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there are some who are notably angry
at me. But we are working together on
the next issue of the day, and we are
moving forward. We need to set that
example in this body because if we
don’t set it here, I don’t know how we
can expect anyone on the outside to
follow us.

There is a need for civility. It is a
hard time for us, but I would urge us
all to choose our words carefully. Don’t
be afraid to speak with kindness to-
ward one another. Don’t be afraid to
call out the good in somebody else,
even though you have voted against
them. We are better than what we are
seeing right now.

I am smiling only because I feel I
should recommend that my colleagues
watch a movie, a documentary. I don’t
do that often, but after the vote on
Saturday, I just, by chance, picked up
a DVD that had been sent to me. It is
a documentary about the life and ca-
reer of Fred Rogers—Mister Rogers—
“Won’t You Be My Neighbor?” I fig-
ured I mneeded something Kkind of
calming for the night.

It is OK to be good to one another. It
is OK to accept people for who they
are. It is OK to just find the good.

With that, Mr. President, I thank you
for allowing me to speak a little bit
from the heart. I would ask us to be
civil with one another now, not civil
when the next election comes.

I yield the floor.

I suggest the absence of a quorum.

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr.
TOOMEY). The clerk will call the roll.

The bill clerk proceeded to call the
roll.

Mr. DURBIN. 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the quorum call be rescinded.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. DURBIN. Mr. President, I will
oppose the pending nomination of Jef-
frey Clark to be the Assistant Attorney
General in charge of the Justice De-
partment’s Environment and Natural
Resources Division. This is the division
that leads the Department of Justice’s
enforcement of environmental laws and
regulations. Mr. Clark is not the right
person for that job.

In 2014, he said the science of climate
change is ‘‘contestable.” He rep-
resented British Petroleum in litiga-
tion over the Deepwater Horizon explo-
sion and oil spill. He has represented
the Chamber of Commerce and other
industry groups in challenging EPA
greenhouse gas regulations.

He is a favorite of the Federalist So-
ciety, having chaired that group’s envi-
ronmental law and practice group. But
his nomination is strongly opposed by
groups that care about protecting the
environment.

The Sierra Club called him an ‘‘out-
spoken opponent of environmental and
public health protection.”” The Natural
Resources Defense Council described
him as an ‘‘enemy of the environ-
ment.”” He is exactly the wrong person
to be in this job of enforcing regula-
tions to protect our environment.

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — SENATE

Just during these last few days, the
United Nations put out an alert to all
of the members around the world. We
are going to pay dearly for this current
administration’s decision to remove
ourselves from the Paris Agreement,
where literally every country on Earth
agreed to try to do something to clean
up the mess of our environment and
leave our children a better place to
live. We decided, under President
Trump, to be the only Nation to step
away from it. Why? What in the world
were we thinking? Can you believe that
things that are happening that are eas-
ily documented can be ignored? Do you
see the flooding that is going on now in
Florida on a regular basis? That is just
1 of 1,000 different examples.

If we don’t accept responsibility in
our generation to make this a better
world, shame on us. We want to leave
our kids a better world, but for good-
ness’ sake, do we have the political
courage to do it? Will we be able to say
to the President: You are just wrong.

We have to work together with na-
tions around the world. The United
States should be a leader, not an apolo-
gist. The President said he wants to
make America first. How about Amer-
ica first when it comes to cleaning up
the environment? There is nothing
wrong with that leadership. It is some-
thing we should be proud of.

This man, Jeffrey Clark, who is as-
piring to be the Assistant Attorney
General, just doesn’t buy into what I
just said, and I can’t support him as a
result.

S. 3021
Mr. President, the 2018 WRDA bill—
the Water Resources Development

Act—that we are considering on the
floor this week is an important step in
modernizing our Nation’s water infra-
structure and ensuring access to clean
drinking water. It goes back to my ear-
lier comment. If we are talking about
the environment, one of the first
things people say is, I want safe drink-
ing water for myself and my family.
Next to that, I want to be able to
breathe in air that is not going to
make me sick or hurt any member of
my family.

Our Nation’s infrastructure is aging
and in need of significant investment.
Last year, the American Society of
Civil Engineers gave our Nation’s lev-
ees, inland waterways, and drinking
water infrastructure a D rating in
terms of its infrastructure report card.
They estimate that $80 billion is need-
ed over the next decade to improve our
Nation’s levees—$80 billion. They also
estimate that $4.9 billion is needed over
the next 2 years to maintain our inland
waterways—3$4.9 billion—and $1 trillion
is needed over the next 25 years to ex-
pand our drinking water infrastruc-
ture. These are massive numbers, and
they are going to require sustained and
significant Federal investment if we
are ever going to reach these goals.

This bill—the WRDA bill—is a step in
the right direction. It authorizes $6.1
billion in funding for the Army Corps
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flood control, navigation, and eco-
system restoration projects around the
country. These are critical projects in
every State.

I just went down a few weeks ago
with Senator MCCONNELL to the Ohio
River. The Olmsted Locks and Dam
that has been under construction for
decades is finally completed. It is an
amazing investment. It is the most ex-
pensive civil infrastructure project in
our Nation’s history, and it is an indi-
cation of the kind of investment that is
necessary if we are going to try to
tame rivers like the Ohio River.

There are critical projects like that
in every State. They improve our in-
land waterways to help deliver $600
million in goods and 60 percent of our
grain imports each year.

If we want the United States to lit-
erally lead the world—if we want
America first—for goodness’ sake, we
need to be first in investing in our in-
frastructure. These projects maintain
levees and build reservoirs that protect
millions of people and an estimated $1.3
trillion in property, and they protect
the environment, they restore wet-
lands, and they prevent the spread of
invasive species.

I am especially proud that this bill
includes an important cost share
change for the future operations and
maintenance costs at the Brandon
Road Lock and Dam in my State of Il-
linois. I worked with Senator TAMMY
DUCKWORTH on this project.

The Brandon Road project is integral
to ensuring that invasive Asian carp
never spread to the Great Lakes.
Knock on wood. We have held up that
carp from going into the Great Lakes
and, in doing so, we have preserved an
important part of the fisheries and the
lake itself. I want to continue those ef-
forts, if not redouble them.

While I am proud to support passage
of this authorizing bill, I also implore
my colleagues to remember that unless
we are willing to work together—Re-
publicans and Democrats—to provide
these authorized projects with con-
sistent and increased appropriations
each year, then we are sending out
press releases and not even getting the
job half done.

Let me say it another way: It is not
enough to go home and take credit for
passing the WRDA bill, which is an au-
thorization bill, if you aren’t also will-
ing to pass an appropriations bill that
actually provides the money to break
ground on these projects. An authoriza-
tion bill is just that: It gives you per-
mission to do a project, but then you
need to go to the spending bill—the ap-
propriations bill—to come up with the
money to actually achieve it.

Listen to this number. I want to
make this part of the record as we de-
bate water resources and infrastruc-
ture. An analysis by the Roll Call
newspaper from earlier this year found
that while Congress has authorized
more than $25 billion toward Army
Corps projects in the last decade—$25
billion in the last decade—Congress has
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only appropriated $689 million. So $25
billion authorized, $689 million appro-
priated. What percentage of money
have we actually come up with to fin-
ish these projects? We have come up
with only $689 million out of $25 bil-
lion—2.7 percent.

We send out all of these press re-
leases congratulating ourselves about
projects that are never going to hap-
pen. We send out the releases and say:
This is going to be great for future gen-
erations. We are not doing it. We are
not investing in America.

Slow and inconsistent Federal fund-
ing for these projects results in years
of added delay and millions in added
costs. Instead of funding new projects,
we have to spend more on ongoing
projects because Congress just doesn’t
get its act together—Democrats and
Republicans.

I am proud of the work of the Appro-
priations Committee on which I have
been honored to serve. Both sides of
the aisle do work to get their job done
in record time and ensure the Corps
has stable funding for the next fiscal
year, but this year’s appropriations
process should not be unusual.

Unless we as a Congress commit
every year to getting our budget work
done and appropriating these Federal
dollars, we will never get ahead on in-
vesting in our infrastructure. Our com-
petitors like China and others around
the world are making massive invest-
ments in infrastructure not just in
their own country but in other coun-
tries that are teaming up with them,
with an economic vision for the future.

What is our goal? What are we trying
to achieve right here in the United
States, and how are we working to
build our economy and create good-
paying jobs for the future?

Our Nation’s water infrastructure is
in need of significant investment. The
good bill we are considering today is
just a step in the right direction, but
an authorization bill without appro-
priation is just an empty press release.

I hope we can work together to en-
sure funding gets appropriated each
year to actually complete these impor-
tant projects.

I yield the floor.

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

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr.
GARDNER). Without objection, it is so
ordered.

REMEMBERING JOSEPH D. TYDINGS

Mr. CARDIN. Mr. President, I regret
to inform our colleagues of the death of
Joe Tydings, who died on Monday, suc-
cumbing to cancer at the age of 90.
Senator Tydings was one of the most
outspoken progressive Democrats in
this body.

He was born to privilege. His father
was a Democratic Senator from the
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State of Maryland—a conservative
Democratic Senator. His grandfather
was one of our first Ambassadors to the
Soviet Union. His paternal grandfather
married Marjorie Merriweather Post,
who built Mar-a-Lago, which most of
us know is in Palm Beach. He came
from a family of great privilege. Yet he
was known in Maryland as a person of
the people, representing the people of
our State.

His first elected office was president
of the Young Democrats of Maryland.
From there, he became a member of
the Maryland House of Delegates,
where he fought the establishment,
took on the network in Annapolis, and
investigated the savings and loan situ-
ation in our State. He really shined a
lot of light on what was happening in
abuses in that industry.

He was chosen by then-Senator Ken-
nedy to head up his campaign for Presi-
dent. Joe Tydings handled his cam-
paign in Maryland for President and
helped in other primaries around the
Nation, leading to President Kennedy’s
election as President of the United
States.

President Kennedy asked him to
serve as the U.S. attorney for Mary-
land, and Senator Tydings served as
the U.S. attorney. He was known for
his independence at the U.S. Attor-
ney’s Office. He pursued white collar
crime and political corruption. He in-
dicted and convicted a former Member
of the House of Representatives, as
well as the speaker of the Maryland
House of Delegates. He recruited young
talent to his office in the U.S. Attor-
ney’s Office, including Ben Civiletti,
who went on to become the Attorney
General of the United States, and Ste-
phen Sachs, who continued to become
the attorney general for the State of
Maryland.

In 1964 he ran and was elected to the
U.S. Senate. He worked on progressive
causes, including the Voting Rights
Act, which he helped to get enacted
under President Johnson, and also gun
safety legislation.

After leaving the Senate after one
term, he continued to be extremely ac-
tive in our community. He was best
known, I believe, for his work at the
University of Maryland. He served
three terms on the board of regents of
the University of Maryland system,
giving back to the school where he
graduated from both undergraduate
and law school, and he was known as
one of the most aggressive people in
the reform of our University of Mary-
land System and also in the independ-
ence of the university hospital.

On a personal note, let me tell you
that he helped with my election to the
U.S. Senate 12 years ago and gave me a
great deal of support and friendship
and was an adviser and role model for
me. I remember his being here when I
took the oath of office as a Senator,
walking me down the aisle. I had a
great deal of pride that he was with
me.

He is going to be missed by all of us—
just an incredible person, a person who
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put his principles over practical poli-
tics. It may have cost him an election,
but he did what he thought was right.
I can tell you that we are all proud of
his service to the people of Maryland
and our Nation.

Mr. President, we will miss this man,
who was determined to help bend the
arc of the moral universe toward jus-
tice as fast as possible.

Joe Tydings was born as Joseph Da-
vies Cheesborough in Asheville, NC, on
May 4, 1928, to Eleanor Davies of Wa-
tertown, WI, and Tom Cheesborough of
Asheville. Tydings’ sister, Eleanor
Cheesborough, was born in 1932. In 1935,
his parents divorced, and his mother
married Millard Tydings, who was then
serving his second of four terms as one
of Maryland’s U.S. Senators. Several
years later, Millard Tydings formally
adopted Joe and his sister, Eleanor.

Joe Tydings’ illustrious family in-
cluded his namesake grandfather, Jo-
seph Davies, an early adviser to Wood-
row Wilson, who later was appointed by
President Franklin D. Roosevelt as
America’s second Ambassador to the
Soviet Union. While Joe was still a
boy, his maternal grandfather married
one of the richest women in America,
Marjorie Merriweather Post, who
owned homes in New York City and
Long Island, the Hillwood Estate here
in Washington, DC, the Topridge Great
Camp in the Adirondacks, and built
Mar-a-Lago in Palm Beach. Joe sailed
home from Europe aboard the Sea
Cloud, Post’s luxurious 322-foot, four-
masted barque, the largest privately
owned sea-going yacht in the world at
the time.

Joe Tydings attended public schools
in Aberdeen, MD, before entering the
McDonough School in Baltimore Coun-
ty as a military cadet in 1938. After he
graduated, he enlisted in the U.S.
Army in 1946 and served in one of the
Army’s last horse platoons as part of
the postwar occupation of Germany.
When he returned to the United States
in 1948, he entered the University of
Maryland, where he played lacrosse
and football and was student body
president and then earned his law de-
gree at the University of Maryland
Law School in 1953.

Joe Tydings was surrounded by tre-
mendous wealth and prestige and polit-
ical power while he was growing up.
The obituary that appeared in the Bal-
timore Sun notes that, despite the fact
that Joe was born into a life of privi-
lege, he was a frugal person and quotes
his daughter, Mary Tydings, as saying,
‘“He was a man of the people despite
how he grew up.” His adoptive father
was also a Democrat but opposed some
of the New Deal legislation because he
was a fiscal conservative. Joe, on the
other hand, was a progressive from the
get-go and attributed his Wisconsin-
born mother as the influence, but it is
clear that his father, who was known
for taking principled, if often con-
troversial, stands on many issues, also
shaped Joe’s approach to politics and
to life.
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