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confident it will have lasting, positive
effects for our economy.

With that, I yield back.

I suggest the absence of a quorum.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
clerk will call the roll.

The legislative clerk proceeded to
call the roll.

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the quorum call be rescinded.

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

NOMINATION OF MICHAEL BROWN

Mr. ISAKSON. Mr. President, I am
honored and privileged to come to the
floor of the Senate today to talk about
Michael Brown, appointed by President
Donald Trump to be a district judge on
the U.S. District Court for the North-
ern District of Georgia.

Mr. Brown is an outstanding citizen
of our State. He is married to a won-
derful lady and has three wonderful
children. He is a graduate of Marist
School, a graduate of Georgetown Uni-
versity, and a graduate of the Univer-
sity of Georgia Law School, magna
cum laude, in 1994.

He has a record of practicing law in
the private sector that is unparalleled,
having worked for both King & Spald-
ing and also Alston & Bird.

King & Spalding produced many of
the judges on the bench of the United
States of America with distinguished
records, not the least of which is the
Attorney General under President
Jimmy Carter, Griffin Bell, an out-
standing Attorney General from our
State. They also produced Sam Nunn,
an outstanding Member of the Senate.
They produced many judges in our
State. Many were also produced from
the firm where he practices now, which
is Alston & Bird.

It is a privilege for me to talk about
Michael for many reasons. Most impor-
tantly, he comes with a background of
experience in the private sector. He has
been recommended by the U.S. Cham-
ber of Commerce as one of the great
lawyers in the United States of Amer-
ica in business matters. One of the
things our courts need is a tempered
balance of business and consumers.
There is no question that someone who
is not a voice for business as a judge
but has experience in business as a
judge will make a tremendous dif-
ference. I know he will in the Northern
District of Georgia.

I thank the President for nominating
Michael and making this appointment.
To the Members of the Senate, I urge
you to join me in voting for Michael
Brown for the Northern District of
Georgia to be our next judge there. He
will be a great judge on the bench. It
will be a great decision for us, and it
will continue the growth and improve-
ment of outstanding jurists confirmed
by this Senate in this year 2018.

I yield back.

I suggest the absence of a quorum.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
clerk will call the roll.
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The senior assistant legislative clerk
proceeded to call the roll.

Mr. BURR. Mr. President, I ask unan-
imous consent that the order for the
quorum call be rescinded.

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

Mr. BURR. Mr. President, I ask unan-
imous consent to begin the series of
votes.

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

The question is, Will the Senate ad-
vise and consent to the Parker nomina-
tion?

Mr. BURR. 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.

Mr. CORNYN. The following Senator
is necessarily absent: the Senator from
Arizona (Mr. MCCAIN).

Mr. DURBIN. I announce that the
Senator from New Jersey (Mr. BOOKER)
is necessarily absent.

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

The result was announced—yeas 98,
nays 0, as follows:

[Rollcall Vote No. 5 Ex.]

YEAS—98

Alexander Gardner Nelson
Baldwin Gillibrand Paul
Barrasso Graham Perdue
Bennet Grassley Peters
Blumenthal Harris Portman
Blunt Hassan Reed
Boozman Hapch Risch
Brown Hemrlch Roberts
Burr Heitkamp Rounds
Canpwell Hgller Rubio
Capl(}o Hirono Sanders
Cardin Hoeven Sasse
Carper Inhofe Schatz
Casey Isakson S

; chumer
Cassidy Johnson
Cochran Jones Scott
Collins Kaine Shaheen
Coons Kennedy Shelby
Corker King Smith
Cornyn Klobuchar Stabgnow
Cortez Masto Lankford Sullivan
Cotton Leahy Tester
Crapo Lee Thune
Cruz Manchin Tillis
Daines Markey Toomey
Donnelly McCaskill Udall
Duckworth McConnell Van Hollen
Durbin Menendez Warner
Enzi Merkley Warren
Ernst Moran Whitehouse
Feinstein Murkowski Wicker
Fischer Murphy Wyden
Flake Murray Young

NOT VOTING—2

Booker 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

Senate the pending cloture motion,
which the clerk will state.
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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 Michael Lawrence Brown, of Geor-
gia, to be United States District Judge for
the Northern District of Georgia.

Mitch McConnell, Deb Fischer, John Bar-
rasso, John Thune, Roger F. Wicker,

James M. Inhofe, Johnny Isakson,
Mike Crapo, Tom Cotton, Chuck Grass-
ley, Thom Tillis, Mike Rounds, Mi-
chael B. Enzi, James Lankford,
Lindsey Graham, Pat Roberts, Todd
Young.

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 Michael Lawrence Brown, of Geor-
gia, to be United States District Judge
for the Northern District of Georgia,
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 Senator
is necessarily absent: the Senator from
Arizona (Mr. MCCAIN).

Mr. DURBIN. I announce that the
Senator from New Jersey (Mr. BOOKER)
is necessarily absent.

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr.
TOOMEY). Are there any other Senators
in the Chamber desiring to vote?

The yeas and nays resulted—yeas 97,
nays 1, as follows:

[Rollcall Vote No. 6 Ex.]

YEAS—97
Alexander Gardner Paul
Baldwin Gillibrand Perdue
Barrasso Graham Peters
Bennet Grassley Portman
Blumenthal Harris Reed
Blunt Hassan Risch
Boozman Hatch Roberts
Brown Heinrich
Burr Heitkamp gsgin(;is
Cantwell Heller Sanders
Capito Hoeven
Cardin Inhofe Sasse
Carper Isakson Schatz
Casey Johnson Schumer
Cassidy Jones Scott
Cochran Kaine Shaheen
Collins Kennedy Shelby
Coons King Smith
Corker Klobuchar Stabenow
Cornyn Lankford Sullivan
Cortez Masto Leahy Tester
Cotton Lee Thune
Crapo Manchin Tillis
Cruz Markey Toomey
Daines McCaskill Udall
Donnelly McConnell Van Hollen
Duckworth Menendez
Durbin Merkley gZS:;’
Enzi Moran Whitehouse
Ernst Murkowski X
Feinstein Murphy Wicker
Fischer Murray Wyden
Flake Nelson Young
NAYS—1
Hirono
NOT VOTING—2

Booker McCain

The PRESIDING OFFICER. On this
vote, the yeas are 97, the nays are 1.
The motion is agreed to.
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
clerk will report the nomination.

The bill clerk read the nomination of
Michael Lawrence Brown, of Georgia,
to be United States District Judge for
the Northern District of Georgia.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Rhode Island.

CLIMATE CHANGE

Mr. WHITEHOUSE. Mr. President,
the Trump administration has come up
with a name for its energy policy. The
energy policy amounts to, basically, a
big, fat cascade of gifts and special fa-
vors for oil, gas, and coal companies,
which, in turn, make big political con-
tributions. Trump officials call the pol-
icy ‘‘energy dominance.”” More accu-
rately, its name would probably be
““fossil fuel industry political domi-
nance’ or one might actually call it
“‘ignorance dominance’ since the ad-
ministration willfully ignores sci-
entific understanding, basic economics,
market theory, and even the warnings
of our national security community.

The situation is not pretty from an
environmental point of view. EPA Ad-
ministrator Scott Pruitt is busily try-
ing to roll back rules that limit, for in-
stance, emissions of methane, which is
a more powerful greenhouse gas than
carbon dioxide. He is considering walk-
ing back fuel efficiency standards that
save drivers money at the pump. Presi-
dent Trump withdrew the TUnited
States from the Paris climate accord
and was promptly ignored by every
other nation on Earth.

Last month, on the Interior Sec-
retary’s recommendation, Trump took
big areas of the Bears Ears and Grand
Staircase-Escalante National Monu-
ments, in Utah, away from the public
and opened them, instead, to big min-
ing and oil and gas interests. Zinke has
even proposed to open almost all U.S.
coastlines to drilling by oil and gas
companies. That includes drilling in
protected areas in the Arctic, drilling
up and down the Atlantic coast, ex-
panded drilling in the Gulf of Mexico,
and drilling along the Pacific coast-
line. The plan even includes Georges
Bank and other crucial fishing grounds
for New England.

This drilling scheme is likely dead on
arrival. Republican Governors in New
Jersey, Maryland, and Florida have all
denounced the plan, as have Florida’s
Democratic and Republican Senators.
It even runs into objections from the
Pentagon. When President Obama con-
sidered opening the southern Atlantic
coast to drilling 2 years ago, the De-
fense Department told the Obama ad-
ministration that offshore energy de-
velopment could interfere with mili-
tary readiness and missile testing.

Given the dominance of fossil fuel po-
litical interests in this administration,
the whole Trump energy dominance
scheme, of course, neglects the warn-
ings of our national security experts
about climate change—climate change
as an accelerant of global instability
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and conflict and climate change as a
direct hazard to military installations
and infrastructure, from the Naval Sta-
tion Norfolk to faraway facilities like
Diego Garcia in the Indian Ocean.

In 2008, the National Intelligence
Council reported more than 30 U.S.
military installations facing risk from
rising sea levels. A vulnerability as-
sessment directed by the ‘2010 Quad-
rennial Defense Review’ found that at
around 3 feet of sea level rise, 128 mili-
tary installations are at risk. Natu-
rally, many of those belong to the
Navy—indeed, 56 out of those 128. It is
a significant share of the Navy’s global
footprint, totaling around $100 billion
in value.

In 2011, the National Academy of
Sciences report, ‘‘National Security
Implications of Climate Change for
U.S. Naval Forces,” recommended the
continued review of how sea level rise
and changes in storm frequency and in-
tensity would affect coastal installa-
tions.

The National Defense Authorization
Act, which we just passed, directs the
Department of Defense to study how
climate change will affect our most
vulnerable military bases over the next
20 years, including ‘‘the effects of ris-
ing sea tides, increased flooding,
drought, desertification, wildfires,
thawing permafrost,”” as well as how
climate change may drive new require-
ments for combatant commanders.

The law includes a sense of Congress
statement that ‘‘climate change is a di-
rect threat to the national security of
the United States and is impacting sta-
bility in areas of the world both where
the United States Armed Forces are
operating today, and where strategic
implications for future conflict exist.”

That is a sense-of-Congress state-
ment that has passed this Republican-
controlled Senate and the Republican-
controlled House and was signed into
law by this administration. Thank you
to the author of this language, my
friend and fellow Rhode Islander, Con-
gressman JIM LANGEVIN.

Even the U.S. Government Account-
ability Office has engaged. The inde-
pendent oversight agency issued a re-
port titled, ‘‘Climate Change Adapta-
tion: DoD Needs to Better Incorporate
Adaptation into Planning and Collabo-
ration at Overseas Installations.”

I think that title gives away the
punch line. Surveying our bases and in-
stallations across the world, GAO
found that weather and climate change
pose operational and budgetary risks
to infrastructure. GAO recommended
that DOD’s climate planning efforts be
expanded and increased; specifically,
that the Secretaries of the Army,
Navy, and Air Force require defense in-
stallations to ‘‘systematically track
the costs associated with extreme
weather events and climate change”
and that DOD better coordinate ad-
dressing climate change risks across
different DOD installations.

This picture in the GAO report shows
an unnamed military facility in the
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Pacific that has at times been cut off
by flooding from access points to its
munitions storage complex. If you have
a military facility that can’t get access
to its munitions storage, you have a
problem.

This is the picture of the flooded
entryway, and this is the picture of the
similar entryway under normal cir-
cumstances, able to be traveled.

A 2014 typhoon caused flash flooding
here that trapped and imperiled Amer-
ican personnel. The point is, when cli-
mate change effects inhibit military
base operations, defense preparedness
requires climate preparedness.

Naval Station Norfolk, the largest
Navy base in the world, is a poster
child for the devastation that awaits
our coastal military bases if we con-
tinue to pump out the greenhouse gas
emissions that are driving sea level
rise. A tide gauge operated at the base
since 1927 has shown nearly 15 inches of
vertical sea level rise so far. In the
broader Hampton Roads metro area,
home not only to the Navy but also to
facilities of the Air Force, the Marine
Corps, the Coast Guard, NASA, and
NOAA, high tides are already regularly
forcing seawater back through storm
drains and flooding roadways.

DOD’s own environmental research
program, the Strategic Environmental
Research and Development Program,
used Norfolk as its case study for sea
level rise and extreme storm risks to
coastal DOD installations. The study
found a ‘“‘tipping point’’ of about a half
meter, 1.6 feet, of sea level rise, at
which point ‘‘the probabilities of dam-
age to infrastructure and losses in mis-
sion performance increased dramati-
cally.” This is mapping of the flood
hazard around Naval Station Norfolk.

This tipping point at which the mis-
sion performance losses increase dra-
matically is only a few decades away.
Retired RADM David Titley, a former
oceanographer and navigator of the
Navy and leader of its Climate Change
Task Force, said Norfolk has about 10
to 15 years to get serious about sea
level rise in the region before ‘‘we’re
really cutting it close.”

In 2017, CAPT Dean Vanderley, who
leads infrastructure engineering at the
Norfolk Naval base, admitted that sea
level rise is ‘‘something where I don’t
know that we’ve fully defined the prob-
lem. And we have definitely not fully
defined the solution.”

Retired CAPT Joe Bouchard, a
former base commander, told
InsideClimate News that Naval Station
Norfolk would need significant im-
provements to nearly every piece of in-
frastructure, from electrical and drain-
age systems to pier improvements, not
to mention a seawall. He estimated
this work could cost more than $1 bil-
lion and take as long as a decade to
complete. That is just one base with $1
billion and a decade’s worth of work.
The DOD has identified over 128 bases
that would be at significant risk with 3
feet of sea level rise. I think NOAA’s
current estimate is for 6 feet of global
sea rise by the end of the century.
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