY
INTEREST RELEASE.

(a) DEFINITIONS.—In this section:

(1) SECRETARY.—The term ‘‘Secretary”’
means the Secretary of Agriculture.

(2) STATE.—The term ‘‘State” means the
State of Tennessee.

(3) STATE FOREST LAND.—The term ‘‘State
forest land’” means the approximately 0.62-
acre parcel of land in Chickasaw State For-
est that is identified as ‘‘State Forest Land”
on the map prepared by the Forest Service
entitled ‘‘State Forest Land Detail Map’ and
dated December 13, 2019.

(4) WEBB PROPERTY.—The term ‘Webb
property’’ means the approximately 0.90-acre
parcel of land owned by Kirby and Leta Webb
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