S2086

I think he is a judge’s judge, a law-
yer’s lawyer. That is the kind of person
I think we need on the Court in this
day and age. So I hope we can find a
way to move to hearings, to allow the
American people to participate in this
process, to watch the process unfold, to
get to know the judge. Let’s get to
know him better and then make our
decision so we can carry out our con-
stitutional responsibility to advise and
consent.

That, I believe, is what we owe the
Constitution and what we owe the peo-
ple of the United States.

I yield the floor.

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. SUL-
LIVAN). The Senator from Pennsyl-
vania.

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

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator is recognized.

————
ISIS
Mr. CASEY. Mr. President, I rise

today to discuss briefly the fight
against ISIS and the sources of its fi-
nancial support. As the administration
accelerates the coalition military cam-
paign against ISIS, I believe the ad-
ministration must continue to inten-
sify efforts to dismantle the financial
networks that support this vicious ter-
rorist organization.

We know that ISIS operates like a
criminal syndicate and profits from the
illicit sale of oil, antiquities, and other
items through the black market, all
while extorting civilians it has under
its control. ISIS uses this funding to
conduct terror attacks and control ter-
ritory in both Iraq and Syria. They use
it to buy more weapons, ammunition,
and components for improvised explo-
sive devices, which we know by the ac-
ronym IEDs.

They also use this funding to pay for
salaries for fighters and to develop
propaganda materials to spread their
hateful ideology. Already, we have seen
evidence that both U.S. and coalition
efforts against their financial net-
works, including airstrikes on oil
trucks and cash storage sites, have had
a meaningful impact on their fi-
nances—the finances of ISIS.

There is evidence that ISIS has had
to reduce the salaries they pay their
fighters in recent months. That is good
news. I believe that if we can cut off
their money, we can significantly di-
minish their ability to operate. Mem-
bers of Congress should support this ef-
fort in any way we can.

Recently, during the month of Feb-
ruary, I traveled to four countries to
focus on part of this effort. I visited
Israel, Saudi Arabia, Turkey, and
Qatar to press the foreign leaders in
those countries, especially the last
three, to accelerate the fight against
terrorist financiers and facilitators.

Much more remains to be done to cut
off the financing that ISIS receives. A
recent report by the Culture Under
Threat Task Force describes ISIS as
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“industrial, methodical, and strictly
controlled from the highest levels of
the organization’s leadership.”’” This re-
port further indicates the analysts’
warning that ISIS may try to increase
its antiquities trafficking activity as
other revenue streams such as oil sales
are, in fact, cut off.

So we have to be on guard for this
and take action against it. I sponsored
the Senate version of the Protect and
Preserve International Cultural Prop-
erty Act of 2015. This is a bill that
would restrict the importation into the
United States of antiquities smuggled
out of Syria since the beginning of the
conflict. It also expresses the sense of
Congress that the administration
should better coordinate among the
many agencies with expertise in coun-
terterrorism finance and cultural her-
itage protection so there is better co-
ordination within the administration.
That is the aim of the legislation.

This bill also sends a strong signal
that the United States will not be a
market for this illicit activity that
only benefits terrorists and especially
ISIS. It also will not be a market that
funds any terrorist group that leads to
the destruction of cultural heritage. So
I want to thank Senators PERDUE,
GRASSLEY, COONS, and PETERS for their
cosponsorship of this important legis-
lation.

I am pleased that the Senate passed
the Protect and Preserve International
Cultural Property Act. It passed just
last night. It is urgent that we send
this bill to the President’s desk.

I yield the floor.

I suggest the absence of a quorum.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
clerk will call the roll.

The legislative clerk proceeded to
call the roll.

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

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

FAA REAUTHORIZATION BILL

Mr. PETERS. Mr. President, I rise to
urge swift passage of the bipartisan
Federal Aviation Administration Reau-
thorization Act of 2016 currently pend-
ing on the Senate floor.

This legislation supports U.S. jobs
and promotes competition while in-
creasing safety in the national aero-
space system. In the wake of the tragic
attacks in Brussels, the bill includes a
number of important airport security
reforms.

We are proposing to invest in our Na-
tion’s airports by authorizing a $400
million increase for the Airport Im-
provement Program, which airports
across the Nation rely on to modernize
their infrastructure. We are also seek-
ing to preserve the Federal Contract
Tower Program, which supports gen-
eral aviation safety, commercial air-
ports, law enforcement, and emergency
medical operations.

Michigan is a large State, and our
rural airports Kkeep smaller commu-
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nities across the Upper Peninsula and
Northern Michigan competitive and
connected. Maintaining the Hssential
Air Service Program supports airports
that Michiganders rely on, such as the
Alpena County Regional Airport, Mus-
kegon County Airport, and Delta Coun-
ty Airport.

This bill also advances responsible
usage of unmanned aircraft systems—
known more commonly as UAS or
drones—by addressing safety and pri-
vacy issues, enhancing enforcement
against irresponsible usage, and cre-
ating new opportunities for research,
development, and the testing of these
innovative technologies.

I thank my colleagues—Commerce
Committee Chairman JOHN THUNE and
Ranking Member BILL NELSON—for
working with me during the committee
markup process to include a provision
that grew out of bipartisan legislation
I authored with Senator MORAN of Kan-
sas—the Higher Education UAS Mod-
ernization Act. This important legisla-
tion will clear the way for our Nation’s
students and educators to use UAS
technology for research, education, and
job training. This will keep our re-
search universities, workforce, and
manufacturers on the cutting edge of
global competitiveness as they develop
the UAS of the future that will drive
our economy forward. Our brightest
minds will have the ability to design,
to refine, and to fly UAS so they can
advance these technologies to help pre-
pare our country for safe, widespread
integration of UAS into the National
Airspace System. This will support job
creation across the income spectrum as
our Nation’s workforce will be able to
get the training they need to operate
these systems both safely and effi-
ciently.

This legislation has the support of
the Association of Public and Land-
grant Universities, the Association of
American Universities, and dozens of
other colleges and universities across
this country.

In addition to advancing the next
generation of civilian drone develop-
ment, the reauthorization being con-
sidered also supports and protects the
ability of our Air National Guard to
safely and effectively operate remotely
piloted aircraft, or RPAs.

I worked to include legislation that
helps Air National Guard units across
this country maintain their operations,
including the Michigan Air National
Guard’s 110th Attack Wing in Battle
Creek, MI, which I had the privilege of
visiting earlier this month. The 110th
has two critical missions: operating
MQ-9 Reaper RPAs and a Cyber Oper-
ations Squadron.

Michigan is proud to host these cut-
ting-edge, high-tech military oper-
ations that securely and effectively op-
erate aircraft located thousands of
miles away supporting our troops that
are deployed overseas. Our troops have
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a high demand for remotely piloted air-
craft, which conduct intelligence, sur-
veillance, and reconnaissance oper-
ations as well as offensive strike oper-
ations.

The Air Force is working hard to
meet the demand for RPAs from com-
manders in theater and has already in-
creased incentive pay for RPA pilots
and doubled pilot class sizes to keep up
with the demand.

Air National Guard units based in
the United States but flying aircraft
which could be anywhere else in the
world add additional capacity to meet
our global security needs. These are
sensitive operations requiring very spe-
cific infrastructure that the Air Na-
tional Guard has invested in at bases
all across the country.

As certain Air National Guard units
operating at civilian airports, like Bat-
tle Creek, transition from manned mis-
sions to remotely piloted aircraft mis-
sions, they are concerned the airport
where they lease their base could be
forced to either raise their rent or risk
losing eligibility for much needed FAA
grants. I worked with my colleagues—
Senators COTTON and ERNST—on legis-
lation to prevent this unfair and un-
necessary choice for Battle Creek and
other airports across the country. I am
proud this provision has been included
in the legislation we are considering
today, which will prevent the FAA
from denying grant funding on the
basis that an airport renews a low-cost
lease with a military unit, regardless
of whether that unit operates aircraft
physically stationed at the airport.

While I understand the FAA’s inter-
est in ensuring that airports receive a
fair rate for the space they lease, I am
glad this legislation will clarify that
military units, including the National
Guard, can continue to receive nominal
leases. If an airport and a military unit
agree to renew a low-cost lease, they
should be able to proceed without con-
cern the FAA will revoke the airport’s
grant authority.

The communities that host our mili-
tary bases are proud of their role in na-
tional defense.

These airports shouldn’t have to
choose between continuing to host a
military tenant and maintaining eligi-
bility for grants that can improve the
safety and efficiency of local airport
operations.

Again, I want to applaud Leader
McCONNELL, Leader REID, Chairman
THUNE, and Ranking Member NELSON
for their work on this important bipar-
tisan legislation, and I urge my col-
leagues to support its passage early
next week.

I suggest the absence of a quorum.

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mrs.
CAPITO). The clerk will call the roll.

The legislative clerk proceeded to
call the roll.

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

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

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — SENATE

Mr. CORNYN. Madam President, it
may not look like it now, but we are
actually making great progress in mov-
ing forward with a critical piece of leg-
islation that would reauthorize the
Federal Aviation Administration and,
in the process, make flying safer and
more efficient for all of our citizens.
Members across the aisle have worked
together on this legislation, and I
know we will have an important vote
at 5:30 p.m. on Monday and hopefully
be able to process some of the amend-
ments that have been agreed upon by
the managers of the bill, which are a
part of the managers’ package.

———

CALLING FOR APPOINTMENT OF A
SPECIAL COUNSEL

Mr. CORNYN. Madam President, I
want to turn to a topic that has con-
cerned me a lot over the last year and
troubles me more each day, and that is
the use by former Secretary of State
Hillary Clinton of an unsecured private
email server while serving as our Na-
tion’s top diplomat. We have known
about her private email server for a
while now and the great lengths she
has gone to avoid compliance with
some pretty important laws that Con-
gress has passed and that have been
signed into law by the President of the
United States.

I believe transparency in government
is very important in terms of building
public confidence for what we are actu-
ally doing. That is why even when I
was at the State level as Texas Attor-
ney General, I was an avid supporter of
open records and open meetings legis-
lation so the public had access and saw
their right to know honored.

Here in Congress, since I have gotten
here, I have been working closely with
my ideological opposite, Senator PAT
LEAHY from Vermont, with him on the
left end of the spectrum and me on the
right end of the spectrum, but both
agreeing that the public’s right to
know is so important when it comes to
self-government and what the public
doesn’t know can hurt them. That is
why when Lyndon Johnson signed the
Freedom of Information Act into law,
it passed with such broad support, and
it continues to enjoy that kind of
broad support today. It applies the
principle of transparency and account-
ability, and in the process, it helps
build confidence for what Congress is
doing on the people’s behalf.

It is pretty clear that Secretary Clin-
ton sought to evade those important
laws by setting up this private email
server.

I know most people are familiar with
the dot-com domains that we use per-
haps at your home or my home, and we
have the dot-gov domain, which is used
by government agencies and the like.
But then there is a dot-mil, which is
used by the Department of Defense and
is a classified system. There is actually
another system that operates inde-
pendently which carries the most sen-
sitive classified information circulated
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by our intelligence community around
the world.

Those are important distinctions be-
cause those don’t necessarily talk to
each other. In fact, they are not con-
nected to the Internet. The classified
intelligence system server is not con-
nected to the military classified sys-
tem or to the dot-gov system and cer-
tainly not to the dot-com or the pri-
vate email server.

I have not heard another example of
anybody who has been quite so care-
less—to use the President’s term—or
reckless—to use my term—with how
private email servers are used to con-
duct official business. There is a lot of
risk associated with that.

We know the former Secretary of
State did delete tens of thousands of
emails that were once on the server. In
other words, she hadn’t turned those
over to the State Department to vet
and determine whether they complied
with court orders requiring the State
Department to produce emails that
were producible under the Freedom of
Information Act. She just deleted
them.

We know that her emails contained
classified information, some at very
high levels of government classifica-
tion. As many of our Nation’s top secu-
rity experts will tell you, it is likely
that our adversaries had easy access to
and monitored Secretary Clinton’s un-
secured server, as well as the sensitive
communications that were contained
on it.

As Secretary of State, you are a
member of the President’s Cabinet.
You are operating at the highest levels
of classification with very sensitive in-
formation, and it is simply irrespon-
sible to subject that information to the
efforts by our Nation’s adversaries to
capture and read it and use it to their
advantage.

All of this should concern all of us. I
am not just talking about the political
ramifications. This is not primarily
about politics. But Secretary Clinton’s
actions were such an extreme breach of
the Nation’s confidence, and they po-
tentially gave away extremely sen-
sitive information that put our na-
tional security in jeopardy, not to
mention the lives of those who serve
our country in the intelligence commu-
nity and whose very identity may have
been revealed by this very sensitive
classified information.

This is not a trivial matter. We need
to treat this seriously, and the facts
must be pursued in a thorough, impar-
tial investigation. I know most people
don’t really believe there is such a
thing as an impartial investigation
here in Washington, DC, but there is a
category of counsel that has been cre-
ated by Congress to provide some
measure of independence from the De-
partment of Justice. That is called a
special counsel. It is up to the Attor-
ney General herself whether to appoint
the special counsel when she recognizes
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