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also served those of us who were blessed to 
call him a friend. 

Governor Ray loved quotes and we shared 
many over the years. One that I gave him 
that he liked was from Richard Bach who 
said: 

‘‘The bond that links your true family is 
not one of blood, but of respect and joy in 
each other’s life. Rarely do members of one 
family grow up under the same roof.’’ 

I thought of this quote as I spoke with Tai 
Dam refugee and family friend, Som Baccam, 
this week when she referred to Governor Ray 
as her ‘savior’—and he literally was. 

Savior is a strong and powerful word, and 
when I reflect on times Governor Ray used 
that word in our discussions about faith—he 
talked about how his Savior demonstrated 
unconditional love—sacrificial love—service 
love—so that we could love others and know 
our eternal home. 

Governor Ray has left our earthly home 
and created a void in our lives . . . and that 
hurts, however, I would challenge us to 
think that the real void would be if we had 
never had his presence in our lives. 

Governor Ray set the standard for how to 
treat people . . . and we can all be better 
people if we look to Governor Ray as a 
model. 

For me, and I hope for each of you, I want 
to be a better person each day because of 
Governor Ray and his presence in my life. 
I’ve felt that way since the day I met him 
. . . and I will for the rest of my life. 

The inspiration of Governor Ray’s life is 
that we shine our light in the lives of others 
when we demonstrate love—and we must re-
member to shine that light first and fore-
most with our family and friends. 

I challenge us all to honor his legacy by as-
piring to be better people—by shining our 
light in our homes, with our family—and 
with our friends. 

Letting our light shine may be his most 
important lesson. 

One more time—Governor Ray leading the 
way. 

REMEMBERING EUGENE SUKUP 
Mr. GRASSLEY. Madam President, I 

wish to recognize a friend, an agricul-
tural innovator, an inventor with I 
think about 80 patents. His name is Eu-
gene Sukup. 

If you travel around the Midwest, 
you will see there are grain operations 
on a lot of family farms. If you go to 
Haiti, as a result of the catastrophe 
down there a few years ago, you will 
see how smaller buildings that we 
would call grain storage facilities in 
Iowa serve as homes for homeless peo-
ple. That resulted from that catas-
trophe. 

Eugene Sukup is a quintessential 
bootstrap American success story. 
After settling in Iowa during the Dust 
Bowl and serving his Nation as a ser-
geant in the National Guard, Eugene 
made his living as a farmer, earning 
the title of ‘‘Franklin County Out-
standing Farmer’’ in his younger years, 
in 1962. 

While working on his farm, like a lot 
of farmers, he tried to think of easier 
ways to do things. He observed that 
pockets of grain—particularly corn— 
housed in storage bins could overheat 
and, as a result, spoil. Understanding 
the depth and breadth of the problem 
for farmers across the country, he was 
determined to find a solution, and he 
did. Through trial and error, along 

with gritty determination and inge-
nuity, Eugene came up with something 
he entitled the ‘‘Stirway Stirring Ma-
chine.’’ The innovative technology 
automated the process of stirring 
stored grain and corn and became an 
instant success among his fellow farm-
ers. Eugene patented his invention and 
founded the Sukup Manufacturing 
Company in 1963. 

Through my years holding annual 
meetings in each of Iowa’s 99 counties, 
Sukup Manufacturing from time to 
time has hosted the meetings I have in 
Franklin County. After a tour of the 
factory, I always enjoyed Eugene’s al-
lowing his employees to have an open 
Q&A session with me so that I could 
hear what is on the minds of my con-
stituents, because these constituents 
can’t afford to leave their jobs and 
come to the courthouse to ask me 
questions. I try to go to people like 
them to make the process of a rep-
resentative government work, and the 
best way to do that is face-to-face with 
your constituents. 

Getting back to Sukup Manufac-
turing, by words and deeds, it is very 
clear that Sukup Manufacturing is a 
great place to work and a devoted con-
tributor to the local community and 
global philanthropy. Fifty-five years 
later, the Sukup Manufacturing Com-
pany—which was the idea of a small 
family farmer—holds over 80 patents 
and sells its products in more than 85 
countries. It remains the largest fam-
ily-owned, full-line grain system manu-
facturer, employing more than 700 em-
ployees in the community of Sheffield, 
IA, and if I had to guess its population, 
I would say it is around 1,500. 

Eugene’s pioneering invention con-
tributed to the success of tens of thou-
sands of farming operations, allowing 
farmers to safely store their grain on 
their farms to capture the best market 
price. We have Sukup grain bins on my 
own family farm near Waterloo, IA; 
more specifically, the little village in 
New Hartford, IA. His ingenuity is a 
perfect example of the opportunity 
America’s economic system gives peo-
ple with ideas and drive. 

Eugene’s legacy spans Iowa’s land-
scape from the Mississippi River to the 
Missouri River and reaches beyond the 
borders of our State and the borders of 
the United States. Sukup Manufac-
turing stepped up to reconfigure grain 
bins into housing units, as I previously 
said, for hurricane-ravaged Haiti. The 
units withstand 140-mile-per-hour 
winds, providing a safe habitat for resi-
dents. 

In 2006, Eugene was inducted into 
Iowa’s Inventors Hall of Fame and re-
ceived the Outstanding Innovation 
Award by the American Society of Ag-
ricultural and Biological Engineers. He 
was inducted into Iowa’s Business Hall 
of Fame in 2011 and was named a Leg-
end in Manufacturing by Elevate Ad-
vanced Manufacturing in 2015. 

Through Eugene and its leaders, the 
Sukup family business has been a con-
stant voice for job creation and oppor-

tunity. His contribution to manufac-
turing, agriculture, and the entire 
rural community and our economy will 
be an asset to farmers and the agri-
culture community for generations to 
come. It is amazing to think of what 
can happen in rural and small towns 
throughout our country thanks to the 
successful enterprise that Eugene 
Sukup represents. 

Throughout our decades-long friend-
ship, I have admired his relentless 
work ethic and unwavering commit-
ment to community and family. His 
civil, political, and community leader-
ship sets a very high bar for the rest of 
us in America. 

Eugene was an American inventor, 
innovator, and a great friend. He will 
be greatly missed. May God bless him 
and his beloved family. 

I yield the floor. 
Mr. DURBIN. Madam President, I 

rise in strong opposition to the nomi-
nation of Ryan Bounds to be a judge on 
the Ninth Circuit Court of Appeals. 

Mr. Bounds, who, if confirmed, would 
serve on a Ninth Circuit seat in the 
State of Oregon, has received zero blue 
slips. He is opposed by both Senators 
from the State in which he would sit if 
confirmed. 

Never before in the 100-year history 
of blue slips has a nominee been con-
firmed over the opposition of both 
home-State Senators. The Republican 
majority is setting a precedent here, 
and all of our home States are at risk 
of being impacted by this. 

By moving this nominee without blue 
slips, Republicans are diminishing the 
voice that home-State constituents 
have through their Senators in the 
process of selecting judges in their 
States. 

Let me make it clear to my Repub-
lican colleagues: If you vote to confirm 
Ryan Bounds, you are consenting to a 
precedent that is likely to affect your 
state someday. Consider your vote 
carefully. 

It is hard to understand why my Re-
publican colleagues would abandon the 
blue slip for the sake of this particular 
nominee. Mr. Bounds has written and 
published articles that should dis-
qualify him from consideration for a 
Federal judgeship. 

Consider how the Multnomah Bar As-
sociation in Oregon—a bar association 
that Mr. Bounds has belonged to for 12 
years—described Mr. Bounds’ articles 
in a statement after the writings were 
revealed. 

The association said Bounds’ 
writings ‘‘express insensitive, intoler-
ant, and disdaining views toward racial 
and ethnic minorities, campus sexual 
assault victims, and the LGBTQ com-
munity.’’ 

The statement went on to say that 
the bar association ‘‘strongly disavows 
the views expressed in those articles as 
racist, misogynistic, homophobic and 
disparaging of survivors of sexual as-
sault and abuse.’’ 

Mr. Bounds’ writings, which he pub-
lished in college, included his discus-
sions about the ‘‘more strident racial 
factions of the student body.’’ 
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His writings mocked LGBTQ stu-

dents for being sensitive when a group 
of drunk athletes vandalized a statue 
celebrating gay pride. 

He mocked Latino students for being 
overly sensitive when they complained 
about the termination of a Latino ad-
ministrator. 

Then he wrote this, in an article 
about sexual assault on campus: 
‘‘There is really nothing inherently 
wrong with the University failing to 
punish an alleged rapist—regardless his 
guilt—in the absence of adequate cer-
tainty; there is nothing that the Uni-
versity can do to objectively ensure 
that the rapist does not strike again. 
Only the legal system can do that, and 
if it lacks the certainty to do so, it is 
not necessarily up to the University to 
stick it to the suspect, anyway, just in 
case. Expelling students is probably 
not going to contribute a great deal to-
ward a rape victim’s recovery; there is 
no moral imperative to risk egregious 
error in doing so.’’ 

Not only did Mr. Bounds publish 
these writings, but he chose not to 
share his writings with Oregon’s judi-
cial selection committee even though 
the committee had asked him to dis-
close any potentially controversial ma-
terials. 

Mr. Bounds said he didn’t think he 
needed to disclose any information to 
the committee that preceded his time 
at law school. 

As Senators WYDEN and MERKLEY 
pointed out in a letter to Chairman 
GRASSLEY, Mr. Bounds did share with 
the Oregon committee information 
about his high school days. He just 
conveniently left out his intolerant 
publications from college. 

As Senators WYDEN and MERKLEY 
said in their letter, ‘‘Mr. Bounds’ fail-
ure to disclose these writings, and the 
nature of these writings themselves, 
demonstrate a substantial lack of judg-
ment that is unsuitable for a nominee 
for a lifetime appointment.’’ 

This is not a close call. The Senate 
should not be moving forward with Mr. 
Bounds’ nomination on process or sub-
stance. 

Republicans are failing to be respon-
sible stewards of nominations. The fact 
that Senate Republicans are moving 
forward with this nomination is a trou-
bling sign for how Republicans will 
handle the Supreme Court vacancy. 

All too often, Senate Republicans are 
failing to serve as a meaningful check 
and balance on President Trump when 
it comes to nominations. 

Last week, 50 Senate Republicans 
voted to confirm an unqualified lawyer 
who had represented a suspicious Rus-
sian bank as the head of the Justice 
Department’s Criminal Division. 

This week Republicans already voted 
to confirm Andrew Oldham, a 39-year- 
old circuit court nominee who refused 
to say whether he thought Brown v. 
Board of Education was correctly de-
cided and who has described the Su-
preme Court as ‘‘the most dangerous 
branch.’’ 

Now, Senate Republicans are looking 
to confirm Mr. Bounds, who has shown 
terrible judgment with his published 
writings and with his failure to be 
forthcoming about them. 

Senators have a constitutional obli-
gation to scrutinize these nominees 
and to vote no if the nominees lack the 
experience, temperament, or judgment 
to be a fair and impartial judge. The 
Senate should not be a rubberstamp, 
but under President Trump, all too 
often, it has been. 

I know Senate Republicans like to 
say it is unfair to nominees if we hold 
them accountable for their records. My 
Republican colleagues have been com-
ing to the floor, day after day, com-
plaining about what they see as unfair 
scrutiny of the Kavanaugh Supreme 
Court nomination. 

Do they have amnesia? I would re-
mind them that no Supreme Court 
nominee in history has ever has been 
treated worse than Merrick Garland 
was treated by Senate Republicans in 
2016. Senator MCCONNELL wouldn’t 
even allow Judge Garland a hearing or 
the courtesy of a meeting. 

The treatment of Merrick Garland 
was unprecedented, and it was dis-
respectful. His record and reputation 
were torn apart by Republicans who 
never gave him a chance to respond in 
an open hearing. Even Judge Bork got 
a hearing and a vote. 

I hope my Republican colleagues are 
not going to simply rubberstamp Presi-
dent Trump’s nominees. So many of 
these nominees are extreme. We need 
to review their full records and con-
sider them carefully before voting to 
confirm them for life. 

I have carefully considered Mr. 
Bounds’ nomination, and I will vote no. 
I urge my colleagues in both parties to 
join me. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Texas. 

CUBA 
Mr. CRUZ. Madam President, I rise 

today to give tribute to the spirit of 
the Cuban people—the people of my 
forefathers, who still live under a cor-
rupt and violent Communist regime— 
and to honor the memory of Oswaldo 
Paya. Oswaldo was a champion for free-
dom. He died 6 years ago this Sunday, 
on July 22, 2012, in a car crash that is 
widely believed to have been orches-
trated by the Castro regime. 

The plight of the brave people of 
Cuba has been marked by terrible suf-
fering under both the Castro regime 
and the brutal dictatorship of 
Fulgencio Batista before it. The Cas-
tros and their revolutionary terrorist 
lackeys, like Che Guevara, are respon-
sible for the suffering and murder of 
countless innocent Cubans. It is be-
cause of these oppressors that my fam-
ily fled their beloved home in Cuba for 
a better life in the United States. 

My father, born and raised in Cuba, 
fought in the revolution, initially be-
lieving that the principles of freedom 
were what the revolution was all 
about. He fought against Batista, a 

cruel dictator, and he was imprisoned 
and tortured by Batista’s thugs. 

Then my aunt, his younger sister, my 
tia Sonia—who was there after the rev-
olution succeeded, who discovered 
along with the rest of the world that 
Fidel Castro was a Communist, who 
saw the torture and the murder—my 
aunt fought in the counterrevolution 
against Fidel Castro, and she, too, like 
her brother, was imprisoned and tor-
tured, except this time by Castro’s 
thugs. 

Both my father and my aunt were 
kids. They were kids who believed they 
were fighting for freedom, and they dis-
covered they went from one tyrant to 
an even worse tyrant, a Communist 
dictator who would line up dissidents 
and shoot them. 

The betrayal, the brutality, and the 
violence experienced by my father and 
by my aunt were all too typical of the 
millions of Cubans who have suffered 
under the Castro regime of the last six 
decades. Fidel may be dead, Raul may 
be retired, but the evil of the Castros 
persists. It still molds the Cuban re-
gime’s fundamental opposition to 
truth, to freedom, and to human rights. 

But the malice and menace of com-
munism cannot break down the will of 
the Cuban people. Instead, it has 
strengthened their resolve. It has fur-
ther united them to fight for freedom 
and build a better future for their 
country, to establish a free Cuba—a 
Cuba not streaked by the ashes of dis-
sident literature or littered with the 
corpses of defenseless teenagers; a Cuba 
built on human decency and individual 
liberty, where citizens are heard, not 
murdered, and speech is protected, not 
silenced. It is the Cuba envisioned by 
Oswaldo Paya Sardinas, his Christian 
Liberation Movement, and their fellow 
activists who continue to stand against 
the Castro regime. It is the Cuba of the 
young bloggers who expose the re-
gime’s crimes and corruption at the 
risk of arrest, deportation, torture, or 
worse. 

With time, the oppressions of the 
Castro regime gave rise to remarkable 
leaders like Oswaldo Paya, whose life’s 
work was the peaceful overthrow of 
communism and whose legacy we 
honor today. Oswaldo dedicated his life 
to promoting democratic freedoms and 
human rights in Cuba. His memory 
continues to inspire dissidents in Cuba 
and in other countries under tyran-
nical rule, countries like Venezuela, 
where Nicolas Maduro routinely im-
prisons and murders those who dare 
speak out against him, or Nicaragua, 
where the corrupt Ortega regime des-
perately clings to power by persecuting 
journalists and violently putting down 
protesters. 

Last year, I introduced legislation to 
commemorate Oswaldo’s legacy by 
naming the street in front of the Em-
bassy of Cuba, located right here in 
Washington, as ‘‘Oswaldo Paya Way.’’ 
It would send a powerful statement 
that here in the United States of Amer-
ica, we stand with freedom fighters 
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