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His condition is critical, and we are
running out of time to act on his be-
half.

Although Chinese authorities com-
pelled the Lius to sign an affidavit al-
legedly attesting to their satisfaction
with the medical care they have re-
ceived in China and their wish to re-
main there, Liu Xia has communicated
to their attorney their desire to spend
Liu Xiaobo’s final days in America.
PRC doctors insisted that Dr. Liu was
too ill to travel, but medical experts
from the United States and Germany—
one of them being Dr. Joseph Herman
of the MD Anderson Cancer Center of
the University of Texas—visited Dr.
Liu and attested to the contrary.
Issuing a joint statement, they agreed
that Dr. Liu ‘‘can be safely transported
with appropriate medical evacuation
care and support.” They then issued
this stark warning: ‘‘However, the
medical evacuation would have to take
place as quickly as possible.”

The urgency of this situation goes
beyond Liu Xiaobo. Liu Xia’s liveli-
hood is inextricably linked to the abil-
ity of the two of them to leave China.
Due to his imprisonment, Liu Xiaobo
has been unable to receive his $1.5 mil-
lion in prize money from the Nor-
wegian Nobel Committee. The holdup
of transferring the funds is merely rou-
tine: a signed form from Dr. Liu and an
open bank account with his name on it.
But China has prevented these tech-
nical steps from progressing. If Liu
Xiaobo dies without receiving this ac-
count, Liu Xia will be left destitute
with no money. I shudder to think
what a life would hold for the wife of
China’s boldest political prisoner.

Only one man stands between a dying
man’s wish and his wife’s livelihood
and freedom: Xi Jinping. Although no
one action can undo the turmoil that
the Lius have suffered over the past 28
years, it is not too late to do the right
thing and to allow this man and his
wife to spend their last days together
according to their wishes.

It wouldn’t be the first time that Xi
has made a similar decision. Earlier
this year, he agreed, after consulta-
tions with the Trump administration,
to release an imprisoned Houstonian,
Sandy Phan-Gillis, who was incarcer-
ated on false charges. Although noth-
ing could bring back the 2 years of sep-
aration from her family, she and her
family are now reunited—something I
spent considerable time urging and en-
couraging and was grateful to see come
to pass.

Lest Xi forget, even Kim Jong Un,
the dictator in North Korea, allowed
Otto Warmbier, a young American col-
lege student from Ohio—in the prime of
his life before torture and abuse left
him in a coma—to return home for his
final hours. Surely, Xi can show the
same degree of humanity shown by
Kim Jong Un.

Indeed, toward that end, the bill that
I have introduced numerous times to
rename the street in front of the Chi-
nese Embassy in honor of Liu Xiaobo is
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an instrument of leverage that can
help produce his freedom. In 2015, I
came to this floor and asked on three
separate occasions for unanimous con-
sent to pass my bill to rename the
street in front of the Chinese Embassy
after Liu Xiaobo. Over and over again,
sadly, Democratic Senators stood up
and objected, stymieing the effort.
Each time I advocated on behalf of Liu
Xiaobo and Liu Xia, my colleagues ex-
pressed procedural concerns: This is
counterproductive. Doing so will only
antagonize China.

Well, some of us are less concerned
about antagonizing Chinese Com-
munist dictators.

My fellow Senators assured me that
they have negotiated the release of
many political prisoners behind the
scenes. Well, that is wonderful, and I
encourage them to do so now in the few
days and weeks Liu Xiaobo has ahead.

Even so, despite repeated Democratic
objections—repeated Democratic ob-
structionism—ultimately, the TU.S.
Senate was able to pass my bill by
voice vote in the 114th Congress, and
the reason at the time was evident:
China’s stubbornness—wrongly impris-
oning a Nobel Peace laureate—required
public action to force the issue. The
end goal should be clear. It is not mere-
ly to rename a street, but rather to use
the action to shine light on the Lius
and to pressure the PRC to do the right
thing.

No Member can explain the success of
this tactic better than my good friend
Senator GRASSLEY, the senior Senator
from Iowa, who led a very similar ef-
fort in 1984 to rename the street in
front of the Soviet Embassy after
Andrei Sakharov, the famed Soviet dis-
sident. Senator GRASSLEY led that ef-
fort under Ronald Reagan, and when
the street was renamed, it meant any-
time a Soviet had to write to their Em-
bassy, they had to write Sakharov’s
name. It meant anytime you had to
pick up the phone and call the Em-
bassy and say ‘‘Where exactly do I find
this Embassy?’’ they had to address
and highlight the dissident.

For the PRC, they do not want to
highlight Liu Xiaobo because he is a
powerful voice for freedom and against
tyranny. Just as it worked against the
Soviet Union, as Reagan demonstrated,
public shaming, shining light, telling
the truth can bring down the machin-
ery of oppression. So, too, can public

shaming—shining light—secure Dr.
Liu’s freedom.
As we stand here today, we don’t

know if Xi is going to allow Dr. Liu to
come to freedom, to live out his last
days in peace, and to receive the Nobel
Peace Prize that he was so justly
awarded. If Xi does the right thing, we
can all commend the action. But if not,
I am announcing my intention to con-
tinue to press this bill, to seek its pas-
sage again in this Congress, just as the
Senate passed it in the prior Congress.
I intend to press forward and seek pas-
sage of this bill.

If Dr. Liu is not released—if he dies
in China, still under their oppression—

S3953

I intend to continue to fight until the
day when the street is named in front
of the Embassy and the Chinese Com-
munists can bow their heads in shame
at their injustice. If they don’t want to
be publicly shamed, there is an easy
path: Don’t commit shameful acts.
Truth has power. Sunshine and light
have power.

I urge my colleagues on both sides of
the aisle—Republicans and Democrats:
If there is an issue that should unite us
all, it is that a Nobel Peace laureate
speaking out for peace and democracy
should not be wrongly imprisoned in
Communist China. That should bring
us together—and the full force of the
United States.

I commend President Trump for lead-
ing on this issue, and I am hopeful that
China will see its way to doing the
right thing.

I yield the floor.

I suggest the absence of a quorum.

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr.
TiLLIS). The clerk will call the roll.

The bill clerk proceeded to call the
roll.

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

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

GETTING OUR WORK DONE

Mr. McCCAIN. Mr. President, as we
know, yesterday the majority leader
announced that he plans to delay the
start of the August recess by 2 weeks.
He stated that this delay is necessary
in order to ‘‘complete action on impor-
tant legislative items and process
nominees that have been stalled by a
lack of cooperation from our friends on
the other side of the aisle.”” Those are
the majority leader’s words.

I have no problem with the leader’s
decision. I will happily stay here an ad-
ditional 2 weeks. I will stay 3, 4, or
even b weeks as long as we have a plan
to address the serious issues that face
this Nation.

My friends, when the Senate com-
pletes its work this week, we will have
considered a whopping total this entire
week of three nominations, one of
them being a noncontroversial district
judge nominee on which the majority
leader was forced to file cloture. That
cloture vote was unanimous, 97 to 0.
Yet we were still forced to burn
postcloture time—30 hours—before
being allowed to vote earlier today on
his confirmation—a vote that was
again unanimous at 100 to 0. What?
That is the way we are doing business
in the Senate? I will repeat. The vote
to stop debate was 97 to 0 after 30
hours. After we burned 30 hours, then
we were allowed to vote earlier today—
a vote that was again unanimous at 100
to 0. Why?

We have a war on. We have men and
women in harm’s way. We have nomi-
nees stacked up, and so we are spend-
ing an entire week with three nomi-
nees. So with an incredible act of an-
other chapter in ‘‘Profiles in Courage,”
rather than say, OK, we will stay here
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Friday, we will stay here Saturday, we
will stay here Sunday, but by God we
are going to do the people’s business—
we are not doing the people’s business.

I can’t go through all the machina-
tions between the Democratic leader
and our majority leader, and I can’t go
through all the tos and fros and all of
that, but I am supposed to go back and
speak to a high school civics class and
say: I am happy to be here. I have had
a very tough week this week in the
Senate, my young friends who may
want to be engaged in public service
someday, and we voted on a district
judge 97 to 0. Thirty hours later, we
were allowed to vote on his nomina-
tion, and the vote was 100 to 0.

That is what the Senate is supposed
to do? There was no reason why we
needed to take 3 days on this nominee.

I say to my friend the Democratic
leader and I say to the Republican
leader: This type of obstruction has
gone on long enough, and it has to
stop.

As I said, I am happy to stay here for
the entire August recess to do the work
the American people sent us here to do,
but we must first have a plan of what
we are going to do and how. What are
we to say to the American people if we
stay here for several weeks, have no
legislative plan, and accomplish noth-
ing? We have been in for 6 months now.
What have we done? We have done
Gorsuch, and we have done Gorsuch,
and we have done Gorsuch, and we have
repealed some regulations—all of it
with my party in control of all three
branches of government. I am not
proud to go back to Arizona and talk
about that record of nonaccomplish-
ment.

Right now, we have no consensus on
how to repeal and replace the failed
policies of ObamaCare. I can’t tell you
the number of hours I have heard the
same arguments go around and around
and around and around. As far as I
know, there is no consensus on how to
best fund the government, no plan to
do a bipartisan budget deal, and no
path forward on appropriations bills.
This is disgraceful.

What I am asking for is simple. If we
are going to stay here to work, then
let’s get some work done. Why aren’t
we working now? Why aren’t we work-
ing tonight? There are nominees in the
Department of Defense who are before
this body, and we are in a war, and
what are we doing? We are doing a vote
on a district judge that we took 30
hours—30 hours—to discuss.

If we are going to stay here, let’s get
the work done. Let’s come in early,
stay late, negotiate a healthcare bill,
and process nominations to make sure
the administration is adequately
staffed so the executive branch can
function. Let’s renew FDA user fees to
streamline the regulatory process for
lifesaving prescription drugs. Let’s
fund the Veterans Choice Program to
ensure our veterans are able to access
care in their communities. Let’s ad-
dress the debt limit before we default
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on our payments. Let’s debate, amend,
and pass the fiscal year 2018 National
Defense Authorization Act. Perhaps,
most importantly, let’s get to work on
the budget so we can begin moving in-
dividual appropriations bills to fund
the government and not have to resort
to a continuing resolution or omnibus.

To those who may be watching, the
fact is that a continuing resolution and
an omnibus means that we have two
choices—yes or no. We don’t have an
amendment. We don’t have a way to
improve it. We are talking about tril-
lions of dollars, but we are going to
wait until we are right at the edge of
the cliff, and then my distinguished
friends and leaders on both sides will
say: You have to vote aye; you have to
vote aye because the government is
going to be shut down. I am tired of
that choice. We know it is coming. We
know the cliff is here. So what did we
do this week? We spent 30 hours dis-
cussing a district judge—30 hours de-
bating a district judge. Is that the
right use of American taxpayers’ dol-
lars?

Have we no shame?

The Senate Armed Services Com-
mittee successfully reported out the
fiscal year 2018 National Defense Au-
thorization Act 27 to 0, supporting $650
billion for the base budget for national
defense and an additional $60 billion for
Overseas Contingency Operations. At
these levels, the national defense budg-
et would be $91 billion above the Budg-
et Control Act spending cap. To put it
another way, there was unanimous, bi-
partisan support for an increase in de-
fense spending of the Budget Control
Act, capped by more than a quarter of
this body—more than a quarter of this
body, on both sides of the aisle. In one
sense this consensus isn’t surprising
because after years of budget cuts
under the BCA sequestration, our mili-
tary faces a serious crisis. As we ask
them to do more and more in an in-
creasingly dangerous world, Congress
has failed to provide our men and
women in uniform with the training,
resources, and capabilities they need.

I will repeat that. Congress has failed
to provide our men and women in uni-
form with the training, resources, and
capabilities they need.

However, simply passing an author-
ization bill at higher defense spending
levels will not solve the funding prob-
lems for our military. We know we
must pass a bipartisan budget deal to
undo the Budget Control Act caps and
set an agreed upon budget top line to
allow the appropriations bills to move
forward. Absent a bipartisan budget
deal, we will be stuck with another
continuing resolution, which, I might
add, will be below the BCA budget caps
for defense, or, worse, we will be fac-
ing—guess what—a shutdown of the
government.

Has it been that long since we had
the last shut down?

I have come to this floor several
times already this year demanding
that we start negotiating a budget

July 12, 2017

deal. We are 2 months away from the
start of the fiscal year. We know that
a budget deal must be done. The failure
to begin negotiations means we are
knowingly driving toward an outcome
that will fund our military at levels
below the Budget Control Act caps.

I don’t understand why we haven’t
started. It is not because we think the
BCA levels are acceptable. It is not be-
cause we believe there is a way to re-
sponsibly fund the government without
adjusting the BCA caps. Even our lead-
er, Senator MCCONNELL, has publicly
stated that we will need to adjust the
caps. This leads me to believe that
there is only one reason why we are
stalling negotiations on a budget deal
and forcing the government and our
military to start the year on a ‘‘con-
tinuing resolution” and that is one
word, and that word is ‘‘politics.”

The same tactic that the Democratic
leader is employing on nomination
stalling is being applied to a budget
deal. I find that to be shameful.

There is plenty of blame to go
around. The White House has also been
surprisingly absent. Their own budget
submission asked for defense spending
above the budget control caps and re-
peal of the defense sequester, but none
of that—mone of that—is possible with-
out negotiating a bipartisan budget
deal. Yet we have heard nothing from
the White House—nothing. Any budget
deal that would pass both the House
and Senate and be signed by the Presi-
dent will be extremely difficult to ne-
gotiate. That is why we should have
started long ago, and we must start
now.

I have been ready and willing all year
to begin working. My door and, I know,
the majority of my colleagues’ doors
are open to any Senator, Republican or
Democrat, but what we really need is
for a select group of key Members to
come together with leadership’s bless-
ings to begin negotiating.

Unless and until this body gets to
work on a bipartisan budget deal, we
will continue down the path we have
been on for years, lurching from crisis
to crisis, with no strategy for how to
meet our budget responsibilities or
fund our national security needs.

My friends, colleagues, and fellow
Americans, we must summon the polit-
ical courage to do the hard work the
American people expect of us to do a
budget the way we are supposed to—a
budget that is sufficient to meet the
complex threats of today’s world. Our
brave servicemembers who are facing
those threats every single day deserve
no less.

Finally, every year for many years
now, I have taken my time on the
Fourth of July to have the honor of
spending that national holiday in Af-
ghanistan with the men and women
who are serving in the military with
courage, sacrifice, and skill. As part of
our activities there, we have a town-
hall meeting with several hundred of
the men and women in uniform who are
serving. My friend LINDSEY GRAHAM,
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who occasionally has a good idea—once
every decade—asked the group: How
many of you are here not for the first
time? Almost everybody in that room
raised their hand.

He said: How many of you have been
more than twice? Two-thirds of the
men in that room raised their hand.

He said: How many of you have been
here multiple times? A good number of
them raised their hand.

The point is that they are out there
serving time after time after time,
away from their homes, away from
their families, working more than
maybe 2 weeks in August. And what
are we doing? What are we doing for
them?

There are a lot of things they need,
and there are a lot of things we need to
give them. Yet, somehow, we can’t see
our way clear—Republicans and Demo-
crats—to sit down and do the right
thing for these men and women—to do
the right thing so they can win.

We now have a new President, a new
National Security Advisor, and a new
Secretary of Defense. I don’t agree
with this President very often, but I do
know that this President is committed
to rebuilding the military and a win-
ning strategy. The strategy for the last
8 years has been ‘‘don’t lose.” I know
that General Mattis and General
McMaster are people who want to win,
and they have a strategy to win, and
we have to be of assistance to them to
provide the men and women with what
they need to win.

So I ask my colleagues, with passion,
that we sit down and figure out the
budget deal, move forward with it, and
not spend a week like we just spent
this week with 30 hours in order to con-
firm one district judge.

I yield the floor.

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.

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

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

———

LEGISLATIVE SESSION

MORNING BUSINESS

Mr. PERDUE. Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent that the Senate be
in a period of morning business, with
Senators permitted to speak therein
for up to 10 minutes each.

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

BUDGET SCOREKEEPING REPORT

Mr. ENZI. Mr. President, I wish to
submit to the Senate the budget
scorekeeping report for July 2017. The
report compares current-law levels of
spending and revenues with the
amounts the Senate approved in the
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budget resolution for fiscal year 2017,
S. Con. Res. 3. This information is nec-
essary for the Senate Budget Com-
mittee to determine whether budget
points of order lie against pending leg-
islation. The Republican staff of the
Senate Budget Committee and the Con-
gressional Budget Office, CBO, pre-
pared this report pursuant to section
308(b) of the Congressional Budget Act
(CBA).

My last filing can be found in the
RECORD on June 7, 2017. The informa-
tion contained in this report captures
legislative activity from that filing
through July 10, 2017.

Republican Budget Committee staff
prepared tables 1 through 3 of this re-
port. They remain unchanged since my
last filing.

In addition to the tables provided by
Budget Committee Republican staff, I
am submitting CBO tables, which I will
use to enforce budget totals approved
by the Congress.

CBO provided a spending and revenue
report for fiscal year 2017, which helps
enforce aggregate spending levels in
budget resolutions under CBA section
311. CBO’s estimates show that current-
law levels of spending fiscal year 2017
are below the amounts assumed in the
budget resolution by $303 million in
budget authority and $6.4 billion in
outlays. CBO also estimates that reve-
nues are $1 million above assumed lev-
els for fiscal year 2017, but $21 million
below assumed levels over the fiscal
yvear 2017-2026 period. Social Security
levels are consistent with the budget
resolution’s fiscal year 2017 figures.

CBO’s report also provides informa-
tion needed to enforce the Senate pay-
as-you-go, PAYGO, rule. The Senate’s
PAYGO scorecard currently shows in-
creased deficits of $226 million over the
fiscal year 2016-2021 and $227 million
over fiscal year 2016-2026 periods. For
both of these periods, outlays have in-
creased by $201 million, while revenues
decreased by $25 million over the 6-year
period and $26 million over the 1ll-year
period. The Senate’s PAYGO rule is en-
forced by section 201 of S. Con. Res. 21,
the fiscal year 2008 budget resolution.

Finally, included in this submission
is a table tracking the Senate’s budget
enforcement activity on the floor. No
budget points of order have been raised
since my last filing.

All years in the accompanying tables
are fiscal years.

I ask unanimous consent that the ta-
bles be printed in the RECORD.

There being no objection, the mate-
rial was ordered to be printed in the
RECORD, as follows:

TABLE 1.—SENATE AUTHORIZING COMMITTEES—ENACTED
DIRECT SPENDING ABOVE (+) OR BELOW (—) BUDGET
RESOLUTIONS

[In millions of dollars]

2017—
2021

2017—

2017 2026

Agriculture, Nutrition, and Forest

Budget Authority 0 0 0

Outlays 0 0 0
Armed Services

Budget Authority .......cccoooooerriienrrinnns 0 0 0

S3955

TABLE 1.—SENATE AUTHORIZING COMMITTEES—ENACTED
DIRECT SPENDING ABOVE (+) OR BELOW (—) BUDGET
RESOLUTIONS—Continued

[In millions of dollars]

2017-
2021

2017-

2017 2026

Outlays
Banking, Housing, and Ui
Budget Authority ..
Outlays
Commerce, Science, and Transportation
Budget Authority ..

co o
co o
o

——

Budget Authority .
Outlays
Environment and Public Works
Budget Authority ..
Outlays
Finance
Budget Authority ..
Outlays
Foreign Relations
Budget Authority ..
Outlays 0 0 0
Ho;neland Security and Governmental Af-
airs
Budget Authority
Outlays
Judiciary
Budget Authority ..
Outlays
Health, Education, Labor, and Pensions
Budget Authority
Outlays
Rules and Administration
Budget Authority ..
Outlays
Intelligence
Budget Authorit
Outlays ...
Veterans’ Affairs
Budget Authority ..
Outlays
Indian Affairs
Budget Authority ..
Outlays ...........
Small Business
Budget Authority ..
Outlays

Tot:

co oo
co oo
o

oo

co oo

=23

o
>
co So oo

oo co oo oo oo oo oo oo

=3

al
Budget Authorit
Outlays ..

—238 469 —203
39 964 292

TABLE 2.—SENATE APPROPRIATIONS COMMITTEE—
ENACTED REGULAR DISCRETIONARY APPROPRIATIONS !
(BUDGET AUTHORITY, IN MILLIONS OF DOLLARS]

2017
Security2 Nonsecurity 2
Statutory Discretionary Limits 551,068 518,531
Amount Provided by Senate Appropriations Subcommittee
Agriculture, Rural Development, and

Related AGENCIES ...ovvvvverrvvrrerieeens 0 20,877
Commerce, Justice, Science, and Re-

lated Agencies 5,200 51,355
Defense ............ 515,977 138
Energy and Water Development 19,956 17,815
Financial Services and General

ment ... 33 21,482
Homeland S 1,876 40,532
Interior, Environment, and Related

AGENCIES vvvoveveveerieeecieereieesiie 0 32,280
Labor, Health and Human Services,

Education and Related Agencies ..... 0 161,025
Legislative Branch ................. 0 4,440
Military Construction and Veter.

fairs, and Related Agencies 1,726 74,650
State Foreign Operations, and Related

Programs .......cocooverveereervvseneriennenns 0 36,586
Transportation and Housing and Urban

Development, and Related Agencies 300 57,351

Current Level Total ... 551,068 518,531
Total Enacted Above (+) or
(—) Statutory Limits 0 0

1This table excludes spending pursuant to adjustments to the discre-
tionary spending limits. These adjustments are allowed for certain purposes
in section 251(b)(2) of BBEDCA.

2Security spending is defined as spending in the National Defense budg-
et function (050) and nonsecurity spending is defined as all other spending.

TABLE 3.—SENATE APPROPRIATIONS COMMITTEE—EN-
ACTED CHANGES IN MANDATORY SPENDING PROGRAMS
(CHIMPS)

[Budget authority, millions of dollars]

2017
CHIMPS Limit for Fiscal Year ..........c.cccccoooumimimicececerennnnnns 19,100
Senate Appropriations Subcommittees
Agriculture, Rural Development, and Related Agencies ..... 741
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