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The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there
objection?

Hearing none, it is so ordered.

HONORING WOMEN AIRFORCE SERVICE PILOTS

Mrs. ERNST. Mr. President, I am
pleased to report that last week, bipar-
tisan legislation to restore the rights
of the Women Airforce Service Pilots,
or WASP, to have their ashes inurned
at Arlington National Cemetery was
signed into law.

I was proud to have led the Senate’s
effort, with Senator MIKULSKI, to honor
this group of revolutionary women who
courageously served our country. I
thank Congresswomen MARTHA
McSALLY and SUSAN DAvVIs for their
leadership and for spearheading this
bill in the House.

On the heels of Pearl Harbor, these
trailblazing women bucked the status
quo and made tremendous sacrifices for
this Nation. They joined a
groundbreaking flight training pro-
gram for women, flying noncombat
service missions for the Army Air
Force to free their male counterparts
for combat duty overseas. The WASP
willingly put their lives on the line for
this country during a time of war. This
work wasn’t easy and certainly con-
tained peril. In fact, 38 WASP died in
service to our great country during
World War II. Their sacrifice and love
for this Nation deserves to be cele-
brated and always remembered.

Iowa was at one time or another
home to at least 25 courageous WASP.
While they were eventually granted
veteran status in 1977, it was not until
2002 that the Army allowed these
women to have their ashes placed in
Arlington National Cemetery with full
military honors. In 2015 that honor was
inexplicably and wrongly revoked by
the Army.

With less than 100 WASP still living,
time was short to do what was right
and honor these women for their self-
less sacrifice and service to our Nation.
They were role models for women in
the military, like me, and proved their
strength and fortitude in the missions
they carried out.

I want to take this time to honor
these extraordinary women and thank
them for their remarkable military
service. As Memorial Day approaches, I
am grateful that we can restore a basic
honor to them and their families
through this law.

Thank you, Mr. President.

I yield the floor.

I suggest the absence of a quorum.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
clerk will call the roll.

The legislative clerk proceeded to
call the roll.

Mr. 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for the quorum call be rescinded.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.
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NATIONAL DEFENSE AUTHORIZA-
TION ACT FOR FISCAL YEAR
2017—MOTION TO PROCEED

Mr. McCONNELL. Mr. President, I
move to proceed to Calendar No. 469, S.
2943.

The PRESIDING OFFICER.
clerk will report the motion.

The legislative clerk read as follows:

Motion to proceed to Calendar No. 469, S.
2943, a bill to authorize appropriations for
fiscal year 2017 for military activities of the
Department of Defense, for military con-
struction, and for defense activities of the
Department of Energy, to prescribe military
personnel strengths for such fiscal year, and
for other purposes.

CLOTURE MOTION

Mr. McCONNELL. 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 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 mo-
tion to proceed to Calendar No. 469, S. 2943,
a bill to authorize appropriations for fiscal
year 2017 for military activities of the De-
partment of Defense, for military construc-
tion, and for defense activities of the Depart-
ment of Energy, to prescribe military per-
sonnel strengths for such fiscal year, and for
other purposes.

John McCain, Thad Cochran, Lindsey
Graham, Joni Ernst, James M. Inhofe,
Tom Cotton, Kelly Ayotte, Richard
Burr, Cory Gardner, Jeff Sessions,
Thom Tillis, Mike Rounds, Dan Sul-
livan, Orrin G. Hatch, Tim Scott, John
Cornyn, Mitch McConnell.

Mr. McCONNELL. I ask unanimous
consent that the mandatory quorum
call be waived.

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

The Senator from Arizona is recog-
nized.

Mr. McCAIN. Mr. President, I am
sure that all of our colleagues made
note of the latest tragedy, which is
most likely a terrorist attack, and that
is the airliner that disappeared, and
now they are finding pieces of that air-
liner. We don’t know positively what
happened, but it has all the earmarks
of a terrorist attack.

I know that many of my colleagues
know that the Director of National In-
telligence, General Clapper, testified
before our committee and said that
there are most likely going to be addi-
tional attacks in Europe and in the
United States, either the type that
took place in San Bernardino or at-
tacks that—Mr. Baghdadi has sent his
people into the refugee flow to commit
attacks on the United States of Amer-
ica.

We just finished up a couple weeks
ago—a few days ago a defense author-
ization bill. That bill is a very large
bill, and it contains reforms and
changes in the way we do business. It
changes a whole lot of things. It also
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takes care of the men and women who
are serving in the military. It provides
them with greater capability to fight
this virus of radical terrorist Islam,
which is threatening the United States
of America in a way that has been un-
precedented in 70 years.

We are subject to attacks like San
Bernardino, like what we just saw with
the airliner, which is most likely—I am
not positive, but it has all the ear-
marks. I have seen enough to know
that this is most likely a terrorist at-
tack. Meanwhile, ISIS is metastasizing
Libya. It is committing attacks in
Baghdad which are killing hundreds of
people. We see the terrible atrocities
committed by ISIS or Daesh—which-
ever one you call it—all over the world,
in Africa and other parts.

So we need this legislation. We need
this legislation for the men and women
who are serving. The former Chairman
of the Joint Chiefs of Staff, General
Dempsey, said that what we are doing
now puts us on the ‘‘ragged edge’ of
being able to defend this Nation. The
Commandant of the U.S. Marine Corps
said the same thing. The Chief of Staff
of the United States Army said: ‘“We
are putting the men and women in the
military at greater risk.” Those are his
exact words. ‘“We are putting the men
and women in the military at greater
risk.”

So what are we doing here? We are
not moving forward with the bill. For
some reason, the majority leader is
having to file cloture, and then we wait
a number of days, and then we take up
the bill, and then maybe we don’t fin-
ish the bill while we go into recess.
Don’t we owe the men and women in
the military better than that?
Shouldn’t we take up this bill and dis-
pense with it, do a conference with the
House and send it to the President’s
desk so that the President of the
United States will sign it and the men
and women in the military will be bet-
ter equipped, better trained, better
able to defend themselves and this Na-
tion, or are we going to go through
some kind of foolishness of having the
majority leader having to file cloture
and then we wait 48 hours? It is being
totally divorced from the reality of
what is happening in the world. Just a
few days ago, a brave young SEAL was
killed in Syria, a young man named
Keating. I happen to know his family
very well.

The President of the United States
still will not say we are in combat, but
the fact is, we are dramatically in-
creasing our presence, both in Syria
and Iraq and now Libya. These men
and women need equipment to fight
with. They need to have a military
that is the best we can provide them
with. So why shouldn’t we do it now?
Why should we wait a couple of days?
There is no justification for not mov-
ing to this bill right now.

I ask unanimous consent that the
Senate proceed to the immediate con-
sideration—the immediate consider-
ation—of Calendar No. 469, S. 2943, the
National Defense Authorization Act.
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there
objection?

The Democratic leader.

Mr. REID. Mr. President, reserving
the right to object, as I have stated on
the record many times, I have great ad-
miration for the Senator from Arizona.
We came together to the House, came
together to the Senate. But I have to
say, it is obvious my friend has a short
memory. These bills take a long time.
That is traditionally how it has worked
around here. For weeks, we work on
these bills.

I understand the bill as reported
complies with the budget agreement. 1
appreciate that. But the Senator from
Arizona, I have been told, wants to
offer an amendment to expand military
spending without doing anything to ad-
dress the middle class. The fight
against terrorism, the fight for secu-
rity in our country is more than bombs
and bullets; it is the FBI, the Depart-
ment of Homeland Security; it is what
we are doing to fight the scourge of
drugs. All of those things are impor-
tant for the security of this Nation.

There is nothing being done in this
bill to fight ZIKA. Is that a security
issue? Yes, it is. There is nothing being
done to fight opioids. Is that a security
issue? It sure is. During the time we
have had this little exchange, there
will be a number of people who will die
across America as a result of the over-
use of opioids. Flint, MI, has been
going on for months. Those poor people
have been ravaged with lead in the
water.

So I would have to say that my
friend, as I have indicated, has a very
short memory. I don’t know how many
times he has voted not to proceed to a
piece of legislation. We need to address
those issues that I have talked about.

I think the people of Arizona, the
people of this country, want us to do
our jobs. You would think that one
thing we could do is look at this bill.
This bill is not 64 pages long, not 164
pages long; it is 1,664 pages long. What
makes it even more concerning to me
and my colleagues is the fact that it
was basically done in secret. It was a
closed hearing.

So for heaven’s sake, let’s be brought
back to reality. We have been very
clear. We think we should take care of
the middle class as we take care of the
military. We are obligated to do both.
The President will veto any bill that
violates that principle.

So before we begin consideration of
this bill, it wouldn’t be bad if we read
it. It wouldn’t be bad if we had a
chance to study this. It wouldn’t be a
bad idea if we had our staff give us
some information on this bill of 1,664
pages.

So, without any question, I object.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objec-
tion is heard.

Mr. McCAIN. Mr. President, let me
just say, the bill was reported from the
committee by a vote of 24 to 3. So what
the Democratic leader is saying is that
because we don’t fund the IRS, we then
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should not proceed with defending this
Nation. That is a remarkable state-
ment.

If the Democratic leader is interested
in money for the FBI, Homeland Secu-
rity, and others, I would be more than
happy to consider that, to authorize
some additional funding for those agen-
cies of government that protect the
government.

But what my colleagues have just
heard is that we will not move forward
to provide for the well-being of the men
and women who are serving, their abil-
ity to defend us, take them out of risk
as much as possible by providing them
what they need—which, by the way, 95
percent is input and requests from the
executive branch, the Defense Depart-
ment. So we are not going to move for-
ward on this because we don’t include
the other agencies of government. That
is now putting our Nation’s security
and other functions of government on
exactly the same plane and totally dis-
regards the fact that we are being at-
tacked. We are being attacked by
cyber. There are plans to attack the
United States of America. The Director
of National Intelligence said there will
be attacks on the United States of
America. Where is the Democratic
leader? What is he thinking? What
could he be thinking?

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The time
of the Senator from Arizona has ex-
pired.

Mr. MCCAIN. We need to move for-
ward with this legislation. We need to
move forward with it now for the sake
of the men and women who are serving
and defending this Nation and putting
their lives on the line. This is disgrace-
ful.

Mr. MCCONNELL. Mr. President, will
the Senator yield for a question?

Mr. McCAIN. I will be glad to.

Mr. McCCONNELL. How many Demo-
cratic Senators on the Armed Services
Committee voted against this bill?

Mr. McCAIN. None. I am unhappy to
say that the three votes against hap-
pened to be on this side of the aisle.

—————

ADAM WALSH REAUTHORIZATION
ACT OF 2016—Continued

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ma-

jority leader.
AMENDMENT NO. 4078

Mr. McCONNELL. Mr. President, I
call up the Grassley amendment No.
4078 and ask unanimous consent that it
be reported by number.

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

The clerk will report.

The legislative clerk read as follows:

The Senator from Kentucky [Mr. McCON-
NELL], for Mr. GRASSLEY, proposes an amend-
ment numbered 4078.

The amendment is as follows:

(Purpose: To improve the bill)

On page 5, strike lines 23 through 25 and in-
sert the following:

‘(c) DEFINITION OF SEXUAL ASSAULT.—In
this section, the term ‘sexual assault’ means
any nonconsensual sexual act proscribed by
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Federal, tribal, or State law, including when
the victim lacks capacity to consent.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under
the previous order, amendment No. 4078
is agreed to.

Under the previous order, the com-
mittee-reported amendment in the na-
ture of a substitute, as amended, is
agreed to.

The bill was ordered to be engrossed
for a third reading and was read the
third time.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill
having been read the third time, the
question is, Shall it pass?

Mr. THUNE. Mr. President, I ask for
the yeas and nays.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there a
sufficient second?

There appears to be a sufficient sec-
ond.

The clerk will call the roll.
The legislative clerk called the roll.

Mr. CORNYN. The following Senators
are necessarily absent: the Senator
from Texas (Mr. CRUZ), the Senator
from Illinois (Mr. KIRK), the Senator
from Alaska (Ms. MURKOWSKI), the Sen-
ator from Pennsylvania (Mr. TOOMEY),
and the Senator from Louisiana (Mr.
VITTER).

Further, if present and voting, the
Senator from  Pennsylvania (Mr.
TOOMEY) would have voted ‘‘yea.”

Mr. DURBIN. I announce that the
Senator from New Jersey (Mr. BOOKER),
the Senator from California (Mrs.
BOXER), the Senator from Delaware
(Mr. CARPER), the Senator from New
Jersey (Mr. MENENDEZ), the Senator
from Michigan (Mr. PETERS), and the
Senator from Vermont (Mr. SANDERS)
are necessarily absent.

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

The result was announced—yeas 89,
nays 0, as follows:

[Rollcall Vote No. 83 Leg.]

YEAS—89

Alexander Flake Murray
Ayotte Franken Nelson
Baldwin Gardner Paul
Barrasso Gillibrand Perdue
Bennet Graham Portman
Blumenthal Grassley Reed
Blunt Hatch Reid
Boozman Heinrich Risch
Brown Heitkamp Roberts
Burr Heller
Cantwell Hirono goupds

X ubio
Capito Hoeven Sasse
Cardin Inhofe
Casey Isakson Schatz

; Schumer

Cassidy Johnson
Coats Kaine SCOtF
Cochran King Sessions
Collins Klobuchar Shaheen
Coons Lankford Shelby
Corker Leahy Stab'enow
Cornyn Lee Sullivan
Cotton Manchin Tester
Crapo Markey Thune
Daines McCain Tillis
Donnelly McCaskill Udall
Durbin McConnell Warner
Enzi Merkley Warren
Ernst Mikulski Whitehouse
Feinstein Moran Wicker
Fischer Murphy Wyden
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