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It was the result of several days of
negotiations and hard work. The Re-
publican leader and I spent a lot of
time on this, and I thank him for that,
as did Senators CRAPO, BROWN, CARDIN,
CORKER, SHAHEEN, DURBIN, and MENEN-
DEZ. I thank each of them for their ef-
forts and their expertise in getting this
done.

In particular, I thank Senator
CARDIN, ranking member of the For-
eign Relations Committee, who is one
of the most trusted voices in our cau-
cus on this issue. He did an excellent
job of forging a bipartisan consensus on
this committee with little regard for
the credit he would receive. I also want
to thank Senator BROWN, our ranking
member on Banking, who has been
steadfast in making sure we would get
a good, effective sanctions bill done.
We wouldn’t have done this also with-
out Senators SHAHEEN, DURBIN, MENEN-
DEZ, and their staffs. I thank all of
them.

The final result of these negotiations
is a good result for our country. By
codifying the existing sanctions and re-
quiring congressional review of any de-
cision to weaken or lift them, we are
ensuring that the United States con-
tinues to punish President Putin for
his reckless and destabilizing actions. I
believe it is particularly significant
that a bipartisan coalition is seeking
to reestablish Congress as a final arbi-
ter of sanctions relief, no matter what
the administration does, particularly,
considering that this administration
has been too eager to put sanctions re-
lief on the table. These additional
sanctions will also send a powerful and
bipartisan statement to Russia and any
other country that might try to inter-
fere in our elections that they will be
punished, and Congress will stand firm
in making sure they are punished,
Democrats and Republicans.

Again, I thank my Republican and
Democratic colleagues for putting
party aside, for doing what is best for
the country. I hope this agreement
quickly passes both the House and Sen-
ate, and we hope the President will
sign this legislation as well, even
though it cedes the power to Congress.

——

SPECIAL COUNSEL MUELLER

Mr. SCHUMER. Mr. President, I am
frankly disturbed by the new strategy
on the hard right to discredit Special
Counsel Mueller and sully his reputa-
tion. Their strategy is clear. They
know or suspect that facts might not
be good for the President so they are
trying to vilify the man who is in
charge of finding them, but they have
chosen the wrong man. Anyone who en-
gages in these baseless attacks about
Mr. Mueller’s character is only heaping
dishonor upon themselves.

Mr. Mueller is known for his service
to America and for his integrity. He is
a straight arrow. He is a Republican.
Only a few weeks ago, these same hard-
right commentators and pundits were
praising Mr. Mueller. They were
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lauding his qualities. Even Attorney
General Jeff Sessions has unequivo-
cally praised Mr. Mueller in the past
for his service and credibility. Sessions
said, Mueller’s ‘‘integrity is undoubted
. . . his experience and love of country
is undoubted.”

To these hard-right commentators
who are attacking this honorable man
who is trying to do a job for our coun-
try and see that the rule of law is
obeyed, read what Attorney General
Sessions has said.

Now, because Director Comey’s testi-
mony has made President Trump’s ac-
tions less and less defendable, these
hard-right commentators have turned
tail. They have started an ad hominem,
nasty assault on a career public serv-
ant and a very fine man.

A close associate of the President,
Mr. Christopher Ruddy, has even in-
sinuated that the President might fire
Special Counsel Mueller. I can’t think
of a worse move for the President at
this time. I would have him look back
in history and see what happened to a
President who tried to do the same
thing.

I have one question. What are these
people who are attacking Mueller
afraid of? Are they afraid of what Mr.
Mueller is going to find? Is the White
House afraid of what Mr. Mueller is
going to uncover?

It seems pretty obvious that if they
were not worried, they would Ilet
Mueller proceed because they would be
confident he would find nothing. I find
no other legitimate reason why the
critics would flip so quickly to attack
a man of integrity unless they were
worried about what he might find.
Again, if the White House truly has
nothing to hide, they ought to encour-
age Special Counsel Mueller to inves-
tigate. They should let him do his job.

When people say ‘‘where there is
smoke, there is fire,”” they are pointing
to actions like this, and it makes the
American people distrustful of the
White House and their allies.

I know these attacks probably don’t
bother Mr. Mueller. He has a very
strong spine, and he will go after the
facts regardless of the noise around
him, but they are bothersome, they are
wrong, and they are nasty.

One of the most important things in
our democracy is a bedrock faith in the
rule of law; that no person is above the
rule of law. The President’s allies are
going to attack every single law en-
forcement agent involved in the Russia
investigation. If the White House ever
joins in those attacks, it will greatly
erode the American people’s faith in
the rule of law and do significant dam-
age to our democracy at a time when it
seems somewhat more fragile than it
has in the past. This is not a game.
This is not fun.

This is a very serious investigation
that is headed by one of the most
trusted men in Washington. It is about
foreign interference in our elections,
something that eats at—that corrodes
the very roots of our democracy, the
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very wellspring of our being, and pride
as a nation. I would urge that these at-
tacks on Mr. Mueller be ceased and
that my friends on the other side join
me in defending his reputation. They
have gone a little too far.

————

HEALTHCARE LEGISLATION

Mr. SCHUMER. Mr. President, fi-
nally on healthcare, there are only 11
calendar days of Senate business left
before the July 4th recess, and yet Re-
publicans are looking to vote on a final
healthcare bill before the deadline, and
not a soul outside the Republican cau-
cus has seen the bill. I am not sure that
every Member of the Republican cau-
cus inside has seen it.

To everyone in America, this should
be a red alert. This should be a red
alert for doctors, hospital administra-
tors, and patient groups, groups that
represent older Americans, groups that
fight for children’s healthcare, groups
that fight for better treatment for sub-
stance abuse and mental health. This
should be a red alert for working fami-
lies across this country whose lives de-
pend on affordable healthcare and yet
have no earthly idea what their rep-
resentatives in Congress might pass in
just 2 short weeks.

They might never know. The Repub-
licans have not scheduled a single com-
mittee hearing—not one—not a single
committee hearing on a bill that would
reorganize one-sixth of the American
economy, touch the lives of millions of
Americans—a life-and-death issue for
some—not a single committee hearing
or public debate on a bill that would
potentially change drastically the way
Medicaid is funded, the way women are
treated in our healthcare system, the
way we treat older Americans and
those with preexisting conditions.

Why on Earth haven’t we had a single
committee hearing on a bill of this
magnitude? Why on Earth is this bill
being hidden from public view?

There is only one reason. The Repub-
lican majority is afraid of the Amer-
ican people learning what is in their
healthcare bill. They don’t want the
American people to know how much
they cut and destroy Medicaid or how
fat of a tax break they give to the
wealthiest few because they know the
backlash would be severe. In short, by
their actions, it seems our Republican
colleagues are ashamed of this bill, and
they know their chances of passing the
Republican healthcare bill would plum-
met if they release a bill that looks
anything like the House healthcare
bill, which only a tiny sliver of Ameri-
cans support—17 percent in the last
poll. The majority of Republicans and
the majority of Trump voters are op-
posed to TrumpCare.

So our Republican colleagues have
made a calculation, which is ulti-
mately self-defeating, to keep their
healthcare bill hidden from view under
lock and key until the last possible
moment. Maybe this is the only strat-
egy to pass a bill as unpopular as this
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bill is going to be. Maybe it will shield
their bill from criticism in the short
term, but make no mistake, there will
be a reckoning if this bill is passed.

Passing a bill of this scale, with so
many consequences for the American
people, without telling them what is in
it, without telling them how they
would fare, the political retribution
will be swift. It will be a catastrophe
for the Republican Party. I am afraid,
worse, this bill will be a catastrophe
for the American people.

I yield the floor.

——
RESERVATION OF LEADER TIME

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under
the previous order, the leadership time
is reserved.

—————

CONCLUSION OF MORNING
BUSINESS

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Morning
business is closed.

Under the previous order, the Sen-
ator from Kentucky or his designee
will be recognized.

The Senator from Kentucky.

———

MOTION TO DISCHARGE—S.J. RES.
42

Mr. PAUL. Mr. President, pursuant
to the Arms Export Control Act of 1976,
I move to discharge the Foreign Rela-
tions Committee from further consid-
eration of S.J. Res. 42, relating to the
disapproval of the proposed foreign
military sale to the Government of
Saudi Arabia.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under
the previous order, the time until 12:30
p.m. will be equally divided between
the proponents and opponents of the
motion to discharge.

Mr. PAUL. Mr. President, today is an
extraordinary day. Today is an auspi-
cious day, for we will be discussing
issues of war and peace.

Believe it or not, we rarely discuss
such important issues. We have been at
war for 15 years. There have been a
handful of debates—most of them indi-
rect, most of them forced only under
duress, and most of them would have
been avoided if the leadership of both
parties could avoid them, but today
they cannot avoid this debate because
this is what is called a privileged mo-
tion.

Today we will discuss the involve-
ment of the United States in the Mid-
dle East, and we will also discuss
whether we should engage in a new war
in Yemen. Today we will discuss an
arms sale to Saudi Arabia that threat-
ens the lives of millions of Yemenis,
but we will discuss something even
more important than an arms sale, we
will discuss whether we should be ac-
tively involved. Should the TUnited
States be actively involved with refuel-
ing the Saudi planes, with picking tar-

gets, with having advisers on the
ground? Should we be at war in
Yemen?
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If you remember your Constitution,
it says no President has that author-
ity—only to repel imminent attack—
but no President alone has the unilat-
eral authority to take us to war. Yet
here we are on the verge of war.

What will war mean for Yemen? Sev-
enteen million folks in Yemen live on
the brink of starvation. I think to my-
self, is there ever anything important
that can happen in Washington? Is
there anything I can do to save some of
the millions of children who are dying
in Yemen? This is it. This is this de-
bate today.

It isn’t about an arms sale, it is
about children like Ali, who died. Why
are they dying? Because the Soviets
have blockaded the ports. Ninety per-
cent of Yemen’s food comes in from the
ocean and they can get no food and
they are starving and dying of cholera
because of war. We think of famine
being related to the weather. Some-
times it is, but more often than not
famine is related to man, is manmade,
and the most common cause is war.

How bad is it in Yemen? Seventeen
million people live on the edge of star-
vation. Some, like Ali, have already
died. What are people saying about it?
They say that the humanitarian crisis
in Yemen may be worse than Syria.

Let me repeat that because nobody in
America is listening to this. Everybody
is paying attention to some silly show
trials and silly stuff going on in com-
mittees. Nobody is talking about this
at all. They say it is worse than Syria.
Millions of people have fled Syria. Hun-
dreds of thousands have died, and peo-
ple are now predicting Yemen may be
worse.

One refugee group said this: The im-
pending famine in Yemen may reach
Biblical proportions. Think about that.
It is astounding what is going on there,
and it is being done without your per-
mission but with your weapons.

Today I will force a vote with the
help of Senator MURPHY, who has been
a prime mover in this, to tell you the
truth, and has done a great job in
bringing people together, but we will
force this vote for these children in
Yemen because we have a chance today
to stop the carnage. We have a chance
to tell Saudi Arabia we have had
enough.

The question is, Should we give
money or arms to Saudi Arabia at all?
What has Saudi Arabia done over the
last 30 years? They have been the No. 1
exporter of jihadist philosophy, the No.
1 exporter of let’s hate America, let’s
hate the Judeo-Christian ethic, let’s
hate the Judeo-Christian tradition. It
is coming from Saudi Arabia. They
teach it in the schools in our country.
They teach it in the schools in Indo-
nesia. They corrupt the religion of
Islam throughout the world, and we are
going to give them weapons? I think it
is a huge, huge mistake.

If you say: Well, I doubt that. There
is no way they are that bad. Don’t they
share intelligence with us? Don’t they
help us in the war on terror?
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Yes, every time they help us, they
hurt us twofold worse. I will give you
an example directly from Hillary Clin-
ton. When she is writing honestly and
not talking to the public, she sends an
email to John Podesta. This is one that
was leaked through WikiLeaks. Writ-
ing to John Podesta, Hillary Clinton
said: We must put pressure on Saudi
Arabia and Qatar because they are sup-
plying logistical and financial support
to ISIL.

ISIS is the group we are fighting in
the Middle East again, and Saudi Ara-
bia was supplying them. This is accord-
ing to Hillary Clinton, not indirectly
but directly.

Who in their right mind would give
money, arms, or share our technology
with a country that has been sup-
porting ISIS? Who would do that? Who
would think that is a good idea? Yet
they will come here and say that it is
about Iran, and we have to combat Iran
everywhere.

Guess what. This may make the situ-
ation with Iran worse. What do you
think Iran thinks when Saudi Arabia
gets weapons? They think to them-
selves, well, if the Saudis are getting
more, we need more.

What do you think Israel thinks? If
the Saudis get more, we need more.

Have you ever heard of an arms race?
That is what this is. We are fueling an
arms race in the Middle East. Every
side wants more. You say: Well, we
have to do this. We have to combat
Iran.

Do you know how much the Gulf
sheikhdoms, Saudi Arabia, and all
their allies—the ones who are bombing
the hell out of Yemen—do you know
how their military spending compares
to that of Iran? It is 8 to 1. All of the
money is in the Gulf h. All of the
power, all of the weapons are in the
Gulf sheikhdoms. They have more
weapons and spend more on weapons—
8 to 1—than Iran.

We are going to vote on Iran sanc-
tions this week, and they say that they
don’t want ballistic missiles Iran. Well,
I don’t either. The best way to do that
is to put pressure on Saudi Arabia.

How would you put pressure on Saudi
Arabia? Maybe we wouldn’t sell them
arms. Maybe we would withhold the
sale of arms until they come to the
table and we get a ballistic agreement
with Iran. It is a naive and foolish no-
tion to think that Iran is going to give
up on their ballistic weapons. They are
never giving up on their ballistic weap-
ons unless Saudi Arabia did the same
thing.

People don’t talk about this, but
Saudi Arabia has ballistic missiles.
They have Chinese missiles. They are
called the Dongfeng-21 N-3. They have
dozens of these. Do you know where
they are pointed? Tehran and Tel Aviv.

Saudi Arabia is no friend of Israel.
Do they cooperate with Israel some?
Yes, but their missiles are pointed at
Tel Aviv, Israel. Saudi Arabia’s other
missiles are pointed at Tehran. Are
these missiles nuclear capable? Yes.
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