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The House was not in session today. Its next meeting will be held on Tuesday, June 12, 2018, at 12 p.m.

The Senate met at 3 p.m. and was
called to order by the President pro
tempore (Mr. HATCH).

——————

PRAYER

The Chaplain, Dr. Barry C. Black, of-
fered the following prayer:

Let us pray.

Almighty God, You are the Author
and Finisher of all things. Your au-
thority is from the beginning and re-
mains to the ending.

Today, inspire our lawmakers to do
Your will. Make their minds sensitive
to Your truth and their hearts willing
to obey Your commands. Lord, give
them the liberty of Your wisdom so
that they will embrace the fullness of
life You desire for us all.

God of mercy and truth, we are pil-
grims in this world. Through the sav-
ing power of Your redeeming love, em-
power us to live for Your glory.

We pray in Your merciful Name.
Amen.

———

PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE
The President pro tempore led the
Pledge of Allegiance, as follows:

I pledge allegiance to the Flag of the
United States of America, and to the Repub-
lic for which it stands, one nation under God,
indivisible, with liberty and justice for all.

—————

RESERVATION OF LEADER TIME

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr.
YOUNG). Under the previous order, the
leadership time is reserved.

Senate

MONDAY, JUNE 11, 2018

CONCLUSION OF MORNING
BUSINESS

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Morning
business is closed.

NATIONAL DEFENSE AUTHORIZA-
TION ACT FOR FISCAL YEAR
2019—MOTION TO PROCEED

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under
the previous order, the Senate will re-
sume consideration of the motion to
proceed to H.R. 5515, which the clerk
will report.

The bill clerk read as follows:

Motion to proceed to Calendar No. 442,
H.R. 5515, a bill to authorize appropriations
for fiscal year 2019 for military activities of
the Department of Defense, for military con-
struction, and for defense activities of the
Department of Energy, to prescribe military
personnel strengths for such fiscal year, and
for other purposes.

RECOGNITION OF THE MAJORITY LEADER

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ma-
jority leader is recognized.

Mr. McCONNELL. Mr. President,
later this afternoon, the Senate will
move to begin considering the John S.
McCain 2019 National Defense Author-
ization Act.

Our colleagues on the Armed Serv-
ices Committee have spent months en-
gaged in thorough work and in bipar-
tisan collaboration. Now the whole
Senate will take up their legislation
and vote on a plan to deliver on the
most pressing needs of our Armed
Forces.

Congress has passed Defense Author-
ization Acts for 57 consecutive years—
b7 consecutive years. In doing so, we
have taken steps to fulfill one of our

most fundamental constitutional re-
sponsibilities: authorizing the funds
that our men and women in uniform re-
quire to keep us safe.

This year’s NDAA arrives as our Na-
tion faces significant challenges—chal-
lenges like an emboldened Iranian re-
gime and its continued support of de-
stabilizing forces in the Middle East
and a new era of great power competi-
tion as Russia and China expand their
capabilities.

Building on a time-honored process,
this year’s Defense authorization will
help our Nation rise to meet these
challenges with cutting-edge tools, top-
notch training, and revitalized readi-
ness. It is one of our most important
jobs here in Congress. The 2019 Defense
authorization is the top item on our to-
do list, and we will tackle it this week.

APPROPRIATIONS

Meanwhile, other important work is
underway at the committee level.
Chairman SHELBY and our colleagues
on the Appropriations Committee are
laying the foundation for a productive
summer. Last week, they reported out
appropriations bills to fund the Depart-
ments of Transportation, Housing and
Urban Development, and Veterans Af-
fairs, as well as important military
construction projects. This week, they
will proceed to finalize measures for
Interior and Environment, Commerce-
Justice-Science, and the legislative
branch. I look forward to taking up
these appropriations bills right out
here on the Senate floor.

TAX AND REGULATORY REFORM

Now, on another matter, Mr. Presi-

dent, today marks another important
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milestone in our efforts to cut back the
forest of redtape the Obama adminis-
tration left behind. Effective today,
thanks to the leadership of Chairman
Ajit Pai, the FCC has rolled back med-
dlesome and unnecessary regulations
that Democrats imposed on the inter-
net back in 2015.

Let’s put this whole effort into per-
spective. The Federal Register is the
government’s legal newspaper. Among
other documents, it prints the regula-
tions that Federal agencies enforce and
the proposed rules on deck. In 2016,
under President Obama, it had to print
nearly 39,000 pages of rules—an alltime
high—and another 21,000 pages of pro-
posed rules. That is 39,000 pages of
rules and 21,000 pages of proposed rules
in 2016. It is hard to wrap your mind
around that—60,000 pages of rules and
proposed rules to pile on American
workers and job creators.

We slashed those numbers in 2017. In
that first year of our Republican gov-
ernment, the total number of Federal
Register pages devoted to rules and
proposed rules plummeted by more
than 50 percent—50 percent less in 2017
than in 2016. That is a significant slow-
down in the Federal Government’s red-
tape factory just in our first year. This
is part of what we were elected to do—
get Washington, DC’s, foot off the
brake and let hard-working Americans
and small businesses spend less and
less time and energy hurdling obstacles
put up by the Federal Government.

The regulatory reform comes on top
of the historic tax reform legislation
we passed last December. We over-
hauled our Nation’s Tax Code and re-
wrote it so that businesses can expand,
invest, and create jobs more easily and
middle-class families can keep more of
what they earn. This 180-degree policy
turnaround is helping the U.S. econ-
omy rise to its highest heights in re-
cent memory.

Today, thanks in large part to tax re-
form and regulatory reform, more
small businesses are saying that it is a
better time to expand operations than
at any point in the last 44 years—44
years. More businesses are saying that
it is a better time to expand operations
than at any point in the last 44 years.
That represents a 2b-percentage-point
leap in the number of Americans who
say now is a good time to find a quality
job. We have 3.8-percent unemploy-
ment—the lowest nationwide level in 18
years.

The real roots of this good news
aren’t here in Washington. The Repub-
licans understand that government
does not create prosperity, but public
policy plays a big part in determining
whether the wind is blowing in the
faces of the job creators or whether it
is at their backs. On that front, the re-
sults of this Republican-opportunity
agenda are literally speaking for them-
selves.

I suggest the absence of a quorum.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
clerk will call the roll.

The bill clerk proceeded to call the
roll.
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Mr. SCHUMER. Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent that the order for
the quorum call be rescinded.

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

Mr. SCHUMER. Mr. President, this
week the Senate continues its consid-
eration of the John S. McCain National
Defense Authorization Act. Among im-
portant provisions related to our mili-
tary readiness and operations abroad,
the NDAA presents crucial opportuni-
ties to address other matters of na-
tional security.

In addition to the critical improve-
ments to CFIUS we must make in this
bill, one of the most concerning issues
is the decision by the Trump adminis-
tration last week to reduce the harsh
penalties previously imposed and then
to provide relief to the Chinese telecom
giant ZTE, lifting restrictions on the
company and allowing it to continue to
sell its products in the United States.
ZTE was guilty of evading U.S. sanc-
tions on Iran and North Korea and then
lying to U.S. officials about it after-
ward.

Asked about the decision to relax
penalties, President Trump’s trade ad-
viser, Peter Navarro, said: “It’s going
to be three strikes you’re out on ZTE.”
Why are we giving ZTE three strikes?
If you purposely evade U.S. sanctions
and then lie about it, that is reason
enough to bring the hammer down and
leave it there. I have another expres-
sion for the Trump Administration:
“Fool me once, shame on you; fool me
twice, shame on me.”’

It seems the administration was out-
maneuvered by the Chinese on ZTE
once again. Congress should reverse
what the administration has done by
reinstituting the hard penalties on
ZTE, and we should do it on the NDAA
bill that will be on the floor this week.

You might ask: Why is this related to
defense? This is the Defense bill.

It is precisely related. Cyber security
experts, mnational security experts,
principal government agencies, the Re-
publican-led FCC, the Republican-led
FBI, and the Republican-led Pentagon
have all deemed the sale of ZTE prod-
ucts in the United States a national se-
curity threat. Even if they hadn’t vio-
lated sanctions and even if they hadn’t
lied about it, they shouldn’t be here.
This gives the Chinese Government—
which in many ways takes advantage
of the United States militarily and eco-
nomically and is spying on us by cyber
warfare—a great opportunity to get
right inside all of our communications.

This is what Director Christopher
Wray, appointed by President Trump,
had to say:

We’'re deeply concerned about the risks of
allowing any company or entity that is be-
holden to foreign governments . . . to gain
positions of power inside our telecommuni-
cations networks. That provides the capacity
to exert pressure or control over our tele-
communications infrastructure. It provides
the capacity to maliciously modify or steal
information. And it provides the capacity to
conduct undetected espionage.

“Undetected espionage,” the head of
the FBI says, is what allowing ZTE in
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America will do. That is the Nation’s
chief law enforcement official—a Re-
publican, appointed by President
Trump—testifying that ZTE’s tech-
nology is an espionage risk. What the
heck are we doing cutting a deal with
China—which is no friend of ours on ec-
onomics and is stealing our jobs, steal-
ing our intellectual property—Iletting
them into the United States so they
can have a window on hearing what our
companies, our Defense Department,
and everyone else are doing?

Does that make any sense? I don’t
think so. That is why we have had bi-
partisan support and concern. I want to
salute Senator CORNYN, Senator RUBIO,
and Senator COTTON. Their views and
mine are not the same on a whole lot of
issues, but on America’s security and
letting China spy on us, we are the
same.

I urge the Republican leader and the
leaders of the bill to include a bipar-
tisan amendment, offered by Senators
CoTTON and VAN HOLLEN, to reverse the
agreement made by the administration
and prevent it from being able to pro-
vide ZTE relief for at least a year. We
have to do this.

God forbid that this country declines,
and if they write a book on it, this will
be one of the key points. We have a
chance to stand up to China, to protect
our national security, and to tell the
Chinese that they can’t keep taking
advantage of us, and we are going to
back off, for no stated good reason, be-
cause, clearly, Secretary Ross has said
the deal he has put in is a good one.
Forget about it. It is as weak as a wet
noodle—fining them $1 billion. They
don’t care. They are backed by the Chi-
nese Government. Putting some out-
side observers on the board—come on.
They will not know what is going on
because the Chinese Government con-
trols just about all the big companies
in China. So I hope we will stop this.

NOMINATIONS OF THOMAS FARR AND RYAN

BOUNDS

Mr. President, alongside the consid-
eration of the NDAA, we are told that
the majority intends to see the con-
firmation of more judicial nominations
during this work period. In the next
few weeks, the Senate is likely to take
up two highly controversial nominees:
Thomas Farr, for the Eastern District
of North Carolina, and Ryan Bounds,
for a Ninth Circuit seat in Oregon.

Thomas Farr has spent a lengthy
legal career defending the interests of
corporations against workers. That
seems to be a trademark of so many of
the nominees of this administration
and this Republican Senate. He has not
once but twice defended the gerry-
mandering of congressional districts by
North Carolina’s Republicans, and
probably worst of all, he defended
North Carolina’s restrictive voter ID
law, which ‘‘targeted African Ameri-
cans with almost surgical precision.”
That is not some politician’s words.
Those are the judges of the Fourth Cir-
cuit Court of Appeals, a rather conserv-
ative court. For somebody to target Af-
rican-Americans and say, ‘‘let’s make
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it less likely they vote and give them
less power,” is such a grand step back-
ward in this country, no matter what
State you come from—North Carolina,
New York, Oregon. And we are going
put this guy on the bench? Shame on
us. Shame on us.

By the way, the only reason Farr can
be considered for this nomination is
that an Obama nominee, Jennifer May-
Parker, was blocked for nearly 3 years
via the blue slip. Our Republican
friends used the blue slip and kept this
seat vacant, and now they have undone
the blue slip in an act of partisanship,
narrowness, and enmity in this coun-
try, and now they are going to fill it
with someone like Mr. Farr—again,
shame.

Like Mr. Farr, Mr. Bounds is also
controversial. Recently, we learned
that Mr. Bounds had some rather offen-
sive writings that he failed to disclose
to the bipartisan Judicial Advisory
Committee established by Senators
WYDEN and MERKLEY. That certainly
validates their decision to withhold the
blue slip. Despite the opposition of
both home State Senators, the major-
ity is moving forward. In doing so, they
will further erode the century-old blue
slip tradition that they themselves
used to block an unprecedented number
of nominees when Obama was Presi-
dent.

NET NEUTRALITY

Mr. President, on another matter,
the Republican-led FCC’s repeal of net
neutrality goes into effect today. The
rules enacted by the Obama adminis-
tration to bar large internet service
providers from charging customers
more for certain content are gone. The
rules to bar large internet providers
from slowing down certain websites are
gone. The rules ensuring an open and
free internet with a level playing field
for small businesses, public schools,
rural Americans, people without a lot
of money, and communities of color are
gone.

Democrats tried to forestall this day
by writing and then passing a CRA Act
resolution through the Senate. It is bi-
partisan; some Republicans helped us.
It couldn’t have passed without them.
Then, as a unified Senate caucus,
Democrats sent a letter last week urg-
ing Speaker RYAN to schedule a vote,
which I believe would have passed had
it been put on the floor of the House of
Representatives. RYAN refused to bring
up the companion legislation to restore
net neutrality. Once again, our Repub-
lican friends in the Senate, the House,
and the administration have done it
over and over, siding with the big, pow-
erful special interests—in this case,
internet service providers—over the av-
erage person, who is sort of powerless.
How many of us rail against our cable
bills? How many of us feel helpless
when it comes to getting that cable
bill? This increases the power of the
same people.

Do our Republican friends really
want to do that? I guess so. Let me put
it this way. By refusing to bring up the
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Senate-passed resolution to restore net
neutrality, House Republican leaders
gave a green light to the big internet
service providers to charge middle-
class Americans, small business own-
ers, schools, rural Americans, poorer
people, and communities of color more
than they did before.

With the exception of three brave Re-
publicans in the Senate, it should be
crystal clear to the American people
that Republicans in Congress chose to
protect special interests.

HEALTHCARE

Mr. President, finally, I wish to ad-
dress a bit of news on healthcare. On
Thursday evening, the Trump Adminis-
tration made a startling announce-
ment: It would no longer defend the
constitutionality of protection for
Americans with preexisting conditions.
This decision is a shameful capstone in
the Trump administration’s yearlong
sabotaging our Nation’s healthcare
system. It is the most dangerous, most
potent example of sabotage to date,
even as premium increases hit double
digits in State after State because of
Republican actions. If the Trump ad-
ministration gets its way, our entire
healthcare system will be thrown into
chaos.

A mom goes to a health insurance
company: My daughter has cancer.

We are not going to fund you.

She goes to another one.

We are not going to fund you.

The mother suffered. The family suf-
fered. Their child is agonizing, dying of
cancer, and they can’t get insurance
now because the Trump administration
is no longer saying that we are going
to protect people who apply with pre-
existing conditions.

What is going on here? What is going
on? And our Republican friends do
nothing. The one thing I can tell you is
that healthcare is going to be the big-
gest issue in 2018. It is far more impor-
tant to the vast majority of Americans
than any other issue. It is far more im-
portant than the tax cut they get, be-
cause for most Americans whatever
they got back in tax cuts—for many,
many Americans, and my guess is
most—is a lot less than the amount
their premiums are increasing. It is a
killer for small businesses and others
who want to insure their workers.

President Trump, when he ran, ex-
plicitly and repeatedly said that he was
going to protect folks with preexisting
conditions. He has once again undone
what he has promised. He has dropped
the ball on healthcare, letting middle-
class Americans, average Americans,
and working families pay an awful
price.

I yield the floor.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. (Mrs.
ERNST). The Senator from Massachu-
setts.

NET NEUTRALITY

Mr. MARKEY. Madam President, I
wish to follow up on what the Demo-
cratic leader was making reference to
with regard to net neutrality. Today is
the day when net neutrality rules are
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gone, even though there is a way in
which we, the Congress, can put them
right back on the books. That is what
happened in the Senate 3 weeks ago,
when we voted 52 to 47 to put the net
neutrality protections back on the
books to ensure that they would be
there for every American. As Senator
SCHUMER was just pointing out, the
ball is in the court of the House of Rep-
resentatives—the Republican-con-
trolled House of Representatives. We
passed net neutrality in the Senate on
a bipartisan basis.

Senator MURKOWSKI, Senator COL-
LINS, and Senator KENNEDY of Lou-
isiana voted for net neutrality. We
know, as Senator SCHUMER just said,
that if the vote was taken right now on
net neutrality in the House of Rep-
resentatives, it would win. We would be
able to put those protections back on
the books. Millions of people rose up
throughout the last 6 months of last
year, with 22 million of them con-
tacting the FCC. Ajit Pai, the Chair-
man of the FCC, ignored those 22 mil-
lion people, and by a 3-to-2 vote on the
Federal Communications Commission,
they took net neutrality off of the
books. In other words, they officially
stripped consumers of the protections
that have allowed our economy and our
democracy to flourish. Now Americans
will have to blindly trust their cable
companies, their broadband companies,
and their internet providers to protect
them against discrimination. It is Big
Cable’s dream come true. They have al-
ready won at the FCC, but now the
counterrevolution is underway. In the
Senate, it has already happened.

What we need to do now is to have
the same level of energy with those
millions of Americans who are tar-
geting the House of Representatives
and telling them that they want net
neutrality, that they want non-
discrimination principles, that they
want equal protection for the smallest
voices, the smallest companies to be
the law of the land—net neutrality. We
need entrepreneurs; we need job cre-
ators, we need small businesses, which
are the lifeblood of the American econ-
omy, to be protected against the nat-
ural tendency of the biggest corpora-
tions to pump up profits at the expense
of the little guy. Yet you don’t have to
take my word for it.

In looking back over recent history,
before net neutrality protections were
codified, in 2007, an Associated Press
investigation found that Comcast was
blocking or severely slowing down
BitTorrent—a website that allowed
consumers to share video, music, and
video game files. From 2007 to 2009,
AT&T forced Apple to block Skype and
other competing services from using
AT&T’s wireless network in order to
encourage users to purchase more voice
minutes. In 2011, Verizon blocked
Google Wallet to protect a competing
service that it had a financial stake in
developing and promoting.

We all know it is just a matter of
time before these big companies will
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start to exercise their unfettered right
to begin discriminating. Historically,
these powerful corporations protect
themselves, and they neglect consumer
issues; they prioritize profits; they dis-
regard service; they pocket their prof-
its, and everyday Americans lose.

There will be no eulogy for net neu-
trality here on the floor of the Senate
today. The FCC will not have the last
word when it comes to net neutrality,
but the American people will. We are
going to have a tsunami of Americans
who will contact their Members of the
House of Representatives to demand
that it have a vote on net neutrality in
the same way we had that vote here on
the Senate floor. We know that when
that vote takes place that the Amer-
ican people are going to win, that net
neutrality is going to win, that the
principles of nondiscrimination are
going to win.

Too many people today think that
this whole idea of discrimination is
back in vogue—that you can start talk-
ing about it in a way that has not been
a part of our culture for a generation.
Yet it is back. In a lot of ways, net
neutrality is part of that whole discus-
sion of whether or not the American
people get protected against discrimi-
nation.

We have an enhanced urgency be-
cause the FCC’s rules are now final,
and net neutrality is no longer the law
of the land. That is what happened
today. The Chairman of the Federal
Communications Commission, Ajit Pai,
is taking his victory lap today. He is so
proud of what has happened—that net
neutrality has been taken off the
books—despite 22 million Americans
saying they wanted it to stay on the
books.

Here is what we know. Consumers
don’t trust their cable and internet
companies to do the right thing unless
strict rules are in place to protect ev-
eryone in our country. We know that
when you take a democratized plat-
form with endless opportunity for com-
munication and you add American in-
genuity, you get economic growth; you
get innovation; you get democracy on-
line. That is what this fight is all
about, and this fight is far from over.
We are going to intensify our efforts to
ensure that there is going to be a vote
on the floor of the House of Represent-
atives.

Conventional wisdom thought that it
was all over last December, that once
the FCC voted 3 to 2, it was over. The
FCC didn’t in any way anticipate the
52-t0-47 vote here on the Senate floor
to reinstitute net neutrality just 3
weeks ago, and it is dramatically un-
derestimating the response of Ameri-
cans all across our country who are de-
scending electronically on the House of
Representatives—on the part of Con-
gress that has yet to vote on these
issues. We are going to see millions of
teachers, students, entrepreneurs,
small business owners, and activists
mobilize to protect the internet. They
have demonstrated on the streets.
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They have written letters. They have
made calls. They have signed petitions.
They have posted on social media. That
is what we are going to continue to see.

Already, 170 Members of the House of
Representatives have signed the dis-
charge petition, which is a technical
term for saying: Call for a vote on the
floor of the House of Representatives
to vote on net neutrality. The momen-
tum is building. They need 218. They
have 170 right now. They are 48 Mem-
bers of the House of Representatives
short of winning over there. The pres-
sure is going to intensify every single
day, especially since net neutrality has
now been, as of this moment, taken off
the books.

By the way, this fight is being waged
at the State level as well. In California,
just 2 weeks ago, the State senate
voted 25 to 12 to reinstitute net neu-
trality, and in New York, in Massachu-
setts, in Oregon, and in Washington—in
State after State—they are rising.
They are saying: If the Federal Govern-
ment will not protect us, then we will
protect ourselves.

We know that influential lobbyists
aren’t going to go away, but the Amer-
ican people aren’t going to go away ei-
ther. This is their government. This is
the place at which they expect their
will to be respected. When net neu-
trality is taken off the books—an issue
that polls at 86 percent of all Ameri-
cans—the will of the American people
is not being respected. There is nothing
more powerful than the collective
voices of millions of Americans who
are working together with a common
mission, and that is to restore net neu-
trality to the books. The campaign to
restore the internet, to save the inter-
net, enters a new phase today. The ur-
gency has never been higher, but the
intensity level across this country has
never been higher. Today is not the day
for a eulogy for net neutrality. The
fight has just begun.

We thank every Senator who has al-
ready voted for net neutrality, and we
thank every American who has worked
toward that goal. Now let us redouble
our efforts, because we have to turn
this into a campaign issue in 2018 that
matches all of the other issues that are
driving the agenda of our country.

I thank the Presiding Officer.

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. NELSON. Madam President, I
ask unanimous consent that the order
for the quorum call be rescinded.

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

PUERTO RICO HURRICANE RECOVERY EFFORT

Mr. NELSON. Madam President, a re-
cent study from Harvard suggested
that the actual death toll in Puerto
Rico as a result of Hurricane Maria
could be as much as 70 times higher
than what was previously reported. In
fact, the study, which was released 2
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weeks ago, suggests that the death toll
could actually have been in a range
from 800 all the way up to close to 8,000
deaths, and that is compared to the of-
ficial FEMA count of 64.

Recently, I was with the former Gov-
ernor and now father of the present
Governor, Pedro Rosello. He shared
with me that a George Washington
University study is underway to more
accurately count the deaths resulting
from the hurricane, but there is no rea-
son why there should be such a discrep-
ancy among U.S. citizens in these re-
ports. The latest findings are just an-
other stain on the Federal Govern-
ment’s overall response to the ongoing
disaster in Puerto Rico, which has not
been too stellar.

The people of Puerto Rico are our fel-
low American citizens. They have a
right to know exactly what happened
on the island as a result of not just one
massive storm but the second one
which hit as well. They have a right to
know exactly how many of their
friends and neighbors lost their lives as
a result of this disaster and exactly
what the Federal Government is doing
to prevent such a tragedy from hap-
pening again.

That is why Senator HARRIS of Cali-
fornia and I have introduced a bill to
create a better way to track the num-
ber of deaths caused by a disaster. The
legislation would require FEMA to
work with the National Academy of
Medicine to develop a new uniform sys-
tem for local, State, and Federal offi-
cials across the country to more quick-
ly and accurately determine the num-
ber of deaths by a disaster like Hurri-
cane Maria. Not only will this bill help
to provide some semblance of closure
to the families affected by devastating
events, but it will also ensure that the
areas that are hardest hit by these dis-
asters are getting all of the disaster as-
sistance they are entitled to, including
funeral assistance, which can help un-
insured families afford the cost of
burying their loved ones. This legisla-
tion that Senator HARRIS and I have
filed is just one more step in our over-
all effort to help folks recover from the
storms from last summer. I am urging
my colleagues to work with us to get it
done.

The people of Puerto Rico aren’t the
only ones still working to recover from
last year’s storms. While we are now
officially already in June in the midst
of this year’s hurricane season, there
are still too many communities in
Florida that have not received the hur-
ricane recovery funds that Congress
passed this past February—the hurri-
cane disaster assistance appropria-
tions. It is June and we passed it last
February and it is still not out the
door of the agencies. That is 122 days
ago, about 4 months. Folks are hurting.
They would like to have the disaster
assistance money we appropriated. For
these communities, this is unbeliev-
able. They are not just waiting for
money from Hurricane Irma from last
year, they are waiting for funds from
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Hurricane Hermine and Hurricane Mat-
thew from 2 years ago.

This Senator has repeatedly called on
the administration to do more to expe-
dite these funds for those who need it
most by getting the funds to them.
However, our calls and our requests go
unheeded. We have fishermen and
farmers whose livelihoods are being
threatened, and their assistance is
being slow-walked. Some may have to
close up their businesses if they don’t
see relief soon.

Specifically, communities in the
Florida Keys were especially dev-
astated. The eye of the hurricane went
over about 19 miles up the chain from
Key West. Those on the northeast
quadrant of the storm got it the
worst—around Big Pine Key. They are
still waiting for some of their assist-
ance that was due for that hurricane
last year. There are homes that are
still not repaired, and there are canals
that are still full of debris.

According to a recent article in the
Miami Herald, only $600,000 in FEMA
reimbursements has been deposited so
far to Monroe County, which is in the
Florida Keys. That is unacceptable.
How are these communities expected to
prepare for the 2018 hurricane season if
they don’t have the funds they were
due from a year ago?

I am again urging the Trump admin-
istration to see this as the emergency
it truly is and finally release the funds
to those who so desperately need them.
These communities can’t wait any
longer. Congress has acted, and now it
is time for the administration to do its
part.

Madam President, 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. MORAN. Madam President, I ask
unanimous consent that the order for
the quorum call be rescinded.

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

NOMINATION OF MIKI BOWMAN

Mr. MORAN. Madam President, in
my time in the Senate, I have tried
hard to make certain that rural Amer-
ica—rural Kansas in particular but all
of rural America—has an advocate and
that we work hard to make certain
that colleagues from across the coun-
try understand the important issues we
face in small towns across Kansas and
around the country.

Today, I want to talk about an oppor-
tunity we have that I think will be
most beneficial to those of us who
come from places like the Presiding Of-
ficer and I do. I rise today to speak in
support of Miki Bowman. She was nom-
inated recently—she had a hearing in
front of our Banking Committee—to be
a member of the Federal Reserve Board
of Governors. Tomorrow, our Banking
Committee will consider her nomina-
tion. I want to make certain that my
colleagues on the committee and cer-
tainly my colleagues here in the Sen-
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ate understand how valuable Miki will
be as a member of the Board of Gov-
ernors of the Federal Reserve Board
and understand her qualifications.

She is a native of a small town in
Kansas. She is a native of Morris Coun-
ty in a beautiful part of our State. She
received a degree from the University
of Kansas as an undergrad and a law
degree from Washburn University in
Topeka. She is a rural American.

Her talents brought her to Wash-
ington, DC. She served at the Federal
Emergency Management Agency, the
Department of Homeland Security, and
on the U.S. House of Representatives
Transportation and Infrastructure
Committee and the House Government
Reform and Oversight Committee as a
staffer, as well as in the office of Sen-
ator Bob Dole, one of my predecessors
in the Senate.

Like many of the Kansans I have
known who have come here to Wash-
ington, DC, to work over the years, she
found her way back home to Kansas
when she returned to her hometown
and became the vice president of the
Farmers & Drovers Bank in 2010. In
2017, Ms. Bowman became the State
bank commissioner for our State,
where she is currently responsible for
overseeing hundreds of State chartered
banks, trust companies, money trans-
mitters, and other nondepository enti-
ties.

Ms. Bowman is precisely the kind of
person I envision to fill the community
bank representative position on the
Board of Governors. The Federal Re-
serve Act now requires—and we worked
hard to make sure this was the case—
that the President ‘‘appoint at least
one member with demonstrated pri-
mary experience working in or super-
vising community banks having less
than $10 billion in total assets.” Well,
the Farmers & Drovers Bank in Coun-
cil Grove, KS, is a $175 million bank—
well below that $10 billion threshold.
So Ms. Bowman not only qualifies by
the criteria of the statute—she is a
banker—but she is also a supervisor, as
exemplified by her role now as our
State banking commissioner.

If those qualifications aren’t enough,
I have come to know Miki Bowman as
a forthright, intelligent, quality indi-
vidual with a demonstrated record of
service to her State, her country, and
to her community. Those of us who
know what I call relationship bankers
know how important their role is in a
small town in Kansas and across the
country. The perspective she brings to
the table as a banker, as a regulator, as
a public servant, as a mother, and as a
community leader is exactly the kind
of perspective I think our country and
our economy need at the Federal Re-
serve Board.

I look forward to voting to advance
Ms. Bowman’s nomination tomorrow
morning in the Banking Committee. I
urge all my colleagues to support her
confirmation when she is considered by
the full Senate in the near future.

Madam President, I yield the floor.
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Colorado.

Mr. GARDNER. Madam President, as
the eyes of the world are fixed on
Singapore, I rise today to discuss an-
other important development in our
Nation’s diplomatic efforts in the Indo-
Pacific.

Tomorrow, we will open a new chap-
ter in the relationship between the
United States and our longstanding
friend and ally Taiwan by opening the
new complex of the American Institute
in Taiwan, or AIT, which serves as a de
facto U.S. Embassy in Taiwan. You can
see the ‘‘Strong Foundation, Bright
Future’—this incredible new facility
in Taiwan to replace the existing facil-
ity we have. I am pleased that Marie
Royce, the Assistant Secretary of
State for Educational and Cultural Af-
fairs, will attend the ceremony on be-
half of the United States. Along with
my colleagues, Senators RUBIO, INHOFE,
and CORNYN, I sent a letter and called
for a Cabinet-level official to attend
the ceremony as well. There are a lot
of things going on in Asia on June 12.

The opening of this state-of-the-art
complex comes at a most opportune
time as a demonstration of strong U.S.
support for the people of Taiwan. I join
my colleagues in Congress in wel-
coming this new facility and thanking
the men and women of our Foreign
Service in Taipei and around the world
for their service to our Nation.

The new AIT facility will cultivate
the relationship between the United
States and Taiwan and further dem-
onstrate the commitment of the United
States to bolster its friendship and
commercial and defensive partnership
with Taiwan.

Today, I also announce that I will be
introducing a resolution welcoming the
new AIT complex. I encourage my col-
leagues to cosponsor this resolution to
express our support and excitement for
this new facility.

Taiwan is a free, democratic, and
prosperous nation of 23 million people
and an important contributor to peace
and stability around the world. In
many ways, Taiwan should serve as the
model for a free and open Indo-Pacific.

The Taiwan Relations Act of 1979,
which governs our unofficial relations
with Taiwan, calls ‘‘to preserve and
promote extensive, close, and friendly
commercial, cultural, and other rela-
tions between the people of the United
States and the people of Taiwan.”” The
Taiwan Relations Act also unequivo-
cally states that it is the policy of the
United States ‘‘to resist any resort to
force or other forms of coercion that
would jeopardize the security, or the
social or economic system, of the peo-
ple on Taiwan.”

Since the election of President Tsai
in 2016, Taiwan has been under unre-
lenting pressure from Beijing in a
shameful and dangerous effort to de-
prive Taiwan of international legit-
imacy and to undermine the fragile
status quo between Beijing and Taipei.
In the last month alone, Taiwan lost
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two diplomatic allies—the Dominican
Republic and Burkina Faso. Taipei has
also once again been shut out of the
World Health Assembly due to pressure
from Beijing. Despite this decision, de-
spite this treatment, Taiwan has nev-
ertheless made a very generous dona-
tion of $1 million to the World Health
Organization for Ebola-related relief
efforts.

It is time for the United States to ag-
gressively push back against Beijing’s
effort to undermine a free Taiwan. Two
weeks ago, I had an opportunity to
visit Taipei and meet with President
Tsai and personally thank her for her
friendship and Taiwan’s valuable con-
tributions to global peace and sta-
bility. I think that friendship can be
seen in this new AIT facility.

I have also introduced two bipartisan
bills in the Senate that will enhance
U.S. relations with Taiwan and send a
very strong message to Beijing that
the United States will never—the
United States will never—abandon our
friends in Taipei.

The first bill is the Asia Reassurance
Initiative Act, or ARIA, which is a bill
that presents a new, comprehensive
policy framework for U.S. policy to-
ward the Indo-Pacific.

We introduced ARIA on April 24, 2018,
with a group of bipartisan cosponsors,
including Senators MARKEY, CARDIN,
RUBIO, and YOUNG. Senators SULLIVAN
and PERDUE, with whom I traveled to
the Shangri-La Dialogue in Singapore
last week, have also joined in this ef-
fort.

ARIA recognizes that Taiwan should
be front and center in our Indo-Pacific
strategy. ARIA states that it is the
policy of the United States to faith-
fully enforce all existing U.S. commit-
ments to Taiwan, as enshrined in the
Taiwan Relations Act of 1979 and the
six assurances offered by President
Ronald Reagan in 1982.

ARIA also authorizes the sale of ad-
vanced weapons, weapon parts, and up-
grades to Taiwan, consistent with U.S.
law, and urges the President to regu-
larize the arms sales consultation proc-
ess with Congress.

Finally, it authorizes high-level mili-
tary and diplomatic contacts with Tai-
pei, consistent with the Taiwan Travel
Act, which was signed into law by
President Trump on March 16, 2018.

Last week, the Wall Street Journal
editorial board endorsed ARIA, includ-
ing writing that the bill ‘‘notably en-
courages regular weapons sales to Tai-
pei.”

I ask unanimous consent that the
Wall Street Journal editorial, titled
““China’s Military Escalation,” dated
June 4, 2018, be printed in the RECORD.

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

[From The Wall Street Journal, June 4, 2018]
CHINA’S MILITARY ESCALATION
(By The Editorial Board)

While President Trump focuses on trade
and North Korea, China is aggressively
building military outposts beyond its bor-
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ders in the South China Sea. Beijing wants
to push Washington out of the Indo-Pacific,
and the Trump Administration and Congress
may finally be developing a serious strategy
to respond.

Trillions of dollars of trade annually float
through the Indo-Pacific, which stretches
from East Africa through East Asia. In re-
cent years China has built military bases on
artificial islands hundreds of miles from its
shores, ignoring international law and a 2016
ruling by a United Nations tribunal.

The buildup has accelerated in recent
weeks, as China has deployed antiship mis-
siles, surface-to-air missiles and electronic
jammers on the Spratly islands and even nu-
clear-capable bombers on nearby Woody Is-
land. This violates an explicit promise that
Chinese President Xi Jinping made to
Barack Obama in 2015 that ‘“‘China does not
intend to pursue militarization” on the
Spratlys.

The next step could be deployed forces. At
that point ‘“‘China will be able to extend its
influence thousands of miles to the south
and project power deep into Oceania,” Admi-
ral Philip Davidson, who leads the U.S. Indo-
Pacific Command, said in April.

In the face of China’s buildup, the U.S. has
shown uneven commitment. Mr. Obama lim-
ited freedom-of-navigation patrols to avoid a
confrontation and never committed the re-
sources to make his ‘“‘pivot to Asia” a re-
ality. China saw Mr. Obama’s hesitation and
kept advancing. The growing concern is that
China will begin to dictate the terms of navi-
gation to the world and coerce weaker neigh-
boring countries to agree to its foreign pol-
icy and trading goals.

Defense Secretary Jim Mattis lately has
been putting this concern front and center.
He recently rescinded an invitation to the
Chinese navy to participate in the multi-
national Rimpac exercises off Hawaii this
summer. And at the annual Shangri-La secu-
rity dialogue in Singapore this weekend, Mr.
Mattis said that ‘‘the placement of these
weapons systems is tied directly to military
use for the purposes of intimidation and co-
ercion.”

He pointed to the Rimpac cancellation as a
‘‘small consequence’ of this behavior and
said there could be ‘‘larger consequences,”’
albeit unspecified, in the future.

One such consequence could be more fre-
quent and regular freedom-of-navigation op-
erations inside the 12-mile territorial waters
claimed by China. Joint operations with al-
lies would have an even greater deterrent ef-
fect, and the U.S. should encourage others to
join. Beijing will try to punish any country
that sails with the U.S., but that will under-
score the coercive nature of its plans.

Believe it or not, Congress is also trying to
help with the bipartisan Asia Reassurance
Initiative Act (ARIA). The Senate bill af-
firms core American alliances with Aus-
tralia, Japan and South Korea, while calling
for deeper military and economic ties with
India and Taiwan. It notably encourages reg-
ular weapons sales to Taipei.

The bill authorizes $1.5 billion a year over
five years to fund regular military exercises
and improve defenses throughout the region.
It also funds the fight against Southeast
Asian terror groups, including Islamic State.
This will help, but more will be needed. This
year’s $61 billion military spending increase
was more backfill than buildup, and China
recently boosted its defense budget 8.1%.

ARIA also tries to address Mr. Trump’s
major strategic blunder of withdrawing from
the Trans-Pacific Partnership trade deal,
which didn’t include China. The Senate bill
grants the President power to negotiate new
bilateral and multilateral trade deals.

It also calls for the export of liquefied nat-
ural gas to the Indo-Pacific and authorizes
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the U.S. Trade Representative to negotiate a
deal with the Association of Southeast Asian
Nations (Asean). If the U.S. had a trade rep
who believed in trade, this could strengthen
the U.S. relationship with Vietnam and the
Philippines—countries at odds with China
over its territorial claims and militarism.

The bill is backed by Republicans Cory
Gardner and Marco Rubio and Democrats
Ben Cardin and Ed Markey, which is a wide
ideological net. China’s rise, and Mr. Xi’s de-
termination to make China the dominant
power in the Indo-Pacific, is a generational
challenge that will require an enduring, bi-
partisan strategy and commitment. A firmer
stand to deter Chinese military expan-
sionism is an essential start.

Mr. GARDNER. On May 24, 2018, I
also filed the Taiwan International
Participation Act, or TIPA, with Sen-
ator MARKEY. This bipartisan effort es-
tablishes that it should be the policy of
the United States to support Taiwan’s
participation in appropriate inter-
national organizations, to instruct U.S.
representatives in international orga-
nizations to use the voice and vote of
the United States to support Taiwan’s
inclusion in appropriate international
organizations around the globe, and to
direct the President and his represent-
atives to raise Taiwan’s participation
in appropriate international organiza-
tions during relevant bilateral engage-
ments with the government of the
PRC.

I call on my colleagues to support
both of these important pieces of legis-
lation, which are efforts to show our
strong support for the people of Tai-
wan. There is much more we can do
and we should do to enhance our rela-
tionship with Taiwan, and I call on the
administration to undertake all efforts
allowable under U.S. law to enhance
our relationship with Taipei.

The opening of this new facility to-
morrow, this new AIT complex—in
fact, just a few hours from now—is a
great sign of friendship and commit-
ment from the United States, and I
congratulate all those who have made
this possible.

I know Senator RUBIO is on the floor
today to talk about this and the impor-
tant support the United States con-
tinues to show for Taiwan, but I will
finish on this before I yield the floor.

In my conversation with President
Tsai, I talked about how Taiwan is
really a great leader from whom we
should learn and recognize and value
their leadership around the globe. I
think the million-dollar contribution
they made to combat Ebola issues is
just one small signal that they have an
important role to play on the world
stage, and I hope our allies around the
globe will continue to engage Taiwan,
as appropriate, and make sure they
have that strong international voice
that they sometimes feel to be lacking
today.

I encourage my colleagues to stand
up to support Taiwan. I congratulate
AIT on this new facility and certainly
look forward to engaging Taiwan even
more as we move forward.

I yield the floor.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Florida.
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Mr. RUBIO. Mr. President, I want to
start by thanking the Senator from
Colorado, who has shown real leader-
ship on the subcommittee that involves
all of these matters regarding the Indo-
Pacific region, and he is here on the
floor to talk about a series of other
measures that are in place.

None of us here will be in Taipei to-
morrow to attend the ceremony, but
we all want to take this opportunity to
applaud the opening of the American
Institute in Taiwan and its new com-
pound. This building will be so much
more than just new office space. It will
serve as a tangible symbol of the
strong and enduring friendship between
the United States and Taiwan, which is
a democracy and is a strong ally of this
country.

Taiwan is not just an important eco-
nomic and security partner. As I have
said already, it is a very vibrant de-
mocracy. It has a prosperous free en-
terprise economy. Frankly, it is a shin-
ing example of what we hope the rest of
the Indo-Pacific region will become
and continue to be.

The opening of this new office comes
at a critical time when both the United
States and Taiwan face major chal-
lenges that are posed by the Com-
munist Party of China, which governs
that country. Under the Communist
Party, Beijing has increased its efforts
to undermine and erode U.S. interests,
even as it moves to isolate Taiwan on
the international stage. For example,
the Chinese Government has success-
fully blocked Taiwan’s meaningful par-
ticipation in many international orga-
nizations, such as the World Health Or-
ganization.

Unfortunately, here in our own hemi-
sphere, they have been successful in
pressuring certain nations to cut their
diplomatic ties with Taiwan and, in-
stead, create new ones with Beijing.

By the way, that is not Taiwan’s po-
sition, but it is Beijing that makes you
choose. You can either have relations
with them or Taiwan—but not with
both.

The latest, by the way, is the Domin-
ican Republic, not far from our coast,
where, in exchange for billions of dol-
lars of assurances, they made that
change. They will deny it, but you will
see the billions coming in. These bil-
lions of dollars sound like a really good
deal until you realize they bring their
workers from China, and it is all a one-
way street. It is all there to benefit
China. Look around the world at all of
the countries that have taken all of
this money, b years, 3 years later; they
are terrible deals with terrible terms
that are good for China but bad for the
country that took the money. But in
this particular case, they were success-
ful, and they are going to continue to
chip away at those countries. About a
year before, Panama had cut their ties
with Taiwan.

What China has made very clear is
that their intention is to continue to
both pressure and entice—I say ‘‘en-
tice,”” but probably the right word is
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“bribe’’—additional countries to do the
exact same thing. And they do it, as I
said, with the promise of investments
and loans.

I encourage these countries and ev-
eryone who is listening and cares about
these issues to go and look at the his-
tory of these loans, these enticements,
and these investments. You will see
how bad they ultimately are for the
country that helps them. They all
come with troubling strings attached.

The Chinese Government, by the
way, has even been successful in bul-
lying American companies when it
comes to Taiwan—or other topics, for
that matter, that they deem too sen-
sitive for the Communist Party. Per-
haps the most recent, outrageous ex-
ample is an American, working in
America—not in China, in America—
for an American company, Marriott
Hotels, was fired from his job because
he accidentally liked a tweet that said
something about Taiwan and Tibet
being independent of China.

Imagine that you work for a com-
pany, and you go online. You acciden-
tally retweet something—or like it—
and you get fired because China goes to
Marriott and says: We will cut you off
from doing business if you don’t get rid
of this guy. They fired an American, in
the United States. If you think the
things China is doing are things that
are happening halfway around the
world with Taiwan—they are hap-
pening to Americans right here.

A few weeks ago, one of the clothing
stores put out a T-shirt, and on this T-
shirt it had a map of China, but it
didn’t include Taiwan. They had to
apologize for that and call back all of
the T-shirts or they were going to get
kicked out.

An American airline, United Airlines,
was told that unless they changed their
website so that it no longer referred to
Taiwan as an independent country,
they would be punished.

They are intimidating American
businesses in the United States because
of Taiwan and other issues the Com-
munist Party finds unacceptable.

For far too long this aggression has
gone unchecked. China must not be al-
lowed to continue to interfere any fur-
ther in Taiwan’s relations or standing
with the rest of the world.

Earlier this year, I, along with nu-
merous colleagues, passed a law that
the President has signed. It is called
the Taiwan Travel Act. It encourages
high-level visits between American of-
ficials and their Taiwanese counter-
parts. I hope the administration will
move quickly to begin implementing
this and send high-level officials, in-
cluding Cabinet-level officials, to Tai-
pei to meet with their counterparts
there.

Our friendship with Taiwan is based
on our shared ideals and the common
vision of an Asia that is prosperous,
peaceful, and free. The United States
must, should, and, I hope, will continue
to stand by Taiwan, irrespective of any
pressure that others, including the

S3401

Communist Party of China, may bring
to bear on this relationship.

I yield the floor.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Oklahoma.

Mr. INHOFE. Mr. President, first of
all, the comments that were made by
my friend from Florida are right on
target.

I recall—actually, it was 30 years
ago—a book that was written by An-
thony Kubek called, ‘‘Modernizing
China.” Everything he said at that
time that was going to happen in the
future has now happened with the lead-
ers and the freedoms that China has
never known. Then, when you go and
see what is happening all around the
world right now with China and in the
South China Sea—they are building all
of these islands down there. Our allies
believe they are preparing for World
War III, so that is really serious stuff.

Anyway, we are going to be voting in
a few minutes on moving forward on
the bill that every year, arguably, is
the most significant bill of the year. It
has passed now for 57 consecutive
years. We are anxious to get to the
John S. McCain National Defense Au-
thorization Act.

It is our hope, as we consider the bill
this week, that we can have an open
amendment process, just as we did in
the committee markup, where we con-
sidered 300 bipartisan amendments.

I am joined here by Senator REED,
who is the ranking member of the Sen-
ate Armed Services Committee. We are
all in agreement on a lot of things, one
being an open amendment process. We
want to make sure everyone has an op-
portunity to offer their amendments.

Unfortunately, with the rules of the
Senate, it is sometimes difficult be-
cause people can object to anything,
and then everything stops. But on this
bill, I can’t imagine it is going to hap-
pen because of the significance of this
bill.

We can’t overstate the significance of
the NDAA legislation, which prioritizes
modernizing our forces. There is wide-
spread agreement that we need this
legislation.

Just look at some of the headlines.
This weekend, the Washington Post
had an article about how the Pentagon
fears we aren’t keeping pace with
China and Russia in the area of
hypersonic weapons. Hypersonic weap-
ons are weapons that move at five
times the speed of sound. We are actu-
ally behind both China and Russia in
developing that capability.

We could say the same thing about
the triad nuclear progress. We have
done virtually nothing in the last 10
years while we have watched China and
Russia go beyond this. Of course, these
are the things we are addressing.

On Memorial Day, the Oklahoman
discussed how China and Russia have
artillery capabilities. Artillery capa-
bilities are generally looked at in
terms of rapid fire and range, and they
are ahead of us in both of these areas.

This idea that America has the best
of everything is something that most
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people believe, but we have fallen be-
hind. We need not be critical of how we
got behind. That is not important now.
We know where we are, and we know
we can start with this bill, and we are
going to be having a motion to advance
the bill.

Let me say this. During the consider-
ation of this bill in committee, we had
well-attended meetings. We actually
considered 300 amendments during the
course of consideration in conference
to bring it to the floor out of com-
mittee, and it passed unanimously, so
it is something we worked on very
closely together.

Senator JACK REED and I worked
very closely, and we had very few dis-
agreements. I think we both agree on
this: We have to get the bill done, and
we want to have an open amendment
process. If, for some reason, there is a
lot of objection to that, we will express
ourselves, and, hopefully, we will be
successful.

With that, I thank Senator REED not
only for the cooperation we have had—
not just from Senator REED—but also
for his leadership in the committee so
that we could come to the point where
we are today.

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

Mr. REED. Thank you, Mr. Presi-
dent. Let me also extend my thanks to
the Senator from Oklahoma for his co-
operation and leadership.

As he indicated very accurately, on a
bipartisan basis, we considered numer-
ous amendments. We were virtually
unanimous at the conclusion of the
committee deliberations in terms of
bringing this bill to the floor.

His staff and the Democratic staff
were working all weekend to prepare a
package of amendments, which we
think can be accepted unanimously as
an initial step in the process, the man-
agers’ package. Then, like Senator
INHOFE, I would like to see a process
where we have a series of amendments
from both sides, adequate time to de-
bate the amendment, and then a vote
on the amendment as we move forward.
Then we are hoping to be able to do so
in a very deliberate and thoughtful
way, and reach, we hope, in a timely
manner, a point where we have dis-
cussed the major concerns of all of our
colleagues, voted on many of them, and
then ask for final passage of a bill that
is worthy of passage. Each year we
have done so. This will begin to set us
on a path to conference with the House
of Representatives and then a final
conference report here.

Once again, I thank the Senator from
Oklahoma and concur that we would
like to see—and so far, his cooperation
and his leadership has engendered co-
operation so we can have a series of
amendments on the floor.

With that, I yield the floor.

Mr. INHOFE. Mr. President, let me
make one more comment because it is
not very often we come with a really
significant piece of legislation that ev-
eryone agrees on; that everyone agrees
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we have to have. There is no question
about that. I would say this also has
the support of not just me and Senator
REED but also the leadership in the mi-
nority and the majority in the Senate.
The one thing everyone agrees on is an
open amendment process.

It is frustrating, and I ask my friend
from Rhode Island if he agrees with
this; that under the Senate rules, one
person can really make it very dif-
ficult—in fact, one person can preclude
us from having any votes on amend-
ments just because that is the way the
Senate works. Last week, we experi-
enced that on Thursday. We wanted to
advance the bill at that time and bring
it forward, but we couldn’t because of
just one individual making a demand
that his amendment be heard. So I am
hoping we discourage people from
doing that.

I think Senator REED would join me
in encouraging our Members to bring
their amendments down to start mov-
ing this forward before something hap-
pens that obstructs the progress we an-
ticipate we are going to be enjoying.

Mr. REED. Mr. President, I couldn’t
concur more with the Senator from
Oklahoma. We have both, in our ca-
reers in the Senate, seen debates on the
floor on the NDAA that were very
open, that proceeded over the course of
several days, and that produced very
sound legislation. Then we have seen
situations in which, frankly, no amend-
ments could be offered because almost
immediately we were in a position of
deadlock. The majority leader, Repub-
lican or Democratic, filed the final clo-
ture motion and suddenly we were on
final passage without amendments.

I think the bill is good. I think there
are many important issues we can de-
bate. We might disagree on the out-
come of the vote, but that debate and
that vote is very critical to the na-
tional security of the United States.

So I do, in fact, concur with the Sen-
ator from Oklahoma.

Mr. INHOFE. Mr. President, there
are some issues where we are going to
have a partisan difference. We already
pretty much know where they are.
There are going to be some controver-
sial votes, and that is fine. That is the
way this is supposed to be, and this is
a good way to settle it.

I recently came back from Afghani-
stan, Kuwait, and a lot of places where
we have our troops. Let me say that if
we don’t go ahead and get this done—
because we have already announced the
bill being done as we speak—we have
an awful lot of troops out there who
are going to really wonder: Are we
really supportive, offering our support
to them, these guys and gals who are
out risking their lives and doing the
heavy lifting?

So we are anxious to get started, and
we will have the vote shortly. We will
get on the bill. I would like to go ahead
and start in on amendments so, hope-
fully, that will take place.

With that, I yield the floor.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Tennessee.
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Mr. CORKER. Mr. President, through
the Presiding Officer, I would like to
talk to both of our leaders and thank
them for the work they have done. I,
too, look forward to having numbers of
amendments.

I think many people here are aware
that I have an amendment that deals
with the 232 tariff issue, and I know
there is a lot of interest in that amend-
ment. We actually have strong bipar-
tisan support from a range of very re-
spected Senators.

There has been a blue slip issued that
has been erased. I was asked by Sen-
ator INHOFE, as well as by Senator
McCONNELL, to solve the blue-slip
issue. I just wanted Members to know
we have talked to the Parliamentarian,
and I plan to ask unanimous consent,
after we vote to move to the bill, for a
very short paragraph to be consented
to that would then solve the blue-slip
issue and then cause my amendment to
be able to be heard without, in any
way, tainting the bill should it move
across the Senate floor to the House.

I have given that language to the
well. I know they are going to talk to
Laura Dove and Gary a little bit about
it. I just wanted to make you aware, as
a courtesy, that I do plan, after we
move to the bill, to ask unanimous
consent on something that should be
totally unobjectionable and that in no
way prejudices my amendment in a fa-
vorable way; it just allows us to move
to it without having the blue-slip issue
that has been raised.

Mr. INHOFE. Let me make one com-
ment about this. First of all, I would
say to the Senator from Tennessee how
much I appreciate the courtesy he has
expressed and the way he has dealt
with it and talked about his interest. I
think he and I actually had a disagree-
ment on the content of one of his inter-
ests, but, nonetheless, we talked it
over, and we had a chance to iron those
things out. I do want to publicly thank
you for not running in and objecting
and making it difficult for us to get
our jobs done.

Mr. CORKER. Thank you.

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

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

All time has expired.

The question now occurs on agreeing
to the motion to proceed.

Mr. CORKER. Mr. President, I ask
for the yeas and nays.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there a
sufficient second?

There is a sufficient second.

The clerk will call the roll.

The legislative clerk called the roll.

Mr. CORNYN. The following Senators
are necessarily absent: the Senator
from Missouri (Mr. BLUNT) and the
Senator from Arizona (Mr. McCAIN).
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Mr. DURBIN. I announce that the
Senator from Maryland (Mr. CARDIN),
the Senator from Illinois (Ms.
DUCKWORTH), and the Senator from
New York (Mrs. GILLIBRAND) are nec-
essarily absent.

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

The result was announced—yeas 91,
nays 4, as follows:

[Rollcall Vote No. 120 Leg.]

YEAS—91
Alexander Graham Nelson
Baldwin Grassley Perdue
Barrasso Harris Peters
Bennet Hassan Portman
Blumenthal Hatch Reed
Booker Heinrich Risch
Boozman Heitkamp Roberts
Brown Heller Rounds
Burr Hirono Rubio
Cantwell Hoeven Sasse
Capito Hyde-Smith Soh.
Carper Inhofe chatz
Casey Isakson Schumer
Cassidy Johnson Scott
Collins Jones Shaheen
Coons Kaine Shelby
Corker Kennedy Smith
Cornyn King Stabenow
Cortez Masto Klobuchar Sullivan
Cotton Lankford Tester
Crapo Leahy Thune
Cruz Lee Tillis
Daines Manchin Toomey
Donnelly Markey Udall
Durbin McCaskill Van Hollen
Enzi McConnell
Ernst Menendez gax:ner
Feinstein Moran al'ren
N : Whitehouse
Fischer Murkowski . R
Flake Murphy Wicker
Gardner Murray Young
NAYS—4
Merkley Sanders
Paul Wyden
NOT VOTING—5
Blunt Duckworth McCain
Cardin Gillibrand
The motion was agreed to.
———

NATIONAL DEFENSE AUTHORIZA-
TION ACT FOR FISCAL YEAR 2019

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
clerk will report the bill.

The legislative clerk read as follows:

A bill (H.R. 5515) to authorize appropria-
tions for fiscal year 2019 for military activi-
ties of the Department of Defense, for mili-
tary construction, and for defense activities
of the Department of Energy, to prescribe
military personnel strengths for such fiscal
year, and for other purposes.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Oklahoma.

AMENDMENT NO. 2282

(Purpose: In the nature of a substitute)

Mr. INHOFE. Mr. President, I call up
amendment No. 2282.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
clerk will report.

The senior assistant legislative clerk
read as follows:

The Senator from Oklahoma [Mr. INHOFE]
proposes an amendment numbered 2282.

Mr. INHOFE. I ask unanimous con-
sent that the reading of the amend-
ment be dispensed with.

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

(The amendment is printed in the
RECORD of June 6, 2018, under ‘‘Text of
Amendments.””)

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — SENATE

AMENDMENT NO. 2282, AS MODIFIED

Mr. INHOFE. I send a modification to
amendment No. 2282 to the desk.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator has that right. The amendment is
modified.

The amendment, as modified, is as
follows:

Strike all after the enacting clause and in-
sert the following:

SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE.

(a) IN GENERAL.—This Act may be cited as
the ‘““John S. McCain National Defense Au-
thorization Act for Fiscal Year 2019”".

(b) REFERENCES.—Any reference in this or
any other Act to the ‘‘National Defense Au-
thorization Act for Fiscal Year 2019’ shall be
deemed to be a reference to the ‘‘John S.
McCain National Defense Authorization Act
for Fiscal Year 2019,

SEC. 2. ORGANIZATION OF ACT INTO DIVISIONS;

TABLE OF CONTENTS.

(a) DIvisiONs.—This Act is organized into
four divisions as follows:

(1) Division A—Department of Defense Au-
thorizations.

(2) Division B—Military Construction Au-
thorizations.

(3) Division C—Department of Energy Na-
tional Security Authorizations and Other
Authorizations.

(4) Division D—Funding Tables.

(b) TABLE OF CONTENTS.—The table of con-
tents for this Act is as follows:

Sec. 1. Short title.

Sec. 2. Organization of Act into divisions;
table of contents.

Sec. 3. Congressional defense committees.

Sec. 4. Budgetary effects of this Act.

DIVISION A—DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE
AUTHORIZATIONS

TITLE I—PROCUREMENT

Subtitle A—Authorization of Appropriations

Sec. 101. Authorization of appropriations.
Subtitle B—Army Programs

Sec. 111. Deployment by the Army of an in-

terim cruise missile defense ca-
pability.
Subtitle C—Navy Programs
Multiyear procurement authority
for F/A-18E/F Super Hornet and
EA-18G aircraft program.

Multiyear procurement authority
for E-2D Advanced Hawkeye
(AHE) aircraft program.

Extension of limitation on use of
sole-source shipbuilding con-
tracts for certain vessels.

Prohibition on availability of funds

for Navy port waterborne secu-
rity barriers.

Multiyear procurement authority

for Standard Missile-6.

Limitation on availability of funds

for the Littoral Combat Ship.

127. Nuclear refueling of aircraft car-
riers.

128. Limitation on funding for Amphib-
ious Assault Vehicle Product
Improvement Program.

Subtitle D—Air Force Programs
Sec. 141. Prohibition on availability of funds

for retirement of E-8 JSTARS
aircraft.

Sec. 142. B-52H aircraft system moderniza-
tion report.

Sec. 143. Repeal of funding restriction for
EC-130H Compass Call Recapi-
talization Program and review
of program acceleration oppor-
tunities.

Subtitle E—Defense-wide, Joint, and
Multiservice Matters

Sec. 1561. Multiyear procurement authority

for C-130J aircraft program.

Sec. 121.

Sec. 122.

Sec. 123.

Sec. 124.

Sec. 125.

Sec. 126.
Sec.

Sec.

S3403

Sec. 1562. Quarterly updates on the F-35
Joint Strike Fighter program.
Sec. 1563. Authority to procure additional
polar-class icebreakers.
TITLE II—RESEARCH, DEVELOPMENT,
TEST, AND EVALUATION

Subtitle A—Authorization of Appropriations

Sec. 201. Authorization of appropriations.

Subtitle B—Program Requirements,
Restrictions, and Limitations

211. Codification and reauthorization of
Defense Research and Develop-
ment Rapid Innovation Pro-
gram.

Procedures for rapid reaction to
emerging technology.

Activities on identification and de-
velopment of enhanced personal
protective equipment against
blast injury.

Human factors modeling and sim-
ulation activities.

Expansion of mission areas sup-
ported by mechanisms for expe-
dited access to technical talent
and expertise at academic insti-
tutions.

Advanced manufacturing
ties.

National security innovation ac-
tivities.

Partnership intermediaries for pro-
motion of defense research and
education.

Limitation on use of funds for Sur-
face Navy Laser Weapon Sys-
tem.

Expansion of coordination require-
ment for support for national
security innovation and entre-
preneurial education.

Limitation on funding for Amphib-
ious Combat Vehicle 1.2.

Defense quantum information
science and technology re-
search and development pro-
gram.

Joint directed energy test activi-
ties.

Requirement for establishment of
arrangements for expedited ac-
cess to technical talent and ex-
pertise at academic institutions
to support Department of De-
fense missions.

Authority for Joint Directed En-
ergy Transition Office to con-
duct research relating to high

Sec.

Sec. 212.

Sec. 213.

Sec. 214.

Sec. 215.

Sec. 216. activi-

Sec. 217.

Sec. 218.

Sec. 219.

Sec. 220.

Sec. 221.

Sec. 222.

Sec. 223.

Sec. 224.

Sec. 225.

powered microwave capabili-
ties.
Sec. 226. Joint artificial intelligence re-

search, development, and tran-
sition activities.
Subtitle C—Reports and Other Matters

Sec. 231. Report on comparative capabilities
of adversaries in key tech-
nology areas.

Report on active protection sys-
tems for armored combat and
tactical vehicles.

Next Generation Combat Vehicle.

Report on the future of the defense
research and engineering enter-
prise.

Modification of reports on mecha-
nisms to provide funds to de-
fense laboratories for research
and development of tech-
nologies for military missions.

Report on Mobile Protected Fire-
power and Future Vertical Lift.

Improvement of the Air Force sup-
ply chain.

Review of guidance on blast expo-
sure during training.

List of technologies and manufac-
turing capabilities critical to
Armed Forces.

Sec. 232.

233.
234.

Sec.
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Sec. 235.

Sec. 236.

Sec. 237.
Sec. 238.

Sec. 239.



		Superintendent of Documents
	2025-10-09T20:18:49-0400
	Government Publishing Office, Washington, DC 20401
	U.S. Government Publishing Office
	Government Publishing Office attests that this document has not been altered since it was disseminated by Government Publishing Office




