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There are still three Americans who 

are being detained by the North Kore-
ans. They should be released imme-
diately, and we should do everything 
we can do as a country to secure their 
release. 

Otto’s case is a reminder that we 
must, on the one hand, increase pres-
sure on North Korea to force them to 
change. There will soon be more to dis-
cuss on that. At the same time, we 
have to maintain an open line of com-
munication to deal with the deadly se-
rious issues we face. Those are some of 
the lessons I have taken from the last 
18 months. 

Fred, Cindy, and the entire Warmbier 
family have been incredibly strong 
through this ordeal. No one should 
have to go through what that family 
has experienced. My wife Jane and I 
will continue to be at their side, in-
cluding at the funeral service tomor-
row in Wyoming, OH. 

I urge my colleagues and everybody 
listening at home to continue to hold 
up this family in prayer, but also let’s 
ensure that this tragedy is a wake-up 
call about the true nature of this bru-
tal regime. 

Mr. President, I yield back. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-

ator from Massachusetts. 
HEALTHCARE LEGISLATION 

Ms. WARREN. Mr. President, Presi-
dent Trump said last week that the 
healthcare bill passed by the House was 
‘‘mean,’’ and then he said the Senate 
should make the bill more ‘‘generous, 
kind [and] with heart.’’ It sounds like 
the President is having second 
thoughts about this Republican bill. 

So now, Mr. President, you are wak-
ing up and noticing just how heartless 
this bill is; you know, the bill your Re-
publican buddies in Congress slapped 
together in a back room; you know, the 
one you celebrated with a big press 
conference in the Rose Garden a few 
weeks ago; you know, the bill that you 
and House Republicans gave each other 
high fives over for taking away 
healthcare from millions of people, and 
now it sounds like you want a do-over. 

Too bad no one explained to the 
President that mean is just part of the 
deal the Republicans have struck. 
Mean is baked into every sentence of 
this bill. When you set out to trade 
health insurance of millions of Amer-
ican families for massive tax cuts for 
the wealthy, things get real mean fast. 

This mean bill does a lot of things, 
but some of the meanest things about 
it are how hard it will hit American 
women. To pay for the hundreds of bil-
lions of dollars in tax cuts for this bill, 
Republicans chose to make one of their 
classic moves—a sort of old reliable for 
Republican men: attack women’s 
healthcare. 

Let’s run through just a few exam-
ples. Today, most people helped by 
Medicaid are women. The Republican 
bill cuts Medicaid by $834 billion. Re-
publicans say millions of women who 
lose healthcare will do just fine. 

Today, plans on the individual mar-
ket have to cover maternity care and 

treatment for postpartum depression. 
The Republican bill says: Forget it. Let 
the States drop those benefits. Women 
are the only ones using them anyway. 

Today, the law says you can’t charge 
women more by labeling things like 
pregnancy as preexisting conditions. 
The Republican bill says: Who cares? 
Go for it. 

Today, women can choose healthcare 
providers they trust the most, but the 
Republicans want to eliminate that 
choice by cutting funding for Planned 
Parenthood. Republicans say women 
can do just fine without the care they 
need. 

Frankly, I am sick of many coming 
down to the Senate floor to explain to 
Republicans what Planned Parenthood 
does. I am sick of explaining that it 
provides millions of women with birth 
control, cancer screenings, and STI 
tests every year. I am sick of pointing 
out, again and again, that Federal dol-
lars do not fund abortion services at 
Planned Parenthood or anywhere else. 
Women come to the floor, we explain, 
we cite facts, but Republicans would 
rather base healthcare policy on poli-
tics than on facts. 

Speaker RYAN called this mean bill 
pro-life, but this is just the biggest po-
litical play of all. Calling something 
pro-life will not keep women from 
dying in back-alley abortions. It will 
not help women pay for the cancer 
screenings that could save their lives. 
It will not help them take care of their 
families, have safe sex, or afford their 
medical bills. The pro-life label is the 
Republicans playing politics with wom-
en’s lives. 

Let’s be blunt. The Republican bill 
will make it more likely—not less like-
ly—that women and their children will 
die. Women aren’t fools. We can feel 
the difference. We can tell the dif-
ference between reality and lies, and 
that is why we are here today. That is 
why we are fighting back on the Senate 
floor today. 

Right now, 13 Senators—all men—are 
sitting in a room writing revisions to 
the secret Republican bill. These 13 
men will not show us the bill and will 
not hold hearings on its contents. Just 
in case anyone missed the point, please 
note that all 13 of these men have al-
ready voted during their time in the 
Senate to reduce women’s access to 
contraception and abortion. Repub-
licans have told the press that Ameri-
cans shouldn’t worry about the fact 
that women are shut out because 
‘‘reduc[ing]’’ the 13 men to their gender 
is a ‘‘game . . . of identity politics.’’ 

This is not identity politics, and it is 
certainly not a game. This bill will af-
fect every woman in this country, and 
we know what is going on behind 
closed doors: 13 men are trading away 
women’s healthcare for tax cuts for the 
rich. 

American women deserve better than 
this mean Republican bill, and Amer-
ican women are here to fight back. 

Thank you. 
I yield the floor. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Idaho. 

Mr. CRAPO. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent to speak 5 minutes 
before the vote. 

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

NOMINATION OF MARSHALL BILLINGSLEA 
Mr. CRAPO. Mr. President, I rise in 

support of Mr. Marshall Billingslea, 
who has been nominated to serve as As-
sistant Secretary of the Treasury for 
Terrorist Financing. 

Mr. Billingslea proved at his nomina-
tion hearing before the Banking Com-
mittee that he is exceptionally quali-
fied for this job. As Assistant Sec-
retary for Terrorist Financing, Mr. 
Billingslea would be in charge of co-
ordinating Treasury’s efforts on ter-
rorist financing, anti-money laun-
dering, and other illicit financial 
threats to the domestic and inter-
national financial system. 

Mr. Billingslea would work with the 
entire national security and law en-
forcement communities, the private 
sector, foreign governments, and other 
entities to carry out this mission. 

As demonstrated at his confirmation 
hearing, his unique background in-
cludes 22 years of experience working 
with these entities to protect the Na-
tion, and it also includes time in the 
legislative and executive branches, as 
well as the private sector. After 9/11, 
Mr. Billingslea served in senior posi-
tions in the Department of Defense and 
NATO. Prior to that, he worked on na-
tional security affairs at the Senate 
Foreign Relations Committee, where 
he drafted numerous pieces of sections 
of legislation intended to combat weap-
ons of mass destruction and disrupt 
terrorist networks. 

Mr. Billingslea’s qualifications and 
capabilities were affirmed when he re-
ceived bipartisan support from the 
Banking Committee in a 19-to-4 vote. 

Before we proceed to the cloture vote 
on Mr. Billingslea, we will have a final 
vote on Ms. Sigal Mandelker’s nomina-
tion to be Under Secretary of the 
Treasury for Terrorism and Financial 
Crimes, which I spoke about yesterday. 

These two positions are critically im-
portant to defending our Nation from 
threats and securing our interests. As 
Assistant Secretary, Mr. Billingslea 
would work closely with Ms. 
Mandelker as head of the policy and 
outreach apparatus for the Office of 
Terrorism and Financial Intelligence, 
which Ms. Mandelker would lead. 

As we saw with the Senate passage of 
the Iran sanctions bill and our Russia 
sanctions amendment last week, there 
is strong bipartisan support in Con-
gress to remain strong against these 
Nations. As with the passage of that 
bill, I urge my colleagues to confirm 
Ms. Mandelker and to move forward 
with Mr. Billingslea’s nomination so 
they can carry out the important work 
for which we have already shown such 
strong bipartisan support. 

Thank you. I yield the floor. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under 

the previous order, the question is, Will 
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the Senate advise and consent to the 
Mandelker nomination? 

Mr. STRANGE. 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 senior assistant legislative clerk 

called the roll. 
The result was announced—yeas 96, 

nays 4, as follows: 
[Rollcall Vote No. 150 Ex.] 

YEAS—96 

Alexander 
Baldwin 
Barrasso 
Bennet 
Blumenthal 
Blunt 
Boozman 
Brown 
Burr 
Cantwell 
Capito 
Cardin 
Carper 
Casey 
Cassidy 
Cochran 
Collins 
Coons 
Corker 
Cornyn 
Cortez Masto 
Cotton 
Crapo 
Cruz 
Daines 
Donnelly 
Duckworth 
Durbin 
Enzi 
Ernst 
Feinstein 
Fischer 

Flake 
Franken 
Gardner 
Graham 
Grassley 
Hassan 
Hatch 
Heinrich 
Heitkamp 
Heller 
Hirono 
Hoeven 
Inhofe 
Isakson 
Johnson 
Kaine 
Kennedy 
King 
Klobuchar 
Lankford 
Leahy 
Lee 
Manchin 
Markey 
McCain 
McCaskill 
McConnell 
Menendez 
Merkley 
Moran 
Murkowski 
Murphy 

Murray 
Nelson 
Paul 
Perdue 
Peters 
Portman 
Reed 
Risch 
Roberts 
Rounds 
Rubio 
Sanders 
Sasse 
Schatz 
Schumer 
Scott 
Shaheen 
Shelby 
Stabenow 
Strange 
Sullivan 
Tester 
Thune 
Tillis 
Toomey 
Udall 
Van Hollen 
Warner 
Whitehouse 
Wicker 
Wyden 
Young 

NAYS—4 

Booker 
Gillibrand 

Harris 
Warren 

The nomination was confirmed. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. LEE). 

The majority leader. 
Mr. MCCONNELL. Mr. President, I 

ask unanimous consent that the mo-
tion to reconsider be considered made 
and laid upon the table and the Presi-
dent be immediately notified of the 
Senate’s action. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there 
objection? 

Without objection, it is so ordered. 
f 

CLOTURE MOTION 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Pursuant 
to rule XXII, the Chair lays before the 
Senate the pending cloture motion, 
which the clerk will state. 

The senior assistant 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 nomi-
nation of Marshall Billingslea, of Virginia, 
to be Assistant Secretary for Terrorist Fi-
nancing, Department of the Treasury. 

Mitch McConnell, Orrin Hatch, John 
Hoeven, John Cornyn, John Barrasso, 
John Boozman, Mike Rounds, Chuck 
Grassley, Steve Daines, Thom Tillis, 
John Thune, Mike Crapo, Bill Cassidy, 
James Inhofe, Thad Cochran, Tom Cot-
ton, Roger Wicker. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. By unan-
imous consent, the mandatory quorum 
call has been waived. 

The question is, Is it the sense of the 
Senate that debate on the nomination 
of Marshall Billingslea, of Virginia, to 
be Assistant Secretary for Terrorist Fi-
nancing, Department of the Treasury, 
shall be brought to a close? 

The yeas and nays are mandatory 
under the rule. 

The clerk will call the roll. 
The assistant bill clerk called the 

roll. 
Mr. DURBIN. I announce that the 

Senator from Vermont (Mr. LEAHY) is 
necessarily absent. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Are there 
any other Senators in the Chamber de-
siring to vote? 

The yeas and nays resulted—yeas 65, 
nays 34, as follows: 

[Rollcall Vote No. 151 Ex.] 

YEAS—65 

Alexander 
Baldwin 
Barrasso 
Bennet 
Blunt 
Boozman 
Burr 
Capito 
Cardin 
Cassidy 
Cochran 
Collins 
Coons 
Corker 
Cornyn 
Cotton 
Crapo 
Cruz 
Daines 
Donnelly 
Duckworth 
Enzi 

Ernst 
Fischer 
Flake 
Gardner 
Graham 
Grassley 
Hatch 
Heitkamp 
Heller 
Hoeven 
Inhofe 
Isakson 
Johnson 
Kaine 
Kennedy 
King 
Lankford 
Lee 
Manchin 
McCaskill 
McConnell 
Moran 

Murkowski 
Nelson 
Paul 
Perdue 
Portman 
Risch 
Roberts 
Rounds 
Rubio 
Sasse 
Scott 
Shelby 
Strange 
Sullivan 
Tester 
Thune 
Tillis 
Toomey 
Warner 
Wicker 
Young 

NAYS—34 

Blumenthal 
Booker 
Brown 
Cantwell 
Carper 
Casey 
Cortez Masto 
Durbin 
Feinstein 
Franken 
Gillibrand 
Harris 

Hassan 
Heinrich 
Hirono 
Klobuchar 
Markey 
McCain 
Menendez 
Merkley 
Murphy 
Murray 
Peters 
Reed 

Sanders 
Schatz 
Schumer 
Shaheen 
Stabenow 
Udall 
Van Hollen 
Warren 
Whitehouse 
Wyden 

NOT VOTING—1 

Leahy 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. On this 
vote, the yeas are 65, the nays are 34. 

The motion is agreed to. 
f 

EXECUTIVE CALENDAR 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will report the nomination. 

The assistant bill clerk read the 
nomination of Marshall Billingslea, of 
Virginia, to be Assistant Secretary for 
Terrorist Financing, Department of the 
Treasury. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ma-
jority leader. 

FREE SPEECH 

Mr. MCCONNELL. Mr. President, 
today I wish to touch on a topic that, 
as I announced recently, I am going to 
continue to speak about in the coming 
weeks and months on the Senate floor; 
that is, the right of free speech. 

This fundamental right is one of our 
most cherished. It forms the beating 
heart of our democracy. It sits at the 
core of our civic identity. Yet, these 
days, it seems to be coming under an 
increasing threat all across our coun-
try. 

The challenges it faces are different 
from what we have seen in the recent 
past, but we must confront these, too, 
if we are to preserve this right for fu-
ture generations. That is certainly 
what I intend to do. I know others 
share that commitment, and I hope 
more colleagues will join in this effort 
as well. 

Our colleagues know this is a topic I 
have devoted a large part of my career 
to. Throughout the Obama years, I 
warned that our ability to freely en-
gage in civic life and organize in de-
fense of our beliefs was under coordi-
nated assault from an administration 
that appeared determined to shut up 
anyone—anyone—who challenged it. 
These efforts to suppress speech were 
well documented, they extended 
throughout the Federal Government, 
and they were often aided by the 
Obama administration’s allies here in 
Congress. 

There were threats before then as 
well. I know, because I took up the 
fight against many of them. Some-
times it was a lonely battle. Often it 
was an unpopular one, but, in my view, 
it was necessary because whether the 
threats to free speech came from the 
IRS or the Obama administration’s 
SEC, they shared a similar goal: to 
shut down or scare off the stage those 
who chose to think differently. 

Today, however, the threat to free 
speech is evolving. The speech suppres-
sion crowd may no longer control the 
levers of Federal power, but it hasn’t 
given up its commitment to silencing 
those with an opposing view. 

Yesterday, in the Judiciary Com-
mittee, Chairman GRASSLEY held a 
hearing to explore the worsening prob-
lem of a lack of tolerance on college 
campuses—imagine that, college cam-
puses of all places—for the views of 
others—lack of tolerance on college 
campuses for the views of others. One 
of the witnesses at the hearing was 
Floyd Abrams, whom our former col-
league Senator Moynihan rightly de-
scribed as ‘‘the most significant First 
Amendment lawyer of our age.’’ Mr. 
Abrams noted that we are witnessing 
‘‘an extraordinary perilous moment 
with respect to free speech on cam-
puses’’ where ‘‘too many students . . . 
seem to want to see and hear only 
views they already hold. And to pre-
vent others from hearing views with 
which they differ.’’ 

So what could account for this? 
A profound lack of information is one 

answer. For example, Mr. Abrams cites 
a study where ‘‘nearly a third of col-
lege students could not even identify 
the First Amendment as the one that 
deals with freedom of speech.’’ 

The day before, across the street, the 
Supreme Court reminded us of the im-
portance of a vibrant right to free 
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