S4064

Senators in both parties have a chance
to offer other amendments to the bill
and amend it, too.

My hope now is that we can work to-
gether to help pass a measure that is in
support of the American people and
backed by a broad coalition of sup-
porters—everyone from the U.S. Cham-
ber of Commerce to the U.S. Telecom
Association. The sooner we do, the
sooner we can conference it with two
similar White House-backed bills that
passed the House, and the sooner we
can finally get a good cyber security
law on the books to help protect Amer-
icans.

————

NATIONAL DEFENSE
AUTHORIZATION ACT

Mr. MCcCONNELL. Mr. President,
that brings me then to the larger de-
bate the Senate is having this week.
The bill the cyber measure has been of-
fered to is the annual Defense author-
ization Act. It is a related issue. It is
about protecting our country. It makes
sense to consider these issues together.

Now, the Defense bill is another
measure that should be sailing to pas-
sage with strong bipartisan support. It
does so almost every year. But Demo-
cratic leaders now seem to have a dif-
ferent idea.

Here is a headline that just appeared
in the Washington Post: ‘‘Democrats
prepare for filibuster summer.”’

“Democrats prepare for filibuster
summer.”” We can already feel Ameri-
cans just tense up. They don’t even
like the sound of it. Who would?

Let me read just a few lines from
that story: ‘“After almost six months in
the minority Senate Democrats
aren’t afraid to be obstructionists, de-
tailing a strategy of blocking appro-
priations bills and other Republican
agenda items until they get what they
want”’—‘‘until they get what they
want.”

“Get ready for filibuster summer,”
the Post warned, because despite open-
ing themselves ‘‘to charges of hypoc-
risy,” Democrats have ‘‘decided to
block all spending bills starting with
the defense appropriations measure.”

Putting the obvious hypocrisy aside,
one thing is clear: The party leaders
opposite seem to think this is all just
a game.

Democratic leaders seem to think the
pay raise for a soldier who gives every-
thing to protect our country and who
would give anything to provide for her
kids isn’t something she has earned,
but something she can gamble with in
a high-stakes game of ‘‘Shutdown Rou-
lette.”

Democratic leaders don’t seem the
least bit bothered by the dire national
security implications of what they are
doing. They have packed the car for
their filibuster vacation, and they are
ready to hit the road, whatever the
consequences for our country. They are
heading down this road at a time when
‘“‘the United States has not faced a
more diverse and complex array of cri-
ses since the end of World War I1.”
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Those are the words of Henry Kis-
singer. And he is right. From Beijing,
Moscow, and the tribal areas of Paki-
stan, to Ramadi and Tehran, we see un-
rest and global threats that threaten
American values and American inter-
ests.

And what do we see from Democratic
leaders? A serious plan?

We hear the President telling us he
still doesn’t even have one when it
comes to confronting one of our most
serious challenges—ISIL.

This is 8 months after he announced
his intention to confront this threat.
This is 8 months after I and others
called on the President to provide us
with a comprehensive plan to defeat
this menace. And it is 8 months since I
pledged that Congress would work with
the administration to ensure our forces
have the resources they need to carry
out their missions.

Republicans have kept up our end of
the bargain, even if the President still
doesn’t have a serious plan.

The President asked us for $612 bil-
lion in his budget request to Congress.
That is what he asked for. So we
worked across the aisle to craft a bi-
partisan Defense authorization bill at
precisely that level. He asked. We de-
livered.

The House version of this bill already
passed by a big bipartisan margin. The
Senate version sailed out of the Armed
Services Committee on a vote of 22 to
4. We were all set to pass the very type
of bill President Obama indicated he
wanted, but then Democratic leaders
started listening to that little partisan
pat on their shoulder: Why not take
this opportunity to pump up that unre-
lated government spending we like so
much? Just threaten to filibuster pay
raises for the troops until they shower
more cash on the bureaucrats in Wash-
ington.

At a moment of grave and gathering
threats, Democrats listened to that
partisan voice—that partisan voice.

At a time when our military families
need all the support they can get,
Democratic leaders reverted to par-
tisan form and are now threatening to
blow up a bipartisan bill.

I would think this would be of some
concern to commonsense Democrats.
They have to be wondering if their
leaders have totally lost it—com-
pletely lost it—with this filibuster
summer and holding our military hos-
tage.

We don’t have to look too far to see
the important role the military plays
in each of our communities. I men-
tioned yesterday how important Fort
Campbell is to Kentucky. Let me now
tell my colleagues a little bit about
Fort Knox.

Fort Knox hosts the Army’s Human
Resources Command. It is a hub for
multiple major commands under the
Training and Doctrine Command. Be-
cause of its vast array of excellent
training grounds and exceptional train-
ing facilities, Fort Knox also recently
began hosting thousands of cadets for
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extensive annual training under the
Army Leader’s Training Course. Not
only has Fort Knox been leading the
Army in energy independence by devel-
oping the capability to go off the grid
entirely, but it also continues to make
an exceptionally important contribu-
tion locally, as well.

Fort Knox’s economic impact on Har-
din County and the surrounding com-
munities stands at over $2 billion a
year. My constituents in Elizabeth-
town and across the Commonwealth
know how important Fort Knox is to
our community and to our country.
They also know that passing the bipar-
tisan Defense bill before us would allow
for a critical new medical facility to be
built at Fort Knox. They don’t want to
see Democratic leaders hold that med-
ical facility hostage for unrelated par-
tisan reasons.

Kentuckians and Americans know
that supporting our troops is never
ever a waste of time. They know that
ensuring the military has the tools it
needs isn’t a game. Here is something
else so many of our constituents know:
What America needs right now is not a
summer of filibusters but a season of
serious bipartisan solutions. That is
what the Defense bill before us rep-
resents, and that is what this new Con-
gress has been doing all year. We have
gotten a lot done. There is a lot more
we can do. And if rank-and-file Demo-
crats reject their leader’s partisan
games in favor of keeping up the bipar-
tisan work that got us to this point in-
stead—on a bill they joined Repub-
licans to pass in committee 22 to 4—
then that is just the kind of productive
summer we can keep working toward.

———

RECOGNITION OF THE MINORITY
LEADER

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
Democratic leader is recognized.

———

TRIBUTE TO DR. JAMES
BILLINGTON

Mr. REID. Mr. President, I admire
and appreciate very much my friend
the Republican leader mentioning Dr.
James Billington, a friend of mine.

I had a wonderful conversation with
Dr. Billington yesterday. I wrote him a
nice letter talking about what we have
done together over these past three
decades.

It seems only yesterday that I was
chairman of the Legislative Branch Ap-
propriations Subcommittee and a new
Senator here. One of the first attacks
we got from Republicans at that time
was to whack the Library of Congress.
They even went after the magazines
that were produced in braille. I can re-
member the debate we had about Play-
boy magazine. I don’t know what they
were trying to eliminate, but they
tried. I don’t know what they could do
with the braille in a Playboy magazine.
But we were able to turn that back.

I so appreciate this good man and
what he has done. His academic record
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is terrific. As a person, he is the best.
We have traveled parts of the world
with him, together with Mark Hatfield,
a Republican, who was one of the Re-
publican leaders of the Senate, and I
was a junior Senator at the time. We
had a great trip. Prior to coming to the
Library of Congress, Jim Billington
was the acting leader of our country on
the Soviet Union. He is a wonderful
man, and I ask that my remarks indi-
cate that I agree with every word the
Republican leader said about Jim
Billington.

———

NATIONAL DEFENSE
AUTHORIZATION ACT

Mr. REID. Mr. President, my friend
the Republican leader threw around
words such as ‘‘cynicism’ and ‘‘hypoc-
risy.” This speech my friend gave—I
would suggest he walk into his office,
his little bathroom in there, and look
into that mirror because over that mir-
ror he should be able to see the words
“hypocrisy” and ‘‘cynicism’” because
the speech he gave was fervent with
hypocrisy and cynicism.

We have tried very hard since the
first of the year to cooperate with the
Republicans, and we have done it. On
this bill which is before us now, the De-
fense authorization bill—it is a bill I
will talk about a little later in more
detail—this is a piece of legislation
which the President said before it left
the committee was going to be vetoed.
He not only said it, he put it in writ-
ing. We cooperated. We allowed it to go
on the floor without the normal fili-
buster and the motion to proceed that
I had to approach when I led the Sen-
ate as the majority leader hundreds of
times—hundreds of times. So we have
cooperated. We haven’t filibustered
getting on the bill, as I mentioned, and
we have allowed amendments to get
pending and get votes. That is some-
thing the Republicans would not let us
do when this bill came up the last 2
years. It is a major bill.

The Republican leader said a couple
years ago, and I quote, ‘“The Defense
authorization bill requires 4 or 5 weeks
to debate.”” That is what he said.

So this work that he has done on this
Defense authorization bill is just the
height of hypocrisy and cynicism. He
comes to the floor today and blames
Barack Obama for the hacking that the
Chinese did. He talks about what a
great bill we have. He stuck on this bill
the cyber security—for 5 years we tried
to get up a cyber security bill. Every
time we brought it up, it was stopped
by the Republicans. Every time. I met
in my office 5 years ago with five dif-
ferent committee chairs, and they
moved forward to try to get a bill out.
Every step of the way, my Republican
friends blocked us. So talk about cyni-
cism, hypocrisy.

On the Defense bill they talk about
what a gift they gave to the President.
They gave a gift to the President of $39
billion more deficit spending. That is
more deficit spending on the overseas
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contingency fund. They refused to
allow that on virtually everything else.

My friend the chairman of the Armed
Services Committee, in years past and,
in fact, when this bill first came from
the House, complained about this
phony gimmick they were using, but
now my friend, with whom I came to
Congress 33 years ago, suddenly likes
this bill. I don’t know how he can do
the backflip he did to come to this rea-
soning.

There is no better example of the
dysfunction created by the Republican
leader and his party than what we have
seen not in the last 5% months, the last
24 hours. Think about what he has
done. We are on the Defense authoriza-
tion bill that the President said out
loud and in writing he is going to veto.
Everyone knows that. Every Repub-
lican knows that. But the Republican
leader is hell-bent on moving forward
with this cynical ploy to pass a bill
that is destined to be vetoed.

Yesterday, he even went further and
intimated that Republicans love the
defense of this country through our
military and we don’t. At that time, I
said, and I repeat, every one of my
Democratic Senators is a patriot. They
believe in this country, and they sup-
port the military. So supporting the
military isn’t a lock that the Repub-
licans have.

To make matters worse, the Repub-
lican leader is now using this bill
which should be focused on funding our
troops to pull these diverting, deceitful
ploys on cyber security. On cyber secu-
rity, with the Republican leader’s
blessing, Senators BURR and MCCAIN
employed a rarely used device to get a
cyber security amendment pending
with no agreement, and then, before
any action was taken, the Republican
leader quickly filed cloture.

When the Senate considered the 2012
cyber security bill—and we tried so
hard to get that out—Senator McCON-
NELL complained about cloture being
filed too quickly, which I did because
they wouldn’t let us move at all on the
bill.

In 2012, Senator MCCONNELL said:

The few days the bill was on the floor, the
majority limited its consideration to debate
only and then ... filed cloture. But, of
course, that is kind of par for the course
around here. . . . The notion that we should
just roll over and wave through these bills
without having a chance to improve them
and that Democratic Senators would be will-
ing to be rolled in such a way is ridiculous,
especially on a bill of this significance.

Yet, here the Republican leader is
doing just what he lambasted before.
Now, that really is par for the course
over these last 5 months.

For 6 years, in three different Con-
gresses, virtually everything President
Obama tried to do and we tried to do
was filibustered. That is no secret.
Hundreds of times—hundreds of times
on motions to proceed, gobbling up 30
hours here, 2 days here. Hundreds of
times.

So now what we find is something
that to me is even more troubling.
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There have been press reports today
that Republicans on the House side are
involved in a vote-buying scheme on
the trade bill by promising never to re-
authorize the Export-Import Bank.
They are saying to these few Repub-
licans: If you vote to allow us to go for-
ward with this trade bill, we won’t do
anything on the Export-Import Bank.
What a shame.

Let me get this straight. Republicans
want to pass a trade bill that hurts
American workers, and in order to buy
votes to make that happen, they are
going to Kkill 165,000 more jobs by let-
ting Ex-Im Bank lapse. The number of
Americans working today because of
the Bank, as we speak today, is 165,000.

Another part of this cynical ploy un-
folded here on the Senate floor. The
Republican leader, who is intent on let-
ting the Export-Import Bank lapse, al-
lowed a token vote on the measure to
try to appease the Bank’s supporters.
The Republican leader immediately
walks out in the last 24 hours and files
an amendment on Ex-Im Bank and
within hours files a motion to table the
amendment. Wow.

So we should not be easily fooled,
and we are not. If the Bank expires,
there is no telling how long it will take
to renew it—if, in fact, it ever happens.
None should be fooled by these sham
votes. If we want to preserve the Bank,
we should vote to extend it before it
expires on June 30 this year—in a cou-
ple weeks.

I am amazed it is even an issue. It
wasn’t that long ago that Republicans
believed that this Bank was good for
America. Republican Presidents be-
lieved in it—Reagan, Bush, and Bush.

I remember when the Republican
leader was in favor of the Bank. In 1997,
the Senator from XKentucky cospon-
sored legislation reauthorizing the
Bank’s charter. With Senator McCON-
NELL’s help, the Senate passed that bill
unanimously. That is the way we used
to do it because it was so good for
America. Again, 4 years later, the Re-
publican leader signed on to a letter
encouraging George W. Bush to extend
the Bank’s charter, which, of course,
he did. At that time, he and 29 other
Republican Senators argued that al-
lowing the Bank to lapse would be dev-
astating to the economy and in par-
ticular our trade deficit. Now the sen-
ior Senator from Kentucky has turned
a legislative backflip and today wants
the Bank to disappear. Talk about hy-
pocrisy. Talk about cynicism. Wow. As
he continues to remind everyone, he
sets the schedule around here. Yet, he
cannot be bothered to schedule a vote
on the Export-Import Bank before it
lapses.

So what changed? Here is what
changed. The Republican leader is not
the only Republican performing a
breathtaking about-face on this issue.
The chairman of the banking com-
mittee supported the Export-Import
Bank as recently as a year or two ago.
In fact, the senior Senator from Ala-
bama supported a 4-year renewal. If the
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