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NOT VOTING—2 

Hirono Tillis 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. On this 
vote, the yeas are 51, the nays are 47. 

The motion is agreed to. 
The majority whip is recognized. 
AMERICAN LAW ENFORCEMENT HEROES ACT 
Mr. CORNYN. Madam President, I 

know people outside the beltway think 
nothing ever happens here—and cer-
tainly that nothing ever happens on a 
bipartisan basis—but they would be 
wrong on both counts. 

Last night, the Senate passed a piece 
of bipartisan legislation called the 
American Law Enforcement Heroes 
Act. It is a great example of legislation 
everyone can agree on and get behind. 

The main goal is to connect vet-
erans—those who have served in our 
military and have a passion for public 
service—to opportunities in State and 
local law enforcement. When we think 
about it, who better than our retiring 
military personnel who are accustomed 
to wearing one uniform, moving then 
into the civilian law enforcement 
world wearing another uniform but 
continuing their legacy of public serv-
ice. That way, those who have volun-
tarily put themselves in harm’s way to 
keep the peace and promote American 
interests abroad and defend our home-
land can continue the record of public 
service at home. 

For veterans, that can mean a re-
warding job in law enforcement. 
Through their training, experience, and 
sacrifice, there is no doubt that our 
veterans are equipped with valuable 
skills to keep our communities safe. By 
prioritizing existing Federal funds for 
State and local law enforcement agen-
cies to hire veterans, we can better 
serve them as they transition into ci-
vilian life. We know that can be a chal-
lenging transition, but that is exactly 
what the American Law Enforcement 
Heroes Act that we passed yesterday 
does. 

For State and local law enforcement 
groups, that means they can attract 
the best qualified men and women who 
are eager to serve their country in a 
new way. So this is really a win-win. 

Fortunately, this legislation builds 
on the good work already underway in 
places like my home State of Texas. 
Over the last several months, I have 
had a chance to visit cities and coun-
ties all over the State that are actively 
recruiting veterans to serve as police 
officers or sheriffs. That includes law 
enforcement leaders from San Antonio 
to Houston, to Fort Worth. As my col-
leagues may recall, following the ter-
rible killing of five police officers and 
shooting of seven more in Dallas, Po-
lice Chief David Brown made an appeal 
for people who were protesting or oth-
erwise concerned about the law en-
forcement agencies involved to sign up 
and join them—to be a part of the solu-

tion and not just protesting the prob-
lem. 

Thankfully, we have set a tremen-
dous example in Texas of how hiring 
veterans to serve as law enforcement 
officers benefits all of our commu-
nities. I am glad this bill will follow 
their inspiration and help communities 
across the country hire more veterans. 

I said before that this legislation is 
something everyone can agree on, in a 
polarized political environment, and 
that is of course evident by the broad 
bipartisan support it has received. 

Let me express my gratitude to the 
senior Senator from Minnesota, Ms. 
KLOBUCHAR, as well as the senior Sen-
ators from Connecticut and Cali-
fornia—all Democratic colleagues—for 
being my original cosponsors on the 
bill. I am also grateful to my Repub-
lican colleagues, including Senator 
CRUZ, as well as the junior Senator 
from North Carolina and the senior 
Senators from Iowa, Utah, and Nevada, 
for working with us on this legislation. 

My friend Congressman WILL HURD 
on the House side introduced the same 
bill there, and I am hopeful it will pass 
sometime today so we can get this to 
the President’s desk for his signature 
without delay. 

I would also note that the American 
Law Enforcement Heroes Act is backed 
by major law enforcement groups 
across the country, including the Fra-
ternal Order of Police, the Major Coun-
ty Sheriffs of America, the Major City 
Chiefs Association, and the Veterans of 
Foreign Wars. I have been grateful for 
their help along the way toward pas-
sage of this bill. 

I look forward to this bill becoming a 
law—hopefully, this week, as we con-
tinue to celebrate Police Week hon-
oring the service of the men and 
women in blue who keep our commu-
nities safe—and making it clear that 
this Congress cares not only about our 
veterans but also our law enforcement 
officials as well. 

Madam President, I yield the floor. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-

ator from Maryland. 
RUSSIA INVESTIGATION 

Mr. CARDIN. Madam President, just 
last Wednesday, I spoke on the Senate 
floor about the extremely suspicious 
timing of the firing of FBI Director 
James Comey by President Trump. 

In the past few days, President 
Trump’s actions, statements, and 
changing of his story on the Comey fir-
ing has only strengthened the case for 
the appointment of a special counsel to 
investigate ties and collusion between 
the Trump campaign and the Russian 
Government in the 2016 Presidential 
election. Congress should also establish 
an independent commission to get to 
the bottom of the Russian interference 
in our election. In addition, there needs 
to be an independent investigation into 
whether Mr. Trump abused power and 
played a role in obstruction of justice 
in terms of the ongoing criminal inves-
tigation at the Department of Justice. 

Let me start by going back to the be-
ginning of the Trump administration. 

According to news reports, on January 
27, Mr. Trump invited Mr. Comey to a 
private dinner with him at the White 
House. Mr. Trump then asked Mr. 
Comey for his ‘‘loyalty,’’ but Mr. 
Comey only promised to provide his 
‘‘honesty’’ or his ‘‘honest loyalty.’’ 
Why did the President allegedly ask 
Director Comey for his loyalty? 

On March 4, President Trump 
tweeted without evidence that ‘‘how 
low has President Obama gone to tap 
my phones during the very sacred elec-
tion process. This is Nixon/Watergate. 
Bad (or sick) guy!’’ On March 20, Mr. 
Comey testified he has ‘‘no informa-
tion’’ to support Mr. Trump’s claim. 
Why did the President try to distract 
the public’s attention by blaming 
President Obama for the Russia inves-
tigation? 

On April 12, in an interview, Mr. 
Trump said Mr. Comey ‘‘saved Hillary 
Clinton’’ during the campaign and said 
that ‘‘it’s not too late’’ to remove Mr. 
Comey. Mr. Trump continued: ‘‘But, 
you know, I have confidence in him. 
We’ll see what happens, you know, it’s 
going to be interesting.’’ 

What changed between Mr. Trump 
having confidence in Mr. Comey in 
April and firing him in May? 

On May 3, Mr. Comey testified before 
the Senate Judiciary Committee and 
said ‘‘it makes me mildly nauseous to 
think that we might have had some im-
pact on the election.’’ 

On May 8, former Acting Attorney 
General Sally Yates and former Direc-
tor of National Intelligence James 
Clapper both testified before the Judi-
ciary Committee. 

Ms. Yates testified about the warn-
ings she gave to White House Counsel 
Don McGahn about how National Secu-
rity Adviser Michael Flynn was com-
promised by the Russians and was 
lying to White House staff and the Vice 
President about his conversations and 
interactions with the Russians. 

On May 9, we witnessed a series of 
three letters, all dated that day. The 
first letter was from Deputy Attorney 
General Rod Rosenstein to Attorney 
General Jeff Sessions. The Rosenstein 
letter concludes that the FBI’s reputa-
tion and credibility had suffered ‘‘sub-
stantial damage’’ due to Mr. Comey’s 
actions during the Clinton email inves-
tigation. Notably, Rosenstein’s memo 
does not explicitly recommend Mr. 
Comey’s removal. That same day, At-
torney General Sessions, who has 
recused himself from the Russia-Trump 
campaign investigation, sent the 
Rosenstein letter to the White House, 
along with his own letter, concluding 
that ‘‘a fresh start is needed at the 
leadership of the FBI.’’ Again, on the 
same day that Mr. Trump fired Direc-
tor Comey, the Trump letter includes a 
curious aside: ‘‘I greatly appreciate 
you informing me, on three separate 
occasions, that I am not under inves-
tigation.’’ Did Director Comey really 
give those assurances to President 
Trump when the criminal and counter-
intelligence investigations into the 

VerDate Sep 11 2014 00:42 May 18, 2017 Jkt 069060 PO 00000 Frm 00008 Fmt 0624 Sfmt 0634 E:\CR\FM\A17MY6.001 S17MYPT1S
S

pe
nc

er
 o

n 
D

S
K

7T
P

T
V

N
1P

R
O

D
 w

ith
 S

E
N

A
T

E



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — SENATE S2981 May 17, 2017 
Trump campaign and Russia connec-
tions are still active and ongoing? 

At the same time, we heard from 
White House Press Secretary Sean 
Spicer and we heard from the Vice 
President of the United States that the 
reason for the firing of Mr. Comey was 
the recommendation of the Depart-
ment of Justice. That is what they said 
it was, only to find the next day Presi-
dent Trump saying: 

In fact, when I decided to just do it, I said 
to myself, I said ‘‘You know, this Russian 
thing with Trump and Russia is a made-up 
story, it’s an excuse by the Democrats for 
having lost an election that they should 
have won.’’ 

Then he talked about Mr. Comey and 
said he had decided to fire him. So it 
was not the memos; it was what Mr. 
Trump had decided. So there is a lot of 
misinformation being sent out, which 
raises a lot of questions. 

Over the weekend, former Director of 
National Intelligence James Clapper 
stated: 

I think in many ways our institutions are 
under assault both externally—and that’s 
the big news here is the Russian interference 
in our election system—and I think as well 
our institutions are under assault internally. 

So we have the former Director of 
National Intelligence, Mr. Clapper, 
saying we have some problems inter-
nally. 

The only way we are going to get to 
the bottom of this, the only way we are 
going to find out what this loyalty 
oath is all about or how Mr. Trump 
came to the conclusion to fire Mr. 
Comey or, more recently, where we 
hear Mr. Comey has memos of a meet-
ing in which the President asked him 
to go easy on an investigation, which 
could rise to obstruction of justice— 
the only way we are going to get to the 
bottom of all this is by having an inde-
pendent special counsel prosecutor ap-
pointed by the Department of Justice. 
That is what needs to be done. The 
facts need to go where they take us, 
but we also have to have an investiga-
tion that has the credibility that it 
will not be interfered with by the 
President of the United States. The 
only way to do that is by having spe-
cial counsel appointed by the Depart-
ment of Justice. It is the only way to 
restore the reputation of the Depart-
ment of Justice. 

I might say that we also need to un-
derstand exactly what Russia was 
doing here in the United States. There 
are so many examples of Russia being 
aggressive in our campaign. We know 
they wanted to discredit the American 
campaign. We know they took sides in 
favor of Mr. Trump over Mrs. Clinton. 
We know they hacked information. We 
know they used misinformation. We 
know they used cyber and social media 
in order to further their advancements. 
We also know they met with represent-
atives of the Trump campaign. The 
American people have a right to under-
stand exactly what those contacts were 
all about. That is why I filed the reso-
lution, which is supported by many of 

my colleagues, to set up a 9/11 inde-
pendent commission in order to get to 
the bottom of what is happening. That 
can be done simultaneously with the 
work being done by the Senate Intel-
ligence Committee, which is important 
work for us to do, but we also need to 
have an independent commission in 
order to determine exactly what Russia 
was doing so we can take the necessary 
steps to prevent this from occurring in 
the future. 

There are a lot of unanswered ques-
tions. People say: Well, how can you 
call for action if you don’t know all the 
facts? I am calling for us to know all 
the facts. I am calling for us to under-
stand exactly why on one day the 
White House sends out one story that 
the Department of Justice rec-
ommended the firing of Mr. Comey, and 
then on the next day the President 
said: No, I decided that before I met 
with the Attorney General and the 
Deputy Attorney General. 

We need to understand why there was 
a conversation in which Mr. Comey has 
notes that indicate Mr. Trump wanted 
him to go easy in an investigation. 
That is a pretty serious charge. We 
need to understand this information. 
That is why it is impossible for the De-
partment of Justice to do an inde-
pendent investigation. It will always be 
suspect as to whether that investiga-
tion of the President of the United 
States or the White House will have 
impact as to how that investigation is 
being done because there is already 
evidence that they tried to do that pre-
viously in this investigation. 

The law is clear; the law is clear as 
to how special prosecutors and counsel 
are appointed where conflicts exist. 
The Department of Justice has this au-
thority. We know that Attorney Gen-
eral Sessions has recused himself from 
the Russia investigation. Deputy At-
torney General Rosenstein now has the 
authority to make that decision. He 
should clearly make that decision, not 
because it is the right thing to do— 
which it is, which it is—and we have 
the obligation to make sure the Amer-
ican people get all the facts as to what 
happened here, but it is also the rep-
utation of the Department of Justice 
that is at stake. 

I urge my colleagues to continue. I 
know we will have a chance tomorrow 
in our meeting with Mr. Rosenstein, 
but I would urge us to listen to what 
the American people are saying and 
recognize that we are an independent 
branch of government, and one of our 
principal responsibilities is oversight— 
and oversight of the executive branch 
of government. I urge us to carry out 
that responsibility by collectively—it 
shouldn’t be partisan—collectively 
telling the Department of Justice: Get 
all the facts, do it in an independent 
way, appoint an independent pros-
ecutor, let the facts lead us where they 
are going to lead us, and let’s not pre-
judge. But this is a serious, serious 
matter. 

In order to protect ourselves from an 
aggressive enemy—and that is Russia, 

which is trying to bring down our 
democratic government, which has now 
been acknowledged not just by the in-
telligence community over and over 
again, but their ability to try to com-
promise our system is now much better 
understood—we need to have that inde-
pendent commission devoted to giving 
us the recommendations to keep Amer-
ica safe. 

I urge my colleagues to exercise that 
independent function and to set up an 
independent commission. 

Madam President, I suggest the ab-
sence of a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will call the roll. 

The senior assistant legislative clerk 
proceeded to call the roll. 

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

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

NATIONAL POLICE WEEK 
Mr. DONNELLY. Mr. President, I rise 

today to honor our law enforcement of-
ficers during National Police Week and 
to talk about the importance of sup-
porting law enforcement, including 
their mental health. 

During National Police Week, we rec-
ognize and remember the sacrifices of 
the law enforcement officers we lost in 
the line of duty in 2016. Every day and 
through every night in communities 
across Indiana and our country, law en-
forcement officers are patrolling our 
streets, arriving at the scenes of chal-
lenging and often traumatic incidents, 
and even putting themselves in harm’s 
way as they do their best to keep our 
families safe. They help ensure that 
our children can be safe at the neigh-
borhood playground and our seniors 
can sit peacefully on their front porch. 
They help keep drugs off our streets, 
they are called to the scenes of opioid 
and heroin overdoses, and they help 
stem the violence and crime that has 
plagued many of our communities for 
far too long. 

Our law enforcement officers put on 
the uniform every day. They head out 
the door to serve us, while their family 
members say a prayer hoping they 
come back safely into their family’s 
loving arms at the end of their shift. 
Sadly, sometimes they do not. 

In my home State of Indiana, our law 
enforcement lost one of their own last 
year when the Howard County sheriff’s 
deputy, Carl Koontz, was shot and 
killed during a raid in Russiaville, IN, 
last March. 

Deputy Koontz was only 27 years old, 
in the prime of his life, and had dedi-
cated himself to serving and protecting 
the communities he loved. He left be-
hind his wife Kassie and their young 
son Noah. 

Deputy Koontz’s loss was felt not 
just in Kokomo, not just in Howard 
County, but in cities and towns across 
our State. He represented the very best 
our State has to offer. He was smart, 
talented, and service driven, working 
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