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the quorum call be rescinded.

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. COT-
TON). Without objection, it is so or-
dered.

Mr. DAINES. Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent to display water
samples from the State of Montana on
the Senate floor.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there
objection?

Without objection, it is so ordered.
UNANIMOUS CONSENT REQUEST—AUTHORITY FOR
COMMITTEE TO MEET

Mr. DAINES. Mr. President, today
our friends across the aisle have de-
cided to hold up Senate committee
meetings. Because the Democrats ob-
ject to the dismissal of James Comey
from the FBI, they have chosen to play
politics and prevent scheduled hearings
from occurring. That means everyone
who has taken time to fly to Wash-
ington, DC, to testify before Congress—
per our request—and update us on im-
portant issues that face the Nation will
not be heard.

One of those scheduled hearings is in
the Energy and Natural Resources Sub-
committee on Water and Power, of
which I am a member. This hearing
was going to investigate the Dry-
Redwater and the Musselshell-Judith
Rural Water Systems. This is a criti-
cally important issue to Montana.

This hearing was going to focus on
water from Circle, MT. These are water
samples from different families in the
Circle, MT, area. This is from the
Arensons’ tap. This yellow-tinted
water here is from the Goods’ tap. This
cloudy sample here is from the Hances’
tap.

These are all from Circle, MT. This is
from the Carlsons’ tap. You probably
can’t see it—perhaps on camera and on
the floor—but there is particulate in
here, floating, something you wouldn’t
want to drink. This is water from the
Rosaaens’ tap. These samples all came
from a small town in Eastern Montana,
Circle, MT, and the image here to my
left is from Roundup, MT. This unac-
ceptable, unclean tap water is in the
homes of Montanans and North Dako-
tans right now as we speak.

The mayor of Harlowton, MT, a town
of about 1,000 in rural central Montana,
is here today to testify. I met with him
just yesterday. He came to our Mon-
tana coffee this morning. He spent over
$1,000 on a flight. He spent almost $600
on hotel accommodations, not to men-
tion the cost of other incidentals. Now
the Democrats will not let him speak.

Why? As the chairman of the Senate
Western Caucus, it is shameful—as
other witnesses have flown and spent
thousands of dollars—to prevent im-
proving water quality in our States.
The Arizona witness, for example,
spent $2,400 and 3 days out of the office
to come back and testify today. The
North Dakota witness spent $1,300.

Yes, the FBI needs to regain the
trust of the American people. In fact,
Senator SCHUMER on November 2 said:
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“I do not have confidence in [Comey]
any longer,” and on that very same
day, House Minority Leader NANCY
PELOSI said: ‘‘Maybe he’s not in the
right job.”

But this water, as we can see these
samples in front of me, has nothing to
do with the FBI. There are over 36,000
Americans spread across Montana and
North Dakota without access to clean
water. If the mayor of Flint, MI, flew
here to testify about the quality and
challenges facing their water system,
no one would have blocked that hear-
ing. Frankly, this is just another sign
of the marginalization of rural Mon-
tana and rural America. I was sent
here to fight for rural Montana, to
stand for rural America, and that is
what I will continue to do. This hear-
ing needs to happen today.

Mr. President, I have a request for
the Energy Committee to meet at 2:30
p.m. today. I ask unanimous consent
that the committee be allowed to
meet.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there
objection?

The Senator from Hawaii.

Ms. HIRONO. Mr. President, reserv-
ing the right to object, these are not
usual times. Representing the State of
Hawaii, of course, we care about clean
water. So with all due respect to my
colleague from Montana, we under-
stand the importance of this issue to
the people of his State. However, as I
said, these are very unusual times, and,
on the President’s decision to fire Di-
rector James Comey in this manner,
under this pretext, and at this time, it
is also a total disservice to the Amer-
ican people.

This attempt, intended to derail and
disrupt the FBI’s ongoing investigation
into Russia’s attempt to disrupt or
interfere with our democracy and the
Trump team’s ties to those attempts,
should be a matter of national concern,
not a Republican or Democratic con-
cern. We need a bipartisan call for a
special prosecutor who will conduct an
impartial, thorough investigation, un-
tainted by political consideration.

Therefore, I object.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objec-
tion is heard.

Mr. DAINES. Mr. President, if I could
respond to my colleague from Hawaii.

The folks who have been derailed
today are the men and women who
have traveled thousands of miles to be
here from very small communities
across our country. They have taken
time away from work and their fami-
lies to be here to show our committees
what is going on in rural America and
the unacceptable quality of water.

Water is a basic need. We have water
samples here that I think would be
shocking to most Members in this
body. I am just saddened to see that
Democrats are going to derail these
hearings this afternoon. Yes, let’s have
a fight about the FBI and the firing of
Comey. We can have a good-spirited de-
bate about that. But why are we pre-
venting these folks from rural Amer-

May 10, 2017

ica, who have traveled thousands of
miles, to testify today at our request.

I yield the floor.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from North Dakota.

UNANIMOUS CONSENT REQUEST—AUTHORITY FOR
COMMITTEE TO MEET

Mr. HOEVEN. Mr. President, I have a
request for the Indians Affairs Com-
mittee to meet today at 2:30 p.m.

First, we have a markup in the In-
dian Affairs Committee. The two bills
we are marking up are Democrat-spon-
sored bills. The first one is Senator
TESTER’s bill, from the State of Mon-
tana, which would provide support for
Native languages. I guess the summary
is that it would support the education
of Indian children. I believe it relates
to Native languages in that edu-
cational capacity. So that is one of the
bills, Senator TESTER’s bill.

The other bill we are marking up is
Senator TiM KAINE’s bill, also a Demo-
crat-sponsored bill. The short narrative
I have is this: To extend Federal rec-
ognition to the Chickahominy Indian
Tribe, the Chicahominy Indian Tribe-
Eastern Division, the Upper Mattaponi
Tribe, the Rappahonnock Tribe, the
Monacan Indian Nation, and the
Nansemond Indian Tribe.

The reason that is significant, that is
something that both Senator KAINE
and Senator WARNER—both Senators
from Virginia—have been working on
for some time. The reason it is timely
is that they have Pocahontas’s birth-
day celebration coming up, which I
think is going to be a large celebration
in the Commonwealth of Virginia.
They were hoping to have these Tribes
recognized before this birthday cele-
bration for Pocahontas. It is a timely
issue.

Obviously, we can’t advance the bill
to the Senate floor unless we mark it
up. At the request of those two Demo-
cratic Senators from the Common-
wealth of Virginia, we are scheduled to
mark up those bills and get them to
the floor and try to do it in a timely
way because of the celebration they are
trying to get prepared for. Everybody
knows the story of Pocahontas and
why that would be a big celebration
and certainly a big deal in the Com-
monwealth of Virginia.

Again, as we debate this on the Sen-
ate floor, I think Senator DAINES made
some strong points, and I would cer-
tainly appeal to our colleagues across
the aisle to consider what I just de-
scribed as far as those markups.

In addition to those markups, we also
have a hearing on several bills. The
first one is a McCain bill, and it is to
amend the PROTECT Act to make In-
dian Tribes eligible for AMBER Alert
grants.

Everybody knows what the AMBER
Alert Program is and how important
that program is to protect our young
people when they get abducted. The
reason Senator MCCAIN, from Arizona,
is bringing this bill forward is because
there was an abduction in Arizona, and
the AMBER Alert went out late. I
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think the AMBER Alert went out a day
late.

Senator MCCAIN has this PROTECT
Act so we can make sure the AMBER
Alert is working in Indian Country,
and you certainly can understand how
important it is that we do that. We
have to have a hearing on the bill
again so we can advance the bill to the
Senate floor for consideration.

The final bill that we would have a
hearing on in committee, if we are al-
lowed to meet, is a Murkowski bill,
Senator MURKOWSKI from Alaska. It
would provide the conveyance of cer-
tain property in this State.

You have to realize that the wit-
nesses—and I think certainly the good
Senator from Hawaii will appreciate
this—had to come here from Alaska,
which is quite a lengthy trip. When the
Senator travels back home to Hawaii,
that is a long trip. It is certainly a
beautiful place but a long trip to get
there. Of course, it is not inexpensive
to travel from Alaska to Washington,
DC.

Those witnesses will be out their
costs to come here if we are not able to
have the hearing, and we would have to
reschedule it. That certainly creates a
cost burden for them, which is cer-
tainly unfair and not what they would
want to have had happen on the part of
their government.

I am putting that in human terms.
Again, we are talking about two Demo-
cratic bills, and we are talking about
two Republican bills. We are talking
about constituents who have traveled a
long way to come here to have the
hearing and the markup.

Again, these are issues we should be
able to work on in a bipartisan way. I
would certainly ask for that consider-
ation. At this point, I ask for unani-
mous consent that our committee be
allowed to meet.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there
objection?

The Senator from Hawaii.

Ms. HIRONO. Mr. President, reserv-
ing the right to object, of course we ac-
knowledge the importance of the mat-
ters raised by my colleague from North
Dakota and, representing my State,
the State of Hawaii, yes, there is sup-
port for education of Native people, of
Native children, which I hope will in-
clude Native Hawaiian children. That
is important as well as recognizing var-
ious Indian Tribes and the other mat-
ters that were raised by my friend from
North Dakota.

However, as I mentioned, these are
not business-as-usual times. The unto-
ward firing of the FBI Director, who
was conducting an ongoing investiga-
tion into Russian attempts to interfere
with our Democracy and the Trump
team’s ties to those attempts, should
be a matter of national concern, should
be a matter of concern to every single
Member of the Senate.

This is not a Republican or a Demo-
cratic concern. This is a threat to our
democracy. We know Russia did this.
We know we need to get to the bottom
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of this. We need to get to the bottom of
the Trump team’s ties to these efforts,
and this thinly veiled attempt by
President Trump to derail or disrupt
these investigations cannot be sus-
tained or supported.

We continue to ask for a bipartisan
call for a special prosecutor who will
conduct an impartial, thorough inves-
tigation, untainted by political consid-
erations into the Russia-Trump mat-
ter. Therefore, Mr. President, I object.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objec-
tion is heard.

The Senator from Minnesota.

FIRING OF JAMES COMEY

Mr. FRANKEN. Mr. President, I rise
to address President Trump’s stunning
dismissal of FBI Director Comey yes-
terday evening. We know the Russians
interfered in the 2016 election. We
know the Russians did so in order to
undermine confidence in our democ-
racy. We know the Russians carried
out this attack with the goal of bene-
fiting the campaign of Donald Trump,
whom the Kremlin preferred to see win
the election. These facts have been
confirmed by our intelligence agencies.

What we don’t fully yet understand is
all of the reasons why, all the reasons
why the Russians favored Donald
Trump and whether associates of the
President or members of his campaign
assisted in the Russian operations to
sway the election in his favor.

These questions are the subject of an
ongoing counterintelligence investiga-
tion, an investigation conducted by the
Federal Bureau of Investigation and,
until last night, an investigation led by
James Comey.

As former Director Comey recently
testified to the House Intelligence
Committee, ‘“‘[Tlhe FBI, as part of [its]
counterintelligence mission, is inves-
tigating the Russian government’s ef-
forts to interfere in the 2016 presi-
dential election—and that includes in-
vestigating the nature of any links be-
tween individuals associated with the
Trump campaign and the Russian gov-
ernment and whether there was any co-
ordination between the campaign and
Russia.”

The timing of Director Comey’s dis-
missal raises serious questions, and
President Trump’s decision to abruptly
fire the man leading an investigation
that could implicate the Trump admin-
istration should shock the conscience
of every American who believes that no
man or woman is above the law and
who has faith in the fair and impartial
pursuit of justice.

The White House attempted to pre-
emptively dispel any suspicion by an-
nouncing that President Trump fired
the Director ‘‘based on the clear rec-
ommendations” of Attorney General
Jeff Sessions and Deputy Attorney
General Rod Rosenstein. The White
House released several documents to
back up that claim: a letter from Presi-
dent Trump to Director Comey, firing
him; a letter from Attorney General
Sessions to President Trump, recom-
mending that Comey be fired; and a
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memo written by Deputy Attorney
General Rosenstein, which cited the
Director’s handling of the Hillary Clin-
ton email investigation as damaging
the FBI’s reputation and credibility.
These documents create more ques-
tions than they answer.

First, the letter from President
Trump to Director Comey firing him.
President Trump, ever eager to put dis-
tance between the Russian inquiry and
himself, wrote: ‘“While I greatly appre-
ciate you informing me, on three sepa-
rate occasions, that I am not under in-
vestigation, I nevertheless concur with
the judgment of the Department of
Justice that you are not able to effec-
tively lead the Bureau.”

Again, we know the FBI is con-
ducting a criminal investigation into
whether members of the Trump cam-
paign coordinated with the Russians in
their efforts to influence the election.
Director Comey confirmed that before
he was fired. Whether President Trump
is personally under investigation by
the Bureau or whether investigators
are merely scrutinizing his advisers
and associates, the President’s clumsy
attempt at misdirection does little
more than remind us of the many un-
answered questions about his and his
people’s connections to Russia.

Second, Attorney General Sessions’
letter to President Trump. The Attor-
ney General writes that based on his
review of Deputy Attorney General
Rosenstein’s memo, which cites the Di-
rector’s handling of the Clinton email
investigation, that Attorney General
Sessions has concluded that the FBI re-
quires new leadership and a fresh start.
Attorney General Sessions rec-
ommended that Director Comey be
fired.

Attorney General Sessions should
not have had any involvement in this
decision at all. On March 2, the Attor-
ney General called a press conference
to announce: ‘I have now decided to
recuse myself from any existing or fu-
ture investigations of any matter re-
lating in any way to the campaigns for
president of the United States.”

The reason Attorney General Ses-
sions made that announcement was be-
cause news reports revealed he had pro-
vided misleading testimony in response
to a question that I asked during his
confirmation hearing; that Attorney
General Sessions had falsely stated: ‘I
did not have communications with the
Russians.” In fact, he did meet with
the Russian Ambassador during the
campaign twice.

Having provided misleading testi-
mony under oath about a matter that
could potentially be the subject of a
criminal investigation by the FBI, At-
torney General Sessions was forced to
recuse himself.

I find it deeply troubling that Attor-
ney General Jeff Sessions—who misled
the Judiciary Committee about his
own communications with the Russian
Ambassador and who pledged to recuse
himself from this investigation as a re-
sult—betrayed that pledge by involving
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