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Federal Government all help to main-
tain the integrity of our elections.

That is what we do in the Secure
Elections Act. I think it is so impor-
tant that we try to resolve this as
quickly as possible.

I encourage this body to finish the
markup in the Rules Committee to be
able to bring it to the floor and to have
a consistent bipartisan vote to be able
to support the work that we need to
continue to do to protect our elections
in the days ahead.

Our Republic is one that maintains
its stability based on the integrity of
our elections. I have zero doubt that
the Russians tried to destabilize our
Nation in 2016 by attacking the core of
our democracy. Anyone who believes
they will not do it again has missed the
basic information that is out day after
day after day in our intelligence brief-
ings.

The Russians have done it the first
time. They showed the rest of the
world the lesson and what could be
done. It could be the North Koreans the
next time. It could be the Iranians the
next time. It could be a domestic activ-
ist group the next time. We should
learn that lesson, close that vulnerabil-
ity, and make sure that we protect our
systems in the days ahead.

There is more that can be done, but
the States seem to take a lead on this.
This is something that the Federal
Government should do, and we are very
close to getting it done. I wanted to be
able to tell this body that we are close.
Let us work together to get this done
in the days ahead.

I yield the floor.

I suggest the absence of a quorum.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
clerk will call the roll.

The assistant bill clerk proceeded to
call the roll.

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the quorum call be rescinded.

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

NATO

Mr. MORAN. Mr. President, thank
you.

Last week at the NATO summit in
Brussels, the leaders of all 29 member
states, including the United States
with President Trump, signed a dec-
laration reaffirming the purpose of the
alliance—collective defense and the im-
portance of article 5, which regards
being attacked against one ally as an
attack against all others.

There may be a growing sense here in
the United States that NATO is no
longer useful to our interests and that
it is a burden that is not worth the
cost.

I recently traveled to Moscow, Oslo,
and Helsinki with members of the Sen-
ate Appropriations Committee, many
of us on the Subcommittee on Defense.
We had meetings with U.S. Embassy of-
ficials, our Ambassadors, and foreign
government officials—people within
the ministries of foreign affairs, min-
istries of defense, and with legislative
leaders in that region.
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At my meetings in Moscow, we
worked to begin a dialogue with Rus-
sian counterparts. Everything I heard
in those meetings reinforces my belief
that Russia remains a threat to Euro-
pean stability and that a united NATO
is essential to countering the threat
and preserving American peace and
prosperity.

Two wars in Europe last century re-
sulted in the loss of hundreds of thou-
sands of American lives who fought the
forces of tyranny. To prevent a third
war against this Communist menace,
Western European powers, still weak-
ened by World War II, formed an alli-
ance with America and Canada to deter
the Soviet Union’s massive conven-
tional forces from invading beyond
what became the eastern bloc.

Not only did NATO successfully deter
the Soviet Union until its collapse in
1991—and in my view, NATO contrib-
uted to the Soviet Union collapse in a
significant way—but in that process,
America’s commitment to European
security allowed these allies to recover
from the war economically, strength-
ened democratic governance, and en-
abled them to stop fearing one another.

We would be naive to believe that
threats critical to North Atlantic secu-
rity have faded along with the Soviet
Union. Indeed, my recent interactions
in Europe confirmed that Russia re-
mains a revisionist power intent on
continuing Russia’s disruptive activi-
ties in Europe, the Middle East, and
here at home in the United States.

In every meeting I attended, I made
clear that the Russians must end their
election-meddling here in the United
States and Europe in order to open
doors to rebuilding our relations. I
brought up Russia’s destabilizing sup-
port for separatists in Ukraine and its
illegal seizure of Crimea after Ukraine
democratically chose a President who
sought closer ties with the West.

Supporting and admitting that they
share intelligence with the Taliban un-
dermines the democratic government
in Afghanistan and undermines our Na-
tion’s military as we continue to fight
the Taliban alongside the Afghan Na-
tional Security Forces.

In each circumstance of those con-
versations, Russian officials, including
Foreign Minister Lavrov, continued to
obfuscate or outright deny any respon-
sibility. However, those meetings left
me unconvinced that Russia is pre-
pared to change its behavior.

In subsequent talks in Norway, a
NATO member, and Finland, a NATO
partner, the concerns relayed to me by
these European leaders underscore the
fear our European friends have about
Russian activities. During our meet-
ings, my colleagues and I reassured
them of America’s commitment to our
joint security, and that commitment
from the entire U.S. Government must
not waver.

The first Supreme Allied Commander
in Europe overseeing all NATO mili-
tary operations was Kansas’s own
Dwight D. Eisenhower. As President in
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1957, he declared before our NATO al-
lies that we must ‘‘re-dedicate our-
selves to the task of dispelling the
shadows that are being cast upon the
free world.”

In addition to ongoing Russian sub-
terfuge, terrorist groups remain intent
on striking the West, threats to data
information require strong cyber secu-
rity measures, and the scourge of
human and drug trafficking degrades
social structures. On these and other
issues, NATO allies have coordinated
and contributed to the security of our
own country, the United States of
America.

In particular, let’s recall that only
once has NATO invoked article 5—in
the aftermath of the 9/11 attacks on
our country. The only time the NATO
alliance has been asked to respond,
they declared a willingness to re-
spond—that an attack on one is an at-
tack on all—when the United States of
America was attacked on 9/11.

When we went to war against al-
Qaida and its Taliban hosts in Afghani-
stan, we were not alone. The United
States has nearly 15,000 troops serving
in Afghanistan, and they are serving
with NATO coalition forces as part of
counterterrorism efforts to support Af-
ghanistan’s fight against the Taliban
and ISIS, which has seized strategic
territories in recent years.

We are approaching 17 years of sup-
port from our NATO allies in Afghani-
stan—support that has come even at
the expense of the blood of those who
serve. Just last week, I am saddened to
say, two U.S. Army soldiers paid the
ultimate sacrifice and were Kkilled
while serving in Afghanistan, and at
least two more soldiers have been
wounded from insurgent attacks.

Finally, there is an economic threat
that a destabilized Europe poses to our
Nation’s well-being. The EU—distinct
from NATO but certainly a beneficiary
of the security provided—is America’s
largest trading partner.

Questioning why we should come to
the defense of the smallest NATO mem-
ber damages the alliance, and it hurts
our alliances elsewhere. If we won’t
honor a treaty in Europe, friends might
wonder why we would honor a treaty in
Asia. Predators can take advantage of
our perceived indifference. That is, in
part, what led to the Korean war.

The United States contributes 22 per-
cent of NATO’s total budget. In addi-
tion to our NATO contributions, the
United States continues to increase de-
fense spending on our military pres-
ence supporting our partners, with
more than $6 billion in fiscal year 2019
appropriated for the European Deter-
rence Initiative and another $792 mil-
lion invested in military construction
across the continent.

President Trump is absolutely right
to urge fellow allies to increase their
defense spending, and I echoed that
message on our trip to Norway when
we visited with those allies in Oslo. To
the credit of our allies, they have in-
creased spending by more than $40 bil-
lion in the past year.
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Fighting alongside us in Afghanistan,
where they continue to serve beside us
today, unfortunately, more than 1,000
Europeans have died.

NATO is strong, and it is getting
stronger. I believe the strength of
NATO relies on remaining unified.
Words matter, and what Americans say
can bolster or shake confidence in the
United States.

I will conclude on this personal note.
I thought of the force for good our
country has provided the world as I
stood in our Embassy in Moscow on
July 4th, our Independence Day, watch-
ing the Marine Corps Honor Guard’s
presentation of the colors as our na-
tional anthem was sung. It is difficult
for me to sing the national anthem
without choking up wherever I am, but
it was especially difficult that day as I
reflected upon the course of events in
my life—when kids practiced getting
under their desks for missile drills, to
the fall of the Berlin Wall, to the after-
math of 9/11, to a father who served in
World War II. I honor him and all those
who served.

Over the past 70 years, it is America
that has safeguarded freedom for our
people and for those who live elsewhere
in the world. Along the way, our vision
of a freer, more prosperous world at-
tracted allies who shared our dream.

Our foremost responsibility is to pro-
tect Americans all the time and to pro-
mote our values around the world. We
can do this better. We can do this with
our allies. With them, we will have a
better future.

I suggest the absence of a quorum.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
clerk will call the roll.

The bill clerk proceeded to call the
roll.

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

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

LEGISLATIVE SESSION

MORNING BUSINESS

Mr. ROUNDS. Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent that the Senate
proceed to legislative session for a pe-
riod 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.

MEMBERS OF THE SENATE NATO
OBSERVER GROUP

Mr. MCCONNELL. Mr. President, in
April, the Democratic leader and I an-
nounced the reestablishment of the
Senate NATO Observer Group. Sen-
ators TILLIS and SHAHEEN, both Mem-
bers of the Senate Armed Services
Committee, were named cochairs. We
have asked for the following Senators
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to participate: BARRASSO, RUBIO, GARD-
NER, ERNST, ROUNDS, MERKLEY, COONS,
KING, BOOKER and VAN HOLLEN.

———
BUDGET SCOREKEEPING REPORT

Mr. ENZI. Mr. President, I rise to
submit to the Senate the budget
scorekeeping report for July 2018. The
report compares current-law levels of
spending and revenues with the
amounts the Senate agreed to in the
budget resolution for fiscal year 2018,
H. Con. Res. 71, and the Bipartisan
Budget Act of 2018 (BBA18). This infor-
mation is necessary for the Senate
Budget Committee to determine
whether budgetary points of order lie
against pending legislation. The Re-
publican staff of the Senate Budget
Committee and the Congressional
Budget Office, CBO, prepared this re-
port pursuant to section 308(b) of the
Congressional Budget Act (CBA).

This is the fifth scorekeeping report
this year and the second since I filed
new enforceable levels on May 7, pursu-
ant to BBA18 requirements. My last fil-
ing can be found in the CONGRESSIONAL
RECORD for June 6, 2018. The informa-
tion included in this report is current
through July 16, 2018.

Republican Budget Committee staff
prepared Tables 1-6.

Table 1 gives the amount by which
each Senate authorizing committee ex-
ceeds or is below its allocation for
budget authority and outlays under the
most recently adopted budget resolu-
tion and the fiscal year 2019 enforce-
able levels filing. This information is
used for enforcing committee alloca-
tions pursuant to section 302 of the
CBA. For this reporting period, 10 of
the 16 authorizing committees are in
compliance with their allocations.

During this reporting period, Con-
gress cleared two pieces of legislation
with significant budgetary effects
scored to authorizing committees. The
first bill was H.R. 770, the American In-
novation $1 Coin Act. This measure re-
quires the Secretary of the Treasury to
mint, beginning in 2019, new $1 coins
“in recognition of American innova-
tion and significant innovation and
pioneering efforts of individuals or
groups from each of the 50 States, the
District of Columbia, and the United
States territories.” CBO estimates that
H.R. 770 would increase direct spending
in the near term by $3 million but
would be deficit-neutral over the entire
budget window. This bill was charged
to the Banking, Housing, and Urban
Affairs Committee. The second bill was
H.R. 5956, the Northern Mariana Is-
lands U.S. Workforce Act of 2018. This
bill modifies U.S. immigration policy
regarding the Northern Mariana Is-
lands, thereby reducing the number of
people able to claim asylum and re-
ceive means-tested benefits. CBO esti-
mates that this bill would save $3 mil-
lion over the budget window. H.R. 5956
was charged to the Energy and Natural
Resources Committee.
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Tables 2-6 remain unchanged from
my last filing.

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

Because legislation can still be en-
acted that would have an effect on fis-
cal year 2018, CBO has provided a re-
port both for fiscal year 2018 and fiscal
year 2019. This information is used to
enforce aggregate spending and rev-
enue levels in the budget resolution
under section 311 of the CBA. CBO’s es-
timates show that current-law levels of
spending for fiscal year 2018 exceed the
amounts in H. Con. Res. 71 by $157.4 bil-
lion in budget authority and $106.3 bil-
lion in outlays. Revenues are $3.2 bil-
lion above the revenue floor for fiscal
year 2018 set by the budget resolution.
Social Security outlays are at the lev-
els assumed by the resolution, while
Social Security revenues are $446 mil-
lion below the levels in the budget.

For fiscal year 2019, CBO estimates
that current-law levels are below the
fiscal year 2019 enforceable aggregates
by $1,142.2 billion in budget authority
and $646.1 billion in outlays. The allow-
able spending room will be reduced as
appropriations bills are enacted. Reve-
nues are $6 million below the level as-
sumed for fiscal year 2019. Finally, So-
cial Security outlays and revenues are
at the levels assumed in the fiscal year
2019 enforcement filing.

CBO’s report also provides informa-
tion needed to enforce the Senate pay-
as-you-go, PAYGO, rule. After account-
ing for enacted legislation during this
reporting period, the PAYGO scorecard
shows deficit increases in fiscal year
2019 of $25 million—$5 million revenue
loss, $20 million outlay increase—over
the fiscal year 2019-2023 period of $332
million—$47 million revenue loss, $285
million outlay increase—and over the
fiscal year 2019-2028 period of $487 mil-
lion—$108 million revenue loss, $379
million outlay increase. The Senate’s
PAYGO rule is enforced by section 4106
of H. Con. Res. 71.

Included in this submission is a table
tracking the Senate’s budget enforce-
ment activity on the floor since the
May 7 enforcement filing. On June 18,
2018, Senator BERNARD SANDERS raised
a Senate PAYGO point of order against
H.R. 5515, the John S. McCain National
Defense Authorization Act for Fiscal
Year 2019. That point of order was
waived by a vote of 81-14. H.R. 5515 has
yvet to be enacted and is currently in
conference.

All years in the accompanying tables
are fiscal years.

I ask unanimous consent that the ac-
companying tables be printed in the
RECORD.

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