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the 3 months has expired, I think we
have to think more about what are we
going to do in the long run, because we
are still going to have millions of peo-
ple who do not have work.

We have, I think—and it has been
demonstrated by these folks—Members
on both sides who want to get this
done. We need one more vote to proce-
durally move forward. I hope we can
get that vote.

With that, I yield back the remainder
of our time. I believe, under the pre-
vailing UC, that we will now go into
executive session.

I yield the floor.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Alabama.

Mr. SESSIONS. Madam President, I
ask unanimous consent to speak in
morning business for 7 minutes.

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

Mr. SESSIONS. Thank you. I will
yield the floor if some people wish to
speak in executive session on the nomi-
nations.

———

THE DEFICIT

Mr. SESSIONS. Madam President, in
the Budget Committee yesterday, on
which I am the ranking Republican, Di-
rector Elmendorf of the Congressional
Budget Office gave us the report and
his projections for next year and what
the consequences and financial situa-
tion will be for our country as he
projects it. When I asked him about his
projections for economic growth, he ac-
knowledged they have been way too
high over the last several years, and
that has been disappointing. Our
growth has not reached the level we
want to it reach. He projects now a
lower growth rate than he had been
projecting for the next 10 years.

Let me share with my colleagues, as
we vote on these matters on which we
want to help veterans and we want to
help the unemployed—and we can do
that but we have to remember who we
are, what we are doing, and how we got
here. We virtually doubled the deficit
in the last 10 years in the United
States of America—added to the total
debt of the United States of America.
Deficits are going down over the last
couple of years, and will for 1 more
year, according to Mr. Elmendorf, but
then will begin an inexorable rise to
nearly a $1 trillion deficit at the end of
10 years from today. The interest we
paid—and he testified to this; it is in
his report—the interest we paid last
year on the total debt of the United
States, even with the extraordinarily
low interest rates, was $230 billion—an
amazing amount of money.

We have a group testifying right now
about the highway bill. They would
like to see more money spent on our
infrastructure and highways. From the
Chamber of Commerce, Mr. Donohue,
and Mr. Trump, to the top union lead-
er, they all agree we need to spend
more on highways.

Last year, the interest we paid on the
debt, according to Dr. Elmendorf, was
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$230 billion. That is a stunning figure.
It is half the total of the budget for the
Defense Department. But let me tell
my colleagues what he said that is
most troubling. Projecting a modest
increase in interest rates over the next
10 years and the increased deficits we
will see, Mr. Elmendorf predicted last
year that 10 years from now, the 1-year
interest payment will be $830 billion.

We are having a dispute to try to
get—not cut—the veterans retirement,
and we should not cut veterans retire-
ment, the way this was done. It would
cost $6 billion over 10 years. Do we see
the difference? We are paying $230 bil-
lion. If we pay at that rate for 10 years,
that would be $2.3 trillion. But we are
not going to be paying at $230 billion a
year. By the time we get to the tenth
year, according to Mr. Elmendorf, we
will be spending $890 billion on the in-
terest on the debt we have accumu-
lated in the United States of America
through reckless spending, so much of
it producing very little benefit for any-
body in the long term, and we cannot
continue this. He testified that if inter-
est rates go up 1 percent, we will pay
$1.5 trillion more on interest over 10
years than if it didn’t go up 1 percent.
Who knows—he acknowledged he is no
seer. Interest rates, many people pre-
dict right now, would surge dramati-
cally and may go up to some of the lev-
els we had in 1970. If it did, this coun-
try would probably be financially des-
titute.

So I have to say we are not playing
games here. The money of the United
States needs to be managed by the
elected representatives. They expect us
to manage our money wisely. They ex-
pect us not to put this country at fi-
nancial risk, and they have every
right. They have a responsibility, actu-
ally, as citizens of this country to be
angry with their Congress, to be angry
with their President for running up
this kind of a debt. It is not a good
thing.

Earlier this year there was deep con-
cern that the Budget Control Act that
was passed on a bipartisan basis, signed
by President Obama, that limited the
growth in spending—didn’t cut spend-
ing, but over 10 years spending would
increase $8 trillion—increase $8 trillion
instead of increasing $10 trillion. So we
“saved’” $2 trillion. That was deemed
too tough this year. So we had the
Ryan-Murray bill that said we are
going to fix some of the tight places,
and we are going to avoid spending—we
are going to put more money in. We are
going to spend more than we agreed to,
but we are not going to break the total
debt situation because we are going to
raise taxes some and we are going to
cut spending some. One of the cuts
they came up with, in secret, without
any public hearings or debate, was to
cut the veterans retirement plan, and
it blew up. It meant $70- to $150,000 for
retired veterans, how much they would
lose in their retirement cost of living.

I opposed that. They passed it any-
way. The Democratic majority here
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blocked proposal after proposal, and
one was to more than pay for it by re-
ducing fraudulent income tax credit
checks being illegally sent out to peo-
ple who don’t qualify for it. That was
blocked too. So what did we have just
a few days ago? We had—we have a bill
that saved the veterans so they don’t
have to have their pensions reduced.
And how would they pay for this $6 bil-
lion in costs? Why, they wouldn’t pay
for it at all. There is no payment what-
soever. Actually, by voting and sup-
porting that provision—the Pryor
amendment, cosponsored by a number
of Democrats—it would increase the
spending of the United States above
the agreement.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The time
of the Senator has expired.

Mr. SESSIONS. Madam President, I
ask unanimous consent to have one ad-
ditional minute to wrap up.

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

Mr. SESSIONS. It would have added
to the debt of the United States di-
rectly above the agreement we just
voted on in Ryan-Murray. It set the
cap on how much spending. So less
than two months later, we are in here
directly having to defend against a pro-
posal that would have broken the
spending agreement that was in the
Ryan-Murray legislation. It is unthink-
able. I can’t imagine this would hap-
pen. There are so many places we could
pay for this kind of restoration of vet-
erans’ retirement benefits without
raising taxes and without adding to the
debt.

I guess I am saying I am frustrated
about the mindset of this Congress. I
don’t think we are focused on the
threat this debt poses to America. Dr.
Elmendorf told us we are on an
unsustainable path and he began to dis-
cuss the danger of a fiscal crisis such
as we had in 2007 because we are in
such a red zone, a marginal zone of
debt.

I see the majority leader and I know
he is busy.

I yield the floor.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ma-
jority leader.

UNANIMOUS CONSENT
AGREEMENT—S. 540 AND S. 25

Mr. REID. Madam President, I now
ask unanimous consent that following
the series of votes scheduled for 11:30
this morning and the resumption of
legislative session, notwithstanding
the previous order, the time until 1:45
be equally divided between the two
leaders or their designees; that at 1:45
this afternoon the Chair lay before the
body the message from the House to
accompany S. 540; that following re-
porting of that message the majority
leader or his designee be recognized to
move to concur in the House amend-
ment to S. 540; that if a cloture motion
is filed on the motion to concur, the
Senate immediately proceed to a vote
on the motion to invoke cloture on the
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motion to concur; that if cloture is in-
voked, all postcloture time be yielded
back and the Senate proceed to vote on
the motion to concur in the House
amendment to S. 540; that upon dis-
position of the House message to ac-
company S. 540, the Chair lay before
the body the House message to accom-
pany S. 25, with the remaining provi-
sions of the previous order remaining
in effect, with the debate time modi-
fied to be 2 minutes equally divided in
the usual form prior to the vote on the
motion to concur in the House amend-
ment to S. 25; that if cloture is not in-
voked on the motion to concur in the
House amendment to S. 540, the Chair
lay before the body the House message
to accompany S. 25, with the remaining
provisions of the previous order re-
maining in effect with the exception of
the debate time which will now be 2
minutes equally divided in the usual
form prior to the vote on the motion to
concur in the House amendment to S.

25.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there
objection?

Without objection, it is so ordered.

———

CONCLUSION OF MORNING
BUSINESS

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Morning
business is closed.

———————

EXECUTIVE SESSION

NOMINATION OF TINA S.
KAIDANOW TO BE COORDINATOR
FOR COUNTERTERRORISM, WITH
THE RANK AND STATUS OF AM-
BASSADOR AT LARGE

NOMINATION OF DANIEL BENNETT
SMITH TO BE AN ASSISTANT
SECRETARY OF STATE (INTEL-
LIGENCE AND RESEARCH)

NOMINATION OF CATHERINE ANN
NOVELLI TO BE UNITED STATES
ALTERNATE GOVERNOR OF THE
INTERNATIONAL BANK FOR RE-
CONSTRUCTION AND DEVELOP-
MENT; UNITED STATES ALTER-
NATE GOVERNOR OF THE INTER-
AMERICAN DEVELOPMENT BANK

NOMINATION OF CATHERINE ANN
NOVELLI TO BE AN UNDER SEC-
RETARY OF STATE (ECONOMIC
GROWTH, ENERGY, AND THE EN-
VIRONMENT)

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under
the previous order, the Senate will pro-
ceed to executive session to consider
the following nominations, which the
clerk will report.

The assistant legislative clerk read
the nominations of Tina S. Kaidanow,
of the District of Columbia, to be Coor-
dinator for Counterterrorism, with the
rank and status of Ambassador at
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Large; Daniel Bennett Smith, of Vir-
ginia, to be an Assistant Secretary of
State (Intelligence and Research);
Catherine Ann Novelli, of Virginia, to
be United States Alternate Governor of
the International Bank for Reconstruc-
tion and Development; United States
Alternate Governor of the Inter-Amer-
ican Development Bank; and Catherine
Ann Novelli, of Virginia, to be an
Under Secretary of State (Economic
Growth, Energy, and the Environ-
ment).

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under
the previous order, there will be 30
minutes for debate equally divided and
controlled in the usual form.

The Senator from New Jersey.

Mr. MENENDEZ. Madam President,
it is my hope that we do not have to
use 30 minutes. But let me start off by
saying I am very pleased we have three
highly qualified nominees for posts at
the State Department that are critical
to America’s national security and eco-
nomic diplomacy. These nominees were
voted out favorably by the Foreign Re-
lations Committee.

Ambassador Tina Kaidanow is well
qualified to serve as Coordinator for
Counterterrorism at the Department of
State. In a long career, most recently
she served as the Deputy Ambassador
at the U.S. Embassy in Kabul. In Kabul
she worked on some of the most dif-
ficult and pressing terrorism issues the
United States faces. She previously
served as Deputy Assistant Secretary
of State for European and Eurasian Af-
fairs.

Ambassador Kaidanow has shown the
ability to forge the types of partner-
ships necessary to advance the coun-
terterrorism objectives and national
security of the United States. I hope
all of my colleagues will join me in
supporting her nomination.

Next is Daniel Bennett Smith, the
President’s nominee for Assistant Sec-
retary of State for Intelligence and Re-
search. This is an incredibly important
position as the State Department
thinks about our advocacy abroad in
terms of foreign policy. Having the
best information on intelligence and
research is critically important, and
certainly playing a role as it relates to
embassy security across the globe is
very important.

Ambassador Smith served as the U.S.
Ambassador to Greece from 2010 to
2013. He has been a career officer in the
Senior Foreign Service, with the rank
of Career Minister. He has served as
Executive Secretary of the State De-
partment and as Principal Deputy As-
sistant Secretary for Consular Affairs
and Deputy Executive Secretary.

If confirmed, he will advise State De-
partment officials on the many intel-
ligence issues the Department faces—
issues that are critical to policy-
makers’ decisions as they relate to
U.S. foreign policy efforts. I urge my
colleagues to support his nomination.

Finally, Catherine Ann Novelli is in a
unique opportunity to help us, particu-
larly with our economic diplomacy
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abroad. With over three decades of ex-
perience in the public and private sec-
tors, including at senior levels at Apple
and in the Office of the U.S. Trade Rep-
resentative, Ms. Novelli has shown a
deep personal commitment to public
service. She will bring tremendous pri-
vate sector skills, understanding of the
interagency process, and knowledge of
international economic issues to her
role as the most senior economic offi-
cial at the State Department and as an
Alternate Governor to the important
multilateral development banks that
are a big part of our efforts abroad.

Ms. Novelli’s experience at the USTR
coordinating trade and investment pol-
icy for Europe, the Middle East, and
northern Africa and the leading role
she played in many of the most impor-
tant U.S. trade negotiations of the last
25 years make her an ideal candidate to
lead the State Department’s engage-
ment in our country’s most ambitious
trade agenda in generations.

One thing I find particularly impor-
tant—as I always advocate questions
on international intellectual property
rights and other elements that are im-
portant to the United States, which
leads the world in innovation—our pri-
vate sector is facing tougher inter-
national competition. The world’s seri-
ous environmental threats and a
changing energy landscape are also ele-
ments of those challenges.

We are fortunate to have someone
with Ms. Novelli’s expertise in pro-
moting trade and investment and her
intimate knowledge of the support
needed to ensure our private sector re-
mains globally competitive. She is the
right person to oversee the State De-
partment’s efforts to increase com-
merce, open markets, and support the
rights of workers. I urge my colleagues
to support her nomination.

These are three very important, crit-
ical positions, and I look forward to
the Senate confirming these individ-
uals.

With that, Madam President, I ask
unanimous consent to yield back all
time on both sides, including the 2
minutes prior to the vote.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there
objection?

Without objection, it is so ordered.

VOTE ON KAIDANOW NOMINATION

The question is, Will the Senate ad-
vise and consent to the nomination of
Tina S. Kaidanow, of the District of
Columbia, to be Coordinator for Coun-
terterrorism, with the rank and status
of Ambassador at Large?

Mr. MENENDEZ. I ask for the yeas
and nays.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there a
sufficient second?

There appears to be a sufficient sec-
ond.

The clerk will call the roll.

The assistant legislative clerk called
the roll.

Mr. DURBIN. I announce that the
Senator from West Virginia (Mr.
ROCKEFELLER) is necessarily absent.

Mr. CORNYN. The following Senator
is necessarily absent: the Senator from
Oklahoma (Mr. COBURN).
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