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The House was not in session today. Its next meeting will be held on Tuesday, January 7, 2020, at 2 p.m.

The Senate met at 3 p.m. and was
called to order by the President pro
tempore (Mr. GRASSLEY).

—————
PRAYER

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

Let us pray.

Eternal God, we are gratefully aware
that You are the giver of every good
and perfect gift. You shower us with
Your mercies each day.

We are further aware of our unwor-
thiness because of Your goodness. We
all, like sheep, have gone astray. Lord,
we are prone to wander and to leave
You, the God we love.

As our Senators work today, make
them extensions of Your power in our
world. Use them as Your eyes, ears,
hands, and feet to accomplish Your
purposes. Lord, make them Your am-
bassadors. May they arrange their pri-
orities according to Your will and view
their challenges from an ethical per-
spective, striving to seek Your will in
all they think, say, and do. May they
find, in challenging moments, opportu-
nities to renew their faith in You.

We pray in Your merciful Name.
Amen.

PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE

The President pro tempore 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.

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr.
HAWLEY). The Senator from Iowa.
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Mr. GRASSLEY. Mr. President, I ask
permission to address the Senate for 1
minute.

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

———

LEGISLATIVE AGENDA

Mr. GRASSLEY. Mr. President, I
want to wish all JTowans and maybe, in
turn, all Americans a happy New Year.
As 2020 begins, I am focused on passing
the United States-Mexico-Canada trade
agreement. I am leading a meeting of
the Finance Committee tomorrow to
report out the bill, so the Senate floor
vote is imminent.

I am continuing to work, in a bipar-
tisan way, to lower the cost of pre-
scription drugs with the Grassley-
Wyden Prescription Drug Pricing Re-
duction Act.

In the coming weeks, I will begin my
40th annual 99-county tour of my State
to continue to hear what is on the
minds of Iowans so that I can better
serve them in the U.S. Senate.

I look forward to remaining in touch
with Iowans as the new decade begins.

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for the quorum call be rescinded.

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

RECOGNITION OF THE MAJORITY
LEADER

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ma-
jority leader is recognized.

———

IRAN

Mr. MCCONNELL. Mr. President, as
the Senate convenes this afternoon, we
find our Nation facing two grave and
serious choices. One concerns our unity
at home and the future of our Constitu-
tion. The other involves our strength
abroad and the security of our home-
land. Both situations demand serious,
sober treatment from Congress. Both
require that we put enduring national
interests ahead of the factionalism and
short-termism the Founding Fathers
warned us about. But, unfortunately,
seriousness has been in short supply
lately—in very short supply—from the
determined critics of President Trump,
and our Nation, of course, is worse for
it.

Last Thursday, the United States
took decisive action to end the mur-
derous scheming of Iran’s chief ter-
rorist. Qasem Soleimani had spent nu-
merous years masterminding attacks
on American servicemembers and our
partners throughout the Middle East
and expanding Iran’s influence. Despite
sanctions and despite prohibitions by
the U.N. Security Council, he roamed
throughout the region with impunity.

His hands bore the blood of more
American servicemembers than anyone
else alive. Hundreds of American fami-
lies have buried loved ones because of
him. Veterans have learned to live with
permanent injuries inflicted by his ter-
rorists. In Iraq, Syria, and beyond, the
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entire region felt the effects of his evil
tactics.

We should welcome his death and its
complication of Tehran’s terrorism-in-
dustrial complex, but we must remain
vigilant and soberly prepared for even
further aggression.

It is completely appropriate that this
decision would generate interest and
questions from this body. We can and
we should learn more about the intel-
ligence and thinking that led to this
operation and the plan to defend Amer-
ican personnel and interests in the
wake of it.

I am glad the administration will
hold an all-Senators briefing on
Wednesday. It will be led by Secretary
of Defense HEsper, Chairman of the
Joint Chiefs of Staff General Milley,
Secretary of State Pompeo, and CIA
Director Haspel.

Unfortunately, in this toxic political
environment, some of our colleagues
rushed to blame our own government
before even knowing the facts, rushed
to split hairs about intelligence before
being briefed on it, and rushed to down-
play Soleimani’s evil while presenting
our own President as the villain.

Soon after the news broke, one of our
distinguished colleagues made a public
statement that rightly called
Soleimani a ‘“‘murderer” and then,
amazingly, walked that message back
when the far left objected to the fac-
tual statement. Since then, I believe
all of her criticism has been directed at
our own President.

Another of our Democratic col-
leagues has been thinking out loud
about Middle East policy on social
media. Mere days before President
Trump’s decision, this Senator tore
into the White House for what he de-
scribed as weakness and inaction. ‘“No
one fears us’® he complained. ‘“Trump
has rendered America impotent in the
Middle East.” But since the strike, he
has done a complete 180. That same
Senator has harshly criticized our own
President for getting tough. Ludi-
crously, he and others on the left have
accused the administration of commit-
ting an illegal act and equated the re-
moval of this terrorist leader with a
foreign power assassinating our own
Secretary of Defense.

Here is what one expert had to say
about it. Jeh Johnson, President
Obama’s own former Pentagon general
counsel and Secretary of Homeland Se-
curity, said:

If you believe everything that our govern-
ment is saying about General Soleimani, he
was a lawful military objective, and the
president, under his constitutional authority
as commander in chief, had ample domestic
legal authority to take him out without—

Without—
an additional congressional authorization.
Whether he was a terrorist or a general in a
military force that was engaged in armed at-
tacks against our people, he was a lawful
military objective.

That was the former Secretary of
Homeland Security in the Obama ad-
ministration, Jeh Johnson, an expert
on these things.
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Our former colleague, Joe Lieber-
man, who ran for Vice President on the
Democratic ticket in 2000, wrote this
morning: ‘“‘In their uniformly skeptical
or negative reactions to Soleimani’s
death, Democrats are . . . creating the
risk that the U.S. will be seen as acting
and speaking with less authority
abroad at this important time.” That
is how a former Democratic Senator
sees it.

The Senate is supposed to be the
Chamber where overheated partisan
passions give way to sober judgment.
Can we not at least wait until we know
the facts? Can we not maintain a
shred—just a shred—of national unity
for 5 minutes—for 5 minutes—before
deepening the partisan trenches?

Must Democrats’ distaste for this
President dominate every thought they
express and every decision they make?
Is that really the seriousness that this
situation deserves?

The full Senate will be briefed on
Wednesday. I expect the committees of
oversight will also conduct hearings
and that the Senators will have plenty
of opportunities to discuss our inter-
ests and policies in the region.

I urge my colleagues to bring a full
awareness of the facts, mindfulness of
the long history of Iran’s aggression
toward the United States and its allies,
and a sober understanding of the threat
Iran continues to pose.

Could we at least remember we are
all Americans first, and we are all in
this together?

———
IMPEACHMENT

Mr. MCCONNELL. Mr. President, in
the meantime, at this dangerous time,
House Democrats continue to play po-
litical games with their partisan im-
peachment of the Commander in Chief.
Last year, House Democrats conducted
the least thorough, most rushed, most
unfair impeachment inquiry in history.
For weeks, Democrats said they could
not wait for due process, could not con-
duct a normal or fair inquiry because
removing the President from office was
so incredibly urgent—incredibly ur-
gent.

Well, the unseriousness was obvious
then and should be even more obvious
now because Speaker PELOSI is now sit-
ting on the articles she claimed were so
very urgent. She has delayed this in-
definitely so the architects of the
failed House process can look for ways
to reach over here into the Senate and
dictate our process as well.

Democrats have tried to insist that
the Senate deviate from the unanimous
bipartisan precedent set in the 1999
trial of President Clinton and write
new rules for President Trump. They
have tried to precommit the Senate to
redoing House Democrats’ slapdash
work for them and pursuing avenues
Chairman SCHIFF himself didn’t bother
to pursue.

The Senate has a unanimous bipar-
tisan precedent for when to handle
midtrial questions such as witnesses:
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in the middle of the trial. That is when
that was done the last time, and that is
the way it should be done this time.

In 1999, every single U.S. Senator
agreed to establish basic parameters
for the start of the trial upfront and re-
serve midtrial questions, such as wit-
nesses, until later. The vote was 100 to
0. That was good enough for President
Clinton, so it ought to be good enough
for President Trump. Fair is fair.

House Democrats’ hunger to break
our Senate precedents, just like they
broke their own House precedents,
could not be more telling, but the Sen-
ate does not just bob along on the cur-
rents of every news cycle. The House
may have been content to scrap their
own norms to hurt President Trump,
but that is not the Senate. Even with a
process this constitutionally serious,
even with tensions rising in the Middle
East, House Democrats are treating
impeachment like a political toy—Ilike
a political toy—treating their own ef-
fort to remove our Commander in Chief
like some frivolous game.

These bizarre stunts do not serve our
Constitution or our national security.
They erode both. My Democratic col-
leagues should not plow away Amer-
ican unity in some bizarre intramural
competition to see who dislikes the
President more.

They should not disdain our Con-
stitution by rushing through a purely
partisan impeachment process and
then toying around with it. Governing
is serious business. The American peo-
ple deserve better, a lot better than
this.

——————

RESERVATION OF LEADER TIME
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under

the previous order, the leadership time
is reserved.

——————

CONCLUSION OF MORNING
BUSINESS

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Morning
business is closed.

———

EXECUTIVE SESSION

EXECUTIVE CALENDAR

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

The legislative clerk read the nomi-
nation of Jovita Carranza, of Illinois,
to be Administrator of the Small Busi-
ness Administration.

———————

LEGISLATIVE SESSION

Mr. McCONNELL. Mr. President, I
move to proceed to legislative session.
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
question is on agreeing to the motion.
The motion was agreed to.
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EXECUTIVE SESSION

EXECUTIVE CALENDAR

Mr. MCCONNELL. Mr. President, I
move to proceed to executive session to
consider Calendar No. 329.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
question is on agreeing to the motion.

The motion was agreed to.

The clerk will report the nomination.

The legislative clerk read the nomi-
nation of Matthew H. Solomson, of
Maryland, to be a Judge of the United
States Court of Federal Claims for a
term of fifteen years.

CLOTURE MOTION

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

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The clo-
ture motion having been presented
under rule XXII, the Chair directs the
clerk to read the motion.

The legislative clerk read as follows:

CLOTURE MOTION

We, the undersigned Senators, in accord-
ance with the provisions of rule XXII of the
Standing Rules of the Senate, do hereby
move to bring to a close debate on the nomi-
nation of Matthew H. Solomson, of Mary-
land, to be a Judge of the United States
Court of Federal Claims for a term of fifteen
years.

Mitch McConnell, Mike Crapo, Thom
Tillis, Mike Rounds, Lamar Alexander,
John Hoeven, Roger F. Wicker, Pat
Roberts, John Thune, Cindy Hyde-
Smith, John Boozman, Tom Cotton,
Chuck Grassley, Kevin Cramer, Steve
Daines, Todd Young, John Cornyn.

———

LEGISLATIVE SESSION

Mr. McCONNELL. Mr. President, I
move to proceed to legislative session.
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
question is on agreeing to the motion.
The motion was agreed to.

———

EXECUTIVE SESSION

EXECUTIVE CALENDAR

Mr. McCONNELL. Mr. President, I
move to proceed to executive session to
consider Calendar No. 462.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
question is on agreeing to the motion.

The motion was agreed to.

The clerk will report the nomination.

The legislative clerk read the nomi-
nation of Eleni Maria Roumel, of Mary-
land, to be a Judge of the United
States Court of Federal Claims for a
term of fifteen years.

CLOTURE MOTION

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

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The clo-
ture motion having been presented
under rule XXII, the Chair directs the
clerk to read the motion.

The legislative clerk read as follows:

CLOTURE MOTION

We, the undersigned Senators, in accord-
ance with the provisions of rule XXII of the
Standing Rules of the Senate, do hereby
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move to bring to a close debate on the nomi-
nation of Eleni Maria Roumel, of Maryland,
to be a Judge of the United States Court of
Federal Claims for a term of fifteen years.
Mitch McConnell, Mike Crapo, Thom
Tillis, Mike Rounds, Lamar Alexander,
John Hoeven, Roger F. Wicker, Pat
Roberts, John Thune, Cindy Hyde-
Smith, John Boozman, Tom Cotton,
Chuck Grassley, Kevin Cramer, Steve
Daines, Todd Young, John Cornyn.

————

LEGISLATIVE SESSION

Mr. McCONNELL. Mr. President, I
move to proceed to legislative session.
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
question is on agreeing to the motion.
The motion was agreed to.

————

EXECUTIVE SESSION

EXECUTIVE CALENDAR

Mr. McCONNELL. Mr. President, I
move to proceed to executive session to
consider Calendar No. 525.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
question is on agreeing to the motion.

The motion was agreed to.

The clerk will report the nomination.

The legislative clerk read the nomi-
nation of Michael George DeSombre, of
Illinois, to be Ambassador Extraor-
dinary and Plenipotentiary of the
United States of America to the King-
dom of Thailand.

CLOTURE MOTION

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

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The clo-
ture motion having been presented
under rule XXII, the Chair directs the
clerk to read the motion.

The legislative clerk read as follows:

CLOTURE MOTION

We, the undersigned Senators, in accord-
ance with the provisions of rule XXII of the
Standing Rules of the Senate, do hereby
move to bring to a close debate on the nomi-
nation of Michael George DeSombre, of Illi-
nois, to be Ambassador Extraordinary and
Plenipotentiary of the United States of
America to the Kingdom of Thailand.

Mitch McConnell, John Boozman, James
M. Inhofe, John Barrasso, Roy Blunt,
Todd Young, Shelley Moore Capito, Mi-
chael B. Enzi, Lisa Murkowski, John
Cornyn, Steve Daines, Lindsey Gra-
ham, Chuck Grassley, Josh Hawley,
Roger F. Wicker, Marsha Blackburn.

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

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

RECOGNITION OF THE DEMOCRATIC LEADER

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
Democratic leader is recognized.

IRAN

Mr. SCHUMER. Mr. President, it has
been 4 days since the United States
carried out a military operation that
killed Major General Qasem Soleimani,
the commander of the Islamic Revolu-
tionary Guard Corps Quds Force. In the
days since, I have become increasingly
alarmed about the strike, a strike that
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was carried out with insufficient trans-
parency, without consultation of Con-
gress, and without a clear plan for
what comes next.

President Trump had promised to
keep the United States out of endless
wars in the Middle East. The Presi-
dent’s actions, however, have seem-
ingly increased the risk that we could
be dragged into exactly such a war. It
is indicative of President Trump’s for-
eign policy record, which is riddled by
chaotic, uninformed, erratic, and im-
pulsive decision-making without ade-
quate consideration for the con-
sequences.

In just about every foreign policy
area President Trump touches, we are
worse off than we were before he start-
ed with it. Whether it is with China,
North Korea, Syria, Russia, the Presi-
dent has careened from one impulsive
action to the next, with no coherent
strategy. North Korea today—despite
what President Trump said, we don’t
have to worry about them—is a greater
nuclear threat than they have ever
been. Trump’s actions have been disas-
trous. North Korea has more nuclear
weapons, and, by all reports, has either
developed or is very close to developing
an ICBM that can hit the U.S. main-
land. That is a result of President
Trump’s bumbling.

The situation in Syria is much worse
than before. Doing what he did in
Syria, pulling out those troops, made
no sense to anybody, even the most
hawkish foreign policy people we have,
and every time the President seems to
deal with Putin, Putin seems to come
out ahead. Looking at the President’s
chaotic and rudderless foreign policy in
hotspots around the globe, it is hard to
conclude that any of the situations are
better off than when the President
took office 3 years ago. His policies
seem to be characterized by erratic,
impulsive, and often egotistical behav-
ior, with little regard to a long-term
strategy that would advance the inter-
ests of the United States.

At times like this, it is essential for
Congress to provide a check on the
President and assert our constitutional
role in matters of war and peace. In my
view, President Trump does not—does
not—have authority to go to war with
Iran. There are several important
pieces of legislation that seek to,
again, assert Congress’s authority and
prerogative on these matters.

Senator KAINE has a War Powers Res-
olution that would force a debate and
vote in Congress to seek to prevent fur-
ther escalation of hostilities with Iran.
That resolution will be privileged, so it
will have to come to the floor. My col-
leagues, we are going to vote on it.

Senator SANDERS has introduced a
bill that would block funding for the
war with Iran. I am supportive of both
Senator KAINE’s and Senator SANDERS’
efforts, and I urge the Senate to con-
sider both in the coming days.

Additionally, the Trump administra-
tion must start acting with greater
transparency. By law, the Trump ad-
ministration must make a notification
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to Congress when it conducts a mili-
tary operation like the one last Friday.
That is known as a War Powers Act no-
tification. Unusually, the Trump ad-
ministration made the notification on
Saturday, after the action occurred,
and then they did it in a completely
classified format.

Let me be clear. An entirely classi-
fied notification—in the case of this
particular military operation—is sim-
ply not appropriate, and there appears
to be no legitimate justification for
classifying this notification.

Ranking Member MENENDEZ and I
sent a letter to the President urging
declassification. It is critical that na-
tional security matters of such impor-
tance—war and peace and the possi-
bility of another ‘‘endless war’ in the
Middle East—that knowledge of the ac-
tions and justification should be shared
with the American people in a timely
manner. It is Americans who will be
asked to pay for such a war if it occurs.
It is American soldiers who will brave-
ly risk their lives once again.

The reason the Founding Fathers
gave Congress war-making authority is
very simple: They were afraid of an
overreaching Executive. They wanted
to make sure that any act as impor-
tant as war—war and peace—be dis-
cussed in an open manner by the Con-
gress so it could be vetted, so questions
could be asked, so a small, insular
group—and the President’s group
seems even more and more insular be-
cause anyone of strength and courage,
people like Mattis and McMaster, who
disagrees with the President because
he is so erratic leaves, leaving a bunch
of ““yes’ people who seem to want to do
whatever the President wants. That
means having a debate in Congress
where questions are asked and coming
to the American people so that people
can hear a justification and see if it is
actually a valid one is vital.

The administration still has to an-
swer several very crucial questions
about their actions last week. Iran has
many dangerous surrogates in the re-
gion and a whole range of possible re-
sponses. Which responses do we expect?
Which are the most likely? What do we
know about what Iran would plan to do
in retaliation, and what are our plans
to counter all of these responses? How
effective does our military, does our
CIA, does our State Department think
these responses will be?

The next question is, What does this
action mean for the long-term stability
for Iraq? What does it mean for our
presence in Iraq? What does it mean to
the trillions of dollars—trillions—and
thousands of American lives sacrificed
there? How does what we are doing now
fit into that? How does the administra-
tion plan to manage any escalation of
the hostilities? How does the adminis-
tration plan to avoid a larger and po-
tentially endless conflagration in the
Middle East?

These are crucial questions. Not one
has been answered by the President or
anyone in the administration. All of
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the tweeting and all of the bravado is
no substitute for strategic thinking
and long-term foreign policy goals and
ways to achieve those goals. This ad-
ministration seems to be devoid of
that. It certainly was when it came to
North Korea. It certainly was when it
came to Syria. It certainly is when it
comes to Russia, and it seems likely
the same case is now occurring with
Iran.

At a minimum, the questions I men-
tioned must be answered. This is an
important moment for our Nation. The
American people need clarity that the
Trump administration has a plan—not
just a tweet but a plan—to keep our
troops, our Nation, and our people safe.

IMPEACHMENT

Mr. President, as my colleagues re-
turn from the holiday recess, one ques-
tion looms before us: Will the Senate
conduct a fair impeachment trial of
the President of the United States?
Will we search for all of the facts, or
will we look for a coverup—a sham
trial—on one of the most important
powers the Founding Fathers gave the
American people?

The Framers gave the Senate the
sole power to try Presidential impeach-
ments because they could not imagine
another body with ‘“‘confidence
enough’ in its own status to ‘‘preserve
the necessary impartiality.” It is up to
every Senator now to live up to that
awesome and profound responsibility.

At the moment, there is a very clear
difference of opinion between the Re-
publican leader and myself about what
it means to have a fair trial. I believe
a fair trial is one that considers all the
relevant facts and allows relevant wit-
nesses and documents—a feature of
every single impeachment trial of a
President in the history of our Nation.
We have never had one with no wit-
nesses—not once.

Leader MCCONNELL likes to cite
precedent. That precedent stares him
in the face, and he can’t answer it. My
Republican counterpart believes that a
trial should feature no relevant wit-
nesses and none of the relevant docu-
ments. He has made clear in his public
appearance on FOX News that it should
proceed according to the desires of the
White House—the defendant in this
case. Glaringly, the Republican leader
has yet to make one single argument
why witnesses should not testify.

I am waiting to hear it, Leader
McCCONNELL. Give us specific answers
why these witnesses should not come
forward. Don’t call names. Don’t fin-
ger-point. Don’t get angry at NANCY
PELOSI. Tell us why, here in the Sen-
ate, witnesses and documents should
not come forward that are directly rel-
evant to the charges against the Presi-
dent of the United States of America.

Leader MCCONNELL has sort of ex-
empted himself from fair debate. He
doesn’t want a fair trial; he wants a
quick and sham trial. Now it is up to
every Senator. Every Senator will have
a say in deciding which of the two
views wins out. Will we have a fair
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trial or a coverup? Will we hear the
evidence, or will we try to hide it? It
will not be me and not the Republican
leader alone but a majority of Senators
who will decide whether we have a fair
trial with facts and evidence or a Sen-
ate-sponsored coverup of the Presi-
dent’s alleged misconduct.

Make no mistake—there will be votes
on whether to call each of the four wit-
nesses we proposed and subpoena the
documents we have identified. Under
the rules of the Senate trial, the mi-
nority will be able to offer motions
subject to a majority vote.

My colleagues on the other side of
the aisle, your constituents and the
voice of history are watching. You will
be required to vote on whether we have
a fair trial with witnesses and with
documents, or you will say: I am run-
ning away from the facts. I am scared
of the facts. I will go for a coverup.

A few hours ago, the momentum for
uncovering the truth in a Senate trial
gathered even more momentum. One of
the key witnesses I have asked for, Mr.
John Bolton, former National Security
Advisor to President Trump, correctly
acknowledged that he needs to comply
with a Senate subpoena for his testi-
mony, if issued. Previously, Mr. Bolton
said he was leaving the question of his
testimony up to the courts. Today, he
made it perfectly clear that he will
come if the Senate asks, as he should.
The other potential witnesses we have
identified—Mr. Mulvaney, Mr. Duffey,
and Mr. Blair—should do the same.

We know that Mr. Bolton, like Mr.
Mulvaney, Mr. Duffey, and Mr. Blair—
the three other witnesses—has crucial,
eyewitness knowledge of the Presi-
dent’s dealings with Ukraine, about
how decisions were made to withhold
security assistance and how opposition
within the administration to that
delay President Trump seemed to want
was overcome.

A simple majority is all it takes to
ensure that the Senate issues a sub-
poena for these witnesses. If only four
Republicans decide that Mr. Bolton and
the three other witnesses ought to be
heard, they will be heard, because
every Democrat will vote to hear them.
It is now up to four Senate Republicans
to support bringing in Mr. Bolton and
the three other witnesses, as well as
the key documents we have requested,
to ensure that all the evidence is pre-
sented at the outset of the Senate
trial.

Given that Mr. Bolton’s lawyers have
stated he has new and relevant infor-
mation to share, if any Senate Repub-
lican opposes issuing subpoenas to the
four witnesses and documents we have
requested, they would make it abso-
lutely clear they are participating in a
coverup on one of the most sacred du-
ties we have in this Congress—in this
Senate—and that is to keep a President
in check.

Leader MCCONNELL has suggested we
follow the 1999 example of beginning
the impeachment trial first and then
deciding on witnesses and documents
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after the arguments are complete. He
keeps making this argument. It doesn’t
gather any steam because it is such a
foolish one. Let me again respond for
the benefit of my colleagues.

Witnesses and documents are the
most important issue, and we should
deal with them first. To hear Leader
MCCONNELL say ‘‘no witnesses now but
maybe some later’ is just another indi-
cation that he has no argument against
witnesses and documents on the mer-
its. He is afraid to address the argu-
ment because he knows it is a loser for
him, so he says: Let’s decide it later.

Why? There is no reason. In fact, it is
sort of backward. We are going to have
all the arguments—pro and con—then
say maybe we will have witnesses and
documents? We will have the argu-
ments first and the evidence later? As
I have said, Leader MCCONNELL’S view
of the trial is an ‘‘Alice in Wonder-
land” view—first the trial, then the
evidence.

More important than precedent is the
fact that his analogy plainly doesn’t
make sense because you don’t have
both sides present their arguments
first and then afterward ask for the
evidence that we know is out there.
The evidence should inform the trial,
not the other way around.

When Leader MCCONNELL proposes
that we follow the 1999 precedent, he is
essentially arguing that we should con-
duct the entire impeachment trial first
and then once it is over, decide on
whether we need witnesses and docu-
ments. Again, MCCONNELL’s view is
“Alice in Wonderland,” where we first
have the trial and then the evidence. If
the Senate were to agree to Leader
MCCONNELL’s proposal, the Senate
would act as little more than a nation-
ally televised meeting of a mock trial
club.

Leader MCCONNELL’S proposal on wit-
nesses and documents later is a poorly
disguised trap. He has already actually
made clear what his goals are. He said
it on FOX News radio: ‘‘After we’ve
heard the arguments, we ought to vote
and move on’”’ with no witnesses and no
documents.

Well, at least 47 Democrats and I
hope some Republicans won’t fall for
that Kkind of specious logic. What
MCCONNELL said doesn’t sound like
someone who will reasonably consider
witnesses and documents at a later
date; he sounds more like someone who
has already made up his mind.

You cannot have a fair trial without
the facts and without the testimony
from witnesses with knowledge of the
events and related documents. A trial
without all the facts is a farce.

If the President is acquitted at the
end of a partisan sham trial with no
witnesses and no documents, then his
acquittal will not carry much weight
in the minds of the American people or
in the judgment of history.

President Trump, if you are hurting
about this impeachment and you are
wishing for a fair trial and a real ac-
quittal, join us in asking for the wit-
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nesses to come forward. Join us in ask-
ing for the documents. What are you
hiding, President Trump? What are you
afraid of, President Trump? If you
think that you have done nothing
wrong, you wouldn’t mind having your
own witnesses come here. These are
people you appointed.

Most Americans know that President
Trump seems to be afraid of the truth.
And 64 percent of all Republicans who
almost always side with President
Trump in the polling data say there
should be witnesses and documents—64
percent. A trial without all the facts is
a farce. The verdicts of a kangaroo
court are empty.

It is time for a bipartisan majority in
this Chamber, Democrat and Repub-
lican, to support the rules and proce-
dures of a fair trial. A vote to allow
witnesses and documents does not pre-
sume a vote for conviction in any way.
It merely ensures that when the ulti-
mate judgment is rendered, whatever
that judgment will be, it will be based
on the facts. We don’t know what the
witnesses will say; it could be excul-
patory for President Trump or it could
be more condemning. Whatever it will
be, we should have the facts come out
and let the chips fall where they may.
The Senate Democrats believe we must
conduct a fair trial. As for the Senate
Republicans, we will see.

I yield the floor.

The PRESIDING OFFICER
ERNST). The Senator from Texas.

Mr. CORNYN. Madam President, I
have some prepared remarks regarding
the Soleimani strike and some other
related matters, but I want to take a
moment and just respond briefly to my
friend, the Democratic leader.

There seems to be a lot of irony in-
volved in this question of the Articles
of Impeachment. First of all, of course,
Speaker PELOSI, who said this is an ur-
gent fulfilling of a constitutional duty
and who wanted the Articles of Im-
peachment voted on in the House, has
been radio silent and appears to be get-
ting cold feet on whether or not she
will even send the Articles of Impeach-
ment to the Senate.

I would suggest that the first thing
we need to know is if Speaker PELOSI is
actually serious about this. If she is
not, there is no occasion for us to even
begin this conversation about how the
Senate trial will proceed. Speaker
PELOSI is mistaken if she thinks she
can direct or influence the Senate’s de-
cision on how the trial will proceed. In
fact, one of the things I am pretty sure
of is that the Senate will not replicate
the circuslike atmosphere of the im-
peachment inquiry in the House, which
was one of the most partisan under-
takings I have seen in my time in the
Senate.

I think they are really grasping at
straws now and are recognizing they
did a poor job in developing the case
that led to the two Articles of Im-
peachment. One was because of a dis-
agreement over the manner in which
the President exercised his authority
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under the Constitution to engage in
foreign relations, and the other was
based on this bogus idea that by say-
ing: I need to go to court to get some
direction on a claim of executive privi-
lege, that somehow, even though Mr.
SCHIFF dropped the subpoena or no
longer sought that witness’s testi-
mony, one has obstructed Congress’s
investigation. All of this was without
even alleging any crime.

I suggest that the Senate is an insti-
tution that follows the rules and that
we follow our precedents. The most ob-
vious precedent for this impeachment
trial is the Clinton impeachment trial.
There, we saw 100 Senators agree to a
procedure which allowed both sides to
present their cases, after which there
was a vote to see whether additional
testimony would be required. Indeed,
there was an agreement to provide
three additional witnesses, not live, in
a circuslike atmosphere here on the
floor of the Senate, but through deposi-
tions taken out of court that could
then be out of the Chamber, whereby
excerpts of those depositions could be
offered as additional evidence. That
was the procedure that was supported
by the Democratic leader, the Senator
from New York. I suggest that what
was fair for President Clinton is fair
for President Trump. It is not much
more complicated than that, and that,
indeed, is the most relevant precedent.

With regard to this claim that some
Senators aren’t demonstrating impar-
tiality, I recall reading that the Sen-
ator from New York, when he was run-
ning against incumbent Senator
D’Amato, said a vote for him for the
Senate would be a guaranteed vote of
acquittal of President Clinton. That
was hardly impartial. Now he protests
too much and, I think, demonstrates
his hypocrisy when it comes to the
standard by which he holds himself and
others.

I am sorry. I just can’t believe that
Senator WARREN and Senator SANDERS
would qualify under anybody’s defini-
tion of an impartial juror. Yet that is
our constitutional system. I think
what has happened is that they realize
their case is falling short of any stand-
ard by which a President would be con-
victed and impeached, and they are
simply grasping at straws.

IRAN

Madam President, on another mat-
ter, last Friday, Americans woke up to
the news that one of the most brutal
terrorist leaders in the world had been
killed. Qasem Soleimani was killed in
an airstrike by America’s military, fi-
nally bringing an end to his decades-
long reign of terror.

You could legitimately call General
Soleimani a master of disaster because
that defined his entire professional life
as the leader of Iran’s military. Actu-
ally, he was the head of the Islamic
Revolutionary Guard Corps Quds
Force, which is a U.S.-designated ter-
rorist organization. General Soleimani
was the most consequential military
leader in Iran, which has been des-
ignated by the U.S. State Department
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as a state sponsor of international ter-
rorism since 1984. General Soleimani
orchestrated Iran’s efforts to squash
democracy movements both at home
and abroad by any means necessary. He
and his army of terrorists exported vio-
lence around the region and engaged in
gross human rights violations against
the Iranian people.

If you are curious how the Iranian
Government treats its own citizens,
just look at the recent protests that
started as complaints over increased
gas prices. When the Iranian citizens
took to the streets in peaceful protest,
the Ayatollah, the Supreme Leader,
called them enemy agents and thugs,
and the government attacked. As many
as 450 Iranians were Kkilled in those
peaceful protests, with some 2,000 in-
jured and 7,000 detained. This is not a
government that is protecting its peo-
ple; it is a network of criminals that
masquerades as a government. One of
the Ayatollah’s most loyal henchmen
was Soleimani.

In addition to leading attacks on the
Iranian people and fueling terrorist op-
erations throughout the Middle East,
he also played a crucial role in foment-
ing Syria’s civil war. Soleimani helped
to finance and aid the butcher, known
as Bashar al-Assad, in the slaughter of
the Syrian people. The death toll of the
Syrian civil war is estimated to be as
high as a half a million Syrians, and
the number of refugees and internally
displaced persons goes into the mil-
lions.

While the greatest death and destruc-
tion orchestrated by Soleimani was
concentrated in the Middle East, the
United States was one of his and Iran’s
biggest targets. From the Iranian hos-
tage crisis back in 1979, to the Khobar
Towers bombing, to the recent shoot-
ing down of a U.S. drone, to the death
of an American contractor in Iraq,
Iran’s actions at every turn have dem-
onstrated a desire to make the chant
“Death to America’’ a reality.

Soleimani was known to be respon-
sible for the deaths of hundreds of
American soldiers. He and the Iranian
regime supplied explosively formed
penetrators that cut through American
armor like a hot knife through butter
and left hundreds of American sol-
diers—indeed, maybe 1,000 or more—
disabled as a result of this deadly in-
strument of war. Since 2003, at least 600
U.S. soldiers have been killed by Ira-
nian proxies in Iraq, and as I have said,
many more have been injured.

I and others in this Chamber have
seen their activities firsthand at
Brooke Army Medical Center, the Cen-
ter for the Intrepid in San Antonio,
and at other places where they have re-
ceived treatment, like at Walter Reed
Army Medical Center here in Wash-
ington, DC. It is where the victims of
these Iranian improvised explosive de-
vices were treated for amputation, for
burns, or functional limb loss if they
survived those injuries in the first
place. These soldiers are a reminder of
the selfless commitment our men and
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women in uniform make each day as
well as the perilous threat posed by
Iran under Soleimani’s leadership.

For decades, since the Iranian Revo-
lution in 1979, Tehran has waged war
against the United States and our al-
lies, and recent reports indicate that
Soleimani was in the process of plot-
ting even more acts of aggression
against the United States and U.S. in-
terests, which is hardly surprising,
though, since he had been doing that
for many years. That is precisely why
he was targeted.

Just as quickly as the news of this
attack spread, so did anti-Trump rhet-
oric. Instead of celebrating the fact
that Iran’s chief terrorist was dead and
could kill no more, a number of our
Democratic colleagues chose to bash
the President instead. They claimed
his action was unauthorized, even ille-
gal, or that he should have sought con-
gressional approval beforehand. None
of that is true. The President not only
has the authority under the Constitu-
tion but the responsibility to defend
the United States from terrorist orga-
nizations like the Iranian Revolu-
tionary Guard Corps and its leaders
like General Soleimani.

This was neither an assassination—a
particularly loathsome allegation that
has been made on social media—nor an
unprovoked attack. This was the Presi-
dent of the United States exercising his
lawful authority to protect the United
States, our allies, and our national in-
terests just as Presidents before have
done. Perhaps the most stark compari-
son is when Barack Obama directed the
killing of Osama bin Laden. Where
were the people who now claim that
Soleimani’s death is an abuse of power?
I don’t recall anyone calling the killing
of Osama bin Laden an assassination.
When he was killed, they were not on
cable TV, criticizing the move; we were
all celebrating.

Some of our Democratic friends will
simply never pass on an opportunity to
criticize the President—mo matter how
unfair. Thank goodness there are
Democrats like former Department of
Homeland Security Secretary Jeh
Johnson and former U.S. Senator Joe
Lieberman.

Senator Joe Lieberman said:

President Trump’s order to take out
Qasem Soleimani was morally, constitu-
tionally and strategically correct. It de-
serves more bipartisan support than the be-
grudging or negative reactions it has re-
ceived thus far from my fellow Democrats.

I am also grateful for the informed
comments by luminaries like former
CENTCOM Commander and former CIA
Director General Petraeus as well as
Ambassador Ryan Crocker, who have
both rightly said that this action was
authorized and necessary.

It is unquestionable that the death of
Soleimani was a major blow to the Ira-
nian regime and a strong message of
deterrence to all state sponsors of ter-
rorism. The blood of hundreds of Amer-
ican soldiers and countless civilians is
on Soleimani’s hands, and because of

January 6, 2020

the decisive action taken by President
Trump, he is gone.

I fully support this move by the
President, and I commend the Presi-
dent’s willingness to send a strong
message of deterrence to the terrorist
threat in the Middle East, particularly
against the United States, our citizens,
and our interests.

Finally, I join my fellow Senators in
thanking the brave men and women in
uniform who fought and continue to
fight terrorist acts brought about by
people like General Soleimani and the
Quds Force as part of the IRGC. I espe-
cially thank those who are fighting and
who are prepared to defend our inter-
ests in the Middle East today.

America must never back down in
the face of this evil. Our world is safer
today because Qasem Soleimani is
dead. It would not have been possible
without the actions that President
Trump has undertaken or without the
resolve of our military leaders and our
courageous servicemembers who put
their lives on the line each day.

116TH CONGRESS

Madam President, on another mat-
ter, briefly, we have now crossed the
halfway point of the 116th Congress,
and it is safe to say that 2019 was an
unconventional and a somewhat bumpy
year.

After 2 years with Republicans con-
trolling both Chambers of Congress and
the White House, we were all prepared
for the challenges that would come
with a Democratically controlled
House. Despite the unnecessary foot-
dragging and political gaming and ob-
session with foiling the President, we
were still able to accomplish a lot of
good for the country and the people of
my State of Texas.

Last month alone, we made major
moves to strengthen our military and
support our troops. We passed a fund-
ing bill that increased the funding by
nearly $20 billion—necessary to restore
our readiness—and gave our troops the
largest pay raise they had received in a
decade.

This complemented the National De-
fense Authorization Act, which author-
ized $400 million for military construc-
tion projects in Texas and 90 new F-35
Joint Strike Fighters that will be built
in Fort Worth.

It also included a number of provi-
sions that I introduced to support our
servicemembers and veterans. In 2016,
only 46 percent of Active-Duty military
voted by absentee ballot, and one-third
of those who didn’t vote said that the
absentee voting process was simply too
complicated.

To make that better, I introduced
the Military Voter Protection Act,
which became law last month. It
makes the absentee voter registration
process easier for servicemembers sta-
tioned overseas so that a complicated
trail of paperwork doesn’t prevent
them from casting their well-deserved
ballots.

I have also heard from my Texas con-
stituents who are veterans, who have
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fallen on hard times and had to fight
for their VA and Department of De-
fense disability benefits in bankruptcy
proceedings. That should never be the
case. Another bill I introduced called
the HAVEN Act, which is now law,
shields those benefits in the same way
that Social Security disability is ex-
empted. No veteran should be penalized
for receiving the disability compensa-
tion that they are rightly due.

Of course, perhaps the biggest head-
line news is our continued work on ju-
dicial nominations. Under this admin-
istration, we have confirmed more than
180 Federal judges, including 20 in
Texas, plus 2 Supreme Court Justices.
Although we are still 1 year shy of the
end of President Trump’s first term, we
have already confirmed more circuit
court judges than in any other Presi-
dent’s first term in the past four dec-
ades. Having these impressive judges
on the Federal bench will be a tremen-
dous benefit to the entire country for
generations to come, and we will keep
working to confirm even more.

Over the last year, we have also built
on our work to support victims of Hur-
ricane Harvey, including the release of
$4.6 billion in additional funding from a
bill to support communities across the
country, including those in Texas, re-
covering from natural disasters.

More than 2 years after the storm,
many Texans are still rebuilding and,
sadly, have had the added struggle of
fighting to get their hands on Federal
funds already approved by Congress. In
February 2018, Congress passed a fund-
ing package that included more than $4
billion in disaster mitigation for
Texas, but more than a year later,
folks at home still hadn’t seen a dime
of that money.

This summer, I introduced a bill that
would require the Office of Manage-
ment and Budget to send those and any
future funds approved by Congress
within 90 days of their appropriation
by Congress. Government bureaucrats
should not be allowed to stand in the
way between communities in need and
funds already approved by Congress,
and I am happy that those funds are fi-
nally going out the door to these Texas
communities.

Another challenge we have faced over
the last year is the ongoing crisis at
the border, which hit its peak in May.
Local communities in Texas helped
carry the weight of this humanitarian
crisis, which has placed serious strain
on their ability to deliver basic serv-
ices at the municipal and State levels.
They diverted taxpayer dollars from
things like public safety, power, and
clean drinking water to do a job that
should have been done by the Federal
Government in the first place to secure
our border.

To right this wrong, we passed a
funding agreement, at my request,
which provided $30 million in reim-
bursements for local governments,
States, and charitable organizations
that have spent millions of dollars in
response to this crisis, which seems to
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be ignored too often here in Wash-
ington, DC. Nearly 40 percent of this
initial funding went to Texas to meet
immediate needs, and I expect another
round to come soon to cover additional
expenses.

Another big victory came in the form
of international trade. Through my
role as chairman of the Senate Finance
Trade Subcommittee, I worked with
the administration on three trade
agreements with Japan, the USMCA—
the TU.S.-Mexico-Canada Agreement—
and China, all of which, I think, will
inure to the benefit of all Americans,
including Texans. I commend President
Trump and Ambassador Lighthizer for
their courage in confronting unfair
trade practices, opening new markets,
and providing economic certainty as
we move into this election year.

On top of all of this, we passed the bi-
partisan Taxpayer First Act, which in-
cludes some of the most significant re-
forms to the Internal Revenue Service
in two decades. We stood with victims
of domestic violence and sexual assault
by finally passing the Debbie Smith
Reauthorization Act, which strength-
ens our fight to end the rape kit back-
log. We helped provide additional re-
sources to secure America’s elections
against foreign interference, and the
list goes on and on and on.

It is safe to say, though, that there
are a number of items that could have
been added to this list of accomplish-
ments, had they not been pulled into
the political fray and this obsessive im-
peachment mania by the House of Rep-
resentatives. Two things we could have
done that were not accomplished as a
result of this obsession were bills to re-
duce prescription drug pricing and to
reauthorize the Violence Against
Women Act, for which the Presiding
Officer has played such an important
leadership role.

In both cases, there is broad bipar-
tisan support for action, and in both
cases, our colleagues on the other side
of the aisle decided that political point
scoring was more important than actu-
ally getting the job done; thus, we
found ourselves at an impasse. As we
gear up for a new year, those will be
two of the top items on my priority
list, and I hope our Democratic col-
leagues will work with us this time
around to get them done.

We are kicking off 2020 with a big,
looming question mark hanging over
this Chamber in the form of this im-
peachment trial, which was an urgent
constitutional imperative until it
wasn’t. We are anxious to see what
Speaker PELOSI will finally decide, and
we are waiting for the House to trans-
mit the Articles of Impeachment, but
we are not going to let the grass grow
under our feet in the interim. We are
going to keep working to notch more
wins for the American people, confirm
more Federal judges, and pass the
USMCA trade agreement, hopefully,
before further delay.

I yield the floor.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Missouri.
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(The remarks of Mr. HAWLEY per-
taining to the introduction of S. Res.
463 are printed in today’s RECORD under
“Statements on Introduced Bills and
Joint Resolutions.”’)

Mr. HAWLEY. I yield the floor.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Virginia.

TRAN

Mr. KAINE. Madam President, I am
glad to be joined today by my col-
league from Illinois, who is a personal
mentor of mine. We are here to talk
about the threat of war with Iran and
about the Constitution.

I have been worried about this threat
for some time, ever since President
Trump chose to ignore the advice of his
key national security professionals and
allies by abandoning America’s com-
mitment to a diplomatic deal to limit
Iran’s nuclear program. The Presi-
dent’s action since that tragic decision
and the easily predictable responses of
Iran to his actions have resulted in an
escalating set of hostilities between
the United States and Iran and its
proxies.

I will state at the outset my conclu-
sion. I believe that the United States
should not be at war in Iran and that,
indeed, another war in the Middle East
now would be catastrophic.

But I recognize that some of my col-
leagues may have a different point of
view. So I speak in the hopes of forging
a consensus on at least one issue, and
that issue is this: If there is to be a war
with Iran, it should not be initiated by
this President or any President acting
on his or her own. It should only be ini-
tiated by a vote of Congress following
an open and public debate in full view
of the American people.

Every Member of Congress should
vote and then be accountable for the
question of whether another war in the
Middle East is a good idea. The demand
for congressional accountability is con-
stitutionally required in the unique
constitutional framework that we
have. We pledge to support and defend
the principle that it is up to Congress
to declare war, not the President.

If we engage in a war, the odds are
high that young American men and
women will be killed or injured. Some
will see their friends killed and in-
jured. Some will have the remainder of
their lives affected by physical and
emotional injuries, post-traumatic
stress, the pain of losing friends, and
their families and friends will bear
those scars as well. If we are to order
our troops and their families to run
that risk, then, it should be based on a
public consensus as reflected in an
open congressional debate and vote
that war is in the national interest.

If Congress debates the matter in full
view of the public and reaches the con-
clusion that war is necessary, so be it.
Even if I were to vote no, if the major-
ity of my colleagues voted yes, I would
agree that the decision to go to war
was a legitimate basis to order our best
and brightest into harm’s way.

But by what right do we consign our
troops to possible injury and death if
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we are unwilling to have a debate and
cast a vote ourselves? We cannot hide
under our desks, outsource our con-
stitutional duty to any President, and
pretend that we can avoid account-
ability for war and its consequences.

Over the course of this week, I will
address three topics about the issue of
war with Iran. The first subject which
I will address today is this: How did we
get here? How did we come to the place
where the United States and Iran are
trading violent attacks against one an-
other and what does that mean for our
country, the region, and the world?

In the coming days, I will address
two additional topics. I will discuss
how Congress should reclaim its con-
stitutional war-making powers by act-
ing on a privileged resolution that Sen-
ator DURBIN and I have filed on Janu-
ary 3 to remove U.S. troops from hos-
tilities with Iran unless Congress
passes a new declaration or legal au-
thorization initiating such a war. The
resolution, which is also being offered
on the House side by Representative
SLOTKIN, will give all 535 Members of
Congress the opportunity to declare
where they are on the advisability of a
war with Iran, and it also gives them
an opportunity to affirm their commit-
ment to their oath of office.

Finally, later in the week, I will ad-
dress the larger question of how the
United States should deescalate ten-
sions in the Middle East so that we
might better protect American lives
and promote peace and stability in a
very turbulent part of the world.

How did we get here?

The United States and Iran have a
very troubled history. When Iran’s
democratically elected Prime Minister,
Mohammad Mossaddegh, supported ef-
forts to nationalize private energy re-
sources, the United States and Britain
orchestrated a coup that led to his
ouster in 1953.

The overthrow of Iran’s democratic
government, partially with U.S. sup-
port, led to the strengthened rule of
Shah Mohammad Reza Pahlavi, who
ruled Iran as an Emperor until he was
overthrown in the Iranian revolution of
1979. His dictatorial rule, with strong
support from the United States, in-
creasingly alienated the Iranian popu-
lation. When he fled the country during
the revolution, Iran abolished the mon-
archy and declared itself an Islamic re-
public.

Within a few months after the revo-
lution, Iranian protestors took over
the American Embassy in Iran. For
those of us who saw the protests out-
side the American Embassy in Baghdad
last week, the images of the Iranian
Embassy hostage taking in Iran in 1979
were at the front of our minds. The
protesters cited America’s role in the
1953 coups, and they asked the United
States to return the Shah, who had
come to the United States seeking
medical attention, to Iran for trial.
The United States refused. Iran held 52
Americans hostage for more than 440
days until they were finally released in
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the first days of the Reagan adminis-
tration.

After this attack—this inexcusable
attack on the American Embassy—U.S.
and Iran diplomatic relations were sev-
ered. The United States has imposed
significant economic sanctions against
Iran for decades. The United States
provided support for Iraq in its 8-year
war against Iran—a war in which hun-
dreds of thousands of Iranians were
killed.

In 1988, the U.S. Navy cruiser USS
Vincennes shot down an Iranian com-
mercial airliner, Killing 290 passengers
and its crew.

Iran has engaged in hostilities
against the United States and our al-
lies in many settings—through tar-
geted attacks and assassinations
around the world, covert and overt sup-
port for terrorist organizations, and de-
velopment of weapons systems in viola-
tion of U.N. security resolutions. Iran
has been directly responsible for the
deaths of thousands of Americans and
indirectly responsible for many, many
more. These activities over many dec-
ades have led America for years to view
Iran as a key promoter of terrorism
and one of the most concerning nation-
state adversaries of the United States.

In recent years, a particular focus
has been Iran’s nuclear program. De-
spite Iran’s claim that it sought nu-
clear power purely for peaceful pur-
poses, legitimate suspicion of its intent
led to a global campaign led by the
United States to sanction Iran even
more as a means of getting the country
to abandon its quest for nuclear weap-
ons.

After years of negotiations between
six nations—France, Britain, the
United States, Germany, Russia,
China—and Iran, an agreement was
reached in 2015 whereby Iran would
pledge never to seek, acquire, or de-
velop nuclear weapons in exchange for
gradual relaxation of sanctions against
Iran. The agreement, known as the
JCPOA, contained strict limits on
Iran’s nuclear program that would
gradually relax over 25 years. Iran’s
pledge to never acquire or develop nu-
clear weapons was permanent, as was
its commitment to abide by the inspec-
tion protocols of the International
Atomic Energy Agency to ensure com-
pliance with that fundamental pledge.
The JCPOA was not perfect, but it
carefully preserved the ability of the
United States and other nations to
continue sanctions against Iran for its
other activities and offered an oppor-
tunity for the first time in four decades
for the United States and Iran to com-
municate through an established diplo-
matic process.

As the Trump administration took
office, the President pledged to undo
this diplomatic deal, the JCPOA. The
nations that agreed to the deal pointed
out that Iran was complying with the
deal, as did the IAEA, and the key offi-
cials of President Trump’s national se-
curity team—Defense Secretary
Mattis, Secretary of State Tillerson,
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National Security Advisor McMaster,
Chairman of the Joint Chiefs of Staff
General Dunford—all argued that the
agreement was working and should be
maintained.

But President Trump made the deci-
sion that the United States should
abandon the diplomatic deal. The U.S.
abandonment of a working diplomatic
deal was historic. No U.S. President
had ever walked away from a diplo-
matic commitment of this kind.

Many of us, at the time, warned the
President that abandoning diplomacy,
against the advice of allies and our na-
tional security professionals, would
likely lead us to an unnecessary war. It
was just a matter of time. Indeed, since
the beginning of the Trump adminis-
tration, there have been increasing
back-and-forth provocations that have
now led us to a state of active hos-
tilities between the United States and
Iran.

Unclassified examples of U.S. activ-
ity under the Trump administration
that have escalated hostilities with
Iran include the following:

On December 12, 2017, the United
States and Israel reached a joint stra-
tegic work plan to counter Iranian ac-
tivity in the Middle East that included
preparation for military escalation sce-
narios against Iran.

On May 8, 2018, President Trump uni-
laterally withdrew from the JCPOA
after promising to do so for months.

On May 21, 2018, Secretary of State
Pompeo, who had earlier expressed a
preference for bombing Iran rather
than entering into the JCPOA, vowed
to ‘‘crush” Iranian operatives and
proxies.

On July 23, 2018, President Trump
tweeted a threat to President Rouhani,
warning that Iran would ‘“SUFFER
CONSEQUENCES THE LIKES OF
WHICH FEW THROUGHOUT HISTORY
HAVE EVER SUFFERED BEFORE.”

On August 6, 2018, the Trump admin-
istration wunilaterally imposed eco-
nomic sanctions lifted as part of the
JCPOA, despite Iran’s continued com-
pliance with the deal.

In September of 2018, it was reported
that new National Security Advisor
John Bolton had asked the Department
of Defense to prepare war plans against
Iran. Later the same month, Bolton
warned Iran that there would be ‘‘hell
to pay’ if the nation ever crossed the
United States.

On October 3, 2018, the Trump admin-
istration terminated the 1955 Treaty of
Amity affirming friendly relations be-
tween the United States and Iran. The
United States terminated it. The trea-
ty itself had long ago been made irrele-
vant by the actual hostilities between
the nations, but the action of the
United States in finding the treaty and
publicly terminating it unilaterally
was seen as a part of a pattern of hos-
tile intent.

As early as the fall of 2018, Depart-
ment of Defense officials began to ex-
press concern that the U.S. maximum
security pressure campaign against
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Iran was raising the risk of Iranian re-
taliation against American troops in
Iraq and Syria. In an October 26 article
in the Wall Street Journal, DOD offi-
cials were quoted as expressing concern
that Iran’s belief that the TUnited
States was helping Israel with air-

strikes would jeopardize American
lives in the region.
On November 5, 2018, President

Trump imposed additional sanctions on
Iranian oil, shipping, and banking sec-
tors.

On February 3, 2019, President Trump
stated on ‘‘Face the Nation” that
troops being withdrawn from Syria
would be moved to Iraq to serve as a
check against Iran.

On February 11, 2019, Advisor Bolton
released a video addressed to the 40th
anniversary of the Iranian revolution,
stating that Iran’s leaders would not
‘““have many more anniversaries to
enjoy.”

On February 13, 2019, the Trump ad-
ministration convened a meeting in
Poland that was publicly described by
Israeli Prime Minister Benjamin
Netanyahu on his official website as
designed to ‘‘advance the common in-
terest of war’’ against Iran.

In March 2019, press accounts re-
vealed that the Department of Energy
had approved seven transfers of nuclear
technical information from U.S. com-
panies to Saudi Arabia without inform-
ing Congress. The transfers were made
despite U.S. awareness that the Gov-
ernment of Saudi Arabia had publicly
threatened to develop nuclear weapons
to counter Iran.

On April 8, 2019, the United States
designated the Iranian Revolutionary
Guard as a foreign terrorist organiza-
tion, the first time that had ever been
used to apply to a foreign govern-
mental entity.

On May 5, 2019, Advisor Bolton an-
nounced deployment of the Lincoln
Carrier Strike Group and a bomber
task force to the U.S. Central Com-
mand for the expressed purpose of
countering Iran.

On May 8, 2019, the Trump adminis-
tration ordered new sanctions against
Iran’s metal industry.

On May 10, 2019, the New York Times
reported on war plans developed by the
administration that could deploy up to
120,000 additional U.S. troops to the
Middle East to counter Iran. On the
same day, the administration deployed
Patriot missiles to U.S. Central Com-
mand to counter Iran.

On May 24, 2019, the Trump adminis-
tration bypassed Congress, declaring
an emergency citing ‘“‘Iranian malign
activity’’ in order to sell weapons to
Saudi Arabia and the UAE.

In June of 2019, President Trump or-
dered 3,500 more troops of the U.S.
military to the Middle East to check
Iran.

On June 20, 2019, the United States
initiated a strike against Iranian posi-
tions that was aborted at the last
minute by President Trump.

On June 24, 2019, President Trump
imposed additional sanctions against
Iran.
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On September 15, 2019, after drone at-
tacks on two key oil installations in
Saudi Arabia, President Trump
tweeted that the United States was
“‘locked and loaded depending on verifi-
cation from the Kingdom as to who
they believe was the cause of the at-
tack.”

On November 19, 2019, President
Trump notified Congress that ‘‘con-
sistent with the War Powers Resolu-
tion,” he was deploying additional U.S.
weapons and troops to Saudi Arabia to
counter Iran.

On December 29, 2019, following a
rocket attack from an Iranian-backed
militia in Iraq that killed an American
contractor and wounded several others,
the U.S. military struck Iranian-
backed militia groups in Iraq and
Syria, killing dozens.

On January 2, 2019, President Trump
ordered a drone strike killing Qasem
Soleimani, a key Iranian military com-
mander as well as a key Iraqi military
leader. The December and January
strikes in Iraq were carried out despite
the objections of the Iraqi Government
and without any prior notification to
Congress. Two days after the Soleimani
strike, the President notified Congress
of the action, which had been in the
newspaper, obviously, ‘‘consistent with
the War Powers Resolution.”

Now, during the same time, Iran has
conducted escalatory activities as well.
Their bellicose behavior includes con-
tinued arming and financial backing of
Hezbollah, a designated foreign ter-
rorist organization which carried out
the bombing of the marine barracks in
Beirut as well as efforts to target
Israeli citizens and troops; support for
the Houthis, including the supplying of
ballistic missiles, thus escalating the
civil war in Yemen; direct participa-
tion of troops and commanders in sup-
port of Bashar al-Assad’s murderous
campaign against the Syrian people;
support for the Popular Mobilization
Committee-affiliated Shia militias in
Iraq, which pose a direct threat to U.S.
personnel; unjust detention of U.S.
citizens; cyber attacks on U.S. offi-
cials, agencies, and companies; the
downing of a U.S. unmanned aerial ve-
hicle in June of 2019; UAV strikes
against Saudi oil facilities in Sep-
tember 2019; persistent interference
with commercial shipping in the Strait
of Hormuz; militia attacks on the Iraqi
base in December that killed an Amer-
ican contractor; and stoking popular
unrest against the United States in
Iraq that encouraged the assault on the
U.S. Embassy in Baghdad last week.

I have given you these examples for a
reason. You can see the reason. There
has been an escalation that began with
the U.S. decision to destroy a diplo-
matic deal, and it has been one nation
acting and the other responding, and
the other acting and the other respond-
ing, and now we are on the brink of
war. The escalation has been so signifi-
cant between the United States and
Iran that now each country has been
responsible for actively inflicting inju-
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ries and deaths on the other, and we
are at the brink of war.

Thousands of American servicemem-
bers enjoying the holidays with their
families were surprised by notices in
the last few days that they must now
deploy to the Middle East yet again.
The current state of hostilities is caus-
ing other serious consequences.

The U.S. abandonment of the diplo-
matic deal, together with other ac-
tions, has seriously jeopardized our re-
lations with many allies, particularly
our European allies. The U.S. abandon-
ment of a diplomatic deal over a nu-
clear program has made it much harder
to find a diplomatic deal with North
Korea. The U.S. decision to carry out
strikes on Iraqi soil over Iraqi objec-
tions has badly damaged U.S.-Iraq rela-
tions. Just yesterday, the Iraqi Par-
liament voted to ask all U.S. troops to
leave Iraq. If that occurs, it will fur-
ther destabilize a country that has
been wracked with protests in recent
months, and it will embolden both ISIS
and Iran.

U.S. actions have had the unlikely ef-
fect of driving three of our principled
nation-state adversaries into histori-
cally unprecedented levels of coopera-
tion. Just recently, Iran, China, and
Russia conducted joint naval oper-
ations in the Gulf of Oman.

Notably, the U.S. actions that I have
described here have been carried out
mostly by President Trump without
congressional approval and often with-
out any notice or any consultation
with Congress. Members of Congress on
the relevant committees have had to
read about these actions in the news-
papers rather than being informed by
the Trump administration.

At this particular moment, with the
specter of war so present, it is time for
Congress to assert itself. We cannot let
a President destroy American diplo-
macy on its own. We cannot let a
President take our Nation, take our
troops, and take our best and brightest
into an unnecessary war on his own. In-
deed, we cannot leave the lives of our
troops up to the whim of this President
or of any President.

That is why Senator DURBIN and I
have introduced, pursuant to the same
War Powers Act referenced by the
President, a resolution that will force
the removal of U.S. troops from hos-
tilities with Iran unless Congress inde-
pendently votes that we should be at
war. Congress has the responsibility,
and Congress must act to shoulder its
responsibility.

I will offer more comments on the
resolution later this week, but I appre-
ciate the support of my colleague, who,
as I said, in many ways, is my mentor
in the Senate, the Senator from Illi-
nois.

I yield the floor to him.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The mi-
nority whip.

Mr. DURBIN. Madam President, I
thank the Senator from Virginia for
his clarion call for the U.S. Senate to
assert its constitutional responsibility
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when it comes to the prospect of a war
with Iran.

He has referenced, many times, the
War Powers Act. The War Powers Act,
students of history will remember, was
passed by the U.S. Congress after the
end of the Vietnam war so Congress
would assert, with specificity, its au-
thority when it came to the execution
of a war. The President at the time,
Richard Nixon, opposed the War Pow-
ers Act and vetoed it, and because of
what the United States had endured
during the course of the Vietnam war,
Congress overrode the veto of Presi-
dent Nixon to make it clear, with the
War Powers Act, that we would never
ever, by design, find ourselves in the
same moral predicament we did with
the war in Vietnam.

Almost 50,000 American lives were
lost in that war in Vietnam, a war
which was not a declared war under the
Constitution but one which still ex-
acted a heavy, incalculable price on
American families—families I know
and everyone knows, whose lives were
touched by that Vietnam war, whose
sons and daughters may have served or
may have given their lives in service.
The decision was made in Congress
never again. We are not going to let
this happen again. We are not going to
find ourselves backsliding into a war.

The American people, through their
elected men and women representing
them in Congress, will make the deci-
sion as to whether it is time for us to
go to war and will make the decision as
to whether our men and women in uni-
form are going to risk their lives at
war. The decision will be made by the
American people through their elected
representatives in Congress. It was not
a novel idea. We find it in this little
Constitution, which we are all handed
when we take the oath of office.

As Senator KAINE from Virginia has
noted, article I, section 8, in just a few
words, says: The Congress shall have
the power to declare war. It is not
equivocal. There are no footnotes, as-
terisks, or question marks. The Con-
gress shall have the authority to de-
clare war.

Now, at this moment in time, with
the assassination of General Soleimani
and the escalation of the conflict be-
tween the United States and Iran, Sen-
ator KAINE and I come to the floor and
ask this Congress, Republicans and
Democrats alike: Do these words
count? Do we have a constitutional re-
sponsibility to stand up and speak up
and to challenge this President or any
President of either political party
when they start moving us toward a
moment of war which could easily
claim the lives of many Americans?

That is the purpose of our resolution.
It is simple and straightforward, but it
really goes to a fundamental question.
The men and women who serve this
country in uniform—God bless them
for their sacrifice and their courage.
We know that when they take the oath
to serve, they are prepared to risk
their lives in service. Many of us have
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attended the funerals of servicemem-
bers who gave their lives in Iraq and
Afghanistan and so many other places.
It is a heartbreaking experience to see
that emotional family leaving a church
or a synagogue after a service honoring
someone in uniform who has given
their life for this country. That is so
fundamental.

Senator KAINE and I have come to
the floor today to say we are finding
ourselves now moving, day by day,
closer and closer to a confrontation
with Iran that could result in a war.
What Senator KAINE has catalogued
and gone through is this long buildup
under the Trump administration that
brings us to this moment.

To think President Trump inherited
from President Obama an international
agreement that included the signato-
ries of not only our traditional Euro-
pean allies but also China and Russia
to stop Iran from developing a nuclear
weapon; to think that that agreement
was being monitored by international
overseers who reported back to us that
they had ready access throughout the
nation of Iran when it came to making
certain that the JCPOA agreement was
lived up to; to think that that at least
gave us the assurance that Iran would
not develop a nuclear weapon—and
then this President, with a series of
tweets and actions, swept it away and
said we are going to ignore this treaty,
we are going to walk away from it, and
we are going to confront the Iranians
in a variety of ways, as Senator KAINE
has spelled out.

So we come to the floor this after-
noon to really appeal to our colleagues
on both sides of the aisle. On behalf of
the American people, let us learn the
lessons of history—a lesson bitterly
learned during the Vietnam war—that
if Congress does nothing, a war can de-
velop and continue at great human
cost.

I know the moments of great decision
that are made in the U.S. Congress,
and I have been fortunate to be part of
some of them. I remember October 16,
2002, as if it were yesterday. I remem-
ber that well, at that place that I point
to, where in the early morning hours,
three of us—three Senators stood and
spoke to one another as we left to go
home. There had just been a vote for an
authorization for use of military force
in Iraq. The three of us had gathered in
the well, including Senator Paul
Wellstone from Minnesota and Senator
Kent Conrad from North Dakota, and
we looked at one another, having all
three voted against the invasion of
Iraq, and realized we were headed home
to face the electorate on that decision.
It was an emotional moment.

I remember saying to Senator
Wellstone, who had voted against the
invasion of Iraq, as I had: Paul, I hope
this doesn’t cost you the election. He
said: Dick, if it does, it is all right be-
cause that is what I was elected to do,
to come here and to vote on issues. Is
it possible there is any issue more im-
portant than the issue of asking Amer-
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ican families to give their children in
service of this country in a war?
Senator Wellstone passed away a few
days later in an airplane crash. It was
my last conversation with him, but I
remember that moment, and I remem-
ber the responsibility we had. What
Senator KAINE and I are doing now is
to appeal to our colleagues on both
sides of the aisle. Do not walk away
from our responsibility when it comes
to the future decision of whether we go
to war with Iran. Stand up for those
American families who sent us here to
do our constitutional duty and engage
in the debate as to whether it is the
right thing at the right moment of his-
tory or whether it is an impulsive deci-
sion by a President who broke away
from a political campaign meeting to
authorize the assassination of General
Soleimani and then returned to the
campaign meeting. Make the decision
as to whether this is the right moment
in history. Don’t point to the President
that it is his responsibility; it is our re-
sponsibility. That is what this Con-
stitution says.
(Mr. BOOZMAN assumed the Chair.)
Now, with that responsibility, we
need to stand up and act. I am honored
to join Senator KAINE. We have filed
our resolution. We are seeking a ruling
by the Parliamentarian, and we want
to move forward on a schedule for a de-
bate on the floor of the Senate. It may
be the single most important debate we
face this year for many years to come.
I yield the floor.

———

CERTIFICATE OF APPOINTMENT

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair
lays before the Senate the certificate
of appointment to fill the vacancy cre-
ated by the resignation of former Sen-
ator Johnny Isakson of Georgia. The
certificate, the Chair is advised, is in
the form suggested by the Senate. If
there be no objection, the reading of
the certificate will be waived, and it
will be printed in full in the RECORD.

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

STATE OF GEORGIA
CERTIFICATE OF APPOINTMENT
To the President of the Senate of the United
States:

This is to certify that, pursuant to the
power vested in me by the Constitution of
the United States and the laws of the State
of Georgia, I, Brian Kemp, the Governor of
said State, do hereby appoint Kelly Loeffler
a Senator from said State to represent said
State in the Senate of the United States
until the vacancy therein caused by the res-
ignation of John H. Isakson, is filled by elec-
tion as provided by law.

Witness: His excellency our Governor
Brian Kemp, and our seal hereto affixed at
the Capitol, in the city of Atlanta, this 1st
day of January, in the year of our Lord 2020.

By the Governor:
BRIAN P. KEMP,
Governor.
BRAD RAFFENSPERGER,
Secretary of State.
[State Seal Affixed]
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ADMINISTRATION OF OATH OF
OFFICE

The VICE PRESIDENT. If the Sen-
ator-designate will now present herself
at the desk, the Chair will administer
the oath of office.

The Senator-elect, KELLY LOEFFLER,
escorted by Ms. ERNST, advanced to the
desk of the Vice President; the oath
prescribed by law was administered to
her by the Vice President; and she sev-
erally subscribed to the oath in the Of-
ficial Oath Book.

The VICE PRESIDENT. Congratula-
tions.

(Applause, Senators rising.)

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr.
B00zMAN). The Senator from Maryland
is recognized.

NOMINATION OF JOVITA CARRANZA

Mr. CARDIN. Mr. President, I rise
today to discuss the nomination of U.S.
Treasurer Jovita Carranza to lead the
Small Business Administration. Treas-
urer Carranza’s nomination comes at a
time of great change for American
small businesses. With the growing di-
versity in America, the face of business
ownership in America is naturally also
becoming more diverse.

I have witnessed these changes first-
hand in my home State of Maryland,
which currently boasts the highest
concentration of women-owned busi-
nesses in the country, as well as the
highest concentration of minority-
owned businesses. Maryland’s success
has been no accident; it is as a result of
our leaders’ decades-long commitment
to creating opportunities for under-
served entrepreneurs, which began
when the late Baltimore Congressman
Parren J. Mitchell created the first
Federal set-aside for minority contrac-
tors in 1977.

It was with this understanding that I
requested a seat on the Small Business
Committee when I joined this body in
2006, and it is with this understanding
that I am hopeful that Treasurer
Carranza will provide much needed
leadership at the SBA and serve as an
advocate for entrepreneurs—especially
those from underserved communities—
within the administration.

If confirmed to lead the SBA, Treas-
urer Carranza will enter an agency
that has not had a Deputy Adminis-
trator since April 2018 and that has
been led by its General Counsel since
former Administrator Linda McMahon
resigned in April 2019. She will join an
administration that has pushed for
drastic cuts at the SBA in every budget
it has sent to Congress. I am grateful
that our Appropriations Committee
has consistently rejected the adminis-
tration’s devastating budget proposals,
and I hope that Treasurer Carranza
will work to ensure that the adminis-
tration’s fiscal year 2021 budget is not
more of the same.

Minorities, women, veterans, and en-
trepreneurs from other underserved
communities face specific, historical
barriers to business ownership, and
they need an SBA that has the leader-
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ship, vision, and tools required to meet
their needs. I would like to use this op-
portunity to highlight what I believe
are the two most critical areas where
the SBA is falling short in its support
of underserved communities.

First, SBA must do a better job of
providing affordable capital to entre-
preneurs from underserved commu-
nities.

SBA’s various loan programs provide
entrepreneurs with affordable capital
to fund their businesses. These loans
are especially important for under-
served entrepreneurs, who typically
have less wealth with which to fund a
small business and have lower rates of
business loan approvals.

Instead of filling in the gaps in the
credit markets, SBA’s highest volume
loan program, the 7(a) Program, has
mirrored the inequities in the market.
That is something we need to address.
Addressing this issue is important not
only in Maryland, which, as I men-
tioned, has one of the most diverse
small business communities in the
country, it is vital for the future
health of America’s economy, consid-
ering that women and minorities are
driving growth in new business forma-
tion.

According to a recent American Ex-
press study, the overall business own-
ership rate increased only 9 percent be-
tween 2014 and 2019. Over the same 5-
year period, the number of women-
owned businesses increased 21 per-
cent—more than twice as fast as the
overall rate—and the number of minor-
ity women-owned businesses grew by 43
percent.

It is clear that the underserved com-
munities are driving the growth and
business formation in America, and
SBA’s loan programs must catch up to
this new reality.

Second, SBA must do all it can to in-
crease opportunity for small business
contractors. Recent trends paint an on-
erous picture of the future of small
business contracting. A 2019 Bloomberg
Government report found that despite
a steady increase in government spend-
ing in the past several years, the Fed-
eral contracting marketplace is becom-
ing less competitive, with the number
of contractors working on unclassified
contracts at a 10-year low. Small busi-
nesses are facing the brunt of this de-
crease, which is particularly troubling
in Maryland, where Federal con-
tracting accounted for 8 percent—
roughly $33 billion—of our State’s GDP
in 2018. The jobs created by these com-
panies have helped thousands of fami-
lies in Maryland enter the middle
class.

The Senate has taken steps to help
small contractors. I am proud to share
that today SBA will begin imple-
menting the Runway Extension Act—
legislation I introduced that will allow
small businesses to make critical in-
vestments to grow their businesses
without fearing they will lose access to
resources and Federal contracting op-
portunities.
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But Congress alone cannot reverse
the increasing insularity of the Federal
contracting process; SBA must work
with large agencies that are driving
these trends in Federal contracting to
ensure that small businesses are given
opportunities to become prime con-
tractors and supply the Federal Gov-
ernment.

Treasurer Carranza’s prior experience
should serve her well at the SBA. In
nearly 30 years at UPS, where she
began as a part-time package handler,
Treasurer Carranza became the highest
ranking Latina in the history of the
company. She also served in govern-
ment as Deputy Administrator of SBA
under President George W. Bush, dur-
ing which she chaired the SBA’s Office
of Small and Disadvantaged Business
Utilization Council.

At a time when America’s small busi-
nesses are experiencing rapid demo-
graphic changes and new challenges,
SBA needs bold and innovative leader-
ship. I am optimistic that Treasurer
Carranza can be the leader and advo-
cate that SBA and American small
businesses need right now. I support
her nomination. I urge my colleagues
to approve her nomination as the SBA
Administrator.

With that, I yield the floor.

———————

EXECUTIVE SESSION—Continued

CLOTURE MOTION

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

The legislative clerk read as follows:

CLOTURE MOTION

We, the undersigned Senators, in accord-
ance with the provisions of rule XXII of the
Standing Rules of the Senate, do hereby
move to bring to a close debate on the nomi-
nation of Jovita Carranza, of Illinois, to be
Administrator of the Small Business Admin-
istration.

Mitch McConnell, John Boozman, Joni
Ernst, Kevin Cramer, David Perdue,
Steve Daines, Thom Tillis, Roger F.
Wicker, James E. Risch, Cindy Hyde-
Smith, Lisa Murkowski, Pat Roberts,
Richard C. Shelby, Deb Fischer, James
Lankford, Chuck Grassley, Mike
Rounds.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. By unan-
imous consent, the mandatory quorum
call has been waived.

The question is, Is it the sense of the
Senate that debate on the nomination
of Jovita Carranza, of Illinois, to be
Administrator of the Small Business
Administration, shall be brought to a
close?

The yeas and nays are mandatory
under the rule.

The clerk will call the roll.

The legislative clerk called the roll.

Mr. THUNE. The following Senators
are necessarily absent: the Senator
from Tennessee (Mr. ALEXANDER), the
Senator from Utah (Mr. LEE), and the
Senator from Georgia (Mr. PERDUE).

Further, if present and voting, the
Senator from Tennessee (Mr. ALEX-
ANDER) would have voted ‘“‘yea.”
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Mr. DURBIN. I announce that the
Senator from New Jersey (Mr. BOOKER),
the Senator from Minnesota (Ms. KLO-
BUCHAR), the Senator from Massachu-
setts (Mr. MARKEY), the Senator from
Vermont (Mr. SANDERS), the Senator
from New Hampshire (Mrs. SHAHEEN),
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 yeas and nays resulted—yeas 86,
nays 5, as follows:

[Rollcall Vote 1 Ex.]

YEAS—86
Baldwin Feinstein Peters
Barrasso Fischer Portman
Bennet Gardner Reed
Blackburn Graham Risch
Blumenthal Grassley Roberts
Blunt Hassan Romney
Boozman Hawley Rosen
Braun Hfainrlch Rounds
o fivono
0 v
Cantwell Hyde-Smith gi;?fmer
Capito Inhofe Scott (FL)
Cardin Johnson Scott (SC)
Carper Jones
Casey Kaine Shelby
Cassidy Kennedy Sinema
Collins King Smith
Coons Lankford Stabenow
Cornyn Leahy Sullivan
Cortez Masto Loeffler Tester
Cotton Manchin Thune
Cramer McConnell Tillis
Crapo McSally Toomey
Cruz Menendez Udall
Daines Moran Van Hollen
Duckworth Murkowski Warner
Durbin Murphy Whitehouse
Enzi Murray Wicker
Ernst Paul Young
NAYS—5
Gillibrand Merkley Wyden
Harris Schatz
NOT VOTING—9
Alexander Lee Sanders
Booker Markey Shaheen
Klobuchar Perdue Warren

The PRESIDING OFFICER. On this
vote, the yeas are 86, the nays are 5.

The motion is agreed to.

The Senator from Ohio.

———

UNITED STATES-MEXICO-CANADA
TRADE AGREEMENT

Mr. BROWN. Mr. President, I rise to
talk about an issue that the Senate
may address on the floor this week.

Tomorrow in the Senate Finance
Committee, we are going to take up
the renegotiated North American Free
Trade Agreement.

One of my proudest votes as a Mem-
ber of the House a long time ago was to
vote against the North American Free
Trade Agreement, to vote against
NAFTA. I have voted no on every trade
agreement since then because every
trade agreement that has come in front
of this body was written by corporate
interests for their corporate executives
and stockholders. They maximize prof-
its always—every one of these trade
agreements—CAFTA, NAFTA, PNTR
with China, which is not technically a
trade agreement, but it quacks like a
duck and walks like a duck. Every one
of these trade agreements, in every
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case, has looked out for corporate in-
terests and jettisoned the interests of
workers.

We see the consequences. Corporate
profits soar every time. Executive com-
pensation explodes upward every time.
Workers continue to produce more
than ever before. Even though cor-
porate profits are up and executive
compensation is up, workers’ wages are
flat. Often, they can’t join a union, and
the middle class continues to shrink.

I know what that has meant in the
Presiding Officer’s State of Arkansas. I
know what it has meant in Ohio. I
know what it has done to my home-
town of Mansfield. I know what these
trade agreements do to Dayton and
Cleveland and Cincinnati and Canton
and Youngstown and Toledo.

Then-Candidate Trump said that he
was going to renegotiate NAFTA. Well,
that was his promise. He did, but he
gave us the same thing. His economic
policies overall have been that, but his
renegotiated NAFTA, which he brought
to this Congress originally—the nego-
tiation that he made with Mexico and
Canada—was another corporate trade
agreement written for corporate inter-
ests.

Again, this President betrays work-
ers with his tax giveaways to corpora-
tions, to his judges who put their
thumbs on the scale, choosing corpora-
tions over workers, choosing Wall
Street over consumers.

Then, last year, as he has done one
betrayal of workers after another,
squeezing the middle class even more—
last year, when we got the initial draft
of this agreement from the administra-
tion, the renegotiated NAFTA was an-
other betrayal.

His first NAFTA draft was nowhere
near the good deal for workers that
President Trump promised. He had fun-
damentally negotiated another cor-
porate trade deal—a deal that helps
corporate executives, that helps stock-
holders, that betrays workers again
and again, another trade deal just like
that. It meant nothing for workers. It
meant a sellout to drug companies. It
took us months of fighting alongside
Speaker PELOSI and Senator WYDEN
and trade unions to improve this deal
and take the real and important steps
toward putting workers at the center
of our trade policies.

These trade policies should be writ-
ten for workers so that they increase
their income and expand the middle
class, not written for corporations in
trickle-down economics. We know what
happens on every tax bill that comes
before this Congress, written by the ad-
ministration and Senator MCCONNELL.
We know it is the same thing. Instead
of building the economy from the mid-
dle out so that the middle class grows
and America overwhelmingly prospers,
just like the tax cuts—the tax cuts for
the rich that may, they tell us, trickle
down and help the middle class—that is
the way this trade agreement was writ-
ten. That is the way these tax bills in
this Congress were written.
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It took months of fighting alongside
Senator WYDEN and organized labor
and Speaker PELOSI. We now have a
provision in the labor chapter, and the
President has finally agreed to this
provision. He knew he wasn’t going to
get a renegotiated NAFTA unless he
followed what we said on workers. For
the first time, we have a provision in
the labor chapter.

For instance, it says that violence
against workers is always a violation
of the agreement. The language the
President gave us said: Well, the first
time you commit violence against
workers, we might fine you. The second
time, we might fine you. Only if you do
it over and over is it a violation. Real-
1ly? If there is violence against workers,
the people who committed that vio-
lence ought to pay for it. So we fixed
that in this agreement.

We have improved some of the
legalese that since the beginning has
been included in trade agreements to
make it nearly impossible to success-
fully win a case when a country vio-
lates its labor commitments.

We secured the Wyden provision,
which amounts to, by far, the strongest
ever labor enforcement in the U.S.
trade deal. This provision that Senator
WYDEN and I wrote and fought for is
the first improvement to enforcing
labor standards in our trade agree-
ments since we have been negotiating
them.

We know why companies closed fac-
tories in Ohio and opened them in Mex-
ico. They can pay lower wages. They
can take advantage of workers who
don’t have rights. They can Kkeep
unions from organizing. American
workers can’t compete with that kind
of low-wage lack of enforcement of
labor laws. What happens? There is a
race to the bottom on wages. So if a
company threatens to move to Mexico
and they tell their workforce ‘“We are
going to move unless you do some wage
givebacks,” they either move and the
American workers lose their jobs or
they use that as a way to put down-
ward pressure on wages for American
workers.

I know what that has done to Mans-
field, OH. I know what it has done to
Gallipolis, Chillicothe, Zanesville, Day-
ton, Huber Heights, and every other
community. The only way to stop this
is by raising labor standards in every
country we trade with and, most im-
portantly, making sure those standards
are actually enforced. If corporations
are forced to pay workers a living wage
and treat them with dignity no matter
where the workers are, we take away
the incentive for those companies to
move jobs abroad. That is what the
Brown-Wyden provision does.

A worker in Mexico now, under this
agreement—the reason I am supporting
this, the first-ever trade agreement
that I am supporting—workers in Mex-
ico will be able to report a company
that is violating their rights. They can
actually call a toll-free number and re-
port violations against the workers. A
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worker can actually make that re-
quest. They have never had that right
in Mexico. They, often enough, don’t
have it here. We can then determine
whether worker rights have been vio-
lated and then take action against the
company that did it. We have never
done it that way. We haven’t had good
results because of that.

We can apply punitive damages when
companies stop workers from orga-
nizing. If they Kkeep doing it, we stop
their goods from coming into the
United States. You enforce it at the
factory level by saying: If you keep
violating this trade agreement, you are
not sending your products into the
United States. That will make them
behave.

When Mexican workers have the
power to form real unions and nego-
tiate for higher wages, it helps our
workers. Right now, Mexican workers
can be paid as little as $6.50—not an
hour but a day. We have been asking
American workers to compete with
that. We have already heard some crit-
ics say that Brown-Wyden will force
Mexican wages to rise. I plead guilty.
That is the entire point—to take away
the incentive. If Mexican wages go up,
it makes U.S. companies less likely to
shut down production in Steubenville
or Lisbon or in Bryan, OH, and move
overseas. It takes away the incentive
for those companies to relocate.

I want to be clear. I will always be
straight with American workers. This
is not a perfect agreement. One trade
deal that Democrats fixed will not
undo the rest of Trump’s economic
policies that put corporations over
workers.

This deal will not stop outsourcing
when we have President Trump’s tax
plan that gives companies a tax break
to send American jobs to Mexico. Here
is how the President’s tax bill that was
rammed through this Senate a year or
so ago works: If you are in Springfield,
OH, your corporate tax rate is 21 per-
cent. If you move—pull up stakes and
move to Mexico or anywhere else—your
tax rate is 10.5 percent. Even with this
good trade agreement, we cannot stop
that kind of outsourcing because the
President insists on helping his cor-
porate buddies.

I will keep fighting his corporate
trade policies and tax policies just as
we did in this agreement. We have a lot
more work to do to make our trade
agreements more pro-worker.

I will vote yes for the first time ever
on a trade agreement because, by in-
cluding Brown-Wyden, Democrats have
made this agreement much more pro-
worker. We set an important precedent
for the future that Brown-Wyden must
now be included in every trade agree-
ment in the years ahead.

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. McCONNELL. Mr. President, I
ask unanimous consent that the order
for the quorum call be rescinded.
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The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. SUL-
LIVAN). Without objection, it is so or-
dered.

———

LEGISLATIVE SESSION

MORNING BUSINESS

Mr. McCONNELL. Mr. President, I
ask unanimous consent that the Sen-
ate proceed to legislative session for 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.

ADDITIONAL STATEMENTS

REMEMBERING ALFRED J. RIOUX

e Mr. BLUMENTHAL. Mr. President, I
rise today with a heavy heart to pay
tribute to Alfred J. Rioux, a dedicated
public servant, advocate, and friend to
many. Sadly, Mr. Rioux passed away
on November 9, 2019, at the age of 85.
He will be remembered for his commit-
ment to Connecticut and his jovial
spirit.

Born in Hartford, CT, Al served in
the Navy as a seaman 2nd class and
deep-sea diver on the USS Skylark dur-
ing the Korean war. Once discharged,
he started an apprenticeship in Hart-
ford for the Arrow-Hart Hegeman Com-
pany as a tool and die engineer.

Upon moving to Newington, CT, with
his family, Al began working in real es-
tate and insurance. At the same time,
he became a member of the Con-
necticut Home Builders Association,
helping to develop single-family homes
in his town. This initial involvement in
Newington would serve as the catalyst
for Al's lifelong devotion to Con-
necticut politics.

In the 1970s and 1980s, some of Al’s
pivotal roles included helping Bill Cot-
ter successfully win his first term in
the U.S. House of Representatives,
serving as an aide to Congressman Cot-
ter, a 1b-year position as the
Newington Democratic Party’s Town
chairman, and attending the 1980
Democratic National Convention as a
delegate in support of President Jimmy
Carter. He also served two terms as the
sheriff of Hartford County.

Al gave back to his communities out-
side of politics, as well. In one of the
first kidney transplants performed at
Hartford Hospital through Dr. Robert
Schweitzer and Dr. Stanley Bartus’s
transplant program, Al received a kid-
ney from his sister, Dorothy Williams,
in 1975. This successful operation led
him to organize the Connecticut Kid-
ney Research Fund Golf Tournament.
Throughout its many years, the tour-
nament helped raise hundreds of thou-
sands of dollars in support of Hartford
Hospital’s kidney transplant research.

Through his involvement in Con-
necticut politics, transplant advocacy,
and numerous organizations, Al left a
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lasting impression on everyone around
him thanks to his zeal for life and read-
iness to help others.

My wife Cynthia and I extend our
deepest sympathies to Al’s family dur-
ing this difficult time, particularly to
his wife Elma and his many children,
grandchildren, and great-grand-
children. May their many wonderful
memories of Al provide them solace
and comfort.e

————

RECOGNIZING ALL AMERICAN
BEEF BATTALION

e Mr. GARDNER. Mr. President, I rise
today to recognize the commendable
actions of the group known as All
American Beef Battalion, which pro-
vided an immeasurable service to our
veterans, active servicemembers, and
their families at Fort Carson in Colo-
rado Springs, CO, on Veterans Day.

Bill Broadie, a veteran who was in-
jured during the Vietnam war, was dis-
mayed to find on his return home that
anti-war protesters were not just op-
posed to the conflict, but actively di-
rected their ire at troops returning
from the war. After the events of Sep-
tember 11, 2001, Broadie—now a cattle-
man in Kansas—wanted to provide a
service that showed the troops about to
deploy into war that their service
would not go unappreciated. In 2008,
the All American Beef Battalion was
born.

Broadie utilized his cowboy instincts
to come up with an innovative way to
show the appreciation he and so many
American men and women feel toward
these brave servicemembers: a ribeye
steak dinner for the servicemembers
and their loved ones. With that pur-
pose, the volunteers at the All Amer-
ican Beef Battalion have served over
400,000 people across 26 States, includ-
ing my home State of Colorado, where
they have hosted these dinners at least
10 times.

On November 10, 2019, they served 150
veterans and their families at the Fra-
ternal Order of Eagles No. 143 in Colo-
rado Springs, CO. This provided a won-
derful way for these men and women to
celebrate our Nation’s 101st Veterans
Day and, as a special treat for the
former U.S. Marines present there, the
244th birthday of the U.S. Marine
Corps.

Our country’s military
servicemembers, both veterans and Ac-
tive Duty, sacrifice so much in defense
of our freedoms. I am so pleased that
the All American Beef Battalion has
found a unique way to show these
brave men and women how much we
appreciate their service.®

——

MESSAGES FROM THE PRESIDENT

Messages from the President of the
United States were communicated to
the Senate by Ms. Roberts, one of his
secretaries.

———
EXECUTIVE MESSAGES REFERRED

As in executive session the Presiding
Officer laid before the Senate messages
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from the President of the TUnited
States submitting sundry nominations
which were referred to the appropriate
committees.

(The messages received today are
printed at the end of the Senate pro-
ceedings.)

———

EXECUTIVE AND OTHER
COMMUNICATIONS

The following communication was
laid before the Senate, together with
accompanying papers, reports, and doc-
uments, and was referred as indicated:

EC-3588. A communication from the Presi-
dent of the United States to the President
Pro Tempore of the United States Senate,
transmitting, consistent with the War Pow-
ers Act, a report relative to deployment of
additional United States Armed Forces to
the United States Central Command area of
responsibility, received during adjournment
of the Senate on January 4, 2020 (OSS-2020-
0003); to the Committee on Foreign Rela-
tions.

———————

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES

The following reports of committees
were submitted:

By Mr. HOEVEN, from the Committee on
Indian Affairs, without amendment:

S. 51. A bill to extend the Federal recogni-
tion to the Little Shell Tribe of Chippewa In-
dians of Montana, and for other purposes
(Rept. No. 116-190).

By Mr. HOEVEN, from the Committee on
Indian Affairs, with an amendment in the
nature of a substitute:

H.R. 317. A bill to reaffirm the action of
the Secretary of the Interior to take land
into trust for the benefit of the Santa Ynez
Band of Chumash Mission Indians, and for
other purposes (Rept. No. 116-191).

By Mr. JOHNSON, from the Committee on
Homeland Security and Governmental Af-
fairs, with amendments:

S. 2749. A bill to provide requirements for
the .gov domain, and for other purposes
(Rept. No. 116-192).

S. 2779. A Dbill to establish the Federal
Clearinghouse on School Safety Best Prac-
tices, and for other purposes (Rept. No. 116-
193).

By Mr. WICKER, from the Committee on
Commerce, Science, and Transportation:

Report to accompany S. 1694, A bill to re-
quire any Federal agency that issues licenses
to conduct lunar activities to include in the
requirements for such licenses an agreement
relating to the preservation and protection
of the Apollo 11 landing site, and for other
purposes (Rept. No. 116-194).

————

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. CARDIN (for himself and Mr.
VAN HOLLEN):

S. 3149. A bill to provide for a Federal part-
nership to ensure educational equity and
quality; to the Committee on Health, Edu-
cation, Labor, and Pensions.

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

S. 3150. A bill to establish a pilot program
for native plant species, and for other pur-
poses; to the Committee on Energy and Nat-
ural Resources.
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SUBMISSION OF CONCURRENT AND
SENATE RESOLUTIONS

The following concurrent resolutions
and Senate resolutions were read, and
referred (or acted upon), as indicated:

By Mr. HAWLEY (for himself, Mr.
ScoTT of Florida, Mr. BRAUN, Mrs.
BLACKBURN, Mr. CRUZ, Mr. DAINES,
Mr. BARRASSO, Mr. COTTON, Ms.
ERNST, Mr. PERDUE, and Mr. INHOFE):

S. Res. 463. A resolution amending the
Rules of Procedure and Practice in the Sen-
ate When Sitting on Impeachment Trials; to
the Committee on Rules and Administration.

By Mr. MCCONNELL:

S. Res. 464. A resolution to constitute the
majority party’s membership on certain
committees for the One Hundred Sixteenth
Congress, or until their successors are cho-
sen; considered and agreed to.

————

ADDITIONAL COSPONSORS

S. 221
At the request of Ms. CORTEZ MASTO,
the name of the Senator from Vermont
(Mr. SANDERS) was added as a cospon-
sor of S. 227, a bill to direct the Attor-
ney General to review, revise, and de-
velop law enforcement and justice pro-
tocols appropriate to address missing
and murdered Indians, and for other
purposes.
S. 652
At the request of Mr. PORTMAN, the
name of the Senator from Maryland
(Mr. VAN HOLLEN) was added as a co-
sponsor of S. 652, a bill to require the
United States Postal Service to con-
tinue selling the Multinational Species
Conservation Funds Semipostal Stamp
until all remaining stamps are sold,
and for other purposes.
S. 851
At the request of Ms. BALDWIN, the
name of the Senator from Colorado
(Mr. BENNET) was added as a cosponsor
of S. 851, a bill to direct the Secretary
of Labor to issue an occupational safe-
ty and health standard that requires
covered employers within the health
care and social service industries to de-
velop and implement a comprehensive
workplace violence prevention plan,
and for other purposes.
S. 1084
At the request of Mr. WARNER, the
names of the Senator from Minnesota
(Ms. KLOBUCHAR) and the Senator from
South Dakota (Mr. THUNE) were added
as cosponsors of S. 1084, a bill to pro-
hibit the usage of exploitative and de-
ceptive practices by large online opera-
tors and to promote consumer welfare
in the use of behavioral research by
such providers.
S. 1153
At the request of Ms. BALDWIN, the
name of the Senator from New Hamp-
shire (Ms. HASSAN) was added as a co-
sponsor of S. 1153, a bill to explicitly
make unauthorized access to Depart-
ment of Education information tech-
nology systems and the misuse of iden-
tification devices issued by the Depart-
ment of Education a criminal act.
S. 1458
At the request of Ms. HARRIS, the
name of the Senator from Maine (Mr.
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KING) was added as a cosponsor of S.
1458, a bill to codify the Outdoor Recre-
ation Legacy Partnership Program of
the National Park Service, and for
other purposes.
S. 1700
At the request of Mr. KENNEDY, the
name of the Senator from Kentucky
(Mr. McCONNELL) was added as a co-
sponsor of S. 1700, a bill to provide a
temporary safe harbor for publishers of
online content to collectively nego-
tiate with dominant online platforms
regarding the terms on which content
may be distributed.
S. 1772
At the request of Mr. YOUNG, the
name of the Senator from Georgia (Mr.
PERDUE) was added as a cosponsor of S.
1772, a bill to establish the Task Force
on the Impact of the Affordable Hous-
ing Crisis, and for other purposes.
S. 1989
At the request of Mr. ScoTT of South
Carolina, the name of the Senator from
Ohio (Mr. PORTMAN) was added as a co-
sponsor of S. 1989, a bill to amend title
XVIII of the Social Security Act to
provide for transparency of Medicare
secondary payer reporting information,
and for other purposes.
S. 2185
At the request of Mr. MERKLEY, the
name of the Senator from Maryland
(Mr. VAN HOLLEN) was added as a co-
sponsor of S. 2185, a bill to provide
labor standards for certain energy jobs,
and for other purposes.
S. 2507
At the request of Mr. RUBIO, the
name of the Senator from Arizona (Ms.
SINEMA) was added as a cosponsor of S.
2507, a bill to amend the Immigration
and Nationality Act to authorize ad-
mission of Canadian retirees as long-
term visitors for pleasure described in
section 101(a)(15)(B) of such Act, and
for other purposes.
S. 2561
At the request of Mr. BLUMENTHAL,
the name of the Senator from North
Carolina (Mr. BURR) was added as a co-
sponsor of S. 2561, a bill to amend the
Lacey Act Amendments of 1981 to clar-
ify provisions enacted by the Captive
Wildlife Safety Act, to further the con-
servation of certain wildlife species,
and for other purposes.
S. 2599
At the request of Mr. TESTER, the
names of the Senator from Maine (Ms.
CoLLINS) and the Senator from New
York (Mrs. GILLIBRAND) were added as
cosponsors of S. 2599, a bill to amend
the Department of Agriculture Reorga-
nization Act of 1994 to provide assist-
ance to manage farmer and rancher
stress and for the mental health of in-
dividuals in rural areas, and for other
purposes.
S. 2661
At the request of Ms. BALDWIN, the
name of the Senator from Connecticut
(Mr. BLUMENTHAL) was added as a co-
sponsor of S. 2661, a bill to amend the
Communications Act of 1934 to des-
ignate 9-8-8 as the universal telephone
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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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identified as ‘“Webb Property Lot 1 on the
map entitled ‘“Webb Property Detail Map’’
and dated December 13, 2019.

(b) RELEASE OF REVERSIONARY INTEREST.—

(1) RELEASE.—On the transfer of ownership
of the Webb property to the State for inclu-
sion in the Chickasaw State Forest and the
transfer of the State forest land to the State
or a non-State entity, by request of the
State, the Secretary shall release to the
State, without consideration, the rever-
sionary interest of the United States in and
to the State forest land described in para-
graph (2).

(2) DESCRIPTION OF REVERSIONARY INTER-
EST.—The reversionary interest referred to
in paragraph (1) is the reversionary interest
of the United States in and to the State for-
est land that—

(A) requires that the State forest land be
used for public purposes; and

(B) is contained in a deed—

(i) granting from the United States to the
State the State forest land;

(ii) dated August 12, 1955; and

(iii) registered on pages 588 through 591 of
book 48 of the record of deeds for Chester
County, Tennessee.

(c) SALE OF MINERAL RIGHTS.—

(1) IN GENERAL.—Subject to any valid exist-
ing rights of third parties, as soon as prac-
ticable after the date on which all actions
described in subsection (b)(1) have been car-
ried out, the Secretary shall offer to sell to
the State the undivided mineral interests of
the United States in and to the State forest
land.

(2) TERMS OF SALE.—

(A) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 180 days
after the date of enactment of this Act, the
Secretary shall determine—

(i) the mineral character of the State for-
est land; and

(ii) the market value of the mineral inter-
ests referred to in paragraph (1), as deter-
mined by an appraisal conducted in accord-
ance with subparagraph (C).

(B) PAYMENT OF COSTS.—As a condition of
any sale under this subsection, the State
shall pay to the United States—

(i) any administrative costs incurred by
the United States in selling to the State the
mineral interests referred to in paragraph
(1), including the costs incurred by the Sec-
retary in making the determinations re-
quired under subparagraph (A); and

(ii) an amount equal to the market value
of the mineral interests referred to in para-
graph (1), as determined under subparagraph
(A)(id).

(C) APPRAISAL REQUIREMENTS.—An ap-
praisal conducted under subparagraph (A)(ii)
shall be—

(i) consistent with the Uniform Appraisal
Standards for Federal Land Acquisitions and
the Uniform Standards of Professional Ap-
praisal Practice; and

(ii) subject to the approval of the Sec-
retary.

SEC. 2. ADDITIONS TO ROUGH MOUNTAIN AND
RICH HOLE WILDERNESSES.

(a) ROUGH MOUNTAIN ADDITION.—Section 1
of Public Law 100-326 (16 U.S.C. 1132 note; 102
Stat. 584; 114 Stat. 20567; 123 Stat. 1002) is
amended by adding at the end the following:

‘(21) ROUGH MOUNTAIN ADDITION.—Certain
land in the George Washington National For-
est comprising approximately 1,000 acres, as
generally depicted as the ‘Rough Mountain
Addition” on the map entitled ‘GEORGE
WASHINGTON NATIONAL FOREST - South
half — Alternative I — Selected Alternative
Management Prescriptions - Land and Re-
sources Management Plan Final Environ-
mental Impact Statement’ and dated March
4, 2014, which is incorporated in the Rough
Mountain Wilderness Area designated by
paragraph (1).”.
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(b) RICH HOLE ADDITION.—

(1) POTENTIAL WILDERNESS DESIGNATION.—
In furtherance of the purposes of the Wilder-
ness Act (16 U.S.C. 1131 et seq.), certain land
in the George Washington National Forest
comprising approximately 4,600 acres, as gen-
erally depicted as the ‘“‘Rich Hole Addition”
on the map entitled “GEORGE WASH-
INGTON NATIONAL FOREST - South half —
Alternative I — Selected Alternative Manage-
ment Prescriptions - Land and Resources
Management Plan Final Environmental Im-
pact Statement’ and dated March 4, 2014, is
designated as a potential wilderness area for
incorporation in the Rich Hole Wilderness
Area designated by section 1(2) of Public Law
100-326 (16 U.S.C. 1132 note; 102 Stat. 584; 114
Stat. 2057; 123 Stat. 1002).

(2) WILDERNESS DESIGNATION.—The poten-
tial wilderness area designated by paragraph
(1) shall be designated as wilderness and in-
corporated in the Rich Hole Wilderness Area
designated by section 1(2) of Public Law 100—
326 (16 U.S.C. 1132 note; 102 Stat. 584; 114 Stat.
2057; 123 Stat. 1002) on the earlier of—

(A) the date on which the Secretary pub-
lishes in the Federal Register notice that the
activities permitted under paragraph (4)
have been completed; or

(B) the date that is 5 years after the date
of enactment of this Act.

(3) MANAGEMENT.—Except as provided in
paragraph (4), the Secretary shall manage
the potential wilderness area designated by
paragraph (1) in accordance with the Wilder-
ness Act (16 U.S.C. 1131 et seq.).

(4) WATER QUALITY IMPROVEMENT ACTIVI-
TIES.—

(A) IN GENERAL.—To enhance natural eco-
systems within the potential wilderness area
designated by paragraph (1) by implementing
certain activities to improve water quality
and aquatic passage, as set forth in the For-
est Service document entitled ‘‘Decision No-
tice for the Lower Cowpasture Restoration
and Management Project’” and dated Decem-
ber 2015, the Secretary may use motorized
equipment and mechanized transport in the
potential wilderness area until the date on
which the potential wilderness area is incor-
porated into the Rich Hole Wilderness Area
under paragraph (2).

(B) REQUIREMENT.—In carrying out sub-
paragraph (A), the Secretary, to the max-
imum extent practicable, shall use the min-
imum tool or administrative practice nec-
essary to carry out that subparagraph with
the least amount of adverse impact on wil-
derness character and resources.

———

CONSTITUTING THE MAJORITY
PARTY’S MEMBERSHIP ON CER-
TAIN COMMITTEES FOR THE ONE
HUNDRED SIXTEENTH CON-
GRESS, OR UNTIL THEIR SUC-
CESSORS ARE CHOSEN

Mr. McCONNELL. Mr. President, I
ask unanimous consent that the Sen-
ate proceed to the consideration of S.
Res. 464, 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. 464) to constitute the
majority party’s membership on certain
committees for the One Hundred Sixteenth
Congress, or until their successors are cho-
sen.

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

Mr. McCONNELL. I ask unanimous
consent that the resolution be agreed
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to 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 resolution (S. Res.
agreed to.

(The resolution is printed in today’s
RECORD wunder ‘“Submitted Resolu-
tions.”’)

464) was

—————

ORDERS FOR TUESDAY,
JANUARY 7, 2020

Mr. McCONNELL. Now, Mr. Presi-
dent, I ask unanimous consent that
when the Senate completes its business
today, it adjourn until 10 a.m., Tues-
day, January 7; further, that following
the prayer and pledge, the morning
hour be deemed expired, the Journal of
proceedings be approved to date, the
time for the two leaders be reserved for
their use later in the day, and morning
business be closed; further, that fol-
lowing leader remarks, the Senate pro-
ceed to executive session and resume
consideration of the Carranza nomina-
tion; that notwithstanding rule XXII,
the postcloture time expire at 12:15
p.m. tomorrow; and that if confirmed,
the motion to reconsider be considered
made and laid upon the table and the
President be immediately notified of
the Senate’s action. Finally, I ask
unanimous consent that the Senate re-
cess following the vote until 2:15 p.m.
to allow for weekly conference meet-
ings, and that at 2:15 p.m., the Senate
proceed to the consideration of Execu-
tive Calendar No. 329.

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

——

ADJOURNMENT UNTIL 10 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 6:51 p.m., adjourned until Tuesday,
January 7, 2020, at 10 a.m.

———

NOMINATIONS

Executive nominations received by
the Senate:
DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE

BRANDON LIPPS, OF TEXAS, TO BE UNDER SECRETARY
OF AGRICULTURE FOR FOOD, NUTRITION, AND CON-
SUMER SERVICES, VICE KEVIN W. CONCANNON.

DEPARTMENT OF THE TREASURY

JESSIE K. LIU, OF VIRGINIA, TO BE UNDER SECRETARY
FOR TERRORISM AND FINANCIAL CRIMES, VICE SIGAL
MANDELKER, RESIGNED.

DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE

NEIL JACOBS, OF NORTH CAROLINA, TO BE UNDER SEC-
RETARY OF COMMERCE FOR OCEANS AND ATMOSPHERE,
VICE KATHRYN D. SULLIVAN, RESIGNED.

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR

KATHARINE MACGREGOR, OF PENNSYLVANIA, TO BE
DEPUTY SECRETARY OF THE INTERIOR, VICE DAVID
BERNHARDT, RESIGNED.

NUCLEAR REGULATORY COMMISSION

DAVID A. WRIGHT, OF SOUTH CAROLINA, TO BE A MEM-
BER OF THE NUCLEAR REGULATORY COMMISSION FOR



S28

THE TERM OF FIVE YEARS EXPIRING JUNE 30, 2025. (RE-
APPOINTMENT)

AFRICAN DEVELOPMENT FOUNDATION

RAMSEY COATS DAY, OF VIRGINIA, TO BE A MEMBER
OF THE BOARD OF DIRECTORS OF THE AFRICAN DEVEL-
OPMENT FOUNDATION FOR THE REMAINDER OF THE
TERM EXPIRING SEPTEMBER 22, 2021, VICE LINDA I. ETIM.

DEPARTMENT OF STATE

JENNIFER YUE BARBER, OF KENTUCKY, TO BE THE
REPRESENTATIVE OF THE UNITED STATES OF AMERICA
ON THE ECONOMIC AND SOCIAL COUNCIL OF THE UNITED
NATIONS, WITH THE RANK OF AMBASSADOR.

JENNIFER YUE BARBER, OF KENTUCKY, TO BE AN AL-
TERNATE REPRESENTATIVE OF THE UNITED STATES OF
AMERICA TO THE SESSIONS OF THE GENERAL ASSEMBLY
OF THE UNITED NATIONS, DURING HER TENURE OF
SERVICE AS REPRESENTATIVE OF THE UNITED STATES
OF AMERICA ON THE ECONOMIC AND SOCIAL COUNCIL OF
THE UNITED NATIONS.

UNITED STATES AGENCY FOR INTERNATIONAL
DEVELOPMENT

RAMSEY COATS DAY, OF VIRGINIA, TO BE AN ASSIST-
ANT ADMINISTRATOR OF THE UNITED STATES AGENCY
FOR INTERNATIONAL DEVELOPMENT, VICE LINDA I
ETIM.

DEPARTMENT OF STATE

C.J. MAHONEY, OF KANSAS, TO BE LEGAL ADVISER OF
THE DEPARTMENT OF STATE, VICE JENNIFER GILLIAN
NEWSTEAD, RESIGNED.

RICHARD M. MILLS, JR., OF TEXAS, A CAREER MEMBER
OF THE SENIOR FOREIGN SERVICE, CLASS OF MINISTER~
COUNSELOR, TO BE REPRESENTATIVE OF THE UNITED
STATES OF AMERICA TO THE SESSIONS OF THE GEN-
ERAL ASSEMBLY OF THE UNITED NATIONS, DURING HIS
TENURE OF SERVICE AS DEPUTY REPRESENTATIVE OF
THE UNITED STATES OF AMERICA TO THE UNITED NA-
TIONS.

RICHARD M. MILLS, JR., OF TEXAS, A CAREER MEMBER
OF THE SENIOR FOREIGN SERVICE, CLASS OF MINISTER~
COUNSELOR, TO BE THE DEPUTY REPRESENTATIVE OF
THE UNITED STATES OF AMERICA TO THE UNITED NA-
TIONS, WITH THE RANK AND STATUS OF AMBASSADOR
EXTRAORDINARY AND PLENIPOTENTIARY AND THE DEP-
UTY REPRESENTATIVE OF THE UNITED STATES OF
AMERICA IN THE SECURITY COUNCIL OF THE UNITED NA-
TIONS.

NATIONAL FOUNDATION ON THE ARTS AND THE
HUMANITIES

DANIEL ASIA, OF ARIZONA, TO BE A MEMBER OF THE
NATIONAL COUNCIL ON THE ARTS FOR A TERM EXPIRING
SEPTEMBER 3, 2024, VICE BRUCE CARTER, TERM EX-
PIRED.

WINIFRED BINGHAM, OF FLORIDA, TO BE A MEMBER OF
THE NATIONAL COUNCIL ON THE ARTS FOR A TERM EX-
PIRING SEPTEMBER 3, 2024, VICE OLGA VISO, TERM EX-
PIRED.

NATIONAL SCIENCE FOUNDATION

SETHURAMAN PANCHANATHAN, OF ARIZONA, TO BE DI-
RECTOR OF THE NATIONAL SCIENCE FOUNDATION FOR A
TERM OF SIX YEARS, VICE FRANCE A. CORDOVA, TERM
EXPIRING.

UNITED STATES POSTAL SERVICE

WILLIAM ZOLLARS, OF KANSAS, TO BE A GOVERNOR OF
THE UNITED STATES POSTAL SERVICE FOR A TERM EX-
PIRING DECEMBER 8, 2022, VICE JAMES H. BILBRAY, TERM
EXPIRED.

THE JUDICIARY

WILLIAM SCOTT HARDY, OF PENNSYLVANIA, TO BE
UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE FOR THE WESTERN
DISTRICT OF PENNSYLVANIA, VICE NORA BARRY FISCH-
ER, RETIRED.

JOHN F. HEIL III, OF OKLAHOMA, TO BE UNITED STATES
DISTRICT JUDGE FOR THE NORTHERN, EASTERN AND
WESTERN DISTRICTS OF OKLAHOMA, VICE JAMES H.
PAYNE, RETIRED.

DAVID CLEVELAND JOSEPH, OF LOUISIANA, TO BE
UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE FOR THE WESTERN
DISTRICT OF LOUISIANA, VICE DEE D. DRELL, RETIRED.

EDWARD HULVEY MEYERS, OF MARYLAND, TO BE A
JUDGE OF THE UNITED STATES COURT OF FEDERAL
CLAIMS FOR A TERM OF FIFTEEN YEARS, VICE LAW-
RENCE J. BLOCK, RETIRED.

CORY T. WILSON, OF MISSISSIPPI, TO BE UNITED
STATES DISTRICT JUDGE FOR THE SOUTHERN DISTRICT
OF MISSISSIPPI, VICE LOUIS GUIROLA, JR., RETIRED.

IN THE COAST GUARD

THE FOLLOWING NAMED OFFICER FOR APPOINTMENT
IN THE UNITED STATES COAST GUARD RESERVE TO THE
GRADE INDICATED UNDER TITLE 10, U.S.C., SECTION
12203(A):

To be rear admiral
JAMES M. KELLY
IN THE AIR FORCE

THE FOLLOWING NAMED INDIVIDUAL FOR APPOINT-
MENT TO THE GRADE INDICATED IN THE REGULAR AIR
FORCE UNDER TITLE 10, U.S.C., SECTION 531:

To be lieutenant colonel

LORELEE L. STOCK

THE FOLLOWING NAMED OFFICERS FOR APPOINTMENT
IN THE GRADE INDICATED IN THE REGULAR AIR FORCE
UNDER TITLE 10, U.S.C., SECTION 531:
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To be major

SHANNAN L. CORBIN
CHRISTIAN E. GAONA
ANIKA S. V. 0. POETZSCH
JOSHUA D. YANOVIAK

IN THE ARMY

THE FOLLOWING NAMED OFFICER FOR APPOINTMENT
TO THE GRADE INDICATED IN THE UNITED STATES ARMY
UNDER TITLE 10, U.S.C., SECTION 624:

To be colonel

RICHARD A. MALAGA

THE FOLLOWING NAMED OFFICER FOR APPOINTMENT
TO THE GRADE INDICATED IN THE UNITED STATES ARMY
UNDER TITLE 10, U.S.C., SECTION 624:

To be lieutenant colonel

TAD T. TSUNEYOSHI

THE FOLLOWING NAMED OFFICER FOR APPOINTMENT
TO THE GRADE INDICATED IN THE UNITED STATES ARMY
JUDGE ADVOCATE GENERAL’S CORPS UNDER TITLE 10,
U.S.C., SECTIONS 624 AND 7064:

To be major

JOHN F. LOPEZ

THE FOLLOWING NAMED OFFICER FOR APPOINTMENT
TO THE GRADE INDICATED IN THE UNITED STATES ARMY
UNDER TITLE 10, U.S.C., SECTION 624:

To be lieutenant colonel

DIEGO L. BECERRA IIT

THE FOLLOWING NAMED OFFICER FOR APPOINTMENT
TO THE GRADE INDICATED IN THE UNITED STATES ARMY
AS A CHAPLAIN UNDER TITLE 10, U.S.C., SECTIONS 624
AND 7064:

To be major

TIMOTHY P. BEHNKE

THE FOLLOWING NAMED OFFICER FOR APPOINTMENT
TO THE GRADE INDICATED IN THE UNITED STATES ARMY
UNDER TITLE 10, U.S.C., SECTION 624:

To be lieutenant colonel

MICHAEL F. COERPER

THE FOLLOWING NAMED OFFICER FOR APPOINTMENT
TO THE GRADE INDICATED IN THE UNITED STATES ARMY
MEDICAL CORPS UNDER TITLE 10, U.S.C., SECTIONS 624
AND 7064:

To be major
SANDRA L. MOLTENI
IN THE NAVY

THE FOLLOWING NAMED OFFICER FOR APPOINTMENT
IN THE GRADE INDICATED IN THE REGULAR NAVY
UNDER TITLE 10, U.S.C., SECTIONS 531 AND 8132:

To be lieutenant commander

ADAM B. TOMLINSON

THE FOLLOWING NAMED OFFICER FOR APPOINTMENT
IN THE GRADE INDICATED IN THE REGULAR NAVY
UNDER TITLE 10, U.S.C., SECTION 531:

To be lieutenant commander

BRIDGETTE L. RILEY

THE FOLLOWING NAMED OFFICER FOR APPOINTMENT
IN THE GRADE INDICATED IN THE REGULAR NAVY
UNDER TITLE 10, U.S.C., SECTIONS 531 AND 8132:

To be lieutenant commander

WARREN L. BROOKES

THE FOLLOWING NAMED OFFICERS FOR APPOINTMENT
TO THE GRADE INDICATED IN THE UNITED STATES NAVY
UNDER TITLE 10, U.S.C., SECTION 624:

To be lieutenant commander

LARA H. SPENCE
JOHN E. D. YONGE IIT

IN THE MARINE CORPS

THE FOLLOWING NAMED LIMITED DUTY OFFICERS FOR
APPOINTMENT TO THE GRADE INDICATED IN THE
UNITED STATES MARINE CORPS UNDER TITLE 10, U.S.C.,
SECTION 624:

To be major

ROBERT T. DAVIS
JAMES D. LEIBEE
TIMOTHY G. OTTO
ADAM W. PINKNEY
MALACHI L. ROSS
CLARENCE A. WOLF

THE FOLLOWING NAMED LIMITED DUTY OFFICERS FOR
APPOINTMENT TO THE GRADE INDICATED IN THE
UNITED STATES MARINE CORPS UNDER TITLE 10, U.S.C.,
SECTION 624:

To be major

MATTHEW S. PULTORAK
MICHAEL P. RUEGGER
WILLIAM J. RULLI, JR.
BRIAN J. WALKER

TODD J. WHITE

JOHN D. WILLIAMS

THE FOLLOWING NAMED LIMITED DUTY OFFICERS FOR
APPOINTMENT TO THE GRADE INDICATED IN THE
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UNITED STATES MARINE CORPS UNDER TITLE 10, U.S.C.,
SECTION 624:

To be major

JEFFREY T. JONES IT
JUAN F. RODRIGUEZ

THE FOLLOWING NAMED LIMITED DUTY OFFICERS FOR
APPOINTMENT TO THE GRADE INDICATED IN THE
UNITED STATES MARINE CORPS UNDER TITLE 10, U.S.C.,
SECTION 624:

To be major

ENRIQUE BANDT
MICHAEL D. BRESSLER
NATHANIEL L. CROUCH
THOMAS M. EPPERSON
BRANDON D. HACKWORTH
GLEN R. POND

AARON F. RANCLOES
GILBERT L. WOODS, JR.

THE FOLLOWING NAMED LIMITED DUTY OFFICERS FOR
APPOINTMENT TO THE GRADE INDICATED IN THE
UNITED STATES MARINE CORPS UNDER TITLE 10, U.S.C.,
SECTION 624:

To be major

MICHAEL C. APICELLA, JR.
MARK W. CHAPMAN

JOHN C. CRUISE IIT

ALAN M. GADDIS

JOSUE MARTINEZ

JASON D. MAXCY
RICHARD R. OLSEN

RAUL L. RODRIGUEZ
BENJAMIN M. SCOTECE
JEFFREY A. TRANBERG

THE FOLLOWING NAMED LIMITED DUTY OFFICER FOR
APPOINTMENT TO THE GRADE INDICATED IN THE
UNITED STATES MARINE CORPS UNDER TITLE 10, U.S.C.,
SECTION 624:

To be lieutenant colonel

JACKIE W. MORGAN, JR.

THE FOLLOWING NAMED LIMITED DUTY OFFICER FOR
APPOINTMENT TO THE GRADE INDICATED IN THE
UNITED STATES MARINE CORPS UNDER TITLE 10, U.S.C.,
SECTION 624:

To be lieutenant colonel

JACOB R. LEWIS

THE FOLLOWING NAMED LIMITED DUTY OFFICERS FOR
APPOINTMENT TO THE GRADE INDICATED IN THE
UNITED STATES MARINE CORPS UNDER TITLE 10, U.S.C.,
SECTION 624:

To be lieutenant colonel

NATHANIEL W. BAKER III
JAMES R. STRAND

THE FOLLOWING NAMED LIMITED DUTY OFFICER FOR
APPOINTMENT TO THE GRADE INDICATED IN THE
UNITED STATES MARINE CORPS UNDER TITLE 10, U.S.C.,
SECTION 624:

To be lieutenant colonel

ROBERT W. PUCKETT

THE FOLLOWING NAMED LIMITED DUTY OFFICER FOR
APPOINTMENT TO THE GRADE INDICATED IN THE
UNITED STATES MARINE CORPS UNDER TITLE 10, U.S.C.,
SECTION 624:

To be lieutenant colonel

JOHN A. YUKICA

THE FOLLOWING NAMED LIMITED DUTY OFFICERS FOR
APPOINTMENT TO THE GRADE INDICATED IN THE
UNITED STATES MARINE CORPS UNDER TITLE 10, U.S.C.,
SECTION 624:

To be lieutenant colonel

DAVID S. GERSEN
CHRISTOPHER M. GILMORE
AMBROSIO V. PANTOJA

THE FOLLOWING NAMED LIMITED DUTY OFFICERS FOR
APPOINTMENT TO THE GRADE INDICATED IN THE
UNITED STATES MARINE CORPS UNDER TITLE 10, U.S.C.,
SECTION 624:

To be lieutenant colonel

JIMMY W. DARSEY
JAY B. DURHAM
SEAN A. PAIGE
GERALD E. PIRK, JR.

THE FOLLOWING NAMED LIMITED DUTY OFFICERS FOR
APPOINTMENT TO THE GRADE INDICATED IN THE
UNITED STATES MARINE CORPS UNDER TITLE 10, U.S.C.,
SECTION 624:

To be lieutenant colonel

RYAN M. CLEVELAND
CHRISTIAN D. GALBRAITH

THE FOLLOWING NAMED LIMITED DUTY OFFICERS FOR
APPOINTMENT TO THE GRADE INDICATED IN THE
UNITED STATES MARINE CORPS UNDER TITLE 10, U.S.C.,
SECTION 624:

To be lieutenant colonel

TYSON E. PETERS
ISAAC RODRIGUEZ
MICHAEL G. SMITH
BRIAN G. WISNESKI
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THE FOLLOWING NAMED LIMITED DUTY OFFICER FOR
APPOINTMENT TO THE GRADE INDICATED IN THE
UNITED STATES MARINE CORPS UNDER TITLE 10, U.S.C.,
SECTION 624:

To be lieutenant colonel
MARIO A. ORTEGA
IN THE COAST GUARD

THE FOLLOWING NAMED OFFICERS FOR APPOINTMENT
IN THE UNITED STATES COAST GUARD TO THE GRADE IN-
DICATED UNDER TITLE 14 U.S.C., SECTION 2121(E), IN-
CLUDING THOSE RESERVE OFFICERS WHO ARE TO BE AP-
POINTED AS PERMANENT COMMISSIONED OFFICERS
PURSUANT TO TITLE 14 U.S.C., SECTION 2101:

To be lieutenant commander

JASON A. ACUNA
WESLEY M. AGEE

MARK C. AMENDOLARA
KASEY L. ARGUELLES
ANDREW P. ARMSTRONG
BRIAN A. BAFFER
NATHANIEL J. BALADAD
SCOTT A. BALOG
CRYSTAL A. BARNETT
ERIC J. BARNETT
ALFRED E. BETTS III
THERESA J. BIGAY
WILLIAM J. BIRCH, JR
MARY A. BITZER

DAVID H. BLUE
KATHERINE M. BLUE
TIMOTHY A. BONNER
ANTHONY R. BORRUSO
MEAGAN K. BOWIS
CHRISTOPHER A. BRADBURY
JACOB W. BRANTLEY
JAMES B. BRENDEL
ZACHARY D. BROWN
DONALD C. BRZUSKA
COLBY K. BUCHANAN
RAYNOR L. BUCKLEY
IAN M. CAMPBELL

RYAN C. CASSIDY

DREW P. CAVANAGH
EUGENE CHUNG
ANDREW J. CINQUE
ABIGAIL H. CLARK
TREVOR L. CLARK
TESSA R. CLAYTON
JONNA L. CLOUSE
GEORGE R. COCKS
DARIN S. COLEMAN
MELANIE L. COLLIER
PATRICK COLLINS
BRYAN E. CONRAD

SARA E. CONRAD
JESSICA CONWAY
CAMERON D. COOPER
LAWRENCE J. CORRADO IV
ROY R. CROMER
ANDREW L. DAUM
JEFFREY S. DEITEL
MATTHEW S. DELAHUNTY
AARON D. DENDULK
JOHN D. DININO

JACOB A. DORSEY
BRENNAN P. DOUGHERTY
NATHANIEL P. DUFRESNE
DOUGLAS A. EBERLY
MATTHEW S. EDES
KELLEY C. EDWARDS
STEPHEN P. FAINER
BRIAN E. FIELD
MICHAEL D. FIORI
ALICIA J. FLANAGAN
COLIN M. FOGARTY
RACHEL E. FOOTE
NICHOLAS A. FORNI
CARRIE E. FOSTER
WALTER S. FREDENHAGEN
PATRICK A. FROST
JASON M. GANGEL

LUIS F. GARCIA
CHRISTOPHER J. GARDNER
ANTHONY M. GAROFALO
JOHN T. GATTI, JR.
GORDON S. GERTISER
CATHERINE M. GILLEN
TONI A. GOODIN
CHRISTOPHER P. GRABE
CLIFTON J. GRAHAM
PATRICIA G. GREEN
MICHAEL J. GROFF
KIRSTIN M. HAAS

JAY B. HAGWOOD, JR.
RORY K. HALEY

RYAN D. HAMMOND

REMI HARRINGTON
NICHOLAS J. HAZLETT
ERIK S. HEITHAUS
CHRISTOPHER L. HEPP
JAMES L. HEUSER
WILLIAM J. HICKEY IV
MICHAEL P. HIGBIE
RYAN M. HIXSON
ZACHERY S. HOEKWATER
JASON W. HOLSTEAD
THOMAS E. HOREJS
BRIAN S. HOWARD
PETER J. HOWARD
RYAN M. HUDSON
CHRISTINE A. HUGHES
LESLIE W. HUNT
TIMOTHY L. HURST
KEONI A. HUTTON
KAITLIN G. INSLEY
TORREY C. JACOBSEN
CARLOS A. JARAMILLO
CRAIG J. JOHNSON

ERIC W. JOHNSON
NICHOLAS JOKELA
AARON R. JONES
KAMRYN E. JONES
JEFFREY C. JURIN
KIRK D. KALMBACHER
KEVIN A. KEEFE
MATTHEW J. KEIPER
MATTHEW T. KEITH
JOSHUA M. KITENKO
JODIE L. KNOX

BRYAN C. KOCH

RYUN J. KONZE
GREGORY R. KOTOWITZ
EDWARD P. KUNIGONIS
KATHLEEN H. LAMBERT
PAUL A. LEDBETTER
SCOTT G. LEDEE

OTIS C. LEONARD
JUSTIN M. LEWIS
STEVEN A. LEWIS

ERIC A. LIBNER
CHRISTOPHER G. LINDSTEDT
JAKE R. LOBB

JACOB J. LOMAN
BENJAMIN C. LYONS
JASON E. MADDUX
JACOB M. MARKS
CHRISTOPHER S. MARQUIS
GERALD P. MARSHBANKS
JACOB G. MASDANIAN
LUKE P. MAYOTTE
ALEXANDER J. MAZA
LIAM P. MCCUE

RYAN J. MCCUE

NINA N. MCDONALD
KATHERINE J. MCHENRY
TRAVIS J. MCNEELY
CHRISTOPHER F. MERCURIO
JOSEPH W. MESSINA
BRIDGET A. METCALF
BRIAN J. MICHKA
EMILY C. MILETELLO
LAUREN L. MILICI
ALEXANDRA S. MILLER
STEPHANIE R. MOORE
MARY E. MORGAN
MICHAEL E. MOYSEOWICZ
TRAVIS A. MURRAY
ANTHONY J. MYERS
CRISTINA E. NELSON
DOUGLAS W. NEUMANN
RYAN T. NEWMEYER
CRAIG T. NILSON
MEGAN S. OCONNOR
SEAN R. ODOWD
TIMOTHY J. OLAH
THOMAS E. OLSEN

IAN A. OVIATT

ERIN L. PALMER
BRITTANY P. PANETTA
KEYTH A. PANKAU, JR.
CHRIS M. PAPPE
JONATHAN G. PARKHURST
FREDERIK A. PEGNA
SAMUEL R. PEMBERTON
JANE R. PENA

MEGAN J. PETERS

IAN N. PHILLIPS DEZALIA
ROBERT I. PICKERING
BRIAN J. PORTER
MATTHEW J. PRAHLER
ERIK J. PRICE

JOE W. PRICELARSON
MICHAEL E. PROSSER
SHEA A. QUINN

JAMES A. RADER

DAVID 8. RADIN
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DANIEL J. REILLY
JAMES S. REILY
MYLES A. RICHARDSON
MICHAEL A. ROBERTS
JOHN M. ROBERTSON IIT
KEVIN M. ROBINSON
MARQUESIO D. ROBINSON
TUCKER D. RODEFFER
PHILIP F. M. RODINO
SARAH E. RODINO
LUKAS G. RODRIGUEZ
KRYSTYNA L. ROGERS
BRYAN P. ROULEAU
JOSEPH P. ROZYCKI
CESAR E. RUELAS
JEREMY C. RUNCO
LEVI S. RUSCH
RICHARD L. RUSSELL
DYLAN G. SAPIA

JANE E. SARNECKY
KYLE M. SCHAFFNER
JASON J. SCHAUMBURG
PAUL T. SCHMITZ
PETER T. SCHOFIELD
ALEXIS D. SCOTT

JACK C. SHADWICK
RAFAEL SHAMILOV
HELEN J. SHAYE

JAY M. SHIREY
WILLIAM J. SIROKMAN
URDLEY N. SMITH
JOSHUA J. SMOLOWITZ
CLARE M. SNYDER
ADAM J. STANEK

EVAN J. STECKLE
JESSE A. SUMMERLIN
DANIEL A. SWAIM
RYAN C. TAYLOR
JAMES J. TOOHEY
NICOLE J. TOUROT
SETH A. TREMBLE
RIANNE S. TROUTMAN
XTAOBIN TUO

NASARIA E. VALADEZ
WILLIAM M. VAN CLEAVE
SARAH A. VANEENENAAM
FRANCIS A. VARRICHIO
JASON B. VEARA
KATHERINE O. VOTH
KURT S. WALKER
ABIGAIL T. WALLIS
LUKE A. WALSH

ROCKY C. WARD

JAIME B. WARE
SELENA M. WARNKE
THEODORE P. WARREN
STEPHANIE E. WASHINGTON
ERIC C. WATKINS, JR.
JOSHUA J. WEIDMAN
AVERY L. WESTON
MICHAEL B. WIGHTMAN
CHRISTIAN E. WILDHAGEN
CRYSTAL E. WILSON
RYAN C. WINDHAM
STEPHANIE D. WOOD
MARGARET W. WOODBRIDGE
KATHARINE A. WOODS
MIKE H. WU

ERIK J. WYRICK
MICHAEL A. YANEZ
CHAD A. YEAMANS
RORY A. YODER

KENN A. YUEN

DAVID L. ZITZMAN
DAVID J. ZWIRBLIS

S29

DISCHARGED NOMINATION

The Senate Committee on Homeland
Security and Governmental Affairs was
discharged from further consideration
of the following nomination under the
authority of the order of the Senate of

01/07/2009 and the

nomination was
placed on the Executive Calendar:

*ROBERT J. FEITEL, OF MARYLAND, TO BE INSPECTOR

GENERAL, NUCLEAR REGULATORY COMMISSION.

*Nominee has committed to respond
to requests to appear and testify before
any duly constituted committee of the

Senate.
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EXTENSIONS OF REMARKS

SENATE COMMITTEE MEETINGS

Title IV of Senate Resolution 4,
agreed to by the Senate of February 4,
1977, calls for establishment of a sys-
tem for a computerized schedule of all
meetings and hearings of Senate com-
mittees, subcommittees, joint commit-
tees, and committees of conference.
This title requires all such committees
to notify the Office of the Senate Daily
Digest—designated by the Rules Com-
mittee—of the time, place and purpose
of the meetings, when scheduled and
any cancellations or changes in the
meetings as they occur.

As an additional procedure along
with the computerization of this infor-
mation, the Office of the Senate Daily
Digest will prepare this information for
printing in the Extensions of Remarks
section of the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD

on Monday and Wednesday of each
week.

Meetings scheduled for Tuesday, Jan-
uary 7, 2020 may be found in the Daily
Digest of today’s RECORD.

MEETINGS SCHEDULED

JANUARY 8
10 a.m.
Committee on Environment and Public
Works
To hold hearings to examine the

Nonpoint Source Management Program
under the Clean Water Act, focusing on
perspectives from states.
SD-406
Committee on the Judiciary
To hold hearings to examine pending
nominations.
SD-226

JANUARY 9

10 a.m.
Committee on the Judiciary
Business meeting to consider the nomi-
nations of Andrew Lynn Brasher, of
Alabama, to be United States Circuit
Judge for the Eleventh Circuit, John
Charles Hinderaker, and Scott H. Rash,
both to be a United States District
Judge for the District of Arizona, Josh-
ua M. Kindred, to be United States Dis-
trict Judge for the District of Alaska,
Matthew Thomas Schelp, to be United
States District Judge for the Eastern
District of Missouri, and Stephen A.
Vaden, of Tennessee, to be a Judge of
the United States Court of Inter-
national Trade.
SD-226
2 p.m.
Select Committee on Intelligence
To hold closed hearings to examine cer-
tain intelligence matters.
SH-219

® This “bullet” symbol identifies statements or insertions which are not spoken by a Member of the Senate on the floor.

Matter set in this typeface indicates words inserted or appended, rather than spoken, by a Member of the House on the floor.
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HIGHLIGHTS

Senator-designate Kelly Loeffler, of Georgia, was administered the oath

of office by the Vice President.

Senate

Chamber Action
Routine Proceedings, pages S11-829

Measures Introduced: Two bills and two resolu-
tions were introduced, as follows: S. 3149-3150, and
S. Res. 463—-464. Page S24

Measures Reported:

S. 51, to extend the Federal recognition to the
Little Shell Tribe of Chippewa Indians of Montana.
(S. Rept. No. 116-190)

H.R. 317, to reaffirm the action of the Secretary
of the Interior to take land into trust for the benefit
of the Santa Ynez Band of Chumash Mission Indians,
with an amendment in the nature of a substitute. (S.
Rept. No. 116-191)

S. 2749, to provide requirements for the .gov do-
main, with amendments. (S. Rept. No. 116-192)

S. 2779, to establish the Federal Clearinghouse on
School Safety Best Practices, with amendments. (S.
Rept. No. 116-193)

Report to accompany S. 1694, to require any Fed-
eral agency that issues licenses to conduct lunar ac-
tivities to include in the requirements for such li-
censes an agreement relating to the preservation and
protection of the Apollo 11 landing site. (S. Rept.
No. 116-194) Page S24

Measures Passed:

Chester County Reversionary Interest Release:
Senate passed S. 3076, to release a federal rever-
sionary interest in Chester County, Tennessee, to
manage certain Federal land in Bath County, Vir-
ginia. Pages S26-27

Magority Party’s Committee Membership: Senate
agreed to S. Res. 464, to constitute the majority par-
ty’s membership on certain committees for the One
Hundred Sixteenth Congress, or until their succes-
sors are chosen. Page S27

Carranza Nomination—Agreement: Senate re-
sumed consideration of the nomination of Jovita
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Carranza, of Illinois, to be Administrator of the
Small Business Administration. Page S12

During consideration of this nomination today,
Senate also took the following action:

By 86 yeas to 5 nays (Vote No. EX. 1), Senate
agreed to the motion to close further debate on the
nomination. Pages S21-22

A unanimous-consent agreement was reached pro-
viding for further consideration of the nomination,
post-cloture, at approximately 10 a.m., on Tuesday,
January 7, 2020, and that notwithstanding Rule
XXII, the post-cloture time expire at 12:15 p.m., on
Tuesday, January 7, 2020; and that at 2:15 p.m.,
Senate continue consideration of the nomination of
Matthew H. Solomson, of Maryland, to be a Judge
of the United States Court of Federal Claims.

Page S13

Solomson Nomination—Cloture: Senate began
consideration of the nomination of Matthew H.
Solomson, of Maryland, to be a Judge of the United
States Court of Federal Claims. Page S13
A motion was entered to close further debate on
the nomination, and, in accordance with the provi-
sions of Rule XXII of the Standing Rules of the
Senate, a vote on cloture will occur upon disposition
of the nomination of Jovita Carranza, of Illinois, to
be Administrator of the Small Business Administra-
tion. Page S13
Prior to the consideration of this nomination, Sen-
ate took the following action:
Senate agreed to the motion to proceed to Legisla-
tive Session. Page S13
Senate agreed to the motion to proceed to Execu-
tive Session to consider the nomination. Page S13

Roumel Nomination—Cloture: Senate began con-
sideration of the nomination of Eleni Maria Roumel,
of Maryland, to be a Judge of the United States
Court of Federal Claims. Page S13
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A motion was entered to close further debate on
the nomination, and, in accordance with the provi-
sions of Rule XXII of the Standing Rules of the
Senate, a vote on cloture will occur upon disposition
of the nomination of Matthew H. Solomson, of
Maryland, to be a Judge of the United States Court
of Federal Claims. Page S13

Prior to the consideration of this nomination, Sen-
ate took the following action:

Senate agreed to the motion to proceed to Legisla-
tive Session. Page S13

Senate agreed to the motion to proceed to Execu-
tive Session to consider the nomination. Page S13

DeSombre Nomination—Cloture: Senate began
consideration of the nomination of Michael George
DeSombre, of Illinois, to be Ambassador to the
Kingdom of Thailand, Department of State.
Page S13
A motion was entered to close further debate on
the nomination, and, in accordance with the provi-
sions of Rule XXII of the Standing Rules of the
Senate, a vote on cloture will occur upon disposition
of the nomination of Eleni Maria Roumel, of Mary-
land, to be a Judge of the United States Court of
Federal Claims. Page S13
Prior to the consideration of this nomination, Sen-
ate took the following action:
Senate agreed to the motion to proceed to Legisla-
tive Session. Page S13
Senate agreed to the motion to proceed to Execu-
tive Session to consider the nomination. Page S13

Nominations Received: Senate received the fol-
lowing nominations:

Brandon Lipps, of Texas, to be Under Secretary of
Agriculture for Food, Nutrition, and Consumer Serv-
ices.

Jessie K. Liu, of Virginia, to be Under Secretary
for Terrorism and Financial Crimes.

Neil Jacobs, of North Carolina, to be Under Sec-
retary of Commerce for Oceans and Atmosphere.

Katharine MacGregor, of Pennsylvania, to be Dep-
uty Secretary of the Interior.

David A. Wright, of South Carolina, to be a
Member of the Nuclear Regulatory Commission for
the term of five years expiring June 30, 2025.

Ramsey Coats Day, of Virginia, to be a Member
of the Board of Directors of the African Develop-
ment Foundation for the remainder of the term ex-
piring September 22, 2021.

Jennifer Yue Barber, of Kentucky, to be the Rep-
resentative of the United States of America on the
Economic and Social Council of the United Nations,
with the rank of Ambassador.

Jennifer Yue Barber, of Kentucky, to be an Alter-
nate Representative of the United States of America
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to the Sessions of the General Assembly of the
United Nations, during her tenure of service as Rep-
resentative of the United States of America on the
Economic and Social Council of the United Nations.

Ramsey Coats Day, of Virginia, to be an Assistant
Administrator of the United States Agency for Inter-
national Development.

C.J. Mahoney, of Kansas, to be Legal Adviser of
the Department of State.

Richard M. Mills, Jr., of Texas, to be Representa-
tive of the United States of America to the Sessions
of the General Assembly of the United Nations, dur-
ing his tenure of service as Deputy Representative of
the United States of America to the United Nations.

Richard M. Mills, Jr., of Texas, to be the Deputy
Representative of the United States of America to
the United Nations, with the rank and status of
Ambassador and the Deputy Representative of the
United States of America in the Security Council of
the United Nations.

Daniel Asia, of Arizona, to be a Member of the
National Council on the Arts for a term expiring
September 3, 2024.

Winifred Bingham, of Florida, to be a Member of
the National Council on the Arts for a term expiring
September 3, 2024.

Sethuraman Panchanathan, of Arizona, to be Di-
rector of the National Science Foundation for a term
of six years.

William Zollars, of Kansas, to be a Governor of
the United States Postal Service for a term expiring
December 8, 2022.

William Scott Hardy, of Pennsylvania, to be
United States District Judge for the Western Dis-
trict of Pennsylvania.

John F. Heil III, of Oklahoma, to be United
States District Judge for the Northern, Eastern and
Western Districts of Oklahoma.

David Cleveland Joseph, of Louisiana, to be
United States District Judge for the Western Dis-
trict of Louisiana.

Edward Hulvey Meyers, of Maryland, to be a
Judge of the United States Court of Federal Claims
for a term of fifteen years.

Cory T. Wilson, of Mississippi, to be United
States District Judge for the Southern District of
Mississippi.

1 Coast Guard nomination in the rank of admiral.

Routine lists in the Air Force, Army, Coast
Guard, Marine Corps, and Navy. Pages S27-29

Nomination Discharged: The following nomina-
tion were discharged from further committee consid-
eration and placed on the Executive Calendar:

Robert J. Feitel, of Maryland, to be Inspector
General, Nuclear Regulatory Commission, which was
sent to the Senate on October 30, 2019, from the
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Senate Committee on Homeland Security and Gov-

ernmental Affairs. Page S29
Executive Communications: Page S24
Additional Cosponsors: Pages S24-25

Statements on Introduced Bills/Resolutions:

Pages S25-26
Additional Statements: Page S23

Record Votes: One record vote was taken today.
(Total—1) Page S22
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Adjournment: Senate convened at 3 p.m. and ad-
journed at 6:51 p.m., until 10 a.m. on Tuesday, Jan-
uary 7, 2020. (For Senate’s program, see the remarks
of the Majority Leader in today’s Record on page
S27.)

Committee Meetings

(Committees not listed did not meet)

No committee meetings were held.

House of Representatives

The House was not in session today. The House
is scheduled to meet at 2 p.m. on Tuesday, January
7, 2020.

Committee Meetings
No hearings were held.

Joint Meetings

No joint committee meetings were held.

NEW PUBLIC LAWS

(For last listing of Public Laws, see DAILY DIGEST, p. D4)

H.R. 1138, to reauthorize the West Valley dem-
onstration project. Signed on December 20, 2019.
(Public Law 116-95)

H.R. 2333, to direct the Comptroller General of
the United States to conduct an assessment of the re-
sponsibilities, workload, and vacancy rates of Depart-
ment of Veterans Affairs suicide prevention coordina-
tors. Signed on December 20, 2019. (Public Law
116-96)

H.R. 3196, to designate the Large Synoptic Sur-
vey Telescope as the “Vera C. Rubin Observatory”.
Signed on December 20, 2019. (Public Law 116-97)

H.R. 4566, to accelerate the income tax benefits
for charitable cash contributions for the relief of the
families of victims of the mass shooting in Virginia
Beach, Virginia, on May 31, 2019. Signed on De-
cember 20, 2019. (Public Law 116-98)

S. 50, to authorize the Secretary of the Interior to
assess sanitation and safety conditions at Bureau of
Indian Affairs facilities that were constructed to pro-
vide affected Columbia River Treaty tribes access to
traditional fishing grounds and expend funds on con-
struction of facilities and structures to improve those

conditions. Signed on December 20, 2019. (Public
Law 116-99)

S. 216, to provide for equitable compensation to
the Spokane Tribe of Indians of the Spokane Res-
ervation for the use of tribal land for the production
of hydropower by the Grand Coulee Dam. Signed on
December 20, 2019. (Public Law 116-100)

S. 256, to amend the Native American Programs
Act of 1974 to provide flexibility and reauthoriza-
tion to ensure the survival and continuing vitality of
Native American languages. Signed on December
20, 2019. (Public Law 116-101)

S. 737, to direct the National Science Foundation
to support STEM education research focused on early
childhood. Signed on December 24, 2019. (Public
Law 116-102)

H.R. 150, to modernize Federal grant reporting.
Signed on December 30, 2019. (Public Law
116-103)

H.R. 777, to reauthorize programs authorized
under the Debbie Smith Act of 2004. Signed on De-
cember 30, 2019. (Public Law 116-104)

S. 151, to deter criminal robocall violations and
improve enforcement of section 227(b) of the Com-
munications Act of 1934. Signed on December 30,
2019. (Public Law 116-105)

N —

COMMITTEE MEETINGS FOR TUESDAY,
JANUARY 7, 2020

(Committee meetings are open unless otherwise indicated)

Senate

Committee on Finance: business meeting to consider H.R.
5430, to implement the Agreement between the United
States of America, the United Mexican States, and Canada
attached as an Annex to the Protocol Replacing the
North American Free Trade Agreement, 9:30 a.m.,
SD-215.
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Select Committee on Intelligence: to receive a closed brief-
ing on certain intelligence matters, 2:30 p.m., SH-219.

House

Committee on Rules, Full Committee, hearing on H.R.
535, the “PFAS Action Act of 2019”, 5 p.m., H-313
Capitol.

I —

CONGRESSIONAL PROGRAM AHEAD
Week of January 7 through January 10, 2020

Senate Chamber

On Tuesday, Senate will continue consideration of
the nomination of Jovita Carranza, of Illinois, to be
Administrator of the Small Business Administration,
post-cloture, and vote on confirmation thereon at
12:15 p.m.

At 2:15 p.m., Senate will continue consideration
of the nomination of Matthew H. Solomson, of
Maryland, to be a Judge of the United States Court
of Federal Claims.

During the balance of the week, Senate may con-
sider any cleared legislative and executive business.

Senate Committees

(Committee meetings arve open unless otherwise indicated)

Committee on Environment and Public Works: January 8,
to hold hearings to examine the Nonpoint Source Man-
agement Program under the Clean Water Act, focusing
on perspectives from states, 10 a.m., SD-406.

Committee on Finance: January 7, business meeting to
consider H.R. 5430, to implement the Agreement be-
tween the United States of America, the United Mexican
States, and Canada attached as an Annex to the Protocol
Replacing the North American Free Trade Agreement,
9:30 a.m., SD-215.

Committee on the Judiciary: January 8, to hold hearings
to examine pending nominations, 10 a.m., SD-226.

January 9, Full Committee, business meeting to con-
sider the nominations of Andrew Lynn Brasher, of Ala-
bama, to be United States Circuit Judge for the Eleventh
Circuit, John Charles Hinderaker, and Scott H. Rash,
both to be a United States District Judge for the District
of Arizona, Joshua M. Kindred, to be United States Dis-
trict Judge for the District of Alaska, Matthew Thomas
Schelp, to be United States District Judge for the Eastern
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District of Missouri, and Stephen A. Vaden, of Tennessee,
to be a Judge of the United States Court of International
Trade, 10 a.m., SD-226.

Select Committee on Intelligence: January 7, to receive a
closed briefing on certain intelligence matters, 2:30 p.m.,
SH-219.

January 9, Full Committee, to hold closed hearings to
examine certain intelligence matters, 2 p.m., SH-219.

House Committees

Committee on Energy and Commerce, January 8, Sub-
committee on Health, hearing entitled “Legislation to
Improve Americans’ Health Care Coverage and Out-
comes”’, 10 a.m., 2322 Rayburn.

January 8, Subcommittee on Consumer Protection,
hearing entitled “Americans at Risk: Manipulation and
Deception in the Digital Age”, 10:30 a.m., 2123 Ray-
burn.

Committee on Homeland Security, January 9, Sub-
committee on Emergency Preparedness, Response, and
Recovery, hearing entitled “Understanding the Impor-
tance of DHS Preparedness Grants: Perspectives from the
Field”, 10 a.m., 310 Cannon.

Committee on House Administration, January 9, Full Com-
mittee, hearing entitled “2020 Election Security-Perspec-
tives from Voting System Vendors and Experts”, 10 a.m.,
1310 Longworth.

Committee on Oversight and Reform, January 9, Full Com-
mittee, hearing entitled “Reaching Hard-to-Count Com-
munities in the 2020 Census”’, 10 a.m., 2154 Rayburn.

Committee on Science, Space, and Technology, January 9,
Full Committee, markup on H.R. 5260, the “Promoting
Research and Observations of Space Weather to Improve
the Forecasting of Tomorrow Act”, 10 a.m., 2318 Ray-
burn.

Committee on Small Business, January 9, Subcommittee
on Innovation and Workforce Development, hearing enti-
tled “Farming in the 21st Century: The Impacts of Agri-
culture Technology in Rural America”, 10 a.m., 2360
Rayburn.

Committee on Transportation and Infrastructure, January 9,
Subcommittee on Water Resources and Environment,
hearing entitled “Proposals for a Water Resources Devel-
opment Act of 2020, 10 a.m., 2167 Rayburn.

Committee on Veterans’ Affairs, January 9, Subcommittee
on Economic Opportunity, hearing entitled “Reviewing
the Availability of Resources to Address Veteran Hun-
ger”, 10 a.m., HVC-210.
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Next Meeting of the SENATE
10 a.m., Tuesday, January 7

Senate Chamber

Program for Tuesday: Senate will continue consider-
ation of the nomination of Jovita Carranza, of Illinois, to

Next Meeting of the HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES
2 p.m., Tuesday, January 7

House Chamber

Program for Tuesday: Establishing a quorum in the
House of Representatives for the Second Session of the

be Administrator of the Small Business Administration,
post-cloture, and vote on confirmation thereon at 12:15
p.m.

At 2:15 p.m., Senate will continue consideration of the
nomination of Matthew H. Solomson, of Maryland, to be
a Judge of the United States Court of Federal Claims.

(Senate will recess following the wvote om confirmation of
Jovita Carranza, until 2:15 p.m. for their respective party con-
ferences.)

116th Congress.
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