June 4, 2020
EXECUTIVE SESSION

EXECUTIVE CALENDAR

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

The senior assistant legislative clerk
read the nomination of Michael Pack,
of Maryland, to be Chief Executive Of-
ficer of the Broadcasting Board of Gov-
ernors for the term of three years.
(New Position)

Mr. McCONNELL. Madam President,
I suggest the absence of a quorum.

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

The senior assistant legislative clerk
proceeded to call the roll.

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for the quorum call be rescinded.

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

RECOGNITION OF THE DEMOCRATIC LEADER

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

MOMENT OF SILENCE

Mr. SCHUMER. Madam President, a
short time ago, in conjunction with the
memorial service being held today in
Minnesota for George Floyd, I joined
the rest of the Democratic caucus in
Emancipation Hall to recognize a mo-
ment of silence in honor of his memory
as well as the memory of Breonna Tay-
lor, Ahmaud Aubery, and the unimagi-
nable number of Black Americans who
have had their lives ended in police
custody.

Standing before the statue of Fred-
erick Douglass, a Black American who
fought his whole life for a measure of
racial equality, the moment of silence
lasted 8 minutes and 46 seconds, the
length of time that the White police of-
ficer in Minneapolis pressed his knee
on George Floyd’s neck. Standing there
in silence, you feel the horrifying
length of George Floyd’s final 9 min-
utes. You cannot help but imagine his
horror and fear, knowing that his trau-
ma and the trauma of his family and
his friends has been felt by so many
Black families and Black communities
across the country and across the cen-
turies.

Of course, a moment of silence, a mo-
ment of solidarity, is no substitute for
real action. That is why Senate Demo-
crats are working with our House col-
leagues on policing reform legislation.

That is why we are demanding that
the Republican majority leader com-
mit to addressing this issue on the
floor of the Senate.

Leader McCONNELL, why don’t you
admit that we have to do something
here and not just say: Well, maybe we
will take a look at it, as you did on gun
control after the violent shootings and
then did nothing? Make a commitment
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here and now to the American people
that we will put on the floor—that you
will put on the floor police reform and
racial justice legislation this month.

Will our Republican colleagues ever
join us in this effort? I know these
issues aren’t easy, but we can’t begin
to make progress if the Republican
leader and the Republican majority
will not even let us try or address these
issues in a legislative manner.

The Republican leader has said:

The coin of the realm in the Senate is floor
time. What are you going to devote time to?

Well, it has been 5 weeks since Lead-
er MCCONNELL called the Senate back
into session during the height of a pan-
demic. The Republican majority has
yvet to put a single bill on the floor of
the Senate related to COVID-19.

We passed a much needed extension
of PPP reform last night, a very pop-
ular and bipartisan program, only after
Democrats forced action here on the
floor. I don’t believe our Republican
majority would have done anything.

We announced we would UC the bill,
and we did, and it was blocked. Then,
of course, faced with the public pres-
sure of moving, Leader MCCONNELL
came on the floor late last evening and
moved the bill.

Make no mistake about it, without
the pressure that we Democrats placed
on the Republican majority to make
these changes, it would certainly have
been further delayed and might never
have happened.

Now, Leader MCCONNELL has said
that another emergency relief bill was
likely before July 4, but then on Tues-
day, when listing his priorities for the
June session, Leader MCCONNELL did
not mention COVID legislation.

Republican Senators are starting to
say that another relief bill might—
might—come in late July—shocking.
This past week—just today it was an-
nounced—nearly 2 million more Ameri-
cans filed for unemployment, bringing
the total since the start of the pan-
demic to over 42 million.

The monthly jobs report tomorrow is
expected to report over 20 percent un-
employment, and we should wait? As
people are losing their jobs, as parents
are not sure they can feed their kids or
stay in their homes, as small busi-
nesses, where people put their blood,
sweat, and tears over the years and
even decades to build them are col-
lapsing—and we should wait? Why? Be-
cause maybe some rightwing
ideologues or some of the very big lead-
ers of the Republican Party and bene-
factors don’t like spending money on
anything?

I don’t know if that is the reason. I
hope it isn’t. But we can’t wait. We
can’t wait.

The economic disaster, as with so
many issues in society, will dispropor-
tionately affect Black Americans. So
far, 109,000 fellow Americans have died.
More are dying every day, every single
day, but Senate Republicans want to
wait until late July to maybe—maybe
do another relief bill.
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The coin of the realm in the Senate
is floor time. Leader MCCONNELL, every
Senate Republican, what are you going
to devote time to?

Today, toward the end of one of the
more tumultuous and painful weeks in
recent memory, marked by emotional
protests about racial justice and police
violence, Senate Republicans are hold-
ing sessions in the Judiciary and
Homeland Security Committees re-
lated to President Trump’s favorite
conspiracy theories about the 2016 elec-
tion.

I am not making this up. That is
what they are doing, American peo-
ple—not talking about COVID, not
talking about racial justice but focus-
ing on some Russian-originated theory
that has been discredited by our intel-
ligence agencies. That is what the Re-
publican Senate is doing. No wonder
they are in trouble.

The American people are looking for
some kind of real help, some kind of
real discussion, and the Republicans
are talking about conspiracy theories.

Then the Senate Judiciary Com-
mittee is about to approve another
rightwing judge, a McConnell protege,
Justin Walker—seriously. At least, if
you look at the record and history of
Justin Walker, the chances of him
being for strengthening voting rights
and antidiscrimination legislation is
very, very tiny. Yet they move forward
on him.

By the end of the day, the two Repub-
lican-led committees will have ap-
proved up to 100 subpoenas—unprece-
dented in modern history. In the midst
of national crises, Senate Republicans
are trying to use the Senate to do op-
position research for the President’s
reelection campaign. Seriously?

The Republican majority will ap-
prove up to 100 subpoenas to chase the
President’s wild conspiracy theories
but has not put one bill on jobs, one
bill on testing, one bill on employment
on the floor of the Senate since Leader
MCCONNELL called us back. They will
not even commit to a debate on law en-
forcement reform.

You might think that an economic
crisis, a public health emergency, on
top of the searing reminder of racial in-
justice, might have put the conspiracy
caucus on pause, but no—no such luck.

The American people should call
their Republican Senators. They
should demand action. The Republican
Senate is failing to meet this impor-
tant moment, and the Republican
President isn’t doing any better.

In a week marred by unacceptable vi-
olence and rioting in some places, the
President advocates more violence,
more chaos, more disorder, including
appalling attacks on the constitutional
rights of protesters on his front porch.

I am heartbroken by stories of peace-
ful protesters being injured when the
protests turn ugly. I am heartbroken
by reports of police officers who are
doing their job the right way, striving
to keep the peace, who have been
gravely injured.
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Three of New York’s finest were in-
jured yesterday while assigned to pre-
vent looting. A New York State troop-
er in Buffalo was run over the other
night. I wish New York State Trooper
Ron Ensminger and the Buffalo police
officers injured in these disturbing in-
cidents a speedy and full recovery and
thank them for their service and com-
mitment to public safety.

Let me state, once again, unequivo-
cally, that the cause of justice and
change sought by protesters in and be-
yond is undermined by lawlessness and
violence. President Trump, however,
seems to be incapable of acknowl-
edging the fact that the overwhelming
number of peace protesters are peace-
ful and are simply advocating change.
He seems incapable of turning the tem-
perature down to prevent more vio-
lence. Quite the opposite. The Presi-
dent wants Americans to falsely be-
lieve that all the people who are pro-
testing for a good cause—equality and
racial justice—are violent. Nothing
could be further from the truth. The
overwhelming majority are doing what
our Founding Fathers did: protesting
to make this Nation a better nation.
They should be praised, not vilified.

In a week marred by unacceptable vi-
olence and rioting in some places, the
President advocates chaos and dis-
order, including appalling attacks on
constitutional rights on his front
porch. My goodness. My goodness.

Earlier this week, Americans
watched Federal officers, under the di-
rection of the President and the Attor-
ney General, use gas and rubber bullets
to disperse a crowd of peaceful pro-
testers in the park. The Lincoln Memo-
rial was blocked off by rows of camou-
flaged officers.

There are reports right now that
troops from Fort Drum and Fort Bragg
are camped outside Washington, DC. 1
would ask the leaders of our military,
if these reports are true, what are they
doing there, and what are their orders?

The leader, a few minutes ago, men-
tioned Tiananmen Square. Of course,
no one believes that we are China or
like China—of course not. We are a de-
mocracy, and we are proud of it. Most
of us love and praise the right for
peaceful protests. But I would remind
the Republican leader, when any Presi-
dent, particularly an overreaching one
like this, steps over the line, if good
people don’t raise their voices, that is
the way to erode democracy, which
China does not have.

Where is Leader MCCONNELL’S voice?
Instead of spinning these crazy theo-
ries, why doesn’t he just speak out
against what the President did Monday
night? Why did he block our resolution,
our simple resolution, which called for
only three things: one, praise the pro-
testers; two, condemn violence; and,
three, condemn the President for what
he did?

Our Nation’s Capital is being pa-
trolled by Federal officers commanded
by President Trump and Attorney Gen-
eral Barr, who refuse to identify who
they are and where they come from.
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What is President Trump doing to
this democracy, to the rule of law, to
the primacy of the Constitution? And
where are the Republican Senate
voices—Leader MCCONNELL and every-
one else here—condemning what he
did?

Again, democracy will be eroded if we
don’t stand up for it, if we are afraid to
speak out, afraid to tell President
Trump he is overreaching and has done
bad, bad things when he does them.

I am not the only one who feels this
way. We have had statement after
statement from Americans of all polit-
ical stripes. I read George Will, for in-
stance, the other day. He is a conserv-
ative, but he cares about America, and
he has got some principle.

Then, the most remarkable of all,
issued by President Trump’s former
Secretary of Defense. I want to read
some of what former Secretary Mattis
said:

When I joined the military, some 50 years
ago, I swore an oath to support and defend
the Constitution. Never did I dream that
troops taking that same oath would be or-
dered under any circumstance to violate the
constitutional rights of their fellow citi-
zens—much less to provide a bizarre photo op
for the elected commander-in-chief, with
military leadership standing alongside. We
know that we are better than the abuse of
executive authority that we witnessed in La-
fayette Square.

Mattis continues:

Donald Trump is the first president in my
lifetime who does not try to unite the Amer-
ican people—does not even pretend to try.
Instead he tries to divide us. We are wit-
nessing the consequences of three years of
this deliberate effort. We are witnessing the
consequences of three years without mature
leadership. We can unite without him, draw-
ing on the strengths inherent in our civil so-
ciety. This will not be easy, as the past few
days have shown, but we owe it to our fellow
citizens; to past generations that bled to de-
fend our promise; and to our children.

That was President Trump’s former
Secretary of Defense, James Mattis.
Like all former members of the mili-
tary, I know that Secretary Mattis
strives to avoid political statements.
He has assiduously avoided them so
far. But it was a searing indictment of
President Trump’s failures that impor-
tuned Secretary Mattis to speak out so
strongly about the President’s divisive-
ness, immaturity, and abuse of power.

Make no mistake about it, General
Mattis’s comments were a shot across
the bow to our military leaders: Don’t
let the President push you into doing
things you know that are wrong, that
should not be done, and that could very
well violate the Constitution.

I yield the floor.

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

CORONAVIRUS

Mr. THUNE. Mr. President, respond-
ing to the coronavirus continues to be
one of our top priorities here in Con-
gress, I think, as evidenced that yester-
day the Senate moved a bill across the
floor of the Senate that will be on its
way now to the President’s desk for his
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signature, previously passed by the
House, that makes some modifications
to the PPP program—things that were
sought by both sides, improvements, 1
think, that enable that program to be
used with greater flexibility, extending
the amount of time in which those dol-
lars that have been received can be
used, and allowing some greater flexi-
bility in how they are used.

So I think that is evidence, again,
that this body, and both Democrats
and Republicans working together, can
get things done for the American peo-
ple that address the very direct needs
and challenges they face right now as a
result of the coronavirus.

I credit the authors of that—Sen-
ators COLLINS and RUBIO on our side,
along with their Democratic counter-
parts—for working together to struc-
ture a program that has not only
helped many businesses stay in busi-
ness—millions of businesses stay in
business—but has kept tens of millions
of people in this country employed at a
time when we desperately need to keep
those jobs.

So, again, I think it is evidence of
this body’s and our Senate majority’s
focus on the coronavirus and things we
can do to help assist those who have
been most harmed economically by
that, as well as addressing the very
real health emergency that we need to
continue to focus on in terms of finding
those therapeutics and vaccines that
will enable the American people to
have confidence, once again, that they
can go out.

THE ECONOMY

Mr. President, what I want to speak
to today is the evidence that we are
seeing that the economy around the
country is starting to reopen. There is
still a lot of work, obviously, that has
to be done to defeat the virus and help
our economy and the American people
recover.

As I mentioned, we have spent the
past few weeks focused on monitoring
the implementation of the $2.4 trillion
in aid that Congress has provided. Our
committees are hard at work con-
ducting coronavirus oversight and
looking ahead to what else Congress
may need to do to combat the virus
and to get our economy going again.

We are looking at what more funding
Congress may need to provide and what
Congress can do that doesn’t involve a
lot of new spending.

As I said, Congress has already pro-
vided $2.5 trillion to fight the
coronavirus, and we will absolutely
provide more if needed, but we need to
remember that every dollar we have
provided is borrowed money that our
children and grandchildren will have to
repay.

Our debt was already very large com-
pared to the size of our economy, even
before—before this year’s coronavirus-
related borrowing, and that is a very
concerning reality. The truth is, we
can’t just keep borrowing and bor-
rowing ever greater sums without suf-
fering real economic consequences.
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So, while we may need to borrow
more money to meet our needs before
this crisis is over, it is crucial that we
keep that borrowing as low as possible
and only spend that which is abso-
lutely necessary.

That is why the Senate is so focused
on conducting oversight of the money
we have already provided. Seeing how
and where those funds are used will
give us a better sense of where we
spent sufficiently and where more
money may be needed.

We are also, as I said, looking at
what we can do to help families and
businesses that does not involve spend-
ing a lot of taxpayer dollars. While my
friends across the aisle generally seem
to regard money or a new government
program as the solution to every prob-
lem, the truth is, there are a lot of
things Congress can do without spend-
ing trillions of taxpayer dollars or set-
ting up new government bureaucracies,
everything from making permanent re-
forms to make telehealth more acces-
sible to shielding responsible busi-
nesses from frivolous litigation.

I have three tax bills that I have in-
troduced this Congress that would help
Americans during and after the pan-
demic. One of these bills is my Mobile
Workforce State Income Tax Sim-
plification Act, which I introduced last
year along with Senator SHERROD
BROWN.

In our economy, substantial numbers
of workers travel to different States
for temporary work assignments on a
regular basis, and they end up subject
to a bewildering variety of State laws
governing State income tax.

Our legislation would simplify things
for both workers and employers by cre-
ating an across-the-board tax standard
for mobile employees who spend a
short period of time working across
State lines. It would ensure that States
receive fair tax payments while mak-
ing life a lot easier for workers who
travel to different States for work.

While this legislation is good tax pol-
icy, generally—we have needed clear
rules of the road for out-of-State work-
ers for a while—it has particular rel-
evance in the age of coronavirus.

The Governor of New York has made
it clear that he is looking to cash in on
the pandemic by subjecting doctors and
nurses who cross State lines to volun-
tarily work in New York to New York’s
income tax.

We need to make sure that medical
professionals who traveled to other
States to help fight the coronavirus
aren’t rewarded with big tax bills. An-
other tax bill I introduced last year
that has particular relevance in the
age of coronavirus is my New Economy
Works to Guarantee Independence and
Growth Act. We always have an acro-
nym around here. It is called the NEW
GIG Act.

The last decade or so has seen the
rise of the gig economy—services pro-
vided by individuals through apps and
websites like Uber, Lyft, TaskRabbit,
Instacart, Postmates, and many oth-
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ers. A lot of us have relied on these
workers during the pandemic to pro-
vide food and grocery delivery. But
these gig economy arrangements
stretch the boundaries of current tax
law.

During the pandemic, companies who
have wanted to provide additional ben-
efits to workers—from personal protec-
tive equipment to financial assist-
ance—have hesitated to do so for fear
that their actions would accidentally
reclassify their workers from inde-
pendent contractors to employees.
That would mean the end of this kind
of work for a lot of people who rely on
it for the income and flexibility it pro-
vides.

My NEW GIG Act updates our tax
law to provide clear guidance on the
classification of this new generation of
workers. It will ensure Lyft drivers,
Postmates, Taskers, and others are
treated as independent contractors for
purposes of tax law if they meet a set
of objective criteria.

My bill will allow companies to pro-
vide support to workers to help them
stay safe during the pandemic without
jeopardizing these individuals’ status
as independent contractors. And it will
ensure that the valuable services these
individual provide will remain avail-
able to the Americans who are increas-
ingly reliant on them.

In addition to the NEW GIG Act, I
also introduced the Digital Goods and
Services Tax Fairness Act last month.
This legislation, which I introduced
with Senator WYDEN, is designed to
prevent consumers from being faced
with multiple taxes for downloading
digital products.

Over the past few months, I imagine
a lot of Americans have purchased new
books to read on their Kindle or a new
television series to watch. But what
many Americans don’t know is that,
right now, a digital purchase of a book
or television series could hypo-
thetically be taxed in up to three
States, depending on the circumstances
of the purchase.

With States likely looking to find
new revenue in the wake of declining
receipts during the pandemic, there is
a real danger that Americans could see
multiple States’ worth of taxes on
their digital purchases. The Digital
Goods and Services Tax Fairness Act
would provide ‘‘rules of the road’ for
taxing digital goods and services and
ensure that digital purchases could be
taxed in only one State—the State in
which the consumer resides.

It would also prohibit States and
local governments from taxing digital
goods at higher rates than tangible
goods. In other words, under our bill,
that season of ‘“The Office’” you want
to buy digitally couldn’t be taxed at a
higher rate than if you were pur-
chasing the season on DVD.

These tax bills are just some of the
ideas Republicans are putting forward
that would help Americans without
spending trillions of additional tax-
payer dollars. I am working on mul-
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tiple other measures to help Americans
in the wake of the coronavirus. For ex-
ample, the CARES Act, our largest
coronavirus response bill to date, in-
cluded a temporary version of legisla-
tion I introduced with Senator WARNER
that allows employers to contribute up
to $5,250 tax-free to help pay down
their employees’ student loans.

This is a win for employees, who can
receive help with burdensome loan pay-
ments during a time when multiple
Americans’ finances are stretched thin.
And it is a win for employers, who have
a new benefit to offer to help attract
talented employees as they seek to
build their businesses back up after the
past few months of COVID-related
challenges.

I am hoping that we can make this
legislation permanent before the end of
the year. As I said earlier, if we need to
provide additional coronavirus funding,
we will. But we need to make sure we
are only providing what is genuinely
necessary because today’s young work-
ers, and our children and grand-
children, will be paying the price for
the debt we are amassing.

I am committed to supporting legis-
lation that will help Americans get
through this crisis while minimizing
the burden on future generations. My
tax bills are one example of this kind
of legislation. I look forward to work-
ing with my colleagues to advance
them in the U.S. Senate.

I yield the floor.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Washington.

REMEMBERING GEORGE FLOYD

Ms. CANTWELL. Mr. President, I
come to the floor today after my col-
leagues have held a moment of silence
for the passing of George Floyd. His
family should not be preparing for his
funeral today. All Americans, regard-
less of race, ethnicity, religion, gender,
or sexual orientation, deserve to have
equal protection under the law.

It is time that we not just speak out
about injustice; it is time that we pass
new Federal laws to protect the civil
liberties of U.S. citizens and protect
them from these injustices. What is our
role here in the U.S. Senate? I believe
it comes to passing new laws for those
Federal protections.

The U.S. Attorney General is the top
law enforcement of our country. He di-
rects and supervises U.S. attorneys
that prosecute Federal crimes.

The Attorney General is supposed to
make sure that citizens in our country
have equal protection of the law. He is
supposed to uphold the Fourth Amend-
ment protections against unreasonable
seizure and the Civil Rights Act, that
protects against excessive use of force
by police.

It is not about calling out the mili-
tary. It is about protecting the civil
liberties of our U.S. citizens. He is sup-
posed to enforce 18 U.S. Code Sec 242,
which prohibits the deprivation of
rights under the color of law. It crim-
inalizes abuse by police.

The U.S. Department of Justice Civil
Rights Division is supposed to step in
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when police departments have serious
abuses. The Civil Rights Division is re-
sponsible for enforcing Federal prohibi-
tions on patterns or practices of polic-
ing that violate the Constitution or
other Federal laws.

It conducts investigations of allega-
tions of systemic police misconduct
and reaches comprehensive agreements
on reforms that are needed to restore
effective policing and trust with com-
munities. If it cannot reach an agree-
ment, the Division will bring a Federal
lawsuit to compel the needed reforms.

Yes, we have something to do here in
Washington.

Throughout U.S. history, the Civil
Rights Division has played a major role
in a number of critical cases, including
the prosecution and murders of Medgar
Evers and Dr. Martin Luther King.

Yes, we have something to do here in
Washington.

The Obama administration made po-
licing reform a priority. The Civil
Rights Division was active in helping
oversee pattern and practices of police
department abuses and entered numer-
ous consent decrees with Seattle, with
New Orleans, on Ferguson, with Balti-
more, and with Cleveland.

Why? Because we had cases that
needed that Federal oversight. We saw
that there were abuses of use of force
across the country, including even in
my home State, that we needed to ad-
dress.

In 2006, Otto Zehm, a man with devel-
opmental disabilities, was wrongly ac-
cused of stealing money from an ATM.
Mr. Zehm was improperly hog-tied by
police, placed on his stomach, and he
died from lack of oxygen to his brain.
As he was dying, he said, “I was just on
my way to get a Snicker bar.”

It breaks my heart that somebody
with disabilities was treated this way.
There was a Federal indictment in this
case and the police officer was found
guilty of excessive use of force, lying
to investigators about the confronta-
tion. As a result of a civil case, the
Spokane police were required to re-
ceive special training on interaction
with mentally ill suspects and detain-
ees.

In 2010, John T. Williams, a Native
American, a seventh-generation
woodcarver who used his knife to make
street art, was fatally shot seven times
in the back by Seattle police. He had
hearing difficulties and mental health
challenges. Literally, he was just carv-
ing in one spot and decided to move
across the street to another spot. When
he didn’t respond to the officer, he was
shot and Kkilled. The officer who killed
Mr. Williams wasn’t charged, but the
U.S. Department of Justice did inves-
tigate and found that there was a pat-
tern and practice of abuse by Seattle
police.

The U.S. Department of Justice and
Seattle agreed on a consent decree,
which required a number of reforms.

And now, just recently, an African
American named Manuel Ellis died
from respiratory arrest due to physical
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restraint by a Tacoma police officer.
This just happened in March of 2020.
Meth and an enlarged heart contrib-
uted to his death, but the Pierce Coun-
ty medical examiner ruled his death a
homicide, and his case is under inves-
tigation.

All of these issues in the State of
Washington led our citizenry to have a
debate about this. In 2018, 62 percent of
Washington voters approved ballot ini-
tiative 940. It required de-escalation. It
required training for police officers to
understand how to help and deal with
the public. It mandated first aid to a
victim of deadly force, and it required
an outside investigation into the use of
that deadly force.

It also removed the requirement that
prosecutors prove malice to hold police
officers criminally liable for use of
deadly force. And that continues to
need improvement in our state.

These were steps in the right direc-
tion, but these events in the last sev-
eral weeks have showed us that it is
not time to step back from this issue;
it is time to pass new Federal legisla-
tion.

Under the Trump administration and
Attorney General Barr, the U.S. De-
partment of Justice Civil Rights Divi-
sion police practices group has been re-
duced to half. It has not opened a
major pattern-or-practice investiga-
tion of police departments’ violation of
civil and constitutional rights. Presi-
dent Trump and his administration
have pulled back from Department of
Justice’s important oversight role, at a
time we can see that we need more of
a Federal role, not less.

In November 2018, then-Attorney
General Jeff Sessions changed the De-
partment of Justice policy to make it
even harder for the Department to per-
form its oversight role of our police de-
partments. He made it harder for the
Department of Justice to reach dissent
decrees with State and city govern-
ments and limited the reforms that
they could require.

The Trump administration has shown
that it isn’t interested in the commu-
nity policing programs that have
shown success in the past. There are
numbers that statistically show that
better investment in community polic-
ing helps us lower the crime rate.

In 2017, the Trump administration led
the U.S. Department of Justice to sig-
nificantly scale back on the Obama-era
program called Collaborative Reform
Initiative, which provided support to
improve trust between police and com-
munities. And under the Trump admin-
istration, it no longer strongly sup-
ports consent decrees, which have been
so helpful in holding local cities and
police departments accountable for
civil rights abuses.

The Trump administration tried to
defund the Office of Community Polic-
ing and Services Program. Thank god
our colleagues have refused that. This
provides important Federal funding
help hire community policing and offi-
cers and to provide technical assist-
ance.
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I think this stands in stark contrast
to President Obama, who requested
that the COPS program be funded each
year in his budget request.

But all of this brings us to where we
are today. What the citizenry of the
United States of America is telling us
is that we need better laws on the
books. I believe we need to act here.
The death of George Floyd has shown
us that there is a clarion call and a
need for more Federal action.

I believe in these things: I believe
that we should have a prohibition on
chokeholds and knee restraints that
cut off oxygen to the brain.

I believe that we should, just like the
State of Washington, provide for more
Federal support for de-escalation train-
ing.

I believe in establishing a Federal
standard for the use of body cameras,
and when they should be mandatory,
because I think they should be, and
making sure that what happens to the
video is available, and that the public
knows and understands what is hap-
pening.

I believe in requiring an independent
investigation, just like we did under
State statute—and by the way, that
initiative that was voted on, with some
of these provisions in them, in the
State of Washington, and received 60-
percent approval from the Washing-
tonians of our State. Why? Because
they believe these things are essential.
The Duckworth bill provides for a inde-
pendent investigation when deadly
force has been used, and we should be
making this the Federal law of the
land.

And we need to provide more support
for community policing, and not just
the dollars but accountability for when
and how the dollars are used, so the
community Kknows exactly what is
going on with the Federal dollars for
community policing.

And we need to require the Attorney
General and Assistant Attorney Gen-
eral, who lead the USDOJ Civil Rights
Division, to vigorously identify and
end patterns and practices of abuse in
police departments and seek penalties
for those who haven’t.

I suggest a Federal audit every year
where there are practices and patterns
of abuse and give us the information so
that we in Congress can also help in
holding those accountable for not
meeting the Federal standards of up-
holding citizenries’ civil rights.

And we need to create a clear Federal
standard on the use deadly force, just
like the Washington State voters did
when they passed legislation. Whether
we do it like the Washington voters in
ending the defense on malice, or wheth-
er we look at what my colleagues Sen-
ator BOOKER, HARRIS, and MARKEY have
suggested, let’s have that debate.

I am ready to say to my side of the
aisle: Let’s get these issues—I men-
tioned seven of them—let’s get them
out here. I am asking my colleagues on
this side of the aisle: let’s engage on
this Federal debate and show the citi-
zenry of America that we hear them.
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Let’s not also just be deaf to the
plight and fate that our officers are
dealing with every day on the streets
of America. We need more funding to
help our police departments. We defi-
nitely, in some cases, need additional
pay. But for this, we also need to deal
with our housing crisis, our mental
health crisis, our opioid addiction cri-
sis. So many of our men and women in
blue are policing our streets not for
crimes but for dealing with the popu-
lation that is living on the streets. We
need to do better here than to short-
change them and to not help—not to
help correct these situations that have
now become day-to-day tasks in what
has never been part of the law enforce-
ment effort.

I ask my colleagues, let’s put our dif-
ferences aside to get real action on
these. There is a Federal role on civil
rights enforcement. Let’s take that
role seriously, let’s respond to the
death, and do something about it. I
know that the best way to honor
George Floyd today would be to help
pass the laws that help protect the citi-
zenry of our State. We are a great
country, and we can do better by meet-
ing this challenge.

I yield the floor.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Texas.

Mr. CORNYN. Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent to complete my re-
marks before the vote.

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

RUSSIA INVESTIGATION

Mr. CORNYN. Mr. President, yester-
day the Senate Judiciary Committee
held our first oversight hearing to
learn more about the origins and evo-
lution of the counterintelligence inves-
tigation known as Crossfire Hurricane,
opened in July of 2016 against a Presi-
dential candidate and his campaign
team. I asked Rod Rosenstein, the
former Deputy Attorney General, if he
knew of a precedent for active FBI in-
vestigations against both nominees of
the major political parties for Presi-
dential campaign, and he said: No,
there is no precedent.

The FBI is not supposed to be in-
volved in our elections and in our poli-
tics. Yet you recall what happened on
July 5, 2016. Director James Comey
held another unprecedented event—a
press conference—at which he said that
no reasonable prosecutor would pros-
ecute Secretary Hillary Clinton for a
crime but then proceeded to detail de-
rogatory information—information
that was not his to release but was sup-
posed to be part of a confidential inves-
tigation.

Under our system of justice, the FBI
is supposed to investigate crime, and
then the Department of Justice makes
the charging decision. That is when
things become public. Yet, when the
FBI decides there is not enough evi-
dence to support charging, it doesn’t
hold a press conference and disparage
the character and reputation of the
person it is investigating.
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I don’t know whether Director
Comey had an impact on the 2016 elec-
tion, but I do know what he did was
wrong, and, yesterday, Deputy Attor-
ney General Rosenstein confirmed his
memo to then-Attorney General Jeff
Sessions, which was then attached to
Jeff Sessions’ letter to the President,
recommending that Director Comey be
terminated as the FBI Director. The
reason was not because he had made a
mistake but because he had failed to
see the error of his ways and was likely
to repeat them again.

The Deputy Attorney General is sup-
posed to be the supervisor for the FBI,
and while the chain of command is
pretty clear in criminal cases, in this
species of investigation known as coun-
terintelligence, which is not primarily
to investigate crimes but to inves-
tigate security threats to the United
States, there was no chain of com-
mand. The FBI was running rogue
under Director Comey, along with
some of the things we have learned
about with regard to Director McCabe,
Peter Strzok, Lisa Page, and others.

It is really important that we not
only make sure we understand what
happened—that it was unprecedented
and negatively affected Hillary Clin-
ton’s campaign—but that it also nega-
tively affected Donald Trump and his
campaign, and this investigation con-
tinued long after he became President.
It resulted in the appointment of a spe-
cial counsel, who ended up with no evi-
dence with which to charge the Presi-
dent with any crime.

We can’t have the FBI interfering
with our elections. Yes, it needs to in-
vestigate counterintelligence threats
to the United States, and it needs to
investigate crimes, but it should not be
a primary actor in that process, in the
public process, by which we elect Presi-
dents. It needs to stay in its particular
lane and not become a partisan, in ef-
fect, affecting the outcome of Presi-
dential elections, all of which is to say
that the investigation the Committee
on the Judiciary began yesterday is
very, very important. One thing we
must make sure of is that this never
happens again, and the only way we
can make sure it never happens again
is to make clear what did happen and
where the train went off the rails.

The last 3% years have been pri-
marily occupied with this so-called in-
vestigation into President Trump and
his campaign, then the appointment of
a special counsel, and 2 years of Direc-
tor Mueller’s investigation as special
counsel. Then what followed that was
impeachment. Think of all of the op-
portunity costs associated with that,
the time we could have and should
have spent on doing things which
would have impacted the quality of life
of the American people—improving ac-
cess to healthcare, creating economic
opportunity, enhancing our national
security. These are things we were not
doing because we were preoccupied
with these bogus investigations and
the media leaks by the people who
knew better.

S2707

ADAM SCHIFF and the House Perma-
nent Select Committee on Intelligence
took a lot of sworn testimony during
their ‘“‘investigation.” Now that it has
been declassified, we know that none of
the witnesses—mainly Obama-era offi-
cials—knew of any evidence of coordi-
nation, cooperation, or collusion with
Russian authorities—none of them. Yet
ADAM SCHIFF and others on the House
Permanent Select Committee on Intel-
ligence had the temerity to go to the
microphones and say there was ramp-
ant collusion, conspiracy, and collabo-
ration—just bald-faced lies. Of course,
the American people didn’t know that.
We didn’t know that because those al-
legations were reported in the press,
and they led into this narrative which
has so dominated us over the last 3%
years, only to find there was no basis
for it.

Suffice it to say that the investiga-
tions that are being conducted by the
Committee on the Judiciary and by the
Committee on Homeland Security and
Governmental Affairs, led by Chairman
JOHNSON, I think, are very, very impor-
tant. The facts will come out. We know
that Attorney General Barr has depu-
tized Mr. Durham, a U.S. attorney, to
see whether there 1is evidence of
chargeable crimes, because there needs
to be accountability.

AMERICA’S SPACE PROGRAM

Mr. President, let me just on, maybe,
on a happier note, talk about another
event. We need a little good news, a lit-
tle hope, a little optimism in America
these days.

Last weekend, America’s space pro-
gram made history with the successful
SpaceX crew Dragon launch. It was
nearly a decade ago that American as-
tronauts in American rockets were
launched into space from American
soil. I mean, until last weekend, we
were literally captives of the Russians
in their providing the rockets or the
rides we needed in order to get to the
International Space Station. Yet that
is not the only reason this launch was
so significant. It marked the first time
that our astronauts launched in a com-
mercially built and operated space-
craft. I must say that it looked pretty
slick to me.

As we work to ensure our country re-
mains a leader in human spaceflight,
partnerships between the public and
private sectors are going to continue to
be very important. That is why NASA
established a commercial crew pro-
gram to link the brilliant minds at
NASA with those innovative companies
like SpaceX, and this launch gave us
just a glimpse into how those partner-
ships will lead us in the future.

I remember the launch of the Apollo
11 mission almost 51 years ago, and I
remember seeing the photos of the as-
tronauts in the command module. They
wore bulky space suits, and the sur-
rounding walls were completely cov-
ered with switches and dials and but-
tons. To be honest, not much changed
over the next several decades. Even
with the last launch on American soil
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in 2011, the Space Shuttle Atlantis
looked pretty similar.

What America saw on Saturday was a
glimpse into the future. Astronauts
Bob Behnken and Doug Hurley were
outfitted in custom-designed and fitted
space suits, and they were seated in
front of a sleek touchscreen. It looked
like the console of a Tesla, to me, but
I am sure it was more sophisticated
than that.

After the two astronauts arrived at
the International Space Station,
Behnken referred to the Dragon as a
slick vehicle. Yet things don’t just
look like they were made for the fu-
ture, for they were designed to work
better, last longer, and be safer. The
Falcon 9 rocket was made with reus-
able parts to bring down the cost of
human spaceflight. As we return Amer-
ican astronauts to the Moon and even-
tually to Mars, this commercial launch
will have marked a new era of space ex-
ploration. It gives us hope and excite-
ment at a time when both of those are
desperately needed.

I thank and commend the countless
men and women who have made this
mission possible, especially my fellow
Texans at Johnson Space Center—the
center of human spaceflight for
NASA—and then, of course, Elon Musk,
who founded SpaceX. He said this
launch was the result of, roughly,
100,000 people’s efforts when you added
up all of the suppliers and everybody
involved. When you combine that with
the work of the brave and brilliant as-
tronauts, physicists, engineers, mathe-
maticians, and scientists of all stripes
who have helped us to have met our
space exploration goals over the years,
it is clear that America’s space pro-
gram’s best days are ahead.

When the final NASA space shuttle
crew departed the International Space
Station in 2011, it left behind a small
American flag with instructions that it
be brought back to Earth by the next
crew to be launched from the United
States. Finally, almost a decade later,
it has been united with the astronauts
who will carry it home.

On behalf of a proud nation, con-
gratulations to astronauts Bob
Behnken and Doug Hurley, to everyone
at the National Aeronautics and Space
Administration, and SpaceX on suc-
cessfully capturing that flag. We wel-
come you home in the coming months
s0 we can proudly say alongside of you:
Mission finally accomplished.

I yield the floor.

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

Mr. MENENDEZ. Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent that my remarks
be allowed to be concluded in full be-
fore the vote.

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

NOMINATION OF MICHAEL PACK

Mr. MENENDEZ. Mr. President, I
rise to oppose the nomination of Mi-
chael Pack to be the Chief Executive
Officer of the U.S. Agency for Global
Media. Yet, before I get into the spe-
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cifics of the Pack nomination, I need to
say a few words about the moment we
are in and how we got here.

We are facing two devastating crises.
Over 100,000 Americans have died from
COVID-19 in just a matter of months,
and that number continues to grow.
The scale and the speed of the tragedy
is almost impossible to comprehend.
We certainly stand with all of our fam-
ilies who have lost loved ones, and we
cherish their memories. Unlike COVID-
19, the second crisis is one of our own
making.

Over centuries of injustice, African
Americans and other people of color
have not been treated like human
beings; they have not been treated like
every American deserves to be treated,
like every person in the world has the
right to be treated. No. All too often,
they have been treated like George
Floyd, with a knee on the neck as they
gasp and choke ‘I can’t breathe.” As a
result, our country has erupted with
protests. In this moment, these griev-
ances have been met with the petty an-
tics and deplorable, violent tactics of
notorious dictators around the world.

I am shaking in having to say this. I
am shaken to the core that President
Trump, with the assistance of his At-
torney General, used violence against
peaceful protesters—people exercising
their First Amendment rights—all for
a photo op with a Bible. That is not
right. It is not acceptable, and that is
not America.

This body has to act. We have to act
quickly and effectively to address
these twin crises. The moment calls for
leadership at every level. We all know
this, but we are not doing it. Why not?
The answer is that President Trump
and the Republican majority of this
body are focused elsewhere while our
country is suffering—perhaps like
never before. They are focused on do-
mestic political errands. Yet, while
trivial, these errands are corrosive to
this body, to our country, and to the
Constitution.

I need to say a few words about what
is and what is not happening in the
Committee on Foreign Relations, be-
cause it bears directly on how and why
Michael Pack is getting a vote on the
Senate floor today.

The Committee on Foreign Relations
has helped to shape our collective re-
sponse to some of the country’s great-
est challenges—from Vietnam to Sep-
tember 11, to Afghanistan. We ought to
be rising to the challenges of our time
and shaping the international response
to COVID-19. Yet, tragically, we have
not held one public hearing on COVID,
and the committee has not debated or
voted on a single COVID-related bill or
amendment despite our being months
into the crisis. I know the Democratic
members of the Senate Committee on
Foreign Relations came together and
offered a bill as part of an effort to be
bipartisan so as to begin to address the
crisis, because we understand that vi-
ruses and diseases know no borders.

For as long as anyone can remember,
until its current chairman, the com-
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mittee has operated pursuant to what
is known as comity. While that sounds
like a fancy word, it simply means that
we have found a way to work together
to achieve a process that has worked
for all members—the majority and mi-
nority alike—even if we haven’t always
agreed on the substance. Had the chair-
man engaged to our condition of com-
ity, we would have almost certainly
had a business meeting that would
have focused on COVID, which is the
crisis at hand, and not Mr. Pack—a
blatantly flawed nominee. I know that
“‘comity’” sounds awfully quaint in the
polarized times in which we live, but it
has worked. It has worked for the
members, for the committee, and for
the country. It has been the force that
has bound us together, the force by
which we have found common ground
to advance the national interest.

I am sad to report that the Michael
Pack nomination was the nail in the
coffin for comity. The chairman ig-
nored the requests of every member of
the committee’s minority—a simple re-
quest: Let’s not vote on Michael Pack
until we have collectively worked
through all of the serious background
problems that exist. The letter that
was sent to the chairman did not even
get responded to prior to ramming
Pack through the committee. That si-
lence and the actions that have been
taken have changed the committee
and, I believe, the Senate for the worse.

I don’t have the time or the inclina-
tion to go through every violation of
the rules and norms that marred the
committee’s process on Michael Pack,
but there is one violation that I have
to speak to, one that is so serious and
so corrosive that it needs to be docu-
mented and should never be repeated. I
am speaking about the chairman’s re-
fusal to allow a video stream live of the
committee’s debate and vote on Mr.
Pack. Yes, the chairman intentionally
deprived the public of its opportunity
to watch this unfortunate episode un-
fold as it did. This was shameful. It
violated the rules. It sent the wrong
message to every American and every
person around the world.

This committee is a beacon of light
to the world for those who are op-
pressed, for transparency, for open gov-
ernment, for the rule of law, for a free
press. Well, we shut out the Nation and
the world for the first time in my years
of being on the committee. Since I got
to the Senate, I have been on the com-
mittee. I am the longest serving mem-
ber of the committee from either side
of the aisle. Never have we done that.
This is a message that we are weak, a
message that we are ashamed, a mes-
sage that has no place in our democ-
racy.

Now let me turn to Mr. Pack.

If confirmed, Mr. Pack will oversee
the Voice of America, Radio Free Eu-
rope/Radio Liberty, Radio Television
Marti, Radio Free Asia, and the Middle
East Broadcasting Networks. It is ab-
solutely critical that any person in
this position maintain a strong firewall
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between the work of its networks and
grantees and political interference or
influence from the White House or any
others. People around the world have
come to view the products from all of
the networks and grantees as being re-
liable and trustworthy news sources.

As this pandemic has highlighted,
people crave reliable, independent, and
credible journalism. The networks of
the USAGM are sometimes the only
independent journalism a country can
rely on to bring free and open media to
closed societies. In the past, the agency
has made some serious missteps and
the board and the agency’s head have
historically worked with Congress to
help to address them.

Sadly, the debate over Mr. Pack has
not even ripened to a discussion of his
substantive qualifications. No. We are
stuck dealing with the nominee’s seri-
ous background problems despite there
being multiple efforts to engage Chair-
man RISCH, the White House, and Mr.
Pack himself on these matters. The
central issue with Mr. Pack is the way
that he used—perhaps abused—his non-
profit organization, Public Media Lab,
and his refusal to come clean about it.

As you can see from this chart, Mr.
Pack is the president of both the Pub-
lic Media Lab and his for-profit com-
pany, Manifold Productions, LLC,
which he owns. It is where Gina Pack,
his wife, is the vice president and sole
other employee. Mr. Pack created and
controls both organizations. Since cre-
ating Public Media Lab in 2008, Mr.
Pack has used it to raise more than $4
million from private foundations.
Some of those grants were earmarked
to make specific films while others,
like a $250,000 grant from the Charles
Koch Foundation, were simply for
“general operating support’’ for Public
Media Lab.

As you can see from this next chart,
Mr. Pack transferred 100 percent—100
percent—of the tax-exempt grant
money Public Media Lab received to
his for-profit company Manifold. No
grants were given to any other organi-
zation—mone. The IRS would probably
call that operating a nonprofit for pri-
vate benefit, but I will get to that in a
minute.

Some of that grant money was used
to make films, but based on Mr. Pack’s
financial disclosures, it is possible that
up to 75 percent of it—millions of dol-
lars—went straight to Mr. Pack and his
wife Gina.

What you see on this chart, as was
suggested in the debate the other day,
is not normal. It is not normal. This is
not the standard. This is not how it is
done in the industry. That is why the
Office of the Attorney General for the
District of Columbia, where Public
Media Lab is incorporated, is now in-
vestigating Mr. Pack’s nonprofit for
possibly breaking the law. The ques-
tion they are asking is whether Mr.
Pack used donations to the nonprofit
for his own enrichment—to line his
own pockets.

From my understanding, this kind of
behavior would normally raise some
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yvellow flags at the IRS as well and
they would be curious as to why a non-
profit seemed to be operating for the
sole benefit of its creator, but the yel-
low flag never went up at the IRS be-
cause, for many years after he created
Public Media Lab, Mr. Pack never dis-
closed that it was doing business with
his company—with himself.

The IRS asks nonprofits two Kkey
questions to determine whether a situ-
ation of private benefit might exist,
and for many, many years, Mr. Pack
falsely told the IRS there was no rela-
tionship. When the IRS asked Mr.
Pack, under penalty of perjury, wheth-
er Public Media Lab provided grants to
any entity controlled by an officer of
the nonprofit, he said no, year after
year. But the true answer was yes. The
IRS also asked Mr. Pack, again, under
penalty of perjury, whether Public
Media Lab conducted business with any
entity that it shared officers or direc-
tors with. Again and again, year after
year, Mr. Pack said no, but the true
answer was yes.

Had Mr. Pack told the IRS the truth,
he would have had to make additional
disclosures that might have raised that
yvellow flag, but the IRS was left in the
dark by Mr. Pack’s false statements.

When the committee confronted Mr.
Pack last year with these false state-
ments, he claimed they were ‘‘over-
sights’ and that he did not need to
amend his filings because his false
statements were unintentional, but
then he turned around and made false
statements to the committee about his
taxes.

Unfortunately, given the false state-
ments to the IRS year after year and
then to the committee, we have to be
concerned that Mr. Pack has a problem
with the truth. Mr. Pack needs to come
clean with the Senate, and he needs to
come clean with the IRS. He needs to
tell the IRS what is on this chart, how
much grant money he transferred from
Public Media Lab to Manifold, and that
he sent it from himself to himself.

So let’s review what we have learned
from these charts. First, Mr. Pack may
have conducted unlawful expenditures
with his nonprofit and operated it for
private gain. Second, the IRS and the
Senate don’t know the full truth be-
cause Mr. Pack has made false state-
ments and refused to provide docu-
mentation. Third, Mr. Pack’s nonprofit
is now under investigation by the Of-
fice of the Attorney General for the
District of Columbia for the very issues
that I have been seeking answers from
him for 9 months—9 months.

As my friend Senator MURPHY sol-
emnly noted yesterday, nominees need
to tell the truth to Congress and the
executive branch, and if there has been
a mistake, the nominee needs to fix it.
These are the basic requirements for
all nominees who come before the Sen-
ate and the absolute minimum stand-
ard we used to ask them to meet.

We live in an era where the extraor-
dinary quickly becomes routine, but
even by that metric, Mr. Pack’s path
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to this floor has been a disgrace. If ad-
vice and consent means anything, at
rock bottom, it means ensuring that
the people we confirm are suitable for
public service; and if they are not, we
should not move forward.

I am aware of the pressure that some
of my colleagues face as a result of this
nomination. I know that the President
has publicly trashed Voice of America,
calling it ‘‘the voice of the Soviet
Union,” which I hasten to say is dan-
gerous nonsense. And I know that the
President has spoken both publicly and
privately of his intense desire to con-
firm Mr. Pack, come what may. But
the objections I have raised today and
have been raising for months are not
political or partisan in nature. They go
to the most basic and critical question:
Is Michael Pack fit to serve? Should he
be confirmed while he is under inves-
tigation and after having been dis-
honest with the Senate and the IRS?
Given his alleged use of a small non-
profit for self-enrichment, can we trust
that he will not use the massive re-
sources of the U.S. Government to line
his own pockets?

Colleagues, I implore you to consider
these questions. Please put aside what-
ever pressure, whatever threats the
President has made, and consider the
dangerous precedent we are setting
here today. If Mr. Pack is confirmed,
the new bar for advice and consent is
set below that of a nominee who is
under open investigation by law en-
forcement and who blatantly provided
Congress and the executive branch
false information.

This institution has been called the
world’s greatest deliberative body. The
history of this body guides us, and we
make our decisions not just based on
the immediate needs of the President
but on the example we will set for the
future. I ask my colleagues who may be
inclined to support Mr. Pack’s nomina-
tion today, are you comfortable with
this precedent? The answer should be
obvious, and I pray that this body has
the courage to get there. Let us turn
away from Michael Pack, and let us
focus on healing the wounds of our Na-
tion and our democracy.

With that, I yield the floor.

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 bill clerk read as follows:

CLOTURE MOTION

We, the undersigned Senators, in accord-
ance with the provisions of rule XXII of the
Standing Rules of the Senate, do hereby
move to bring to a close debate on the nomi-
nation of Michael Pack, of Maryland, to be
Chief Executive Officer of the Broadcasting
Board of Governors for the term of three
years. (New Position)

Mitch McConnell, Cindy Hyde-Smith,
John Boozman, Tim Scott, Marsha
Blackburn, Chuck Grassley, Steve
Daines, Mike Crapo, Richard Burr,
John Cornyn, David Perdue, Martha
McSally, John Thune, James M.
Inhofe, Kevin Cramer, Ted Cruz.



S2710

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

The question is, Is it the sense of the
Senate that the nomination of Michael
Pack, of Maryland, to be Chief Execu-
tive Officer of the Broadcasting Board
of Governors (New Position), shall be
brought to a close?

The yeas and nays are mandatory
under the rule.

The clerk will call the roll.

The bill clerk called the roll.

Mr. THUNE. The following Senator is
necessarily absent: the Senator from
North Carolina (Mr. BURR).

Mr. DURBIN. I announce that the
Senator from Minnesota (Ms. KLO-
BUCHAR), the Senator from Massachu-
setts (Mr. MARKEY), the Senator from
Vermont (Mr. SANDERS), the Senator
from Hawaii (Mr. SCHATZ), the Senator
from Arizona (Ms. SINEMA), the Sen-
ator from Minnesota (Ms. SMITH), and
the Senator from Montana (Mr.
TESTER) are necessarily absent.

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

The yeas and nays resulted—yeas 53,
nays 39, as follows:

[Rollcall Vote No. 112 Ex.]

YEAS—53
Alexander Gardner Perdue
Barrasso Graham Portman
Blackburn Grassley Risch
Blunt Hawley Roberts
Boozman Hoeven Romney
Braun Hyde-Smith Rounds
Capito Inhofe Rubio
Cassidy Johnson
Collins Kennedy Zasii (FL)
Cornyn Lankford co
Cotton Lee Scott (S0)
Cramer Loeffler Shelpy
Crapo Manchin Sullivan
Cruz McConnell Thune
Daines McSally Tillis
Enzi Moran Toomey
Ernst Murkowski Wicker
Fischer Paul Young

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

NOT VOTING—38

Burr Sanders Smith
Klobuchar Schatz Tester
Markey Sinema

The PRESIDING OFFICER. On this
vote, the yeas are 53, the nays are 39.

The motion is agreed to.

The Senator from Arkansas.

TIANANMEN SQUARE

Mr. COTTON. Madam President,
today is the 3lst anniversary of the
Tiananmen Square massacre, when
thousands of peaceful students asking
for their freedom were gunned down by
Chinese Communist tanks and troops.
Because of Beijing’s relentless censor-
ship and control over information, we
never learned the true death toll of
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that dark day, but it is certain that
thousands of peaceful protesters were
murdered in the streets.

Beijing’s savagery was exposed dur-
ing that massacre, reminding the West
that this was the same,
unreconstructed Communist Party
that killed millions—tens of millions—
of its own people without batting an
eye in Mao’s Cultural Revolution and
Great Leap Forward. A tiger never
changes its stripes.

Now the Chinese Communist Party is
threatening another atrocity in Hong
Kong, a city whose traditions and free-
doms it once promised to respect—but
that it, secretly and increasingly open-
ly, loathes as a gleaming repudiation of
Chinese Communism.

Last year, an extradition bill that
could have allowed Hong Kong resi-
dents to be ‘‘disappeared’ to mainland
China sparked mass protests. Hong
Kong residents flooded the streets to
display their disapproval and protect
their freedoms.

These are not anarchists trying to
tear down the law—as the Chinese
Communist Party’s shrill organs false-
ly claim—but they were free citizens
fighting to preserve the rule of law
they love so much, against a Com-
munist power that knows no law above
itself. They are fighting for the very
same freedoms we enjoy in the United
States: the freedom of religion, speech,
and assembly; private property; the
rule of law.

The Hong Kong protesters won the
battle over the extradition bill, but the
war for Hongkongers’ freedom isn’t
over. While the world has been dis-
tracted by the coronavirus pandemic
and other upheavals, the Chinese Com-
munist Party has seized the oppor-
tunity to finally enact what it
euphemistically calls a national secu-
rity law but what is, in reality, an at-
tempt to extinguish Hong Kong free-
dom—a law that will allow Beijing’s
agents to take broad action against
Hong Kong residents, including those
who protested against the extradition
bill last year.

Seven million residents of Hong Kong
now face the very real possibility of
losing their freedom and possibly their
lives. Political dissidents risk being
jailed arbitrarily—or worse. Hundreds
of thousands of Christians, Muslims,
Buddhists, Sikhs, and other religious
minorities risk being driven under-
ground like their brethren on the Chi-
nese mainland—or perhaps put in a
gulag of concentration camps like the
Uighurs in China’s Xinjiang Province.

The free world cannot stand by while
the Chinese Communist Party sets fire
to the venerable laws and freedoms of
Hong Kong. Already the administra-
tion is moving to revoke Hong Kong’s
special trade status, which has allowed
Chinese Communist Mandarins to get
rich off a free economic system while
denying those very freedoms for more
than 1 billion of their subjects on the
mainland.

And our great ally, the United King-
dom, has announced it will extend
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visas to 3 million Hongkongers—many
of whom took part in last year’s pro-
democracy protests so that they can
escape the Chinese Communist Party. I
highly commend Prime Minister Boris
Johnson for striking this bold blow for
freedom, but the United States can
also do more.

Today, I call upon the administration
to prioritize the admission of per-
secuted Hongkongers to the United
States through the U.S. Refugee Ad-
missions Program. In coordination
with our allies, this action could save
these brave Hongkongers from a hor-
rific fate under authoritarian Com-
munist rule.

While this refugee program has been
abused in recent years, it has always
served the noble purpose of allowing
those who are truly oppressed by their
governments to immigrate safely to
the free world. Now it can be used
again in this worthy cause to help
noble Hongkongers flee the grasp of the
Chinese Communist Party before it is
too late.

I yield the floor.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from North Dakota.

REMEMBERING CODY HOLTE

Mr. HOEVEN. Madam President, I
rise today to honor Grand Forks Police
Officer Cody Holte, who died in the line
of duty last Wednesday. Both Senator
CRAMER and myself are here. We at-
tended the funeral. It was truly a mov-
ing event. Today, we are here to honor
him on the Senate floor as well and
honor his service and honor his life.

Officer Holte is a Hendrum, MN, na-
tive, a 2010 graduate of Norman County
West High School, and a 2015 graduate
of Minnesota State University Moor-
head, with a degree in criminal justice
and minors in Sociology and military
science.

Officer Holte led a life of service,
dedicating himself to serving his com-
munity, State, and nation by always
putting the people he served first. Not
only was Officer Holte an exceptional
police officer, he also served as a first
lieutenant in the North Dakota Army
National Guard. For 10 years, I was
Governor in North Dakota, and I can’t
tell you how much we relied then and,
of course, how much we rely now on
our National Guard. As you can see,
Cody was a first lieutenant in the Na-
tional Guard, and he did a fabulous job.
Here he is in his guard uniform and, of
course, his incredible service as a po-
lice officer in Grand Forks.

Lieutenant Holte enlisted in the
Army Reserve in 2010, and in 2015 he
was commissioned into the North Da-
kota Army National Guard. He was last
assigned to the 815th Engineer Com-
pany out of Lisbon, ND, where he
served as a detachment commander,
preparing his unit for upcoming mis-
sions.

As an officer in Grand Forks and a
first lieutenant in the North Dakota
National Guard, Officer Holte served
our Nation on multiple fronts. Through
his leadership, courage, and work
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ethic, he displayed the very best the
State of North Dakota has to offer
while also helping to ensure our safety
and security.

You realize how important it is today
not only here at home but abroad. Here
is somebody who served in both capac-
ities. What a life of service.

My wife Mikey and I extend our deep-
est condolences to the Holte family—
especially his wife Amanda, his son
Gunnar, his parents Bret and Tracy,
sister Alexis, and twin brother Brady,
who is also a police officer and also
served in the military. He served with
the regular Army—Cody’s brother
Brady—and now Brady serves with the
Fargo PD. Here you have these twin
brothers, both serving in the military,
both serving as police officers, one in
Grand Forks and one in Fargo. They
were very close, as you can imagine.

Last Wednesday, North Dakota lost
one of its finest. Because of this, we
must always honor his memory, in
part, by supporting those who continue
to serve as he did and never forgetting
the burden his loved ones bear on our
behalf. They sacrifice too.

With that, I want to yield the floor
to Senator CRAMER, who had the good
fortune to know the family personally
and had a long relationship with the
family. I welcome and look forward to
his remarks about Cody Holte, some-
body who is truly an exceptional per-
son and whose life epitomized service.
And we pray for God’s blessing on him
and on his entire family.

I yield the floor.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from North Dakota.

Mr. CRAMER. Madam President, I
thank my colleague Senator HOEVEN,
and I associate myself with everything
he said about Officer Holte. He is right.
It was an appropriate celebration of Of-
ficer Holte’s life on Tuesday of this
week as we attended the funeral, along
with Congressman ARMSTRONG, Gov-
ernor Burgum, Adjutant General
Gorman, and a whole bunch of other
friends, family, members of law en-
forcement, community leaders, and
even strangers who came to provide
that heroes celebration that Cody
earned.

An interesting thing about what
Cody went into, he and a fellow officer
from the Grand Forks Police Depart-
ment were called to a scene where
shots had already been fired and the
deputy sheriff had already been hit by
somebody who was simply being served
an eviction notice, assigned by a
judge—somebody who was very well
armed with an AK-47. He had shot 41
rounds before doing the damage that he
had done and before he was stopped.
When Cody arrived, like all good offi-
cers do, he didn’t run from the fire but
ran to it. He saved lives by giving up
his own. It is what heroes do. It is what
all of our men and women in law en-
forcement who wear the badge are pre-
pared to do.

We live in an interesting time. It was
ironic, to say the least, that we in
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North Dakota, along the Red River,
Grand Forks, are just up the interstate
from Minneapolis, paying tribute to a
hero, and yet that hero doesn’t seem to
get the same attention that a criminal
gets. That hero and his brothers and
sisters who wear the badge don’t seem
to be as respected by our media as
criminals are. In fact, the restrictions
and the restraint that our heroes exer-
cise in carrying out their duties, the
vast majority of them, are really rare-
ly, if ever, highlighted.

Yet we celebrate the life of Cody
Holte—29 years old, the father of a 10-
month-old son and a husband to
Mandy. It is just really important that
we stand in this Chamber today and
give Cody the respect and the honor
that he earned here in these hallowed
halls and tell his story to a nation that
is intrigued and fixated, in many re-
spects, on those that Cody protects us
from.

It was a great honor to be there with
his family and with hundreds—thou-
sands, perhaps—of other law enforce-
ment officers to pay tribute to a real
hero. I think it is important to note
that this hero is also a real person. I
thought that his chief of police gave an
absolutely marvelous speech, and I
want to just reiterate a couple of
things that the Grand Forks chief of
police said about Cody at the funeral.

Chief Mark Nelson said that he and
Cody had formed a close bond—by
what?—in part, by sharing baby photos,
the chief’s of his grandchild and Cody’s
of Gunnar, his son. He recalled that
Cody was a friend to all. Now, who
doesn’t want a cop who is a friend to
all and with a grin that could brighten
anyone’s day? More importantly, he
said that Cody was a cop’s cop, whose
heart was bigger than his courage and
who had passion and an unwavering
dedication for protecting and serving
his community. He said, when Holte
was on duty, there was never any need
to worry.

So we pay tribute today to this hero,
but we are reminded that he was also a
husband to Mandy and a father to
Gunnar. He was a son to Bret and
Tracy. I know Bret and Tracy very
well. T have known Bret nearly all of
my life. He was a brother to Brady and
Alexis, as Senator HOEVEN said. Brady
is his twin brother and a police officer
in Fargo, which is just an hour down
the interstate from Grand Forks.

Bret and Tracy are raising heroes,
but, today, they are mourning the
death of a son. I know something of
that, as you know. It has been an inter-
esting experience for Kris and me to
share our journey, after the loss of our
son a couple of years ago, with Bret
and Tracy. I want them to know how
very, very much we love them and
that, in the valley they are in, as deep
as it is, they are not in it alone.

Just as King David walked through
the Valley of the Shadow of Death with
the confidence that God was with him,
they, too, can do that but that, in addi-
tion to God, there are a whole bunch of
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other people who are holding them up
in prayer, who have their backs, with
love, hugs, and whatever is needed and
that, likewise, Mandy, as the wife of a
fallen hero, has all of the brothers and
sisters who wear the badge as part of
her extended family. It is an incredible
group. In addition to being a hero,
Cody was these things, these very per-
sonal things.

I thought the eulogy that was pro-
vided by his uncle, Anthony Carter,
was exceptional. Anthony reminded us,
as did other speakers but particularly
Anthony, that when Cody swore an
oath 3 years ago, he said, in protecting
the city of Grand Forks, he likely
knew there would be challenging days,
which is why he wore a medallion
around his neck that bore his favorite
Bible verse, Philippians 4:13: ‘I can do
all things through Christ, who gives me
strength.”

Cody has left—because somebody left
for him—a legacy of faith. I know that
to be true. I know that to be true be-
cause I know the Holtes so well. In
fact, his Grandpa Pete was in my very
first TV ad for Congress in 1996. It was
a losing cause, but Pete was in the ad.
His Grandma Sue was my mom’s very
best friend. They were prayer partners.
They did Bible study together. They
ministered together. They might have
gossiped a little, but they were for-
given. Sue and Pete left for Bret and
his sisters a legacy of faith, and Bret
and Tracy left for Cody and Brady and
Alexis a legacy of faith. It is that leg-
acy of faith in a risen Lord and in a Fa-
ther who knows the grief of losing a
Son, who died for freedom, too, you
see. That faith is what sustains them
today.

It is really important that we as na-
tional leaders, as community leaders,
as local leaders, and as family mem-
bers stand in this valley with the fam-
ily, and that is what we are doing
today in addition to paying honor.

Finally, to Cody’s brothers and sis-
ters who wear the badge, it seems like
the world is upside down. It feels like
the country is on fire. Yes, there is the
occasional criminal police officer who
does something really awful, and that
person needs to be brought to justice,
and, in Minnesota, that is happening.
Yet the heroes far, far outnumber the
criminals in our police officers. So I
think it is important, as we pay tribute
to a fallen hero, that those who are
still out there protecting us, as we
stand in this building and express our
views, and who are standing in the gap
throughout our country and through-
out our communities protecting the
rights of people to assemble and ex-
press themselves peacefully that they
know we are in their corner, that we
have their backs, and that we honor
them along with Cody today. We re-
spect them, and we hold them up be-
cause we love them—because we love
them for what they do for us. I ask
their forgiveness for taking them for
granted and for not expressing the
gratitude often enough.



S2712

Cody’s short 29 years of life, with his
last 3 years as a police officer and his
several years as a member of the North
Dakota National Guard—his testimony
in his life and now in his death—re-
minds us to never take for granted our
own safety and security.

Say thank you to a police officer in
honor of Cody, who I know is OK. I
know that he is OK today. I hope he is
with his Grandpa Pete and his Grand-
ma Sue somewhere. I hope that my
Isaac, my son, bumps into him. We had
a lake cabin right next door to the
Holtes when those kids were growing
up. So I stand with confidence that he
is OK, but I continue to pray for those
left behind, especially his family—espe-
cially his young son and beautiful wife
and mom and dad and brother and sis-
ter—in that they, too, are confident
that they will be OK but that, while we
are in this valley, they are not alone.

I yield the floor.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Maryland.

CARES ACT

Mr. CARDIN. Madam President, as
the ranking Democrat on the Small
Business and Entrepreneurship Com-
mittee of the U.S. Senate, I take this
time to update my colleagues on the
implementation of the CARES Act.

I think all of us know that the
CARES Act contained major, new pro-
visions to help small businesses, and I
was proud to be part of a bipartisan
working group, with Senator RUBIO,
Senator SHAHEEN, and Senator COL-
LINS, that helped to craft three new
programs to help small businesses as a
result of COVID-19.

We recognize the importance of small
businesses to our economy, to job
growth, to innovation, but we also rec-
ognize that small businesses are more
vulnerable to an economic downturn.
They don’t have the resiliency. They
don’t have the deep pockets. They
don’t have the liquidity that larger
companies have. If we are going to get
our economy back on track, we have to
preserve small businesses and their
workforces.

We suggested and the Congress
passed three new programs to help
small businesses—the Paycheck Pro-
tection Program, the Economic Injury
Disaster Loan Grant Program, and a
loan forgiveness program for existing
and new loans taken out under 7(a), 504,
or microloans.

We recognize that all three of these
tools were important. They were not
exclusive. They worked together. PPP
provides help to Kkeep payrolls to-
gether. It buys 8 weeks of payroll. The
EIDL Loan Program provides working
capital for small businesses. The grant
program provides immediate cash, and
the forgiveness program allows a busi-
ness to be able to get through these
next 6 months without the burdens of
having to pay their loans. All of that
works together to keep small busi-
nesses viable in our community.

Let me first talk about the Paycheck
Protection Program because that has
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certainly gotten the most attention. It
provided 8 weeks of payroll relief, plus
other expenses, for small businesses in
this country. It has been very, very
popular. In fact, the original amount of
money that we authorized for loans—
about $349 billion—was quickly used
up, and we authorized an additional
$310 billion of loan authority. There
have been 4.4 million loans issued
under the PPP program for a total of
$5610 billion. These loans were issued
rather quickly considering the stand-
ing up of a new program and the vol-
ume of interest.

I acknowledge the hard work of the
Small Business Administration and its
workers, as well as of the Treasury, in
standing up this program and getting
the money out quickly to save many,
many small businesses in our commu-
nities.

When we passed the PPP program, we
would have hoped that 8 weeks later
our economy would have been in a posi-
tion in which small businesses, in large
number, would not have needed addi-
tional help or that the program’s pa-
rameters would have been adequate.
That was not the case.

Yesterday, this Chamber acted in a
responsible way with legislation that
Senator RUBIO and I and others rec-
ommended, along with our House col-
leagues who had recommended this to
our colleagues, that would give small
businesses that have existing PPP
loans the discretion to use those funds
over a 24-week period rather than an 8-
week period, recognizing that many of
these businesses could not get up to
full payroll during this 8-week period.
We also gave greater flexibility on the
allocation of the funds.

Even with these changes, there have
been major challenges in bringing for-
ward the PPP program. First and fore-
most, we found—as we had, unfortu-
nately, thought might happen—that
the underserved and underbanked com-
munities would have a much more dif-
ficult time in getting access to 7(a)
loans under the PPP program. Quite
frankly, we put language in the CARES
Act so that the SBA would give special
attention to the underserved and
underbanked communities.

Quite frankly, the SBA did not follow
our direction. The SBA’s IG said that
the Small Business Administration did
not fully align with the congressional
intent to help the underserved and
rural markets. So we responded. We re-
plenished the PPP funds, and we allo-
cated a certain amount of those funds
directly to smaller lending institu-
tions, recognizing that they have
greater contact with the underserved
communities, and it did help.

Now, at our request, the Treasury
has allocated an additional $10 billion
to the CDFIs, the community develop-
ment financial institutions, that have
better ties to the underserved commu-
nity. Each one of these steps helped.
Allocating funds to smaller lenders and
allocating funds to the CDFI will help
us get to minority small businesses. It
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will help us get to women-owned small
businesses. It will help us get to vet-
eran-owned small businesses. It will
help us get to the smaller of the small
businesses. It will also help us get to
rural small businesses, but we need to
do more.

That is why I have authored legisla-
tion with Senator BOOKER. We have put
out a plan on what needs to be done
through a discussion document, and it
recognizes that we have to provide
greater help for businesses in under-
served communities for startup capital,
for technical training, and for
mentorship. All that will help so that,
when we come out of COVID-19 and
when we have the next economic down-
turn, we will have the financial institu-
tions and knowledge in all of our com-
munities to be able to take advantage
of the tools that we make available in
a timely way.

Yesterday, we had our first oversight
hearing with regard to COVID-19 and
the tools of the Small Business Admin-
istration. That hearing was outside of
private sector witnesses. Next week, we
will have the Secretary of the Treasury
as well as the SBA Administrator be-
fore us. What we heard from one of our
witnesses yesterday, Connie Evans, of
the Association for Enterprise Oppor-
tunity, was about COVID-19. Its eco-
nomic consequences are projected to
erase decades of minority enterprise
growth in underserved markets.

She continued:

To prevent this, we believe policymakers
must acknowledge the existing disparities in
our small business ecosystem and take the
necessary steps to create equitable legisla-
tion to ensure that vulnerable businesses
survive and thrive in the years ahead.

I couldn’t agree more. That is why
Senator BOOKER and I have issued our
discussion document that includes
many ways in which we can bring
about systematic changes to really
help in the underserved communities.

We saw, tragically, 2 weeks ago or
close to 2 weeks ago, the tragic death
in Minnesota. We have all talked about
how we are going to help to make sure
this country gives equal opportunity to
all of our citizens, including under our
criminal justice system. We also need
to recognize that, if we are going to
deal with the wealth gap in America,
we have to deal with entrepreneurship,
and this is one way we can do it—by
building up these types of opportuni-
ties.

Now, there is some good news in my
State of Maryland that I want to share
with my colleagues. Maryland had a
very active women’s business center.
As you know, our resource partners are
critically important in helping under-
served and underbanked communities.
Women-owned businesses are clearly in
that category. We have a very effective
women’s business center that is
headquartered in Rockville that helps
serve Montgomery and Prince George’s
Counties and Frederick. It is doing a
great job on behalf of women-owned
businesses.
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Maryland, though, is a big State, and
we needed more help. So I thank the
Small Business Administration in its
announcement of two additional small
business centers in the State of Mary-
land. One will be in Baltimore. It will
be housed at Morgan State University,
a historic HBCU. That will provide, I
think, tremendous help for women-
owned businesses and minority women-
owned businesses. We are also opening
up a center in Salisbury, on the East-
ern Shore of Maryland—rural Mary-
land—to help women’s businesses. This
is critically important in dealing with
the gap in our communities. Resource
partners are of critical need.

So, as we applaud the work we have
done with the PPP program and as we
recognize we need to improve it, let’s
also recognize we need to deal with
making sure there is a fair opportunity
for all businesses to qualify. We are
also going to need additional help for
small businesses in addition to the
PPP initial grant. There needs to be a
second round, and let me tell you why.

We thought 8 weeks would be enough
with the PPP program, but we know
that for some of the original small
business loans that were taken out
under the PPP program that, within
the next 2 weeks, the 8-week period
will expire, but we know that busi-
nesses are not yet open at full capac-
ity. Restaurants cannot open at full ca-
pacity. Catering establishments cannot
open at full capacity. Health clubs can-
not open at full capacity. Entertain-
ment centers cannot open at full capac-
ity. We know that museums are still
very much hurt, so we are going to
need additional help.

Yesterday, we heard from a small
business owner whose company was
helped by the PPP loan. He told us
there will be additional need for bridge
funding for small businesses experi-
encing unanticipated costs during the
phased-in reopening. I agree with him.
I think we are going to have to do more
to help the small businesses in our
communities.

I have been working with Senator
SHAHEEN and Senator COONS and others
to say, on the second round, let’s try to
target the relief to those companies
that really need it. The first round—
get the money out quickly. We were
very successful in doing that. There
was a minimal amount of underwriting
requirements by the small businesses
or the banks. We got the money out
quickly.

On the second round, we need to be
more discerning. We need to focus
those funds on those small businesses
that really need it, those in the under-
served communities—the smaller of
the small businesses. We heard that
yesterday during our oversight hear-
ings. Those businesses have had a dra-
matic loss of revenue. If we do that,
the resources are there; we can help
those small businesses survive, and we
can do it in a way that will keep our
economy going.

We need to do that immediately. We
shouldn’t wait 2 more weeks after the
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program for many small businesses has
already ended. We need to provide the
help as soon as possible. That is an-
other reason it is important that we
take up the next stimulus package dur-
ing this work period and not wait until
businesses have to lay off their workers
and may not be able to reopen.

The PPP was only one of three tools.
The second tool we provided was a new
initiative under the EIDL Program, the
Economic Injury Disaster Loan Pro-
gram, for grants. It provides for imme-
diate cash, which is what businesses
need during a disaster—cash. The pro-
posal allowed for a $10,000 grant to be
made. We anticipated that grant would
be made within 3 days. We put that in
the statute.

As complimentary as I have been
about the SBA starting up the PPP
program, I am extremely disappointed
in the manner in which the EIDL Pro-
gram has been handled. They did not
get the money out quickly. They did
not get $10,000 out; instead, the average
grant was between $4,000 and $5,000.
And there is $10 billion still left in the
coffers that could have gotten out to
small businesses that desperately need-
ed the cash, and they didn’t do it in the
timeframe Congress anticipated.

The existing loan program, which ex-
isted before COVID-19, where SBA
issues loans during a disaster, called
the Economic Injury Disaster Loans,
provides working capital. It works with
PPP. PPP is not enough help for a
small business to get the working cap-
ital and inventory they need. That is
why we have the EIDL loans. The SBA
has been very slow in getting the loans
out. The numbers are extremely dis-
appointing.

Now they have set up new rules. They
closed the window for nonagricultural
small businesses. Why? I have no idea.
They seem to be limiting loans to
$150,000, although the loan provides for
a $2 million cap. Why are they doing
that?

If the programs are going to work to-
gether, they have to implement this
program. Congress specifically in-
tended COVID-19 to be a disaster cov-
ered by EIDL. We did that in our ear-
lier stimulus package. Well, we are dis-
appointed that we haven’t had greater
success in the EIDL Program, because
we know it works so much closer with
the PPP program, and it is particularly
useful for smaller small businesses and
those that are more vulnerable.

We had a witness yesterday, Nick Ru-
dolph of Maryland Capital Enterprises,
who testified and said:

The EIDL loan is a particularly impactful
product . . . because of its low interest, long
terms, eased credit requirements and the
fact that collateral is not required. In a per-
fect world, all approved applicants would re-
ceive the full grant portion regardless of
number of employees.

What Mr. Rudolph is saying is they
limited the grant to $1,000 per worker,
and, therefore, if you had 10 or fewer
workers, the most vulnerable of small
businesses, you were not able to take
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advantage of the $10,000. We hope that
will be corrected.

There is a third tool. That is loan
forgiveness for existing 7(a) and 504
loans and microloans and for loans
taken out during the 6-month period
after the adoption of the bill through
the end of the year. This gives 6
months of debt relief for loans that can
really help small businesses. I would
like to report on how that is working,
but I don’t have a lot of numbers on
that, which leads me to the need for
data. If we are going to carry out our
oversight function, if we are going to
be able to enact legislation going for-
ward, we need to know how the pro-
grams are working today, and we
haven’t gotten the information we
need.

Earlier I authored a letter to Sen-
ators SCHUMER and WYDEN, asking the
SBA to make that information avail-
able. Most recently, I joined Senator
RUBIO in a similar request asking the
Small Business Administration to
make this information available. I in-
troduced legislation with Senator SHA-
HEEN on this issue. We need to get that
data if we are going to do our over-
sight.

This week we had the private sector
witnesses; next week we have Adminis-
trator Carranza, Administrator of the
SBA, and Secretary Mnuchin, Sec-
retary of the Treasury, to ask specifi-
cally about these points. It will be a
very, very important hearing.

In closing, let me say that we have to
continue to work together as we have
in the past to help America’s small
businesses. They are literally the
growth engine of our economy. They
are the innovators of our economy, and
they are the most vulnerable.

The CARES Act provided incredibly
important help, but we are going to
have to pay additional attention to
help our small businesses. So let’s con-
tinue this bipartisan effort not only to
help small businesses but to help our
economy and to help our country. In
doing that we will truly perform as we
should during this national emergency.

So I look forward to continuing to
work with my colleagues on both sides
of the aisle to pay attention to what
we have already done for small busi-
nesses and give them the additional at-
tention that they need.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Oregon.

Mr. WYDEN. Madam President, be-
fore Senator CARDIN leaves the floor, I
want to tell my colleague and friend on
the Finance Committee that it has
been a pleasure to team up with him to
try to deal with these challenges in
terms of getting the help out to small
business people. We know that it has
been needlessly challenging, looking
back at the experience. I am just glad
my colleague is going to prosecute the
case until there is justice for these
small businesses.

NOMINATION OF MICHAEL PACK

Madam President, the Senate nears a
vote on the nomination of Michael
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Pack to head up the U.S. Agency for
Global Media. This typically is a job
that doesn’t get a whole lot of atten-
tion here on the Senate floor, but this
time, I believe it should.

This is yet another Trump nominee
who appears to be covering up a whole
array of sketchy financial wheeling
and self-dealing, and apparently my
colleagues on the other side of the aisle
are just looking the other way, not in-
terested.

So here is the short version of the
story. For more than a decade, Mr.
Pack ran two entities—a nonprofit film
organization and a for-profit produc-
tion company. His nonprofit raised mil-
lions of dollars under its tax-exempt
status, and it pumped that money into
his for-profit production company, no-
where else. At a minimum, this looks
to me like a serious, flagrant abuse of
a taxpayer subsidy. Mr. Pack made
false statements about this arrange-
ment to the IRS. So as the ranking
Democrat on the Finance Committee, 1
care greatly about that matter if one
were to look at nothing else.

When he was first nominated in the
previous Congress, Mr. Pack got
caught in these false statements by
staff on the Foreign Relations Com-
mittee. When he was renominated in
this Congress and submitted new pa-
perwork, he made false statements
about having made false statements.
Truly astounding.

Now there are a host of unanswered
questions about Mr. Pack’s murky fi-
nancial dealings. Fortunately, Ranking
Member MENENDEZ is still trying to get
to the bottom of this. Now, Ranking
Member MENENDEZ is doing his job by
the book. He is doing his job. He has
been in communication with the ad-
ministration when it comes to the vet-
ting process for the nominees and,
every step along the way, has tried to
do responsible vetting.

Furthermore, the financial web of
Mr. Pack is under investigation by the
Attorney General of the District of Co-
lumbia. Why not wait to get the results
of that investigation? Why rush to con-
firm a nominee before all the facts are
before the Senate? This is a question
over whether a nominee broke the law
and ripped off taxpayers.

When Democrats on the Senate com-
mittee of jurisdiction tried to inves-
tigate it, Mr. Pack told everybody to
just go pound sand. So once again, we
have a Trump nominee making a
mockery of the Senate constitutional
responsibility, and as far as I can tell,
the Senate is just going to do nothing
about it.

(Mr. YOUNG assumed the Chair.)

For my last few minutes, I just want
to remind colleagues of the way things
used to be. The way it used to be is
both sides of the Senate took advice
and consent seriously. For example, in
2009, Chairman Baucus and Ranking
Member GRASSLEY held up one nominee
and wrote an exhaustive 12-page memo
over a matter of $63 in local tax late
fees and some sloppy paperwork. An-
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other 2009 nomination, Ron Kirk, to be
the U.S. Trade Representative, was
held up for months over a tax matter
involving some basketball tickets and
a television he donated to his local
YMCA. In 2010, another nominee was
grilled in his hearing before the Fi-
nance Committee over a tax debt of
$800.

Senators on both sides of the aisle—
both sides of the aisle—always tried to
do a thorough vetting and tried to
work on it together. In all three of
these cases, which I remember as a
member of the Finance Committee, the
nominees answered the Senate’s ques-
tions, paid what they owed, and that
was that. The Senate did its job, and it
was the right thing to do.

I think as we move to the vote here
in the Senate, we ought to start talk-
ing about one question, and that is
this: What has changed in the Senate
about the vetting process of these
nominees? What happened to the old
bipartisan commitment to advise and
consent, to fully vet nominees? The
majority has just rubberstamped and
rubberstamped and rubberstamped
some more. Trump nominees show a
blatant disregard and disdain for the
oversight process that historically has
been central to the bipartisan work of
this body.

Now the President might be totally
indifferent to the role and duties of the
Senate, but I don’t see any reason why
Senators here, Democrats or Repub-
licans, have to agree with that. It un-
dermines the role of this Senate and
the Congress as a coequal branch of
government. The precedent of a bipar-
tisan vetting process simply cannot
withstand it.

It has been said here before that the
Federal Government doesn’t need any-
body so badly that the person should
get a special set of rules. That, regret-
tably, is the way it seems to be for this
nominee—a nominee whose finances
are currently under investigation and,
apparently, with the majority’s sup-
port, is going to get confirmed because
the majority has decided to essentially
set aside years and years of bipartisan
work, responsible work, to thoroughly
investigate and vet those who are nom-
inated to serve in our government.

I am going to oppose this nomina-
tion, and I hope my colleagues will
think about what is really at issue
here, because what goes around comes
around. Is the Senate going to get seri-
ous about the way matters used to be
handled, particularly on the Senate Fi-
nance Committee, since we have a
member of our committee in the Pre-
siding Officer’s chair? The Senate Fi-
nance Committee did it right, did it
right for years, by the books, in a bi-
partisan fashion. That is not being
used here; in fact, it is being tossed out
the window. I think the Senate is going
to regret it. I urge my colleagues to op-
pose the nominee.

I yield the floor.

I suggest the absence of a quorum.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
clerk will call the roll.
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The legislative clerk proceeded to
call the roll.

Mr. GARDNER. I ask unanimous con-
sent that the order for the quorum call
be rescinded.

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

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Idaho.

Mr. RISCH. Mr. President, I would
like 3 minutes to close the debate on
Michael Pack.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there
objection?

Without objection, it is so ordered.

NOMINATION OF MICHAEL PACK

Mr. RISCH. Mr. President and fellow
Senators, we are about to do the final
vote on Michael Pack. This man is
uniquely qualified to hold this posi-
tion. He has done an outstanding job.
Everyone should look at the most re-
cent documentary he did on the Su-
preme Court. It was just outstanding.

There has been a political fight over
him for 2 years and 1 day. Today is the
moment of truth. It is time to vote on
Mr. Pack. Debate is closed.

I yield the floor.

VOTE ON PACK NOMINATION

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

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

Mr. RISCH. Mr. President, I ask for
the yeas and nays.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there a
sufficient second?

There appears to be a sufficient sec-
ond.

The clerk will call the roll.

The legislative clerk called the roll.

Mr. THUNE. The following Senator is
necessarily absent: the Senator from
North Carolina (Mr. BURR).

Mr. DURBIN. I announce that the
Senator from Minnesota (Ms. KLO-
BUCHAR), the Senator from Massachu-
setts (Mr. MARKEY), the Senator from
Vermont (Mr. SANDERS), the Senator
from Hawaii (Mr. SCHATZ), the Senator
from Arizona (Ms. SINEMA), the Sen-
ator from Minnesota (Ms. SMITH), the
Senator from Montana (Mr. TESTER),
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 or change their vote?

The result was announced—yeas 53,
nays 38, as follows:

[Rollcall Vote No. 113 Ex.]

YEAS—53
Alexander Daines Lee
Barrasso Enzi Loeffler
Blackburn Ernst Manchin
Blunt Fischer McConnell
Boozman Gardner McSally
Braun Graham Moran
Capito Grassley Murkowski
Cassidy Hawley Paul
Collins Hoeven Perdue
Cornyn Hyde-Smith Portman
Cotton Inhofe Risch
Cramer Johnson Roberts
Crapo Kennedy Romney
Cruz Lankford Rounds
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Rubio Shelby Toomey
Sasse Sullivan Wicker
Scott (FL) Thune Young
Scott (SC) Tillis
NAYS—38

Baldwin Feinstein Murray
Bennet Gillibrand Peters
Blumenthal Harris Reed
Booker Hassan Rosen
Brown Heinrich Schumer
Cantwell Hirono Shaheen
Cardin Jones Stabenow
Carper Kaine Udall
Casey King Van Hollen
Coons Leahy Warner
Cortez Masto Menendez :
Duckworth Merkley Whitehouse
Durbin Murphy Wyden

NOT VOTING—9
Burr Sanders Smith
Klobuchar Schatz Tester
Markey Sinema Warren

The nomination was confirmed.

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

The Senator from Kentucky.

————

LEGISLATIVE SESSION

MORNING BUSINESS

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

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there
objection?

Without objection, it is so ordered.

———

UNANIMOUS CONSENT REQUEST—
H.R. 35

Mr. PAUL. Mr. President, I ask unan-
imous consent for the expedited pas-
sage of H.R. 35, the Emmett Till
Antilynching Act, as amended. I seek
to amend this legislation not because I
take lynching lightly but because 1
take it seriously, and this legislation
does not.

Lynching is a tool of terror that
claimed the lives of nearly 5,000 Ameri-
cans between 1881 and 1968, but this bill
would cheapen the meaning of lynching
by defining it so broadly as to include
a minor bruise or abrasion. Our Na-
tion’s history of racial terrorism de-
mands more seriousness from us than
that.

W.E.B. Du Bois wrote in his auto-
biography about the 1899 lynching of
Sam Hose in Georgia. Du Bois wrote
that, after the lynching, Hose’s knuck-
les were viewed on display at a store on
Mitchell Street in Atlanta. His liver
and heart were even presented to the
Governor of Georgia as a souvenir.

Sickening, grotesque—the images of
lynching.

In 1931, Raymond Gunn was lynched
in Maryville, MO. The spectacle drew a
crowd of almost 4,000 people, including,
if you can believe it, women and their
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children. In the tragedy of lynching,
the author writes that one woman even
held her little girl up so high so she
could better see the victim who was
‘‘blazing on the roof.”

Sickening and grotesque, these im-
ages.

In the summer of 1955, 14-year-old
Emmett Till was visiting family in
Money, MS, when he went to a country
store and bought some candy. While in
there, he was accused of flirting with a
White woman, and for that offense,
Emmett Till was kidnapped in the mid-
dle of the night and bludgeoned so
badly that, afterward, his body was un-
recognizable. He could only be identi-
fied by the ring he was wearing. After
seeing her son’s remains, his mother
insisted on having an open casket fu-
neral so the whole world could see
what the Kkillers had done to her son.

We must remember the murders of
Emmett Till, Raymond Gunn, Sam
Hose, and the thousands of others
whose lives were destroyed by the bar-
barity of the lynch mob, but this bill
will not do that. This bill would expand
the meaning of ‘“‘lynching” to include
any bodily injury, including a cut, an
abrasion, or a bruise, physical pain, ill-
ness, or any other injury to the body,
no matter how temporary.

Words have meaning. It would be a
disgrace for the Congress of the United
States to declare that a bruise is
lynching, that an abrasion is lynching,
that any injury to the body, no matter
how temporary, is on par with the
atrocities done to people like Emmett
Till, Raymond Gunn, and Sam Hose,
who were Killed for no reason but be-
cause they were Black. To do that
would demean their memories and
cheapen the historic and horrific leg-
acy of lynching in our country.

As Congressman AMASH stated, ‘“To
be clear, the bill does not make lynch-
ing a new Federal hate crime. Mur-
dering someone on account of their
race or conspiring to do so is now ille-
gal under Federal law. It is already a
Federal crime, and it is already a hate
crime.”

He is right. We have had Federal hate
crime statutes for over 50 years, and it
has been a Federal hate crime to mur-
der someone because of his race for
over a decade. Additionally, murder is
already a crime in 50 States. In fact,
rather than considering a good-inten-
tioned but symbolic bill, the Senate
could immediately consider addressing
qualified immunity and ending police
militarization.

We can and must do better. That is
why no one in the Senate has been
more involved in criminal justice re-
form than I have. No one has intro-
duced more criminal justice reform
bills. In my time in the Senate, I have
authored or cosponsored at least 22
unique criminal justice reform bills. I
am acutely aware of the injustices per-
petrated year in and year out in our
cities, but reform needs to be more
than window dressing.

That is why I am on the floor today
to offer the expedited passage—pass it
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today—of the Emmett Till
Antilynching Act, as amended. Lynch-
ing is a particularly vicious kind of
murder, and a Federal law should treat
it as such. For these reasons, the Em-
mett Till Antilynching Act should be
adopted with my amendment, which
would apply the criminal penalties for
lynching only and not for other crimes.

Mr. President, I ask unanimous con-
sent that the Senate proceed to the im-
mediate consideration of H.R. 35, which
was received by the House. I ask unani-
mous consent that my amendment at
the desk be agreed to, that the bill, as
amended, be considered read a third
time and passed, and that the motion
to reconsider be considered made and
laid upon the table.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there
objection?

The Senator from California.

Ms. HARRIS. Mr. President, in re-
serving the right to object, the idea
that we would not be taking the issue
of lynching seriously is an insult, an
insult to Senator BOOKER, to Senator
TIM SCOTT, to me, and to all of the Sen-
ators, past and present, who have un-
derstood that this is part of the great
stain of America’s history.

To suggest that anything short of
pulverizing someone so much that the
casket would otherwise be closed ex-
cept for the heroism and courage of
Emmett Till’s mother, to suggest that
lynching would only be a lynching if
someone’s heart were pulled out and
produced and displayed to someone else
is ridiculous—and on this day, the day
of George Floyd’s funeral and a day
that should be a day of national
mourning.

In 2018, the Senate unanimously
passed bipartisan antilynching legisla-
tion, which I proudly introduced with
the only other Black Members of this
body—Senator CORY BOOKER and Sen-
ator TiIM ScoTT. It was a historic mo-
ment. It marked the first time in the
history of our country that Federal
antilynching legislation had been
passed by the U.S. Senate. It passed
again by unanimous consent in 2019.

Senator PAUL is now trying to weak-
en a bill that was already passed. There
is no reason for this. Senator PAUL’s
amendment would place a greater bur-
den on victims of lynching than is cur-
rently required under Federal hate
crimes laws. There is no reason for
this. There is no reason other than its
being cruel and deliberate obstruction
on a day of mourning.

On this very day, at this very hour,
there is a memorial service to honor
the life of George Floyd, who was mur-
dered on a sidewalk by a police officer,
with a knee on his neck. For 8 minutes
46 seconds, George Floyd pled for his
life, called for his late mother, and said
he could not breathe. The pain experi-
enced not only by that man, that
human being and his family and his
children, but the pain of the people of
America witnessing what we have wit-
nessed since the founding of this coun-
try, which is that the Black lives have
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