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they slashed half a million jobs—just 48
of these firms that pay less than 20 per-
cent.

What happened to the CEOs of those
firms? Their salaries went through the
roof. Part of the plan here is that you
cut as many people as you can, and you
have a net profit increase. Sometimes,
even when you don’t, you get a big in-
crease.

So if we take this as a model of what
the President wants to achieve, he
wants to empower other companies to
follow this track of having this model
of slashing hundreds of thousands of
jobs and jacking up the salaries of the
already richest CEOs in the country.
Who were these companies?

AT&T had an effective tax rate of 8
percent. Wouldn’t that be nice for mid-
dle-class Americans, to have an effec-
tive tax rate of 8 percent? While they
had that beneficial 8 percent tax rate,
they slashed 80,000 jobs and doubled
their CEO’s pay to $28.4 million. Think
of how many ordinary working people
would have a better life if they raised
their pay by one dollar an hour. But
no, the CEO slashes 80,000 jobs and
raises to pay himself $28.4 million.

How about GE, which boosted its
CEO’s pay nearly $18 million in 2016,
while cutting 14,700 jobs over 9 years
and achieving a negative tax rate? A
negative tax rate—get that. They
didn’t pay a dollar to the National
Treasury—not a dollar. They had a
negative tax rate. The company got
more money back from the government
than it paid in taxes.

How about ExxonMobil? Between 2008
and 2015, they had an effective tax rate
of 13.6 percent. That is way below 20
percent. In that time period, did we see
a significant growth in the number of
people they employed because they got
this hugely beneficial 13.6 percent tax
rate? No, we did not. In fact, they cut
their global workforce by a third. At
the same time, the CEO of that com-
pany, who just happens to be our Sec-
retary of State at the moment, saw his
compensation grow to $27.4 million.

The record shows that these compa-
nies that are getting these low tax
rates are slashing their employees and
boosting their CEO salaries. Is that the
model that makes for a prosperous
middle-class America, slash jobs and a
dramatic increase of inequality in this
country?

That is why this entire tax plan and
the budget are so diabolical. It is ev-
erything contrary to ‘‘we the people.”
It is a vision of basically hijacking the
National Treasury to inflate the
wealth of the wealthiest in America,
while doing as much harm as possible
to working Americans, laying down a
model on the corporate side of reward-
ing companies for slashing hundreds of
thousands of jobs and inflating the sal-
aries of their CEOs.

Here is the question every Member of
this Chamber should ask: Is your pri-
ority adding more zeros to the bank
balances of millionaires and billion-
aires? Is that your mission? Are you at
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work here not representing the people
of your State but just millionaires and
billionaires? If you are, then you
should be full-throated supporting the
Republican tax plan and the Repub-
lican budget on the floor of this Sen-
ate. But if you believe in the mission of
the United States of America, the ‘“‘we
the people’” mission of providing a
foundation for families to thrive across
this land, then there is no choice but to
take this budget and this tax plan and
shred it, destroy it, burn it, put a stake
through its heart in every way pos-
sible.

I, for one, believe in this mission of
‘“‘we the people.”’

Thank you.

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr.
TOOMEY). The Senator from Illinois.

Mr. DURBIN. Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent to speak as in
morning business.

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

DACA

Mr. DURBIN. Mr. President, there
are many lobbyists around Capitol Hill.
They perform the important task of in-
forming Members and their staff about
issues that are going to come before us.
Some of them are volunteers, and some
of them are paid very handsomely.

There is a special group of lobbyists
who are roaming the corridors of Cap-
itol Hill in the House and Senate today
and tomorrow. They are young people
from across the United States. Many of
them are college students, and all of
them have one thing in common: They
are Dreamers. They are young people
who came to the United States under
the age of 18, many of them 2 years old,
4 years old, brought here by their par-
ents. They grew up in this country.
They went to our schools. Some of
them were excellent students. Many of
them have gone on to college—at their
own expense many times. Some have
even enlisted in our military. They
have a nagging problem. The problem
is that they are not legally citizens of
the United States. They don’t have
legal status in the United States, and
so the uncertainty about that status
has led many of them to wonder what
their future will be.

About b years ago, President Obama,
at my urging, issued an Executive
order that changed their lives. It was
called DACA. It gave them a chance to
come forward and register with the
government, submit themselves to a
criminal background check, get
fingerprinted, pay a $500 fee, have their
background looked at in detail, and
gave them a chance to stay in the
United States for 2 years at a time, and
in that 2-year period not be subjected
to deportation and be able to work.

Four weeks ago, President Trump an-
nounced that the DACA Program was
going to be rescinded. Many of these
young people don’t know what their fu-
ture will be from this point forward. A
number of them came out to the steps
of the Capitol this afternoon to talk
about their lives. Two in particular I
wanted to mention.
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Nathali Bertran from Columbus, OH,
is a student who graduated from col-
lege after great sacrifice and has gone
on to become an engineer. She is cur-
rently working in the Columbus area
for a global automotive company. She
has a bright future if she is allowed to
stay in the United States. She doesn’t
know the answer to that because we
haven’t come up with a replacement
for DACA, which was rescinded by
President Trump.

Jesus Perez is from Tulsa, OK. He
had given up on a college education
and a future, and then DACA came
along, and he decided he wanted to be
a doctor. He is on his way. He has fin-
ished community college. He is now
about to complete his studies at Okla-
homa State, and he wants to go to
medical school. He works as a trans-
porter and a surgical orderly in a hos-
pital to make enough money to stay in
school. His future is completely in
doubt because of the uncertainty
around what is going to happen to
those who were protected by DACA.

I have said many times that these
young people were brought here by
their parents. They didn’t make the de-
cision. I don’t want to look negatively
on their parents. If I were given a
choice of skirting the law or even
breaking the law to save my child’s life
or to give them security and safety, I
know what I would do. I also know
what these parents did. But the kids
themselves were not in on that deci-
sion process.

Now, all they are asking for is a
chance to be a part of the only country
they have ever known. They got up in
the classroom every day at school and
pledged allegiance to the only flag they
ever knew, and most of them can sing
only one national anthem, the anthem
of the country they believe is their
own, the United States. That is an im-
portant part of this conversation.

If we believe in fairness and justice in
America—and I think we do—we want
to be fair and just to these young peo-
ple. If they have not done something in
their lives that is dangerous, such as
commit a crime, for example, that is
serious, they ought to be given a
chance. If they are willing to go to
school or to work or to enlist in our
military, why wouldn’t we welcome
them in so that they can be a part of
our future, as they should be. The al-
ternative, in many cases, is to ship
them back to a country they cannot re-
member or never really knew, to a lan-
guage they don’t speak. That is not the
right outcome.

I want to thank LINDSEY GRAHAM of
South Carolina. He is my Republican
cosponsor of the Dream Act. Senator
GRAHAM has been a stalwart. He and I
may disagree on an issue every other
day, but on this issue, we agree. We
agree that America should step forward
and do the right thing for these young
people.

I hope these lobbyists—I will use that
term—who are Dreamers, who are
roaming the Halls of Congress, will



S6316

make the same impression on my col-
leagues that they made on me—that
their special lives and their special fu-
ture will make this Nation a better Na-
tion in the years to come.

I yield the floor.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
question is, Will the Senate advise and
consent to the Hargan nomination?

Mr. JOHNSON. Mr. President, 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 bill clerk called the roll.

Mr. CORNYN. The following Senators
are necessarily absent: the Senator
from Mississippi (Mr. COCHRAN), the
Senator from Nevada (Mr. HELLER),
and the Senator from Arizona (Mr.
MCcCCAIN).

Mr. DURBIN. I announce that the
Senator from Nevada (Ms. CORTEZ
MASTO) and the Senator from New Jer-
sey (Mr. MENENDEZ) are necessarily ab-
sent.

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

The result was announced—yeas 57,
nays 38, as follows:

[Rollcall Vote No. 211 Ex.]

YEAS—57
Alexander Ernst Moran
Barrasso Fischer Murkowski
Blunt Flake Paul
Boozman Gardner Perdue
Burr Graham Portman
Capito Grassley Risch
Carper Hatch Roberts
Cassidy Heitkamp Rounds
Collins Hoeven Rubio
Coons Inhofe Sasse
Corker Isakson Scott
Cornyn Johnson Shelby
Cotton Kennedy Strange
Crapo King Sullivan
Cruz Lankford Thune
Daines Lee Tillis
Donnelly Manchin Toomey
Durbin McCaskill Wicker
Enzi McConnell Young

NAYS—38
Baldwin Hassan Sanders
Bennet Heinrich Schatz
Blumenthal Hirono Schumer
Booker Kaine Shaheen
Brown Klobuchar Stabenow
Cantwell Leahy Tester
Cardin Markey Udall
Casey Merkley
Duckworth Murphy %zr;n}iillen
Feinstein Murray
Franken Nelson Wal'“ren
Gillibrand Peters Whitehouse
Harris Reed Wyden

NOT VOTING—5

Cochran Heller Menendez
Cortez Masto McCain

The nomination was confirmed.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under
the previous order, the motion to re-
consider is considered made and laid
upon the table and the President will
be immediately notified of the Senate’s
action.

———
CLOTURE MOTION

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

The bill 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 Randal Quarles, of Colorado, to be
a Member of the Board of Governors of the
Federal Reserve System for the unexpired
term of fourteen years from February 1, 2004.

Mitch McConnell, Orrin G. Hatch, James
Lankford, Jerry Moran, Johnny Isak-
son, John Thune, Thom Tillis, Shelley
Moore Capito, Mike Crapo, James E.
Risch, Mike Rounds, John Barrasso,
John Cornyn, Chuck Grassley, John
Boozman, John Hoeven, Rob Portman.

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 Randal Quarles, of Colorado, to be a
Member of the Board of Governors of
the Federal Reserve System, 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. CORNYN. The following Senators
are necessarily absent: the Senator
from Mississippi (Mr. COCHRAN), the
Senator from Nevada (Mr. HELLER),
and the Senator from Arizona (Mr.
McCAIN).

Mr. DURBIN. I announce that the
Senator from Nevada (Ms. CORTEZ
MASTO) and the Senator from New Jer-
sey (Mr. MENENDEZ) are necessarily ab-
sent.

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr.
GARDNER). Are there any other Sen-
ators in the Chamber desiring to vote?

The yeas and nays resulted—yeas 62,
nays 33, as follows:

[Rollcall Vote No. 212 Ex.]

YEAS—62
Alexander Flake Perdue
Barrasso Gardner Peters
Bennet Graham Portman
Blunt Grassley Risch
Boozman Hatch Roberts
Burr Heitkamp Rounds
Capito Hoeven Rubio
Carper Inhofe
Cassidy Isakson Sasii
Collins Johnson oo
Coons Kennedy Shaheen
Corker King Shelby
Cornyn Lankford Strange
Cotton Lee Sullivan
Crapo Manchin Tester
Cruz McCaskill Thune
Daines McConnell Tillis
Donnelly Moran Toomey
Enzi Murkowski Warner
Ernst Nelson Wicker
Fischer Paul Young

NAYS—33
Baldwin Gillibrand Murray
Blumenthal Harris Reed
Booker Hassan Sanders
Brown Heinrich Schatz
Cantwell Hirono Schumer
Cardin Kaine Stabenow
Casey Klobuchar Udall
Duckworth Leahy Van Hollen
Durbin Markey Warren
Feinstein Merkley Whitehouse
Franken Murphy Wyden
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NOT VOTING—5

Cochran Heller
Cortez Masto McCain

The PRESIDING OFFICER. On this
vote, the yeas are 62, the nays are 33.
The motion is agreed to.

Menendez

EXECUTIVE CALENDAR

The PRESIDING OFFICER.
clerk will report the nomination.

The legislative clerk read the nomi-
nation of Randal Quarles, of Colorado,
to be a Member of the Board of Gov-
ernors of the Federal Reserve System
for the unexpired term of fourteen
years from February 1, 2004.

The

———

LEGISLATIVE SESSION

MORNING BUSINESS

Mr. CRAPO. Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent that the Senate
proceed to 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. Without
objection, it is so ordered.

———

INDONESIA

Mr. LEAHY. Mr. President, I want to
speak briefly about a recent report by
the Secretary of State concerning,
among other things, impunity within
Indonesia’s military. This has been a
concern of mine, and of many others,
for decades. Senate Report 114-290,
which accompanies division J of the
fiscal year 2017 Consolidated Appro-
priations Act, requires the Secretary of
State to submit a report on steps taken
by the Indonesian military to, No. 1,
deny promotion, suspend from active
service, and/or prosecute and punish
military officers who have violated
human rights, and to refine further the
military’s mission and develop an ap-
propriate defense budget to carry out
that mission; No. 2, cooperate with ci-
vilian judicial authorities to resolve
cases of violations of human rights; No.
3, implement reforms that increase the
transparency and accountability of the
military’s budget and operations, and
achieve divestment of military busi-
nesses; and No. 4, allow unimpeded ac-
cess to Papua; respect due process and
freedom of expression, association, and
assembly in Papua; and release
Papuans and Moluccans imprisoned for
peaceful political activity.

The Secretary submitted this report
on September 12, 2017, and the informa-
tion it contains is both disturbing and
disappointing.

Indonesia became a democracy after
many years of brutal, corrupt dictator-
ship under President Suharto. He had
the unwavering support of the Indo-
nesian military, which was responsible
for widespread atrocities not only
against Indonesian citizens who op-
posed Suharto but later against the
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