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SAPP, which nominations were received by, 
the Senate and appeared in the Congres-
sional Record of February 12, 2019. 

IN THE MARINE CORPS 
PN317 MARINE CORPS nomination of 

Matthew T. Coughlin, which was received by 
the Senate and appeared in the Congres-
sional Record of January 24, 2019. 

PN318 MARINE CORPS nomination of 
Bethanne Canero, which was received by the 
Senate and appeared in the Congressional 
Record of January 24, 2019. 

PN320 MARINE CORPS nominations (5) be-
ginning KEVIN T. BROWNLEE, and ending 
DANIEL L. YOUMANS, which nominations 
were received by the Senate and appeared in 
the Congressional Record of January 24, 2019. 

PN321 MARINE CORPS nominations (2) be-
ginning KEVIN F. CHAMPAIGNE, and end-
ing JOHN C. JOHNSON, which nominations 
were received by the Senate and appeared in 
the Congressional Record of January 24, 2019. 

PN322 MARINE CORPS nominations (3) be-
ginning AARON J. GRIFFUS, and ending 
JEREMIAH J. ZEISZLER, which nomina-
tions were received by the Senate and ap-
peared in the Congressional Record of Janu-
ary 24, 2019. 

PN325 MARINE CORPS nominations (4) be-
ginning DANIEL H. CUSINATO, and ending 
EDUARDO QUIROZ, which nominations 
were received by the Senate and appeared in 
the Congressional Record of January 24, 2019. 

PN329 MARINE CORPS nominations (5) be-
ginning ARMANDO A. FREIRE, and ending 
ANDREW J. SHRIVER, which nominations 
were received by the Senate and appeared in 
the Congressional Record of January 24, 2019. 

PN330 MARINE CORPS nomination of Ste-
phen R. Byrnes, which was received by the 
Senate and appeared in the Congressional 
Record of January 24, 2019. 

PN331 MARINE CORPS nominations (2) be-
ginning HERMAN E. HOLLEY, and ending 
BRIAN E. KELLY, which nominations were 
received by the Senate and appeared in the 
Congressional Record of January 24, 2019. 

PN332 MARINE CORPS nominations (2) be-
ginning DARREN M. GALLAGHER, and end-
ing AUSTIN E. WREN, which nominations 
were received by the Senate and appeared in 
the Congressional Record of January 24, 2019. 

PN333 MARINE CORPS nominations (799) 
beginning ALEXANDER N. ABATE, and end-
ing JOSEPH A. ZUKOWSKI, JR., which 
nominations were received by tbe Senate and 
appeared in the Congressional Record of Jan-
uary 24, 2019. 

PN334 MARINE CORPS nominations (14) 
beginning GERMAN ALICEALAPUERTA, 
and ending LYDIA A. SIMONS, which nomi-
nations were received by the Senate and ap-
peared in the Congressional Record of Janu-
ary 24, 2019. 

PN335 MARINE CORPS nominations (106) 
beginning ERIC J. ADAMS, and ending 
WAYNE R. ZUBER, which nominations were 
received by the Senate and appeared in the 
Congressional Record of January 24, 2019. 

PN336 MARINE CORPS nomination of Jo-
seph W. Crandall, which was received by the 
Senate and appeared in the Congressional 
Record of January 24, 2019. 

PN338 MARINE CORPS nominations (2) be-
ginning AARON S. ELLIS, and ending CUR-
TIS B. MILLER, which nominations were re-
ceived by the Senate and appeared in the 
Congressional Record of January 24, 2019. 

PN339 MARINE CORPS nomination of Jus-
tin D. Mosley, which was received by the 
Senate and appeared in the Congressional 
Record of January 24, 2019. 

PN341 MARINE CORPS nominations (3) be-
ginning ANDRES J. AGRAMONTE, and end-
ing ROSS A. HRYNEWYCH, which nomina-
tions were received by the Senate and ap-
peared in the Congressional Record of Janu-
ary 24, 2019. 

PN386 MARINE CORPS nominations (2) be-
ginning BETHANY S. PETERSON, and end-
ing JON T. PETERSON, which nominations 
were received by the Senate and appeared in 
the Congressional Record of February 6, 2019. 

IN THE NAVY 

PN312 NAVY nomination of Jessica M. P. 
Miller, which was received by the Senate and 
appeared in the Congressional Record of Jan-
uary 24, 2019. 

PN313 NAVY nomination of Rosemary M. 
Hardesty, which was received by the Senate 
and appeared in the Congressional Record of 
January 24, 2019. 

PN314 NAVY nomination of Brett T. Thom-
as, which was received by the Senate and ap-
peared in the Congressional Record of Janu-
ary 24, 2019. 

PN385 NAVY nominations (46) beginning 
SCOTT A. ADAMS, and ending BRET A. 
YOUNT, which nominations were received by 
the Senate and appeared in the Congres-
sional Record of February 6, 2019. 

PN405 NAVY nominations (14) beginning 
PETER D. ALLEN, and ending ROBERT D. 
WILLIAMS, which nominations were re-
ceived by the Senate and appeared in the 
Congressional Record of February 12, 2019. 

f 

LEGISLATIVE SESSION 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ate will now resume legislative session. 

f 

MORNING BUSINESS 

Mr. MCCONNELL. Mr. President, I 
ask unanimous consent that the Sen-
ate be in a period of morning business, 
with Senators permitted to speak 
therein for up to 10 minutes each. 

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

f 

WOMEN’S EMPOWERMENT AND 
TRAFFICKING IN PERSONS 

Mr. LEAHY. Mr. President, the 
White House recently unveiled the 
Women’s Global Development and 
Prosperity Initiative, W-GDP, an inter-
agency plan to increase women’s global 
labor force participation and advance-
ment in the workplace, improve access 
of women entrepreneurs to market op-
portunities, and remove barriers to 
economic growth for women. 

I support the initiative, although not 
based on the erroneous claim of some 
in the White House that it is the first 
women’s initiative ever launched by 
the United States. On the contrary, I 
and many other Members of Congress 
and previous administrations have sup-
ported such efforts for many years. 
However, there is still a lot of work to 
be done, and I hope W-GDP builds on 
those efforts. 

Too many of this administration’s 
actions have fallen far short of the 
President’s rhetoric or have been the 
antithesis of what he promised, so 
while I am ready to do what is nec-
essary to support W-GDP, I worry that 
this initiative may be part of the same 
story. From human trafficking at the 
southern border, to processing asylum 
applicants, to combating HIV/AIDS, 
this administration purports to be seri-
ous about addressing global problems 

while implementing policies or pro-
posing budgets that bear no resem-
blance to effective solutions and in 
many cases would make the situation 
worse. 

For example, while the objectives of 
W-GDP are laudable, it is being imple-
mented by the same White House that 
sought to cut the budget for the De-
partment of State and foreign assist-
ance programs by roughly 30 percent in 
fiscal years 2018 and 2019, cuts that 
would have decimated funding for pro-
grams that address the needs of the 
world’s poorest people, for water and 
sanitation, maternal and child health, 
education and employment opportuni-
ties, to stave off poverty and disease 
that disproportionately afflict women 
and girls. In fact, the President’s budg-
et did not include a single dollar for W- 
GDP. 

This administration has also waged 
war on reproductive health, reportedly 
directing the omission of reporting on 
reproductive rights in the State De-
partment’s annual Country Reports on 
Human Rights, and one of President 
Trump’s first acts after his inaugura-
tion was to reinstate the Global Gag 
Rule. In fact, egged on by extremists in 
his administration, he expanded it to 
condition funding for every nongovern-
mental organization, NGO, imple-
menting any health programs for the 
United States overseas, even if their 
programs have nothing to do with re-
productive health. In other words, if an 
NGO spends millions of dollars in India 
to combat HIV/AIDS, but spends $1 of 
its own private funds—not U.S. tax-
payer funds—to provide counseling on 
abortion, it is ineligible for any U.S. 
Government funding for either purpose. 
Such a policy would be unlawful in our 
own country. 

So while I support W-GDP, I caution 
all those who defend women’s rights 
and support economic opportunities for 
women to not be distracted by one ini-
tiative this administration launched on 
the backs of the Congress’s rejection of 
President Trump’s budget and to call 
on the White House to adopt a more 
consistent, comprehensive approach to 
supporting women around the world. 

With that in mind, I hope the White 
House will speak out forcefully and 
consistently about the institutional-
ized and systemic persecution and dis-
crimination of women in Saudi Arabia 
and other countries whose autocratic 
and corrupt governments this White 
House has embraced. If the White 
House expects to be taken seriously 
about women’s empowerment, it can-
not remain silent about governments 
whose laws and policies treat women as 
property and that imprison women’s 
rights activists. 

This is not the only area in which the 
administration is purporting to sup-
port vulnerable populations while its 
short-sighted policies are having the 
opposite effect. 

In a November 30, 2018, op-ed in the 
Washington Post, Ivanka Trump an-
nounced that the administration had 
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decided to limit the number of waivers 
for assistance for countries that are 
identified in the State Department’s 
annual Trafficking in Persons Report 
as failing to meet minimum standards 
for combating human trafficking. She 
also noted the administration’s pledge 
of $45 million to a fund to end modern 
slavery, funds that, as is true for W- 
GDP, the President did not include in 
his budget and from an account the 
White House proposed to cut. 

I agree with the goal of holding gov-
ernments accountable for failing to 
meet minimum standards for pre-
venting trafficking in persons, but in-
formed people know that cutting fund-
ing for health, education, environ-
mental conservation, counterterror-
ism, and governance programs does 
nothing to prevent human trafficking, 
while it undercuts our ability to make 
progress on other issues of national in-
terest. 

Yet that is exactly what the adminis-
tration has done. By belatedly ap-
proaching human trafficking as if 
nothing else matters and limiting use 
of the waiver authority Congress pro-
vided, administration officials have 
spent months tying themselves in 
knots over which programs to continue 
and which to suspend. The result is 
that implementing partners are run-
ning out of money, services are not 
being delivered, and important pro-
grams are shutting down. 

The Trump administration needs to 
stop governing by sound bite. If the 
White House is serious about address-
ing human trafficking and other com-
plex challenges, it should work with 
Congress to secure the necessary fund-
ing and apply the law in a common 
sense manner that is consistent with 
our national interests. 

f 

EGYPT 

Mr. LEAHY. Mr. President, I want to 
briefly discuss the situation in Egypt, 
a country where unchecked repression 
has come to define the government of 
President el-Sisi. 

The 2011 Egyptian revolution brought 
hope of a democratic future for the 
country, but it has failed to mate-
rialize, subverted by aspiring auto-
crats. After winning historic demo-
cratic elections in 2012, the Morsi gov-
ernment sought to consolidate its con-
trol, issuing a declaration to provide 
the President with sweeping authori-
ties and eliminating checks on Execu-
tive power. The response was another 
popular uprising and a military coup 
led by then-Defense Minister Abdel 
Fattah el-Sisi. 

Although cheered by some who favor 
President el-Sisi’s crackdown on the 
leaders of the Muslim Brotherhood and 
anyone suspected of being affiliated 
with it, his Presidency has become a 
model for autocratic rule. His police 
have arrested human rights lawyers, 
journalists, civil society activists, and 
opposition politicians. Anyone who 
criticizes the regime or calls for a more 

democratic system is threatened, ar-
rested, and accused of ‘‘terrorism’’ or 
some other vague crime against the 
state. Once detained, they have been 
subjected to physical and psychological 
abuse while they wait for months or 
more often years before being sub-
jected to sham trials that make a 
mockery of due process. 

Earlier this month, President el- 
Sisi’s government took another step to 
consolidate his rule. Egypt’s 
rubberstamp Parliament approved con-
stitutional amendments that would en-
able el-Sisi to remain in power until 
2034, 12 years beyond the end of his sec-
ond and final term. Other amendments 
would enable el-Sisi to tighten his con-
trol of the judiciary, create a second 
Parliamentary chamber dominated by 
Presidential appointees, and expand 
the authority of the military to codify 
its role in civilian political life. Egypt 
today is a civilian government in name 
only. The military, led by el-Sisi, effec-
tively wields total control. 

In 2011, we all hoped the Egyptian 
people had a brighter, albeit chal-
lenging, political future ahead of them, 
but 7 years after the overthrow of 
Hosni Mubarak, the el-Sisi government 
is erasing any remaining hope for de-
mocracy in the country. The calls of 
those who flooded the streets under 
Mubarak and Morsi for greater polit-
ical freedom and civil liberties, less 
corruption, and more accountability 
are treated not as visions for Egypt’s 
future, but as threats to el-Sisi him-
self. 

Regrettably, it seems that the only 
constant in U.S.-Egyptian relations 
over the last several decades, besides 
Egyptian Government repression and 
billions of dollars in U.S. military aid, 
is the reticence with which successive 
U.S. administrations have confronted 
this issue. There always seems to be an 
excuse for why now is not the time to 
insist on meaningful progress to ad-
vance democracy and human rights by 
our ally Egypt. If not now, when? What 
line would the Egyptian government 
have to cross for the Congress and the 
administration to recognize the threat 
that a brutal military dictatorship 
poses to stability in Egypt, and to our 
long-term interests in the region? 

Every U.S. administration has en-
gaged, in varying degrees, in quiet di-
plomacy to address human rights 
abuses and corruption overseas and 
issued public statements or withheld 
foreign aid to encourage progress. Di-
plomacy, if backed up with con-
sequences, can achieve results, but suc-
cessive Egyptian Governments have 
gambled that, at the end of the day, we 
will look the other way in the mis-
taken belief that doing so serves U.S. 
security interests, and by and large, 
that has been the case. 

It is interesting to compare the 
Trump administration’s selective con-
demnation of government repression in 
other countries, where the number of 
political prisoners is a fraction of those 
in Egypt, to President Trump’s pro-

nouncement that President el-Sisi as a 
‘‘great guy.’’ What a sad commentary 
on what this country purports to stand 
for. 

We must acknowledge what history 
has repeatedly shown, that upholding 
our values is the best way to protect 
our interests. That does not mean cut-
ting off all aid and walking away from 
Egypt. That kind of reactionary ap-
proach is equally short-sighted. What 
it does mean is that we need a more 
principled, measured, and consistent 
policy and make clear that our aid is 
not a blank check—that Egypt’s lead-
ers are not above the law; that freedom 
of expression is universal; that due 
process is a right; that torture, cruel 
and inhuman treatment are forbidden 
under international law; and that gov-
ernments should be accountable to 
their people. 

At a time when President el-Sisi is 
seeking to manipulate the legislative 
process to cement his hold on power for 
life, senior officials at the White 
House, the State Department, and the 
Pentagon need to stand up for what is 
first and foremost in our national in-
terest: the principles that define us as 
Americans. 

I hope all Senators will join me in en-
couraging the Trump administration to 
learn from the mistakes of its prede-
cessors and realign our policy toward 
Egypt with our values. 

f 

OPIOID CRISIS 

Mr. LEAHY. Mr. President, this 
morning, the Senate Appropriations 
Subcommittee on Labor, Health, and 
Human Services and Related Agencies 
held a hearing on the opioid epidemic 
and how States are responding to the 
crisis. I was pleased Beth Tanzman, the 
executive director of Vermont’s Blue-
print for Health, agreed to be a witness 
at today’s hearing to share the innova-
tive approaches Vermont has taken to 
combat opioid use disorders. Ms. 
Tanzman has also served as Vermont’s 
deputy commissioner for mental health 
and also directed adult mental health 
services for Vermont’s Department of 
Mental Health. 

While certainly not spared from the 
opioid epidemic, Vermont is ahead of 
much of the country in many ways: 
Our State openly identified the prob-
lem, and our former Governor, Peter 
Shumlin, dedicated his entire State of 
the State address in 2014 to construc-
tively seek ways to not just help ad-
dicts get clean, but to halt this scourge 
in its tracks. Public health leaders, ad-
diction specialists, doctors, and State 
leaders came together and imple-
mented a system to integrate sub-
stance abuse treatment with primary 
healthcare. 

Ms. Tanzman’s testimony focused on 
the system developed through this col-
laboration, known as the Hub and 
Spoke Model. The plan helps support 
those in recovery with nine regional 
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