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Senate 
The Senate met at 3 p.m. and was 

called to order by the President pro 
tempore (Mr. HATCH). 

f 

PRAYER 

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

Let us pray. 
Almighty God, all power and author-

ity belong to You. You even rule the 
raging of the sea. 

Guide our lawmakers as they strive 
to serve Your purposes for their lives 
in this generation. May they acknowl-
edge You as the source of their 
strength, finding their security in the 
wisdom and love of Your unfolding 
providence. Make our Senators a shin-
ing example of trustworthy and respon-
sible stewardship. Use them to 
strengthen the moral fiber of our Na-
tion and world. Lord, give them a re-
newed sense of reverence and wonder 
that You have chosen them to serve 
You and country. 

We pray in Your gracious Name. 
Amen. 

f 

PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE 

The President pro tempore led the 
Pledge of Allegiance, as follows: 

I pledge allegiance to the Flag of the 
United States of America, and to the Repub-
lic for which it stands, one nation under God, 
indivisible, with liberty and justice for all. 

f 

RECOGNITION OF THE MAJORITY 
LEADER 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. 
YOUNG). The majority leader is recog-
nized. 

f 

HEALTHCARE LEGISLATION 

Mr. MCCONNELL. Mr. President, 
ObamaCare has been hurting toward 
collapse for years. Today it sits on the 
edge of a total meltdown. Unless we do 
something about that, even more 
Americans are going to get hurt. 

These are the men and women we 
represent—Americans who didn’t do 
anything wrong and Americans who, in 
too many cases, have been hurt by 
ObamaCare already—and we have a re-
sponsibility to help before ObamaCare 
literally comes crashing down around 
them. 

I think each of us understands this. 
Yet, too often, this central fact seems 
to get lost amidst the din of cable news 
sound bites and over-the-top attacks. 
Too many seem to have forgotten the 
pain ObamaCare has brought to so 
many families over the years. Too 
many seem to have forgotten that even 
more will be hurt if the ObamaCare 
status quo is allowed to continue. 

I recently shared a letter from a con-
stituent in Lancaster who told me 
about her struggle to make ends meet 
under ObamaCare. Here is what she 
said: ‘‘Why is there a law forcing me to 
pay for something I can’t afford,’’ she 
asked. ‘‘Either I can eat and pay my 
mortgage or [I can] pay for insurance.’’ 

I recently shared the story of a single 
mom from Berea, a full-time student 
trying to make ends meet. When she 
began searching for a plan on the 
ObamaCare exchanges, she told me she 
saw a startling picture: high premiums 
and a staggering deductible. 

‘‘At this rate,’’ she wrote, ‘‘I would 
honestly be better not to take health 
insurance at all and hope for the best. 
Americans like myself need something 
better.’’ 

Premiums have been skyrocketing 
under ObamaCare for years now—by as 
much as an average of 105 percent in 
the majority of the States’ Federal ex-
changes. Unless we act, premiums are 
poised to continue skyrocketing. 

Customers are now learning what 
they can expect next year, and the sit-
uation is concerning. ObamaCare pre-
miums could climb by as much as 30 
percent in my State, over 40 percent in 
Tennessee, and over 50 percent in Geor-
gia. Unfortunately, these States are 
not alone. This is a trend we are seeing 
all across our country. 

To make matters worse, many have 
been left behind with fewer options as 
ObamaCare has forced insurance op-
tions literally out of the marketplace. 
Unless we act, choices will continue to 
decline on the exchanges, just as they 
have over the past several years. 

I recently shared a Lexington na-
tive’s account about the limited op-
tions she found on the exchanges. Here 
is what she said: ‘‘I live in one of the 
three largest cities in our state, and I 
had two options for insurance this 
year. The lowest deductible option,’’ 
she continued, ‘‘was $10,000.’’ 

I recently shared a Louisville moth-
er’s pleas for Congress to bring relief 
from ObamaCare’s limited options. 
Here is what she said: ‘‘Middle class 
Kentuckians are hurting because of 
ObamaCare,’’ she said. ‘‘Residents 
[have] little choice for health plans and 
our family is not the only one suffering 
from the high costs of health insur-
ance.’’ 

‘‘I hope,’’ she concluded, that ‘‘you 
will push hard to fix our healthcare 
system.’’ 

This year, families in 70 percent of 
counties had just one or two insurance 
options on ObamaCare. As a survey out 
just yesterday showed, the number of 
uninsured grew in 2017, with nearly 2 
million people dropping ObamaCare 
coverage. Now we are hearing even 
more negative projections for next 
year. 

In fact, it is expected that in 2018, 
thousands could be left without any 
ObamaCare options at all in States like 
Nevada and Missouri and Ohio, while 
thousands more are left with just one 
choice, which is really no choice at all. 

A new CMS report released just a few 
minutes ago found that nearly 40 per-
cent fewer insurers have filed to par-
ticipate in the ObamaCare exchanges 
next year. This reduction in choice is a 
trend we have been seeing under 
ObamaCare, and it seems only to keep 
getting worse. 

Higher prices, fewer options, dimin-
ished hope, that is the legacy of 
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ObamaCare for too many. It has been 
failing the American people for years, 
and it will collapse around them if we 
fail to act. 

We will not make things better if we 
go backward with even more Federal 
control. We will not solve this problem 
by simply throwing more money at it. 
Bandaids just will not work here. The 
American people deserve solutions that 
finally empower them in making more 
of their own decisions about their fami-
lies’ healthcare. 

I regret that our Democratic col-
leagues have made clear they are not 
interested in working seriously with us 
to pursue the types of comprehensive 
reforms needed to improve healthcare 
for hard-working Americans who have 
been hurt by this law, but the Senate 
Republican conference will continue 
working to help these families because 
we believe they deserve better than 
ObamaCare and its years of failures. 

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. SCHUMER. Mr. President, I ask 

unanimous consent that the order for 
the quorum call be rescinded. 

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

f 

RECOGNITION OF THE MINORITY 
LEADER 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
Democratic leader is recognized. 

f 

HEALTHCARE LEGISLATION 

Mr. SCHUMER. Mr. President, as 
Senators continue to return from the 
State work period, we return here in 
the Senate to the topic of healthcare, 
which everyone in America should con-
tinue to focus on. 

Even after weeks of work, it seems 
my friends on the other side are no 
closer to having enough votes to pro-
ceed to their bill—which, of course, 
they insisted on doing with no Demo-
cratic votes or input. 

The biggest challenge proposed to the 
legislation during the break was an 
amendment offered by the junior Sen-
ator from Texas, TED CRUZ, which 
would remove crucial protections for 
sicker Americans and unbalance the 
marketplace. The Cruz amendment is a 
hoax. Under the guise of lowering pre-
miums, the Cruz amendment would ac-
tually make healthcare more expensive 
because deductibles and copayments 
would be so onerous that many Ameri-
cans would pay more, not less, in out- 
of-pocket expenses than they pay 
today. These lower premium policies 
will have such high deductibles and 
copays that the policies themselves 
would be virtually worthless. Imagine 
you have a $2,000 premium and a $1,000 
deductible in your policy. Imagine now 
that, under the Cruz amendment, an 
insurance company is allowed to offer a 
cheaper policy because they aren’t re-

quired to cover very many services. 
That policy might have a premium of 
$1,000 but a deductible of $10,000. You 
would be paying less monthly, but you 
would have to put down a huge amount 
of money for your policy to even kick 
in. In that way, a Cruz insurance policy 
is worse than no policy at all because 
the vast majority would pay a monthly 
premium and never hit their deduct-
ible, so they would be getting no health 
insurance benefit at all. You would pay 
the premium, but the deductible is so 
high, your insurance never kicks in. 
What good is that? In effect, for many, 
it is a policy that would have a pre-
mium but no insurance. 

In addition, Americans with pre-
existing conditions will almost cer-
tainly be left without access to afford-
able and quality healthcare, making 
the Senate bill even meaner than the 
House bill on this issue. Even the Re-
publican Senator from Iowa, Senator 
GRASSLEY, said that about the Cruz 
amendment. Here is what he said: 

There’s a real feeling that [it’s] subterfuge 
to get around pre-existing conditions. . . . If 
it has the effect of annihilating the pre-ex-
isting condition requirement that we have in 
the existing bill, then obviously I would ob-
ject to that. 

Those are the words of Senator 
GRASSLEY. 

Members of both parties agree that 
the most significant potential change 
to the Republican TrumpCare bill is an 
amendment that would make the legis-
lation even worse. So make no mistake 
about it—the Cruz amendment is a 
cruel, mean hoax. 

Let’s not forget that even without 
the Cruz amendment, the substance of 
the base Senate Republican bill is dev-
astating. The CBO reports it would 
cause costs to go up, care to go down, 
and force 22 million Americans off 
their health insurance. It would end 
Medicaid as we know it. 

This weekend, I had the good experi-
ence once again to go to the Utica Boil-
ermaker, a famous 15K road race in my 
dad’s hometown, the largest in the 
country. People from 45 States partici-
pated. 

As usual, I walked through the crowd 
afterwards, congratulating people on a 
great race. They were sweaty, but they 
were happy. I came upon three men in 
wheelchairs. Here they are. Just after 
they crossed the finish line, the first 
thing they said to me was this: ‘‘Sen-
ator, please protect Medicaid; we’d be 
lost without it.’’ 

These were proud men, and they de-
served to be proud for finishing a dif-
ficult race made harder by their dis-
ability. They could be forgiven for tak-
ing a moment to celebrate. Instead, 
they wheeled up to me to talk about 
how important Medicaid was to them. 

These are not slackers. They 
wouldn’t be in a race like this if they 
were. They needed some help. They are 
disabled. I don’t know how their dis-
abilities came about—probably from 
work. They look like really strong 
guys. Are we going to take away their 

Medicaid so we can give tax breaks to 
the wealthiest people in America? I 
hope not. 

These folks know that Medicaid is a 
lifesaver for Americans with disabil-
ities. They want it maintained and 
strengthened, not dismantled so our 
Republican friends can give another 
tax break to the very wealthy. 

These three should remind everyone 
that dismantling Medicaid is the wrong 
way to go. It is time to move on from 
the failing Republicans-only approach 
and start over in a bipartisan way in 
healthcare. 

Republican leadership has been try-
ing to cajole their Members into voting 
for this bill by saying that if Repub-
licans fail to pass this bill, they will 
have to work with Democrats. Repub-
lican leadership is not telling their 
Members: Vote for this bill because it 
is a good bill. No, they are saying: Vote 
for this bill or you will have to work 
with Democrats. 

When you can’t defend the substance 
of the bill at all, it is time to move on. 
When using bipartisanship as a threat 
is your only argument, it is time to 
move on. 

My Republican friends should not be 
so afraid of working with Democrats 
that they are bullied into supporting a 
terrible bill. The Senate—we all know 
this—was intended as a forge for bipar-
tisan consensus—a cooling saucer, as 
the Founding Fathers said. In the Sen-
ate, bipartisanship should be the first 
option, not the last resort. 

I repeat: We Democrats are willing to 
work. We are ready to work with our 
Republican colleagues on healthcare. 
Today Democratic leadership sent a 
letter to my friend the majority leader 
again offering to work with him on spe-
cific legislation to stabilize the mar-
ketplaces and improve the quality and 
lower the cost of care. 

The majority leader said over the 
break that he may be forced to work 
with Democrats to stabilize market-
places. Democrats say: Let’s do it. 
Let’s do it now. 

We sent the majority leader four spe-
cific proposals, led by Senator SHA-
HEEN’s amendment to guarantee cost- 
sharing reduction payments—the most 
important thing we can do to stabilize 
the marketplace and even lower pre-
miums for many right now. Whatever 
your views on healthcare, we should 
agree that we need to stabilize the 
marketplaces. I look forward to a re-
sponse from the majority leader to our 
letter. 

When will my Republican friends re-
alize that their partisan approach to 
healthcare is a dead end, that the only 
way to truly improve our Nation’s 
healthcare system is to finally heed 
Democrats’ requests to come together 
and work in a bipartisan way? I hope 
our Republican colleagues realize this 
sooner, not later. 
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PRESIDENT TRUMP’S MEETING 

WITH PRESIDENT PUTIN 
Mr. SCHUMER. Mr. President, there 

was the G–20 and President Trump’s bi-
lateral meeting with President Putin. 
While a few good things came out of 
this summit, overall, it was an embar-
rassment to our country and our ideals. 
Clearly, the lowest moment of all was 
President Trump’s meeting with Vladi-
mir Putin, on several counts. 

As our intelligence community has 
concluded, the President of Russia de-
liberately interfered in our elections 
and sought to undermine our democ-
racy. That is not Democrats making it 
up. That is 17 intelligence agencies— 
men and women, many of whom risk 
their lives for us every day, people we 
look up to, people we admire. They are 
the ones who said there was inter-
ference—not Democrats, not politi-
cians. I wish President Trump would 
stop saying it was Democrats who 
came up with this idea. It was our own 
intelligence community. Rather than 
decisively confront the Russian Presi-
dent on these actions—the Russian in-
terference—the President reportedly 
acquiesced to Putin’s denial. 

To give equal credence to the find-
ings of 17 U.S. intelligence agencies 
and an assertion by Mr. Putin is dis-
graceful. They are not equal. Our 17 in-
telligence agencies are far more impor-
tant to us and far more credible to us 
than Vladimir Putin. Every Amer-
ican—every American—no matter their 
party affiliation, should take umbrage 
with the President of the United States 
equating our own hardworking, dedi-
cated intelligence community with Mr. 
Putin, who has shown contempt for our 
democracy and has spent his profes-
sional and political career trying to 
undermine it. 

This almost certainly paves the 
way—the President’s actions almost 
certainly pave the way—for future Rus-
sian interference on our elections. If 
Russia feels there will be no punish-
ment for interfering in our elections, 
no reprimand at all from the United 
States, surely they will try and try 
again. 

President Trump went so far as to 
float the absolutely absurd possibility 
of a joint cyber security unit with the 
Russians. Then he backtracked after he 
was hailing it as one of the great 
things about the summit. When he got 
such reaction—particularly, from Sen-
ators MCCAIN and RUBIO, from his own 
party—he backtracked. 

The thought of working with our ad-
versary on cyber security should send 
chills down the backs of all Americans. 
It is clear that President Trump is not 
willing to be the guardian of American 
interests when it comes to Vladimir 
Putin. The House of Representatives 
must step in and fill the void by pass-
ing the Senate’s tough, bipartisan 
sanctions bill to finally punish Russia 
for their intrusions in our 2016 elec-
tions. 

The Founding Fathers established 
Congress as a check and balance on the 

executive branch when necessary. The 
House must be that check and balance 
now. 

Given the President’s actions at the 
G–20, there is now even more reason for 
the House to pass the Senate sanctions 
bill, which passed 98 to 2—overwhelm-
ingly bipartisan. 

Given President Trump’s casual dis-
missals of the findings of our intel-
ligence community and face-value ac-
ceptance of Mr. Putin’s word, there is 
even greater cause to tie the hands of 
this administration with a tough Rus-
sia sanctions bill. 

Now more than ever, it is clear that 
President Trump should not have the 
final and only authority to lift sanc-
tions on Russia. He has shown that he 
is willing to turn a blind eye to the di-
rect assault on our democracy and did 
so this weekend in his meeting with 
Mr. Putin. 

Congress should step up and say: 
President Trump, if you are not going 
to punish Russia for meddling with our 
democracy, we will. 

The American people are wondering: 
How can the President of the United 
States fail to stick up for our democ-
racy? How can the President fail to se-
riously challenge the man responsible 
for violating the sanctity of our elec-
tions? 

Candidly, I am dismayed that the Re-
publican leadership in this body and in 
the other has been so quiet in the wake 
of these events. The Republican Par-
ty’s foreign policy for decades was 
predicated on opposition to the Soviet 
Union and now Russia. It was the 
linchpin of their foreign policy. Now, 
when a President of their party is soft 
on Russia—even after Russia blatantly 
interfered in our elections—we hardly 
hear a peep from the Republican lead-
ership. 

I certainly acknowledge, respect, and 
admire the words of my friends, Repub-
lican Senators MCCAIN, GRAHAM, 
SASSE, and RUBIO, who have spoken out 
and should be recognized and applauded 
for it. They have been the exception, 
not the rule. We need to hear more 
from the Republican leadership be-
cause this situation is getting ever 
more troubling. 

f 

RUSSIA INVESTIGATION 

Mr. SCHUMER. Mr. President, fi-
nally, a word on the revelation that 
President Trump’s son, his son-in-law, 
and his campaign manager met with a 
lawyer with ties to the Kremlin with 
the pretext of discussing information 
that would be damaging to Secretary 
Clinton’s campaign. 

This revelation should be the end of 
the idea pushed by the administration 
and the President that there is abso-
lutely no evidence of an intent by the 
Trump campaign to coordinate or 
collude. It is certainly not proof posi-
tive—we don’t know what was said in 
the meeting—but these reports in the 
press at least demand further inves-
tigation. 

It defies credulity that the Presi-
dent’s campaign manager, his son, and 
his son-in-law, at the height of a very, 
very heated campaign—three people 
very close to the President and at the 
helm of that campaign—were all going 
to a meeting with a Russian lawyer to 
discuss Russian adoption. Indeed, Don-
ald Trump, Jr., has now admitted— 
after he first said the purpose of the 
meeting was adoption—that he agreed 
to meet to get potentially damaging 
information about Hillary Clinton. 

The Senate Intelligence Committee 
has already indicated that it will look 
into the possibility of coordination or 
collusion as part of their broader inves-
tigation. This meeting and the back-
ground behind it should be included in 
future document requests and addi-
tional lines of inquiry. 

After providing documents to the In-
telligence Committee, Donald Trump, 
Jr., must also testify before the com-
mittee to explain why three of the 
highest level members of the Trump 
administration thought it was appro-
priate to meet with a Russian source to 
receive information about a political 
opponent. We are talking about the 
wellspring and pride of our democ-
racy—free and fair elections without 
foreign interference. 

When the President of the United 
States is unwilling to forcibly defend 
our democracy, a violation of our sov-
ereignty, face to face with its chief ad-
versary, when we continue to learn of 
additional meetings between his cam-
paign and Russian sources, when we 
hear that the White House is actively 
working to water down or stall a bill of 
tough Russia sanctions, we in Congress 
need to step up and defend the vital in-
terests of our country. Both parties 
should be united in that effort because, 
at least for now, the President seems 
unwilling to do so. 

f 

NOMINATIONS 

Mr. SCHUMER. Mr. President, fi-
nally, on nominations, which were just 
mentioned in a noncamera briefing at 
the White House, I understand the 
White House is complaining about the 
pace of nominations, citing the ob-
struction of Senate Democrats. If the 
White House is looking for a cause of 
the delay, they only need to look in the 
mirror. 

No administration in recent memory 
has been slower in sending nominees to 
the Senate. In the last few weeks, the 
administration has sent several nomi-
nees without all of their paperwork or 
their ethics agreements complete. We 
can’t go forward until that happens. 

The White House has sent nominees 
for the Cabinet on down without the 
paperwork or ethics agreements com-
pleted. That is almost unprecedented 
in its degree. Time and again, they 
have stalled on providing committees 
with the information they need to pro-
ceed on nominations. 

After campaigning on ‘‘draining the 
swamp,’’ the Trump administration has 
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sent the Senate a slew of nominees 
with a myriad of conflicts of interest 
and ethics entanglements. It is our 
duty in the Senate to vet these nomi-
nees properly because the American 
people are entitled to ethical govern-
ment. Yet the White House blames the 
delay on obstruction in the Senate. 

It is typical of the Trump adminis-
tration to do something wrong and 
blame someone else for their problem. 

Mr. President, I yield the floor for 
my good friend and colleague from the 
great State of Florida. 

f 

HEALTHCARE LEGISLATION 
Mr. NELSON. Mr. President, before 

the Senator, our leader, yields the 
floor, will he yield for a quick ques-
tion? 

Mr. SCHUMER. I would be happy to 
yield to my friend from Florida. 

Mr. NELSON. The Senator told about 
the comments that have been made 
during the July 4th recess—comments 
about the healthcare bill—to various 
Senators. 

Would the Senator believe that this 
Senator had innumerable people come 
up to him all over Florida, whatever 
venue that I was in—and I was in pub-
lic venues quite a bit—and say: Please 
don’t let them take away my 
healthcare. 

Would the Senator further believe 
that, in visiting the State of an 
unnamed Republican Senator where 
that Senator and I ended up in an air-
port together in that Senator’s State, 
lo and behold, this Senator observed in-
numerable constituents of that Repub-
lican Senator in the airport coming up 
and saying: Please don’t take my 
healthcare away. Would the Senator 
believe that? 

Mr. SCHUMER. In answer to my 
friend, I absolutely would because I 
have experienced the same thing. I was 
in my State in many areas that are Re-
publican, many areas that Donald 
Trump carried. The same thing hap-
pened. I have not previously seen this 
depth of concern from people of all dif-
ferent backgrounds, all different eco-
nomic levels, all different races, reli-
gions, creeds, colors saying the exact 
same thing. People are so afraid of this 
TrumpCare bill that they are begging 
us, almost, to please stop it. In answer 
to the Senator’s question: No, I am not 
surprised because I have experienced 
the same thing in some of the most 
conservative, rural, Republican parts 
of my State during this break. 

Mr. NELSON. I would say just quick-
ly, and further, that this Senator gath-
ered up a group of constituents who 
had written to our office. In this par-
ticular case it was the Tampa office, 
and three of them have been helped 
enormously by being on the Federal ex-
change, since the State of Florida has 
not adopted an exchange. One person 
who is on Medicaid said that they 
would not be alive had they not had 
the sanctity and the integrity of the 
existing Medicaid system, which covers 
some 70 million people in the country. 

Would the Senator tell me, is it accu-
rate that the Senate Republican bill 

would eviscerate Medicaid by taking 
some $800 million out of Medicaid over 
a decade? 

Mr. SCHUMER. The Senator is ex-
actly correct. It affects people across 
the board, including these fine people 
whom I met at the Utica Boilermaker 
15K race. 

I thank my colleague for his, as al-
ways, astute questions. 

f 

RESERVATION OF LEADER TIME 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under 

the previous order, the leadership time 
is reserved. 

f 

CONCLUSION OF MORNING 
BUSINESS 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Morning 
business is closed. 

f 

EXECUTIVE SESSION 

EXECUTIVE CALENDAR 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under 

the previous order, the Senate will pro-
ceed to executive session to resume 
consideration of the Rao nomination, 
which the clerk will report. 

The bill clerk read the nomination of 
Neomi Rao, of the District of Colum-
bia, to be Administrator of the Office 
of Information and Regulatory Affairs, 
Office of Management and Budget. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Florida. 

(The remarks of Mr. NELSON per-
taining to the introduction of S. 1521 
are printed in today’s RECORD under 
‘‘Statements on Introduced Bills and 
Joint Resolutions.’’) 

Mr. NELSON. I yield the floor. 
I suggest the absence of a quorum. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 

clerk will call the roll. 
The bill 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 (Mrs. 
ERNST). Without objection, it is so or-
dered. 

HEALTHCARE LEGISLATION 
Mr. CORNYN. Madam President, I 

know we are all glad to be back in 
Washington, DC, at work after a few 
days back home, and I know many of 
us are eager to continue our work to 
rescue the American people from the 
failures of the Affordable Care Act, 
otherwise known as ObamaCare. 

The failures of ObamaCare are well 
documented, and while they don’t nec-
essarily apply to everyone, particular 
individuals and small businesses in the 
so-called individual market have seen a 
meltdown of the insurance exchanges. 
The Presiding Officer in her home 
State of Iowa, I know, has had insur-
ance companies pulling out to the 
point where people can’t even find an 
insurance carrier who will sell a policy 
that qualifies under the Affordable 
Care Act. That is because the Afford-
able Care Act was, unfortunately, a 
partisan exercise and a Big Govern-
ment experiment that has failed. 

All you have to do is look at the 
promises that were made at the time 
that ObamaCare was being sold back in 
2009 and 2010. The President himself 
said that if you like your doctor, you 
can keep your doctor. Well, that proved 
to be not true. He said that if you liked 
your policy, you can keep your policy. 
Well, that proved not to be true as well 
because people saw their policies can-
celed because they couldn’t qualify 
under the new requirements of the Af-
fordable Care Act. 

Perhaps the thing that stung the 
most was the fact that the President 
said back in 2009 and 2010 that an aver-
age family of four would see a reduc-
tion in their health insurance pre-
miums by an average of $2,500. Well, 
what we have seen since 2013 is a 105- 
percent increase in insurance pre-
miums under the Affordable Care Act, 
and so instead of seeing a cut in their 
out-of-pocket costs of $2,500, what peo-
ple have experienced—families of 
four—is an insurance premium increase 
of $3,000. Now, some people may be able 
to absorb that cost, but most people I 
know cannot. What it has meant is, 
they have had to reprioritize their 
spending so they have less to spend on 
other things in their life. 

We do know, based on the promises 
made at the time the Affordable Care 
Act was being sold to the American 
people, that it has been a failed experi-
ment. So the question is, What are we 
going to do about it? What are we 
going to tell the folks in Iowa who 
can’t find an insurance policy or an in-
surance company who is willing to sell 
them an insurance policy on the indi-
vidual market? What are we going to 
tell people in Texas who have seen 
their premiums go up by 105 percent 
since 2013 and have been priced out of 
the market or who found that the only 
policy they can afford is one with 
deductibles that are so high that basi-
cally they are denied the benefit of 
their insurance at all? What are we 
going to do about it? 

A number of my colleagues have 
noted that even if Hillary Clinton were 
elected President of the United States, 
we would still have to be revisiting the 
failures of the Affordable Care Act be-
cause the failures are all too obvious 
and public and can’t be denied, but de-
spite that, and acknowledging many of 
ObamaCare’s failings, many of our 
friends across the aisle—in fact, all of 
them so far in the Senate—have made 
clear they want nothing to do with pro-
viding any help or any aid to the peo-
ple who are being hurt by the failures 
of ObamaCare. They don’t want to lift 
a finger to help the people who can’t 
find insurance, who can’t afford it, and 
the policies they are forced to buy 
limit them in a way that they simply 
have decided to opt out. 

So instead of working together with 
us—you would think they would do 
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that. It would just be a logical thing to 
do because their constituents are the 
ones who are being hurt, in many in-
stances. Instead, they have fought us 
tooth and toenail to preserve the bro-
ken status quo in healthcare that has 
failed so many people across the coun-
try, and they have made dubious 
claims about our efforts to address the 
problem to the best of our ability. 

It reminds me of the old saying: 
Don’t let the facts get in the way of a 
good story. Our friends across the aisle 
have simply washed their hands of any 
responsibility, even though they are 
the ones who passed the Affordable 
Care Act and created this failed experi-
ment and put so many people in dis-
tress. Now they are in the process of 
attacking those of us who are trying to 
help people who are hurting, rather 
than lending a helping hand and work-
ing together with us in a bipartisan 
way. 

Let me talk just a minute about 
Medicaid because this is one of the big 
attacks that is being made by our 
Democratic colleagues on our efforts to 
try to salvage healthcare for people 
who are hurt by the failures of the Af-
fordable Care Act. Much of the con-
versation has revolved around Medicaid 
and rightly so. 

In my home State, 4.7 million folks 
currently rely on Medicaid. It is an im-
portant safety net program for people 
who are in low-income status—so for 
poorer folks. For those Americans, I 
want to make sure they understand, 
notwithstanding all the scare tactics, 
Medicaid is not going away. 

Now, one of the common refrains is 
that Medicaid spending is slashed in 
the Better Care Act, but the non-
partisan Congressional Budget Office 
estimates that Medicaid spending will 
grow by $74 billion over 10 years. So 
when they have talked about it being 
cut, it actually grows by $71 billion 
over 4 years. 

I would also point out there are some 
who think the current rate of spending 
on Medicaid can go forward unabated 
without any changes, and that is sim-
ply not true. We know that according 
to the Congressional Research Service, 
Medicaid spending across the country 
totaled $494 billion in 2014. I guess that 
was the last year for which full statis-
tics were available—$494 billion. If we 
do nothing to check the rate of growth 
of Medicaid spending, in 2023, it will be 
$835 billion. So you go from $494 billion 
to $835 billion. We simply cannot keep 
up with that pace of spending. 

Many of us—the Presiding Officer 
being one of them—are concerned 
about cuts in our military, which is the 
one thing the Federal Government has 
to do because nobody else can do it. 
Right now, we have seen, during the 
last administration, cuts of about 20 
percent in our defense spending. 

Well, when you have runaway spend-
ing in entitlement programs like Med-
icaid, where nobody is placed on a 
budget and forced to spend wisely and 
efficiently, essentially by forcing the 

Federal Government to spend $835 bil-
lion for Medicaid spending alone, that 
is going to crowd out a lot of other 
meritorious and important spending, 
including for defense spending as well. 

So we need to make sure Medicaid is 
there but that Medicaid is put on a re-
sponsible budget that grows year after 
year. In fact, during the life of this par-
ticular bill, over the next 10 years, it 
will go up $71 billion. 

Here is another thing. Our friends 
across the aisle act like Medicaid is the 
very best program to come down the 
pike. Well, it is not, and there are a 
number of reasons for that. One is that 
Medicaid recipients don’t always get 
the quality of care or the access to care 
we would hope for. That is because the 
States, which set the rate of reim-
bursement of doctors for Medicare 
beneficiaries, set it so low that it is 
roughly half the amount that is reim-
bursed based on private insurance. 
That is the reason why, in 2000, 67 per-
cent of Texas physicians accepted new 
Medicaid patients. Today, it is 31 per-
cent. So if you are on Medicaid, there 
is a two-thirds chance you will not be 
able to find a doctor to see you as a 
Medicaid beneficiary. 

What we have done, instead, in the 
Better Care Act—particularly for the 
single adult population between 100 
percent and 135 percent of the Federal 
poverty level—is, we said we will give 
you a refundable tax credit you can use 
to buy private insurance. Private in-
surance is highly preferable to Med-
icaid because, for one thing, it reim-
burses physicians at a higher rate and 
gives people greater access to physi-
cians, hospitals, and greater quality of 
care. In my State alone, in the State of 
Texas, according to the Kaiser Family 
Foundation, as many as 600,000 new 
low-income Texans will benefit from 
the provisions of the Better Care Act. 
It will help qualify them for a tax cred-
it not available to them under 
ObamaCare. 

Simply throwing money at Medicaid 
will not help people at all. We need to 
reform Medicaid and make it more effi-
cient. Frankly, one of the things I did 
back when we were debating the Af-
fordable Care Act in the Senate Fi-
nance Committee, I actually filed an 
amendment that said Members of Con-
gress would go on Medicaid. Well, it 
failed, but the point I was trying to 
make is that if Members of Congress 
were on Medicaid, we would fix Med-
icaid. Right now, it is substandard 
healthcare for the reasons I mentioned. 
Two-thirds of the doctors in my State 
alone refuse to see a new Medicaid pa-
tient because it pays them so far under 
the standard of private insurance or 
even Medicare. 

By providing low-income Americans 
access to private insurance instead of 
Medicaid, we can assist those who were 
previously left out of the healthcare 
market and will now be able to pur-
chase a plan of their choice perhaps for 
the first time. Unless we act, we are 
going to continue to see skyrocketing 

premiums and deductibles and lost cov-
erage. 

The American people were told time 
and time again that under ObamaCare 
costs would go down and they would be 
able to keep their doctor, which has 
proven not to be the case. 

I mentioned before on the floor of the 
Senate that in my previous life as at-
torney general of Texas, we had some-
thing called the Consumer Protection 
Division, and if some business made 
false claims about a service or product 
to the American people when it came 
to their healthcare, the U.S. Govern-
ment would take them to court and we 
would win because it is simply a decep-
tive trade practice in that context. It 
is deception. It is deceit. Unfortu-
nately, the American people were bam-
boozled by promises that were not 
kept. 

We also know that about $1 trillion 
in ObamaCare taxes—new taxes that 
were imposed to pay for ObamaCare— 
have ultimately been saddled on Amer-
ican families with higher costs for 
healthcare. When ObamaCare was 
passed and all these new taxes were 
passed, my friends across the aisle 
acted as though they would simply be 
absorbed by somebody, but we all know 
that simple economics means that ulti-
mately the consumers are the people 
who actually pay the tab. They are the 
ones who end up paying the taxes. 

Some of our colleagues on the other 
side recognized the destructive nature 
of the Affordable Care Act tax scheme. 
For example, five Democratic Sen-
ators, including my colleagues from 
Minnesota, voted to repeal the medical 
device tax just 2 years ago. The med-
ical device tax was a draconian form of 
taxation. It wasn’t based on income—in 
other words, where you could deduct 
your expenses and just pay taxes on 
your net income—it was a gross re-
ceipts tax. In other words, it said in ef-
fect that everything you have earned 
before you deduct your costs of doing 
business is going to be taxed at a given 
rate, and that was true of the medical 
device tax. 

Perversely, a tax on medical devices 
meant not only did the jobs to produce 
those medical devices move offshore, in 
the case of one Texas-based company, 
they moved their business essentially 
to Costa Rica in order to avoid the 
taxes because they simply couldn’t af-
ford to pay them and stay in business 
and keep the jobs they had. 

It was also a tax on innovation, and 
that is the reason we saw a bipartisan 
response to repeal the medical device 
tax just 2 years ago, because this tax 
has chased away jobs and innovation in 
the medical sector and saddled con-
sumers with higher costs. 

By repealing those taxes in the Bet-
ter Care Act, we not only will lower 
the bill at the pharmacy or the doc-
tor’s office, but we encourage competi-
tion, and that is common sense and ul-
timately benefits consumers. 

Our plan also protects consumers 
from government mandates requiring 
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them to buy insurance that they don’t 
want and can’t afford. This way, fami-
lies can choose what works best for 
them, free from the penalties by the 
government. Some individuals may 
choose to go with no plan at all. 

The dirty little secret about the Af-
fordable Care Act is that it can’t work 
without a government mandate that 
you buy government-approved health 
insurance or else you pay a penalty. I 
can’t think of any other instance 
where the government says ‘‘You do 
what we say, or we are going to punish 
you and penalize you,’’ as the Afford-
able Care Act does. 

Even with the individual mandate 
and this threat of a penalty, we know 
that about 28 million Americans are 
currently not covered by insurance. 
Many of them are covered by so-called 
hardship exceptions. About 6.5 million 
of them just pay the penalty because it 
is cheaper to pay the penalty than it is 
to buy the insurance because the prices 
are so high. 

When some of the critics say that 
without this economic gun to the head 
of a penalty, people will choose not to 
buy insurance for themselves, that is a 
choice they will make as Americans. 
We believe in freedom of choice, and 
when the marketplace provides a prod-
uct that they believe adds value at a 
price they can afford, that is when con-
sumers buy a product or a service. But 
they shouldn’t have to do it because 
the government forces them to do so 
and penalizes them if they don’t. The 
Better Care Act gives people the abil-
ity, free from a government mandate, 
to choose not to buy something they 
don’t want. The Washington-forced 
mandates are gone. 

The nonpartisan budget office has es-
timated that under our plan, average 
premiums will decrease by nearly one- 
third in 3 years. 

These are some of the important 
facts we need to be debating, not the 
misrepresentations that unfortunately 
seem to fill the void. 

I have shared multiple stories from 
my constituents back home in the last 
few weeks on the floor, and I plan to 
keep doing that as we continue our 
work on this legislation. The stories 
that I and my colleagues have heard 
are what have inspired me and moti-
vated me from the beginning of this en-
tire process. In fact, it is our job to 
represent our constituents. I would en-
courage all of our colleagues to listen 
to their own States and to share the 
trials of their constituents as well be-
cause the status quo is simply unac-
ceptable. The Democratic leader has 
said as much. He said that if we set 
aside the Better Care Act and are actu-
ally interested in helping ‘‘fix’’ 
ObamaCare, they are willing to do 
that. But do you know what that is? 
Basically, what that represents is a 
huge, multimillion-dollar bailout of in-
surance companies without any other 
reform. That is what our Democratic 
colleagues are supporting by their fail-
ure to engage with us in making sure 

there are reforms in addition to the 
other things that we do. 

The other alternative plan—you 
might ask: Well, if Obamacare didn’t 
work as was advertised—which it clear-
ly hasn’t—and something needs to be 
done, what does that something look 
like? 

In the case of our friend the Senator 
from Vermont, Mr. BERNIE SANDERS, he 
said: I have an idea. Let’s just make 
the Federal Government provide insur-
ance coverage for everybody, single- 
payer. 

Well, that is simply a solution we 
can’t afford when we look at the trade-
offs. It would essentially supplant all 
the private insurance that people get 
from their employers and require in-
credible increases in taxes in order to 
do that across the board. So I don’t 
think that is an alternative our friends 
across the aisle want to support. They 
love the mandate, they love penalizing 
free American citizens when they don’t 
purchase a product the government 
mandates, but they are not going to de-
fend that. They are not going to defend 
that. They certainly won’t advocate, at 
least openly here on the floor, for a sin-
gle-payer system. 

We saw one committee of the legisla-
ture in California recently vote out a 
single-payer system. This was just one 
committee, I think, in one house. The 
estimated cost of a single-payer system 
in California alone was double the an-
nual budget of the entire State. You 
can imagine what the numbers would 
be here at the national level. 

Like any piece of legislation, our 
draft bill can be strengthened, and we 
would invite anyone in good faith who 
is interested in strengthening the bill 
to work with us to do so. We are going 
to continue to talk and listen and ex-
change ideas on how we can continue 
to make improvements, but in the end, 
the choice is clear: You either ulti-
mately support ObamaCare and the 
status quo, or you are willing to try to 
work with us to produce something 
better that provides more affordable 
healthcare from the doctor and 
healthcare provider of your choice. 
That is simply the choice people are 
going to have. A ‘‘no’’ vote against the 
alternative is simply a vote for the sta-
tus quo for ObamaCare, and we know 
where that is going to lead—it is going 
to lead with a big, multibillion-dollar 
bailout of insurance companies without 
any reform. That is what our Demo-
cratic colleagues are hoping for if we 
are unsuccessful. But we think there is 
a better way to approach this, one that 
brings down cost and maintains choices 
and the freedom of choice for the indi-
vidual consumer. 

We will continue to plow ahead with 
or without their help because we think 
it is our duty to do so, and we have 
confidence that, working together, we 
can come up with a better care plan 
that suits the needs of Americans when 
it comes to their healthcare. 

I yield the floor. 
I suggest the absence of a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will call the roll. 

The bill clerk proceeded to call the 
roll. 

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

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

Ms. WARREN. Madam President, 
from day one, this administration, 
President Trump, and congressional 
Republicans have attacked rules that 
protect working families. 

Just 1 hour after taking the oath of 
office, President Trump indefinitely 
suspended a plan that made it easier 
for working families to be able to af-
ford a mortgage. Ten days later, he 
issued an Executive order that requires 
agencies to identify and eliminate two 
rules for every one new rule they issue, 
and that was just the beginning. Con-
gressional Republicans spent the first 
few months of the year eliminating 
rules that protected workers, students, 
and families. They killed a rule that 
required companies in dangerous indus-
tries to track when their employees 
were injured. They even killed a rule 
that helped keep guns out of the hands 
of the mentally ill. 

These rules all had one thing in com-
mon—they all made sure the public 
health, safety, and security of Ameri-
cans came ahead of industry’s bottom 
line. 

Oh, and there was a second thing in 
common for these rules: Industry hated 
them. With President Trump in office 
and Republicans in the majority in 
Congress, those industries were ready 
to cash in, and they had their wish list 
ready. 

Although the attack on public-cen-
tered rules has increased in intensity 
during this administration, I just want 
to say it is not new. Powerful compa-
nies have long understood that the 
fight in Congress is just the first of 
many battles. If Big Business can’t 
weaken or kill bills they don’t like in 
Congress, they turn their attention to 
the agencies tasked with implementing 
those laws, working to tilt the rule-
making process in their favor, and they 
don’t waste any time getting started. 

Long before rules are even an-
nounced, giant corporations intensely 
lobby agencies—setting up meeting 
after meeting—to make sure the agen-
cies will prioritize corporate interests. 
As rules wind their way through the 
rulemaking process, the lobbying in-
tensifies. Companies bury agencies in 
mountains of expensive, industry-fund-
ed comments. They cite sham research 
and bought-and-paid-for experts. If, at 
the end of that long, arduous process, a 
strong, public-centered rule is pub-
lished anyway, those companies sue, 
looking to busy judges who are unfa-
miliar with the issues to overturn the 
decision of expert agencies. 

There are no two ways about it. The 
rulemaking process is broken. There 
are far too many opportunities for 
giant corporations to influence the 
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rulemaking process, and there are far 
too few opportunities for meaningful 
public participation, but Republicans 
don’t want to fix this problem—no way. 
They want to make the rulemaking 
process work even better for their cor-
porate buddies and work even harder 
against American families. 

And, boy, did they pick the right per-
son to lead the charge. President 
Trump nominated Neomi Rao—a law 
school professor who advocates for 
weakening and handcuffing agencies— 
to run the Office of Information and 
Regulatory Affairs known as OIRA. 

OIRA is a small, little-known but in-
tensely powerful office that renews 
economically significant Federal rules. 
Before the Department of Labor can 
issue a rule on workplace safety, for 
example, or the Environmental Protec-
tion Agency can issue a rule restricting 
water pollution or the Department of 
Education can issue a rule protecting 
students from shady, for-profit col-
leges, that rule must be submitted to 
OIRA to sign off. If OIRA doesn’t like 
the rule, it can change the rule or hold 
it up for months at a time. When a rule 
finally makes it out of the OIRA ring-
er, chances are that any changes will 
be slanted in favor of corporate inter-
ests. 

Professor Rao’s view of agencies 
makes her the wrong person to lead 
this powerful agency. She believes 
judges should pay less attention to the 
conclusions of experts at Federal agen-
cies, and Professor Rao is especially 
critical of the Consumer Financial Pro-
tection Bureau—the CFPB. This is the 
agency that has forced the biggest cor-
porations and banks in this country to 
return more than $12 billion directly to 
Americans they have cheated and held 
big banks like Wells Fargo accountable 
when they have ripped off customers. 

Professor Rao says the CFPB’s prob-
lem is its independence—seriously. 
Maybe Professor Rao thinks that little 
agency just doesn’t kowtow enough to 
the big banks. If Professor Rao had her 
way, independent agencies like the 
CFPB would be handcuffed by OIRA, 
the agency she wants to run. It is no 
surprise that the Wall Street giants 
that have been trying to take down the 
CFPB for years love Professor Rao’s 
views. 

If confirmed, Professor Rao will be 
perfectly positioned to put her theories 
into practice. She will head the Trump 
administration’s efforts to toss out the 
rules big businesses don’t like. She will 
determine whether rules go through 
the slanted OIRA process. She will 
have a chance to gut strong rules that 
help working families. 

The rulemaking process is broken, 
and there is a lot Congress should be 
doing to fix it, to try to make it work 
better for people all across this coun-
try—for workers and for families and 
for people who get cheated, but the 
Trump administration wants to go in 
the opposite direction. 

Any Senator who believes corpora-
tions need more say in the rulemaking 

process should vote for Neomi Rao, but 
anyone who thinks we are supposed to 
be here to work for the American peo-
ple will vote to reject her nomination. 

I yield the floor. 
I suggest the absence of a quorum. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 

clerk will call the roll. 
The senior assistant legislative clerk 

proceeded to call the roll. 
Mr. STRANGE. Mr. President, I ask 

unanimous consent that the order for 
the quorum call be rescinded. 

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

Under the previous order, all 
postcloture time is expired. 

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

Mr. STRANGE. 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 senior assistant legislative clerk 

called the roll. 
Mr. CORNYN. The following Senators 

are necessarily absent: the Senator 
from Alaska (Ms. MURKOWSKI), the Sen-
ator from Ohio (Mr. PORTMAN), the 
Senator from Alaska (Mr. SULLIVAN), 
and the Senator from North Carolina 
(Mr. TILLIS). 

Further, if present and voting, the 
Senator from North Carolina (Mr. 
TILLIS) would have voted ‘‘yea’’ and the 
Senator from Alaska (Ms. MURKOWSKI) 
would have voted ‘‘yea.’’ 

Mr. DURBIN. I announce that the 
Senator from New Mexico (Mr. UDALL) 
is necessarily absent. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Are there 
any other Senators in the Chamber de-
siring to vote? 

The result was announced—yeas 54, 
nays 41, as follows: 

[Rollcall Vote No. 156 Ex.] 

YEAS—54 

Alexander 
Barrasso 
Blunt 
Boozman 
Burr 
Capito 
Carper 
Cassidy 
Cochran 
Collins 
Corker 
Cornyn 
Cotton 
Crapo 
Cruz 
Daines 
Donnelly 
Enzi 

Ernst 
Fischer 
Flake 
Gardner 
Graham 
Grassley 
Hatch 
Heitkamp 
Heller 
Hoeven 
Inhofe 
Isakson 
Johnson 
Kennedy 
King 
Lankford 
Lee 
Manchin 

McCain 
McCaskill 
McConnell 
Moran 
Paul 
Perdue 
Risch 
Roberts 
Rounds 
Rubio 
Sasse 
Scott 
Shelby 
Strange 
Thune 
Toomey 
Wicker 
Young 

NAYS—41 

Baldwin 
Bennet 
Blumenthal 
Booker 
Brown 
Cantwell 
Cardin 
Casey 
Coons 
Cortez Masto 
Duckworth 
Durbin 

Feinstein 
Franken 
Gillibrand 
Harris 
Hassan 
Heinrich 
Hirono 
Kaine 
Klobuchar 
Leahy 
Markey 
Menendez 

Merkley 
Murphy 
Murray 
Nelson 
Peters 
Reed 
Sanders 
Schatz 
Schumer 
Shaheen 
Stabenow 

Tester 
Van Hollen 

Warner 
Warren 

Whitehouse 
Wyden 

NOT VOTING—5 

Murkowski 
Portman 

Sullivan 
Tillis 

Udall 

The nomination was confirmed. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-

ator from Wyoming. 
Mr. BARRASSO. Mr. President, I ask 

unanimous consent that with respect 
to the Rao nomination, the motion to 
reconsider be considered made and laid 
upon the table and the President be im-
mediately notified of the Senate’s ac-
tion. 

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

f 

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 senior assistant legislative clerk 
read as follows: 

CLOTURE MOTION 

We, the undersigned Senators, in accord-
ance with the provisions of rule XXII of the 
Standing Rules of the Senate, do hereby 
move to bring to a close debate on the nomi-
nation of David C. Nye, of Idaho, to be 
United States District Judge for the District 
of Idaho. 

Mitch McConnell, Chuck Grassley, Deb 
Fischer, Steve Daines, Luther Strange, 
Bob Corker, Thom Tillis, Tom Cotton, 
Tim Scott, Johnny Isakson, Richard C. 
Shelby, Michael B. Enzi, Richard Burr, 
John Hoeven, David Perdue, Roy Blunt, 
Todd Young. 

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

The question is, Is it the sense of the 
Senate that debate on the nomination 
of David C. Nye, of Idaho, to be United 
States District Judge for the District 
of Idaho, shall be brought to a close? 

The yeas and nays are mandatory 
under the rule. 

The clerk will call the roll. 
The assistant bill clerk called the 

roll. 
Mr. CORNYN. The following Senators 

are necessarily absent: the Senator 
from Alaska (Ms. MURKOWSKI), the Sen-
ator from Ohio (Mr. PORTMAN), and the 
Senator from Alaska (Mr. SULLIVAN). 

Further, if present and voting, the 
Senator from Alaska (Ms. MURKOWSKI) 
would have voted ‘‘yea.’’ 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. 
LANKFORD). Are there any other Sen-
ators in the Chamber desiring to vote? 

The yeas and nays resulted—yeas 97, 
nays 0, as follows: 

[Rollcall Vote No. 157 Ex.] 

YEAS—97 

Alexander 
Baldwin 
Barrasso 
Bennet 
Blumenthal 
Blunt 
Booker 
Boozman 

Brown 
Burr 
Cantwell 
Capito 
Cardin 
Carper 
Casey 
Cassidy 

Cochran 
Collins 
Coons 
Corker 
Cornyn 
Cortez Masto 
Cotton 
Crapo 
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Cruz 
Daines 
Donnelly 
Duckworth 
Durbin 
Enzi 
Ernst 
Feinstein 
Fischer 
Flake 
Franken 
Gardner 
Gillibrand 
Graham 
Grassley 
Harris 
Hassan 
Hatch 
Heinrich 
Heitkamp 
Heller 
Hirono 
Hoeven 
Inhofe 
Isakson 

Johnson 
Kaine 
Kennedy 
King 
Klobuchar 
Lankford 
Leahy 
Lee 
Manchin 
Markey 
McCain 
McCaskill 
McConnell 
Menendez 
Merkley 
Moran 
Murphy 
Murray 
Nelson 
Paul 
Perdue 
Peters 
Reed 
Risch 
Roberts 

Rounds 
Rubio 
Sanders 
Sasse 
Schatz 
Schumer 
Scott 
Shaheen 
Shelby 
Stabenow 
Strange 
Tester 
Thune 
Tillis 
Toomey 
Udall 
Van Hollen 
Warner 
Warren 
Whitehouse 
Wicker 
Wyden 
Young 

NOT VOTING—3 

Murkowski Portman Sullivan 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. On this 
vote, the yeas are 97, and the nays are 
0. 

The motion is agreed to. 
f 

EXECUTIVE CALENDAR 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will report the nomination. 

The senior assistant legislative clerk 
read the nomination of David C. Nye, 
of Idaho, to be United States District 
Judge for the District of Idaho. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ma-
jority leader. 

f 

LEGISLATIVE SESSION 

MORNING BUSINESS 

Mr. MCCONNELL. Mr. President, I 
ask unanimous consent that the Sen-
ate be in a period of morning business, 
with Senators permitted to speak 
therein for up to 10 minutes each. 

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

f 

ARMS SALES NOTIFICATION 

Mr. CORKER. Mr. President, section 
36(b) of the Arms Export Control Act 
requires that Congress receive prior no-
tification of certain proposed arms 
sales as defined by that statute. Upon 
such notification, the Congress has 30 
calendar days during which the sale 
may be reviewed. The provision stipu-
lates that, in the Senate, the notifica-
tion of proposed sales shall be sent to 
the chairman of the Senate Foreign 
Relations Committee. 

In keeping with the committee’s in-
tention to see that relevant informa-
tion is available to the full Senate, I 
ask unanimous consent to have printed 
in the RECORD the notifications which 
have been received. If the cover letter 
references a classified annex, then such 
annex is available to all Senators in 
the office of the Foreign Relations 
Committee, room SD–423. 

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

DEFENSE SECURITY 
COOPERATION AGENCY, 

Arlington, VA. 
Hon. BOB CORKER, 
Chairman, Committee on Foreign Relations, 
U.S. Senate, Washington, DC. 

DEAR MR. CHAIRMAN: Pursuant to the re-
porting requirements of Section 36(b)(1) of 
the Arms Export Control Act, as amended, 
we are forwarding herewith Transmittal No. 
17–34, concerning the Navy’s proposed Let-
ter(s) of Offer and Acceptance to the Govern-
ment of Australia for defense articles and 
services estimated to cost $101.4 million. 
After this letter is delivered to your office, 
we plan to issue a news release to notify the 
public of this proposed sale. 

Sincerely, 
J.W. RIXEY, 

Vice Admiral, USN, Director. 

TRANSMITTAL NO. 17–34 
Notice of Proposed Issuance of Letter of 

Offer Pursuant to Section 36(b)(1) of the 
Arms Export Control Act, as amended 

(i) Prospective Purchaser: Government of 
Australia 

(ii) Total Estimated Value: 
Major Defense Equipment* $100.0 million. 
Other $1.4 million. 
Total $101.4 million. 
(iii) Description and Quantity or Quan-

tities of Articles or Services under Consider-
ation for Purchase: 

Major Defense Equipment (MDE): 
Thirty-two (32) Multifunctional Informa-

tion Distribution Systems—Joint Tactical 
Radio System (MIDS JTRS) with four chan-
nel Concurrent Multi-Network (CMN–4). 

Thirty-nine (39) AN/ALQ–214A(V)4 Counter-
measure Systems. 

Non-MDE includes: Also included in this 
sale are system integration and testing, soft-
ware development/integration, test sets and 
support equipment, spare and repair parts, 
publications and technical documents, U.S. 
Government and contractor technical assist-
ance, and other related elements of logistical 
and program support. 

(iv) Military Department: Navy (XX–P– 
GQF A1). 

(v) Prior Related Cases, if any: AT–P– 
SAF—$2.2B—02 May 07 (F/A–18F aircraft pro-
curement). 

AT–P–GQY—$358M—6 May 11 (first AF/A– 
18F sustainment). 

AT–P–LEN—$992M—13 September 12 (Air-
borne Electronic Attack kit procurement). 

AT–P–SCI—$1.3B—4 July 13 (EA–18G air-
craft procurement). 

(vi) Sales Commission, Fee, etc., Paid, Of-
fered, or Agreed to be Paid: None. 

(vii) Sensitivity of Technology Contained 
in the Defense Article or Defense Services 
Proposed to be Sold: See Attached Annex. 

(viii) Date Report Delivered to Congress: 
Jul 10 2017. 

*As defined in Section 47(6) of the Arms 
Export Control Act. 

POLICY JUSTIFICATION 

Australia—Upgrades for F/A–18E/F Super 
Hornet Aircraft 

The Government of Australia requested 
the possible sale of thirty-two (32) Multifunc-
tional Information Distribution System 
Joint Tactical Radio System (MIDS JTRS) 
with four channel Concurrent Multi-Network 
(CMN–4), and thirty-nine (39) AN/ALQ– 
214A(V)4 Countermeasure Systems. This will 
also include all system integration and test-
ing, component improvement, test and tools 
equipment upgrades, support equipment re-
plenishment, supply support, publications 
and technical document updates, personnel 
training and training equipment upgrades, 
aircrew trainer device upgrades, U.S. Gov-
ernment and contractor technical assistance 

and other related elements of logistical and 
program support. The total estimated pro-
gram cost is $101.4 million. 

This sale will contribute to the foreign pol-
icy and national security of the United 
States by helping to improve the security of 
a major contributor to political stability, se-
curity, and economic development in the 
Western Pacific. Australia is an important 
Major non-NATO Ally and partner that con-
tributes significantly to peacekeeping and 
humanitarian operations around the world. 
It is vital to the U.S. national interest to as-
sist our ally in developing and maintaining a 
strong and ready self-defense capability. 

The proposed sale will improve Australia’s 
capability in current and future coalition ef-
forts. This equipment will help the Royal 
Australian Air Force better communicate 
with and protect its F/A–18 aircraft, and the 
addition of MIDS JTRS will accomplish the 
goal of making U.S. and Australian aircraft 
more interoperable when supporting oper-
ational forces. Australia will have no dif-
ficulty absorbing this equipment into its 
armed forces. 

The proposed sale of this equipment does 
not alter the basic military balance in the 
region. 

The prime contractors will be the Harris 
Corporation, Melbourne, FL. There are no 
known offset agreements proposed in connec-
tion with this potential sale. 

Implementation of this proposed sale may 
require the assignment of U.S. contractor 
representatives to Australia which will be 
determined at a later date. 

There will be no adverse impact on U.S. de-
fense readiness as a result of this proposed 
sale. 

TRANSMITTAL NO. 17–34 
Notice of Proposed Issuance of Letter of 

Offer Pursuant to Section 36(b)(1) of the 
Arms Export Control Act 

Annex Item No. vii 
(vii) Sensitivity of Technology: 
1. Multifunctional Information Distribu-

tion System (MIDS) Joint Tactical Radio 
System (JTRS) Concurrent Multi-Network 
(CMN–4) is classified CONFIDENTIAL. MIDS 
JTRS CMN–4 is a secure data and voice com-
munication network using the Link–16 archi-
tecture. The system provides enhanced situa-
tional awareness, positive identification of 
participants with the network, secure fight-
er-to-fighter connectivity, and secure voice 
capability. It provides three major functions: 
Air Control, Wide Area Surveillance, and 
Fighter-to-Fighter. The MIDS JTRS CMN–4 
can be used to transfer data in Air-to-Air, 
Air-to-Surface and Fighter-to-Fighter sce-
narios. 

2. The AN/ALQ–214A(V)4 is an advanced 
airborne Integrated Defensive Electronic 
Countermeasures (IDECM) programmable 
modular automated system capable of inter-
cepting, identifying, processing received 
radar signals (pulsed and continuous) and ap-
plying an optimum probability of survival 
from a variety of surface-to-air and air-to- 
air RF threats. The system operates in a 
standalone or Electronic Warfare (EW) suite 
mode. In the EW suite mode, the system op-
erates various dispensable countermeasures 
and the onboard radar in the F/A–18E/F in a 
coordinated, non-interference manner, shar-
ing information for enhanced information. 
The ALQ–214 was designed to operate in a 
high-density Electromagnetic Hostile Envi-
ronment with the ability to identify and 
counter a wide variety of multiple threats 
including those with Doppler characteristics. 
Hardware with the AN/ALQ–214A(V)4 is clas-
sified CONFIDENTIAL. 

3. If a technologically advanced adversary 
were to obtain knowledge of the specific 
hardware and software elements, the infor-
mation could be used to develop counter-
measures or equivalent system which might 
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reduce system effectiveness or be used in the 
development of a system with similar or ad-
vanced capabilities. 

4. A determination has been made that 
Australia can provide substantially the same 
degree of protection for the sensitive tech-
nology being released as the U.S. Govern-
ment. This sale is necessary in furtherance 
of the U.S. foreign policy and national secu-
rity objectives outlined in the Policy Jus-
tification. 

5. All defense articles and services listed in 
this transmittal have been authorized for re-
lease and export to Australia. 

DEFENSE SECURITY 
COOPERATION AGENCY, 

Arlington, VA. 
Hon. BOB CORKER, 
Chairman, Committee on Foreign Relations, 
U.S. Senate, Washington, DC. 

DEAR MR. CHAIRMAN: Pursuant to the re-
porting requirements of Section 36(b)(1) of 
the Arms Export Control Act, as amended, 
we are forwarding herewith Transmittal No. 
17–40, concerning the Army’s proposed Let-
ter(s) of Offer and Acceptance to the Govern-
ment of the Netherlands for defense articles 
and services estimated to cost $58.2 million. 
After this letter is delivered to your office, 
we plan to issue a news release to notify the 
public of this proposed sale. 

Sincerely, 
GREG KAUSNER 

(For J.W. Rixey, Vice Admiral, 
USN, Director). 

TRANSMITTAL NO. 17–40 
Notice of Proposed Issuance of Letter of 

Offer Pursuant to Section 36(b)(1) of the 
Arms Export Control Act, as amended 

(i) Prospective Purchaser: The Government 
of the Netherlands. 

(ii) Total Estimated Value: 
Major Defense Equipment* $30.0 million. 
Other $28.2 million. 
Total $58.2 million. 
(iii) Description and Quantity or Quan-

tities of Articles or Services under Consider-
ation for Purchase: 

Foreign Military Sales (FMS) case NE–B– 
WGC for Aircraft Survivability Equipment 
(ASE) for the Netherlands’ AH–64D Apache 
helicopters, was below the congressional no-
tification threshold at $8.2M (all non-MDE) 
and included a total of thirty-three (33) AN/ 
AVR–2B laser detecting sets and communica-
tions, logistics and support equipment. The 
Netherlands has requested the case be 
amended to include the Common Missile 
Warning Systems (CMWS). This amendment, 
which will add $30M of MDE and $20M of non- 
MDE, will push the current case above the 
congressional notification threshold, requir-
ing notification of the entire case before the 
amendment can be offered. 

Major Defense Equipment (MDE): 
Thirty-two (32) AN/AAR–57A(V)7 Common 

Missile Warning Systems (CMWS). 
Non-MDE: Thirty-three (33) AN/AVR–2B 

laser detecting sets, mission equipment, 
hardware and services required to implement 
customer unique post modifications, commu-
nications and navigation equipment, special 
tools and test equipment, ground support 
equipment, technical data, publications, 
MWO/ECP, technical assistance, and train-
ing, and other related elements of logistics 
and program support. 

(iv) Military Department: Army (XX–B– 
WGC Amend 1). 

(v) Prior Related Cases, if any: NE–B–WES. 
(vi) Sales Commission, Fee, etc., Paid, Of-

fered, or Agreed to be Paid: None. 
(vii) Sensitivity of Technology Contained 

in the Defense Article or Defense Services 
Proposed to be Sold: See Attached Annex. 

(viii) Date Report Delivered to Congress: 
July 10, 2017. 

*As defined in Section 47(6) of the Arms 
Export Control Act. 

POLICY JUSTIFICATION 
Government of the Netherlands—AN/AAR– 

57A(V)7 Common Missile Warning System 
(CMWS) 
The Government of the Netherlands has re-

quested the possible sale of thirty-two (32) 
AN/AAR–57A(V)7 Common Missile Warning 
Systems (CMWS). This would be in addition 
to the thirty-three (33) AN/AVR–2B laser de-
tecting sets with various support elements 
included in an earlier FMS case valued at 
$8.2M. Also included in the amended FMS 
case would be mission equipment, hardware 
and services required to implement customer 
unique post modifications, communication 
and navigation equipment, special tools and 
test equipment, ground support equipment, 
technical data, publications, MWO/ECP, 
technical assistance, and training, and other 
related elements of logistics and program 
support. The estimated total case value is 
$58.2 million. 

This proposed sale will enhance the foreign 
policy and national security objectives of 
the United States by helping to improve the 
security of the Netherlands which has been, 
and continues to be an important force for 
political stability and economic progress in 
Europe. It is vital to the U.S. national inter-
est to assist the Netherlands to develop and 
maintain a strong and ready self-defense ca-
pability. 

The proposed sale will improve the Nether-
lands’ capability to meet current and future 
threats and will be employed on the Nether-
lands’ AH–64D Apache helicopters. The Neth-
erlands will use the enhanced capability to 
strengthen its homeland defense, deter re-
gional threats, and provide direct support to 
coalition and security cooperation oper-
ations. The Netherlands will have no dif-
ficulty absorbing these systems into its 
armed forces. 

The proposed sale of these systems will not 
alter the basic military balance in the re-
gion. 

The principal contractor will be BAE Sys-
tems, Nashua, NH. There are no known offset 
agreements proposed in connection with this 
potential sale. 

Implementation of this proposed sale will 
not require the assignment of any additional 
U.S. Government personnel or contractor 
representatives to the Netherlands. 

There will be no adverse impact on U.S. de-
fense readiness as a result of this proposed 
sale. 

TRANSMITTAL NO. 17–40 
Notice of Proposed Issuance of Letter of 

Offer Pursuant to Section 36(b)(1) of the 
Arms Export Control Act 

Annex Item No. vii 
(vii) Sensitivity of Technology: 
1. The AN/AAR–57A(V)7 CMWS is the de-

tection component of the suite of counter-
measures designed to increase survivability 
of current generation combat aircraft and 
specialized special operations aircraft 
against the threat posed by infrared guided 
missiles. 

2. The KIV–77, is a Common Crypto Appli-
que for Identification Friend or Foe (IFF) 
that provides Mode 4/5 capability. The KIV– 
77 can be removed from the host and stored 
as an UNCLASSIFIED Controlled Cryp-
tographic Item (CCI). 

3. A determination has been made that the 
Government of the Netherlands can provide 
substantially the same degree of protection 
for the sensitive technology being released 
as the U.S. Government. This proposed sale 
is necessary to the furtherance of the U.S. 
foreign policy and national security objec-
tives outlined in the policy justification. 

4. All defense articles and services listed in 
this transmittal are authorized for release 
and export to the Government of the Nether-
lands. 

DEFENSE SECURITY 
COOPERATION AGENCY, 

Arlington, VA. 
Hon. BOB CORKER, 
Chairman, Committee on Foreign Relations, 
U.S. Senate, Washington, DC, 

DEAR MR. CHAIRMAN: Pursuant to the re-
porting requirements of Section 36(b)(1) of 
the Arms Export Control Act, as amended, 
we are forwarding herewith Transmittal No. 
17–35, concerning the Army’s proposed Let-
ter(s) of Offer and Acceptance to the Govern-
ment of Romania for defense articles and 
services estimated to cost $3.9 billion. After 
this letter is delivered to your office, we plan 
to issue a news release to notify the public of 
this proposed sale. 

Sincerely, 
J.W. RIXEY, 

Vice Admiral, USN, Director. 

TRANSMITTAL NO. 17–35 
Notice of Proposed Issuance of Letter of 

Offer Pursuant to Section 36(b)(1) of the 
Arms Export Control Act, as amended 

(i) Prospective Purchaser: Government of 
Romania. 

(ii) Total Estimated Value: 
Major Defense Equipment* $1.3 billion. 
Other $2.6 billion. 
Total $3.9 billion. 
(iii) Description and Quantity or Quan-

tities of Articles or Services under Consider-
ation for Purchase: Seven (7) Phased Array 
Tracking to Intercept of Target (Patriot) 
Configuration–3+ Modernized Fire Units con-
sisting of: 

Major Defense Equipment (MDE): 
Seven (7) AN/MPQ–65 Radar Sets. 
Seven (7) AN/MSQ–132 Engagement Control 

Stations. 
Thirteen (13) Antenna Mast Groups. 
Twenty-eight (28) M903 Launching Sta-

tions. 
Fifty-six (56) Patriot MIM–104E Guidance 

Enhanced Missile Tactical Ballistic Missile 
(GEM–T) Missiles. 

One hundred sixty-eight (168) Patriot Ad-
vanced Capability–3 (PAC–3) Missile Seg-
ment Enhancement (MSE) Missiles. 

Seven (7) Electrical Power Plants (EPP) 
III. 

Non-MDE includes: Also included with this 
request are communications equipment, 
tools and test equipment, support equip-
ment, prime movers, generators, publica-
tions and technical documentation, training 
equipment, spare and repair parts, personnel 
training, TAFT team, U.S. Government and 
contractor technical, engineering, and logis-
tics support services, 

Systems Integration and Checkout (SICO), 
field office support, and other related ele-
ments of logistics and program support. 

(iv) Military Department: Army. 
(v) Prior Related Cases. if any: None. 
(vi) Sales Commission, Fee, etc., Paid, Of-

fered, or Agreed to be Paid: None. 
(vii) Sensitivity of Technology Contained 

in the Defense Article or Defense Services 
Proposed to be Sold: See Attached Annex. 

(viii) Date Report Delivered to Congress: 
July 10, 2017. 

*As defined in Section 47(6) of the Arms 
Export Control Act. 

POLICY JUSTIFICATION 

Romania—Patriot Air Defense System and 
Related Support and Equipment 

The Government of Romania has requested 
the possible sale of seven (7) Patriot Configu-
ration–3+ Modernized Fire Units consisting 
of: seven (7) AN/MPQ–65 radar sets, seven (7) 
AN/MSQ–132 engagement control stations, 
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thirteen (13) antenna mast groups, twenty- 
eight (28) M903 launching stations, fifty-six 
(56) Patriot MIM–104E Guidance Enhanced 
Missile–TBM (GEM–T) missiles, one hundred 
and sixty-eight (168) Patriot Advanced Capa-
bility–3 (PAC–3) Missile Segment Enhance-
ment (MSE) missiles, and seven (7) Electrical 
Power Plants (EPP) III. Also included with 
this request are communications equipment, 
tools and test equipment, support equip-
ment, prime movers, generators, publica-
tions and technical documentation, training 
equipment, spare and repair parts, personnel 
training, TAFT team, U.S. Government and 
contractor technical, engineering, and logis-
tics support services, Systems Integration 
and Checkout (SICO), field office support, 
and other related elements of logistics and 
program support. The total estimated pro-
gram cost is $3.9 billion. 

This proposed sale will enhance the foreign 
policy and national security objectives of 
the United States by helping to improve the 
security of a NATO ally that has been, and 
continues to be an important force for polit-
ical stability and economic progress within 
Europe. The proposed sale of the Patriot sys-
tem will support Romania’s needs for its own 
self-defense and support NATO defense goals. 

Romania will use the Patriot missile sys-
tem to strengthen its homeland defense and 
deter regional threats. The proposed sale will 
increase the defensive capabilities of the Ro-
manian military to guard against aggression 
and shield the NATO allies who often train 
and operate within Romania’s borders. Ro-
mania should have no difficulty absorbing 
this system into its armed forces. 

The proposed sale of these missiles and 
equipment will not alter the basic military 
balance in the region. 

The prime contractors will be Raytheon 
Corporation in Andover, Massachusetts, and 
Lockheed-Martin in Dallas, Texas. There are 
no known offset agreements proposed in con-
nection with this potential sale. 

Implementation of this proposed sale will 
require approximately 30 U.S. Government 
and 40 contractor representatives to travel 
to Romania for an extended period for equip-
ment de-processing/fielding, system check-
out, training, and technical and logistics 
support. 

There will be no adverse impact on U.S. de-
fense readiness as a result of this proposed 
sale. 

TRANSMITTAL NO. 17–35 
Notice of Proposed Issuance of Letter of 

Offer Pursuant to Section 36(b)(1) of the 
Arms Export Control Act 

Annex Item No. vii 
(vii) Sensitivity of Technology: 
1. The Patriot Air Defense System con-

tains classified CONFIDENTIAL hardware 
components, SECRET tactical software and 
CRITICAL/SENSITIVE technology. Patriot 
ground support equipment and Patriot mis-
sile hardware is classified CONFIDENTIAL 
and the associated launcher hardware is UN-
CLASSIFIED. Information on system per-
formance capabilities, effectiveness, surviv-
ability, missile seeker capabilities, select 
software/software documentation and test 
data are classified up to and including SE-
CRET. The items requested represent signifi-
cant technological advances for Romania Pa-
triot. The Patriot Air Defense System con-
tinues to hold a significant technology lead 
over other surface-to-air missile systems in 
the world. 

2. The Patriot Air Defense System’s sen-
sitive/critical technology is primarily in the 
area of design and production know-how and 
primarily inherent in the design, develop-
ment and/or manufacturing data related to 
certain components. The list of components 
is classified CONFIDENTIAL. For more in-

formation contact the PEO Missiles and 
Space Lower Tier Project Office. 

3, The loss of this hardware, software, doc-
umentation and/or data could permit devel-
opment of information which may lead to a 
significant threat to future U.S. military op-
erations. If an adversary were to obtain this 
sensitive technology, the missile system ef-
fectiveness could be compromised through 
reverse engineering techniques. 

4. This proposed sale is necessary in fur-
therance of the U.S. foreign policy and na-
tional security objectives outlined in the 
Policy Justification. Moreover, the benefits 
to be derived from this sale, as outlined in 
the Policy Justification, outweigh the poten-
tial damage that could result if the sensitive 
technology were revealed to unauthorized 
persons. 

5. All defense articles and services listed in 
this transmittal have been authorized for re-
lease and export to Romania. 

DEFENSE SECURITY 
COOPERATION AGENCY, 

Arlington, VA. 
Hon. BOB CORKER, 
Chairman, Committee on Foreign Relations, 
U.S. Senate, Washington, DC. 

DEAR MR. CHAIRMAN: Pursuant to the re-
porting requirements of Section 36(b)(l) of 
the Arms Export Control Act, as amended, 
we are forwarding herewith Transmittal No. 
17–31, concerning the Army’s proposed Let-
ter(s) of Offer and Acceptance to the Govern-
ment of Australia for defense articles and 
services estimated to cost $50 million. After 
this letter is delivered to your office, we plan 
to issue a news release to notify the public of 
this proposed sale. 

Sincerely, 
GREG KAUSNER 

(For J.W. Rixey, Vice Admiral, 
USN, Director). 

TRANSMITTAL NO. 17–31 
Notice of Proposed Issuance of Letter of 

Offer Pursuant to Section 36(b)(1) of the 
Arms Export Control Act, as amended 

(i) Prospective Purchaser: Government of 
Australia 

(ii) Total Estimated Value: 
Major Defense Equipment* $49 million. 
Other $1 million. 
Total $50 million. 
(iii) Description and Quantity or Quan-

tities of Articles or Services under Consider-
ation for Purchase: 

Major Defense Equipment (MDE): 
Six thousand thirty (6,030) rounds of M865 

120mm Target Practice Cone Stabilized Dis-
carding Sabot-Tracer (TPCSDS–T) Tank 
Projectiles. 

Eight thousand six hundred ten (8,610) 
rounds of Ml002 120mm Target Practice Mul-
tipurpose Tracer (TPMP–T) Tank Projec-
tiles. 

Non-MDE includes: Also included are U.S. 
Government technical assistance, technical 
data, and other related elements of logistical 
and program support. 

(iv) Military Department: Army (XX–B– 
UJL). 

(v) Prior Related Cases. if any: AT–B–UGR. 
(vi) Sales Commission. Fee. etc ., Paid. Of-

fered. or Agreed to be Paid: None. 
(vii) Sensitivity of Technology Contained 

in the Defense Article or Defense Services 
Proposed to be Sold: None. 

(viii) Date Report Delivered to Congress: 
July 10, 2017. 

*As defined in Section 47(6) of the Arms 
Export Control Act. 

POLICY JUSTIFICATION 

Australia—120mm Tank Ammunition and 
Related Support Services 

The Government of Australia has re-
quested the possible sale of six thousand 

thirty (6,030) rounds of M865 120mm Target 
Practice Cone Stabilized Discarding Sabot- 
Tracer (TPCSDS–T) Tank Projectiles and 
eight thousand six hundred ten (8,610) rounds 
of M1002 120mm Target Practice Multipur-
pose Tracer (TPMP–T) Tank Projectiles. 
Also included are U.S. Government technical 
services, technical data, and other related 
elements of logistical and program support. 
The total estimated program cost is $50 mil-
lion. 

This sale will contribute to the foreign pol-
icy and national security of the United 
States by helping to improve the security of 
a major contributor to political stability, se-
curity, and economic development in the 
Western Pacific. Australia is an important 
Major non-NATO Ally and partner that con-
tributes significantly to peacekeeping and 
humanitarian operations around the world. 
It is vital to the U.S. national interest to as-
sist our ally in developing and maintaining a 
strong and ready self-defense capability. 

The proposed sale of 120mm tank ammuni-
tion will improve Australia’s capability to 
meet out-year operational readiness and 
training requirements. Australia will use 
this ammunition to help sustain necessary 
training levels for its tank operators. Aus-
tralia will have no difficulty absorbing this 
equipment into its armed forces. 

The proposed sale of this equipment and 
support will not alter the basic military bal-
ance in the region. 

This requirement will be provided from 
U.S. Army inventory. There are no known 
offset agreements proposed in connection 
with this potential sale. 

Implementation of this proposed sale will 
not require the assignment of any additional 
U.S. or contractor representatives to Aus-
tralia. 

There will be no adverse impact on U.S. de-
fense readiness as a result of this proposed 
sale. 

DEFENSE SECURITY 
COOPERATION AGENCY, 

Arlington, VA. 
Hon. BOB CORKER, 
Chairman, Committee on Foreign Relations, 
U.S. Senate Washington, DC. 

DEAR MR. CHAIRMAN: Pursuant to the re-
porting requirements of Section 36(b)(l) of 
the Arms Export Control Act, as amended, 
we are forwarding herewith Transmittal No. 
17–23, concerning the Army’s proposed Let-
ter(s) of Offer and Acceptance to the Govern-
ment of the United Kingdom for defense arti-
cles and services estimated to cost $1.035 bil-
lion. After this letter is delivered to your of-
fice, we plan to issue a news release to notify 
the public of this proposed sale. 

Sincerely, 
J.W. RIXEY, 

Vice Admiral, USN, Director. 
TRANSMITTAL NO. 17–23 

Notice of Proposed Issuance of Letter of 
Offer Pursuant to Section 36(b)(1) of the 
Arms Export Control Act, as amended 

(i) Prospective Purchaser: United King-
dom. 

(ii) Total Estimated Value: 
Major Defense Equipment* $887 million. 
Other $148 million. 
Total $1.035 billion. 
(iii) Description and Quantity or Quan-

tities of Articles or Services under Consider-
ation for Purchase: 

Major Defense Equipment (MDE): Two 
thousand seven hundred forty-seven (2,747) 
Joint Light Tactical Vehicles (JLTV). 

Non-MDE: Also included with this request 
are baseline integration kits, basic issue 
item kits, B–kit armor, engine arctic kits, 
fording kits, run-flat kits, spare tire kits, si-
lent watch kits, power expansion kits cargo 
cover kits, maintainer and operator training, 
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U.S. government technical assistance and lo-
gistics support services, and other related 
elements of logistics and program support. 

(iv) Military Department: Army. 
(v) Prior Related Cases, if any: None. 
(vi) Sales Commission. Fee. etc., Paid. Of-

fered, or Agreed to be Paid: None. 
(vii) Sensitivity of Technology Contained 

in the Defense Article or Defense Services 
Proposed to be Sold: See Attached Annex. 

(viii) Date Report Delivered to Congress: 
July 10, 2017. 

*As defined in Section 47(6) of the Arms 
Export Control Act. 

POLICY JUSTIFICATION 
United Kingdom—Joint Light Tactical 

Vehicles (JLTV) and Accessories 
The Government of the United Kingdom 
(UK) has requested a possible sale of up to 

two thousand seven hundred forty-seven 
(2,747) Joint Light Tactical Vehicles (JLTV). 
This possible sale also includes baseline inte-
gration kits, basic issue item kits, B-kit 
armor, engine arctic kits, fording kits, run- 
flat kits, spare tire kits, silent watch kits, 
power expansion kits cargo cover kits, main-
tainer and operator training, U.S. govern-
ment technical assistance and logistics sup-
port services, and other related elements of 
logistics and program support. Total esti-
mated cost is $1.035 billion. 

This proposed sale supports the foreign 
policy and national security policies of the 
United States by helping to improve the se-
curity of a NATO ally which has been, and 
continues to be, an important partner on 
critical foreign policy and defense issues. 

The proposed sale will help improve the 
UK’s Light Tactical Vehicle Fleet and en-
hance its ability to meet current and future 
threats. The UK will have no difficulty ab-
sorbing this equipment into its armed forces. 

The proposed sale will not alter the basic 
military balance in the region. 

The principal contractor of this sale will 
be Oshkosh Defense, LLC, Oshkosh, Wis-
consin. The procured items will require min-
imum contractor support until the foreign 
customer can eventually transition to inter-
nal organic support. There is no known off-
set agreement associated with this proposed 
sale. 

There will be no adverse impact on U.S. de-
fense readiness as a result of this proposed 
sale. 

TRANSMITTAL NO. 17–23 
Notice of Proposed Issuance of Letter of 

Offer Pursuant to Section 36(b)(l) of the 
Arms Export Control Act, as amended 

Annex Item No. vii 
(vii) Sensitivity of Technology: 
1. This sale will involve the release of sen-

sitive technology to the Government of the 
United Kingdom. The Joint Light Tactical 
Vehicle platform is’ classified as SECRET. 
The Joint Light Tactical Vehicle fleet will 
incorporate ballistic armor kits for protec-
tion from improvised explosive devices. 

2.Sensitive and/or classified (up to SE-
CRET) elements of the proposed Joint Light 
Tactical Vehicle include hardware and acces-
sories, components and associated software: 
baseline integration kits, basic issue items, 
ballistic-kit armor, engine arctic kits, 
fording kits, run-flat kits, silent watch en-
ergy kits, power expansion kits and cargo 
covering kits. 

3. A determination has been made that the 
United Kingdom can provide substantially 
the same degree of protection for this tech-
nology as the U.S. Government. This pro-
posed sale is necessary in furtherance of U.S. 
foreign policy and national security objec-
tives outlined in the Policy Justification. 

4. All defense articles and services listed in 
this transmittal have been authorized for re-

lease and export to the Government of the 
UK. 

f 

TRIBUTE TO DR. BENJAMIN 
TUGGLE 

Mr. MCCAIN. Mr. President, I wish to 
pay tribute to Dr. Benjamin Tuggle 
who served as the regional director for 
the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service’s 
southwest region. A skilled communi-
cator and accomplished biologist, Dr. 
Tuggle dedicated more than 38 years of 
service to advancing the mission of the 
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service. 

I had the opportunity to work di-
rectly with Dr. Tuggle on a number of 
issues important to Arizona, including 
restoring the Willow Beach National 
Fish Hatchery, which is a key eco-
nomic asset for Lower Colorado River 
communities. We may not have always 
agreed on agency policies, but Dr. 
Tuggle maintained an open dialogue 
and willingness to engage directly with 
local communities. 

The challenges faced by the service 
and Region 2 are daunting. Our unique 
southwest landscape and wildlife are 
under constant threat from oppressive 
drought and catastrophic wildfire. Dr. 
Tuggle was rarely presented with easy 
decisions to make, but he always la-
bored to strike the right balance be-
tween competing interests on complex 
issues. I thank him for his service. 

f 

ADDITIONAL STATEMENTS 

225TH ANNIVERSARY OF 
PATERSON, NEW JERSEY 

∑ Mr. BOOKER. Mr. President, today I 
wish to recognize the city of Paterson’s 
225th anniversary. Through the dedi-
cated service of municipal employees, 
elected leaders, local volunteers, com-
munity activists, and, most impor-
tantly, the incredible residents who 
have supported and loved the city 
through many generations, the city of 
Paterson has grown and prospered, 
earning its reputation as an out-
standing community in my home 
State. 

The town of Paterson was officially 
established in 1792 through a charter 
signed by then-Governor of New Jer-
sey, William Paterson. Paterson was 
one of the Nation’s first planned indus-
trial cities, a brainchild of one of our 
Founding Fathers, Alexander Ham-
ilton, and the Society for Establishing 
Useful Manufacturers. 

Because of Paterson’s proximity to 
what was then called the Great Falls of 
the Passaic River, the city was at the 
forefront of the development of water 
power systems for industrial use. In 
fact, the energy harnessed from the 
Great Falls was crucial in the effort to 
establish industrial freedom from Brit-
ain. Today the Paterson Great Falls, a 
scenic and historic waterfall on the 
Passaic River, continues to be just as 
important to the city as it was when 
Paterson was first founded. 

As a regional industrial epicenter, 
Paterson became the birthplace of 
many ‘‘invention firsts,’’ including the 
first steam and electric-powered model 
trains. After milling steel for the 
Union effort in the American Civil 
War, Paterson refocused to become the 
center of our Nation’s silk industry, 
thus earning its nickname the ‘‘Silk 
City.’’ The city also played a vital role 
during our Nation’s Second World War, 
serving as a hub for the aircraft engine 
manufacturing industry. 

Paterson Great Falls National His-
torical Park served as the primary in-
spiration for William Carlos Williams’ 
five-volume epic poem, Paterson. In 
1950, Williams received the first Na-
tional Book Award for Poetry for 
Paterson, Book III. Our beloved Silk 
City has weaved its way into the works 
of many other renowned American 
writers including Junot Diaz, John 
Updike, Jack Kerouac, and Allen 
Ginsberg. 

In addition to literature, Paterson 
natives have served as esteemed rep-
resentatives in these hallowed halls. I 
would be remiss if I recognized the city 
of Paterson without mentioning the 
contributions of two of its favorite 
sons, Congressman BILL PASCRELL, Jr., 
and the late Senator Frank Lauten-
berg, who have served New Jersey and 
our country with honor and distinc-
tion. 

From Downtown Paterson’s commer-
cial historic district, to our national 
historical park, to Larry Doby Field, 
the architectural, natural, and cultural 
landmarks are abundant across this 
great city. Paterson is among our most 
diverse communities, attracting resi-
dents from dozens of different cultures 
who have greatly enriched the abun-
dant tapestry of diversity and plu-
ralism in the city of Paterson and 
across the entire State of New Jersey. 
I am delighted to have the opportunity 
to stand before you today to celebrate 
the profound history and legacy of New 
Jersey’s third-largest city. I invite my 
colleagues to join me in congratulating 
the city of Paterson on this important 
milestone, sending our warmest greet-
ings as it celebrates its incredible his-
tory and extending our best wishes as 
it looks toward the future.∑ 

f 

25TH ANNIVERSARY OF BMW 
GROUP PLANT SPARTANBURG 

∑ Mr. GRAHAM. Mr. President, today I 
wish to celebrate the 25th anniversary 
of the BMW Group Plant Spartanburg 
in Spartanburg, SC. 

Twenty-five years ago, BMW decided 
to make an investment in South Caro-
lina. Today I ask my colleagues to join 
me in celebrating the risk and vision it 
took to begin this venture. The 
Spartanburg workforce has a world-re-
nowned reputation and is second to 
none. Without this workforce, we 
would have nothing to celebrate, so it 
is with great pride that I extend my 
sincerest gratitude for all of their ef-
forts. 

VerDate Sep 11 2014 01:09 Jul 11, 2017 Jkt 069060 PO 00000 Frm 00011 Fmt 0624 Sfmt 0634 E:\CR\FM\A10JY6.019 S10JYPT1



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — SENATES3884 July 10, 2017 
In addition to the contributions 

BMW has made to South Carolina, we 
are also celebrating the strong rela-
tionship between Germany and the Pal-
metto State. Globalization and trade 
are crucial to South Carolina’s eco-
nomic success and play a huge role in 
maintaining a positive relationship 
with the United States and Germany. I 
am proud to be an owner of a made-in- 
South Carolina BMW X5 because it rep-
resents all that makes our country 
great. 

BMW has been a gift that keeps on 
giving for South Carolina, and South 
Carolina has been a wise investment 
for BMW. Thank you to all the hard- 
working men and women of South 
Carolina who have made this day a pos-
sibility. It is because of their dedica-
tion and diligence that South Carolina 
continues to be a prime destination for 
companies looking to invest and grow.∑ 

f 

RECOGNIZING THE BILLINGS 
PUBLIC LIBRARY 

∑ Mr. TESTER. Mr. President, today I 
wish to recognize the Billings Public 
Library for promoting a center of read-
ing and learning for folks in Montana. 

The Billings Public Library was es-
tablished in 1901 and was named for 
Parmly Billings, the only member of 
the founding Billings family to reside 
in the city. 

More than 100 years later, the 200,000- 
volume library has grown and ex-
panded, entrenching itself deeply in the 
fabric of the Billings community. It 
has grown from one location to two 
and now has two mobile components to 
increase the number of people with ac-
cess to the library’s resources. 

The Billings Public Library as an in-
stitution has also been tirelessly dedi-
cated to Montana historical preserva-
tion through its ‘‘Montana Collection,’’ 
which has collected historical informa-
tion about Montana since 1902. 

Beyond providing families in Billings 
with access to information through 
books and computers, the Billings Pub-
lic Library has provided residents with 
the opportunity to make their voice 
heard and participate in countless 
townhall meetings and listening ses-
sions, including many on topics rang-
ing from the future of our public lands 
to the quality of care at the VA. 

The library will celebrate its 116th 
anniversary in August 2017, making it 
one of Montana’s oldest and most cher-
ished learning spaces. The Billings 
Public Library has had a profound im-
pact on the city of Billings and is a 
true example of fine service to the 
Montana people.∑ 

f 

125TH ANNIVERSARY OF SISSETON, 
SOUTH DAKOTA 

∑ Mr. THUNE. Mr. President, today I 
wish to recognize Sisseton, SD. The 
town of Sisseton will be celebrating its 
quasquicentennial on June 14 through 
16, 2017. Sisseton will host quasquicen-
tennial events, which include food and 

craft vendors, various exhibits, enter-
tainment, parades, athletic competi-
tions, a veterans museum display, Na-
tive American flute music, a rodeo, and 
much more. 

Sisseton is located on the northern 
edge of the Coteau des Prairies in Rob-
erts County. The Sisseton area has 
long been known as a community en-
riched with Native American and im-
migrant history. It is home to more 
than 2,450 people and almost 200 busi-
nesses with many unique cultural and 
recreational opportunities. Since its 
founding 125 years ago, the community 
of Sisseton continues to serve as a 
strong example of South Dakota values 
and traditions. 

I offer my congratulations to the 
citizens of Sisseton on their 
quasquicentennial celebration and wish 
them continued prosperity in the years 
to come.∑ 

f 

TRIBUTE TO REVEREND RICHARD 
LEE BUCKINGHAM 

∑ Mr. VAN HOLLEN. Mr. President, 
today I wish to pay tribute to an excep-
tional faith leader in my own neighbor-
hood in Kensington, MD. After 32 years 
of gifted service to St. Paul’s United 
Methodist Church in Kensington, the 
Reverend Richard Lee Buckingham 
will retire at the end of July and it is 
an occasion that deserves recognition 
and celebration. 

My own family worships at St. 
Paul’s, and my children have been the 
beneficiaries of Rick Buckingham’s 
wise counsel and leadership. He has 
long directed programs at St. Paul’s 
for the benefit of young people, and he 
is recognized throughout many faith 
communities as a leader in Christian 
education and the spiritual nourish-
ment of teens and young adults. 

Reverend Buckingham has served in 
ministry to the local church for 43 
years and arrived at St. Paul’s United 
Methodist Church in 1985. He has 
worked with nine different senior pas-
tors, offering counsel and wisdom to 
each in his role as minister of edu-
cation and youth. 

Reverend Buckingham has instructed 
over 350 young people during confirma-
tion classes and watched proudly as 
they took their vows of faith. He has 
led eight different trips to witness the 
realities of faith and conflict in the 
Holy Land; he escorted young leaders 
to eight different international gath-
erings of United Methodist Youth lead-
ers; he organized 20 different youth 
mission trips to Appalachia, Puerto 
Rico, and places beyond; he has lever-
aged his own interest in church history 
to take students to places where they 
will learn about their faith and will 
conclude that work with a trip to Ger-
many later this year to celebrate the 
500th anniversary of Martin Luther’s 
launch of the Protestant Reformation. 

Rick Buckingham has always been on 
the go; always introducing young peo-
ple to a wider world, mindful of the ob-
servation of John Wesley, the founder 

of Methodism, that ‘‘the world is our 
parish.’’ He visits recent graduates of 
St. Paul’s UMC at their colleges, con-
ducts their weddings—34 to date—and 
takes them to annual rock-faith events 
in Ocean City, although I suspect he 
uses an occasional earplug. 

The reverend is also recognized for 
his leadership as a deacon of the United 
Methodist Church, a designation with 
specific responsibilities, and he has 
given to his wider denomination as 
much as he has given to his own local 
congregation. 

Rick Buckingham teaches us all how 
to be a ‘‘humble servant’’ in accord-
ance with our faith and at a time when 
we need examples of what true commu-
nity service, faith, and civility looks 
like in the public square. It is a per-
sonal honor for me to recognize this 
leader in my own church and a leader 
in the wider community beyond.∑ 

f 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE 

At 3:02 p.m., a message from the 
House of Representatives, delivered by 
Mr. Novotny, one of its reading clerks, 
announced that the House has passed 
the following bills, in which it requests 
the concurrence of the Senate: 

H.R. 3003. An act to amend the Immigra-
tion and Nationality Act to modify provi-
sions relating to assistance by States, and 
political subdivision of States, in the en-
forcement of Federal immigration laws, and 
for other purposes. 

H.R. 3004. An act to amend section 276 of 
the Immigration and Nationality Act relat-
ing to reentry of removed aliens. 

The message also announced that the 
House has agreed to the following con-
current resolution, in which it requests 
the concurrence of the Senate: 

H. Con. Res. 67. Concurrent resolution urg-
ing the Government of the People’s Republic 
of China to unconditionally release Liu 
Xiaobo, together with his wife Liu Xia, to 
allow them to freely meet with friends, fam-
ily, and counsel and seek medical treatment 
wherever they desire. 

f 

MEASURES REFERRED 

The following concurrent resolution 
was read, and referred as indicated: 

H. Con. Res. 67. Concurrent resolution urg-
ing the Government of the People’s Republic 
of China to unconditionally release Liu 
Xiaobo, together with his wife Liu Xia, to 
allow them to freely meet with friends, fam-
ily, and counsel and seek medical treatment 
wherever they desire; to the Committee on 
Foreign Relations. 

f 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES 

The following reports of committees 
were submitted: 

By Mr. THUNE, from the Committee on 
Commerce, Science, and Transportation, 
without amendment: 

S. 123. A bill to amend the Communica-
tions Act of 1934 to require multi-line tele-
phone systems to have a default configura-
tion that permits users to directly initiate a 
call to 9–1-1 without dialing any additional 
digit, code, prefix, or post-fix, and for other 
purposes (Rept. No. 115–124). 
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By Mr. MCCAIN, from the Committee on 

Armed Services, without amendment: 
S. 1519. An original bill to authorize appro-

priations for fiscal year 2018 for military ac-
tivities of the Department of Defense, for 
military construction, and for defense activi-
ties of the Department of Energy, to pre-
scribe military personnel strengths for such 
fiscal year, and for other purposes (Rept. No. 
115–125). 

By Mr. ISAKSON, from the Committee on 
Veterans’ Affairs, with an amendment in the 
nature of a substitute: 

S. 1024. A bill to amend title 38, United 
States Code, to reform the rights and proc-
esses relating to appeals of decisions regard-
ing claims for benefits under the laws admin-
istered by the Secretary of Veterans Affairs, 
and for other purposes (Rept. No. 115–126). 

f 

INTRODUCTION OF BILLS AND 
JOINT RESOLUTIONS 

The following bills and joint resolu-
tions were introduced, read the first 
and second times by unanimous con-
sent, and referred as indicated: 

By Mr. GARDNER (for himself and Mr. 
HEINRICH): 

S. 1518. A bill to direct the Secretary of 
Labor to enter into contracts with industry 
intermediaries for purposes of promoting the 
development of and access to apprenticeships 
in the technology sector, and for other pur-
poses; to the Committee on Health, Edu-
cation, Labor, and Pensions. 

By Mr. MCCAIN: 
S. 1519. An original bill to authorize appro-

priations for fiscal year 2018 for military ac-
tivities of the Department of Defense, for 
military construction, and for defense activi-
ties of the Department of Energy, to pre-
scribe military personnel strengths for such 
fiscal year, and for other purposes; from the 
Committee on Armed Services; placed on the 
calendar. 

By Mr. WICKER (for himself, Mr. NEL-
SON, Mr. BLUNT, Mr. SCHATZ, Mr. 
MANCHIN, and Mr. KENNEDY): 

S. 1520. A bill to expand recreational fish-
ing opportunities through enhanced marine 
fishery conservation and management, and 
for other purposes; to the Committee on 
Commerce, Science, and Transportation. 

By Mr. NELSON: 
S. 1521. A bill to amend the Higher Edu-

cation Act of 1965 to reduce the interest rate 
caps for Federal Direct student loans, to 
eliminate loan origination fees on all Fed-
eral Direct student loans, and to provide for 
refinancing of Federal Direct student loans 
and Federal family education loans; to the 
Committee on Health, Education, Labor, and 
Pensions. 

By Mr. HEINRICH (for himself and Mr. 
ALEXANDER): 

S. 1522. A bill to establish an Every Kid 
Outdoors program, and for other purposes; to 
the Committee on Energy and Natural Re-
sources. 

By Mrs. FISCHER (for herself and Mr. 
LANKFORD): 

S. 1523. A bill to provide for additional 
safeguards with respect to imposing Federal 
mandates, and for other purposes; to the 
Committee on Homeland Security and Gov-
ernmental Affairs. 

f 

SUBMISSION OF CONCURRENT AND 
SENATE RESOLUTIONS 

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

By Mr. CRUZ: 
S. Res. 216. A resolution calling on the 

Government of Iran to release unjustly de-

tained United States citizens and legal per-
manent resident aliens, and for other pur-
poses; to the Committee on Foreign Rela-
tions. 

f 

ADDITIONAL COSPONSORS 
S. 45 

At the request of Mr. CRUZ, the name 
of the Senator from Nevada (Mr. HELL-
ER) was added as a cosponsor of S. 45, a 
bill to amend the Immigration and Na-
tionality Act to increase penalties for 
individuals who illegally reenter the 
United States after being removed and 
for other purposes. 

S. 251 
At the request of Mr. WYDEN, the 

name of the Senator from North Da-
kota (Ms. HEITKAMP) was added as a co-
sponsor of S. 251, a bill to repeal the 
Independent Payment Advisory Board 
in order to ensure that it cannot be 
used to undermine the Medicare enti-
tlement for beneficiaries. 

S. 266 
At the request of Mr. HATCH, the 

names of the Senator from Kansas (Mr. 
ROBERTS), the Senator from Massachu-
setts (Mr. MARKEY), the Senator from 
Georgia (Mr. ISAKSON), the Senator 
from New York (Mrs. GILLIBRAND) and 
the Senator from Hawaii (Ms. HIRONO) 
were added as cosponsors of S. 266, a 
bill to award the Congressional Gold 
Medal to Anwar Sadat in recognition of 
his heroic achievements and coura-
geous contributions to peace in the 
Middle East. 

S. 322 
At the request of Mr. PETERS, the 

name of the Senator from Ohio (Mr. 
PORTMAN) was added as a cosponsor of 
S. 322, a bill to protect victims of do-
mestic violence, sexual assault, stalk-
ing, and dating violence from emo-
tional and psychological trauma 
caused by acts of violence or threats of 
violence against their pets. 

S. 334 
At the request of Mr. INHOFE, the 

name of the Senator from Texas (Mr. 
CORNYN) was added as a cosponsor of S. 
334, a bill to clarify that a State has 
the sole authority to regulate hydrau-
lic fracturing on Federal land within 
the boundaries of the State. 

S. 378 
At the request of Mr. BARRASSO, the 

name of the Senator from Louisiana 
(Mr. KENNEDY) was added as a cospon-
sor of S. 378, a bill to amend titles 5 
and 28, United States Code, to require 
the maintenance of databases on 
awards of fees and other expenses to 
prevailing parties in certain adminis-
trative proceedings and court cases to 
which the United States is a party, and 
for other purposes. 

S. 540 
At the request of Mr. THUNE, the 

names of the Senator from Hawaii (Mr. 
SCHATZ) and the Senator from Montana 
(Mr. DAINES) were added as cosponsors 
of S. 540, a bill to limit the authority of 
States to tax certain income of em-
ployees for employment duties per-
formed in other States. 

S. 545 
At the request of Mr. PAUL, the name 

of the Senator from Alabama (Mr. 
STRANGE) was added as a cosponsor of 
S. 545, a bill to preserve and protect the 
free choice of individual employees to 
form, join, or assist labor organiza-
tions, or to refrain from such activi-
ties. 

S. 622 
At the request of Mr. FLAKE, the 

name of the Senator from Arkansas 
(Mr. COTTON) was added as a cosponsor 
of S. 622, a bill to preserve open com-
petition and Federal Government neu-
trality towards the labor relations of 
Federal Government contractors on 
Federal and federally funded construc-
tion projects. 

S. 654 
At the request of Mr. TOOMEY, the 

names of the Senator from Maine (Ms. 
COLLINS) and the Senator from Massa-
chusetts (Mr. MARKEY) were added as 
cosponsors of S. 654, a bill to revise sec-
tion 48 of title 18, United States Code, 
and for other purposes. 

S. 683 
At the request of Ms. HIRONO, the 

name of the Senator from Massachu-
setts (Mr. MARKEY) was added as a co-
sponsor of S. 683, a bill to amend title 
38, United States Code, to extend the 
requirement to provide nursing home 
care to certain veterans with service- 
connected disabilities. 

S. 705 
At the request of Mr. HATCH, the 

name of the Senator from Arizona (Mr. 
MCCAIN) was added as a cosponsor of S. 
705, a bill to amend the National Child 
Protection Act of 1993 to establish a 
national criminal history background 
check system and criminal history re-
view program for certain individuals 
who, related to their employment, have 
access to children, the elderly, or indi-
viduals with disabilities, and for other 
purposes. 

S. 772 
At the request of Mr. MCCAIN, the 

name of the Senator from Wisconsin 
(Ms. BALDWIN) was added as a cospon-
sor of S. 772, a bill to amend the PRO-
TECT Act to make Indian tribes eligi-
ble for AMBER Alert grants. 

S. 819 
At the request of Mrs. MURRAY, the 

name of the Senator from Nevada (Ms. 
CORTEZ MASTO) was added as a cospon-
sor of S. 819, a bill to amend the Fair 
Labor Standards Act of 1938 to provide 
more effective remedies to victims of 
discrimination in the payment of 
wages on the basis of sex, and for other 
purposes. 

S. 872 
At the request of Mr. GRASSLEY, the 

name of the Senator from Nevada (Ms. 
CORTEZ MASTO) was added as a cospon-
sor of S. 872, a bill to amend title XVIII 
of the Social Security Act to make per-
manent the extension of the Medicare- 
dependent hospital (MDH) program and 
the increased payments under the 
Medicare low-volume hospital pro-
gram. 
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S. 1112 

At the request of Ms. HEITKAMP, the 
name of the Senator from New York 
(Mrs. GILLIBRAND) was added as a co-
sponsor of S. 1112, a bill to support 
States in their work to save and sus-
tain the health of mothers during preg-
nancy, childbirth, and in the 
postpartum period, to eliminate dis-
parities in maternal health outcomes 
for pregnancy-related and pregnancy- 
associated deaths, to identify solutions 
to improve health care quality and 
health outcomes for mothers, and for 
other purposes. 

S. 1124 

At the request of Mr. HATCH, the 
name of the Senator from Arkansas 
(Mr. BOOZMAN) was added as a cospon-
sor of S. 1124, a bill to grant the Direc-
tor of the United States Marshals Serv-
ice authority to appoint criminal in-
vestigators in the excepted service. 

S. 1146 

At the request of Mrs. SHAHEEN, the 
name of the Senator from Illinois (Ms. 
DUCKWORTH) was added as a cosponsor 
of S. 1146, a bill to enhance the ability 
of the Office of the National Ombuds-
man to assist small businesses in meet-
ing regulatory requirements and de-
velop outreach initiatives to promote 
awareness of the services the Office of 
the National Ombudsman provides, and 
for other purposes. 

S. 1186 

At the request of Ms. BALDWIN, the 
name of the Senator from Virginia (Mr. 
WARNER) was added as a cosponsor of S. 
1186, a bill to authorize the Secretary 
of Transportation to designate certain 
entities as centers of excellence for do-
mestic maritime workforce training 
and education, and for other purposes. 

S. 1256 

At the request of Mr. MARKEY, the 
name of the Senator from Minnesota 
(Ms. KLOBUCHAR) was added as a co-
sponsor of S. 1256, a bill to award a 
Congressional Gold Medal to the 23d 
Headquarters, Special Troops and the 
3133d Signal Service Company in rec-
ognition of their unique and distin-
guished service as a ‘‘Ghost Army’’ 
that conducted deception operations in 
Europe during World War II. 

S. 1311 

At the request of Mr. CORNYN, the 
names of the Senator from Illinois (Mr. 
DURBIN) and the Senator from Missouri 
(Mrs. MCCASKILL) were added as co-
sponsors of S. 1311, a bill to provide as-
sistance in abolishing human traf-
ficking in the United States. 

S. 1312 

At the request of Mr. GRASSLEY, the 
names of the Senator from Missouri 
(Mrs. MCCASKILL) and the Senator from 
Louisiana (Mr. KENNEDY) were added as 
cosponsors of S. 1312, a bill to prioritize 
the fight against human trafficking in 
the United States. 

S. 1325 

At the request of Mr. TESTER, the 
name of the Senator from Florida (Mr. 
NELSON) was added as a cosponsor of S. 

1325, a bill to amend title 38, United 
States Code, to improve the authorities 
of the Secretary of Veterans Affairs to 
hire, recruit, and train employees of 
the Department of Veterans Affairs, 
and for other purposes. 

S. 1343 
At the request of Mr. THUNE, the 

name of the Senator from Ohio (Mr. 
PORTMAN) was added as a cosponsor of 
S. 1343, a bill to amend the Internal 
Revenue Code to extend and modify 
certain charitable tax provisions. 

S. 1426 
At the request of Mr. THUNE, the 

name of the Senator from Minnesota 
(Ms. KLOBUCHAR) was added as a co-
sponsor of S. 1426, a bill to amend the 
Ted Stevens Olympic and Amateur 
Sports Act to expand the purposes of 
the corporation, to designate the 
United States Center for Safe Sport, 
and for other purposes. 

S. 1427 
At the request of Mrs. ERNST, the 

name of the Senator from Nebraska 
(Mrs. FISCHER) was added as a cospon-
sor of S. 1427, a bill to provide States 
with the option of applying for and re-
ceiving temporary waivers for the 
States to experiment with new ap-
proaches that integrate Federal pro-
grams in order to provide more coordi-
nated and holistic solutions to families 
in need, and for other purposes. 

S. 1463 
At the request of Mr. CRAPO, the 

name of the Senator from Nevada (Mr. 
HELLER) was added as a cosponsor of S. 
1463, a bill to amend the Financial Sta-
bility Act of 2010 to modify the term of 
the independent member of the Finan-
cial Stability Oversight Council. 

S. 1465 
At the request of Mr. CASSIDY, the 

name of the Senator from West Vir-
ginia (Mrs. CAPITO) was added as a co-
sponsor of S. 1465, a bill to terminate 
the prohibitions on the exportation and 
importation of natural gas, and for 
other purposes. 

S. 1489 
At the request of Mr. BLUMENTHAL, 

the names of the Senator from Min-
nesota (Ms. KLOBUCHAR) and the Sen-
ator from Michigan (Ms. STABENOW) 
were added as cosponsors of S. 1489, a 
bill to amend section 3312 of title 38, 
United States Code, to restore Post-9/11 
Educational Assistance and other relief 
for veterans affected by school clo-
sures, and for other purposes. 

S. 1503 
At the request of Ms. WARREN, the 

name of the Senator from Illinois (Mr. 
DURBIN) was added as a cosponsor of S. 
1503, a bill to require the Secretary of 
the Treasury to mint coins in recogni-
tion of the 60th anniversary of the 
Naismith Memorial Basketball Hall of 
Fame. 

S.J. RES. 16 
At the request of Mr. WYDEN, the 

name of the Senator from North Da-
kota (Ms. HEITKAMP) was added as a co-
sponsor of S.J. Res. 16, a joint resolu-

tion approving the discontinuation of 
the process for consideration and auto-
matic implementation of the annual 
proposal of the Independent Medicare 
Advisory Board under section 1899A of 
the Social Security Act. 

S. RES. 102 
At the request of Mr. CORNYN, the 

name of the Senator from Virginia (Mr. 
KAINE) was added as a cosponsor of S. 
Res. 102, a resolution reaffirming the 
strategic partnership between the 
United States and Mexico, and recog-
nizing bilateral cooperation that ad-
vances the national security and na-
tional interests of both countries. 

S. RES. 201 
At the request of Mrs. MURRAY, the 

name of the Senator from Missouri 
(Mrs. MCCASKILL) was added as a co-
sponsor of S. Res. 201, a resolution af-
firming the importance of title IX, ap-
plauding the increase in educational 
opportunities available to women and 
girls, and recognizing the tremendous 
amount of work left to be done to fur-
ther increase those opportunities. 

S. RES. 211 
At the request of Mr. TOOMEY, the 

name of the Senator from Hawaii (Ms. 
HIRONO) was added as a cosponsor of S. 
Res. 211, a resolution condemning the 
violence and persecution in Chechnya. 

S. RES. 213 
At the request of Mr. CORNYN, the 

name of the Senator from Tennessee 
(Mr. CORKER) was added as a cosponsor 
of S. Res. 213, a resolution honoring the 
memory of Dallas Police Department 
Senior Corporal Lorne Ahrens, Ser-
geant Michael Smith, Officer Michael 
Krol, Officer Patrick Zamarripa, and 
Dallas Area Rapid Transit Police Offi-
cer Brent Thompson, who were killed 
during the attack in Dallas, Texas, 
that occurred 1 year ago, on July 7, 
2016. 

f 

STATEMENTS ON INTRODUCED 
BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTIONS 

By Mr. NELSON: 
S. 1521. A bill to amend the Higher 

Education Act of 1965 to reduce the in-
terest rate caps for Federal Direct stu-
dent loans, to eliminate loan origina-
tion fees on all Federal Direct student 
loans, and to provide for refinancing of 
Federal Direct student loans and Fed-
eral family education loans; to the 
Committee on Health, Education, 
Labor, and Pensions. 

Mr. NELSON. Mr. President, I want 
to talk about a heavy financial burden 
that too many of our fellow Americans 
are being forced to deal with. What I 
am talking about is student loans. You 
may be surprised to know that the sec-
ond largest amount of debt in America, 
next to home mortgage debt, is student 
loan debt. Student loan debt is $1.3 tril-
lion more than all the credit card debt 
combined in America. Graduates from 
the class of 2016 have more than $37,000 
in student loan debt, on average, when 
they graduate. 

To make matters worse, the Federal 
Government last week announced that 
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it was increasing interest rates on Fed-
eral student loans for this coming 
school year, which starts in September. 
For undergraduate students, rates are 
increased from last year at 3.76 percent 
to 4.45 percent, almost three-quarters 
of a percent. That started on July 1. 

Well, our economy is built on the in-
genuity and creativity of young entre-
preneurs who have taken a risk on 
something new, but today, instead of 
sending our graduates off to be creative 
and conquer the world, we are sending 
them off with a tremendous amount of 
debt that they are struggling to afford. 

While I was in Florida last week over 
the July 4th recess, I met with a group 
of recent graduates, and we wanted to 
discuss their student loans. They were 
not shy about telling me about it. 
Many of them had high interest rates. 
They wondered how they were going to 
pay off that debt, how they were going 
to be able to be unshackled from that 
financial burden so they could get on 
about the business of building their ca-
reer and starting a family. 

Let me give you some examples of 
the students I met with. One young 
lady graduated from the University of 
Central Florida in 2015 with $50,000 in 
student loan debt. The interest rate on 
her debt was 4.85 percent. She knows 
that her parents, who have helped her 
before—they are small business own-
ers—are not going to be able to con-
tinue to help her financially. Even so, 
she was the first person in her family 
to graduate from college. That student 
is currently attending George Wash-
ington University for graduate school, 
after which she is estimating her total 
debt will be $90,000 in student loans. 
She told me about what every student 
longs to do: Purchase a home, start a 
family, and get on with their career. 
But that is increasingly becoming a 
pipe dream for millennials because of 
the burden of student loan debt. 

I met another student from Deltona, 
FL, who works as a social worker for 
the homeless. She graduated with a 
bachelor’s degree in social work and a 
master’s degree in the same from Flor-
ida State. She has dedicated her life to 
public service and helping the most 
vulnerable among us, yet she is facing 
$75,000 in student loan debt while car-
rying interest rates that range from 5.4 
percent to 6.8 percent. 

In Florida alone, students graduating 
with a 4-year degree are leaving with 
an average of more than $23,000 in stu-
dent loan debt. The thought of trying 
to start a career with that much debt 
is discouraging when some students, 
even after attending college in the first 
place, are still struggling. They want 
to go on to grad school or they are still 
in school wanting to finish their de-
gree, but then they have that constant 
fear of having more and more debt 
when they graduate. That is not in 
anyone’s interest—not the student’s, 
not the family’s, not the community’s, 
and it is certainly not in the country’s 
best interest. If we really want to build 
a strong middle class, we have to make 
higher education more affordable. 

That is why today I am introducing 
legislation to lower the cap on student 
loan interest and the so-called lender 
origination fees and to allow those 
with existing loans to refinance at a 
lower rate; namely, 4 percent. 

Remember I told you about that one 
student I met who had loans that went 
anywhere from 5.5 up to 6.8 percent? 
That was the interest rate in that par-
ticular year of their education. I think 
they ought to be able to refinance all 
of that at a maximum of 4 percent. 

The bill that I am filing today, which 
we are calling the Student Loan Relief 
Act, would cap student loan interest 
rates for undergraduates at 4 percent, 
graduates at 5 percent, and parents at 
a cap of 6 percent. It would also help 
students borrow less by ending the loan 
origination fees the government 
charges students to process their loan. 
For example, if it is a $10,000 loan, they 
will take out a loan origination fee of 
$400, so the actual loan the student 
gets is $9,600. These fees are taken out 
before the student receives the loan. 
The bill we are filing would eliminate 
those fees all together. 

One other thing the bill would allow 
for any borrower with an existing Fed-
eral student loan is to refinance their 
loans one time to a lower rate. Once 
the Federal Government sets the stu-
dent loan interest rates for the year, 
they are fixed now under current law 
for the lifetime of that loan and they 
can’t be refinanced, even if the rates go 
lower. That is certainly not in the in-
terest of the student. For example, bor-
rowers who took out loans between 
July of 2006 and July of 2013 likely have 
a fixed rate of 6.8 percent. Despite the 
significant drop in interest rates since 
2013, currently those borrowers are 
barred from refinancing their existing 
loans. That is not common sense. Be-
tween 2006 and 2013, the interest rate 
on student loan debt got as high as 6.8 
percent. Students who took out loans 
during that time are now stuck with 
those rates. They can’t refinance that 
debt as you could with a home loan. 
This bill would fix that by letting 
those borrowers refinance their debt 
with the new loans that have the lower 
interest rates. 

Capping interest rates, ending loan 
origination fees, and allowing bor-
rowers to refinance existing loans 
would certainly help make education 
more affordable for our students. It 
would help to ease the financial stress 
that is weighing down our economy 
and keeping some graduates from mak-
ing the types of investments that tra-
ditionally lead to stronger middle-class 
membership like, for example, home 
ownership. 

Sometimes, in all of the partisan 
back-and-forth, some folks begin to 
forget why we are here: to serve the 
people. I urge our colleagues to take a 
serious look at this bill and join with 
me in helping those we represent. 

We can’t continue to leave our grad-
uates saddled with so much student 
debt and no way out. We have to do 

something to ease the burden, and I be-
lieve this is a good way to start. 

I would just conclude by recalling 
what I said at the outset: You may be 
surprised to learn that student loan 
debt is the second largest debt carried 
in America next to home mortgage 
debt. 

You can take all the credit card debt 
in America and combine it all and it is 
not as much as the $1.3 trillion of stu-
dent loan debt that is carried today. 
We need to help those students, and 
thereby we are helping our country. 

f 

NOTICE: REGISTRATION OF MASS 
MAILINGS 

The filing date for the 2017 second 
quarter Mass Mailing report is Tues-
day, July 25, 2017. 

An electronic option is available on 
Webster that will allow forms to be 
submitted via a fillable pdf document. 
If your office did no mass mailings dur-
ing this period, please submit a form 
that states ‘‘none.’’ 

Mass mailing registrations or nega-
tive reports can be submitted elec-
tronically or delivered to the Senate 
Office of Public Records, 232 Hart 
Building, Washington, DC 20510–7116. 

The Senate Office of Public Records 
is open from 9:00 a.m. to 6:00 p.m. For 
further information, please contact the 
Senate Office of Public Records at (202) 
224–0322. 

f 

APPOINTMENT 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 

Chair announces, on behalf of the 
Democratic leader, pursuant to Public 
Law 101–509, the appointment of the 
following individual to serve as a mem-
ber of the Advisory Committee on the 
Records of Congress: Carol A. Mandel 
of New York. 

f 

ORDERS FOR TUESDAY, JULY 11, 
2017 

Mr. MCCONNELL. Mr. President, I 
ask unanimous consent that when the 
Senate completes its business today, it 
adjourn until 2:15 p.m., Tuesday, July 
11; further, that following the prayer 
and pledge, the morning hour be 
deemed expired, the Journal of pro-
ceedings be approved to date, the time 
for the two leaders be reserved for their 
use later in the day, and morning busi-
ness be closed; further, that following 
leader remarks, the Senate proceed to 
executive session and resume consider-
ation of the Nye nomination; finally, 
that all time during morning business, 
recess, adjournment, and leader re-
marks count postcloture on the Nye 
nomination. 

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

f 

ORDER FOR ADJOURNMENT 
Mr. MCCONNELL. Mr. President, if 

there is no further business to come be-
fore the Senate, I ask unanimous con-
sent that it stand adjourned under the 
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previous order, following the remarks 
of Senator MERKLEY. 

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

The Senator from Oregon. 
f 

CLIMATE DISRUPTION 

Mr. MERKLEY. Mr. President, cli-
mate disruption is the seminal chal-
lenge of our generation. It affects ev-
erything from our farming to our fish-
ing to our forestry. We see the impact 
in disappearing glaciers, shrinking ice 
sheets, melting permafrost, dying coral 
reefs, more powerful storms, and mi-
grating animals and insects. 

In response, communities across the 
globe are transforming their energy 
economies. They are increasing the en-
ergy efficiency of their buildings and 
their vehicles and their appliances, and 
they are replacing carbon-polluting 
fossil fuel energy with clean, renewable 
energy. 

How much do you know about the 
changes underway? Let’s find out. 

Welcome to episode No. 2 of the Sen-
ate Climate Disruption Quiz. 

First question: Which car company 
announced just last week that all of its 
new models will have an electric motor 
starting in 2019? Was it Toyota, which 
has the Prius currently, the Prius plug- 
in? Was it Volvo, known for its safety, 
or Honda, which advocates its fuel effi-
ciency, or Ford, which has the all-elec-
tric Focus? 

The answer is B: Volvo. On July 5, 
Volvo announced that beginning in 
2019, every new model in its fleet will 
have some form of electric propulsion. 
These cars will include so-called 
‘‘mild’’ hybrids featuring regenerative 
braking like the Prius, plug-in hybrids 
like the Volt, and fully electric cars 
like the Tesla. Volvo intends to do all 
of these forms. 

Now with electric cars in mind, let’s 
move on to question No. 2: Which Euro-
pean country plans to ban the sale of 
new diesel and gas vehicles by the year 
2040? Is it France or Spain or the 
United Kingdom or Switzerland? The 
answer is France. 

Last week, on July 6, France’s Envi-
ronment Minister Nicolas Hulot an-
nounced a new environmental plan for 
his country to reflect France’s commit-
ment to the Paris climate agreement. 
Minister Hulot not only said that 
France will ban the sale of new diesel 
and gas cars starting in 2040, but will 
seek to shut down all of its coal-pow-
ered electric plants over the next 5 
years—by the year 2022—and to pursue 
a ‘‘carbon-neutral’’ economy by the 
year 2050. That is the same as a net 
zero production of carbon dioxide. 

Let’s turn to a different part of the 
world. Let’s go to the Southern Hemi-

sphere. A crack in the Antarctic ice 
shelf will soon create an iceberg of 
what size? Will it be the size of Oregon, 
my home State, which is roughly 
100,000 square miles; or the size of the 
Superdome in New Orleans, about 6 
acres; or how about the size of Manhat-
tan, 23 square miles; or Delaware, 
which is much larger, at about 2,000 
square miles? The answer is D, Dela-
ware. 

The crack in this ice shelf will create 
an iceberg about the size of Delaware. 

This is Antarctica’s fourth largest 
ice shelf. The crack is now 120 miles 
long, and in some spots now it is 2 
miles wide, and there are just 3 miles 
left in which it is attached to the ice 
shelf. So given the stresses that are 
being applied to that vast sheet of ice, 
the break is expected to happen in the 
next couple of weeks. When that hap-
pens, we will have an iceberg larger 
than 2,000 square miles—about the size 
of Delaware—and this will be such a 
large iceberg that it will contain 
roughly 1 trillion tons of ice. 

Question No. 4: Global production of 
what fossil fuel fell by 6.2 percent in 
2016? Was it coal or was it oil or was it 
natural gas? 

The answer is A: coal. According to 
British Petroleum’s annual report, 
global coal production fell by over 6 
percent last year—the largest decline 
since they started keeping statistics in 
1950. What is driving the decline? It is 
shrinking coal production in both the 
United States and in China. 

What is happening in the other two 
sectors—oil and gas? There was a slight 
increase in the production of oil last 
year, and the production of natural gas 
was basically flat. 

Now, compare these to renewable en-
ergy, which grew very quickly last 
year. Global wind energy grew by more 
than 15 percent in a single year, but 
that is a small amount compared to 
global solar energy, which grew by al-
most 30 percent—in a single year, al-
most a one-third increase in global pro-
duction. And renewable energy is now 
taking up a larger share of the primary 
energy production worldwide. 

Finally question No. 5: How many 
U.S. cities have joined the ‘‘We Are 
Still In’’ coalition? That is the coali-
tion that was formed after President 
Trump announced he was going to 
withdraw the United States from the 
Paris accord. Is it 15 cities, 125 cities, 
500 cities, or just 100 cities? 

The correct answer is B, and of 
course the number is increasing even 
as we speak. President Trump an-
nounced on June 1 that he would pull 
the United States out of the Paris ac-
cord and, in just that short period 
since—a little over 5 weeks—125 cities, 
9 States, 900 businesses and investors, 

and 183 colleges and universities have 
declared that they are committed to 
the vision of the Paris Agreement and 
to taking steps to be part of obtaining 
and securing that vision. Together, 
this coalition represents 120 million 
Americans and a $6.2 trillion share of 
the U.S. economy. 

It includes cities from the West, like 
Los Angeles, and the East, such as Bal-
timore. It includes cities in red States, 
like Houston, TX, and Tucson, AZ. It 
includes cities from the Southwest and 
Southeast, like Santa Fe, NM, from the 
Southwest, and Charleston, SC, in the 
Southeast. 

These are just a few of the 125 cit-
ies—cities led by Democrats and Re-
publicans—because the fact is, the 
threat of climate disruption to our 
planet is not a partisan issue. It is not 
a red issue or a blue issue; it is an issue 
that impacts everyone on this globe, 
regardless of political ideology. 

So there you have it, folks. Episode 
No. 2 of the Senate Climate Disruption 
Quiz—questions ripped right from the 
headlines. How did you score? 

Every week we have surprising new 
facts—new facts on the ground about 
the changes in the environment and 
new facts about the response of com-
munities across the globe. 

There is no question that we are rac-
ing the clock to take this on as human 
civilization, and there is no time to 
spare. So stay engaged in the fight. 

In the near future, I will bring you 
Episode No. 3 of the Senate Climate 
Disruption Quiz to present some of the 
new issues that will unfold in the com-
ing days. If you are following this quiz 
at home and have a good idea for a cli-
mate disruption question, please tweet 
it to me at @SenJeffMerkley on Twit-
ter, using the hash tag ClimateQ4Jeff. 

Let’s fight together and save our 
beautiful blue-green planet. 

I yield the floor. 

f 

ADJOURNMENT UNTIL 2:15 P.M. 
TOMORROW 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under 
the previous order, the Senate stands 
adjourned until 2:15 p.m. tomorrow. 

Thereupon, the Senate, at 6:39 p.m., 
adjourned until Tuesday, July 11, 2017, 
at 2:15 p.m. 

f 

CONFIRMATION 

Executive nomination confirmed by 
the Senate July 10, 2017: 

EXECUTIVE OFFICE OF THE PRESIDENT 

NEOMI RAO, OF THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA, TO BE AD-
MINISTRATOR OF THE OFFICE OF INFORMATION AND 
REGULATORY AFFAIRS, OFFICE OF MANAGEMENT AND 
BUDGET. 
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