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Third Platoon, nicknamed the ‘‘Glad-
iators,” at the service. Grover was
riding in the armored vehicle just in
front of the one carrying Matthew at
the time of the explosion. He said that
the entire company loved Matthew and
that he was one of the best soldiers in
the platoon.

To honor Matthew’s life, his family
established Matt’s Music Memorial.
The charity helps children interested
in music but who can’t afford an in-
strument, and they receive one from
the local community. As Matthew’s fa-
ther Mel put it, Matthew had two pas-
sions: music and the military. How-
ever, you didn’t need money to join the
military.

CPL Matthew Alexander is truly a
hero. He served with great compassion
and respect.

I join Nebraskans and Americans
across our country in saluting his will-
ingness and his family’s sacrifice to
keep us free, and I am honored to tell
his story.

Thank you, Madam President.

I yield the floor.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ma-
jority leader.

ORDER OF PROCEDURE

Mr. McCONNELL. Madam President,
I ask unanimous consent that all
postcloture time on the Kaplan nomi-
nation expire at 5 p.m. today; that if
the nomination is confirmed, the mo-
tion to reconsider be considered made
and laid upon the table; that the Presi-
dent be immediately notified of the
Senate’s action, and the Senate then
resume legislative session and be in a
period of morning business, with Sen-
ators permitted to speak therein for up
to 10 minutes each.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there
objection?

Without objection, it is so ordered.

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the quorum call be rescinded.

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

TRIBUTE TO FALLEN SOLDIERS’ MOTORCYCLE

BRIGADE

Mr. MERKLEY. Mr. President, a few
moments ago, I had the opportunity to
meet with a group called the Tribute to
Fallen Soldiers. They have an annual
cross-country motorcycle ride in honor
of soldiers who died during combat.
The motorcycle brigade escorts the
Fallen Soldiers Memorial Flame from
Eugene, OR, all the way to Arlington
National Cemetery. Along the way,
they visit Gold Star families—families
who have a loved one who died on the
battlefield in service to the United
States of America.

One couple who came today was
Terry Burgess and Elizabeth Burgess,
whose son Bryan lost his life fighting
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in Afghanistan, and they shared with
me, in the military tradition, a medal.

Mr. President, I ask unanimous con-
sent to use a visual aid.

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

Mr. MERKLEY. Mr. President, this
medal has a picture of their son. It
says: “In memory of SSG Bryan A.
Burgess, who lived from April 23, 1981,
through March 29, 2011.”” On the back of
it, it has a picture of a memorial that
shows a pair of boots and a rifle and a
hat and ‘“‘never forget.”

The Tribute to Fallen Soldiers is
about never forgetting our fallen sol-
diers. We put them into situations of
enormous stress and challenge and dan-
ger, and they are there for all of us. In
those particular situations, time and
again, one of our soldiers loses their
life. So may we never forget our sol-
diers who have died, our soldiers who
have been wounded, and may we con-
tinue to reach out to Gold Star fami-
lies to provide a community of support
to them.

I completely respect and appreciate
the Tribute to Fallen Soldiers’ motor-
cycle brigade that rides across the
country visiting with Gold Star fami-
lies, making sure they have that com-
munity of support and making sure
they know that the sacrifices of their
son or daughter are not forgotten.

TRANSGENDER MILITARY BAN

Mr. President, while focusing on the
military, I want to shift to another as-
pect of military service, and I am going
to start by thinking about the founda-
tion of our country, our ‘‘we the peo-
ple” Nation. ‘“We the People’ are the
first three words of our Comnstitution,
the mission statement of our Nation.
We are not a nation that is founded of,
by, and for the powerful, not a nation
founded to govern of, by, and for the
privileged, but for the people. It was a
very deliberate strategy of our Found-
ers not to repeat the type of structure
in America that they saw in Europe,
where government became beholden
and in servitude to simply the powerful
class.

Throughout our history, we have
strived to live up to this vision of a na-
tion where every individual has the op-
portunity to thrive. Time after time,
we have broken down barriers, we have
overcome discrimination, and we have
thrown open the doors of opportunity
for one group after another—for
women, for Africa Americans, for in-
digenous peoples, for immigrants, for
the disabled.

Freedom, said President Lyndon
Baines Johnson, ‘‘is the right to be
treated, in every part of our national
life, as a person equal in dignity and
promise to all others.” So we strive to
reach that perspective, that point
where our vision of the pursuit of hap-
piness embraces freedom as Lyndon
Baines Johnson described it—‘‘the
right to be treated, in every part of our
national life, as a person equal in dig-
nity and promise to all others.” It has
not been easy.
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It was Martin Luther King who saw
how challenging it was to progress to-
ward that vision, and he noted that
“human progress is neither automatic
nor inevitable. . . . Every step towards
the goal of justice requires sacrifice,
suffering, and struggle; the tireless ex-
ertions and passionate concern of dedi-
cated individuals.” And it is with that
tireless exertion, that passionate con-
cern, that dedication, that we have
made progress time and time again.

But last week, we did not make
progress. Last week, we fell back from
this vision of opportunity, the freedom
to engage in our national life with the
respect and promise accorded to all
others. This step back came in the
form of an attack by President Trump
and Attorney General Sessions on our
LGBTQ Americans. President Trump
announced a ban on transgender Amer-
icans serving in the military, and At-
torney General Sessions filed an ami-
cus brief in Zarda v. Altitude Express
arguing that discrimination is com-
pletely legal under the law, including
the 1964 Civil Rights Act.

Well, let’s talk for a moment about
our members of the military who have
joined a Volunteer military, who have
gone through significant training—and
I am not just referring to boot camp
but the ongoing training in specialty
after specialty—so they can operate
that radar effectively that provides
warning to an entire ship, or that com-
munication device to make sure that
patrol is where it is supposed to be and
able to follow instructions in the field,
or any of the hundreds of specialties
within the military that these individ-
uals step forward and gain training on.
Each one of them is significant to the
overall success of the entire unit. Well,
that is something President Trump
didn’t understand last week when he
attacked and said that he is going to
throw our transgender individuals out
of the military.

What is important isn’t whether you
are gay or lesbian or transgender, it is
whether you serve with your heart and
soul and sinew the purpose of the secu-
rity of the United States, and those in-
dividuals who do are respected within
their units. They contribute to those
units. The lives of each member depend
on the success of the other team mem-
bers. They are a team. And to reach in,
in a cavalier fashion, as the President
did, and say ‘I am going to rip thou-
sands of these team members out of
their units” is wrong in so many ways.
It is disrespectful, of course, of those
individuals and their dedicated service
to our Nation. It is disrespectful and
damaging to the units in which they
serve and provide those various skills
which they have worked so hard to ac-
quire and which we have worked so
hard to make sure they have the
chance to acquire. And it certainly
damages the security of the United
States of America to eject individuals
with those talents and that training
from our military. Therefore, that
should be reversed.
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By the way, it was done without con-
sultation with our military leaders. A
Commander in Chief proposing a policy
through a tweet without consulting
with the experts who have dedicated
their lives to the national security of
our Nation—that in and of itself is a
real betrayal of responsibility.

Attorney General Sessions filed an
amicus brief in Zarda v. Altitude Ex-
press, and this brief says that title VII
of the 1964 Civil Rights Act, which pro-
vides protection against discrimination
based on race, color, religion, national
origin, and sex, does not provide pro-
tection against discrimination in terms
of one’s LGBT status. By the way, that
is the opposite of what court after
court has ruled.

What happened, one might ask, to
the President Trump who, as Candidate
Trump, said: ‘“Thank you to the LGBT
community!”’ As a candidate, he said:
“I will fight for you.” What happened
to the President who, after the attack
on the Pulse nightclub in Orlando, said
in a tweet: “Will fight for you.”” This
last week, the President did not fight
for you in that community; instead, he
attacked that community, and he ap-
parently approved of Attorney General
Sessions attacking that community.

This is why we need the Equality
Act. The Equality Act would clarify
that when we say no discrimination on
the basis of sex, that is broadly apply-
ing to one’s status of who they are or
whom they love.

If we go back to President Johnson’s
presentation of the issue in America,
where he said every individual—the
matter of freedom is that you have the
opportunity to be treated as having the
same promise and be treated with the
same respect as everyone else, that it
is all about being able to thrive in the
United States, or to put it quite sim-
ply, not having a door slammed in your
face when you go to rent an apartment,
not having a door slammed in your face
when you go to a restaurant or a movie
theater, not having a door slammed in
your face when you seek to be part of
a jury. That is what freedom is in this
country. That is the freedom that At-
torney General Sessions and President
Trump are seeking to rip away from a
sizable share of Americans, and that is
simply wrong. That is why we need the
Equality Act—to make sure that this
is remedied. That is why we need the
courts to stand up against discrimina-
tion on the basis of who you are and
whom you love.

It has been a week in which the
President attacked and damaged our
military and Attorney General Ses-
sions attacked and betrayed and at-
tempted to steal freedom from a vast
swath of Americans. That is a very sad
week on both counts, and we in this
Chamber should stand up and say: That
is not OK. We will fight for the secu-
rity of the United States of America,
and we will fight for opportunity for
every single American.

Thank you, Mr. President.

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. CoT-
TON). The Senator from Missouri.
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RURAL BROADBAND

Mr. BLUNT. Mr. President, August is
Rural Broadband Month at the Federal
Communications Commission. The
Commerce Committee just today put
forward nominees for the Commission,
and the Commission does matter. But I
want to talk today specifically about
highlighting the importance of
broadband in rural America and rural
Missouri.

In January of this year, I joined a
number of my Senate colleagues on a
bipartisan letter to President Trump
regarding the importance of broadband
and expanding its access to all of the
country and, particularly, the parts of
our country that are not currently
served.

As part of any infrastructure legisla-
tion that the Congress is talking
about, I think we and the administra-
tion need to consider policies that ad-
vance infrastructure not just solely in
terms of roads, bridges, and ports,
which are important, particularly
where the Presiding Officer and I live,
in Arkansas and Missouri. That trans-
portation network means so much to
us, but also important is how people
are able to communicate and compete.
High speed internet access cannot be
overlooked as we consider what our in-
frastructure should look like going for-
ward.

Broadband can be delivered by wire-
less or wireline technology. It can be
brought to customers by traditional
communications companies in rural
areas. Often, now, rural electric co-ops
show great interest and capacity to do
this, as do others. Following the sig-
nificant steps that Congress took to de-
regulate the market as part of the 1996
Telecommunications Act, the
broadband industry has really re-
sponded. They invested a lot of money.
In fact, they invested $1.5 trillion of
private money to deploy better and
faster networks. If you have access to
one of those networks, you know what
a difference it makes.

In 2015 alone—that is the last number
I have access to—the investment by
traditional wireline companies, wire-
less companies, and cable providers was
$76 billion. All of that is really good,
except that there is a real divide be-
tween the rural areas of my State and
the rural areas of the country and the
other more populated areas.

Some people say: Oh, that is just a
myth; there is no digital divide. I
would have them look at any number
of articles. One article in the Wall
Street Journal in June made the point
that 39 percent of the United States’
rural population lacks access to
broadband. That sounds like a pretty
big divide to me—that 39 percent of the
entire rural population of the country
doesn’t have broadband, and 61 percent
of rural Missourians lack access to
broadband. These numbers are not ac-
ceptable.

Most private investment has been di-
rected, as you would assume it would
be, toward high populations, highly
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populated and easily accessed areas,
and future customers. This is like the
same problem the country had 100
years ago transitioning to telephones.
It was hard to get a telephone to a
house that was 5 miles away from the
nearest house, as opposed to a house
that was in the same apartment build-
ing to the nearest apartment. It is a 1ot
harder to do that. The government at
that time said that there would be a
universal service fee on phone bills,
and then use that money to ensure that
everybody would have equal access to
what was obviously seen as a really im-
portant way to communicate. The con-
cept of Universal Service was enshrined
in the 1996 act. It said that rural house-
holds should have the same access to
advanced telecommunications enjoyed
by their urban counterparts. It is a
good goal for a lot of reasons.

I saw some figures this week. When
looking at the overdose deaths and the
opioid problems in the country, they
are much greater in rural counties
than they are in urban centers. In our
State, Kansas City, our biggest city by
population and any of the five counties
that touched it weren’t anywhere close
to the top list of other areas in our
State that had this problem. It matters
when you are not connected. It matters
when opportunities that you otherwise
would have simply aren’t there because
somehow a service that is essential to
our society today isn’t available to you
in the same way it is available to oth-
ers. I am not saying it should be free to
some and cost other people something,
but it should be available to you in the
same way that it is available to others
in our society, as the 1996 Tele-
communications Act stated.

Broadband is necessary to attract
and retain business for banks, fac-
tories, distribution centers, and small
businesses. It is necessary to start and
maintain a business, large or small. If
business is going to compete outside
the local marketplace, there has to be
that connectivity. Frankly, in order to
compete in the local marketplace and
to have the ability to buy at the best
price and to get the kind of products
needed, the internet really matters.

Broadband is always there. We have
to have it if we are going to compete in
the world economy. Many people in
rural America are able to do that in
ways that nobody would have dreamed
about 10 years ago, but not everybody
has that same access.

Certainly, it is critical for schools
and libraries. Just today, a parent was
telling me that students can’t do their
homework anymore unless they can
get internet access somewhere close to
where they live. Students depend on
the internet for education and oppor-
tunity where we live today.

A revolution has taken place in agri-
culture. The great food-producing
economy that we have produces more
food all the time. It actually produces
more food with fewer people. So that
creates some displaced people who oth-
erwise would have had those jobs, but
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