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They have been involved in years
past to make sure the John Birch Soci-
ety had a place in our society—the lib-
ertarians. They were libertarians for a
while.

The Supreme Court has paved the
way for greedy robber barons—robber
barons like the Koch brothers—to cre-
ate a government that works for the
richest of the rich.

Democracy demands that every
American has an equal opportunity to
have his or her voice heard. It should
not be dependent upon how much
money one has.

I am sorry to say our Supreme Court
has determined that your voice is
going to be much louder if you have a
lot of money. A democratic system
should give every American a fair shot,
but every time we have tried to make
an effort to fix our broken finance sys-
tem, the Republicans have said no.

We had a DISCLOSE Act. We brought
it before this body. It would have
passed the House at that time. There
were 59 Democrats. We needed one Re-
publican—one Republican—to make it
more apparent so that the American
people could see where this money was
coming from. Not one Republican
would join with us.

Now, I came to the House of Rep-
resentatives with the senior Senator
from Arizona. I admire him. He is an
American hero, despite what Donald
Trump says. He proved himself in bat-
tle and in the prison system set up in
Vietnam. I admire JOHN McCCAIN. I can
remember him working with Russ
Feingold, the Senator from Wisconsin,
and they passed the McCain-Feingold
legislation. It became the law of this
country. It was a really good, strong
step forward. Citizens United wiped
that out.

My friend, the senior Senator from
Arizona, had an opportunity to help
this bad financial system the Supreme
Court has put forward, and he didn’t
step forward. He decided to take a pass
on it. I am very disappointed. I have
never forgotten what he didn’t do or
what he could have done with one vote.
We only needed one vote. We had 59,
and we only needed 1 more.

Rather than secret political spend-
ing, we should have immediate disclo-
sure—some disclosure. Rather than
corporations buying influence, we
should restore laws that limit the
power of special interests. Rather than
empowering the wealthy, we should en-
courage small contributions.

We must make clear once and for all
that the United States of America is
not for sale.

We criticized and complained about
the Soviet Union and how it was. We
were so happy when the Soviet Union
fell and Russia became a ‘‘democracy.”
Now people say that Russia is an oli-
garchy. What is an oligarchy? An oli-
garchy is a country run by a person
who is controlled by wealth—the
wealth of individuals and families.
That is what we have in Russia, and
that is what we are going to have in
America if this is allowed to continue.
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The Koch brothers and a few other
billionaires will be in concert with—we
see this line of characters running for
President on the Republican ticket—it
will be with them. It will be an oligar-
chy first class. It will match what is
going on in Russia today.

We must make clear that the United
States is not for sale. The Citizens
United decision that we celebrate in a
very adverse way today on its anniver-
sary is bad for the country, and I hope
the Supreme Court understands how
bad it is for the country. It is one of
the worst decisions in the history of
the Supreme Court, if not the worst.

Mr. President, would the Chair an-
nounce the business of the day.

——
RESERVATION OF LEADER TIME

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

———

PROVIDING FOR CONGRESSIONAL
DISAPPROVAL OF A RULE SUB-
MITTED BY THE CORPS OF ENGI-
NEERS AND THE ENVIRON-
MENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY—
VETO

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under
the previous order, the Senate will re-
sume consideration of the veto message
on S.J. Res. 22, which the clerk will re-
port.

The legislative clerk read as follows:

Veto message to accompany S.J. Res. 22, a
joint resolution providing for congressional
disapproval under chapter 8 of title 5, United
States Code, of the rule submitted by the
Corps of Engineers and the Environmental
Protection Agency relating to the definition
of “‘waters of the United States’ under the
Federal Water Pollution Control Act.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under
the previous order, the time until 10:30
a.m. will be equally divided between
the two leaders or their designees.

Mr. REID. Mr. President, I suggest
the absence of a quorum, and I ask
unanimous consent that the time be
charged equally between the majority
and the minority.

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

The clerk will call the roll.

The legislative clerk proceeded to
call the roll.

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

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

UNANIMOUS CONSENT AGREEMENT—EXECUTIVE
CALENDAR

Mr. BLUNT. Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent that on Tuesday,
January 26, at 2:15 p.m., the Senate
proceed to executive session to con-
sider the following nomination: Cal-
endar No. 306; that there be 15 minutes
of debate on the nomination, equally
divided in the usual form; that upon
the use or yielding back of time, the
Senate vote without intervening action
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or debate on the nomination; that if
confirmed, the President be imme-
diately notified of the Senate’s action
and the Senate then resume legislative
session.

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

UNANIMOUS CONSENT AGREEMENT—S. 2012

Mr. BLUNT. Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent that following
morning business on Tuesday, January
26, the Senate proceed to Calendar No.
218, S. 2012, with a period of debate
only until 3 p.m.

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

Mr. BLUNT. Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent to engage in a col-
loquy with my Republican colleagues.

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

Mr. BLUNT. Thank you, Mr. Presi-
dent.

We are here today to vote in about
half an hour on overriding the Presi-
dent’s veto, a congressional action that
would not have allowed the country to
move forward with the so-called waters
of the United States rule.

The waters of the United States
sounds like a lot until you look at the
map beside me. This is a map of the
State of Missouri and of what would be
covered under EPA jurisdiction, if this
rule is allowed to go into effect.

This is a map from the Missouri
Farm Bureau that nobody has taken
issue with, and the red part of our
State would be covered by Federal Gov-
ernment authority. So 99.7 percent of
the State would suddenly be under the
jurisdiction of the EPA on all things
related to water: water running off the
parking lot, water running off your
driveway, water running off your roof,
water falling into your yard, water
falling into a vacant lot if someone
wants to build a house on that vacant
lot—all of those things in 99.7 percent
of the State. I think that three-tenths
of 1 percent may be some unusual seep-
age area where the water runs away in
a way that the EPA hasn’t yet figured
out how to assert jurisdiction over.

The law passed in the early 1970s, the
Clean Water Act, said that the EPA
would have jurisdiction over navigable
waters. So, if you believe the EPA and
believe this rule and believe in the
President’s veto, navigable waters
would apparently be every drop of
water in 99.7 percent of Missouri.

If the President and the administra-
tion and the EPA want to change the
law where it no longer says ‘‘navigable
waters,” but where it says virtually all
the water, there is a way to do that: In-
troduce a bill, come to the Congress,
and the Congress votes on that bill. If
the House and Senate approve it—I
know this sounds like it is a pretty pe-
destrian discussion. But apparently the
President and EPA don’t understand
that it is the way to change the law. It
is not just that somebody decides that
all of the water in Missouri—or to be
accurate, 99.7 percent of the water in
our State, of the geography of our
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