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I know that Chelan PUD is a good ex-

ample of this and will take advantage 
of this as they plan to rehabilitate 
units at Rock Island hydro project—a 
significant investment of over $500 mil-
lion. This area needs to have these up-
grades, and this provision will help 
them get them done sooner. 

In this legislation, we are also help-
ing with one of the most challenging 
things we see in our waterways, and 
that is protecting the physical infra-
structure and waterways in our hydro 
system from invasive species. The 
highly invasive Quagga and Zebra mus-
sels have invaded our waterways in 20 
different States. If invasive mussel 
populations invade the Pacific North-
west, it is estimated that it could cost 
our region over $500 million in annual 
costs. That would be devoting way 
more of our resources just to manage 
that infestation. 

The Columbia Basin is the last major 
uninfected watershed in the United 
States, much of it to the credit of 
watercraft inspection stations on the 
Columbia River. The Columbia River 
inspection stations help inspect the 
boats that travel up and down the river 
for such invasive species, and an in-
spection of all watercrafts is required. 
I am pleased that this bill authorizes 
money specifically for the Columbia 
River inspection stations. This helps us 
because, as I said, with a river that 
hasn’t seen these invasive species, the 
fact that we still do these inspections 
is critical. 

Last year, over 9,000 boats were in-
spected throughout Washington, and 
because of the funding for the Colum-
bia River, these invasive species were 
kept out of our waters. That means 
they were kept out not just in Wash-
ington but in other parts of the Pacific 
Northwest as well. 

This legislation also continues the 
great downpayment on the Drinking 
Water State Revolving Fund, which 
was created in 1997 and has helped our 
State—millions of dollars in annual 
grants. This is so important. As we saw 
with the many problems in Flint, MI, 
and other places, many of our col-
leagues know that this Drinking Water 
State Revolving Fund is necessary for 
us to keep clean water in the United 
States. 

These funds helped the city of 
Lynden replace its 1926 surface water 
treatment plant and ensured a reliable 
water supply to the Lynden commu-
nity and surrounding area. The funds 
also helped the city of Prosser make 
improvements to its aging water sys-
tem to ensure that communities have 
access to a clean water supply. At the 
end of this week, the city of Kelso will 
be celebrating the completion of the 
Minor Road Reservoir, which replaced 
two aging reservoirs that were leaking 
and that would have failed in the event 
of a natural disaster in the area. The 
city was able to complete the project 
with the help of the Drinking Water 
State Revolving Fund, and I am so glad 
that is going to help secure more re-
sources for that part of our State. 

This also provides States and com-
munities with additional financial re-
sources to make investments in their 
economies for the future, and it also 
helps to right wrongs from the past. 

I am pleased that the bill also deliv-
ers on an 80-year-old promise from the 
Army Corps to complete the Tribal Vil-
lage Development Plan for four Tribes 
who were displaced when the dams of 
the Columbia River were constructed. 
The Yakama, Nez Perce, Umatilla, and 
Warm Springs Tribes all signed trea-
ties with the Federal Government in 
the 1850s, and these treaties reserved 
the right of the Tribes to fish, hunt, 
and gather at ‘‘all usual and accus-
tomed fishing places.’’ The Army Corps 
and treaty Tribes entered into agree-
ments on fishing access. These sites 
were designed for day-to-day fishing, 
but out of need and the desire to be 
close to the Columbia River, they have 
turned into permanent housing. This 
has resulted in very challenging and 
unsafe living conditions along the 
river. I am so glad that my colleague 
Senator MURRAY and my colleagues 
from Oregon, Senator MERKLEY and 
Senator WYDEN—that we have been 
able to make it crystal clear to the 
Army Corps of Engineers that we need 
to correct this problem. This bill en-
sures that those families will get what 
they were promised years ago. 

In closing, I want to thank our col-
leagues Senator BARRASSO and Senator 
CARPER, as well as the leadership of the 
House Transportation and Infrastruc-
ture Committee, for all the hard work 
on this bipartisan legislation. 

When it comes to our waterways, in-
frastructure investment means jobs. It 
means the continued protection of 
clean water, and for us in the North-
west, it means helping us preserve our 
salmon populations. 

I am so happy that we have finally 
taken another step to strengthen the 
competitiveness of our ports in the 
Northwest. These are real jobs. In the 
future—near future—with this deep-
ening, we will be able to serve larger 
cargo container ships, which will help 
us keep our competitiveness in moving 
product. 

While we move about $77 billion 
worth of products in Washington, we 
move much more than that from all 
States of the United States, moving 
through our ports. So while it sounds 
like an investment in two very large 
port infrastructures on the west coast, 
I guarantee you that it affects many 
Midwestern States and many products 
and the ability to cost-effectively ship 
to other parts of the world. 

I yield the floor. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-

ator from Michigan. 
Ms. STABENOW. Mr. President, be-

fore my friend from Washington State 
leaves, I want to thank her for her ad-
vocacy on water infrastructure, and I 
agree with her that this is a great bi-
partisan bill. The distinguished Sen-
ator from Washington State mentioned 
Flint, MI, and I just want to thank her 

one more time. No one stood stronger 
with me and Senator PETERS in trying 
to help the people in Flint, and I great-
ly appreciate her help, support, and ad-
vocacy. 

HEALTHCARE 
Mr. President, in addition to praising 

the water resources bill, which was a 
great bipartisan effort—there are some 
wonderful wins in there for Michigan— 
specifically at this moment, I want to 
speak about my deep regret that a lit-
tle while ago, a very important resolu-
tion did not get the bipartisan votes 
necessary to pass on the Senate floor. 
That resolution, which failed, would 
have stopped the administration’s 
short-term plan rule, which is gutting 
comprehensive healthcare and under-
mining people with preexisting condi-
tions getting the healthcare they need 
and deserve. 

About half the families in Michigan 
have someone in their family with a 
preexisting condition. It could be any-
thing from high blood pressure, to dia-
betes, to something like cancer or 
whatever other illness it might be. 
They are in a situation now, with these 
junk plans, as we call them, where they 
are going to be undermined, and they 
either won’t be able to get any health 
insurance, or it will cost much, much 
more. 

I have often said that healthcare 
isn’t political; it is personal. It is not 
political. We all care about being able 
to get the healthcare we need for our-
selves, our children, our moms, and our 
dads. When a family has a child born 
with a seizure disorder, they aren’t 
wondering whom their pediatrician 
voted for in the last election. When a 
single mom of two teenagers learns she 
has breast cancer, she is not concerned 
about who is up in the polls and who is 
down in the polls. When a senior is 
forced to make a decision between buy-
ing the medication that helps him 
breathe better or keeping his heat on, 
he is not interested in what is hap-
pening on Twitter. 

Healthcare isn’t political—not to any 
person I represent or to me or my own 
family; it is personal, and it affects 
every one of our families, whether we 
are Democrats, Republicans, urban, 
rural, red States, and blue States. I 
wish we could come together and work 
on ways to provide more healthcare 
and reduce costs based on that 
premise—that it is personal, not polit-
ical. 

When people tell me their healthcare 
stories, I can assure you that they 
don’t start with their political affili-
ation because it doesn’t matter; they 
simply want to know that the 
healthcare they depend on for them-
selves and their families will be there. 
That is why I am so concerned about 
the short-term, limited-duration insur-
ance plans, which we are calling junk 
plans because that is what they are. 
They may be cheap, but they don’t 
cover much, if anything, and you don’t 
know until you get sick. Many of them 
are medically underwritten, meaning 
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that insurance companies can charge 
whatever they like based on the appli-
cant’s health, their gender, their age, 
their health status. 

Remember when being a woman was 
considered a preexisting condition? I 
certainly do. These plans are coming 
back. They are coming back through 
these junk plans. One recent study 
found that none of the plans cover ma-
ternity care. As a member of the Fi-
nance Committee, I led the fight to 
cover maternity care and birth control 
services and other preventive services 
for women. That is pretty basic for the 
women of this country. And if, as a 
man, you think you didn’t need it, 
well, just ask your mom whether she 
did. 

On top of that, these plans can ex-
clude people with preexisting condi-
tions or impose yearly or lifetime caps 
on care. As I indicated, it is estimated 
that half of Michigan families include 
someone with a preexisting condition— 
everything from diabetes, to asthma, 
to arthritis, to cancer. Under the Af-
fordable Care Act, we didn’t have to 
worry about people with preexisting 
conditions being covered—until it 
began to be undermined through these 
new administrative rules put forward 
by the administration. 

Louisa is a beautiful little Michigan 
girl who was born with half a heart. I 
was so fortunate to meet her and her 
parents earlier this year. Louisa didn’t 
ask for half a heart. She and her par-
ents didn’t do anything to cause it. 
Louisa didn’t have a choice. She needs 
comprehensive health insurance. 

Unfortunately, that kind of insur-
ance is getting less and less affordable. 
Thanks to short-term plans and other 
health insurance changes, comprehen-
sive health insurance will cost over 12 
percent more next year in Michigan 
than it would otherwise cost, and it is 
only getting worse. 

Louisa should be able to focus on 
starting school, growing up, learning 
to drive, going to college, and having a 
family of her own, not whether she will 
pay more for insurance, if she can get 
it, because she was born with a pre-
existing condition. 

Louisa isn’t alone. She is just one of 
the estimated 130 million people in our 
country with preexisting conditions. 
That is 130 million people who could be 
hurt either directly or indirectly by 
these short-term junk plans. 

Perhaps you are incredibly lucky, 
and nobody in your family has a pre-
existing condition. These short-term 
policies are a good choice, then, right? 
Well, just ask Sam, who came to DC 
earlier this year to share his story. 

Sam is self-employed. He owns a 
small landscape design business. In 
2016, Sam was shopping for health in-
surance. He had been healthy, aside 
from some back pain. He told his insur-
ance broker that he had been to the 
chiropractor a number of times and 
that the chiropractor had taken x rays 
but had not been able to make a diag-
nosis for his back pain. The broker as-

sured Sam that as long as he didn’t 
have a diagnosis, he would be wasting 
his money if he bought anything other 
than a short-term insurance plan. Sam 
took her advice, thinking he was sign-
ing up for a quality health insurance 
plan that would meet his needs. 

Fast-forward to 2017 when at age 28 
Sam was diagnosed with stage IV non- 
Hodgkin’s lymphoma. What he thought 
was simply back pain turned out to be 
an aggressive form of blood cancer. 
After 6 months of chemotherapy and 
radiation, Sam’s cancer was in remis-
sion; however, his doctors told him 
that a bone marrow transplant was his 
only hope for a long-term cure. 

Then Sam heard from his insurance 
company. They refused to pay for any 
of his treatment—any of his treat-
ment—even though he had insurance, 
including the bone marrow transplant, 
because they claimed the cancer was a 
preexisting condition even though his 
broker had told him that was not the 
case. Sam appealed this decision and 
endured nine additional rounds of 
chemotherapy to keep his cancer in re-
mission. After months of waiting— 
months of waiting—his appeal was de-
nied. 

Sam was left with no health insur-
ance, no way to pay for a lifesaving 
bone marrow transplant and about 
$800,000 in medical bills, even though 
he had bought an insurance policy. 
Sam eventually was able to buy some 
real health insurance—the kind that 
covers you when you get sick—and get 
the bone marrow transplant he needed. 
He is healthy again, thank goodness, 
but his finances aren’t. 

In his words: ‘‘Instead of planning a 
life together with my girlfriend and a 
future for my business, I am kept up at 
night worrying about staying afloat, 
how to pay the next bill, how to avoid 
bankruptcy.’’ 

This is the story of too many people 
before the Affordable Care Act passed, 
requiring comprehensive coverage and 
requiring people with preexisting con-
ditions to be able to get affordable cov-
erage. As I said before, healthcare isn’t 
political; it is personal. People with 
preexisting conditions deserve to know 
their insurance will be there when they 
need it. Families with a sick child de-
serve to focus on getting her better, 
not how they are going to pay the bill 
for the doctor, and small business own-
ers like Sam deserve insurance that 
covers them while they are sick or hurt 
and doesn’t leave them on the verge of 
bankruptcy. 

That is what we are talking about. 
These current plans undermine the ca-
pacity for people to be able to get real 
coverage. They are less expensive, but 
they don’t cover much, if anything, 
and the problem is you don’t know 
until you get sick. What we need and 
what everyone needs is the confidence 
that they are buying affordable insur-
ance that will actually cover them and 
cover their families. Everyone deserves 
that kind of insurance. This isn’t about 
politics; it is about protecting what is 

most precious—our families and our 
health. Unfortunately, because of the 
administration’s actions, we are seeing 
tremendous rollbacks that are putting 
more and more power back into the 
hands of insurance companies that are 
making their decisions based on what 
is best for their profits, not what is 
best for families. 

I am very disappointed that we 
weren’t able to stop that today, but I 
am going to continue to try, as are my 
Democratic colleagues. We are com-
mitted to doing everything we can to 
ensure that people in the greatest 
country in the world know they can 
have affordable healthcare coverage 
that actually covers their healthcare 
needs. 

Thank you. 
I yield the floor. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-

ator from Michigan. 
Mr. PETERS. Mr. President, the 

topic of healthcare affordability should 
unite us as a common cause. We all 
need healthcare, whether young or old 
or male or female, rich or poor. 

Not one of us will go through life 
without experiencing a major health 
concern. Even if we have a clean bill of 
health today, we all face the prospect 
of accidents, illnesses, and the inherent 
universal health challenges of aging. 

The Affordable Care Act is not per-
fect, but it has moved us toward a 
shared goal of making healthcare more 
affordable for everyone. Most signifi-
cantly, the Affordable Care Act pre-
vents insurers from denying coverage 
or increasing premiums because of a 
preexisting condition. This critical 
protection has been widely and wildly 
popular, and rightly so. If you don’t 
have a preexisting condition, you prob-
ably have a family member who does. 

The Affordable Care Act also requires 
plans to cover a full set of benefits that 
enrollees will realistically need over 
the course of their lives, and, overall, 
it encourages Americans to get their 
health insurance so that they will have 
the appropriate support when they 
need it the most. 

I will be the first to recognize that 
there is room for improvement in our 
healthcare law, but we need to be 
working together to fix it, not allowing 
the Trump administration to continue 
its relentless push to undermine the af-
fordability of healthcare. Since the be-
ginning of his administration, Presi-
dent Trump has taken every possible 
step to weaken consumer protections 
in health insurance, all the while mis-
informing the public about what the 
real impact will be on their daily lives. 
But Americans right now are feeling 
the impact. For too many hard-work-
ing families, health insurance and 
healthcare costs are still not afford-
able. Today, premiums are going up, 
healthcare prices are soaring, and the 
burden of cost is increasingly shifted to 
the patient. 

We should be focused on ways to 
strengthen our healthcare system so 
that it lowers out-of-pocket costs, re-
moves barriers to healthcare, and 
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incentivizes cost efficiency. But the 
flawed Trump administration policy 
the Senate voted on earlier today is a 
step in the wrong direction. It is a step 
toward terrible coverage for consumers 
who will not understand what their 
plan fails to cover until they need it. 

We are seeing yet another Trump ad-
ministration effort to roll back parts of 
the Affordable Care Act that are actu-
ally working every day to help Ameri-
cans. President Trump is creating a 
new loophole for some insurers to ig-
nore the Affordable Care Act’s central 
patient protections. This is moving us 
back toward a period where insurance 
companies could discriminate against 
Americans based on their conditions, 
such as diabetes, cancer, arthritis, and 
even pregnancy—yes, even pregnancy. 
Millions of Michiganders rely on the 
Affordable Care Act’s safeguards for 
preexisting condition coverage. 

Americans should have the power to 
choose their own healthcare, but unfor-
tunately this administration has it 
backward. President Trump wants to 
give more power to insurers to not only 
choose who they cover but also what 
they cover. 

The Affordable Care Act’s 10 essen-
tial healthcare benefits are truly just 
that; they are indeed essential. The list 
includes things like prescription drugs, 
hospitalizations, and preventive care. 
Before the Affordable Care Act, we saw 
insurance companies neglect to cover 
services like maternity care, substance 
abuse disorder treatment, and mental 
health care. These are all truly essen-
tial elements of any true plan. 

The Trump administration is allow-
ing for risky plans that make insur-
ance companies money while shifting 
costs to taxpayers and Michiganders 
who choose to cover these essential 
health benefits. The Trump policy will 
create a parallel market that targets 
only relatively healthy, less costly in-
dividuals, and that is why I am deeply 
disappointed by today’s vote and the 
actions of this administration. 

The true message President Trump is 
sending to the public is that he wants 
you to be misinformed. He wants you 
to make bad decisions and buy these 
flawed plans, increasing the profits of 
insurers. 

American taxpayers will be left with 
the bill when patients find out that 
their insurance and all of the money 
they have put into that insurance over 
so many years simply does not cover 
their healthcare needs when they need 
it the most. 

No matter where you live, how much 
money you make, or what your health 
record looks like, no one should be 
forced to make the impossible choice 
between seeking medical assistance or 
paying the bills for other basic neces-
sities. Regardless of what the health 
condition is or when it arises, all 
Americans deserve certainty that their 
decision to go to a doctor will not push 
them into bankruptcy. 

Let’s be clear that any Member who 
voted to support the Trump adminis-

tration’s efforts to undermine the ACA 
casts a vote today against coverage 
protections for preexisting conditions 
and against affordable, quality 
healthcare for all American families. 

Thank you. 
I yield the floor. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-

ator from Nevada. 
Ms. CORTEZ MASTO. Thank you, 

Mr. President. 
I rise today to share the story of one 

of my friends, Jesse Kleinedler. Jesse 
and her husband own and operate one 
of Reno’s most successful small busi-
nesses—the Under the Rose Brewing 
Company. They are also the proud par-
ents of a beautiful baby boy. Jesse, her 
family, and their business are doing 
great. But when I met Jesse last year, 
she told me her path to this point in 
life had not been easy. 

In 2012, Jesse left her job at a large 
firm—and the health insurance it pro-
vided—to pursue her dream of starting 
a brewery with her husband Scott. 
About 1 year later, she learned that she 
was pregnant. During a routine check-
up 9 weeks before her due date, Jesse’s 
midwife advised her to see an OB/GYN. 
Jesse didn’t feel sick, so she hesitated, 
but the midwife urged her to go see a 
specialist anyway. 

Midway through her visit, the OB/ 
GYN became concerned that Jesse’s 
life was in danger. He diagnosed her 
with preeclampsia and rushed her to 
the hospital. Jesse’s son was born a few 
hours later via emergency C-section. 
The doctors who delivered her baby 
agreed that had Jesse waited even 24 
hours to see an OB/GYN, both she and 
her son would have died. 

In no uncertain terms, Jesse told me 
that she and her son owe their lives to 
the Affordable Care Act. Without the 
affordable coverage having been pur-
chased on the Silver State Health In-
surance Exchange, Jesse would not 
have been able to have seen a spe-
cialist, and she and her husband, cer-
tainly, would not have been able to 
have afforded the $1 million in medical 
costs Jesse’s son incurred over the 
course of a months-long stay in the 
NICU. 

Jesse’s son is now a happy, thriving 
toddler, but he has a medical issue that 
interferes with his growth. Jesse and 
Scott, her husband, fear that President 
Trump’s efforts to roll back protec-
tions for people with preexisting condi-
tions will make it impossible for them 
to afford their son’s health insurance. 

Donald Trump has not yet been able 
to get the support in Congress he needs 
in order to repeal protections for peo-
ple with preexisting conditions, but he 
has taken steps to circumvent the 
wheel of Congress and hack away at 
these protections bit by bit. 

In August, he signed an Executive 
order to expand access to what are 
called junk plans. These are health in-
surance plans that don’t cover essen-
tial services like prescription drugs, 
emergency room visits, or maternity 
care. These plans are designed for 

short-term use only and don’t include 
protections for people with preexisting 
conditions. That means, if you sign up 
for one of these plans and are a cancer 
survivor or are a pregnant woman or 
are a war veteran, you could be 
charged a higher rate. It also means 
you could be forced to pay tens of thou-
sands of dollars out of pocket for the 
care you receive in an emergency. 

Junk plans come in all shapes and 
sizes, but none of them comply with 
consumer protections established by 
the Affordable Care Act. The Kaiser 
Family Foundation looked at junk 
plans in 45 States and found that 43 
percent did not include coverage for 
mental health services, that 71 percent 
did not cover outpatient prescription 
drugs, and that not a single one cov-
ered maternity care. 

Junk plans appear to be cheaper than 
comprehensive health insurance 
plans—that is, until you read the fine 
print. Junk plans have low monthly 
premiums and astronomical out-of- 
pocket costs. President Trump’s Execu-
tive order allows insurance companies 
to trick consumers into signing up for 
these plans. Consumers think they are 
getting a good deal, only to find out, as 
soon as they get sick, that their med-
ical bills are not covered. 

The American Cancer Society Cancer 
Action Network says junk plans pose 
‘‘a serious threat to cancer patients’ 
ability to access quality, affordable 
health coverage.’’ It also says the 
present administration’s rule will like-
ly leave older and sicker Americans in 
the individual insurance marketplace, 
with few, if any, affordable health cov-
erage choices and that patients who 
are living with serious conditions will 
be left paying more for the coverage 
they need if they can afford coverage 
at all. 

President Trump’s Executive order to 
expand access to junk plans is not just 
an attack on our healthcare system, it 
is an attempt to send us back to the 
days when families like Jesse’s could 
not afford the healthcare they needed. 
Jesse told me she owes her life to the 
health insurance she purchased 
through the ACA. Where would Jesse 
and her family be without it? What if 
she had not been able to afford a com-
prehensive plan? What if she had pur-
chased a junk plan instead? 

There are 1.2 million Nevadans who 
live with preexisting conditions. That 
is nearly one in two. That number in-
cludes nearly 159,000 children and near-
ly 270,000 people who are nearing retire-
ment. The junk plans rule directly 
threatens their healthcare. 

Heather Korbulic, who is the execu-
tive director of the Silver State Health 
Insurance Exchange, summed up the 
risk junk plans pose. 

She said: ‘‘[Junk plans] are designed 
to basically take your preexisting con-
dition and charge you more or tell you 
that you can’t be on those plans at 
all.’’ 
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She continued: ‘‘If they find that 

you’ve not disclosed a preexisting med-
ical condition . . . then you’re left high 
and dry with no insurance.’’ 

I don’t want to go back to a world 
where Nevadans with preexisting con-
ditions can’t get the care they need or 
where insurance companies aren’t re-
quired to cover basic services like ma-
ternity care. 

I was a proud cosponsor of Senator 
TAMMY BALDWIN’s resolution to over-
turn President Trump’s Executive 
order. In failing to pass this resolution, 
the U.S. Senate has done a profound 
disservice to families and communities 
all across the country. I will continue 
fighting to restore protections against 
junk plans, and I encourage all of my 
colleagues to do the same. 

I yield the floor. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-

ator from South Dakota. 
ECONOMY 

Mr. THUNE. Mr. President, 2 years 
ago, when Republicans took control of 
the White House as well as of Congress, 
we promised the American people that 
growing the economy was going to be 
our No. 1 priority, and we got right to 
work. 

Under the Obama administration, 
American workers and businesses faced 
a lot of obstacles, including burden-
some regulations and an outdated Tax 
Code that acted as a drag on economic 
growth, so we immediately focused on 
removing burdensome regulations. 
Then we focused on developing a his-
toric, comprehensive reform of our Tax 
Code, which was signed into law last 
December. Now, the Tax Code isn’t nec-
essarily the first thing people think of 
when they think of economic growth, 
but the Tax Code has a huge impact on 
our economy. 

It helps to determine how much 
money individuals and families have to 
spend and save. It helps to determine 
whether a small business can expand 
and hire. A small business owner who 
faces a huge tax bill is highly unlikely 
to be able to expand her business or 
hire a new employee. The Tax Code 
helps to determine whether large busi-
nesses hire, grow, and invest in the 
United States. A large business is 
going to find it pretty hard to create 
jobs or improve benefits for employees 
if it is struggling to stay competitive 
against foreign businesses that pay 
much less in taxes. A large business is 
also unlikely to keep jobs and invest-
ment in the United States if the Tax 
Code makes it vastly more expensive to 
hire American workers. 

Prior to the passage of the Tax Cuts 
and Jobs Act last December, our Tax 
Code was not helping our economy or 
American families. It was doing just 
the opposite so we took action. 

We cut tax rates for American fami-
lies, doubled the child tax credit, and 
nearly doubled the standard deduction. 
We lowered tax rates across the board 
for owners of small and medium-sized 
businesses, farms, and ranches. We low-
ered our Nation’s massive corporate 

tax rate, which, up until January 1, 
was the highest corporate tax rate in 
the developed world. We expanded busi-
ness owners’ ability to recover the cost 
of investments they make in their 
businesses, which frees up cash that 
they can reinvest in their operations 
and their workers, and we brought the 
U.S. international tax system into the 
21st century so American businesses 
would not be operating at a competi-
tive disadvantage next to their foreign 
counterparts. 

Now we are seeing the results. The 
economy is thriving. Our economy 
grew at a robust 4.2 percent in the sec-
ond quarter of this year. The unem-
ployment rate is at its lowest level 
since 1969—almost 50 years ago. Think 
about that. In other words, it has been 
almost 50 years since the last time un-
employment was at this low level. 

More than 1.8 million jobs have been 
created since the Tax Cuts and Jobs 
Act was signed into law. Wages are 
growing at the best rate in years, and 
incomes are up 4.2 percent. Businesses 
are bringing money back into the 
United States, and business investment 
is up—from an average of 1.8 percent 
before the 2016 election to an average 
of 10 percent so far this year. Small 
business optimism is at historic levels. 
Consumer confidence is at an 18-year 
high. The list goes on. 

Those are a lot of stats, but they ba-
sically boil down to one thing; that is, 
that life is getting better for American 
families. Incomes are growing, and 
families have access to more jobs and 
opportunities and better benefits. That 
means fewer families have to live pay-
check to paycheck, that an unexpected 
car repair or doctor bill is less dev-
astating, that it is easier to afford that 
family vacation or the fees for piano 
lessons, and that more families have 
money to save for their kids’ college or 
for their retirement. 

That was the goal—getting the econ-
omy thriving again so American fami-
lies can thrive. I am proud to say, we 
are succeeding. I am proud that our 
policies are making life better for 
American families. Yet we are not 
stopping there. We are going to keep 
working to secure the gains we have 
made for the long term and make sure 
every American has access to a future 
of security and opportunity. 

TRIBUTE TO CHUCK GRASSLEY 
Mr. President, I want to take a brief 

moment to express my gratitude to the 
Judiciary Committee chairman, Sen-
ator CHUCK GRASSLEY, for his leader-
ship over the past months as we 
worked to confirm Judge—now Jus-
tice—Kavanaugh. 

Every Supreme Court confirmation 
process is a somewhat arduous affair, 
but Chairman GRASSLEY had to con-
tend with more than an increased 
workload. He had to contend with 
Democratic colleagues who did every-
thing they could to delay and disrupt 
the process and to taint Justice 
Kavanaugh’s confirmation. Yet no 
matter what tactics the Democrats re-

sorted to, from interrupting the con-
firmation hearing to withholding crit-
ical information, Chairman GRASSLEY 
stayed above the fray. He carried on 
with what needed to be done, whether 
that was compiling information from 
Justice Kavanaugh’s time in the White 
House or interviewing witnesses. He 
made sure the entire confirmation 
process was thorough and fair, and he 
ensured that Dr. Ford and Justice 
Kavanaugh were treated with dignity 
and respect. 

I am grateful we had him at the helm 
of the Judiciary Committee during this 
process, and I am grateful that, once 
again, he helped to put an outstand-
ingly qualified Justice on the Supreme 
Court. 

TRIBUTE TO NIKKI HALEY 
Mr. President, I also want to take 

just a minute to recognize the out-
standing work that Nikki Haley has 
done as the U.S. Ambassador to the 
United Nations. 

Ambassador Haley has been a terrific 
ambassador and a real leader on the 
President’s foreign policy team. She 
has been a clear, unequivocal voice for 
the principles our country values, and 
she has been a tough and outspoken 
critic of the tyrannical regimes that 
threaten our country and the free 
world. 

I am sure the President will choose 
an excellent replacement, but Nikki 
Haley will be a tough act to follow. I 
wish her all the best as she begins her 
next chapter. She will be missed. 

I yield the floor. 
Mr. WHITEHOUSE. Mr. President, 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. WHITEHOUSE. Mr. President, I 

ask unanimous consent that the order 
for the quorum call be rescinded. 

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

Mr. WHITEHOUSE. Mr. President, I 
ask unanimous consent that at the 
conclusion of my remarks, the Senator 
from New Hampshire, Senator SHA-
HEEN, be recognized. She will be pick-
ing up at the end of my remarks. 

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

CLIMATE CHANGE 
Mr. WHITEHOUSE. Mr. President, it 

is a real pleasure to be joined here 
today on the Senate floor by Senator 
JEANNE SHAHEEN of New Hampshire. 
Senator SHAHEEN has been a tireless 
advocate for clean energy and is the 
Senate’s bipartisan champion on en-
ergy efficiency, alongside Senator 
PORTMAN. 

The U.N. Intergovernmental Panel on 
Climate Change released a major warn-
ing last week. Ninety-one authors and 
editors from 40 countries reviewed 
more than 6,000 scientific papers to as-
sess what it would take to hold global 
temperatures to 1.5 degrees Celsius 
above preindustrial levels. The report 
says that we will need to invest rough-
ly five times what we do now in low- 
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