
Congressional Record
UNUM

E PLURIBUS

United States
of America PROCEEDINGS AND DEBATES OF THE 115th

 CONGRESS, FIRST SESSION

∑ This ‘‘bullet’’ symbol identifies statements or insertions which are not spoken by a Member of the Senate on the floor.

.

S4009 

Vol. 163 WASHINGTON, MONDAY, JULY 17, 2017 No. 120 

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. 
Eternal Spirit, today, teach our law-

makers to do things Your way, embrac-
ing Your precepts and walking in Your 
path. Lord, remind them that the road 
less traveled usually leads to life, and 
few find it. 

As our Senators receive guidance 
from You and follow Your leading, re-
place anxiety with calm, confusion 
with clarity, and despair with hope. 
Use these legislators to transform dark 
yesterdays into bright tomorrows. May 
Your peace guard their hearts. Guide 
them to find workable solutions for the 
problems of our Nation and world. 

And, Lord, bring healing to Senator 
JOHN MCCAIN. 

We pray in Your merciful 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 

WISHING SENATOR MCCAIN A 
SPEEDY RECOVERY 

Mr. MCCONNELL. Mr. President, I 
spoke to Senator MCCAIN this morning 
and let him know the Senate continues 
to send its thoughts to him. Our friend 

from Arizona is a pretty tough guy, as 
we all know. He will be back with us 
soon. We will continue to offer him 
best wishes for a speedy recovery in the 
meantime, and we will continue to 
keep Cindy, their family, his staff, and 
the people of Arizona in our thoughts. 

f 

NOMINATION OF PATRICK 
SHANAHAN 

Mr. MCCONNELL. We will also con-
tinue to work on items before the Sen-
ate. As we all know, the nomination 
before the Senate today is of particular 
concern to Senator MCCAIN. Just a few 
days ago, as chairman of the Armed 
Services Committee, he came to the 
floor to underline the importance of 
confirming the nominee before us. Here 
is what he said. 

‘‘In order to rebuild the military,’’ he 
said, ‘‘the Pentagon needs to ramp up 
readiness programs and embark on an 
ambitious plan for modernization to 
make sure our servicemembers are 
given the training, resources, and capa-
bilities they need. To do that, the De-
partment of Defense must have senior 
leadership.’’ 

For instance—this is Senator MCCAIN 
last week—the nominee before us, Pat-
rick Shanahan, who has been nomi-
nated to be Secretary Mattis’s Deputy 
at the Department of Defense. 

‘‘The position of Deputy Secretary of 
[Defense],’’ Chairman MCCAIN contin-
ued, ‘‘is one of the most critical posi-
tions in our government. It is essen-
tially the chief operating officer of the 
largest, most complex organization in 
the world—the Department that is en-
trusted with ensuring our national se-
curity.’’ 

Yet, as Senator MCCAIN noted, the 
position is now vacant. Friday was the 
last day of work for the previous Dep-
uty Secretary of Defense, and Demo-
crats, who do not oppose Shanahan’s 
confirmation on the merits, are throw-
ing up procedural hurdles that guar-
antee this critical national security po-

sition will remain vacant for a while 
longer. Why? To change an outcome? 
No, not to change an outcome. As I 
said, many Democrats actually support 
Shanahan’s nomination. He commands 
the bipartisan support of the Armed 
Services Committee, which reported 
his nomination out on a voice vote—a 
voice vote—and he has earned praise 
from across the aisle. As one Demo-
cratic Senator put it, ‘‘[Patrick 
Shanahan’s] entire career has been 
about solving problems no one else can 
solve, and these skills would be invalu-
able at DOD.’’ Well, she is certainly 
right. Then why is her party playing 
games with the nomination? 

These are the same games we have 
seen before. Take the Ambassador to 
China. Democrats voted with us to con-
firm him 82 to 12. Yet they still forced 
the Senate to waste days on useless 
procedural votes getting there. Take 
the Ambassador to Japan we consid-
ered last week. Democrats voted with 
Republicans to confirm him 86 to 12. 
Yet they still forced unnecessary pro-
cedural hurdles all along the way. Per-
haps the most egregious example of 
this was the noncontroversial judicial 
nominee from Idaho we considered just 
last week. Like the nominee before us, 
the committee of jurisdiction reported 
out his nomination on a voice vote. 
Yet, also like the nominee before us, 
Democrats threw up unnecessary pro-
cedural hurdles on his nomination. 
When we took the vote to end debate 
on the judicial nominee from Idaho, 
they all joined with us—every single 
one of them—to say that debate on his 
nomination was not necessary and then 
insisted on 2 more days of ‘‘nondebate’’ 
before voting with us to confirm him 
100 to 0. 

So it doesn’t really matter whether 
the nominee has been nominated to 
serve in the judiciary or work as an 
Ambassador or serve in the Treasury 
Department or head an intelligence 
agency or sit on the Nuclear Regu-
latory Commission, Democrats have 
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shown time and time again they are 
willing to force needless procedural 
votes on nominees they actually sup-
port in order to waste the Senate’s 
time—and presumably with the simul-
taneous goal of impeding the Presi-
dent’s ability to make almost any ap-
pointments at all. If this trend con-
tinues, it will take us more than 11 
years to confirm the remaining Presi-
dential appointments. Let me repeat 
that. More than 11 years. A Presi-
dential term lasts 4 years. 

The level of obstruction exhibited by 
Senate Democrats on these nominees is 
simply breathtaking. It is often leaving 
key Departments without the senior 
leadership needed to guide our country 
through the various challenges we face. 
It needs to stop. 

The Senate needs to confirm Mr. 
Shanahan quickly, and we need to do 
that for the sake of our national secu-
rity. And our colleagues need to stop 
this immediately, for the sake of the 
country. 

f 

HEALTHCARE LEGISLATION 

Mr. MCCONNELL. Mr. President, 
ObamaCare has been hurting the people 
we represent for many years now. That 
is why the Senate has been working 
hard to move beyond its failures. Costs 
were supposed to go down under 
ObamaCare, but they skyrocketed. Pre-
miums have already increased by an 
average of more than 100 percent on 
the Federal exchange. Next year, they 
could rise by as much as 50 percent or 
more in States as diverse as Georgia, 
New Mexico, and Maryland. 

Look, we need to tackle this prob-
lem. The revised discussion draft we re-
leased last week contains many dif-
ferent reforms designed to make insur-
ance more affordable and more flexible 
so it is something Americans actually 
want to buy. It gives Americans more 
choices for managing their care. It also 
takes aim at ObamaCare’s taxes that 
target the middle class and drive up 
premiums—taxes on everything from 
health insurance to over-the-counter 
medication. 

Choice was supposed to go up under 
ObamaCare, but of course it plum-
meted. Americans living in 70 percent 
of counties have little to no options for 
ObamaCare insurance today. Next 
year, nearly 40 percent fewer insurers 
have filed to offer plans. Many Ameri-
cans face the real possibility of having 
no options at all and could find them-
selves trapped, forced by law to pur-
chase ObamaCare insurance but left by 
ObamaCare without any means to do 
so. 

We need to tackle this problem. The 
revised discussion draft is designed to 
stabilize the collapsing insurance mar-
kets and encourage more insurers to 
participate. It will transfer many 
healthcare decisions away from Wash-
ington bureaucrats and politicians and 
put them back with Americans and 
their doctors. It will also give Ameri-
cans the freedom to decide their own 

healthcare, allowing them to purchase 
the insurance they actually want, rath-
er than just forcing Americans to buy 
what ObamaCare is selling. 

There are other healthcare problems 
that need to be tackled as well. We 
need to strengthen Medicaid, for in-
stance, so it can deliver better care at 
a better cost today and remain avail-
able to future generations tomorrow. 

Our legislation contains important 
reforms to move our country forward 
in all of these areas. These are the 
kinds of reforms Americans deserve— 
not the status quo of ObamaCare, not a 
multibillion-dollar bandaid, not a pil-
ing on of even more ObamaCare, but 
real, patient-centered reforms that can 
finally move us beyond the pain of this 
law. The only way we will get there is 
with continued hard work. That is just 
what we intend to do. 

f 

MEASURE PLACED ON THE 
CALENDAR—H.R. 2430 

Mr. MCCONNELL. Mr. President, I 
understand there is a bill at the desk 
due for a second reading. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will read the bill by title for the 
second time. 

The legislative clerk read as follows: 
A bill (H.R. 2430) to amend the Federal 

Food, Drug, and Cosmetic Act to revise and 
extend the user-fee programs for prescription 
drugs, medical devices, generic drugs, and 
biosimilar biological products, and for other 
purposes. 

Mr. MCCONNELL. In order to place 
the bill on the calendar under the pro-
visions of rule XIV, I object to further 
proceedings. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objec-
tion is heard. 

The bill will be placed on the cal-
endar. 

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 Shanahan nomina-
tion, which the clerk will report. 

The legislative clerk read the nomi-
nation of Patrick M. Shanahan, of 
Washington, to be Deputy Secretary of 
Defense. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Texas. 

HEALTHCARE LEGISLATION 
Mr. CORNYN. Mr. President, on 

Thursday, after two additional weeks 

of consultation and input from Sen-
ators, we released an improved version 
of the bill we call the Better Care Rec-
onciliation Act, which represents our 
efforts to address the failing status quo 
of ObamaCare. 

We have said all along that even if 
Hillary Clinton were elected President, 
we would have to revisit ObamaCare 
because we have seen in a number of 
States that insurance companies are 
fleeing, leaving people with few, if any, 
options. People in the individual and 
small group market are seeing their 
premiums skyrocket 105 percent, na-
tionwide, since 2013 alone—a 105-per-
cent increase in premiums. 

For many of these folks, even though 
they paid the higher additional pre-
mium, their deductibles are so high 
that, effectively, they are being denied 
the benefit of any insurance whatso-
ever. I guess, perhaps, it is no surprise 
that 28 million Americans would sim-
ply be willing to pay the fine that goes 
along with the individual mandate for 
not buying government-approved 
health insurance or claim some sort of 
hardship exemption. 

ObamaCare was sold under the 
premise that, if you like your policy, 
you can keep your policy, and, if you 
like your doctor, you can keep your 
doctor and, oh, by the way, your pre-
miums are going to go down $2,500, but 
what people have experienced has been 
the opposite of that, with premiums 
going up on average $3,000. 

We simply believe that we have to 
act to save the millions of people who 
are being hurt by the status quo. That 
would be true whether Hillary Clinton 
were President or Donald Trump were 
President. 

Our first goal in the Better Care Rec-
onciliation Act is to stabilize the in-
surance markets, to make sure that 
people actually have an insurance com-
pany they can buy from. 

Our second goal is to get premiums 
down. The reasons premiums are not 
down are mainly twofold. One is that 
you have younger, healthier people 
simply forgoing insurance, leaving only 
sicker, older people in the risk pools. 
Under adverse selection, that means 
everybody pays higher premiums when 
younger, healthier people simply don’t 
purchase the product because they 
can’t be part of that risk pool. The sec-
ond reason why premiums are so high 
is the mandates. People are simply 
being ordered by their own government 
to buy coverage they don’t want or 
need, which drives up premiums, not to 
mention the fact that young people are 
subsidizing older people’s health insur-
ance premiums the way that 
ObamaCare was constructed. 

We are going to do everything we can 
to get the premiums down. The first 
Congressional Budget Office report said 
that long term you would see pre-
miums go down by as much as 30 per-
cent by the year 2020, but we want to 
do even better than that if we can. 

The third thing we said we wanted to 
do was that we wanted to protect peo-
ple with preexisting conditions. When 
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people are forced to keep a job they 
really don’t want because they don’t 
want to lose their employer-provided 
health coverage due to preexisting con-
ditions, we don’t want people to be 
stuck at a job they don’t want or be 
unable to quit their job and look for 
something else because they are wor-
ried about not being covered due to 
preexisting condition exclusions. We 
maintain the current status of the law 
with regard to protecting people with 
preexisting conditions. 

The fourth thing that we try to do in 
this bill is that we try to take one of 
the large entitlement programs, Med-
icaid, which is an important safety net 
for low-income Americans, and we put 
it on a sustainable path. There are 
some people who think you can spend 
hundreds of billions of dollars more for 
Medicaid over time and we can con-
tinue to deliver those services to the 
poor people in our country, and we 
don’t need to worry about crowding out 
defense spending or education or some 
other priority. We simply cannot do it. 
What we have done is put it on a re-
sponsible growth rate and delegate 
more of that authority to the States to 
come up with innovative programs. 

Our plan will remove costly man-
dates and will help provide more op-
tions and drive down some of the exor-
bitant costs. We will soon have a 
chance to rescue the American people 
from the failures of the ObamaCare ex-
periment. This is a critical moment for 
the Senate. 

I want to go over a few updates to the 
discussion draft, perhaps in the hopes 
that some of my colleagues on both 
sides of the aisle will realize that, when 
faced with the choice of our reform 
plan or the status quo, the choice is 
clear. 

After listening to a number of Sen-
ators, we made some important up-
dates. For example, to combat the 
opioid epidemic that is ravaging the 
country, our new draft includes an ad-
ditional $45 billion for substance abuse 
and recovery. 

As this chart indicates, the number 
of people with HIV has gone down to 
6,400, thanks to innovations and drug 
therapy, principally. As to car acci-
dents, 37,000 people a year die in the 
United States as a result of car acci-
dents, but 52,000 people—and growing— 
lose their lives due to opioid and other 
drug overdoses. 

This is an epidemic that has to be 
dealt with. The abuse of heroin and 
prescription painkillers is devastating 
families and communities all across 
the country, but, particularly, we hear 
from our colleagues in Ohio, West Vir-
ginia, and Kentucky that this is an ur-
gent and unmet need. 

These additional resources will be 
critical for providers, for advocates, 
and for families on the front lines of 
this crisis. As I said, our colleagues 
from Ohio, West Virginia, New Hamp-
shire, and other places advocated for 
something called the Comprehensive 
Addiction and Recovery Act last year, 

which we were able to pass to address 
this crisis, and we passed additional 
legislation called the 21st Century 
Cures Act in December, which, again, 
added additional resources. But this 
represents the single largest allocation 
or appropriation of Federal dollars to 
deal with this crisis than has ever oc-
curred before. I think it is because it is 
necessary, and I thank our colleagues 
for bringing this to our attention. This 
is a shocking statistic, when you think 
about it—that more people die of drug 
overdoses in America today than die in 
car accidents—and we are going to do 
something about that in this legisla-
tion. 

We are also introducing a provision 
that, for the first time, would allow 
people to use pretax dollars to pay for 
their insurance premiums. Let’s say 
you paid 25 percent of your income to 
taxes. If you can use pretax dollars, 
then, basically, that effectively lowers 
your out-of-pocket cost if you can use 
pretax dollars rather than the net of 
tax. 

We expand the use of health savings 
accounts to give people that ability, 
which effectively lowers the cost of 
their premiums, again, and provides 
them more flexibility in terms of de-
termining how to provide for their 
healthcare. Some people may decide— 
and we want to give them the freedom 
to do so—to say: Maybe, all I need is a 
hospitalization policy in addition to a 
health savings account, where I will 
put pretax dollars in there and save 
them and use those to pay for doctors’ 
visits. 

That is the kind of thing that we 
have seen in States like Indiana and 
elsewhere, which have been used very 
effectively to provide additional 
choices for consumers and their physi-
cians on how they address their 
healthcare needs and their costs. As I 
say, allowing consumers to use pretax 
dollars to pay for their health insur-
ance premiums will help bridge the 
coverage gap. 

Both the Congressional Budget Office 
and the Joint Committee on Taxation 
have affirmed that this will help boost 
access to healthcare coverage. 

Another improvement this latest dis-
cussion draft brings forward is more 
options to buy lower premium plans. 
Under the Better Care Act, anyone in 
the individual market is allowed to 
purchase a lower premium health in-
surance plan, like the one I mentioned. 

While those plans have lower month-
ly costs with a higher deductible, they 
will still cover up to three primary 
care visits a year and, ultimately, 
limit an individual’s out-of-pocket 
costs. Coupled together with the health 
savings account, this may well be the 
most affordable way for people to ad-
dress their healthcare. 

Not everybody is the same. That was 
part of the problem with ObamaCare. It 
treated us all like we were widgets and 
not human beings with unique needs, 
depending on our family circumstances 
or our health condition or what part of 

the country we lived in. This allows 
people to personalize and individualize 
their own healthcare plan. 

I think this is great news for other-
wise healthy adults previously barred 
from purchasing these plans under 
ObamaCare. Young people, whom we 
need in the insurance pool in order to 
bring down premiums for everybody 
else, don’t want to have to subsidize 
older folks’ health coverage. They want 
to pay the freight for their own costs, 
but this will allow them access to a 
lower cost plan that will allow them to 
be covered for an unexpected hos-
pitalization or other catastrophic 
event. 

In addition to this freedom of choice, 
these plans will now also be eligible for 
tax credits. In other words, what we 
provide is a refundable tax credit, 
which essentially is a check from the 
Federal Government to the insurance 
company to pay your health insurance 
premium. 

Under ObamaCare, people enrolled in 
these sorts of catastrophic plans were 
prohibited from receiving tax credits 
like the ones we are offering, even 
when they met all other eligibility re-
quirements. That doesn’t make any 
sense, and our legislation fixes that. 

We have also made several revisions 
to Medicaid. I might mention that 
there is a lot of discussion about 
whether we are cutting Medicaid. I 
have said before that only in Wash-
ington, DC, can you spend more money 
year after year and be accused of cut-
ting. 

Honestly, fairly, what we do is to re-
duce the rate of growth for Medicaid, 
this uncapped entitlement program 
that contributed more than $20 trillion 
to the national debt. We put it on a 
reasonable budget and a rate of growth. 
Actually, from the beginning until the 
end, we will see Medicaid spending go 
up by the Federal government by $71 
billion. 

Ultimately, for Medicaid to work 
more efficiently for the people it is in-
tended to serve—primarily, the chil-
dren, the blind, the disabled, and the 
elderly frail—we need to give the 
States more flexibility to implement 
Medicaid spending based upon the 
unique needs of people in their States. 

One of the big problems with 
ObamaCare is that it expanded Med-
icaid to otherwise healthy adults. We 
have a better way to deal with that, 
using the tax credit, the State innova-
tion and stability funds, and something 
called the 1332 waivers, where the Cen-
ters for Medicare and Medicaid Serv-
ices essentially is giving the States the 
opportunity to innovate and use the 
money and the tax credit to come up 
with something that suits the needs of 
their population. 

Really, what we need to do is to get 
Medicaid focused again on the most 
vulnerable populations, which are the 
disabled, the blind, the frail elderly, 
and children. To improve the manage-
ment of vulnerable populations such as 
this, now States can apply for a waiver 
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to utilize existing funds as they see fit 
to improve community-based services 
that these folks rely on. 

Our Medicaid provisions allow the 
States flexibility to route funds to re-
gions impacted by public health emer-
gencies, which include disastrous 
weather events like hurricanes. Instead 
of being applied as a block grant or 
based on per capita caps, under our leg-
islation, emergency funding will be ap-
plied where and when it is needed. 

Lastly, under our Medicaid revision, 
States can add expansion populations 
under existing block grants if they 
choose to do so. Medicaid will always 
be as it has been—a Federal-State 
shared expense. By allowing States to 
be flexible in their Medicaid applica-
tion, we can help them fill the gaps 
that the mandates under ObamaCare 
chose to merely gloss over. For exam-
ple, in Texas, we were not a Medicaid 
expansion State. So young adults be-
tween 100 percent of poverty and 138 
percent of poverty will now get access 
to a tax credit with the innovation and 
stability funds and these waivers, 
which will allow them, for the first 
time, to get access to private health in-
surance. That is good for them, and I 
think represents a vast improvement 
on the status quo—about 600,000 in 
Texas alone. 

Our new draft includes an additional 
$70 billion to encourage States and help 
them implement these new reforms. 
What I have come to learn is, people 
don’t really trust Washington, DC. Cer-
tainly, based on the experience of 
ObamaCare—this failed experiment 
where people were promised certain 
things that ended up not being true and 
created the problems we now are hav-
ing to fix—I think people will have a 
lot more confidence in a plan that lets 
the Governors and lets the State lead-
ers manage this money and address the 
healthcare needs of their population by 
people who are closest to those people 
rather than out of Washington, DC. 

Our bill does that in a dramatic way. 
It takes that authority and power 
grabbed by ObamaCare and gives it 
back to the Governors and the States 
to manage. Based on the polling I have 
seen, people certainly have greater 
confidence in the States and their lead-
ership at the local level to deal with 
this than they do under ObamaCare. If 
Governors want to try to come up with 
unique healthcare products to drive 
down premiums, cost sharing, or in-
creased funding for health savings ac-
counts, this legislation gives them 
greater flexibility and gives them addi-
tional funding through the Innovation 
and Stability Fund to do just that. 

Many of us have quoted Louis Bran-
deis, who served on the U.S. Supreme 
Court, who said: States are the ‘‘lab-
oratories of democracy.’’ It is true. 
You don’t see any innovation at the 
Federal level. It is more like dealing 
with the Politburo. It is all command 
and control—central planning, which 
we know doesn’t work very well. The 
States are the laboratories of democ-

racy. If we give them the freedom to 
innovate and the resources to do so, I 
think we can expect our healthcare 
system to move forward. 

Soon we are going to have a critical 
vote, one that has been 7 years in the 
making. While our plan is not perfect, 
it is certainly better than the status 
quo, which is why we call it the Better 
Care Act. This is not the end, as Dr. 
Tom Price, of Health and Human Serv-
ices, points out. This is just the next 
step. We know we are going to have 
other opportunities to address 
healthcare, most notably in Sep-
tember, when we reauthorize the Chil-
dren’s Health Insurance Program, but 
this, by any measure, represents an im-
provement over the status quo. 

I think there are some very useful 
parts of this bill that people will like if 
they look at it objectively and consider 
it fairly, but if we don’t take up the 
bill, well, it can’t be changed, and mil-
lions of Americans will continue to be 
harmed by the status quo. That is a de-
cision we all have to make when we 
move to the bill. 

Do we have enough confidence that 
we can make it better or are we simply 
going to throw our hands up and say, 
‘‘Well, I give up,’’ before we even start, 
leaving people with the failure of the 
status quo? 

I would like to encourage our col-
leagues to work with us to make this 
legislation better. It is unfortunate 
that healthcare has become such a po-
larizing and partisan issue. It doesn’t 
need to be that way, but it started off 
with ObamaCare, which was passed 
along purely party lines, creating a sit-
uation where there is not bipartisan 
support for healthcare, generally, 
which is a real tragedy, given the im-
portance this has to all of us and all of 
our families. Given the hand we have 
been dealt, we are going to plow ahead 
and do the best we can. 

I sat down at my computer this 
morning, and I started to write a list of 
things I liked about the Better Care 
Act that perhaps most people haven’t 
heard much about. No. 1, it repeals the 
individual mandate. This is the fine 
that has been imposed on people for 
not buying government-approved 
health insurance. It repeals the job- 
killing employer mandate. This bill 
will lower premiums, repeal burden-
some taxes, and restore choices. It will 
help stabilize insurance markets and 
protect people with preexisting condi-
tions. It will allow people to use pretax 
dollars to pay for their healthcare 
costs, including insurance premiums. It 
provides substantial resources to fight 
opioid and other substance abuse. It 
provides better quality coverage to 
low-income Americans that will im-
prove medical outcomes for low-income 
Americans, and it puts Medicaid on a 
sustainable path. 

I would like to encourage all of our 
colleagues to work with us to help 
make this legislation even stronger. 
Everybody will be able to offer an 
amendment and get a vote on the 

amendment when this bill comes to the 
floor. I believe the alternative is a dis-
aster for our country, and we simply 
can’t afford to let it stand. 

Mr. President, I yield the floor. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-

ator from Florida. 
Mr. NELSON. Mr. President, I came 

to speak on a different subject and will 
not speak at length about the 
healthcare bill because this Senator 
has spoken on a number of occasions 
about the healthcare bill. Suffice it to 
say, in light of what the majority whip 
has just said; that if we really did want 
to seek a bipartisan solution to the 
healthcare situation in expanding 
healthcare for as many people as we 
possibly can, then what we do, in a bi-
partisan way, is start saying: We have 
a current law. Let’s fix what needs fix-
ing. 

This Senator can say there are a 
number of discussions going on be-
tween Democratic Senators and Repub-
lican Senators about doing just that— 
about such items as a reinsurance fund 
to ensure companies against catas-
trophe, the likes of which, in a pro-
posal this Senator has filed, has been 
costed out. In my State of Florida, it 
would reduce insurance premiums for 
health insurance 13 percent. Ideas like 
that—in a bipartisan way—will solve 
and bring stability to the marketplace. 
That is why insurance companies, in 
fact, are being vigorous in their opposi-
tion to the Senator CRUZ part of the 
bill that basically destabilizes the mar-
ket by taking all of the older and sick-
er people and putting them in one pot 
and putting the younger and healthier 
people in another pot, which is exactly 
the opposite of what the principle of in-
surance is. The principle of insurance 
is, you spread the risk over as many 
people as you can and thereby can 
bring down the per-unit cost. 

If we really wanted to fix it in a bi-
partisan way, we would be able to, but 
still, as you can see, there is not the 
appetite for that in this highly polar-
ized, highly ideological, and highly 
partisan atmosphere we find ourselves 
in on this particular topic. 

PROTECTING THE SCIENTIFIC COMMUNITY 
Mr. President, this Senator came 

here to talk about another thing that 
is equally disturbing because there is a 
blatant, coordinated effort by some 
elected officials to muzzle the sci-
entific community. When you start 
muzzling scientists, you don’t come up 
with the facts, and you don’t come up 
with the truth. What is being presented 
as facts doesn’t really match the truth, 
and certainly the rhetoric doesn’t 
match what is happening. 

For example, just last month in the 
State of Florida, the Florida Legisla-
ture passed, and the Governor signed 
into law, a bill that allows any resident 
of the State—regardless of whether 
they have a student in school—any 
resident can challenge what is being 
taught in the public schools. So if a 
single resident objects to a certain sub-
ject that students are being taught 
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having to do with science, a subject 
such as what is happening in the cli-
mate and the changes; the fact that the 
Sun’s rays come in and reflect off the 
Earth and go back—reflect out and ra-
diate the heat back into space—but 
when you start putting what are 
known as greenhouse gases, such as 
carbon dioxide and methane, up there, 
they suddenly act as a ceiling, a green-
house gas ceiling having a greenhouse 
effect, trapping the heat and causing 
the Earth to heat up. Two-thirds of the 
Earth is covered with water. Most of 
that heat is absorbed in the oceans. 
What happens to water when it is heat-
ed? It expands. That is a fact. Sea level 
rise in South Florida is a fact. It is a 
measurement over the last 40 years. 
The seas have risen 8 inches in South 
Florida. That is a fact, but if there are 
some who object to that climate 
science, then under this new law just 
signed by the Governor, they are going 
to be able to object to that subject 
being taught in our public schools. A 
single hearing officer will determine— 
Lord only knows whom that officer is 
appointed by—that single person will 
determine, under the new law, if the 
objection is justified. They can force a 
local public school to remove the sub-
ject from its curriculum. 

Does that sound a little bit strange? 
Does that sound a little bit scary? It 
seems like this is the most brazen at-
tack on science we have seen in a long 
time. It is a blatant attempt to cover 
up the truth. Instead of accepting the 
fact that the seas are rising and what 
is going to be a very real threat—and 
already is to a coastline like Flor-
ida’s—they want to literally rip the 
subject right out of our children’s text-
books, while at the same time silenc-
ing the teachers and the scientists. I 
don’t think we can sit back and allow 
our public schools to become political 
battlegrounds, and we shouldn’t allow 
politicians to silence our teachers and 
scientists just because they don’t hap-
pen to like that part of the science. 

While this bill was just enacted in 
Florida, it may be one of the most 
egregious examples of hiding the truth. 
Unfortunately, I am sad to report, it is 
not the only one. In fact, in 2015, Flor-
ida’s Governor went so far as to report-
edly ban State officials from even 
using the term ‘‘climate change’’ in 
their reports. Doesn’t that sound like 
muzzling? Yet the effect of sea level 
rise is still painfully evident in South 
Florida. What about the water washing 
over the curbs on Miami Beach at the 
seasonal high tide? What about the 
water that is coming over the streets 
in the Las Olas section of Fort Lauder-
dale at the seasonal high tide? 

In just a month, the new head of the 
U.S. Environmental Protection Agency 
fired several members of the Board of 
Scientific Counselors—the very people 
responsible for overseeing the Agency’s 
science and research programs. These 
were scientists at the top of their fields 
working on behalf of the American peo-
ple, and suddenly, in one fell swoop, 

the new head of the EPA fired them all 
and wants to replace them with—you 
guessed it—industry representatives, 
scientists from the very industries that 
the EPA is supposed to monitor and 
oversee. If this is not what completes 
the picture of putting the fox in charge 
of the henhouse, I don’t know what is. 

The henhouse is not just climate 
science, but it includes basic research 
in all fields, including healthcare— 
NIH. By the way, thank goodness we 
have a head of NIH who is a guy who 
broke the code on the human genome, 
Dr. Collins. It includes the fields of as-
tronomy—how about NASA—and it in-
cludes the origin of the universe— 
quantum physics in multiple agencies. 

This disturbing trend of hiding the 
truth if it doesn’t match their rhetoric 
is a trend that is spreading across all 
levels of government. If information 
can’t be removed from the public do-
main altogether, then guess what they 
try to do: They try to discredit it. 

For example, look at what has been 
done now in an effort to pass this disas-
trous Republican healthcare bill. In-
stead of—as I have just made com-
ments preparatory to this science sub-
ject—trying to work together on a bi-
partisan bill aimed at improving our 
Nation’s healthcare system, some on 
the other side of the aisle have resorted 
to attacking whom? Attacking the 
nonpartisan Congressional Budget Of-
fice after it said that the bill will take 
healthcare coverage away from tens of 
millions of people. 

The nonpartisan CBO is just that; it 
is nonpartisan. It is responsible for es-
timating the costs and effects of nearly 
every bill that Congress considers. Yet 
suddenly, when the conclusions of CBO 
don’t match the rhetoric coming from 
one side, they turn their attacks on the 
scientists and the mathematicians who 
release the findings. 

Listen to these quotes: 
‘‘I have a lot of questions about the 

accuracy of the CBO,’’ one of our Re-
publican colleagues said here in the 
Senate. 

CBO’s time has ‘‘come and gone,’’ the 
White House Budget Director said ear-
lier this year. 

‘‘We disagree strenuously with the 
report,’’ HHS Secretary Price said. 
‘‘The CBO report’s coverage numbers 
defy logic.’’ 

‘‘If you’re looking at the CBO for ac-
curacy, you’re looking in the wrong 
place,’’ said the Press Secretary at the 
White House. 

If that is not enough, just last week, 
the White House itself released a video 
saying that the CBO’s score of the Re-
publican healthcare bill is based on 
‘‘faulty assumptions and bad math.’’ 

It is clear what is going on. This ad-
ministration’s war on science is not a 
myth. It is not fake news. If you want 
to know an administration’s true prior-
ities, you need to look no further than 
their budget, and if you look at the 
President’s most recent budget re-
quest, you will see dramatic cuts to 
some of our most important scientific 

agencies. This Senator has seen that in 
the jurisdiction of the Commerce Com-
mittee—in the NOAA programs and in 
the NASA programs. 

The President’s budget calls for more 
than a 30-percent cut to EPA. It calls 
for the firing of nearly one-quarter of 
its staff and the elimination of all 
funding for programs aimed at fighting 
climate change. Climate change isn’t 
just about Florida nor is it a coastal 
State problem; it is a problem of the 
entire country. The extreme weather 
events caused by climate change affect 
us all. Droughts become more frequent, 
floods become more severe, and major 
storms like hurricanes and tornadoes 
become stronger and even more deadly. 

The scientists at NOAA, the National 
Weather Service, NASA, and most of 
the other agencies, including our mili-
tary, who study climate change aren’t 
trying to create a mythical problem 
that doesn’t exist. They are trying to 
solve real-life problems that affect all 
of us and that affect them in the car-
rying out of their duties. 

They work at Federal agencies across 
the country with one goal in mind—to 
make credible, valid data publicly 
available for researchers, academic in-
stitutions, and businesses that use the 
information to better understand 
things. 

I see the leader is here to speak. I 
will conclude with just a couple of 
thoughts. 

These scientists know that we can’t 
just stick our heads in the sand. 
Science doesn’t work like that. Facts 
are facts. And the fact is that the 
Earth is heating up, and there is a rea-
son for that, which I explained. If we 
don’t do something about it, the com-
munities that are already affected in 
my State are going to be communities 
all over the world. These are not alter-
native facts. 

Yet, instead of helping these sci-
entists do their work, some political 
leaders are using their positions to 
hide this information and to make it 
unavailable. We ought to be speaking 
out against it, and that is what this 
Senator is trying to do. 

I have filed legislation to protect sci-
entists’ rights to speak publicly about 
their research—not to let them be muz-
zled—and to ensure that all agencies 
maintain their scientific integrity. 

I hope we can stop this nonsense of 
hiding the truth. Let’s stop this war on 
science. Let’s accept facts as they are 
and then debate the issues, the policy. 
The American people deserve an open 
and honest government that works for 
them, not a government that distorts 
the truth to match its rhetoric. 

I thank the Senate for indulging me, 
and I thank the leader for listening pa-
tiently. 

I yield the floor. 
RECOGNITION OF THE MINORITY LEADER 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The mi-
nority leader is recognized. 

THANKING THE SENATOR FROM FLORIDA 
Mr. SCHUMER. Mr. President, first, I 

want to tell my colleague from Florida 

VerDate Sep 11 2014 06:18 Jul 18, 2017 Jkt 069060 PO 00000 Frm 00005 Fmt 0624 Sfmt 0634 E:\CR\FM\G17JY6.006 S17JYPT1rf
re

de
ric

k 
on

 D
S

K
B

C
B

P
H

B
2P

R
O

D
 w

ith
 S

E
N

A
T

E



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — SENATES4014 July 17, 2017 
that it is always a pleasure to listen to 
him. He is erudite, well-researched, and 
passionate—always about a subject 
that matters. 

On the subject he just spoke about, 
no State in our entire Nation has more 
experience with the frailties of this 
planet, given that it is heating up, as 
the Senator from Florida, given all the 
low-lying, heavily populated areas on 
the oceanside and the Gulfside. I thank 
him for his continued pursuit of these 
issues that are very important to every 
one of us. 
WISHING SENATOR MCCAIN A SPEEDY RECOVERY 

Mr. President, before I begin, for 
once I would like to express my hope— 
and I think the hope of every Member 
of this Chamber—that the senior Sen-
ator from Arizona, my good friend 
JOHN MCCAIN, has a full and speedy re-
covery from his recent surgery. There 
is no one who has done more to serve 
this country in this Chamber than 
JOHN MCCAIN. There is no one who is 
more passionate in his defense of our 
soldiers and our defense than JOHN 
MCCAIN. He is just an outstanding man 
and a very, very good friend. I admire 
him very much, treasure his friendship, 
and wish him the best. Godspeed to 
Senator MCCAIN and his family. 

HEALTHCARE LEGISLATION 
Mr. President, because of Senator 

MCCAIN’s recent illness, it seems that 
it will be at least another week until 
the Republican majority forces a vote 
on the Republican TrumpCare bill. I 
would suggest to my good friend, the 
Republican leader, that he use this 
time to hold public hearings on the 
bill. 

My Republican friends propose to 
pass legislation that would reorganize 
one-sixth of our economy and touch 
the lives of every American without a 
single hearing. Is that amazing? There 
has not been one hearing, even though 
we have been on the bill for 7 months 
now. There has been no opportunity to 
hear from experts in a public setting, 
let alone consider amendments. 

So I say to my friend, Senator 
MCCONNELL: Let’s use this extra week 
or extra weeks to do what Republicans 
should have done a long time ago. Hold 
public hearings and allow the stake-
holders to come in and express their 
concerns. 

Today we Democrats sent the leader 
a letter to make this request formally, 
and we will include a list of non-
partisan stakeholders we believe 
should have a chance to air their views 
on the Senate Republican healthcare 
bill. These are groups known for their 
followings and for the good they do, 
known for not being political at all, 
like the American Cancer Society, the 
American Lung Association, the Amer-
ican Hospital Association, AHIP—the 
largest trade group for insurers—to 
name a few. Let’s have these groups 
testify on the policies in this bill so 
that the American people will have a 
chance to hear what experts and pa-
tient advocates have to say. 

I say to my friend, the leader: When 
you don’t have hearings, when you try 

to hide a bill, it usually results in poor 
legislation. That is what is happening 
now: a bill done behind closed doors by 
a handful of Senators—even Republican 
Senators didn’t know what they were 
putting together. It doesn’t work. 

The wisdom of the Founding Fathers, 
the wisdom of this body through the 
centuries is to do it in public, have a 
discussion, have a debate, and the cru-
cible of the legislative process will 
make it better. The suggestion we are 
making—obviously we oppose many 
parts of the bill; obviously so do the 
American people. But maybe some-
thing that would be said at a hearing 
would change things around. 

Additionally, we ask the majority 
leader to wait for a complete score 
from the Congressional Budget Office 
before proceeding to his bill. The Re-
publicans now have a week—maybe 
more—to get their bill scored by the 
nonpartisan CBO. They have no excuse 
to proceed to a bill of this significance 
without knowing its cost or con-
sequence. Now that they have plenty of 
time to get that done, we Democrats 
hope there will be a full CBO score be-
fore a vote on the motion to proceed. 
We make these requests respectfully. 

Let me just say one more thing about 
the CBO. The White House has had an 
awful tendency—when they don’t like a 
fact, they call it fake, and they try to 
discredit the fact giver. We have never 
seen a Presidency like this. I say to my 
colleagues on the other side of the 
aisle: Don’t let this infection spread to 
you. 

CBO is a nonpartisan organization. 
The head of CBO was appointed by the 
Republican leaders of the House and 
Senate. To discredit CBO simply be-
cause you don’t like the answer they 
give is not the American way. The 
American way is to debate the facts, 
not deny them, not call them fake be-
cause you don’t like them. 

Unfortunately, our President has 
made this a hallmark of his Presi-
dency. Anything he doesn’t like is 
fake, even though it is real. His son 
gives an email, gives a statement, and 
he says that is fake—what was said is 
fake. Let it not spread to this body. 
CBO is a respected organization, as I 
said, with leaders appointed by Repub-
licans, not by us. Let’s hear what they 
have to say, and let’s take it seriously, 
even though we may not agree with the 
outcome of where their facts lead. 

I would like to make some additional 
points on one of the more controversial 
parts of the Republican TrumpCare 
bill—the Cruz amendment. The Cruz 
amendment, by allowing insurers to 
sell junk insurance, would actually in-
crease out-of-pocket costs on average 
Americans. Premiums might come 
down for some plans because insurers 
wouldn’t have to cover very much, but 
the reduction in premiums would be 
more than offset by skyrocketing 
deductibles and copays. So the average 
American would be paying more, not 
less. The average American, or so 
many of them, would likely get junk 
insurance. 

My friend Senator COONS of Delaware 
put it best when he said: Yes, we will 
sell you a car. It will be cheaper, but it 
will have no bumper, no steering wheel, 
and no carburetor. It will be cheaper, 
but it will not serve its purpose. It will 
not get you where you have to go. On 
these Cruz insurance policies, the in-
surer can say: no hospitalization, no 
payment for drugs. What good are 
they? It is a talking point, but it 
doesn’t help people. It hurts them. 

The Cruz amendment would also 
make insurance unaffordable for Amer-
icans who need it most, creating what 
even the very conservative American 
Action Forum says would be a death 
spiral in the marketplace. My friend 
the senior Senator from Iowa said the 
Cruz amendment would ‘‘annihilate the 
preexisting condition requirement.’’ 
That is not CHUCK SCHUMER or BILL 
NELSON speaking. That is CHUCK 
GRASSLEY, one of the most senior Re-
publican Senators from the great State 
of Iowa, who says that. It is not fake. 
It is real, what he said. You can’t wash 
it away. 

The Cruz amendment winds back the 
clock in America to the days of the 
worst practices of insurance compa-
nies. It seems that the raison d’etre of 
the Cruz amendment is to let insurance 
companies do whatever they want. In 
the 1890s, that philosophy may have 
governed, but America has learned 
under Republican and Democrat alike 
that it doesn’t protect them. It would 
allow insurers to sell policies without 
the ban on preexisting exclusions, 
without covering essential health bene-
fits, and without lifetime limits on 
out-of-pocket costs. It would even 
allow insurers to sell policies that in-
clude excessive waiting periods of more 
than 90 days. 

If your kid has cancer, this policy in 
its fine print says that you have to 
wait 90 days while you watch your 
child suffer. What kind of freedom is 
that? It is freedom for the insurance 
company. It sure isn’t freedom for the 
family with a child who is suffering. 

I find that the Cruz amendment—and 
sometimes my good friend from Texas 
cares about freedom for very wealthy 
people, for millionaires. What about 
average people? You need freedom to 
be able to have your insurance com-
pany pay when your kid has cancer. 
You need to be free of that—that they 
can’t pay or will not pay or that you 
have to wait 90 days. But the Cruz 
amendment blesses those kinds of re-
strictions. Remember, the Cruz amend-
ment was added to a bill that slashes 
Medicaid in a way that would shatter 
protections for Americans in nursing 
homes, those struggling with opioid ad-
dictions, and Americans in rural parts 
of the country. The Cruz amendment is 
a cruel insult adding to a devastating 
injury. 

We have another week or more before 
the Senate will vote on this bill. The 
Republican leader can spend that time 
trying to find new or ever more cynical 
ways to buy off necessary votes with 
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bailouts and giveaways to certain 
States, or he can do what he has prom-
ised to do repeatedly as majority lead-
er—return this body to regular order, 
go through the committee process, 
have hearings and a robust amendment 
process—and, I dare say, the resulting 
product will be a lot better than the 
one we have before us. I dare say that 
is why the Founding Fathers set up a 
Congress—not to have a few people get 
in a room and rush through a bill that 
affects a huge percentage of the Amer-
ican economy. 

‘‘MADE IN AMERICA’’ WEEK 
On another matter, Mr. President, 

the administration has termed this 
week ‘‘Made in America’’ Week. So I 
would urge every American to use this 
opportunity to look at the administra-
tion’s and this President’s ‘‘Made in 
America’’ record. 

President Trump said in his inau-
gural address that his administration 
would follow two simple rules: ‘‘buy 
American’’ and ‘‘hire American.’’ But 
President Trump’s own businesses 
don’t even follow those rules. If you are 
going to preach something, start at 
home. Start at home. 

Trump shirts and ties are made in 
China. Trump furniture is made in Tur-
key. While President Trump and his 
administration are importuning others 
to make it in America, maybe he 
should demand it of his businesses 
first. 

The American people should also 
take a hard look at the Trump admin-
istration’s policies on the issues of 
trade and outsourcing. Again, the 
words in the President’s inauguration 
and his actions contradict each other, 
just as do the actions of his company. 
Earlier this year, President Trump re-
fused to insist that pipelines and water 
infrastructure be made with American 
Steel. Buy American, hire American— 
why did he refuse to do that? We Demo-
crats wanted it done. I think many Re-
publicans wanted it done. If President 
Trump were serious about the ‘‘Made 
in America’’ Week, he would demand 
that Senate Republicans put Senator 
BALDWIN’s bill requiring that infra-
structure be made with American Steel 
on the Senate floor. 

Another example is the upcoming Na-
tional Defense Authorization Act, pre-
pared by the Republican majority. It 
includes rollbacks—actual rollbacks— 
to the ‘‘Buy American’’ rules. If Presi-
dent Trump was serious about ‘‘Made 
in America’’ Week, instead of a lot of 
show and a lot of talking, why doesn’t 
he oppose those rollbacks and threaten 
to veto any bill that dilutes or rescinds 
‘‘Buy American’’ rules, which the De-
fense bill coming to the floor does. 

So, again, as ‘‘Made in America’’ 
Week commences, I urge the American 
people to study the policies of this 
President and the practices of the busi-
nesses that bear his name, because, at 
least thus far, the Trump administra-
tion’s push for ‘‘Made in America’’ is a 
bit like Mr. Putin’s proposing a cyber 
security task force. 

RECOGNIZING FRENCH PRESIDENT MACRON’S 
REMARKS ON ANTI-ZIONISM 

Mr. President, I would like to ap-
plaud French President Emmanuel Ma-
cron for his comments over the week-
end about anti-Semitism. ‘‘We will 
yield nothing to anti-Zionism,’’ he 
said, ‘‘because it is the reinvented form 
of anti-Semitism. 

President Macron is absolutely right. 
Anti-Semitism is a word that has been 
used throughout history when Jewish 
people are judged and measured by one 
standard and the rest by another— 
when everyone else was allowed to 
farm and Jews could not, when every-
one else was allowed to live in Moscow 
and Jews could not, when others could 
become academics or tradesmen, and 
Jews could not. Praise God, it has not 
happened in America, but it was a hall-
mark of Europe. 

The word to describe all of these acts 
is anti-Semitism. So it is with anti-Zi-
onism. The idea that all other people 
can seek or defend their right to deter-
mination but the Jewish people cannot, 
that other nations have a right to exist 
but the Jewish State of Israel does not 
is also a modern form of anti-Semi-
tism, just as President Macron of 
France said this weekend. Anti-Zion-
ism, unfortunately, continues to bub-
ble up in many different forms. 

There is perhaps no greater example 
than the pernicious effort to 
delegitimize Israel through boycotts, 
divestment, and sanctions. The BDS 
movement is a deeply biased campaign 
that I would say, in similar words to 
Mr. Macron’s, is ‘‘a reinvented form of 
anti-Semitism,’’ because it seeks to 
impose boycotts on Israel and not any 
other nations, most of whose practices 
are abhorrent, far worse than the de-
mocracy of Israel, which recognizes 
people’s rights. 

I hope that the States across this 
country will continue to push back 
against the BDS movement by boy-
cotting the boycotters, as my home 
State of New York has done. I know 
that my fellow Senators on both sides 
of the aisle—this is an issue that has, 
thank God, not lent itself to partisan-
ship—will join me in condemning this 
modern brand of anti-Semitism, as 
President Macron did this weekend. 

Mr. President, once again, my 
thoughts go to Senator JOHN MCCAIN, 
to his speedy recovery, and to the re-
spect that every single Member of this 
body has for him. We pray that his re-
covery is speedy, full, and permanent. 

I yield the floor. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. 

LANKFORD). The majority leader. 

f 

LEGISLATIVE SESSION 

Mr. MCCONNELL. Mr. President, I 
move to proceed to legislative session. 

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

The motion was agreed to. 

EXECUTIVE SESSION 

EXECUTIVE CALENDAR 

Mr. MCCONNELL. Mr. President, I 
move to proceed to executive session to 
consider Calendar No. 170, John Ken-
neth Bush. 

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

The motion was agreed to. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 

clerk will report the nomination. 
The bill clerk read the nomination of 

John Kenneth Bush, of Kentucky, to be 
United States Circuit Judge for the 
Sixth Circuit. 

CLOTURE MOTION 

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

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

The bill clerk read as follows: 
CLOTURE MOTION 

We, the undersigned Senators, in accord-
ance with the provisions of rule XXII of the 
Standing Rules of the Senate, do hereby 
move to bring to a close debate on the nomi-
nation of John Kenneth Bush, of Kentucky, 
to be United States Circuit Judge for the 
Sixth Circuit. 

Dan Sullivan, John Barrasso, John Cor-
nyn, Orrin G. Hatch, Ron Johnson, 
Chuck Grassley, Tom Cotton, Richard 
Burr, James Lankford, Lamar Alex-
ander, John Kennedy, Cory Gardner, 
James M. Inhofe, Michael B. Enzi, John 
Thune, Todd Young, Mitch McConnell. 

f 

LEGISLATIVE SESSION 

Mr. MCCONNELL. Mr. President, I 
move to proceed to legislative session. 

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

The motion was agreed to. 

f 

EXECUTIVE SESSION 

EXECUTIVE CALENDAR 

Mr. MCCONNELL. Mr. President, I 
move to proceed to executive session to 
consider Calendar No. 100, David Bern-
hardt. 

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

The motion was agreed to. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 

clerk will report the nomination. 
The bill clerk read the nomination of 

David Bernhardt, of Virginia, to be 
Deputy Secretary of the Interior. 

CLOTURE MOTION 

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

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

The bill clerk read as follows: 
CLOTURE MOTION 

We, the undersigned Senators, in accord-
ance with the provisions of rule XXII of the 
Standing Rules of the Senate, do hereby 
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move to bring to a close debate on the nomi-
nation of David Bernhardt, of Virginia, to be 
Deputy Secretary of the Interior. 

Mitch McConnell, Roger F. Wicker, John 
Thune, Tim Scott, John Hoeven, Pat 
Roberts, Orrin G. Hatch, Tom Cotton, 
John Barrasso, Thom Tillis, Michael B. 
Enzi, John Boozman, James M. Inhofe, 
John Cornyn, James Lankford, Mike 
Rounds, Cory Gardner. 

Mr. MCCONNELL. I ask unanimous 
consent that the mandatory quorum 
calls with respect to the cloture mo-
tions be waived. 

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

Mr. MCCONNELL. I suggest the ab-
sence of a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will call the roll. 

The bill clerk proceeded to call the 
roll. 

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

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

NOMINATION OF PATRICK SHANAHAN 
Mr. HATCH. Mr. President, I rise 

today in support of the nomination of 
Mr. Patrick Shanahan to be Deputy 
Secretary of Defense. 

The Department of Defense is going 
through historic changes in its organi-
zational structure. These much needed 
changes are thanks to the chairman of 
the Armed Services Committee and his 
unwavering commitment to strength-
ening our Nation’s security and ensur-
ing that American taxpayers get the 
best return on their investment. We 
should all applaud the chairman for his 
efforts. 

But even as we make these reforms, 
we should also heed the lessons of the 
past. History shows us that the Depart-
ment of Defense runs best under a Sec-
retary who is a strong policy leader 
and a Deputy Secretary who is a dy-
namic business manager. The most ob-
vious example of this preferred struc-
ture was when David Packard, the 
former CEO of the Hewlett-Packard 
corporation, was confirmed as Deputy 
Secretary of Defense. Thanks to Dep-
uty Secretary Packard’s considerable 
business acumen, his term in office is 
still regarded as the model of effective 
management at the Department of De-
fense. 

That leads us to today and our once- 
in-a-generation opportunity to rep-
licate this efficiency and success at the 
Department of Defense. The pieces are 
now in place. Chairman MCCAIN has 
provided the statutory catalyst, and I 
am sorry he has had some difficulty 
healthwise over the last few days. We 
can’t wait to get him back. Secretary 
Mattis is a brilliant thinker and a mas-
ter strategist who is providing the crit-
ical leadership we need during this pe-
riod of uncertainty, and today he is 
seeking to replicate the Packard model 
by choosing as his Deputy a man of 
proven business and management skill. 

I understand that things could have 
gone a bit better during Mr. 
Shanahan’s confirmation hearing, but I 

believe we all should remember that 
Mr. Shanahan has not been nominated 
for a position in public affairs—far 
from it. He has been nominated to be a 
strong manager who can increase the 
effectiveness and efficiency of the De-
partment of Defense. In this role, I be-
lieve Mr. Shanahan will excel. I think 
everybody who knows him believes 
that. 

Currently, Mr. Shanahan is a senior 
vice president at the Boeing corpora-
tion, where he has been responsible for 
designing and producing some of the 
world’s most complex machines. For 
example, when the Boeing Company’s 
latest aircraft, the 787, was experi-
encing developmental difficulties, Mr. 
Shanahan was one of the key leaders 
tasked to solve these issues, earning 
himself the nickname ‘‘Mr. Fix-it.’’ 

As further evidence of his leadership, 
I was particularly impressed with one 
of Mr. Shanahan’s written answers to 
the Armed Services Committee’s ques-
tions. He wrote: 

In my three decades of experience, I have 
developed and practiced a formula to create 
change at scale in large, complex organiza-
tions. I believe leadership is essential to 
changing the status-quo—setting a compel-
ling vision, establishing ambitious goals and 
realistic intermediate objectives, and con-
verting strategy into action. 

Is that not exactly the type of person 
we want to be managing and reforming 
the Department of Defense? I person-
ally think it is. 

Finally, I believe Mr. Shanahan’s 
most important credential is that he is 
Secretary Mattis’s choice to be the 
Deputy Secretary of Defense. I firmly 
believe Secretary Mattis will be re-
membered as one of our Nation’s pre-
mier national security leaders. The 
Secretary does not fool around. He de-
mands the best in himself and those 
around him. If Secretary Mattis wants 
Mr. Shanahan, then I believe the Sen-
ate should speed his confirmation so 
the good work can continue. 

If confirmed, I look forward to work-
ing with Mr. Shanahan, especially to 
ensure that the Department of Defense 
maintains our current statutory re-
quirements regarding our defense logis-
tics capabilities. I strongly believe Mr. 
Shanahan will play a critical role in 
leading the Department of Defense to a 
new era of effectiveness and efficiency. 

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. COTTON. 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. 

f 

EXECUTIVE CALENDAR—Continued 

CLOTURE MOTION 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Pursuant 
to rule XXII, the Chair lays before the 

Senate the pending cloture motion, 
which the clerk will state. 

The legislative clerk read as follows: 
CLOTURE MOTION 

We, the undersigned Senators, in accord-
ance with the provisions of rule XXII of the 
Standing Rules of the Senate, do hereby 
move to bring to a close debate on the nomi-
nation of Patrick M. Shanahan, of Wash-
ington, to be Deputy Secretary of Defense. 

Mitch McConnell, Joni Ernst, Tom Cot-
ton, Thom Tillis, Lindsey Graham, 
Mike Crapo, John Boozman, Roger F. 
Wicker, Dan Sullivan, John Cornyn, 
John Thune, Steve Daines, John Bar-
rasso, David Perdue, Mike Rounds, 
Orrin G. Hatch, John McCain. 

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 Patrick M. Shanahan, of Wash-
ington, to be Deputy Secretary of De-
fense, shall be brought to a close? 

The yeas and nays are mandatory 
under the rule. 

The clerk will call the roll. 
The legislative clerk called the roll. 
Mr. CORNYN. The following Senators 

are necessarily absent: the Senator 
from Iowa (Mrs. ERNST), the Senator 
from Arizona (Mr. FLAKE), the Senator 
from Nevada (Mr. HELLER), the Senator 
from Arizona (Mr. MCCAIN), the Sen-
ator from Mississippi (Mr. WICKER). 

Further, if present and voting, the 
Senator from Iowa (Mrs. ERNST) would 
have voted ‘‘yea’’ and the Senator from 
Mississippi (Mr. WICKER) would have 
voted ‘‘yea’’. 

Mr. DURBIN. I announce that the 
Senator from Illinois (Ms. DUCKWORTH) 
is necessarily absent. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. KEN-
NEDY). Are there any other Senators in 
the Chamber desiring to vote? 

The result was announced—yeas 88, 
nays 6, as follows: 

[Rollcall Vote No. 161 Ex.] 

YEAS—88 

Alexander 
Baldwin 
Barrasso 
Bennet 
Blumenthal 
Blunt 
Boozman 
Brown 
Burr 
Cantwell 
Capito 
Cardin 
Carper 
Casey 
Cassidy 
Cochran 
Collins 
Coons 
Corker 
Cornyn 
Cortez Masto 
Cotton 
Crapo 
Cruz 
Daines 
Donnelly 
Durbin 
Enzi 
Feinstein 
Fischer 

Franken 
Gardner 
Graham 
Grassley 
Hassan 
Hatch 
Heinrich 
Heitkamp 
Hirono 
Hoeven 
Inhofe 
Isakson 
Johnson 
Kaine 
Kennedy 
King 
Klobuchar 
Lankford 
Leahy 
Lee 
Manchin 
McCaskill 
McConnell 
Menendez 
Merkley 
Moran 
Murkowski 
Murphy 
Murray 
Nelson 

Paul 
Perdue 
Peters 
Portman 
Reed 
Risch 
Roberts 
Rounds 
Rubio 
Sasse 
Schatz 
Schumer 
Scott 
Shaheen 
Shelby 
Stabenow 
Strange 
Sullivan 
Tester 
Thune 
Tillis 
Toomey 
Udall 
Van Hollen 
Warner 
Whitehouse 
Wyden 
Young 

NAYS—6 

Booker 
Gillibrand 

Harris 
Markey 

Sanders 
Warren 
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NOT VOTING—6 

Duckworth 
Ernst 

Flake 
Heller 

McCain 
Wicker 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. On this 
vote, the yeas are 88, the nays are 6. 

The motion is agreed to. 
The Senator from Alaska. 
Mr. SULLIVAN. Mr. President, I 

want to talk a little bit about what is 
going on here on the Senate floor. We 
were just considering the nomination 
of the Deputy Secretary of Defense, 
trying to move him along—a very im-
portant job—and it has taken some 
time. As a matter of fact, it has taken 
a long time, as the Presiding Officer 
knows, to get nominees from the White 
House confirmed by this body to run 
the government. 

Running the government is a very 
important job. We not only need Cabi-
net Secretaries—which, by the way, 
took months for this body to confirm. 
They slowed down the confirmation of 
the choices of the White House to run 
the Federal agencies—no real expla-
nation why—and now, Under Secre-
taries, Deputy Secretaries, Assistant 
Secretaries, Federal judges—delay, 
delay, delay, delay. 

We are supposed to be trying to put 
people in place to run the government, 
which is the job of the Senate, but it 
has taken a very long time to do it, 
and it shouldn’t be this way. It 
shouldn’t be this way. 

When we look at U.S. history, typi-
cally, enabling a President to fill the 
key positions of government has not 
been a partisan issue. An election hap-
pens. Yes, there could be some debate 
on Cabinet officials, but you typically 
want to fill the government and start 
running the government on behalf of 
the American people. It has not been a 
partisan issue in America. Well, unfor-
tunately, it is becoming a partisan 
issue due to what by any measure is 
historic obstruction on the nomina-
tions coming from the White House to 
run the Federal Government—historic 
obstruction. 

The people did elect us, and they 
elected a new President, and implicit 
in the election was that they wanted us 
to get to work, to do things that, in my 
view, are very bipartisan. What are 
some of those things? Growing the 
economy. We haven’t had 3 percent 
GDP growth in almost 15 years. That is 
a bipartisan issue—growing the econ-
omy. So are rebuilding our military, 
unleashing energy that we have in this 
great Nation in enormous abundance, 
investing in infrastructure, stream-
lining regulations that are strangling 
small businesses, and, yes, enacting 
policies to address the spiraling costs 
of health insurance and healthcare 
costs across the country. 

Throughout history, the party in the 
minority understood this after an elec-
tion and would vote to confirm new 
members of an administration—not 
just Cabinet Secretaries but Under Sec-
retaries, Deputy Secretaries, Assistant 
Secretaries, and judges. In fact, the 
current minority leader said the fol-

lowing in 2013: ‘‘Who in America 
doesn’t think a President, Democrat or 
Republican, deserves his or her picks 
for who should run the agencies? No-
body.’’ 

‘‘Nobody,’’ he said. 
Those were wise words in 2013. I just 

wish he would remember them in 2017 
because apparently he has forgotten 
those words. He has forgotten those 
words, because right now there is pure 
obstruction in terms of trying to seat 
the people to run the government. 

Sometimes it is important to try to 
explain to the American people what is 
going on here on the Senate floor be-
cause it can be confusing. I still get 
confused sometimes. There are arcane 
rules. Let’s give an example of what 
just happened here right now. 

We had the Deputy Secretary of De-
fense, the No. 2 official at the Depart-
ment of Defense. That is a pretty darn 
important job. After he came out of the 
Armed Services Committee, on which I 
sit, we voted to end debate on his nom-
ination. The vote just happened, and I 
believe it was 88 to 6, so very bipar-
tisan. 

By the way, we need people at the 
Department of Defense. Whether you 
are a Democrat or a Republican, re-
gardless of whom you voted for in the 
November elections, most Americans 
want us to have good people running 
the Department of Defense right now. 
We have very few there—very few—be-
cause of this obstruction. 

For the Deputy Secretary, the clo-
ture vote just happened, 88 to 6. That is 
a very strong bipartisan vote. In pre-
vious times, in a Democratic or Repub-
lican administration, the Senate would 
normally say: Let’s move him. He 
needs to get over there. Let’s unani-
mously agree to moving that nomina-
tion more quickly so he can help run 
the Department of Defense—a pretty 
important job. 

Well, unfortunately, we are not in 
that era right now. So what our col-
leagues on the other side of the aisle 
have been doing for every single nomi-
nation for this administration is now 
we will have an additional 2-day wait-
ing period, an additional 30 hours of de-
bate. Those are Senate rules, but nor-
mally on someone this noncontrover-
sial, those rules get waived. But we 
have a minority leader who wants to 
drag out every single official from 
being seated. He really hasn’t ex-
plained why. I haven’t heard an expla-
nation why. But it is happening for 
every single official—three to four days 
on one official. Someone did an esti-
mation that if they keep this up, if 
they do this for every single Senate- 
confirmed job, it will take 11 years. It 
will take 11 years to seat the officials 
in the Trump administration. How is 
that helping the American people? It is 
not. Yet, nobody comes to the floor to 
explain why they are doing it. The 
press doesn’t report on it. 

Let me provide some other facts on 
this issue. Normally, when we waive 
these rules, we can have a voice vote. 

For a noncontroversial nomination 
like the Deputy Secretary of Defense, 
as we just had, normally that would be 
voice-voted. 

At this point in President Obama’s 
Presidency—so the first 6 months of his 
Presidency—the Senate had allowed 
more than 90 percent of his nominees 
to be confirmed by simple voice vote. 
The Senate asked for procedural votes 
only eight times on eight nominees— 
that was it—in the first 6 months of 
President Obama’s administration. 
That was actually normal. Democrats 
or Republicans would do something 
along those lines. 

For the Trump administration’s first 
6 months, the minority leader and his 
colleagues have demanded cloture 
votes for every single nominee, no mat-
ter what the position, no matter how 
noncontroversial, no matter how bipar-
tisan. The courtesy extended to Presi-
dent Obama to get his team together so 
that he could run the country has not 
been extended here. That is just a fact. 

Let me give another fact. According 
to the nonpartisan Partnership for 
Public Service, at about this point in 
President Obama’s first term, he had 
183 of his nominations confirmed—183. 
Getting people in their positions in 
government to run the country—it 
doesn’t matter what party you are in; 
this is to run the country. But while 
President Trump’s administration at 
this point has made 178 nominations to 
the Senate, only 46 have been con-
firmed. So for President Obama at this 
point, 183 nominations were confirmed; 
for this President, 46. This is historic 
obstruction. 

No one comes here and says: Why? 
Why are you doing this? What is the 
point? What is the point? 

This isn’t by accident. The head of a 
leading Democratic think tank told the 
press recently that they intended to 
hold up, delay, tie up floor time for 
every single nomination for Senate- 
confirmed positions. But what they 
don’t do—they don’t say: And here is 
why. 

Why do they want to do that? It is 
not going to help us grow the economy. 
It is not going to help us with infra-
structure. It is not going to help us re-
build our military when we keep the 
Deputy Secretary from coming in to 
his position. 

Just last week, we had a judge who 
was nominated from the State of 
Idaho, a district court judge who was 
confirmed unanimously, and it took al-
most the entire week to get him con-
firmed on the Senate floor because the 
minority leader was delaying, delaying, 
delaying—even someone who got 100 
percent of the Senators to vote for 
him. Again, it is not clear why they are 
doing this. 

Some of the other noncontroversial 
nominees that are being delayed are 
the Under Secretary of the Treasury 
for International Affairs and two nomi-
nees to review pipelines and other 
projects at the Federal Energy Regu-
latory Commission. Do you think we 
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need that for our country to grow the 
economy? We do. 

These are important positions to do 
the work of the Federal Government. 
Yet they are all delayed, and nobody in 
the press even asks any questions. This 
is historic obstruction right now, and 
no one is even asking: Why are you 
doing it? 

It would be great to have the minor-
ity leader come to the Senate floor and 
tell us why. I want to know why. I 
want to grow the economy. We need 
these people in positions of authority 
to help us do the things—bipartisan 
things—that the American people sent 
us here to do, not delay, not obstruct. 

Something else is happening on the 
Senate floor right now. It is not just 
the historic obstruction of nominees. 
The other side, for whatever reason, is 
now deciding they are going to shut 
down any movement of anything on 
the Senate floor. Let me give one ex-
ample, which is actually quite impor-
tant. 

A lot of what we do here moves by 
what we call unanimous consent on the 
Senate floor. There are rules to move 
things. It can take a lot of time. But a 
lot of times the leadership of the Sen-
ate will get together and say: OK, we 
can have a unanimous consent agree-
ment to move things faster. It is not 
just nominees. Sometimes it is actu-
ally legislation. As a matter of fact, a 
lot of things move on the Senate floor 
through unanimous consent, which is, 
essentially, a voice vote where every-
one, all 100 Senators, say: We agree 
with that. It is a bill that is really im-
portant, very bipartisan. Let’s move it. 
Let’s move it fast. It came out of com-
mittee. It is not controversial, but 
maybe it is important, so let’s move it. 

For whatever reason, it still doesn’t 
explain to the American people why 
the minority leader would say that we 
are not going to move anything by 
unanimous consent right now either. 
Not only will we hold up every nominee 
as long as possible—even the non-
controversial ones—nothing is going to 
move in the Senate by unanimous con-
sent. 

Again, why? How does that help the 
American people? How does that help 
the American people when you are just 
blocking things? 

POWER ACT 
Let me give one specific. It is an 

issue I feel very passionate about. I had 
a bill introduced last year. It passed 
the Senate by unanimous consent, and 
we are trying to pass it right now by 
unanimous consent this Congress. Un-
fortunately, it didn’t pass out of the 
House. I think it will. It has passed out 
of committee again. It is called the Pro 
bono Work to Empower and Represent 
Act, the POWER Act. It is very bipar-
tisan. A number of my colleagues on 
the other side of the aisle, including 
Senators Heitkamp, Shaheen, Leahy, 
and Warren, are cosponsors. 

Here is what it does: I come to the 
Senate floor every week to talk about 
what a great State I live in—Alaska. 

One thing we actually aren’t proud of 
in Alaska is that we have a real big 
problem with domestic violence and 
sexual assault in my State. One of the 
best ways to deal with that issue, one 
of the best ways to help victims and 
survivors break the cycle of violence 
that occurs with way too many fami-
lies and way too many women and chil-
dren in Alaska—and across the coun-
try—is to get attorneys to represent 
them. 

Here is a startling fact. It is a little 
harsh when you say it, but it is true: If 
there is someone who commits a rape 
or is accused of committing a rape, 
that person gets a Sixth Amendment 
right to counsel. That is in our Bill of 
Rights. Guess what the victim gets in 
terms of legal representation: nothing. 
There is no right. But that is a really 
important way to help break the cycle 
of violence—to get survivors and vic-
tims an attorney and get the resources 
to do that. That is what the POWER 
Act does, and that is why it passed by 
unanimous consent last year. 

We have a big problem in the country 
in terms of domestic violence and sex-
ual assault. This would help. We are 
trying to move it right now by unani-
mous consent. It will pass. But it is not 
going to pass now because the minority 
leader is blocking every unanimous 
consent agreement on the Senate floor. 
Why? Why? 

Does he think that women in Amer-
ica don’t need the resources to rep-
resent themselves in these kind of hor-
rendous crimes? They do. Trust me. 
Thousands of them—tens of thousands 
of them do. So why are we blocking 
this? Why don’t we move it? We are 
shutting down the whole Senate, try-
ing to shut down the Federal Govern-
ment’s ability to seat itself, to do the 
work of the American people. This is 
historic obstruction, and no one ex-
plains it. The press doesn’t ask about 
it. I think the American people need to 
know about it. 

We were elected to move this country 
forward. The election happened in No-
vember. Let’s come together. There is 
a lot of bipartisan work to do. We have 
our differences on healthcare and other 
issues, but there are so many things 
about which we don’t have dif-
ferences—growing the economy, re-
building our military, infrastructure. 
We need people in the Federal Govern-
ment who can do that, and we need 
leaders in the Senate who can move 
things forward by unanimous consent— 
like the POWER Act—when they are 
not controversial. We don’t have those 
leaders right now, and we need them. 
We need to get this country moving 
again. The way things are happening 
on the Senate floor, it is not happening 
that way at all. 

I yield the floor. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-

ator from Georgia. 
TRIBUTE TO STEFANIE MOHLER 

Mr. ISAKSON. Mr. President, I thank 
the distinguished Senator from Oregon, 
Senator MERKLEY, for allowing me a 

few extra minutes of his time ahead of 
his speech. I appreciate his courtesy, 
and I will pay him back. 

Ironically, I am thanking him for 
giving me time to make a speech I 
have never wanted to make. In fact, I 
have three times canceled the time I 
had asked for to make this speech in 
the last month because when it came 
time to make it and I opened those 
doors to come down here, I couldn’t 
quite do it. I couldn’t quite do it be-
cause, every once in a while, something 
happens in your career with a loved 
one or friend or cohort who is so close 
to you and so meaningful to you that 
to talk about it is an emotional thing 
to do. 

Such is the occasion tonight for me 
to pay tribute to Stefanie Mohler, who 
is my scheduler and has been for years. 
She came to work for me when I was a 
Member of the Senate. She has worked 
for me time and again in the U.S. Sen-
ate, except for the one time she left me 
to go work for George Bush—and I un-
derstand that. That was a higher pay 
grade than mine. 

Stefanie was a young lady working 
for a Congressman from her hometown 
in Florida when I came to Washington. 
She wasn’t married. She had a wonder-
ful family and lived at home with her 
folks. She applied for a job as a sched-
uler for me and came to work for us. 

I ran a pretty large company. I had 
about 1,000 independent contractors 
and 250 employees. I know a good work-
er when I see one. Stefanie was the 
best. But she had that quality beyond 
just being the best. She cared about 
every single thing she did and every 
single person whom she helped and 
every single person whom she couldn’t 
help. She grew in the job, and she made 
me a better Congressman and, later, a 
better Senator. 

She came to me about 18 months ago 
and said: I have some news for you. I 
am pregnant. I am pregnant with iden-
tical twins. 

I was so excited for her and her hus-
band because she wanted more than 
anything else in the world to have a 
family. My wife and I had a party for 
her at Christmas in December, and the 
two babies came in the early part of 
this year. They are beautiful. She is a 
wonderful mother. But she has stayed, 
and she has worked. Her mom has come 
in and helped her do the chores at 
home as she continued to fulfill her 
commitment to me. I thank her so 
much on the floor of the Senate today 
for that. 

She is married to a great guy named 
Chase Mohler. Let me tell you a little 
bit about Chase. 

All of us at one time or another in 
our lives have fallen in love. You know 
what it feels like to fall in love. You 
also know what it looks like to see 
somebody who is in love. You can’t de-
scribe it, but there is a glow. It is just 
something that is there. 

I was in Jacksonville, FL, with 
Saxby Chambliss, waiting to come 
back to Washington when Stefanie was 
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coming back from taking Chase to 
meet her family in Florida. When she 
turned the corner in an airport con-
course coming toward the planes, I 
could tell from the glow on her face 
and the look on her face that some-
thing special had happened in her life. 

I said: Stefanie, what are you so 
happy about? 

She said: I have found a husband. I 
am going to marry him. He asked me 
to marry him. 

I was so happy for her and so happy 
for Chase because I had met him. They 
had dated while she was working in my 
office and later married. Chase works 
for the State Department and has been 
serving here in Washington. But he got 
a promotion, and he is going to the 
North Carolina coast, and he is going 
to take Stefanie with him. 

I am losing the best person I have 
ever had doing what Stefanie has done 
for me. He married the best person I 
have ever seen, and she is doing every-
thing in the world for him. 

So I thought I would come to the 
floor tonight, not to list the acco-
lades—which I could in the thousands— 
not to say all those platitudes we al-
ways love to hear said about ourselves 
or about somebody important, but to 
make a confession. I am in love. I am 
in love with Stefanie Mohler because 
for most of her adult life she gave her 
time and her effort to make me a bet-
ter Member of the U.S. Senate. She 
supported my wife when she needed it, 
and I couldn’t help. She supported our 
office when they needed it, and they 
couldn’t help. She did all of the little 
things that you never ask someone to 
do because you think it is too little, 
but it is so important to make a dif-
ference in every day that goes by. 

When she leaves in about 3 months, I 
am going to be sad. I will shed a tear or 
two. I will probably shed one for her 
before the night is over. But when she 
leaves, I want her to know and I want 
the whole Senate document to record 
that once in a while—every once in a 
while—somebody special comes along 
and makes a difference in your life, 
your effort, and your ability. Stefanie 
Mohler has been that for me. I will 
never forget her for all that she has 
done for me, and I will always be there 
for her if she ever needs me. 

May God bless Stefanie Mohler, and 
may God bless the United States of 
America. 

I yield the floor. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-

ator from Oregon. 
CLIMATE DISRUPTION 

Mr. MERKLEY. Mr. President, cli-
mate disruption is the seminal chal-
lenge of our generation. It is the most 
significant test that human civiliza-
tion on our planet has faced, and there 
are a lot of questions about how we are 
going to be able to come together as a 
community of nations and community 
of cultures to address this very signifi-
cant threat to our beautiful blue-green 
planet. 

It affects everything from our farms 
to our forests to our fisheries. We see 

the impact in terms of disappearing 
glaciers, shrinking ice sheets, melting 
permafrost and dying coral. We see the 
impact on our farms, our trout 
streams, and our forests. We see the 
impact with migrating animals, mi-
grating insects, and more powerful 
storms. 

In response, communities across the 
globe are taking action. They are 
transforming their energy economies. 
They are developing aggressive strate-
gies to save energy in their buildings, 
in their vehicles, and in their appli-
ances. They are working to replace 
their fossil fuel energy supplies with 
clean and renewable energy. 

How much do you know about the 
changes underway? Let’s find out. Wel-
come to episode 3 of the Senate Cli-
mate Disruption Quiz. The first ques-
tion we have is, Why did American Air-
lines cancel 57 flights between June 20 
and 22? Was it extreme temperatures? 
Was it a pilot strike? Was it severe 
storms? Was it a fuel shortage? The an-
swer is A, extreme temperatures. 

How is that the case? 
When air gets hotter, it gets thinner. 

Thinner air provides less lift for planes 
to take off, and eventually the runway 
isn’t long enough for the plane to go 
fast enough to get enough lift to clear 
the runway. Therefore, all of these 
flights got canceled. 

It is not the first time it has hap-
pened. It happened in 2013 in Phoenix, 
with 18 flights canceled, but this was a 
pretty dramatic incident attributable 
to very extreme temperatures. 

Let’s turn to question No. 2. How 
long was the recent streak of record- 
setting monthly temperatures—mean-
ing, for example, that a given month 
like May was the hottest May ever, 
June was the hottest June ever, and 
July was the hottest July ever? How 
many months in a row did this happen? 
Did it happen for 6 months in a row? Or 
for 12 months in a row? Is it conceiv-
able that this streak extended beyond a 
year to 16 months or perhaps even for 2 
years, to 24 months? Lock in your an-
swer. 

The correct answer is C, 16 months. 
From May 2015 through August 2016, 
each and every month was the hottest 
month on record. In September, 2016, 
the streak was broken, but only by a 
few hundredths of a degree. In fact, in 
September 2016, the temperature was 
still 1.6 degrees Fahrenheit above the 
20th century average. 

I have a math question to put in 
here. If you had climate data and tem-
perature data for 50 years, what are the 
odds that, by chance, 16 months in a 
row would be the hottest—each one the 
hottest among the 50 previous months? 
What are the odds of that? Pull out 
your calculators, and take 1 out of 50, 
and take it to the 16th power. What do 
you get? You get that the odds are less 
than 1 out of a trillion trillion. That is 
the odds. In other words, this didn’t 
happen by chance. 

Let’s turn to question No. 3. Where in 
the world is the largest floating solar 

project? Maybe you have never even 
heard of a floating solar project. There 
is one. In fact, there are several. Where 
is the world’s largest? Is it in China? Is 
it in Brazil? Is it in India? Or is it in 
Australia? 

By the way, here is a hint. All four of 
these actually have floating solar 
projects. Lock in your answer. Here is 
the answer. 

The answer is A, China. 
India has a small floating solar 

project, and it generates about 100 kilo-
watts. Australia’s is 40 times larger, at 
4 megawatts, and it is roughly the 
equivalent of two wind turbines. Bra-
zil’s is yet larger, at 10 megawatts. The 
largest floating solar project by far is 
in Liulong, China. The 40-megawatt 
solar plant is able to provide enough 
energy to 15,000 homes. Because it 
floats, it uses less energy than most 
solar farms because the water acts as a 
natural coolant. 

There is something very symbolic 
about this largest-in-the-world floating 
solar project, and that is that it sits on 
a lake caused by the collapse of aban-
doned coal mines. It is as if it is saying 
to us: Let’s transition from a fossil fuel 
economy to a clean, renewable energy 
economy, like electrons produced by 
solar power. 

Question No. 4, last year plug-in hy-
brids and fully electric vehicles made 
up less than 1 percent of global car 
sales. It is a very small amount. What 
was the percentage in Norway? 

Was it half a percent behind the 
world average? Was it 15 percent? Was 
it 37 percent? Or, perhaps, was it even 
more than one out of two cars sold in 
Norway? Lock in your answer. 

Here is the right answer. The answer 
is C, 37 percent. When the world aver-
age is under 1 percent, it is pretty im-
pressive that Norway is at 37 percent. 

In 2016, plug-in hybrids and fully 
electric cars made up 37 percent of the 
new car sales in Norway. That is a huge 
increase in just a couple of years. 
Three years earlier, the electric vehi-
cles—the plug-in hybrids and fully 
electric vehicles—accounted for only 6 
percent of Norway’s sales. In a short 3 
years, it went from 6 percent to 37 per-
cent. This growth is a combination of 
fees on gas-powered and diesel-powered 
cars and subsidies for electric vehicles. 

Let’s look at what else is happening 
with cars in the world. Volvo has an-
nounced that all of its new models 
from 2019 forward will have some form 
of electric drive. Then you see the 
growth of companies like Tesla, which 
only produces electric cars. It is be-
coming increasingly clear that the fu-
ture of the global auto industry is elec-
tric. 

Let’s turn to question No. 5, our final 
question. This one hits close to home 
for me as a Senator from Oregon. What 
killed billions of baby oysters in Or-
egon in 2007 and 2008? Was it red tide? 
Red tide occurs when an algae blooms, 
and it is a red bloom. It discolors the 
water, turns it red, and releases toxins 
that are absorbed by the clams and 
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other sea life, so that we can’t go out 
and dig up our clams and eat them for 
fear of getting poisoned. 

Was it red tide that killed the oys-
ters? Or was it the POMS virus, or the 
Pacific Oyster Mortality Syndrome 
virus, which affects Pacific oysters and 
can cause up to 100 percent mortality 
within days of initial detection? Was it 
sea lice—tiny jellyfish larvae that are 
tiny, almost invisible specks that are 
no larger than a grain of pepper? Or 
was it rising ocean acidity, caused by 
the emission of billions of tons of car-
bon dioxide and other greenhouse gases 
into the air that get absorbed by the 
ocean through tidal action? Lock in 
your answer. 

The correct answer is D, rising ocean 
acidity. How is this possible? How can 
you stand on the coast of Oregon and 
look out at the Pacific Ocean and envi-
sion that humankind has burned so 
much fossil fuel—so many fossil fuels— 
and that it has created so much carbon 
dioxide in the air and tidal action has 
absorbed that into the ocean and 
turned it into carbonic acid that it has 
changed the acidity of the ocean? It 
seems completely impossible. Yet over 
the last 150 years, the burning of fossil 
fuels by human civilization has in-
creased the acidity of the ocean by 30 
percent. 

In 2007, when I was running for the 
U.S. Senate for the first time, the oys-
ters started dying. The scientists got 
involved. They said: What is going on? 
They said: Is it a virus? Is it a bac-
terium? 

It wasn’t a virus. It wasn’t a bac-
terium. After some time, they nailed it 
down simply to that the ocean water 
had become too acidic, that there was 
too much carbonic acid in the ocean 
from carbon dioxide pollution in the 
atmosphere. Where did that come 
from? From the burning of fossil fuels. 

Now, the water comes into the Whis-
key Creek Shellfish Hatchery in a very 
large pipe, and then it has to be 
buffered; that is, the acidity has to be 
decreased before that water continues 
into the vats with the baby oysters. 
For all we know, they will have to do 
this forever more, until we can turn 
the clock back on global climate dis-
ruption. 

If the oysters are being affected, 
what else is going to be affected in the 
sea chain? What is the impact on our 
coral reefs, which provide the founda-
tion for many of the world’s fisheries? 
That is something that we should 
rightly be very concerned about. 

There you have it, folks, episode 3 of 
the Senate Climate Disruption Quiz. 
How did you do? How many of those 
questions did you get right? The facts 
on the ground are changing very quick-
ly as climate disruption increases and 
communities across the globe respond. 
Together we are racing the clock, and 
there is no time to spare. So stay en-
gaged in the fight. 

In the near future, I will bring you 
episode 4 of the Senate Climate Disrup-
tion Quiz. In the meantime, if you have 

a good idea for a climate disruption 
question, please tweet that question to 
me at @SenJeffMerkley, using the 
hashtag ClimateQ4Jeff. Together, let’s 
keep fighting to save our planet. 

Henry David Thoreau said: What use 
is a home if you don’t have a tolerable 
planet to put it on? 

Let’s work together to make sure we 
have a tolerable planet, a healthy plan-
et, not just for this generation but for 
our children and our great-grand-
children and the generations to follow. 

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. MCCONNELL. Mr. President, I 

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

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

ORDER OF PROCEDURE 

Mr. MCCONNELL. Mr. President, I 
ask unanimous consent that at 12 noon 
on Tuesday, July 18, there be 15 min-
utes of postcloture debate, equally di-
vided in the usual form, on the 
Shanahan nomination; that following 
the use or yielding back of that time, 
the Senate vote on the nomination; 
and that if confirmed, 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, and the Senate immediately re-
sume consideration of the Bush nomi-
nation. 

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

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 

REMEMBERING DAVID DUFF 

Mr. MCCONNELL. Mr. President, 
today I wish to remember David Duff, a 
well-respected coal operator from 
Perry County, KY. David passed away 
on July 3 in Snowmass, CO, at the age 
of 67. He will be remembered by many 
for his kindness and generosity, espe-
cially toward the elderly, children, and 
our Nation’s veterans. 

David owned Pine Branch Coal Com-
pany, employing hundreds of miners in 
eastern Kentucky and serving as a 
leader in the industry. He was dearly 
loved by many in his community, as 
was shown by the many signs posted 
along the road leading to his home in 
the days after his passing. 

Elaine and I send our condolences to 
David’s wife, Susan, their children Lori 
and Ryan, their grandchildren, and all 

of their family and friends. We hope 
that their memories of David will help 
them through this time of grief. 

f 

TRIBUTE TO CHIP HUTCHESON 

Mr. McCONNELL. Mr. President, 
today I wish to congratulate my friend 
Chip Hutcheson, publisher of the Times 
Leader in Princeton, KY, on his retire-
ment after more than four decades in 
the newspaper business. Throughout 
Chip’s long career, he was the quin-
tessential community journalist who 
saw, as one colleague noted, ‘‘the news-
paper as both a champion for and a 
guardian of the community.’’ When he 
retired at the end of June, Chip was 
named the recipient of the National 
Newspaper Association’s James O. 
Amos Award. He was only the second 
Kentuckian to ever win what is known 
as one of the two ‘‘highest and most 
distinguished tributes in community 
journalism.’’ 

Chip’s relationship with the Prince-
ton-based paper began at only 10 
months old when his parents purchased 
the then-Princeton Leader and began 
to instill in him a love of the trade. Be-
ginning at the age of 8, Chip spent time 
at the paper, watching his parents 
work. In junior high, Chip joined the 
team to proofread a section of the 
paper before it was sent to the printer. 
Later, he proudly wrote that, ‘‘News-
paper ink runs in my veins.’’ During 
high school and college, Chip honed his 
skills writing for local and campus pa-
pers. After graduation, he entered the 
U.S. Army and served in Vietnam. 
When he returned, Chip went back to 
his trade and began a decades-long ca-
reer of journalistic excellence. 

Chip became the publisher of the 
Princeton Leader upon his parents’ re-
tirement in 1976. As local papers 
merged, Chip became the publisher of 
the Times Leader in 1992, continuing 
his family legacy. Chip admitted that 
his columns may have been a little 
‘‘old school,’’ but he proudly followed 
the tradition set by his father and his 
other role models of local community 
journalism. He used his writings to 
give readers an inside look into the 
lives of his family and community. 

Although his efforts were always 
dedicated to readers in western Ken-
tucky, Chip was recognized across the 
Commonwealth and the Nation for his 
outstanding work. He served on the 
board of directors of the Kentucky 
Press Association, including 1 year as 
its president in 2010. The Kentucky 
Journalism Hall of Fame inducted Chip 
into its elite ranks in 2012, in recogni-
tion of his distinguished career of lead-
ership and service. More recently, Chip 
served as president of the National 
Newspaper Association. 

Chip has also been a great advocate 
for families seeking to adopt children 
internationally. With his wife, Karen, 
and grandchildren, Lemlem and 
Kashiku, Chip came to my office sev-
eral years ago asking for relief from 
the many regulatory burdens in the 

VerDate Sep 11 2014 08:22 Jul 18, 2017 Jkt 069060 PO 00000 Frm 00012 Fmt 0624 Sfmt 0634 E:\CR\FM\G17JY6.027 S17JYPT1rf
re

de
ric

k 
on

 D
S

K
B

C
B

P
H

B
2P

R
O

D
 w

ith
 S

E
N

A
T

E



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — SENATE S4021 July 17, 2017 
adoption process. I was thankful to 
know of the Hutcheson family’s story. 
By working with my colleagues in the 
Senate, we passed the bipartisan Accu-
racy for Adoptees Act, which was then 
signed into law. Thanks in large part 
to the efforts of Chip and Karen, more 
families across the country are able to 
more easily navigate the rewarding yet 
often difficult process of bringing a 
child into a loving home through adop-
tion. 

Chip’s unwavering dedication to his 
work and his community left a mark 
on the readers of Caldwell County. His 
writings not only brought the news, 
but he also served as a voice for people 
in his community by expressing the 
beauty and joy of western Kentucky 
life. After decades of hard work, Chip 
has earned his retirement. Along with 
his readers, I will miss his observations 
about life and current events. I would 
like to join with the Princeton commu-
nity and all of the supporters of the 
Times Leader who congratulate Chip 
on his retirement and wish his family 
many relaxing and enjoyable years to-
gether. Further, I would like to ask my 
colleagues in the Senate to join me in 
commemorating Chip Hutcheson on a 
distinguished career in community 
journalism. 

f 

THE GLOBAL CRISIS OF KILLINGS 
OF ENVIRONMENTAL ACTIVISTS 

Mr. LEAHY. Mr. President, on July 
13, Global Witness, a widely respected 
international nongovernmental organi-
zation that reports on corruption and 
other criminality involving the exploi-
tation of natural resources, released a 
report entitled, ‘‘Defenders of the 
Earth—Global Killings of Land and En-
vironmental Defenders in 2016.’’ 

According to the report, 2016 was the 
worst year yet for environmental and 
land rights defenders. At least 200 were 
killed in what has become a global cri-
sis, pitting local communities, particu-
larly impoverished indigenous groups, 
against multinational mining, logging, 
agribusiness, hydroelectric, and hydro-
carbon companies that are often sup-
ported with foreign financing. 

The report says the number of such 
killings is increasing, up from 185 in 
2015 and spreading to new countries—24 
in 2016 compared to 16 in 2015. However, 
because many of these attacks occur in 
remote areas, the actual number is 
likely much higher. The number of 
killings is also only part of the appall-
ing story. Death threats, arbitrary ar-
rests, sexual assaults and other forms 
of abuse, and misuse of the legal proc-
ess are among the tactics used to try 
to intimidate environmental activists. 

Often, when faced with peaceful re-
sistance to the construction of dams 
that displace people from their homes 
and to logging and mining operations 
that destroy the forest and pollute the 
water, the response of the companies, 
backed up by local security forces, is to 
accuse the protestors of being ‘‘against 
development,’’ try to divide them with 

bribes and promises that are later bro-
ken, and eventually to silence them 
with force. The companies get rich and 
move on, local officials collect payoffs, 
the electricity or minerals are ex-
ported to cities or other countries, and 
the people whose land was destroyed or 
water contaminated are immeasurably 
worse off. 

As one activist, who has for years 
spoken out against Latin America’s 
largest open pit mine, told Global Wit-
ness, ‘‘[t]hey threaten you so you will 
shut up. I can’t shut up. I can’t stay si-
lent faced with all that is happening to 
my people. We are fighting for our 
lands, for our water, for our lives.’’ 

The reports states, ‘‘[t]he battle to 
protect the planet is rapidly inten-
sifying and the cost can be counted in 
human lives. More people in more 
countries are being left with no option 
but to take a stand against the theft of 
their land or the trashing of their envi-
ronment. Too often they are brutally 
silenced by political and business 
elites, while the investors that bank-
roll them do nothing. . . Almost 40 per-
cent of those murdered were indige-
nous, as land they’ve inhabited for gen-
erations is stolen by companies, land-
owners or government officials. 
Projects are typically imposed on com-
munities without their free, prior and 
informed consent, backed up by force: 
police and soldiers are suspected per-
petrators in at least 43 murders. Pro-
test is often the only option left to 
communities exercising their right to 
have a say about the use of their land 
and natural resources, putting them on 
a collision course with those seeking 
profit at any cost.’’ 

The report notes the criminalization 
of these courageous activists, including 
in the United States. ‘‘They are often 
painted as criminals, facing trumped- 
up criminal charges and aggressive 
civil cases brought by governments and 
companies seeking to silence them.’’ 

It is the responsibility of govern-
ments to defend the lives and rights of 
their citizens. Instead, too many gov-
ernments are violating their own laws 
and aiding and abetting in these at-
tacks and assassinations—either by the 
conduct of their security forces or by 
their failure to conduct credible inves-
tigations of these crimes and to bring 
those responsible to justice. 

Honduran activist Berta Caceres is 
but one example. Instead of protecting 
her, the government and the company 
treated her like a criminal. She was 
killed for having the courage to defend 
the rights and territory of the Lenca 
people. In Honduras alone—a country 
the size of Kentucky with just 8 mil-
lion people—more than 100 environ-
mental defenders have reportedly suf-
fered similar fates since 2009, for which 
no one has been convicted and pun-
ished. 

I hope this report will spur govern-
ments, companies, foreign banks, and 
international financial institutions to 
take far stronger action to respect the 
territorial rights of affected people, to 

defend freedom of speech and associa-
tion, to protect the environment, and 
to uphold the rule of law. 

f 

RECOGNIZING NASA’S LANGLEY 
RESEARCH CENTER 

Mr. KAINE. Mr. President, on behalf 
of myself and the senior Senator from 
Virginia, MARK WARNER, we want to 
commemorate an important, early step 
in our Nation’s emergence as a world 
leader in flight, space exploration, and 
atmospheric science. 

One hundred years ago today on July 
17, 1917, NASA’s Langley Research Cen-
ter was founded in Hampton, VA. What 
was once a quiet expanse of farmland 
and marsh on a riverbank near the 
Chesapeake Bay has helped transform 
our Nation’s transportation system and 
the world’s understanding of our uni-
verse. 

That date in 1917 represents the be-
ginning of a journey that would even-
tually take Americans to the moon and 
American technology to Mars and be-
yond. 

Born in the days of the National Ad-
visory Committee for Aeronautics, the 
precursor to NASA, Langley was the 
agency’s first field center and our Na-
tion’s first civilian aeronautics labora-
tory. 

The groundbreaking and sky con-
quering research conducted during 
Langley’s early days led to major ad-
vances in aeronautics and, in the years 
after World War I, helped our Nation 
cement its status as a pacesetter in 
flight research. Langley’s important 
work also served as a foundation for 
America’s burgeoning aviation indus-
try. 

Langley won the first of its seven 
Collier trophies, awarded for the high-
est achievements in aeronautics or as-
tronautics in our Nation, in 1929. That 
trophy, won for development of cowling 
for radial air-cooled engines, honored a 
high level of technical excellence that 
Langley has maintained ever since. 

Over the decades, Langley has 
evolved into a research center sup-
porting all of NASA’s areas of empha-
sis, from human space exploration to 
Earth science and from aeronautics to 
technology development. 

NASA Langley’s legacy of discovery 
and innovation is truly remarkable. 
Researchers at the center helped refine 
technologies and designs across all 
flight regimes—subsonic, transonic, su-
personic, and hypersonic—revolution-
izing the shape and performance of to-
day’s aircraft and spacecraft. 

This year, we all witnessed some of 
NASA Langley’s contributions to the 
space race through the lens of the 
Oscar-nominated film, ‘‘Hidden Fig-
ures.’’ The film told the story of the 
many contributions of NASA Langley 
employees, especially African-Amer-
ican women, to the Mercury 7 mission 
involving America’s first astronauts. 

Beyond that, Neil Armstrong and 
other Apollo astronauts learned how to 
land on the moon by training at 
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Langley’s Lunar Landing Research Fa-
cility, now known as the Landing and 
Impact Research Facility. 

Langley led the first successful 
robotic landing on Mars with the Vi-
king 1 mission, which gave humanity 
its first glimpse of the landscape of an-
other world. The center’s technical ex-
pertise in a field called Entry, Descent 
and Landing—the study of how a space-
craft can safely move through a plan-
et’s atmosphere and reach the sur-
face—has been a key to every fully suc-
cessful robotic landing on the surface 
of Mars. 

Those are just a few highlights 
among many, many accomplishments. 

Over the decades, NASA Langley has 
contributed technologies that have im-
proved people’s lives around the globe. 

For example, the grooved pavement 
that makes our highways safer evolved 
from research into runway surfaces at 
Langley. The winglets—the upturned 
tips of wings seen on commercial air-
craft—have saved fuel and reduced pol-
lution for years. Their use is a result of 
research done by Richard Whitcomb, 
one of Langley’s legendary aero-
dynamics experts. 

Based on what we have seen when 
visiting the center, we predict this leg-
acy of excellence and innovation will 
continue—even accelerate—over the 
next 100 years. 

We have been proud to work closely 
with the center on improving the safe 
use of unmanned aerial vehicles, better 
known as drones. 

We have also proudly partnered with 
the center’s efforts on groundbreaking 
materials research, including the Ad-
vanced Composites Initiative, to work 
toward developing lighter, safer, and 
more fuel-efficient vehicles for air and 
space. 

We have seen Langley’s critical in-
volvement in development of the Orion 
crew module, which was tested at 
Langley’s Landing and Impact Re-
search Facility to ensure that astro-
nauts can safely splashdown in the 
ocean after future missions. 

Langley’s test facilities are being 
used by companies who have partnered 
with NASA through its Commercial 
Crew Program. By working with Boe-
ing and Space X, Langley is helping to 
boost our Nation’s growing space in-
dustry. 

Other current projects include new 
aircraft designs intended to change the 
sonic boom to a sonic thud, opening 
the way for a revolutionary new gen-
eration of faster aircraft that will 
bring vast improvements for the trav-
eling public. 

When it comes to serving the public’s 
interest, Langley’s work studying the 
Earth’s atmosphere and how it absorbs 
and radiates heat tops the list. It is 
critical that NASA’s work in earth 
science research continues. Wise policy 
decisions rely on high-quality data. 
Without solid data, we are essentially 
flying blind in the area of environ-
mental policy. 

Coincidentally, the Hampton Roads 
area of Virginia—where Langley is lo-

cated—is second only to New Orleans 
in susceptibility to sea-level rise. 
NASA Langley is one of many national 
assets—including military, industrial, 
and academic institutions—located 
there. It is an important region of our 
Nation and Langley’s work to study 
earth’s atmosphere will safeguard 
Hampton Roads, as well as our planet 
as a whole. 

When you consider exciting new ca-
pabilities offered by the center’s Meas-
urement Systems Laboratory, now 
under construction, and its Katherine 
G. Johnson Computational Research 
Facility, which is set to open later this 
year, it is clear that we can expect to 
see more improvements and discoveries 
from NASA Langley. 

As Virginia’s Senators, we take great 
pride in the fact that NASA’s original 
field lab—sometimes called the agency 
‘‘Mother Center’’—resides in the great 
Commonwealth of Virginia. We firmly 
believe that the boundary-pushing spir-
it displayed over the last 100 years rep-
resents some of the best traits of our 
national character: innovation, explo-
ration, hard work, and the quest to 
make life better for us all. 

We look forward to seeing more 
amazing innovations from Langley and 
NASA as our Nation continues its push 
to solve the great problems of our age 
and as we extend humanity’s reach 
ever deeper into the universe. 

NASA Langley is a remarkable 
place—and has been for 100 years. As a 
center for aerospace innovation, tech-
nological discovery, and scientific in-
quiry, Langley continues to lead the 
way. 

We should all cheer them on as they 
pass this big milestone and rocket 
ahead into a bold, new century. 

f 

DRY EYE AWARENESS MONTH 

Ms. BALDWIN. Mr. President, in the 
spirit of the ‘‘Decade of Vision,’’ I am 
pleased to recognize July as Dry Eye 
Awareness Month. In 2009, while serv-
ing in the House of Representatives, I 
was proud to sponsor the successfully 
passed H. Res. 366, which recognized 
the 40th anniversary of the National 
Eye Institute and designated 2010–2020 
as the ‘‘Decade of Vision.’’ This resolu-
tion sought to bring awareness to our 
Nation’s challenges in vision health, 
especially as our population ages and 
the incidence of chronic diseases that 
may cause vision impairment grows. 

Dry eye is one of these growing vi-
sion health challenges that affects 
more than 30 million people in the 
United States. It occurs when the eye 
does not produce tears properly or they 
are not of the correct consistency and 
evaporate too quickly. It can range 
from discomfort to a painful chronic 
and progressive condition that leads to 
blurred vision or even vision loss. Dry 
eye is one of the most frequent causes 
of patient visits to eyecare providers. 
It is a particularly burdensome issue 
for our brave soldiers who were en-
gaged in Operation Enduring Freedom 

and Operation Iraqi Freedom. The Vet-
erans Administration reports that up-
wards of 70 percent of traumatic brain 
injury-exposed veterans have dry eye 
symptoms. 

Research supported by the National 
Institutes of Health and its National 
Eye Institute has improved our under-
standing of this condition. Dry eye can 
have many causes, including environ-
mental exposure, side-effects from 
medications, eye surgery, eyelid dis-
orders, immune system disorders, con-
tact lens wear, cosmetic use, aesthetic 
procedures, and an increasingly com-
mon cause: staring at computer or 
video screens for too long without 
blinking, which may have a dispropor-
tionate impact on our younger genera-
tions. 

I want to recognize an important 
educational opportunity during Dry 
Eye Awareness Month this year. The 
Tear Film & Ocular Surface Society’s 
‘‘Dry Eye Workshop II Report’’ will be 
published in ‘‘The Ocular Surface Jour-
nal,’’ updating the definition of dry eye 
and addressing its greater impact on 
vision health—the first such reexam-
ination since 2007. Report highlights 
were presented at a July 12, 2017, con-
gressional briefing, accompanied by a 
‘‘Test Your Tears’’ screening and pres-
entation of research posters. 

The vision community and its coali-
tion partners are uniting to recognize 
this growing vision health problem, 
and I stand in support of these aware-
ness and educational efforts. 

f 

ADDITIONAL STATEMENTS 

TRIBUTE TO EMMETT 
CHASSANIOL, JR. 

∑ Mr. COCHRAN. Mr. President, I am 
pleased to commend Emmett 
Chassaniol, Jr., and the Chassaniol 
family of Greenwood, MS, for 100 years 
of service and contributions to the U.S. 
cotton industry. 

Mr. Chassaniol and his family are the 
subject of a profile published recently 
by the Delta Business Journal. The 
profile not only reviews a century of 
influence by an agricultural family in 
the Mississippi Delta but also the 
changes in the cotton industry over the 
decades. Mississippi remains one of the 
leading cotton-producing States in the 
country. Farmers in my State pro-
duced more than 1 million bales of cot-
ton in 2016. 

Since its founding in 1917, the 
Chassaniol and Company has helped 
producers move cotton from the farm 
to the marketplace. Three generations 
of the Chassaniol family have engaged 
in the business of buying, shipping, or 
selling cotton. I am pleased to recog-
nize their continuous role in meeting 
the needs of cotton farmers in this im-
portant and challenging industry. 

Today Emmett Chassaniol, Jr., con-
tinues the family cotton business es-
tablished by his grandfather. Since 
1996, he has expanded Chassaniol and 
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Company’s reach, selling cotton for 
producers in Arkansas, Louisiana, and 
areas of the State beyond the Mis-
sissippi Delta. Emmett, Jr., like his 
grandfather, father, and other family 
members, has served in leadership posi-
tions that have helped to maintain cot-
ton as an important commodity crop in 
my State. 

I am pleased to join cotton producers 
throughout my State in commending 
Emmett Chassaniol, Jr., and the 
Chassaniol family for 100 years of busi-
ness in the cotton industry. 

I ask that the June 15, 2017, article 
from the Delta Business Journal maga-
zine, titled ‘‘A Century of the Cotton 
Business—The Chassaniol Family,’’ be 
printed in the RECORD. 

The material follows: 
[From the Delta Business Journal, June 15, 

2017] 
A CENTURY OF THE COTTON BUSINESS—THE 

CHASSANIOL FAMILY 
(By Mark H. Stowers) 

Cotton has been king in Mississippi since 
the early 1800s but has seen its reign dimin-
ish since the late 1980s. The majestic crop 
has seen a rise in its ranks with an increase 
in acres planted the past decade. For the 
past century, the Chassaniol family of 
Greenwood has been part of the cotton king-
dom and its rise and fall and rise again. Em-
mett Chassaniol Jr., still works in the fam-
ily cotton business his grandfather started in 
the early 1900s. He explained the family his-
tory in the cotton business by gathering cor-
respondence from his grandfather, family 
input and his own recollection. 

In 1917, the Chassaniol and Company cot-
ton business opened its doors in the Cotton 
Capital city when the transplanted cotton 
shipper Herbert Spencer (H.S.) ‘‘Pop’’ 
Chassaniol decided to stay in his adopted 
home town. His original office was on 117 
Front street but then he later moved to 110 
Main Street—the corner of Ramcat Alley 
and Main Street in the ‘‘Cotton Row’’ area. 
He stayed in that building until he retired in 
1963 and then he passed away in 1966. In 1968, 
the family sold the building to Mr. Charles 
Swayze. 

In 1956, H.S. recounted his career in a let-
ter he wrote to the vice president of the Hi-
bernia National Bank in New Orleans. H.S. 
had known the VPs father and uncles in the 
cotton business in the New Orleans Cotton 
Exchange. 

‘‘My first job was at the age of 12, with 
Kline Wilson and Company and your Uncle 
Peter J. Stoube was the manager of the New 
Orleans office. Through my mother’s family, 
Mr. Stoube gave me my first job as his office 
boy.’’ 

From there Chassaniol worked his way up 
from the bottom of the cotton business to 
owning his own cotton business. Emmett’s 
grandfather was later moved to the Delta in 
1910—first to Greenville and then Greenwood 
with the English firm, Alexander Eccles and 
Company. But they then decided to close 
that office and move Chassaniol to Ten-
nessee. But H.S. knew he had found a busi-
ness home, so he stayed in Greenwood and 
opened up the Chassaniol and Company cot-
ton business in 1917. 

The Greenwood Cotton Exchange got its 
charter in 1927 and H.S. was the first presi-
dent serving the 1927–1928 term. He later 
served again from 1940–1941. 

Since then, H.S.’s sons—Pershing and Em-
mett (Sr.)—a cotton buyer—each worked the 
business together before Pershing started his 
own company—The Pershing Chassaniol Cot-

ton Factor—in 1955 after serving time in 
World War II. He also served as president of 
the Greenwood Cotton Exchange for the 1970– 
1971 term. Pershing was then joined by his 
nephew Emmett Jr. and Pershing’s daughter, 
Sally Chassaniol McSpadden. Emmett Jr. 
served as the Greenwood Cotton Exchange 
president on three occasions—1992–1993, 1999– 
2000 and 2006–2007. The Cotton Exchange’s 
final year of existence was in 2009 and then 
it was dissolved. 

‘‘Pershing was in that business from 1955 to 
1995,’’ Emmett Jr. said. ‘‘My dad was in with 
my grandfather at Chassaniol and Company. 
Sam Adams came in as partner with my 
grandfather in 1931 but they never changed 
the name. That lasted until 1953 when they 
dissolved the partnership. My grandfather 
retired in 1963 and passed away in October of 
1966.’’ 

One of H.S.’s sons, Herbert Chassaniol, Jr., 
worked with him in the business until June 
of 1939, when at the age of 25, he died in a 
diving accident on the Mississippi Gulf 
Coast. Also, one of Pop’s sons, Lloyd, worked 
in the cotton business for different compa-
nies but never with Pop. 

‘‘Uncle Lloyd went to work for the George 
B. Wolfe and Company in Greenwood rep-
resenting J.P. Stevens out of South Caro-
lina. In 1963, they moved Uncle Lloyd, his 
wife and four daughters to Greenville, South 
Carolina where he stayed with them until he 
retired. He passed away in January of 2000. 
His widow and four daughters all still live in 
South Carolina.’’ Emmett Chassaniol said. 
‘‘Doris Chassaniol Mallette, one of my grand-
father’s daughters, worked for him as well. 
My grandfather’s son-in-law, J.E. McCurdy 
was married to Blanche, was a cotton factor 
but didn’t work for my grandfather. Also, my 
grandfather’s nephew, Herbert Chassaniol, 
ended up as sales manager over at Staplcotn 
and retired in 1965.’’ 

Pershing retired in 1995 and sold his build-
ing to Viking Range. Then in January of 
1996, Emmett Jr. incorporated his business, 
Chassaniol and Company and moved into the 
historic McBee building that dates back to 
1880. 

For more than a century, the Chassaniol 
family has blessed farmers and the family 
alike as the Chassaniols kept to the 
foundational value as stated by Pershing 
quite often to his daughter. 

‘‘He said it doesn’t matter if the farmer 
comes in and has one bale of cotton or if a 
farmer comes in and brings in 100 bales of 
cotton—you treat them just the same be-
cause they are both cotton farmers,’’ she 
said. ‘‘That was one of the things I always 
remembered.’’ 

McSpadden, like the rest of the family, 
grew up in the cotton office as well. 

‘‘We would be up there working with them, 
especially during the busy season,’’ 
McSpadden said. ‘‘I came back in 1979 and 
took momma’s place doing the bookkeeping 
and worked until 1997.’’ 

With no computers, McSpadden had plenty 
of paperwork to tend to that she included 
her children’s help with as well. 

‘‘I would bring work home at night and 
we’d be sitting in the middle of the living 
room floor—me and my two boys—and we 
would have all the class cards spread out and 
they would help me put them in order,’’ she 
said. ‘‘But just to be able to work with your 
daddy every day for 18 to 19 years is a true 
blessing,’’ she said. ‘‘We had a wonderful re-
lationship and I went home every day with 
him to each lunch with momma.’’ 

McSpadden invoiced and paid famers while 
Emmett graded out and sold the cotton. 

‘‘I can’t say enough nice things about the 
farmers, the buyers and the other sellers,’’ 
McSpadden said. ‘‘They were true to their 
word and it was just a pleasure to be in the 
cotton business as long as I was.’’ 

Emmett Jr. explained his job as ‘‘I sell cot-
ton for the farmers. That’s all I’ve ever done 
as well as my Uncle Pershing. My father and 
grandfather were shippers and buyers but I 
don’t buy a bale of cotton. I just represent 
the farmer and get the price for him and sell 
cotton for him.’’ 

Three generation of the Chassaniol family 
have worked with the Bank of Commerce and 
continue do so today, according to Emmett 
Jr. The Chassaniols have experienced plenty 
of technology changes on the cotton selling 
side as farmers have seen in the field. As 
field hands used to pick cotton by hand, all 
of the bookkeeping and cotton samples were 
all done by hand with what now would seem 
to be primitive tools. 

‘‘The buyers would actually come by, look 
at the cotton and grade it themselves and 
pull the staple on it and give you a bid on 
it,’’ Emmett said. ‘‘Now, I don’t ever see a 
farmer come by the office. It’s all done elec-
tronically. We get our data electronically 
and we get our warehouse receipts electroni-
cally. I’ve done business with a guy down in 
Louisiana for 30 years and we’ve only seen 
each other twice.’’ 

McSpadden’s early days involved two daily 
trips to the bank with cotton receipts. 

‘‘I invoiced every bale of cotton. In a year’s 
time, we’re talking thousands of bales of cot-
ton. In the beginning the receipts were kept 
at the bank (in the main safe) and every 
morning we would have to go to the bank 
and pick up all the cotton receipts and bring 
them back to the office and I would invoice 
them out. The ones I didn’t finish with, I had 
to take back to the bank before they closed 
at 2:00 p.m.,’’ she said. 

But then Pershing got his own safe so his 
daughter could work a few more hours each 
day. 

‘‘That way we couldn’t stop and talk to 
people on the way to the bank every day,’’ 
she said. 

For Emmett Jr., the introduction of tech-
nology made selling cotton a 24/7/365 business 
pretty much. 

‘‘When I first started, the cotton market 
would open up at 9:30 a.m. and close at 1:30 
or 2:00 p.m. Now it opens at 8:00 p.m. at night 
and closes at 1:15 the next day. While I’m 
sleeping, the foreign markets are trading 
cotton. Sometimes when I wake up at night 
and punch my phone to see what the markets 
doing. It’s really changed,’’ he said. ‘‘In 2008, 
they went to electronic trading and its 
changed the cotton business for ever and 
ever. They used to trade it manually in the 
pits in New York but now it’s just punching 
a button.’’ 

Chassaniol is gearing up for a busier year 
this year as more farmers are adding acre-
age. 

‘‘One thing in the cotton business is that 
no two years are alike weather-wise or 
marketwise,’’ he said. ‘‘In 1963 and ’73 we had 
good falls and big crops. In ’73, we had the 
flood and two million acres of the Mississippi 
Delta under water. The price of cotton was 
around 28 cents and with the flood it shot up 
to around 90 cents. But in February of ’74 it 
fell pretty good. When the water fell, people 
started planting cotton and beans. We also 
had a lot of crawfish that year.’’ 

Chassaniol’s reach extends beyond the Cot-
ton Capital as he’s sold cotton out of Lou-
isiana and Arkansas and in the hills of Mis-
sissippi beyond the Delta. 

‘‘My favorite part of the business is in the 
fall when we’re busy but with the markets 
it’s a year-round business and you have to 
watch it every day. When my father and 
grandfather did it, it was three months—Oc-
tober to December,’’ he said. ‘‘It’s been a 
challenge as I’ve seen my acres decrease over 
the years but I’ve got some people coming 
back who haven’t planted cotton in five 
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years. You’re going to lose some customers 
and you’re going to pick some up.’’ 

As the Chassaniol women married, many of 
those joined the cotton business including 
the McCurdy part of the family. McSpadden 
knows that the kingly crop brought and kept 
her Chassaniol family close together. 

‘‘I am extremely proud of my entire 
Chassaniol family. They are wonderful peo-
ple and we’ve stayed close over the years. 
Daddy had six brothers and sisters. We have 
all stayed close. There were 22 grand-
children. Even though we are scattered 
around we always know what’s going on and 
we keep in touch.’’ 

With the parents working long hours in the 
business, they made sure the kids made it to 
their extracurricular events over the years 
as well. 

‘‘They had this older man, Sidney Matlock 
(a porter who worked in the sample room) 
started with momma and daddy. He was 
somebody that was big in our lives. Momma 
couldn’t get away to take us to Girl Scouts, 
well they’d send Sidney to take us,’’ she 
said. 

‘‘I worked with Sidney for a number of 
years and he was there until his health failed 
and he retired. We probably opened 100s of 
thousands of samples of cotton,’’ Emmett Jr. 
said. ‘‘That’s how you sold cotton back then. 
He was a pretty good judge of cotton him-
self.’’ 

Chassaniol has relied on his secretary, 
Penny Kesterson for the past 16 years to 
keep his office a success and running 
smoothly. 

‘‘She is invaluable in the office she pulls in 
our electronic data warehouse receipts and 
classing info. She does the recaps invoicing 
and sees to wire transfers, plus other clerical 
duties,’’ he said. ‘‘I could not do without 
her.’’ 

100 years of working in the cotton business 
with plenty more to come—the Chassaniol 
family of Greenwood.∑ 

f 

TRIBUTE TO CAPTAIN RANDY 
DOPP 

∑ Mr. VAN HOLLEN. Mr. President, I 
wish to honor an outstanding Amer-
ican, Captain Randy Dopp, on his re-
tirement from American Airlines. 

Captain Dopp distinguished himself 
with over 31 years of safe commercial 
airline flying for Piedmont, 
USAirways, and American Airlines. He 
has been well-known for his commit-
ment to airline pilots and to the flying 
community. 

Over the years, I have relied on Cap-
tain Dopp’s knowledge and insights on 
issues relating to airlines, pensions, 
and aviation safety. I know that his 
wisdom and service will be greatly 
missed. 

I ask my colleagues to join me in 
thanking Captain Dopp on his accom-
plishments and congratulating him on 
his retirement.∑ 

f 

MEASURES PLACED ON THE 
CALENDAR 

The following bill was read the sec-
ond time, and placed on the calendar: 

H.R. 2430. An act to amend the Federal 
Food, Drug, and Cosmetic Act to revise and 
extend the user-fee programs for prescription 
drugs, medical devices, generic drugs, and 
biosimilar biological products, and for other 
purposes. 

EXECUTIVE AND OTHER 
COMMUNICATIONS 

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

EC–2201. A communication from the Direc-
tor of the Regulatory Management Division, 
Environmental Protection Agency, transmit-
ting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule en-
titled ‘‘Titanium dioxide; Exemption from 
the Requirement of a Tolerance’’ (FRL No. 
9961–82) received during adjournment of the 
Senate in the Office of the President of the 
Senate on June 30, 2017; to the Committee on 
Agriculture, Nutrition, and Forestry. 

EC–2202. A communication from the Direc-
tor of the Regulatory Management Division, 
Environmental Protection Agency, transmit-
ting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule en-
titled ‘‘Pyroxsulam; Pesticide Tolerances’’ 
(FRL No. 9962–60) received during adjourn-
ment of the Senate in the Office of the Presi-
dent of the Senate on June 30, 2017; to the 
Committee on Agriculture, Nutrition, and 
Forestry. 

EC–2203. A communication from the Direc-
tor of the Regulatory Management Division, 
Environmental Protection Agency, transmit-
ting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule en-
titled ‘‘Oxirane, 2-methyl, polymer with 
oxirane, hydrogen sulfate, ammonium salt 
and potassium salt; Tolerance Exemption’’ 
(FRL No. 9962–97) received during adjourn-
ment of the Senate in the Office of the Presi-
dent of the Senate on June 30, 2017; to the 
Committee on Agriculture, Nutrition, and 
Forestry. 

EC–2204. A communication from the Direc-
tor of the Regulatory Management Division, 
Environmental Protection Agency, transmit-
ting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule en-
titled ‘‘Indaziflam; Pesticide Tolerances’’ 
(FRL No. 9962–61) received during adjourn-
ment of the Senate in the Office of the Presi-
dent of the Senate on June 30, 2017; to the 
Committee on Agriculture, Nutrition, and 
Forestry. 

EC–2205. A communication from the Direc-
tor of the Regulatory Management Division, 
Environmental Protection Agency, transmit-
ting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule en-
titled ‘‘Flubendiamide; Pesticide Toler-
ances’’ (FRL No. 9962–13) received during ad-
journment of the Senate in the Office of the 
President of the Senate on June 30, 2017; to 
the Committee on Agriculture, Nutrition, 
and Forestry. 

EC–2206. A communication from the Direc-
tor of the Regulatory Management Division, 
Environmental Protection Agency, transmit-
ting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule en-
titled ‘‘Difenoconazole; Pesticide Toler-
ances’’ (FRL No. 9962–05) received during ad-
journment of the Senate in the Office of the 
President of the Senate on June 30, 2017; to 
the Committee on Agriculture, Nutrition, 
and Forestry. 

EC–2207. A communication from the Direc-
tor of the Regulatory Management Division, 
Environmental Protection Agency, transmit-
ting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule en-
titled ‘‘Buprofezin; Pesticide Tolerance’’ 
(FRL No. 9962–06) received during adjourn-
ment of the Senate in the Office of the Presi-
dent of the Senate on June 30, 2017; to the 
Committee on Agriculture, Nutrition, and 
Forestry. 

EC–2208. A communication from the Direc-
tor of the Regulatory Management Division, 
Environmental Protection Agency, transmit-
ting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule en-
titled ‘‘Air Plan Approval; Wisconsin; Site- 
specific Sulfur Dioxide Requirements for 
USG Interiors, LLC’’ (FRL No. 9964–49–Re-
gion 5) received during adjournment of the 

Senate in the Office of the President of the 
Senate on June 30, 2017; to the Committee on 
Environment and Public Works. 

EC–2209. A communication from the Direc-
tor of the Regulatory Management Division, 
Environmental Protection Agency, transmit-
ting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule en-
titled ‘‘Approval of California Air Plan Revi-
sions, Antelope Valley Air Quality Manage-
ment District’’ (FRL No. 9962–53–Region 9) 
received during adjournment of the Senate 
in the Office of the President of the Senate 
on June 30, 2017; to the Committee on Envi-
ronment and Public Works. 

EC–2210. A communication from the Direc-
tor of the Regulatory Management Division, 
Environmental Protection Agency, transmit-
ting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule en-
titled ‘‘Labeling Relief; Formaldehyde Emis-
sion Standards for Composite Wood Prod-
ucts’’ (FRL No. 9963–05) received during ad-
journment of the Senate in the Office of the 
President of the Senate on June 30, 2017; to 
the Committee on Environment and Public 
Works. 

EC–2211. A communication from the Direc-
tor of the Regulatory Management Division, 
Environmental Protection Agency, transmit-
ting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule en-
titled ‘‘Compliance Date Extension; Form-
aldehyde Emission Standards for Composite 
Wood Products’’ ((RIN2070–AK35) (FRL No. 
9963–74)) received during adjournment of the 
Senate in the Office of the President of the 
Senate on June 30, 2017; to the Committee on 
Environment and Public Works. 

EC–2212. A communication from the Chief 
of the Branch of Recovery and State Grants, 
Fish and Wildlife Service, Department of the 
Interior, transmitting, pursuant to law, the 
report of a rule entitled ‘‘Endangered and 
Threatened Wildlife and Plants; Establish-
ment of a Nonessential Experimental Popu-
lation of the Oregon Silverspot Butterfly in 
Northwestern Oregon’’ (RIN1018–BB74) re-
ceived during adjournment of the Senate in 
the Office of the President of the Senate on 
July 5, 2017; to the Committee on Environ-
ment and Public Works. 

EC–2213. A communication from the Chief 
of the Branch of Recovery and State Grants, 
Fish and Wildlife Service, Department of the 
Interior, transmitting, pursuant to law, the 
report of a rule entitled ‘‘Endangered and 
Threatened Wildlife and Plants; Removing 
the Greater Yellowstone Ecosystem Popu-
lation of Grizzly Bears From the Federal 
List of Endangered and Threatened Wildlife’’ 
(RIN1018–BA41) received during adjournment 
of the Senate in the Office of the President 
of the Senate on July 5, 2017; to the Com-
mittee on Environment and Public Works. 

EC–2214. A communication from the Chief 
of the Branch of Recovery and State Grants, 
Fish and Wildlife Service, Department of the 
Interior, transmitting, pursuant to law, the 
report of a rule entitled ‘‘Endangered and 
Threatened Wildlife and Plants; Removal of 
the Hualapai Mexican Vole From the Federal 
List of Endangered and Threatened Wildlife’’ 
(RIN1018–AX99) received during adjournment 
of the Senate in the Office of the President 
of the Senate on July 5, 2017; to the Com-
mittee on Environment and Public Works. 

EC–2215. A communication from the Chief 
of the Branch of Recovery and State Grants, 
Fish and Wildlife Service, Department of the 
Interior, transmitting, pursuant to law, the 
report of a rule entitled ‘‘Endangered and 
Threatened Wildlife and Plants; Reinstate-
ment of Removal of Federal Protections for 
Gray Wolves in Wyoming’’ (RIN1018–BC04) 
received during adjournment of the Senate 
in the Office of the President of the Senate 
on July 5, 2017; to the Committee on Envi-
ronment and Public Works. 

EC–2216. A communication from the In-
spector General, Department of Health and 
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Human Services, transmitting, pursuant to 
law, a report entitled ‘‘Part D Plans Gen-
erally Include Drugs Commonly Used by 
Dual Eligibles: 2017’’; to the Committee on 
Finance. 

EC–2217. A communication from the Dep-
uty Director, Centers for Medicare and Med-
icaid Services, Department of Health and 
Human Services, transmitting, pursuant to 
law, the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Medicaid/ 
CHIP Program; Medicaid Program and Chil-
dren’s Health Insurance Program (CHIP); 
Changes to the Medicaid Eligibility Quality 
Control and Payment Error Rate Measure-
ment Programs in Response to the Afford-
able Care Act’’ ((RIN0938–AS74) (CMS–6068- 
F)) received during adjournment of the Sen-
ate in the Office of the President of the Sen-
ate on June 30, 2017; to the Committee on Fi-
nance. 

EC–2218. A communication from the Bu-
reau of Legislative Affairs, Department of 
State, transmitting, pursuant to section 
36(c) of the Arms Export Control Act, the 
certification of a proposed license for the ex-
port of defense articles, including technical 
data, and defense services to the United Arab 
Emirates to establish a Patriot Weapon Sys-
tem Additional Equipment and Spares Pro-
gram in the amount of $50,000,000 or more 
(Transmittal No. DDTC 16–130); to the Com-
mittee on Foreign Relations. 

EC–2219. A communication from the Assist-
ant General Counsel for the Division of Reg-
ulatory Services, Department of Education, 
transmitting, pursuant to law, the report of 
a rule entitled ‘‘Rosa’s Law’’ (RIN1801–AA11) 
received during adjournment of the Senate 
in the Office of the President of the Senate 
on July 5, 2017; to the Committee on Health, 
Education, Labor, and Pensions. 

EC–2220. A communication from the Sec-
retary of the Commission, Office of General 
Counsel, Federal Trade Commission, trans-
mitting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule 
entitled ‘‘Premerger Notification; Reporting 
and Waiting Period Requirements’’ (16 CFR 
Part 803) received in the Office of the Presi-
dent of the Senate on July 12, 2017; to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

EC–2221. A communication from the Attor-
ney-Advisor, U.S. Coast Guard, Department 
of Homeland Security, transmitting, pursu-
ant to law, the report of a rule entitled 
‘‘Safety Zone; Dunkirk Lakeshore Air Show; 
Lake Erie, Dunkirk, NY’’ ((RIN1625–AA00) 
(Docket No. USCG–2017–0277)) received dur-
ing adjournment of the Senate in the Office 
of the President of the Senate on July 5, 2017; 
to the Committee on Commerce, Science, 
and Transportation. 

EC–2222. A communication from the Attor-
ney-Advisor, U.S. Coast Guard, Department 
of Homeland Security, transmitting, pursu-
ant to law, the report of a rule entitled 
‘‘Safety Zone; Kosciuszko Bridge Construc-
tion, Newtown Creek, Brooklyn and Queens, 
NY’’ ((RIN1625–AA00) (Docket No. USCG– 
2017–1048)) received during adjournment of 
the Senate in the Office of the President of 
the Senate on July 5, 2017; to the Committee 
on Commerce, Science, and Transportation. 

EC–2223. A communication from the Attor-
ney-Advisor, U.S. Coast Guard, Department 
of Homeland Security, transmitting, pursu-
ant to law, the report of a rule entitled 
‘‘Safety Zone; Pacific Ocean, Mamala Bay, 
Oahu, Hawaii—Hokulea Arrival’’ ((RIN1625– 
AA00) (Docket No. USCG–2017–0421)) received 
during adjournment of the Senate in the Of-
fice of the President of the Senate on July 5, 
2017; to the Committee on Commerce, 
Science, and Transportation. 

EC–2224. A communication from the Attor-
ney-Advisor, U.S. Coast Guard, Department 
of Homeland Security, transmitting, pursu-
ant to law, the report of a rule entitled 
‘‘Safety Zone; City of Valdez July 4th Fire-

works, Port Valdez; Valdez, AK’’ ((RIN1625– 
AA00) (Docket No. USCG–2017–0092)) received 
during adjournment of the Senate in the Of-
fice of the President of the Senate on July 5, 
2017; to the Committee on Commerce, 
Science, and Transportation. 

EC–2225. A communication from the Attor-
ney-Advisor, U.S. Coast Guard, Department 
of Homeland Security, transmitting, pursu-
ant to law, the report of a rule entitled 
‘‘Safety Zone; Potomac River, Newburg, 
MD’’ ((RIN1625–AA00) (Docket No. USCG– 
2017–0357)) received during adjournment of 
the Senate in the Office of the President of 
the Senate on July 5, 2017; to the Committee 
on Commerce, Science, and Transportation. 

EC–2226. A communication from the Attor-
ney-Advisor, U.S. Coast Guard, Department 
of Homeland Security, transmitting, pursu-
ant to law, the report of a rule entitled 
‘‘Safety Zone; United Illuminating Company, 
Housatonic River Crossing Project; Milford 
and Stratford, CT’’ ((RIN1625–AA00) (Docket 
No. USCG–2017–0825)) received during ad-
journment of the Senate in the Office of the 
President of the Senate on July 5, 2017; to 
the Committee on Commerce, Science, and 
Transportation. 

EC–2227. A communication from the Attor-
ney-Advisor, U.S. Coast Guard, Department 
of Homeland Security, transmitting, pursu-
ant to law, the report of a rule entitled 
‘‘Safety Zone; Annual Fireworks Displays 
within the Sector Columbia River Captain of 
the Port Zone’’ ((RIN1625–AA00) (Docket No. 
USCG–2017–0149)) received during adjourn-
ment of the Senate in the Office of the Presi-
dent of the Senate on July 5, 2017; to the 
Committee on Commerce, Science, and 
Transportation. 

EC–2228. A communication from the Attor-
ney-Advisor, U.S. Coast Guard, Department 
of Homeland Security, transmitting, pursu-
ant to law, the report of a rule entitled 
‘‘Safety Zone; Delaware River; Dredging’’ 
((RIN1625–AA00) (Docket No. USCG–2017– 
0279)) received during adjournment of the 
Senate in the Office of the President of the 
Senate on July 5, 2017; to the Committee on 
Commerce, Science, and Transportation. 

EC–2229. A communication from the Attor-
ney-Advisor, U.S. Coast Guard, Department 
of Homeland Security, transmitting, pursu-
ant to law, the report of a rule entitled 
‘‘Safety Zones; Sector Upper Mississippi 
River Annual and Recurring Safety Zones 
Update’’ ((RIN1625–AA00) (Docket No. USCG– 
2017–0272)) received during adjournment of 
the Senate in the Office of the President of 
the Senate on July 5, 2017; to the Committee 
on Commerce, Science, and Transportation. 

EC–2230. A communication from the Attor-
ney-Advisor, U.S. Coast Guard, Department 
of Homeland Security, transmitting, pursu-
ant to law, the report of a rule entitled 
‘‘Safety Zone; Cleveland Construction Super 
Boat Grand Prix, Lake Erie, Fairport, OH’’ 
((RIN1625–AA00) (Docket No. USCG–2017– 
0201)) received during adjournment of the 
Senate in the Office of the President of the 
Senate on July 5, 2017; to the Committee on 
Commerce, Science, and Transportation. 

EC–2231. A communication from the Attor-
ney-Advisor, U.S. Coast Guard, Department 
of Homeland Security, transmitting, pursu-
ant to law, the report of a rule entitled 
‘‘Safety Zone; Vengeance Sunken Barge, San 
Francisco, CA’’ ((RIN1625–AA00) (Docket No. 
USCG–2017–0310)) received during adjourn-
ment of the Senate in the Office of the Presi-
dent of the Senate on July 5, 2017; to the 
Committee on Commerce, Science, and 
Transportation. 

EC–2232. A communication from the Attor-
ney-Advisor, U.S. Coast Guard, Department 
of Homeland Security, transmitting, pursu-
ant to law, the report of a rule entitled 
‘‘Safety Zone; San Francisco Independence 

Day Fireworks Display, San Francisco Bay, 
San Francisco, CA’’ ((RIN1625–AA00) (Docket 
No. USCG–2017–0321)) received during ad-
journment of the Senate in the Office of the 
President of the Senate on July 5, 2017; to 
the Committee on Commerce, Science, and 
Transportation. 

EC–2233. A communication from the Attor-
ney-Advisor, U.S. Coast Guard, Department 
of Homeland Security, transmitting, pursu-
ant to law, the report of a rule entitled 
‘‘Safety Zone; City of Benicia Independence 
Day Fireworks Display, Benicia, CA’’ 
((RIN1625–AA00) (Docket No. USCG–2017– 
0323)) received during adjournment of the 
Senate in the Office of the President of the 
Senate on July 5, 2017; to the Committee on 
Commerce, Science, and Transportation. 

EC–2234. A communication from the Attor-
ney-Advisor, U.S. Coast Guard, Department 
of Homeland Security, transmitting, pursu-
ant to law, the report of a rule entitled 
‘‘Safety Zone; City of Oswego Independence 
Day Celebration; Lake Ontario, Oswego, NY’’ 
((RIN1625–AA00) (Docket No. USCG–2017– 
0324)) received during adjournment of the 
Senate in the Office of the President of the 
Senate on July 5, 2017; to the Committee on 
Commerce, Science, and Transportation. 

EC–2235. A communication from the Attor-
ney-Advisor, U.S. Coast Guard, Department 
of Homeland Security, transmitting, pursu-
ant to law, the report of a rule entitled 
‘‘Safety Zone; Garlock Wedding; Saint Law-
rence River, Alexandria Bay, NY’’ ((RIN1625– 
AA00) (Docket No. USCG–2017–0558)) received 
during adjournment of the Senate in the Of-
fice of the President of the Senate on July 5, 
2017; to the Committee on Commerce, 
Science, and Transportation. 

EC–2236. A communication from the Attor-
ney-Advisor, U.S. Coast Guard, Department 
of Homeland Security, transmitting, pursu-
ant to law, the report of a rule entitled 
‘‘Safety Zone; Canalside’s 4th of July Cele-
bration; Buffalo Outer Harbor, Buffalo, NY’’ 
((RIN1625–AA00) (Docket No. USCG–2017– 
0476)) received during adjournment of the 
Senate in the Office of the President of the 
Senate on July 5, 2017; to the Committee on 
Commerce, Science, and Transportation. 

EC–2237. A communication from the Attor-
ney-Advisor, U.S. Coast Guard, Department 
of Homeland Security, transmitting, pursu-
ant to law, the report of a rule entitled 
‘‘Safety Zone; Navy Underwater Detonation 
(UNDET) Exercise, Apra Outer Harbor, GU’’ 
((RIN1625–AA00) (Docket No. USCG–2017– 
0502)) received during adjournment of the 
Senate in the Office of the President of the 
Senate on July 5, 2017; to the Committee on 
Commerce, Science, and Transportation. 

EC–2238. A communication from the Attor-
ney-Advisor, U.S. Coast Guard, Department 
of Homeland Security, transmitting, pursu-
ant to law, the report of a rule entitled 
‘‘Safety Zone; Verdigris River, Catoosa, OK’’ 
((RIN1625–AA00) (Docket No. USCG–2017– 
0514)) received during adjournment of the 
Senate in the Office of the President of the 
Senate on July 5, 2017; to the Committee on 
Commerce, Science, and Transportation. 

EC–2239. A communication from the Attor-
ney-Advisor, U.S. Coast Guard, Department 
of Homeland Security, transmitting, pursu-
ant to law, the report of a rule entitled 
‘‘Drawbridge Operation Regulation; Cerritos 
Channel, Long Beach, CA’’ ((RIN1625–AA09) 
(Docket No. USCG–2017–0473)) received dur-
ing adjournment of the Senate in the Office 
of the President of the Senate on July 5, 2017; 
to the Committee on Commerce, Science, 
and Transportation. 

EC–2240. A communication from the Attor-
ney-Advisor, U.S. Coast Guard, Department 
of Homeland Security, transmitting, pursu-
ant to law, the report of a rule entitled ‘‘An-
chorage Grounds; Lower Mississippi River 
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below Baton Rouge, LA, including South and 
Southwest Passes; New Orleans, LA’’ 
((RIN1625–AA01) (Docket No. USCG–2014– 
0991)) received during adjournment of the 
Senate in the Office of the President of the 
Senate on July 5, 2017; to the Committee on 
Commerce, Science, and Transportation. 

EC–2241. A communication from the Attor-
ney-Advisor, U.S. Coast Guard, Department 
of Homeland Security, transmitting, pursu-
ant to law, the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Spe-
cial Local Regulation; Ohio River, New 
Martinsville, WV’’ ((RIN1625–AA08) (Docket 
No. USCG–2017–0435)) received during ad-
journment of the Senate in the Office of the 
President of the Senate on July 5, 2017; to 
the Committee on Commerce, Science, and 
Transportation. 

EC–2242. A communication from the Attor-
ney-Advisor, U.S. Coast Guard, Department 
of Homeland Security, transmitting, pursu-
ant to law, the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Spe-
cial Local Regulation; Washburn Board 
Across the Bay, Lake Superior; 
Chequamegon Bay, WI’’ ((RIN1625–AA08) 
(Docket No. USCG–2017–0169)) received in the 
Office of the President of the Senate on July 
5, 2017; to the Committee on Commerce, 
Science, and Transportation. 

EC–2243. A communication from the Attor-
ney-Advisor, U.S. Coast Guard, Department 
of Homeland Security, transmitting, pursu-
ant to law, the report of a rule entitled 
‘‘Coast Guard Sector, Marine Inspection 
Zone, and Captain of the Port Zone Struc-
ture; Technical Amendment’’ ((RIN1625– 
AA00) (Docket No. USCG–2017–0436)) received 
during adjournment of the Senate in the Of-
fice of the President of the Senate on July 5, 
2017; to the Committee on Commerce, 
Science, and Transportation. 

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. MARKEY (for himself and Mr. 
MCCAIN): 

S. 1568. A bill to require the Secretary of 
the Treasury to mint coins in commemora-
tion of President John F. Kennedy; to the 
Committee on Banking, Housing, and Urban 
Affairs. 

By Mr. CRUZ: 
S. 1569. A bill to amend the Public Health 

Service Act to eliminate the non-application 
of certain State waiver provisions to Mem-
bers of Congress and congressional staff; to 
the Committee on Rules and Administration. 

By Ms. BALDWIN (for herself, Mr. 
MARKEY, Mrs. MURRAY, Ms. HIRONO, 
Ms. CORTEZ MASTO, Mrs. GILLIBRAND, 
Mr. WHITEHOUSE, Mr. BLUMENTHAL, 
Mr. MERKLEY, Mr. SCHUMER, Mr. 
DURBIN, Mr. CARPER, Ms. KLOBUCHAR, 
Mr. FRANKEN, Mr. WYDEN, and Mrs. 
FEINSTEIN): 

S. 1570. A bill to improve Federal popu-
lation surveys by requiring the collection of 
voluntary, self-disclosed information on sex-
ual orientation and gender identity in cer-
tain surveys, and for other purposes; to the 
Committee on Homeland Security and Gov-
ernmental Affairs. 

By Mr. CRAPO (for himself and Mr. 
BROWN): 

S. 1571. A bill to reauthorize the National 
Flood Insurance Program, and for other pur-
poses; to the Committee on Banking, Hous-
ing, and Urban Affairs. 

ADDITIONAL COSPONSORS 

S. 167 
At the request of Mr. MORAN, the 

name of the Senator from Wisconsin 
(Ms. BALDWIN) was added as a cospon-
sor of S. 167, a bill to designate a Na-
tional Memorial to Fallen Educators at 
the National Teachers Hall of Fame in 
Emporia, Kansas. 

S. 198 
At the request of Mr. RUBIO, the 

name of the Senator from Massachu-
setts (Ms. WARREN) was added as a co-
sponsor of S. 198, a bill to require con-
tinued and enhanced annual reporting 
to Congress in the Annual Report on 
International Religious Freedom on 
anti-Semitic incidents in Europe, the 
safety and security of European Jewish 
communities, and the efforts of the 
United States to partner with Euro-
pean governments, the European 
Union, and civil society groups, to 
combat anti-Semitism, and for other 
purposes. 

S. 497 
At the request of Ms. CANTWELL, the 

name of the Senator from California 
(Mrs. FEINSTEIN) was added as a co-
sponsor of S. 497, a bill to amend title 
XVIII of the Social Security Act to 
provide for Medicare coverage of cer-
tain lymphedema compression treat-
ment items as items of durable medical 
equipment. 

S. 512 
At the request of Mr. BARRASSO, the 

name of the Senator from Louisiana 
(Mr. KENNEDY) was added as a cospon-
sor of S. 512, a bill to modernize the 
regulation of nuclear energy. 

S. 623 
At the request of Mr. RUBIO, the 

name of the Senator from Maine (Mr. 
KING) was added as a cosponsor of S. 
623, a bill to enhance the transparency 
and accelerate the impact of assistance 
provided under the Foreign Assistance 
Act of 1961 to promote quality basic 
education in developing countries, to 
better enable such countries to achieve 
universal access to quality basic edu-
cation and improved learning out-
comes, to eliminate duplication and 
waste, and for other purposes. 

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

name of the Senator from Wisconsin 
(Ms. BALDWIN) was added as a cospon-
sor of S. 683, a bill to amend title 38, 
United States Code, to extend the re-
quirement to provide nursing home 
care to certain veterans with service- 
connected disabilities. 

S. 916 
At the request of Mr. CASSIDY, the 

name of the Senator from Connecticut 
(Mr. BLUMENTHAL) was added as a co-
sponsor of S. 916, a bill to amend the 
Controlled Substances Act with regard 
to the provision of emergency medical 
services. 

S. 978 
At the request of Mrs. MURRAY, the 

name of the Senator from Delaware 
(Mr. COONS) was added as a cosponsor 

of S. 978, a bill to direct the Secretary 
of Education to establish an award pro-
gram recognizing excellence exhibited 
by public school system employees pro-
viding services to students in pre-
kindergarten through higher edu-
cation. 

S. 981 
At the request of Ms. KLOBUCHAR, the 

name of the Senator from Pennsyl-
vania (Mr. CASEY) was added as a co-
sponsor of S. 981, a bill to require the 
Secretary of Energy to establish an en-
ergy efficiency materials pilot pro-
gram. 

S. 1051 
At the request of Mr. RUBIO, the 

name of the Senator from Oregon (Mr. 
WYDEN) was added as a cosponsor of S. 
1051, a bill to encourage visits between 
the United States and Taiwan at all 
levels, and for other purposes. 

S. 1106 
At the request of Mr. MERKLEY, the 

name of the Senator from Oregon (Mr. 
WYDEN) was added as a cosponsor of S. 
1106, a bill to designate the same indi-
vidual serving as the Chief Nurse Offi-
cer of the Public Health Service as the 
National Nurse for Public Health. 

S. 1113 
At the request of Mrs. FEINSTEIN, the 

name of the Senator from Colorado 
(Mr. BENNET) was added as a cosponsor 
of S. 1113, a bill to amend the Federal 
Food, Drug, and Cosmetic Act to en-
sure the safety of cosmetics. 

S. 1132 
At the request of Mr. CASSIDY, the 

name of the Senator from Connecticut 
(Mr. BLUMENTHAL) was added as a co-
sponsor of S. 1132, a bill to amend title 
XVIII of the Social Security Act to 
make permanent the removal of the 
rental cap for durable medical equip-
ment under the Medicare program with 
respect to speech generating devices. 

S. 1221 
At the request of Mr. CARDIN, the 

name of the Senator from Rhode Island 
(Mr. REED) was added as a cosponsor of 
S. 1221, a bill to counter the influence 
of the Russian Federation in Europe 
and Eurasia, and for other purposes. 

S. 1312 
At the request of Mr. GRASSLEY, the 

names of the Senator from Maryland 
(Mr. VAN HOLLEN) and the Senator 
from Michigan (Mr. PETERS) were 
added as cosponsors of S. 1312, a bill to 
prioritize the fight against human traf-
ficking in the United States. 

S. 1327 
At the request of Mr. GRASSLEY, the 

names of the Senator from Wisconsin 
(Mr. JOHNSON) and the Senator from 
Minnesota (Ms. KLOBUCHAR) were added 
as cosponsors of S. 1327, a bill to amend 
the Controlled Substances Act to clar-
ify how controlled substance analogues 
are to be regulated, and for other pur-
poses. 

S. 1354 
At the request of Mr. CARPER, the 

name of the Senator from Montana 
(Mr. TESTER) was added as a cosponsor 
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of S. 1354, a bill to establish an Indi-
vidual Market Reinsurance fund to pro-
vide funding for State individual mar-
ket stabilization reinsurance programs. 

S. 1462 

At the request of Mrs. SHAHEEN, the 
name of the Senator from New York 
(Mrs. GILLIBRAND) was added as a co-
sponsor of S. 1462, a bill to amend the 
Patient Protection and Affordable Care 
Act to improve cost sharing subsidies. 

S. 1498 

At the request of Ms. COLLINS, the 
name of the Senator from Minnesota 
(Ms. KLOBUCHAR) was added as a co-
sponsor of S. 1498, a bill to establish in 
the Smithsonian Institution a com-
prehensive American women’s history 
museum, and for other purposes. 

S. 1514 

At the request of Mr. BARRASSO, the 
names of the Senator from Wyoming 
(Mr. ENZI), the Senator from Maine 
(Mr. KING) and the Senator from Wis-
consin (Mr. JOHNSON) were added as co-
sponsors of S. 1514, a bill to amend cer-
tain Acts to reauthorize those Acts and 
to increase protections for wildlife, and 
for other purposes. 

S. 1526 

At the request of Mr. TESTER, the 
name of the Senator from Michigan 
(Mr. PETERS) was added as a cosponsor 
of S. 1526, a bill to appropriate amounts 
to the Department of Veterans Affairs 
to improve the provision of health care 
to veterans, and for other purposes. 

S. 1560 

At the request of Mr. DURBIN, the 
name of the Senator from New York 
(Mrs. GILLIBRAND) was added as a co-
sponsor of S. 1560, a bill to ensure the 
integrity of border and immigration 
enforcement efforts by requiring U.S. 

Customs and Border Protection and 
U.S. Immigration and Customs En-
forcement to administer law enforce-
ment polygraph examinations to all ap-
plicants for law enforcement positions 
and to require post-hire polygraph ex-
aminations for law enforcement per-
sonnel as part of periodic reinvestiga-
tions. 

S. 1564 
At the request of Ms. WARREN, the 

name of the Senator from Pennsyl-
vania (Mr. CASEY) was added as a co-
sponsor of S. 1564, a bill to amend the 
Internal Revenue Code of 1986 to per-
mit legally married same-sex couples 
to amend their filing status for returns 
outside the 3-year limitation. 

f 

AUTHORITY FOR COMMITTEES TO 
MEET 

Mr. HATCH. Mr. President, I have 
one request for a committee to meet 
during today’s session of the Senate. It 
has the approval of the Majority and 
Minority leaders. 

Pursuant to Rule XXVI, paragraph 
5(a), of the Standing Rules of the Sen-
ate, the following committee is author-
ized to meet during today’s session of 
the Senate: 

COMMITTEE ON FOREIGN RELATIONS 
The Committee on Foreign Relations 

is authorized to meet during the ses-
sion of the Senate on Monday, July 17, 
2017 at 5 p.m., to hold a hearing enti-
tled ‘‘A Review of the State Depart-
ment Reauthorization Bill for FY 2018 
and the State Department Reorganiza-
tion Plans.’’ 

f 

APPOINTMENTS 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 

Chair, on behalf of the Democratic 

leader, pursuant to the provisions of 
Public Law 115–31, appoints the fol-
lowing individuals to serve as members 
of the Women’s Suffrage Centennial 
Commission: the Honorable Barbara 
Mikulski of Maryland and Karen V. 
Hill of New York. 

f 

ORDERS FOR TUESDAY, JULY 18, 
2017 

Mr. MCCONNELL. Mr. President, I 
ask unanimous consent that when the 
Senate completes its business today, it 
adjourn until 10 a.m., Tuesday, July 18; 
further, that following the prayer and 
pledge, the morning hour be deemed 
expired, the Journal of proceedings be 
approved to date, the time for the two 
leaders be reserved for their use later 
in the day, and morning business be 
closed; further, that following leader 
remarks, the Senate proceed to execu-
tive session and resume consideration 
of the Shanahan nomination; finally, 
that the Senate recess following re-
sumption of the Bush nomination until 
2:15 p.m. to allow for the weekly con-
ference meetings. 

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

f 

ADJOURNMENT UNTIL 10 A.M. 
TOMORROW 

Mr. MCCONNELL. Mr. President, if 
there is no further business to come be-
fore the Senate, I ask unanimous con-
sent that it stand adjourned under the 
previous order. 

There being no objection, the Senate, 
at 7:06 p.m., adjourned until Tuesday, 
July 18, 2017, at 10 a.m. 
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