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The bill clerk proceeded to call the
roll.

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the quorum call be rescinded.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, I ask
unanimous consent to speak on leader
time before we have a vote.

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

REMEMBERING GEORGE H.W. BUSH

Mr. SCHUMER. Mr. President, this
morning, the life and career of the 41st
President of the United States was
celebrated at the National Cathedral.
Friends, family, former leaders of our
country, and leaders from around the
world gathered to pay tribute to a life
spent in joyful service to our country
and unfailing dedication to his family.
I was there. It was a very moving and
wonderful ceremony.

The Senate now joins the rest of the
country in mourning President George
Herbert Walker Bush.

NOMINATION OF BERNARD L. MCNAMEE

Mr. President, now on another mat-
ter—a less happy matter—at the con-
clusion of my remarks, the Senate will
vote on whether to consider the nomi-
nation of Bernard McNamee to the
Federal Energy Regulatory Commis-
sion, or FERC. I staunchly oppose this
nomination.

Throughout his career, Mr. McNamee
has been manifestly biased in favor of
the fossil fuel industry and biased
against renewable energy sources—so
much so that one cannot believe he
would be a fair arbiter on these issues
at FERC.

Mr. McNamee has called for ‘“‘a uni-
fied campaign’ to support fossil fuels.
As a policy official at the Department
of Energy, he played a significant role
in designing a coal and nuclear bailout
program that was unanimously re-
jected by FERC—hardly a liberal agen-
cy—the agency he is nominated to join.

When it comes to fossil fuel competi-
tors, Mr. McNamee has expressed
thoughts that only a real fossil fuel
zealot could have. Not only has Mr.
McNamee made numerous false claims
about clean energy technologies, he
has labeled support for renewable ener-
gies ‘‘organized propaganda’ and lik-
ened its boosters to supporters of “‘tyr-
anny.”

At a time when our globe—with
wildfires in California, with flooding
and hurricanes—is totally being
changed because of global warming, we
are putting someone on FERC—or
there is an intent to put someone on
FERC who has the most regressive
views we have seen come around in a
very long time.

Commissioners at FERC have mat-
ters related to all types of energy
brought before them. They are sup-
posed to be nonpartisan. They are sup-
posed to impartially oversee rates and
reliability and delivery based on what
is best for the American people, not
deep-seated personal beliefs and cer-
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tainly not views that are so out of
touch with so many people.

My guess is that maybe only a hand-
ful of Republicans agree with him on
his views that are so regressive. I see
my friend from Iowa here. What this
guy said about wind and things like
that are way off the charts.

Just a few weeks ago, the Trump ad-
ministration itself released a report on
climate change outlining its current
impact and the devastating and dire
consequences we will see if actions are
not taken. That was not our report;
that was the Trump administration’s
report. So now would be an awful time
to elevate someone to our chief energy
regulator who is so clearly biased
against renewable sources of energy,
such as wind and solar. I strongly
urge—fervently urge—my colleagues to
oppose this nomination.

I yield the floor.

————

CLOTURE MOTION

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr.
GARDNER). Pursuant to rule XXII, the
Chair lays before the Senate the pend-
ing cloture motion, which the clerk
will state.

The bill clerk read as follows:

CLOTURE MOTION

We, the undersigned Senators, in accord-
ance with the provisions of rule XXII of the
Standing Rules of the Senate, do hereby
move to bring to a close debate on the nomi-
nation of Bernard L. McNamee, of Virginia,
to be a Member of the Federal Energy Regu-
latory Commission for the remainder of the
term expiring June 30, 2020.

Mitch McConnell, Johnny Isakson, Mike
Rounds, Thom Tillis, Mike Crapo, Pat
Roberts, John Hoeven, David Perdue,
Tim Scott, John Cornyn, Roy Blunt,
Cory Gardner, Tom Cotton, Jerry
Moran, John Barrasso, Roger F.
Wicker, John Boozman.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. By unan-
imous consent, the mandatory quorum
call has been waived.

The question is, Is it the sense of the
Senate that debate on the nomination
of Bernard L. McNamee, of Virginia, to
be a Member of the Federal Energy
Regulatory Commission for the re-
mainder of the term expiring June 30,
2020, shall be brought to a close?

The yeas and nays are mandatory
under the rule.

The clerk will call the roll.

The bill clerk called the roll.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Are there
any other Senators in the Chamber de-
siring to vote?

Mr. CORNYN. The following Senator
is necessarily absent: the Senator from
North Carolina (Mr. TILLIS).

The yeas and nays resulted—yeas 50,
nays 49, as follows:

[Rollcall Vote No. 2563 Ex.]

YEAS—50
Alexander Collins Enzi
Barrasso Corker Ernst
Blunt Cornyn Fischer
Boozman Cotton Flake
Burr Crapo Gardner
Capito Cruz Graham
Cassidy Daines Grassley
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Hatch Lee Rubio
Heller McConnell Sasse
Hoeven Moran Scott
Hyde-Smith Murkowski Shelby
Inhofe Paul Sullivan
Isakson Perdue Thune
Johnson Pgrtman Toomey
Kennedy Risch Wicker
Kyl Roberts Young
Lankford Rounds
NAYS—49

Baldwin Hassan Peters
Bennet Heinrich Reed
Blumenthal Heitkamp Sanders
Booker Hirono Schatz
Brown Jones Schumer
Cantwell Kaine Shaheen
Cardin King Smith
Carper Klobuchar Stabenow
Casey Leahy Tester
Coons Manchin o8

Udall
Cortez Masto Markey Van Holl
Donnelly McCaskill an tollen
Duckworth Menendez Warner
Durbin Merkley Warren
Feinstein Murphy Whitehouse
Gillibrand Murray Wyden
Harris Nelson

NOT VOTING—1
Tillis

The PRESIDING OFFICER. On this
vote, the yeas are 50 and the nays are
49.

The motion is agreed to.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Missouri.

TRIBUTE TO MAJOR AARON HOUSE

Mr. BLUNT. Mr. President, I am here
to talk for a few minutes about Major
House and the work he has done in our
office. We have benefited for the last
several years from a military detailee
being on the Intelligence Committee
and on the Defense Appropriations
Committee and having significant mili-
tary installations in our State, as
many of us do, but we certainly have
those in Missouri. It has been valuable
having MAJ Aaron House with them.

Major House has been a great re-
source on a number of important na-
tional security issues in our office. The
knowledge and experience he has
gained as a U.S. Army Reserve officer
have helped inform our discussions on
defense issues critical to Missouri and
critical to the country.

Aaron was born in Plattsburgh, NY,
on the shores of Lake Champlain. He
joined the Army in 2001. He first served
as an enlisted soldier for 3 years and
then as a commissioned officer after
that. He has served in both the Engi-
neer Corps and the Finance Corps. He
deployed to Iraq, where he conducted
rapid crater repair, route clearance,
and construction operations. His most
recent assignment before joining our
office was with the joint staff working
as an analyst for the Office of the
Comptroller in Defense.

He is extremely well educated and
holds a bachelor of science in manufac-
turing management from Clarkson
University in New York, a master of
science in human relations and busi-
ness from Amberton University in
Texas, and he has both a master of
business administration and a master
of public administration from Syracuse
University in New York.
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He comes with all of that back-
ground. Combining that with his back-
ground in finance, he has been criti-
cally important to us as we move
through a number of important
projects this year. He has been able to
devote a lot of time to gathering and
analyzing data on historical military
construction projects as we move for-
ward on those projects.

He has provided knowledgeable rec-
ommendations on a host of foreign pol-
icy issues as well. He was very involved
in the last year in Colombia, where
Senator CARDIN and I cochaired an ef-
fort with the Atlantic Council to look
at moving Peace Colombia to Plan Co-
lombia and then looking at that again
now that the Colombian Government
has changed. We have looked at some
things that involved Australia and
China and Russia, just to name a few of
the areas where Major House has been
helpful in our office.

On veterans issues, he has been help-
ful as we try to connect veterans with
the resources they need and the bene-
fits they have every right to have, but
they sometimes have a hard time ac-
cessing those benefits.

Having him in the office has been an
asset. It has been a pleasure for me and
our entire staff. I certainly wish him
all the best in the next chapter of his
military career.

He and his wife Mindy have three
daughters. They have a newborn son.
So even in that year he was with us,
they added a fourth child at their
house. His family and friends who sup-
port him and the sacrifices he and his
family—his immediate family—make
to serve are deeply appreciated by us.
He has been a real benefit to the coun-
try. He has been a particular benefit to
the Missourians whom I get to work
for. I am grateful to have had him this
year and will again say that this is a
program that really is beneficial to the
Senate.

I hear from our past detailees over
the years that it was an incredible op-
portunity for them to understand how
the Congress works from the perspec-
tive of each of our offices and makes a
valuable addition to what they take to
their next assignment and every future
assignment.

I think the Chief of Staff for the
President spent some substantial time
in this building representing the Army
and said he was the most knowledge-
able guy in the Army when it came to
talking about issues that he learned
right here and how to work with and
provide information and advice to Con-
gress.

We are glad Major House has been
with us, appreciative of the program,
look forward to welcoming our next
detailee soon, and wish Major House
and his family great success as they
move forward.

I yield the floor.

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

NOMINATION OF BERNARD L. MCNAMEE

Mr. WHITEHOUSE. Mr. President, I

am here today to express my extremely
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grave concerns about the person we
have just begun to move to a vote to
the Federal Energy Regulatory Com-
mission. He would be Commissioner
McNamee if we were to confirm him.
This is in an administration that has
distinguished itself with terrible en-
ergy appointments—conceivably the
worst. It is too important to our coun-
try to have an independent and reality-
based Federal Energy Regulatory Com-
mission to allow an industry plant like
Mr. McNamee—who will never be inde-
pendent, who will always have his
thumb on the scale for the vested in-
terests—get onto the Federal Regu-
latory Commission.

In addition to the bad decisions he
will make because he will be trying to
throw decisions for the fossil fuel in-
dustry, he will also create an enormous
amount of litigation because people
who come before a Federal administra-
tive agency are entitled to an honest
look at their claims, and if the regu-
latory agency is incapable of giving
them that honest look, that is grounds
for appeal.

McNamee is a walking failure of any
honest look at any question in which
the fossil fuel industry—and specifi-
cally the coal industry—has an inter-
est. Sadly, his position isn’t just a
question of a personal failing; he comes
out of a system, and I am going to take
some time to describe the system he
comes out of.

No one less than our late friend Sen-
ator John McCain was once asked in an
interview: Why has it taken so long for
Congress to address climate change?
Katie Couric was the interviewer. She
asked:

Why has it taken so long, Senator?

Here was John McCain’s answer:

Special interests. It is the special inter-
ests. It is the utility companies and the pe-
troleum companies and other special inter-
ests. They are the ones that have blocked
progress in the Congress of the United States
and the administration. That is a little
straight talk.

The way these industries work is
kind of interesting. They figured out
pretty early on that if they are a big
power company or a big coal company
or any big fossil fuel polluter and they
come forward into a debate and make
their argument as ExxonMobil, as Koch
Industries, as Murray coal, people will
immediately discount what they are
saying because people will understand
that the companies have a massive
conflict of interest, that they have the
massive conflict of interest of wishing
to continue to pollute for free. So they
have set up this whole array of front
groups to disguise that it is truly the
fossil fuel industry whose hands are
pulling our strings.

We came to the floor some time ago—
a considerable number of the Demo-
cratic Senators—to point out this co-
ordinated, phony, false-front, fossil-
fuel-funded operation, and we made the
phony front group so mad that they ac-
tually sent a letter disputing that they
were a coordinated group of phony
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fronts by putting all their phony
names together on a single letterhead,
arguing that they weren’t coordinated
together in a letter in which they most
obviously were coordinated together.
That is how upset they were when the
mischief they are up to was pointed
out.

This was groups like Americans for
Tax Reform; ALEC; Cascade Policy In-
stitute; CFACT; Competitive Enter-
prise Institute; I love this name—the
Franklin Center for Government and
Public Integrity, which has nothing to
do with Ben Franklin and even less to
do with public integrity; Georgia Pub-
lic Policy Foundation; Heritage Foun-
dation; the notorious Heartland Insti-
tute, which distinguished itself by put-
ting up billboards equating climate sci-
entists to the Unabomber—classy
group, that Heartland; the so-called
James Madison Institute, which has
nothing to do with James Madison.
These groups love to steal the names of
historic figures to try to give them-
selves a little bit of initial credence.
There is also a John Locke Founda-
tion—historians will know how impor-
tant John Locke was to the founding of
this country; the Maclver Institute;
Kansas Policy Institute; Montana Pol-
icy Institute; NPRI; PRI; Pelican Insti-
tute; Rio Grande Foundation; Virginia
Institute; and, of course, a Yankee In-
stitute for Public Policy.

This whole piece of public relations
and propaganda machinery is an ongo-
ing disgrace, and there are some folks
who have been looking at it pretty
hard recently and saying some pretty
rough stuff about it.

I would like to start with two recent
articles by Paul Krugman. He is no
fool. He won a Noble Prize for econom-
ics. He begins by noting what every-
body who studies this already knows:

Climate change poses a major threat to the
nation, and some of its adverse effects are al-
ready being felt.

He goes on to say:

There are almost no good-faith climate
change deniers.

I think he is accurate about that. I
think there are almost no good-faith
climate change deniers because, to use
his phrase, ‘‘denying science for profit”’
has become such a constant activity,
as shown by this whole array of phony,
fossil-fuel-funded organizations.

He goes on to describe some of the
history. “Climate denial”—I am
quoting here—‘‘actually follows in the
footsteps of . . . the long campaign by
tobacco companies to confuse the pub-
lic about the dangers of smoking.”

I have given several speeches about
this on the Senate floor. The apparatus
that the tobacco companies used to
confuse the public about the dangers of
tobacco morphed into a bigger, more
cleverly hidden, and better funded ap-
paratus but basically started with the
same route that the fossil fuel industry
took to confuse the public about the
dangers of its product in the same way
that the tobacco industry tried to con-
fuse the public about the dangers of its
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product. The tobacco scheme was SO
fraudulent that they were actually
found liable for fraud in Federal
court—not just at the trial court level
but upheld at the DC Circuit Court of
Appeals.

He goes on to say:

Every one of the handful of well-known sci-
entists who have expressed climate skep-
ticism has received large sums of money
from these companies or from dark money
conduits like Donors Trust.

And, of course, it also flows through
those phony front groups whom I de-
scribed who wrote back to us to deny
that they were coordinated phony front
groups.

‘““Climate denial is rooted in greed,”
Paul Krugman continues, because it is
paid for by the fossil fuel industry.

Then he comes back the very next
week with a second article, still on the
same theme, bewailing the fact that
the Republican Party has ‘‘committed
itself to denying the facts on climate
change; that it is now ‘‘completely
dominated by climate deniers’” and
““hostile to science in general.”

He describes the importance of cli-
mate denial and the weaponized fake
news and the relentless propaganda as
being—to use his words, ‘‘Climate de-
nial, you might say, was the crucible in
which the essential elements of
Trumpism were formed.” Denying
facts, repeating lies incessantly, ma-
nipulating the public debate, delivering
weaponized fake news through unreli-
able sites, and poisoning the public de-
bate with nonsense is how I would gen-
erally describe what he was describing.

He says:

Conspiracy theorizing has long been stand-
ard practice among climate deniers.

And these are the organizations that prop-
agate those conspiracy theories.

He goes on:

Most prominent climate deniers are basi-
cally paid to take that position, receiving
large amounts of money from fossil-fuel
companies.

He says:

If we fail to meet the challenge of climate
change, with catastrophic results. . . . it will
be a disaster brought on by corruption, will-
ful ignorance, conspiracy theorizing and in-
timidation.

And this question of corruption isn’t
just coming from the left. There is a
free market think tank called
Niskanen Center, and Will Wilkinson
from that institute just wrote a piece
about what he called the ‘‘spiraling cri-
sis of American corruption,” which in-
cludes the ‘‘failure to require financial
transparency of those who would . . .
fix our fates.” All of these groups hide
who their donors are. There is no finan-
cial transparency because they are
fronts for the fossil fuel industry, and
if they reported all the money they got
from them, their purpose as front
groups evaporates. Creating, Will
Wilkinson continues, ‘‘a class of rich
and powerful miscreants who profit by
gnawing away at the rule of law.”’

God forbid we should have real hear-
ings on climate change, that there
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should be legislative rule of law. God
forbid that we should get honest deci-
sions out of EPA based on the science
under rule of law. No. None of that. All
of that goes under the wind so that rich
and powerful miscreants of the fossil
fuel industry can get their way.

Their pooled wealth, Wilkinson con-
tinues, can be deployed to keep them in
the money, and that is what is going
on, creating—and I think this is a real-
ly pointed phrase—in our country ‘‘a
doom loop of corruption, distrust and
institutional degeneration.”

What our friend Senator McCain said
was the mischief of the special inter-
ests in stopping climate action—this is
how it is done—through secret money,
dark money, front groups, phony prop-
aganda, all backed up with fossil fuel
industry political muscle.

It is sickening, and this guy
McNamee comes smack out of one of
these groups—the Texas Public Policy
Foundation.

The Texas Public Policy Foundation
has received more than $3% million
from Koch-related foundations—this is
Koch Industries, not Coke the drink; I
don’t want to disparage the wrong
Coke—Koch Industries and Koch broth-
ers-related foundations between 1998
and 2017—$3% million. It also received
about $1.5 million from Donors Trust.
Donors Trust is an entity that has no
business purpose. It is set up to iden-
tity-launder donations. So if you don’t
want somebody  to know that
ExxonMobil is funding you,
ExxonMobil gives the money to Donors
Trust, and Donors Trust gives the
money to exactly who ExxonMobil told
them to because it is donor directed,
and now you can report: Guess what. I
got my money from Donors Trust, not
ExxonMobil. No business purpose. It
simply sells transparency out, brings
obscurity in, and is a dark money con-
duit for big special interests. It really
is a disgrace. This guy comes out of
this world. By the way, there was
$100,000 from ExxonMobil also, because
they don’t hide all their money, which
goes into the Texas Public Policy
Foundation.

The last contribution from the Texas
Public Policy Foundation to the
Trump’s nominee pool was a woman
named Kathleen Hartnett White, who
did such a horrendous job in the Envi-
ronment and Public Works Committee,
showed such ignorance of environ-
mental matters, and had no clue that
carbon dioxide actually reacts chemi-
cally with water and is acidifying the
oceans—that is science you can do in a
high school lab. It is incredibly simple.
I have done it here on the Senate floor
with one of those bubbler stones for an
aquarium and my own breath and our
glass of water. To not know that car-
bon dioxide acidifies the ocean is ap-
pallingly ignorant. She also didn’t
know how much climate change and
the warming atmosphere was warming
the oceans. Well, it is more than 90 per-
cent of the excess heat trapped by
greenhouse gases that have gone into
the oceans.
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The oceans are warming at such a
rate that if you took the explosive
power of a nuclear weapon—the Hiro-
shima nuclear bomb—and converted 100
percent of that energy into heat, you
would have to be setting off multiple
bombs per second in our oceans to
match how fast climate change is
warming our oceans. You can measure
that with thermometers. This is not
complicated. It was too much for her.
She couldn’t figure it out.

When oceans warm, they rise, be-
cause oceans expand. Warm water ex-
pands as it warms. This is basic phys-
ics—no clue. This you can measure es-
sentially with yardsticks. You can
measure it at the tide gauges that
NOAA and the Navy have run in some
cases for a century. This is the world
he comes out of. This is the infiltration
of the fossil fuel front groups and Koch
Industries into what used to be legiti-
mate institutions of government.

What really Kkills me is that
McNamee, at one point talking about
climate science, said:

There’s an organized propaganda cam-
paign. . . . The problem is, it’s taken hold

. and there is a lot of money behind this.

Well, he is describing something very
accurately, but it is not the scientists
all across this country, in every one of
our home State universities, working
on studying and teaching climate
science. This is called projection. It is
the rhetorical device where you take
the sin that you are most obviously
guilty of and immediately accuse your
adversary of it, so that when you are
caught, it looks like it is a tie of mu-
tual criticisms. As Paul Krugman said
in one of his pieces, ‘Projection
much?’’ Indeed.

I will close by talking about this
guy’s effort to prop up coal through
these completely bogus power protec-
tion plans that have come out of the
Department of Energy on his watch
and that he has defended here. Even
the Trump appointees to FERC threw
these dumb things out. They were so
bad, totally violating the Federal
Power Act. But he was for them.

He has said that if you don’t preserve
coal, you risk resilience and security
on the grid. That is a question that
FERC is going to be looking at. He
ought to recuse himself on this. He has
refused to recuse himself on this, but I
will tell you there are people who say
that it is actually working the other
way.

Here is an article: ‘‘Powering into
the Future: Renewable Energy & Grid
Reliability.”

In addition, vrenewable energy can
strengthen the grid. . . . contributing to ca-
pacity and resource adequacy, maintaining
local voltage and frequency performance,
minimizing grid disturbances, providing grid
balancing services, and creating a more
flexible and diverse generation fleet.

Do you think they are going to get a
fair chance in front of this guy when
they come to FERC?

Here is another headline: ‘“‘Renewable
microgrids can enhance grid resil-
ience.”
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Here is another one: Against ‘“‘phys-
ical risk and cyber-attacks the
electric grid have made renewable en-
ergy sources more attractive.”” They
are more attractive when you measure
for protecting against physical risk
and cyber attacks. They ‘‘can add a
layer of protection from physical dam-
age to the grid.” It is not coal.

Here is a report out of Texas sug-
gesting that the State’s power produc-
tion can be made more reliable by the
addition of solar and wind renewables.

Here is an article, headlined: ‘‘Solar
energy is better than coal for national
security infrastructure—says Depart-
ment of Energy.”” I would love to know
how McNamee let this get by him. This
is his Department of Energy telling the
truth because nobody seems to notice.

“Deloitte: The case for renewables
has never been stronger’”—in part be-
cause ‘“‘wind and solar power are now
viewed as a solution to grid bal-
ancing,”’ says Deloitte, ‘‘while placing
downward ©pressure on electricity
prices.” Solar and wind are ‘‘placing
downward pressure’ on solar and wind
prices, and they ‘have also dem-
onstrated an ability to strengthen grid
resilience and reliability and provide
essential grid services.”’

So give me a break about this ‘‘coal
needs to defend the grid”’ nonsense.
That was cooked up probably by these
phony-baloney front groups as an ex-
cuse to continue to sell their polluting
product.

The Deloitte report itself, in the ex-
ecutive summary says: ‘“‘[Ultilities are
beginning to demonstrate how distrib-
uted, renewable generation in a
microgrid setting can be a cost-effec-
tive alternative to traditional [trans-
mission and distribution]” alternatives
and protect the grid that way and
““that [independently owned utilities]
are exploring opportunities to enhance
resilience through strategic renewable
integration.”

Integrating renewables strategically
improves grid resilience. Here is the

clincher: “Various [independently
owned utilities]”’ will need ‘‘regulatory
license to innovate.” ‘“Whether those

reforms will drive innovation fast
enough to keep consumers’ lights on
during future catastrophic weather
events’ is yet to be determined.

So here they are saying that getting
renewables will help to keep people’s
lights on, but how are they ever going
to get a fair hearing from this guy who
pretends, based on phony-baloney front
group information, that it takes coal
grants to keep the grid secure when all
these reports show that just plain isn’t
true? It is nonsense.

The worst of all and the closer for
him was that he was on the 2009 transi-
tion team for Attorney General Ken
Cuccinelli when he was elected attor-
ney general of Virginia.

I am really honored that our depart-
ing Senator from Florida happens to be
here on the floor today, because he and
I are both graduates of the University
of Virginia. There was a scientist at
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the University of Virginia named Mi-
chael Mann. He was a climate scientist.
He is the guy who did what became
known as the hockey stick graph,
which showed carbon emissions and
then boom, up it goes—like the blade of
a hockey stick—at the beginning of the
Industrial Revolution.

So how did the fossil fuel industry
react to that? Did they engage him in
scientific debate? No, they tried to get
him fired. They sent their front groups
out to attack his emails to try to get
into his emails so they could mock him
and set their trolls to work on him.
Our university, the University of Vir-
ginia, had to fight Attorney General
Cuccinelli and take him all the way to
the Virginia Supreme Court where his
bogus effort to harass and intimidate a
climate scientist was finally, once and
for all, thrown out by the Supreme
Court of the State of Virginia. It was
one of the lowest points in rule of law
in the history of this country when an
attorney general is using his powers of
office to flack for an industry that sup-
ported him to try to damage the rep-
utation and career of a climate sci-
entist because the science was not
showing what the industry wanted.

Their solution was to go after the
scientist and try to ruin his reputa-
tion. It was a disgrace, and this guy
was on his transition team. Give me a
break. If we can’t do better than this,
we should all be ashamed of ourselves.

I yield the floor.

Mr. NELSON. Mr. President, would
the Senator yield for a question?

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. LEE).
Would the Senator yield for a question?

Mr. WHITEHOUSE. Of course.

Mr. NELSON. I say to my friend, the
Senator from Rhode Island, would it be
fair to sum up the Senator’s statement
of what is happening to the planet by
saying that the additional heat is pro-
hibited from radiating out into space
and is trapped by the greenhouse gases,
90 percent of which is absorbed by the
oceans, and as the ocean water heats
up, the volume rises, and thus, sea lev-
els rise, and there is an increased heat-
ing up of the entire Earth’s tempera-
ture; is that a true statement?

Mr. WHITEHOUSE. That is a very
true statement, and I would add that
there are very few transcendent mo-
ments that take place here in the tem-
ple of mammon, where big special in-
terests throw their weight around, but
one of them that I have been privileged
to be here for was the Senator from
Florida, Mr. NELSON, talking about his
time in space in a NASA spaceship and
looking down on this Earth, not seeing
red States or blue States, not seeing
sectarian differences or differences
among countries, not seeing national
boundaries, but seeing us as the small
globe spinning through the void that
we are. It is a moment I will never for-
get.

When you look at that and think of
that message that he brought and
think that we are busily doing every-
thing we can to ruin the balance of the
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systems upon which we depend because
we will not say no to the biggest and
most muscling and remorseless indus-
try that probably has ever stalked the
halls of this building, it is such a na-
tional tragedy that this would happen
in the United States of America.

The whole world will suffer for our
failing. The finger will end up pointing
at us because the story will come out—
and it is coming out already—about
fossil fuel money and influence and
their threats and hidden money and
the front groups and the whole piece of
stinking machinery in which they op-
erate.

So the contrast between the Sen-
ator’s transcendent view of the globe
from space and the foul politics of this
industry that we experience here every
day is one of the great discrepancies
that is hard for me to take into my
heart.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Florida.

Mr. NELSON. Mr. President, would
the Senator yield for a further ques-
tion?

Mr. WHITEHOUSE. Yes.

Mr. NELSON. I say to the Senator
from Rhode Island, since it is docu-
mented over time that the average an-
nual temperature of the Earth is rising
and we see in statistics the measure-
ments of temperature, is it not true
that scientists tell us that there is a
temperature some 4 degrees-plus Fahr-
enheit more beyond which there is no
return for the Earth continuing to
heat? Is that a true statement?

Mr. WHITEHOUSE. That is a true
statement.

The scientists of the world have more
or less reached consensus that that 2
degrees Centigrade increase is one we
do not want to go beyond because it
could set in force further consequences
that would accelerate the problem—for
instance, large amounts of frozen Arc-
tic methane or undersea methane let-
ting loose.

We already see lakes that bubble in
Canada and Russia from methane melt-
ing up through them. They are meth-
ane bubbles, not air bubbles. If that ac-
celerates, there can be a feedback loop
in which the input we have done re-
leases more greenhouse gases, which,
in turn, makes more greenhouse gases
and more temperature and more green-
house gases and up you go. Of course, a
lot of that goes into the oceans, and
nobody knows better than Florida
what that is doing along your coasts to
people’s property. So you don’t have to
wait to hit 2 degrees Centigrade. Right
now the safe opinion is that 1.5 degrees
Centigrade is all we can afford. The
risk that you are wrong is enough to
justify trying to stop at 1.5 degrees
Centigrade. Why not be safe when you
are dealing with our planet?

Even well before then, in your State,
we are seeing what is going on and we
are seeing the daytime flooding. You
and I have been walking around in
boots on sunny days as the tide comes
washing in where it has never been be-
fore—these king tides.
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We have groups like Freddie Mac—
which is not exactly a leftwing, green
organization—warning that because of
this, there is a significant chance of
there being a coastal property value
crash along our coasts as that danger
of sea level rise backs into the insur-
ance and the mortgage that you need
to be able to buy a house. If you can’t
insure your house or can’t mortgage
your house—let me put it another way;
if the next person to buy your house
can’t get insurance or a mortgage,
good luck getting a good price on your
house. That is it. They predicted it
could be as bad as the 2008 mortgage
meltdown.

It is happening now, and we think
that 1.5 to 2 degrees Centigrade that
scientists say is a tipping point, with 2
degrees as a clear point of no return
where these Kknock-on consequences
will begin to move us out of control—
we can’t stop it at that point.

Mr. NELSON. Mr. President, if the
Senator will further yield just for a
concluding statement, the Senator
from Rhode Island has outlined exactly
what is happening in the State of Flor-
ida with the rising sea levels, the in-
trusion of saltwater into the fresh
water, the ferocious and highly intense
hurricanes. He has also outlined the
threat to property values and the nor-
mal financial commerce of building
buildings and houses that now, along
the coastline, may well be threatened
in the near future.

I thank the Senator for his recitation
this evening.

Mr. WHITEHOUSE. I thank the dis-
tinguished Senator from Florida.

He has been a particularly dear
friend in our years here together. We
sat next to each other on the Intel-
ligence Committee, and I was able to
see in that classified session his ex-
traordinary skill as an examiner and
cross-examiner of witnesses. He usually
began by saying ‘I am just a country
lawyer from Florida,” and everybody
on the Intelligence Committee knew
when they heard that, it was time to
pay attention because something really
good was about to happen. This coun-
try lawyer knew how to get to the bot-
tom of things in a hurry.

His work to protect his home State
has been nothing less than inspiring to
me, and I appreciate it. If there is one
thing we can say is hopeful in all of
this mess—on the other side of this
building, there are going to be gavels
that go into the hands of a party that
is not controlled by the fossil fuel in-
dustry, and there are going to be in-
quiries and subpoenas and questions
and witnesses, and a lot of what I am
talking about is going to become very
apparent to the American people.

The coverup of the role of the fossil
fuel industry and putting people like
McNamee into these positions is going
to be exposed.

I yield.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Florida.
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REMEMBERING GEORGE H.W. BUSH

Mr. NELSON. Mr. President, I have a
couple of subjects to talk about, and
the first one is that all of us in the
Senate have just attended a most mov-
ing State funeral in the National Ca-
thedral for the late President George
H.W. Bush.

There have been many accolades, and
so much of it was said so beautifully,
so eloquently, and so movingly today
by the speakers at the service. I just
want the Senate record to reflect one
little vignette that I think underscores
the kind of compassion and goodness of
the man, George H.W. Bush.

Many years ago, when this Senator
was a young Congressman, I had the
privilege of serving with former Sen-
ator and then-Congressman Claude
Pepper, a fellow who had risen to the
heights of political power in the 1930s
during the Depression, became a cham-
pion of the little people, and then, as
he transitioned to the House of Rep-
resentatives, became Kknown as ‘‘Mr.
Senior Citizen” and the protector of
Medicare and Social Security.

Many times in the Reagan adminis-
tration, he was a constant irritant to
the Presidential administration. Those
two Irishmen knew they had their dif-
ferences, but they knew when to set
aside their differences for the sake of
the country.

That, too, was carried over by the
then-Vice President who became Presi-
dent—President Bush. An example of
George Bush’s humanity was in the
late 1980s. The Florida delegation got
an emergency call to go to Walter Reed
army hospital because it was the final
hours for Senator, then-Congressman,
Claude Pepper. By the time we got to
the hospital, they were proceeding to
get Claude into a wheelchair. He had
come out of a deep sleep—very possibly
a coma—and he was being wheeled into
the waiting room.

Who should appear but President
George H.W. Bush and Mrs. Bush be-
cause the word had gotten to them that
Claude Pepper was about to pass on
from this life into the heavenly life.
The President decided to make that a
real occasion, so he joined everybody
who had gathered about Senator Pep-
per. Claude was actually the master of
ceremonies, greeting everybody and in-
troducing this one to the other one:
Mr. President, this is so-and-so. It was
an extraordinary scene.

President Bush, who knew this fellow
was his political opponent, but he had
been such a substantial part of Amer-
ican political history, said: Claude, I
have something I want to produce and
I want to present to you on behalf of a
grateful Nation, on behalf of your pub-
lic service. President Bush bent down
and put around Senator Pepper’s neck
the Medal of Freedom. Naturally, there
wasn’t a dry eye among those of us who
were there.

It is another little vignette in the life
of George H.W. Bush that shows the hu-
manity, the care, and the concern for
his fellow man that was exhibited that
day in Walter Reed army hospital.
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I wanted to share that little vignette,
which is appropriate today after such a
moving service over at the National
Cathedral.

VOTING RIGHTS

Mr. President, I rise to speak about
the importance of the sacred right to
vote.

In the tumultuous days of the 1960s,
on a hot afternoon, I watched as a law
student on a grainy black-and-white
TV as Dr. King delivered his memo-
rable ‘I Have a Dream’ speech on the
steps of the Lincoln Memorial. His
soaring, spiritually laced speech chal-
lenged us to commit our lives to ensur-
ing that the promises of American de-
mocracy were available, not just for
the privileged few but for ‘‘all of God’s
children, black men and white men,
Jews and Gentiles, Protestants and
Catholics.”

“Now is the time,” Dr. King urged,
““to make real the promises of democ-
racy.”

He stressed that the central promise
made to the citizens in a democracy is
the right to vote and to have that vote
counted.

Half a century has passed, and our
country has changed with the times,
but one thing has not changed. The
right to vote for ‘‘all of God’s children”
in America is still under assault.

Unbelievably, we are not so very far
from the problems of 1963. Despite the
passage of time and landmark civil and
voting rights legislation, five decades
later there is still considerable voter
suppression in this country. In fact,
several States have recently enacted
restrictive laws cutting back voting
hours on nights and weekends, elimi-
nating same-day registration, and basi-
cally making it harder for people to
vote.

Standing between a citizen and the
voting booth is a direct contradiction
to the vision of equality put forth by
the Founding Fathers. In 1776, they de-
clared that all men were created equal,
but many in our country had to wait
another 94 years before the 15th
Amendment to the Constitution grant-
ed citizens the right to vote—though
not all citizens.

Ratified in 1870,
states:

The right of citizens of the United States
to vote shall not be denied or abridged by the
United States or by any State on account of
race, color, or previous condition of ser-
vitude. . The Congress shall have the
power to enforce this article by appropriate
legislation.

But it still took another 50 years be-
fore women in America were allowed to
vote. After her arrest for casting a bal-
lot in the Presidential election of 1872,
Susan B. Anthony delivered a number
of speeches in Upstate New York on
women’s suffrage. In those speeches,
she noted that the right of all citizens
to vote in elections is key to a func-
tioning democracy.

Specifically, one line from her speech
stands out: ‘“And it is a downright
mockery to talk to women of their en-
joyment of the blessings of liberty

the amendment
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while they are denied the use of the
only means of securing them by pro-
viding the democratic-republican gov-
ernment—the ballot.”

After the passage of the 19th Amend-
ment granting women the ballot, it
took another 45 years before our Na-
tion belatedly enacted the Voting
Rights Act of 1965, intended to guar-
antee every U.S. citizen the right to
vote. Does this principle really hold
true in practice?

The continued voter suppression of
which I speak may not be as blatant as
it once was with Jim Crow laws and
poll taxes and literacy tests and the
like, but it is still very much with us.

In recent years, it is obvious that
hurdles have once again been placed
between the voting booth and the
young and minority.

A devastating blow was dealt by the
U.S. Supreme Court when it gutted the
Voting Rights Act as recently as 2013.
Our Nation’s highest Court struck
down a central provision of the law
that had been used to guarantee fair
elections in this country since the
midsixties, which has included the
guarantee of elections in my State of
Florida since that time.

Congress passed the Voting Rights
Act of 1965 to protect our right to vote.
It required States with histories of
voter suppression to get Federal ap-
proval before changing their voting
laws. For mnearly five decades, the
States had to prove to the Department
of Justice why a change was necessary
and demonstrate how that change
would not harm voters and their right
to vote.

In a b5-to-4 decision, the Court de-
clared that part of the law was out-
dated. Essentially, it rendered a key
part of the law void until a bitterly
partisan and gridlocked Congress can
come up with a new formula for deter-
mining which States and localities
need advance approval to amend their
right-to-vote laws. The majority of the
Court justified its ruling by pointing
out that we no longer had the blatant
voter suppression tactics that had been
once used to disenfranchise voters
across the country.

I vigorously disagree because remov-
ing much needed voter protections also
prevents the Federal Government from
trying to block discriminatory State
laws before they go into effect. In es-
sence, States and local jurisdictions
are now legally free to do as they
please. In fact, just moments after that
Supreme Court decision, the Texas at-
torney general said his State would
begin immediately honoring local leg-
islation that imposed, in the words of a
Federal court, ‘“‘strict and unforgiving
burdens’ on many Texans who attempt
to cast a ballot.

As has been noted, the right to vote
was not always given to all American
adults, but our laws adjusted as we be-
came a more mature and tolerant de-
mocracy, but the reverse is what is
happening in America today.

Since the 2010 election, in addition to
cutting back on early voting, North
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Carolina, Ohio, Wisconsin, and Florida
have approved voting restrictions that,
according to some experts, are targeted
directly at reducing turnout among
young, low-income, and minority vot-
ers who traditionally vote Democrat.

In 2011, the Florida Legislature and
State officials reduced the number of
early voting days. It reduced them
from 2 weeks down to 8 days, including
very conveniently canceling the Sun-
day right before the Tuesday election—
a day that historically had seen heavy
African-American and Hispanic voting.
State officials countered that reg-
istered voters would still have the
same number of hours and that they
could still vote early, only in 8 days in-
stead of in 2 weeks. Well, it didn’t work
out that way.

Florida also made voting harder for
people who had recently moved to an-
other county and had an address
change, such as college students. It
also subjected voter registration
groups to penalties and fines if they
made mistakes or they didn’t turn
them in within a certain number of
hours. These laws were so burdensome
that the League of Women Voters chal-
lenged these provisions in Federal
court, and they won. Judges found that
Florida’s 2011 reduction of early voting
“would make it materially more dif-
ficult for some minority voters to cast
a ballot.” As a result, Florida had to
restore 96 hours of early voting.

Even with these added protections,
the next election in 2012 was a fiasco.
Lines outside polling places were pro-
hibitively long, with some people wait-
ing up to 8 hours to cast their votes.

This year’s 2018 midterm election
brought added difficulties in Florida
and across the country. This year, in
Broward County, FL, ballot design
caused over 30,000 people to miss voting
in the U.S. Senate race because they
didn’t see it buried in the lower left-
hand column under the instructions in
English, Spanish, and Creole.

In North Dakota, the Republican
State Legislature moved to require res-
idential addresses in order to be able to
register to vote. This move was widely
seen as an attempt to prevent Native
Americans, which is a Democratic-
leaning constituency, from voting
since many of them used post office
boxes to get their mail on reservations.

In North Carolina, nearly 20 percent
of early voting locations were closed
this year because many of them simply
couldn’t meet the burdensome require-
ments imposed by the State legisla-
ture. There being absentee ballots that
were stolen or missing and were never
delivered has prompted a Federal in-
vestigation for fraud.

In our neighboring State of Georgia,
the Republican candidate for Governor
was the sitting secretary of State and
was responsible for administering his
own election. His office pursued aggres-
sive policies that made it measurably
harder for many people to vote, par-
ticularly African Americans and other
minorities.
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So, in light of this evidence and fol-
lowing a widespread public outcry,
what can we do now? As I had said ear-
lier, it may not be as obvious as poll
tactics and all of the other blockades
to voting. We have seen a lot of that in
the past, particularly by all of the
marches and so forth during the 1970s
civil rights era. It might not be as ob-
vious, but there are all of these subtle
attempts. So what should we do?

I submit that though the problem is
complex, the solution, the answer, is
relatively simple. As Americans who
cherish the right to vote, we must turn
to those schemers and say: ‘‘There is a
promise of democracy that we will not
allow you to break.” We have an obli-
gation to keep this promise of democ-
racy for our children.

There are bright spots we should cel-
ebrate. In my State of Florida, voters,
overwhelmingly this year, approved a
ballot initiative that will restore the
right to vote to nearly a million and a
half individuals who have been con-
victed of nonviolent felonies and have
served their time. This is a positive
step. Congress may be dysfunctional,
but we must continue to push law-
makers for a fix to the Voting Rights
Act that the Supreme Court struck
down on a divided 5-to-4 vote—to the
provision that I spoke about. We ought
to be making it easier to vote, not
harder.

Keep in mind what President John-
son said one-half century ago: ‘“‘The
vote is the most powerful instrument
ever devised by man for breaking down
injustice and destroying the terrible
walls which imprison men because they
are different from other men.”

Also, remember what Dr. King said:

So long as I do not firmly and irrevocably
possess the right to vote, I do not possess
myself. I cannot make up my mind—it is
made up for me. I cannot live as a demo-
cratic citizen, observing the laws I have
helped to enact—I can only submit to the
edict of others.

That is what Dr. King said. So don’t
we owe it to our children the right to
possess themselves if this is to be a
truly free and fair democracy?

I believe that some of the most fun-
damental rights in our democracy are
the right to vote, the right to know
whom you are voting for, and the right
to know that the vote you cast is going
to be counted as you intended it.

If that were not enough, just as con-
cerning as the ongoing efforts to sup-
press certain votes is the amount of
undisclosed and unlimited money that
is sloshing around in our campaigns.
The Supreme Court’s 2010 decision in
Citizens United has opened the flood-
gates and allowed the wealthiest Amer-
icans to spend unlimited amounts of
money to influence our elections. Al-
lowing such unlimited, undisclosed
money into the political system is cor-
rupting our democracy.

I have strongly supported several
pieces of legislation, such as the DIS-
CLOSE Act, to require groups that
spend more than $10,000 on campaign-
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related matters to identify themselves.
Tell us who is giving the money by fil-
ing a disclosure with the Federal Elec-
tion Commission. The American people
have a right to know whom they are
voting for—not just the name on the
ballot but who is behind that name on
the ballot. The Supreme Court itself
said: ‘“‘Transparency enables the elec-
torate to make informed decisions and
give proper weight to different speak-
ers and messages.”” That was straight
from the Court.

I believe we as a Congress have a
moral obligation—a moral obligation—
to correct what has happened in our
system and to ensure that our voters
have the information they need to
make informed decisions in the elec-
tion process.

I yield the floor.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Louisiana.

REMEMBERING GEORGE H.W. BUSH

Mr. KENNEDY. Mr. President, I just
want to make a few comments in mem-
ory of President George Herbert Walk-
er Bush, whose funeral we attended
today.

Losing a parent or a grandparent is
never easy. I know I speak for the peo-
ple in Louisiana when I offer my heart-
felt sympathies to the entire Bush fam-
ily in their time of grief. I want them
to know their loss echoes in the hearts
of all Americans this week. I also want
them to know their family is in our
thoughts and in our prayers as we
mourn together.

At an age when most kids are trying
to figure out what kind of smart
phones they want to buy, President
George H.W. Bush thought of nothing
except answering the call of duty. He
really was a part of the ‘‘greatest gen-
eration.” I believe he was a hero and a
patriot, not because he made the
choices that he made to fight for his
country but because he got up and con-
tinued to make the choice to serve the
American people every single day of his
life as a Navy aviator, as a Congress-
man, as an Ambassador, as CIA Direc-
tor, as Vice President of the United
States, and, ultimately, as Commander
in Chief.

President Bush, very simply, was a
great American, not just because he
served his country during some of the
darkest days in world history—al-
though he did, and he did coura-
geously—but because he embodied so
many of the values that distinguish the
American spirit. Traits like bravery,
selflessness, faith, and Kkindness are
things we don’t have enough of in the
village of Washington anymore and
seem to be in short supply, but Presi-
dent Bush had them in spades. He was
smart as a whip. He was a patriot, but
he was also a person who deeply be-
lieved in the importance of working to-
gether to try to build a better world.

Upon leaving office, President Bush
started the Points of Light foundation.
Points of Light is a charity whose mis-
sion is based on a fairly simple
premise—that there is nothing more
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transformative than an individual’s
choosing to be generous with his or her
time, gifts, and talents. This idea has
resonated with millions of Americans
across the world.

Since its founding in 1990, Points of
Light has electrified the American
spirit of volunteerism, and each year
the foundation supports more than 20
million hours of community service—
what an extraordinary legacy.

President Bush understood that at its
core public service is about—this is
going to sound strange—loving your
neighbor. The Points of Light founda-
tion is a fitting legacy for this fine
American who loved his country and
his family to the fullest, and he de-
voted every day of his life to serving
all 350 million of his neighbors. With-
out a doubt, he was one of the brightest
of those thousand points of light, and
our loss is Heaven’s gain.

A smart person once told me that
people don’t really care how much you
know until they know how much you
care. President George Herbert Walker
Bush knew a lot, but he cared a lot too.

America weeps, both in joy for his
life and in sadness because his soul is
in a better place but not with us.
America and the world have lost a fa-
vorite son.

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

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

H.R. 6931

Mr. CASEY. Mr. President, I rise
today to speak about a very special
child, whose photo you see here on my
left. Her name was Scarlett. Scarlett
and her mother Stephanie are the peo-
ple whom I will mostly talk about to-
night.

Stephanie was a former staffer in my
Senate office, and Scarlett was, as you
can tell from the photograph, a ray of
sunshine for her parents, Stephanie
and Ryan, and also for her extended
family and for her many friends. That
is how they describe Scarlett. She was
their sunshine.

Tragically, Scarlett passed away on
January 8, 2017, at just 16 months old.
Scarlett’s mom Stephanie said the fol-
lowing about her daughter:

Our little Scarlett lived up to her name.
She was a little spitfire, strong and deter-
mined. She took in the world around her
with such wonder. Her favorite things were
books, blueberries, and our pets. Her favorite
song was ‘‘You Are My Sunshine.” She was
our sunshine. We lived and breathed for her,
but shortly after midnight, very early on
Sunday, January 8, all that ended. It didn’t
just end; it was shattered. Every shred of
happiness we had and any semblance of the
lives we knew before was demolished shortly
after I entered her room to check on her that
night.

That is what Scarlett’s mom, Steph-
anie, said in that horrific moment.
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In the time since Scarlett’s death, as
I and my current and former staff
members who know Stephanie can at-
test, Stephanie and Ryan have been
consumed—consumed—by the loss of
their little girl. They did what any
grieving parent would do. They sought
answers about what caused Scarlett’s
death. Sadly, despite an autopsy and
genetic testing, the only answer they
got was that her death was ‘‘unex-
plained’’—unexplained. They still don’t
know what caused her death.

Stephanie and Ryan have endured so
much pain—first, of course, because of
their grief over losing Scarlett and,
second, because they still don’t know
what caused her death.

That means that Scarlett’s death
falls in the category known as sudden
unexplained death in childhood, known
by the acronym SUDC. Many peobple
have never heard of sudden unexplained
death in childhood, but it is estimated
to be the fifth-leading cause of death
for children between the ages of 1 and
4 years old.

We are not doing enough to learn
why these children are dying, and it is
time that we take action.

Sudden unexplained death in child-
hood too often has been ignored. Of
course, the acronyms can be very con-
fusing. Many of us are already familiar
with SIDS—s-i-d-s—or sudden infant
death syndrome. After the ‘‘back to
sleep” campaigns of the 1990s that
taught parents how to put their babies
to sleep safely on their backs, we
learned a lot more about that category
as well.

SIDS is part of a broader category of
sudden unexpected infant death as op-
posed to unexplained. Unexpected is
the broader category. I will be speak-
ing mostly about the sudden unex-
plained category.

The most prevalent cause of unex-
pected deaths in infants—and this is
children under the age of 1 year old—is
SIDS. One in three unexpected infant
deaths is unexplained, and the remain-
ing deaths are related to unsafe sleep.

Similarly, sudden unexplained death
in childhood—as I said before, SUDC,
what took the life of Scarlett dis-
proportionately impacts children be-
tween the ages of 1 and 4, beyond the
age of 1, such that in 2016, more than
half of all wunexplained childhood
deaths were in children in this age
group, like Scarlett.

We don’t know why these infants and
children have died, and we still don’t
know how to prevent future deaths. We
don’t know how many children are at
risk even.

As a parent, these numbers are horri-
fying and terrifying. Each one rep-
resents a beloved child, like Scarlett,
who was taken from their family too
soon. That is why I introduced the
Scarlett’s Sunshine on Sudden Unex-
pected Death Act, to shine light on this
problem of unexpected and unexplained
infant and childhood deaths.

I am grateful to U.S. Representative
GWEN MOORE of Wisconsin for her work
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on this issue. I used her bill as a start-
ing point for this new legislation. Rep-
resentative MOORE introduced com-
panion legislation in the House of Rep-
resentatives. I am also grateful that
JOHNNY ISAKSON and SHERROD BROWN
have cosponsored this new bill.

The bill, Scarlett’s Sunshine on Sud-
den Unexpected Death Act, will bring
light to the darkness of these tragic
and unexplained deaths. The bill pro-
vides resources to help standardize and
improve investigations into and report-
ing data from sudden unexpected child
and infant deaths and to enable full
medical review of all—all—child and
infant deaths. The bill also directs the
Centers for Disease Control and Pre-
vention to commission a study to ad-
vise on best practices for genetic test-
ing that may identify the cause of
death.

We need this consistent and complete
data about unexpected and unexplained
childhood and infant deaths in order to
drive research that can find the cause
or causes and then to develop interven-
tions and ways to prevent future
deaths.

The bill also creates a new grant pro-
gram to support safe sleep, since we
know preventable, sleep-related, infant
deaths are still happening.

Finally, the bill requires an annual
report to Congress on the incidence of
sudden unexplained infant and child
deaths, a summary of actions the De-
partment of Health and Human Serv-
ices has taken, and any recommenda-
tions that the Department of Health
and Human Services has developed to
reduce these deaths.

As Stephanie said at Scarlett’s fu-
neral: ‘“There is no measurement for
the size of our love for you or the hole
you leave behind.”

Nothing we do will bring Scarlett or
other precious children, lost to unex-
pected death, back to their grieving
families, but this legislation will be a
big step forward in figuring out why
these children are dying and what we
can do to prevent it.

Stephanie and Ryan’s daughter,
Scarlett’s younger sister, is named
Eliana. Eliana’s name means ‘‘daugh-
ter of the sun,” and that is a tribute to
the big sister she never met.

To Ryan, Stephanie, Eliana, and to
all the other families and friends of
children taken from us too soon, we
say to you: Although we cannot truly
understand the awful gravity of your
pain or the depth of your loss, we are
listening to you, and we are listening
to your plea for help. We want to bring
the bright light of data, medical re-
views, genetic testing, and other re-
search to this problem. In other words,
we want to bring some of Scarlett’s
sunshine to this cause.

We are summoned by little Scarlett
and other infants and children to take
action. I urge my colleagues to support
this legislation, the Scarlett’s Sun-
shine on Sudden TUnexpected Death
Act, and I ask for their support.

I yield the floor.
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Virginia.

Mr. WARNER. Mr. President, first of
all, I thank my colleague from Penn-
sylvania for his impassioned plea and
his work on this legislation. I intend to
support this legislation. I know the
story he just told and the notion that
SIDS is still such a challenge to so
many families are a little remarkable.

I am going to be speaking about a
piece of legislation now named after
another person not quite as young as
Scarlett, where there was another trag-
edy that I hope we can act on as well.
I intend to have it acted on before the
end of this Congress. We are dealing
with different circumstances, but there
are times when we can, sometimes with
relatively small legislative fixes, make
a real difference in people’s lives.

So I commend the Senator from
Pennsylvania for his legislation.

ASHANTI ALERT ACT OF 2018

Mr. President, I rise to support H.R.
5075, the Ashanti Alert Act of 2018. To
start, I would like to take this oppor-
tunity to thank my friend and col-
league, the Congressman from the Sec-
ond District of Virginia, ScoTT TAY-
LOR, for introducing this important
legislation in the House of Representa-
tives and for ushering it through the
Chamber so now we can take part and
pass this legislation or similar legisla-
tion in the Senate.

The Ashanti Alert Act seeks to es-
tablish a national communications net-
work within the Department of Justice
to help locate missing adults by pro-
viding assistance to regional and local
search efforts.

The Ashanti Alert Act of 2018 is
named after a 19-year-old Virginia resi-
dent, Ashanti Billie, who was attending
culinary school in hopes of opening her
own bakery one day. To preserve her
dreams, she split her time between
working at a Blimpie’s restaurant at
Fort Story and taking culinary classes
at the Art Institute of Virginia Beach.

On September 18, 2017, in Norfolk,
VA, Ashanti’s dreams were cut short
when she was abducted shortly after
arriving at work. TUnfortunately,
Ashanti was found murdered in North
Carolina 11 days after she was first re-
ported missing.

Her parents, who were not living in
Hampton Roads at that point, rushed
to the region after she disappeared and
spent literally 2 weeks—almost 2
weeks—trying to get law enforcement
engaged and get the word out. The
truth is, after she was missing for
those 11 days and discovered in North
Carolina, the authorities did later find
and arrest her Kkiller, but Ashanti’s
tragic murder raised an important
question about whether more could
have been done to save her life.

At the time of her abduction, at just
19 years old, Ashanti Billie was too old
for the issuance of an AMBER Alert
and too young for the issuance of a Sil-
ver Alert.

This tragic murder made me realize
something I hadn’t thought of before.
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We have alerts in place named after
Amber for young people up to the age
of 18. We have an alert system in place
for seniors called Silver Alert for folks
over 656. What about everybody between
18 and 65? No such alert system exists.
So in the case of 19-year-old Ashanti
Billie, her family had nowhere to turn
to get the word out about her dis-
appearance.

The unfortunate circumstance is—
and it is again fairly remarkable that
this issue has not been raised at a leg-
islative level before because of this
glaring gap of young adults and not-so-
young adults, including folks who are
younger than 66—Ashanti is not an iso-
lated case. Families across the country
are affected by loved ones who have
gone missing. Right here in Wash-
ington, DC, we are having a conversa-
tion about the plight of missing teens,
many of them young women of color
and many of them who fall into that
same age group as Ashanti—19, 20, 21,
22, 23. I think about my three daugh-
ters who are 23 to 29. God forbid if they
were ever abducted, where would I turn
to get an alert out? There is no system
in place.

According to the National Crime In-
formation Center database, over 55,000
missing adults are and have been re-
corded as missing. In my State, accord-
ing to the Virginia State Police, there
are currently 240 people aged 18 and
older who have gone missing in our
Commonwealth.

Of course, nobody wants to overload
this kind of good, functioning alert
system with too many reports which
could take away the effectiveness of
existing systems like the AMBER Alert
Program. So this legislation addresses
that issue to make sure that in order
to issue an alert, the missing adult
must either suffer from a proven men-
tal or physical disability or law en-
forcement must certify the person’s
physical safety may be in danger or
their disappearance was not voluntary.
In this way, the Department of Justice
can help States and localities create a
system that provides alerts only when
a missing adult is in real danger.

What I know is, we need lifesaving
protections for missing adults between
the ages of 18 and 64. While, as Senator
CASEY mentioned, we can never replace
the hurt of that family because of that
young child who died from SIDS, we
can also never replace the hole that
has been left in the Billie family by the
loss of Ashanti. By passing this legisla-
tion and naming it after Ashanti—by
calling it the Ashanti Alert Act—we
may be able to prevent some tragedy
like this from happening in the future.

It is past time for Congress to enact
legislation that can help save the lives
of many—many like Ashanti. As I men-
tioned, while we can’t bring Ashanti
back, her memory can live on by help-
ing save the lives of others who may
find themselves in this same kind of
unfortunate situation.

I had planned to come to the floor
today and ask for unanimous consent
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to pass the House bill in its current
form. However, out of respect to some
of my colleagues who have raised non-
substantive but certain technical
issues that can be corrected, I will hold
off for today on asking unanimous con-
sent, but this legislation cannot wait.
This legislation cannot be held up by
technical concerns.

I am anxious to work through these
concerns tonight so we can move for-
ward, perhaps on a hotline version, so
it can get back to the House, so this
legislation can become law, and so the
Billie family knows Ashanti’s memory
will be honored.

I intend to work with my colleagues
tonight on making sure their correc-
tions are included, but the spirit and
heart of this legislation—mo one op-
poses the idea that we have a system
for young people on alerts under 18 and
a system for folks over 65. What about
the rest of the adults who also fall into
these kinds of circumstances? We have
to make sure they are protected as
well.

I look forward to making these tech-
nical corrections. My hope is, we can
get this passed even with the hotline
and that we can then send appropriate
legislation back to the House and fill
in this needed gap.

I thank folks on both sides of the
aisle and the law enforcement commu-
nity for working with us. There is com-
plete agreement that this hole needs to
be filled. I think it will be filled with
this legislation, and Ashanti Billie’s
legacy will be honored by the Ashanti
Alert Act becoming the law of the land.

I yield the floor.

Mr. President, I suggest the absence
of a quorum.

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. BAR-
RASS0). The clerk will call the roll.

The bill clerk proceeded to call the
roll.

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

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

POINT MACKENZIE EARTHQUAKE

Ms. MURKOWSKI. Mr. President,
Senator SULLIVAN and I have just re-
turned to Washington after an almost
surreal 24-hour period up in the State.

We went up on Sunday night, Monday
morning. We hadn’t anticipated being
there, but the State of Alaska—and
more specifically Southcentral Alas-
ka—experienced a powerful earthquake
on Friday. It was certainly an unset-
tling event, a frightening event to
many, and it caused significant damage
in the most populated part of our
State.

Last Friday, at 8:29 in the morning,
we had an earthquake that struck the
community of Anchorage with a mag-
nitude of 7.0 on the Richter scale. The
epicenter was about 7 miles north of
Anchorage. It was about 25 miles deep.
That shock lasted anywhere, folks were
saying, from about 40 seconds to 1
minute; that was the initial hard jolt.
Then, movement after that depended
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on where you were and what kind of
ground you were located on, but it was
a very significant earthquake by all
standards.

I heard about the earthquake, not be-
cause I got an alert on my phone but
because my phone rang when my son
called. He lives and works in Anchor-
age. He had been at his shop, and he
called me right after the shaking
stopped. My son is a pretty calm young
man, but I could tell that something
was wrong, something was different. I
could hear it in his voice. He was clear-
ly rattled. His comments to me re-
flected so many of the comments I
have heard from so many with whom I
have had a chance to visit.

As we were speaking on the phone, it
was about 7 minutes after the initial
jolt that we had another earthquake, a
5.7 that followed. He literally said: You
have to hold on, Mom, because we are
having another one. These are signifi-
cant at any time, but to have a 7.0 fol-
lowed by a 5.7 and then to know that
the aftershocks have been continuing—
they have continued until today. As of
this afternoon, the total number of
aftershocks we have had is about 2,500.

Think about that. From Friday
morning to midafternoon Alaska time,
about 2,500 aftershocks, and we have
had 14 above 4.5 in magnitude. We have
had 14 in that time period that were
over 4.5. Now, 4.5 is going to get any-
body’s attention.

Yesterday morning, when I was leav-
ing Alaska to come to Washington, I
was getting ready in the bathroom, and
there was another shaker then, and
that was a 4.8.

People have asked me:
things back home?

I said: Well, we had the big jolt on
Friday, but it is still rocking and roll-
ing.

People are anxious, but the report I
would like to share with folks today is
that there has been an incredible re-
sponse at so many different levels. The
initial response was pretty intense.

After I spoke with my son, I talked
to a staff member whose pipes had
burst in her home, and she was dealing
with flooding. One of the main arte-
rials in Anchorage, Minnesota Drive, is
one of the access roads to get to the
airport, and parts of that had col-
lapsed. Many people have seen the pic-
ture of the vehicle sitting in the mid-
dle of a depressed area where the bot-
tom literally has dropped out the over-
pass of that road.

Across Anchorage and in the Mat-Su
Valley, school had just started for the
middle schools and the upper grades,
and kids were doing what the kids have
been trained to do for decades now.
Since the 1964 earthquake, believe me,
every kid in Southcentral Alaska—I
think probably every kid in Alaska—
knows what the earthquake drill is, to
duck and cover. But during this quake,
they were ducking and covering as
books from the bookshelves were
crashing to the floor and as ceiling
tiles were coming down. It is extraor-
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dinary to think that during all that we
saw and all of the damage in the
schools, there were two injuries. There
are 48,000 kids in the Anchorage School
District and about 17,000 or 18,000 in the
Mat-Su district—and two injuries. One
was somebody cleaning up glass; an-
other was a student who was putting
his arm up to shield himself from a
ceiling tile that was falling down, and
he injured his wrist. It is absolutely ex-
traordinary—nothing short of a mir-
acle—that we suffered no loss of life.

It was pretty dramatic. Transformers
blew, and much of the city went dark.
A tsunami warning was issued for the
Kenai Peninsula in the low-lying areas
in the Anchorage Bowl, even down past
Kodiak. We got a call from friends in
Kodiak out on a hunting trip, and they
got word that they needed to hike to
higher ground. Hike to higher ground.
Of course, there is no communication
and no way to know whether it is all
safe. These stories are coming in from
all over the State.

What we heard in those first hours,
the first reports coming in from our
first responders, who truly jumped into
action and were responding to calls as
they were coming in—the civil engi-
neers were dispatched to go out to
check on the highways, the bridges,
and the essential infrastructure, such
as the hospitals. We had almost imme-
diate updates from the U.S. Geological
Survey and NOAA—the National Oce-
anic and Atmospheric Administra-
tion—about the earthquake and what
was happening with the subsequent
tsunami warning, the aftershocks. All
of these were in realtime. We kept
waiting to hear whether there were any
reports of serious injuries or fatalities,
but fortunately—amazingly, miracu-
lously—they never came.

Meanwhile, the utilities were work-
ing to restore power and to test the cit-
ies’ water systems. ENSTAR, which is
our natural gas supplier, received over
700 requests to check on broken gas
lines. They went house by house to
make sure that they were safe.

It was extraordinary in terms of the
immediate on-the-ground response by
the Alaskans who were there in place,
the teams that are at the ready be-
cause that is what they are trained to
do, and those who were just being good
neighbors and knew that when you
have something hit, we are all hands
on deck.

Congressman YOUNG, Senator SUL-
LIVAN, and I gathered on Friday after-
noon. We got updates from the Vice
President, who was traveling. We spoke
with FEMA Administrator Brock Long
and Secretary of Transportation Chao.
All of them—all of them—were all in
with their promises of help from
throughout the Federal Government
with resources. President Trump also—
his support in promising to spare no
expense as we work to recover from
this natural disaster went a long way
to providing levels of assurance there.

Senator SULLIVAN and I, as I men-
tioned, flew up on Sunday evening. We
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waited until the weekend was over to
fly back home. We didn’t want to get in
the way of the immediate recovery ef-
forts. I got in at 1 o’clock in the morn-
ing and went to work cleaning up the
glass and broken things in my house,
as many of my neighbors and fellow
Alaskans had been doing all weekend
long.

Over the course of the day on Mon-
day, we were able to see some of the
damage that this earthquake has
caused. You think about the words
when you are trying to describe some-
thing that—the scenes are just so, so
different, and it is words like ‘‘gut-
wrenching’ and ‘‘astounding’ and then
“remarkable,” but it was really gut-
wrenching being in the school.

We went out to Houston Middle
School. This is an area out in the Mat-
Su Valley. This is one of the schools
that will not be opened, at least not
this year and perhaps for longer. But
you are standing in a building—this is
the library there in the middle school,
and you see all of the books that have
fallen to the floor. You see the guts of
the ceiling that have come out. The
sprinkler system is activated, so not
only do you have the chaos of the
books but now you have got the satura-
tion.

There is another picture here of the
group of us who went in.

The ceiling literally disintegrated on
top of the library there.

When you think about the time that
this all happened, there were students
in the library. There were students who
were passing in the hallway. This
school is cinderblock construction, and
the actual concrete cinders popped out
and crashed to the floor and broke. The
metal struts coming out of the ceiling,
the panels—this was all happening at
8:29 in the morning. It is dark in Alas-
ka at 8:29 in the morning. The lights
had gone out, and they had this crash-
ing all around them.

When I use the word ‘‘remarkable’ to
describe some of it, how the students
and the teachers responded was re-
markable, the calm. The Kkids Kknew
what to do. They got under their desks.
They did what they were trained to do.
When they got the order that they
needed to get out, to evacuate, what
they did was exactly what they were
trained to do. And no injuries. No inju-
ries. It is absolutely extraordinary.

The schools in Anchorage are going
to be closed for the entire week. Mat-
Su is opening some of theirs this week,
but more than 85 of them sustained
damage that clearly needs to be
cleaned up, needs to be repaired.

The schools were one aspect of the
damage that we saw, but what many
have seen out there has been the dam-
age to the infrastructure.

This is a picture of a collapsed road.
This is Vine Road, out in the valley.
This is kind of a boggy area that runs
through here, but it is just as if there
were a big suction that came under-
neath and literally sucked the ground
out from underneath that.
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This is an area that we visited. We
took this picture from above, in the
air. This is it up close. As you are
standing here on these slabs of asphalt,
the crevices you are looking down into
are extraordinary, and you realize the
intensity of the action of the Earth.

You see scenes like this, and you say:
How are we going to get through all of
this? And the work that is ongoing
now, whether it is the on-ramps,
whether it is the bridges, whether it is
roads like this on Vine Road, our de-
partment of transportation is working
to firm up the roads, to, believe it or
not, fill them in, repave them, even re-
stripe them, and get folks back on
their way. What we saw in just those
first 72 hours is absolutely extraor-
dinarily impressive.

The Alaska Railroad is assessing
their damage. They are operational.
They are going to be going much slow-
er than they would like, and that is
going to cause complications, but they
are up.

The Port of Alaska is undergoing an
expansion right now. It has been com-
plicated by this earthquake. That is
something that, again, is very critical.
As you look to how goods move around
our State, 85 percent of them come
through that port. So being able to
allow for functionality is critical.

We look at our assets. We look at the
Trans-Alaska Pipeline. That was closed
down temporarily just for precaution,
but it is up and running.

You know, when I think about all
this, given what happened, the visible
damage we saw earlier this week, I find
myself thinking that we are so lucky—
not that we were hit by this major
earthquake but that it could have been
so much worse.

We talk a lot about resilience—resil-
ience of a people. I think we learned a
lot from the 1964 earthquake, the Good
Friday earthquake. That registered at
9.2 on the Richter scale and lasted 4%,
almost 5 minutes. Extraordinary. What
we have been doing—we are the most
seismically active State in the coun-
try, so we work to be prepared.

Again, I mentioned that last Friday’s
earthquake was deep, and that miti-
gated some of the shaking that was as-
sociated with it, but the proximity to
our State’s population center put peo-
ple and infrastructure at great risk.

The depth of the source and the
mechanism of the fault helped reduce
the damage. That is one part of it. The
other part of it is being prepared, and
this is where I am so proud of the resil-
ience of Alaskans. Whether it is at the
schools that practice these earthquake
drills where the students get under the
desk, they hold on to the leg of a chair
or their desk, and they cover their
heads to protect themselves—I know
we have one Alaskan as a page. She has
gone through this drill. I know you
have. So even in the dark, even in the
chaos, with all the noise and the crash-
ing, students knew what to do, and
they did it not only for themselves, but
they did it for other students as well.
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There are some stories of some very
young heroes out there, and I have a
young nephew who not only took care
of himself but made sure that a fellow
student who had severe mobility issues
was able to get under a desk. I think
about the calmness and the presence
that so many exercised.

I am going to end by noting again
how we have worked as communities in
our State to be prepared for disasters
when they come. We have some of the
most stringent building codes in the
world, and for the most part, our build-
ings held up. Families have earthquake
kits in their houses. They have bat-
teries, flashlights, nonperishable food—
all of which came in handy as folks
kind of hunkered down over the week-
end.

I will end my remarks by noting how
grateful I am for the first responders
who took action in the aftermath of
the earthquake, even amid all of the
ongoing aftershocks, even with their
households totally turned upside
down—and not only for our first re-
sponders but for all those who acted as
first responders, the neighbors who
came together. It is Alaska at its finest
when we all work together.

I am very grateful that we had no
tsunami. I am very grateful that the
damages, at least on the surface, are
not worse. And we are certainly grate-
ful that there have been no reports of
major injuries or fatalities. I am grate-
ful that we have strong Federal part-
ners who have committed to helping us
in any way that they can. I also appre-
ciate the reach-out from so many col-
leagues here in the Senate who sent me
texts and who called and said: Is every-
thing OK in Alaska? Is there anything
we can do? Thank you for that.

We know we are tough in Alaska.
That is the reputation we have. We are
kind of proud of that. We know we are
hardy and resilient. But knowing that
others are going to be with us as we go
through this recovery period makes
that much better. I thank so many who
have been there to help Alaska.

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.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Alaska.

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

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

———

ORDER OF PROCEDURE

Ms. MURKOWSKI. Mr. President, I
ask unanimous consent that notwith-
standing rule XX, all postcloture time
on the McNamee nomination expire at
12 noon on Thursday, December 6; fur-
ther, that if the nomination is con-
firmed, the motion to reconsider be
considered made laid upon the table
and the President be immediately noti-
fied of the Senate’s action. I further
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