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view that we have an obligation to our
children to make sure we give them the
healthiest air to breathe, it is also
costing our economy because every day
that child stays home, a parent cannot
go to work. The child loses their time
in school; they are being disadvan-
taged. If they have to take a day off
from summer camp, the parent has to
stay home, and it is wasting resources
in this country.

For many reasons, we need an Ad-
ministrator of the EPA who is com-
mitted to a national effort to make
sure the air we breathe is clean and
healthy.

Likewise with clean water. Some of
us remember when the Cuyahoga River
caught fire in 1969. We know that pollu-
tion was so bad, you literally could set
our rivers afire. We took steps. And it
was not partisan—Democrats and Re-
publicans came together with the
Clean Water Act. We recognized that
the Federal Government has the re-
sponsibility to protect the quality of
our water so that we have safe, clean
water in America.

I think we have been working to im-
prove the Clean Water Act consistently
on a nonpartisan basis, but now we
have Supreme Court decisions that
challenge what water the Federal Gov-
ernment can regulate. Congress has not
taken steps to clarify that. The admin-
istration took efforts to try to clarify
that under the waters of the United
States, only to see a Court action to
put that on hold in which Mr. Pruitt
joined as the attorney general of Okla-
homa, once again slowing down our ef-
fort to protect the clean waters of
America.

I have spoken numerous times on the
floor of the Congress about the Chesa-
peake Bay and how proud I am to be a
Senator from Maryland, one of the six
States that are in the Chesapeake Bay
watershed, along with the District of
Columbia.

We know that the Chesapeake Bay is
a national treasure. It has been so des-
ignated by many Presidents of the
United States. It is the latest estuary
in our hemisphere. The watershed con-
tains 64,000 square miles, has over
11,000 miles of shoreline, and 17 million
people live in the Chesapeake Bay wa-
tershed—150 major rivers, $1 trillion to
our economy. It is part of the heritage
of my State and our region. We are
proud that it is part of our life. It is
part of why people like to live in this
region. They know the Chesapeake Bay
makes their life so much more en-
riched and so much more valuable.

The Chesapeake Bay is in trouble. I
could talk about it from a technical
point of view. It doesn’t flush itself as
quickly as other water bodies. The his-
toric oyster population is not what it
has been. We have to, therefore, make
special efforts to clean up the Chesa-
peake Bay. Over 30 years ago, almost 40
years now, while I was in the State leg-
islature, when I was speaker of the
house, I worked with Governor Harry
Hughes, and we developed a State pro-
gram to deal with the Chesapeake Bay.
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We did it the right way. We started
at the local levels. We got all the
stakeholders together: the farmers, the
developers, the local governments, the
private sector, our local governments,
the State government. We worked with
Pennsylvania because Pennsylvania is
where the Susquehanna River flows,
and that produces most of the fresh
water that goes into the Chesapeake
Bay. We worked with Delaware, Vir-
ginia, New York, and West Virginia,
and we developed the Chesapeake Bay
Program that is worked from the local
level up. We get together to determine
what is reasonable: What does science
tell us we can do?

We have all the stakeholders sitting
around the table as we develop these
plans. They all sign up. Our farmers
recognize that clean water will make
their agriculture more profitable. They
recognize that. Developers understand
that we need a clean Chesapeake Bay
as part of our ability to develop profit-
able real estate in our community.
These are not inconsistent. A serene
environment, clean agriculture, a
strong agriculture, a strong economy
are all hand in hand together.

It is not a choice between one or the
other. We recognize that. That is why
the Chesapeake Bay Program has never
been partisan in Maryland. We have
had Democratic and Republican Gov-
ernors who supported the Chesapeake
Bay Program. We have had legislators
lead this effort from both parties. Sen-
ator Mac Mathias, who served as the
U.S. Senator from Maryland, was the
champion of bringing the Federal Gov-
ernment into the Chesapeake Bay Pro-
gram. The program is working. It is
making the bay safer today, but we
still have a long way to go.

We enforce it through the TMDL, the
Total Maximum Daily Loads, so we can
monitor that we are making the
progress we said we could make, based
upon best science. And that is what the
local stakeholders have signed up for.

When we did our TMDL’s, it was
challenged. It was challenged in the
courts. Mr. Pruitt was one of those who
brought a challenge against the TMDL
Program in Maryland. I am thankful
that the Third Circuit upheld the legal
right of the TMDL, and the Supreme
Court affirmed that decision by the
Third Circuit. So we won the legal
case.

But it troubles me that a program
that is from the ground up, from the
local governments up, in which the
Federal government is a partner—why
it would be challenged when it was sup-
ported by the local communities. To
me, that case should never have been
challenged.

We need the Federal Government to
continue to participate with us. The
Chesapeake Bay Program is supported
through the farm bill, through the
Water Resources Development Act,
through the Clean Water Act, and
through annual appropriations. So we
need continued support at the Federal
level for the Chesapeake Bay Program.
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And we need a champion in the Envi-
ronmental Protection Agency that will
help us in that regard.

I want to talk briefly about the Safe
Drinking Water Act. Safe drinking
water is critically important. We know
that in recent years, we have found too
much lead in drinking water. We all
know, of course, the story of Flint, MI.
I could take you to Baltimore where
our schools have to cut off their water
fountains because of the unsafe levels
of lead in the drinking water, if they
were permitted to drink from the water
fountains.

We can tell you about so many com-
munities in the Nation that have a des-
perate need to clean up their safe
drinking water so that we can protect
our children from lead poisoning. I
hope my colleagues understand that
there is no safe level of lead in the
blood. It robs children of their future.
It poisons them. I think most people
are familiar with the Freddie Gray
tragedy in Baltimore. Freddie Gray
was a victim of lead poisoning when he
was young.

We owe it to our children to make
sure we do everything we can so they
are not exposed to lead. I asked ques-
tions about that during the confirma-
tion hearing of Mr. Pruitt. The answers
were less than acceptable and showed
his lack of real information about the
dangers of lead.

Every Congress should look at their
responsibility to build on the record, to
leave a cleaner and safer environment
for the next generation. The EPA Ad-
ministrator should be committed to
that goal. I do not believe Mr. Pruitt
will be that type of leader. For that
reason, I will vote against his con-
firmation.

With that, I suggest the absence of a
quorum.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
clerk will call the roll.

The senior assistant legislative clerk
proceeded to call the roll.

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

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

IMMIGRATION

Ms. HARRIS. Mr. President, I rise
today, humbled to offer my first offi-
cial speech as the junior U.S. Senator
from the great State of California. I
rise with a deep sense of reverence for
this institution, for its history, and for
its unique role as the defender of our
Nation’s ideals.

Above all, I rise today with a sense of
gratitude for all those upon whose
shoulders we stand. For me, it starts
with my mother Shyamala Harris. She
arrived at the University of California,
Berkeley, from India in 1959 with
dreams of becoming a scientist. The
plan, when she finished school, was to
g0 back home to a traditional Indian
marriage. But when she met my father
Donald Harris, she made a different
plan. She went against a practice
reaching back thousands of years, and
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instead of an arranged marriage, she
chose a love marriage. This act of self-
determination made my sister Maya
and me, and it made us Americans, like
millions of children of immigrants be-
fore and since.

I know she is looking down on us
today, and knowing my mother, she is
probably saying: Kamala, what on
Earth is going on down there? We have
to stand up for our values.

So in the spirit of my mother, who
was always direct, I cannot mince
words. In the early weeks of this ad-
ministration, we have seen an unprece-
dented series of Executive actions that
have hit our immigrant and religious
communities like a cold front, striking
a chilling fear in the hearts of millions
of good, hard-working people, all by
Executive fiat.

By fiat, we have seen the President
stick taxpayers with a bill for a multi-
billion-dollar border wall, without re-
gard to the role of the U.S. Congress
under article 1 of the Constitution. By
fiat, we have seen a President mandate
the detention of immigrants, both doc-
umented and undocumented, creating a
dragnet that could ensnare 8 million
people. By fiat, the President has or-
dered the creation of what essentially
will be a 15,000-member deportation
force. By fiat, he wants to take away
State and local authority by making
local police officers act as Federal im-
migration officials. By fiat, the Presi-
dent wants to slam the gates of free-
dom by instituting a Muslim ban—a
ban which was as carelessly written as
it has been incompetently enforced.

In recent days, we have seen an in-
creased severity in immigration raids
sweeping across this country, including
the arrest of a DREAMer in Seattle
and a domestic violence victim in
Texas. And we have seen an adminis-
tration violate court orders, attack the
First Amendment, ©bully Federal
judges, and mock Americans exercising
their right to freely assemble.

I rise today to discuss how these ac-
tions impact my State of California
and our country. In particular, the
State of California, I believe, is a mi-
crocosm of who we are as America. In
California, we have farmers and envi-
ronmentalists, welders and tech-
nologists, Republicans, Democrats,
Independents, and the largest number
of immigrants, documented and un-
documented, of any State in the Na-
tion.

I rise because the President’s actions
have created deep uncertainty and pain
for our refugee and immigrant commu-
nities. I rise on behalf of California’s
more than 250,000 DREAMers, who were
told by the Federal Government: If you
sign up, we will not use your personal
information against you. I rise to say
the United States of America cannot
go back on our promise to these kids
and their families.

I rise today as a lifelong prosecutor
and as the former top cop of the big-
gest State in this country to say that
these Executive actions present a real
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threat to our public safety. Let me re-
peat that: The President’s immigration
actions and Muslim ban will make
America less safe.

As a prosecutor, I can tell you it is a
serious mistake to conflate criminal
justice policy with immigration policy,
as if they are the same thing. They are
not. I have personally prosecuted ev-
erything from low-level offenses to
homicides. I know what a crime looks
like, and I will tell you, an undocu-
mented immigrant is not a criminal.
But that is what these actions do; they
suggest all immigrants are criminals
and treat immigrants like criminals.

There is no question, those who com-
mit crimes must face severe and seri-
ous and swift consequence and account-
ability. But the truth is, the vast ma-
jority of the immigrants in this coun-
try are hard-working people who de-
serve a pathway to citizenship.

Instead of making us safer, these in-
creased raids and Executive orders in-
still fear in immigrants who are terri-
fied they will be deported or have to
give up information resulting in the de-
portation of their family members. For
this reason, studies have shown
Latinos are more than 40 percent less
likely to call 9-1-1 when they have been
a victim of crime. This climate of fear
drives people underground and into the
shadows, making them less likely to
report crimes against themselves or
others—fewer victims reporting crime
and fewer witnesses coming forward.

These Executive actions create a
strain on local law enforcement. Any
police chief in this country will tell
you that they barely have enough re-
sources to get their job done. So when
you make local law enforcement do the
job of the Federal Government, you
strain the resources for local law en-
forcement and that hurts everybody’s
safety.

Let’s consider the economic harm
this order will cause. Immigrants make
up 10 percent of California’s workforce
and contribute $130 billion to our
State’s gross domestic product. Immi-
grants own small businesses, they till
the land, they care for children and the
elderly, they work in our labs, they at-
tend our universities, and they serve in
our military. So these actions are not
only cruel, but they cause ripple effects
that harm our public safety and our
economy.

The same is true of this Muslim ban.
This ban may as well have been
hatched in the basement headquarters
of ISIS. We handed them a tool of re-
cruitment to use against us. Policies
that demonize entire groups of people
based on the God they worship have a
way of conjuring real-life demons. Poli-
cies that isolate our Muslim-American
communities take away one of the
greatest weapons we have in the fight
against homegrown extremism.

Here is the truth. Imperfect though
we may be, I believe we are a great
country. I believe we are a great coun-
try. Part of what makes us great are
our democratic institutions that pro-
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tect our fundamental ideals: freedom of
religion and the rule of law, protection
from discrimination based on national
origin, freedom of the press, and a 200-
year history as a nation built by immi-
grants.

So this brings me to my message
today. We have a responsibility to draw
a line with these administrative ac-
tions and say no. This is not a question
of party. This is about the government
of coequal branches, with its inherent
checks and balances. This is about the
role of the Senate, the greatest delib-
erative body in the world. I know, hav-
ing spent now a few weeks in this
Chamber, that we have good men and
women on both sides of the aisle—men
and women who believe deeply in our
immigrant communities and who un-
derstand that nationalism and patriot-
ism are not the same thing.

I know that it was the junior Senator
from the State of Texas who said: ‘It is
an enormous blessing to be the child of
an immigrant who fled oppression, be-
cause you realize how fragile liberty is
and how easily it can be taken away.”

It was the junior Senator from the
great State of Kentucky who said: ‘“We
must always embrace individual lib-
erty and enforce the constitutional
rights of all Americans, rich and poor,
immigrants and natives, black and
white.”

It was the senior Senator from the
great State of Arizona who said: Un-
documented immigrants should not be
‘“‘condemned forever” to a twilight sta-
tus.

So, yes, we have good people on both
sides of the aisle. I say that we must
measure up to our words and fight for
our ideals because the critical hour is
upon us.

I yield the floor.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Oklahoma

CONGRATULATING SENATOR HARRIS

Mr. INHOFE. Mr. President, let me
say that that was an excellent presen-
tation by Senator HARRIS. I can recall
when she first came here, and I sat
down with her and we talked about her
predecessor and about how people with
diverse philosophies can get along and
actually love each other.

I would expect the same thing to hap-
pen in this case—because it does. I lis-
tened to some of the things that were
said by the new Senator from Cali-
fornia, talking about the rule of law,
about freedom of religion, freedom of
speech, and the First Amendment. I
agree. I am hoping that we end up with
more things in common than things
that would keep us apart because we
have a lot to do. We need to get busy
doing it. I appreciate very much hear-
ing the opening speech by Senator Har-
ris.

Mr. President, I wanted to get to the
floor because it won’t be long until we
will be voting on my Oklahoma attor-
ney general, Scott Pruitt. I am looking
forward to it. He and I go back a long
way. I know that he has been through
the ringer, as a lot of them have. I look
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