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jobs? We did not because this Chamber 
is now run by and for the powerful of 
the United States of America, not the 
people. 

So along comes the other Chamber at 
the end of this hall, and this other 
Chamber says: We want to restore the 
vision of our Constitution, and they 
put together H. Res. 1. They said: Let’s 
take this on. Let’s take on the gerry-
mandering. Let’s take on the voter 
suppression. Let’s take on the dark 
money. They put together this bill for 
the people—for the people, not for the 
powerful. 

They proceeded to say: Let’s start 
with that challenge of gerrymandering. 
Let’s make sure the people pick their 
leaders instead of their leaders picking 
their electors. Then they proceed to 
take on voter suppression and voter in-
timidation. 

It was President Lyndon Johnson 
who said ‘‘the vote is the most power-
ful instrument ever devised by man for 
breaking down injustice.’’ 

That powerful instrument is at the 
heart of our Constitution. It is the in-
strument that the powerful and privi-
leged want to diminish, destroy, and 
take away so they can continue to run 
this country by and for themselves. 

So this bill says: Let’s proceed to do 
voter empowerment. Let’s extend early 
voting to all States. Let’s ensure that 
there is an opportunity for people to 
register to vote, sign up to vote on the 
internet, and have same-day registra-
tion. Let’s encourage vote by mail, 
which gives a full opportunity for ev-
eryone to participate without having 
to get to a poll on a day that it is dif-
ficult to get there, and let’s make sure 
changes designed to suppress voting 
are not automatically approved, that 
we will restore the Voting Rights Act, 
which said we will protect the voting 
system, its sacred heart, the Constitu-
tion, and we will not let people’s rights 
be stripped away. 

If you look back at November 6, and 
you look at what happened across the 
country, you see the plot—the plot to 
prevent the poor from voting; the plot 
to prevent minorities from voting; the 
plot to prevent college students from 
voting. One State went so far as to say 
you can’t vote if your ID doesn’t have 
an expiration date because the college 
IDs in that State didn’t have an expira-
tion date—strategy after strategy, 
purging people off the voting rolls 
without their permission right before 
the election. 

So this bill, the For the People Act 
that the House is working on right now 
and that we will introduce right here 
in this Chamber says: We believe in the 
Constitution of America; we believe in 
the power of the people, and we will 
protect the right to vote. The For the 
People Act takes on campaign finance. 
It proceeds to say: We will have disclo-
sure of contributions. There is sunlight 
on the system that disinfects it—a 
phrase that so many of my colleagues 
used to say when they were opposing 
the McCain-Feingold limits. They said: 

We oppose caps on donations, but we 
support disclosure. It is the sunshine 
that disinfects the system. Suddenly, 
when the bill that provides disclosure 
was up before this body, the individuals 
who said that said: ‘‘Oh, I was wrong, I 
don’t want sunlight in the system,’’ 
and voted against disclosure. So the 
House is saying: Let’s do it. Let’s cre-
ate transparency. 

There is an honest ads component 
that says people need to be able to 
know who is funding the ads they are 
seeing. I know I have seen in my cam-
paigns, attack ad, after attack ad, 
after attack ad funded by front groups. 

Wouldn’t it be better for America if 
the folks behind those ads actually 
have to disclose that they are behind 
those ads? 

We have in this bill a small-dollar 
match so individuals who seek to run 
for the House or the Senate with small- 
dollar donations, donations up to $200, 
get a 6-to-1 match, encouraging break-
ing the grip of the vast dark money 
and the money that comes from the 
most affluent in large chunks, leveling 
the playing field for participation by 
regular Americans, freeing our elec-
tions from the grip of dark money. 

This bill, the For the People Act, 
says let’s improve the ethics. Let’s re-
duce or try to eliminate the conflicts 
of interest that haunt this Chamber 
and haunt the House Chamber down 
the hall. 

JOHN LEWIS stood on that bridge on 
Bloody Sunday. Congressman JOHN 
LEWIS, long before he was a Congress-
man, in 1965, stood on that bridge. He 
stood, and he was the very first person 
in line as the troops approached to beat 
up the protesters. They shoved him, 
they pushed him down, they struck 
him in the head, and then they pro-
ceeded to beat up and terrify the other 
protesters on that bridge. 

Those protesters were standing for 
the vision of our Constitution, were 
standing for voting rights, the most 
powerful instrument, as Lyndon John-
son said. 

They went back to that bridge the 
following Tuesday, and they marched 
up and were stopped, and they agreed 
to turn back—‘‘Turn Back Tuesday.’’ 
Then they reorganized again and more 
people joined. They came back a third 
time and they marched over that 
bridge and they marched all the way to 
Montgomery, AL, to fight for voting 
rights because it is the heart and soul 
of an individual’s ability to participate 
in our democracy. JOHN LEWIS has said 
this: 

There is still work to be done. Get out 
there, push and pull, until we redeem the 
soul of America. 

The For the People Act that the 
House will pass and that we will intro-
duce here in this Chamber is the fight 
to redeem the soul of America. Let’s 
stand together—old-timers and new 
Members of the Senate, those who sit 
on the left of the aisle and those who 
sit on the right of the aisle, those who 
come from blue-collar communities 

and those who come from circles of 
power—to stand behind the vision of 
our Constitution, the ‘‘we the people’’ 
vision, so this Chamber will do the 
work of the people. Let’s restore the 
soul of America together. 

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

ator from Massachusetts. 
f 

NET NEUTRALITY 
Mr. MARKEY. Mr. President, I rise 

in defense of the internet. This is a 
fight for innovation, for 
entrepreneurialism, for the American 
economy, a fight for free speech—the 
cornerstone of our democracy—a fight 
for the most powerful platform for 
commerce and communications in the 
history of the planet. This is a fight for 
net neutrality. 

Today nearly every Member of the 
Senate Democratic caucus introduced 
a bill, the Save the Internet Act, to put 
net neutrality rules back on the books. 
Congressman MIKE DOYLE is leading 
the same effort over in the House. 

In the Senate, we have already suc-
cessfully passed the proposal. The 
newly introduced Save the Internet 
Act and the Congressional Review Act 
we approved last Congress will have 
the same effect—overturning the 
Trump administration’s FCC’s wrong-
headed decision and restoring the open 
internet order. 

Last May, in a historic, bipartisan 
CRA vote of 52 to 47, in the Senate on 
this floor, we sent a message to Presi-
dent Trump about what a free and open 
internet means, free of corporate con-
trol, open to all who want to commu-
nicate, engage, and innovate. We made 
clear this Congress will not fall for 
President Trump’s special interest 
agenda and his broadband baron allies. 

This bill does what the American 
people want. It restores the rules so 
people are not subject to higher prices, 
slower internet speeds, and even 
blocked websites because the big 
broadband providers want to pump up 
their profits. With this bill, we will do 
right by the people who sent us here 
and fight to protect the internet as we 
know it. 

This is a fight which we can win. 
There is tremendous power on this 
issue. Republicans and Democrats alike 
agree we need net neutrality so the sky 
is the limit. Support for our position 
will only continue to grow. 

The critics claim the sky hasn’t fall-
en since the FCC repeal, so why do we 
need net neutrality at all? 

The answer is simple. There is pend-
ing litigation right now in the DC Cir-
cuit Court challenging the FCC’s re-
peal. So there is every reason in the 
world why they would not change their 
practices until the legal matter is set-
tled in court. Any prudent business 
would act cautiously when there is an 
issue pending before a court, but once 
the issue is resolved in court, there are 
no rules. They can do what they want. 

In fact, I attended the court hearing 
and listened to 5 hours of oral argu-
ment. I saw firsthand how the FCC and 
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broadband industry used tortured logic 
to defend the repeal of net neutrality 
and reclassification of broadband. 

I also organized an amicus brief with 
100 other Members of the Senate and 
House in defense of the net neutrality 
rules. I am confident we will prevail in 
court. Net neutrality is just another 
way of saying nondiscrimination, just 
another way of saying big companies 
can’t discriminate against small com-
panies; that big companies can’t dis-
criminate against small individuals; 
that they have equal access to the 
internet. They don’t have to pay extra 
to gain access. Net neutrality means 
nondiscrimination. Those are the rules 
we need for the internet in order to see 
explosive economic growth because of 
the new ideas that are able to be intro-
duced and at the same time so democ-
racy can flourish because every voice is 
treated equally on the internet. 

So whether it is in the Halls of Con-
gress or in the courts, we will not stop 
fighting until net neutrality is fully re-
stored. We are on the right side of his-
tory, and we will not give up this fight 
until we have won. 

I thank you for the time. 
At this point, I yield the floor. 

f 

ADJOURNMENT UNTIL 9:30 A.M. 
TOMORROW 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under 
the previous order, the Senate stands 
adjourned until 9:30 a.m. tomorrow. 

Thereupon, the Senate, at 6:37 p.m., 
adjourned until Thursday, March 7, 
2019, at 9:30 a.m. 

f 

NOMINATIONS 

Executive nominations received by 
the Senate: 

TENNESSEE VALLEY AUTHORITY 

WILLIAM B. KILBRIDE, OF TENNESSEE, TO BE A MEM-
BER OF THE BOARD OF DIRECTORS OF THE TENNESSEE 
VALLEY AUTHORITY FOR A TERM EXPIRING MAY 18, 2023, 
VICE ERIC MARTIN SATZ, TERM EXPIRED. 

LEGAL SERVICES CORPORATION 

JULIE REISKIN, OF COLORADO, TO BE A MEMBER OF 
THE BOARD OF DIRECTORS OF THE LEGAL SERVICES 
CORPORATION FOR A TERM EXPIRING JULY 13 , 2019. (RE-
APPOINTMENT) 

IN THE AIR FORCE 

THE FOLLOWING NAMED OFFICER FOR APPOINTMENT 
IN THE UNITED STATES AIR FORCE TO THE GRADE INDI-
CATED WHILE ASSIGNED TO A POSITION OF IMPORTANCE 
AND RESPONSIBILITY UNDER TITLE 10, U.S.C., SECTION 
601: 

To be lieutenant general 

LT. GEN. JAMES C. SLIFE 

IN THE ARMY 

THE FOLLOWING NAMED OFFICER FOR APPOINTMENT 
IN THE UNITED STATES ARMY TO THE GRADE INDICATED 
WHILE ASSIGNED TO A POSITION OF IMPORTANCE AND 
RESPONSIBILITY UNDER TITLE 10, U.S.C., SECTION 601: 

To be general 

LT. GEN. PAUL E. FUNK II 

IN THE NAVY 

THE FOLLOWING NAMED OFFICER FOR APPOINTMENT 
IN THE UNITED STATES NAVY TO THE GRADE INDICATED 
WHILE ASSIGNED TO A POSITION OF IMPORTANCE AND 
RESPONSIBILITY UNDER TITLE 10, U.S.C., SECTION 601: 

To be vice admiral 

REAR ADM. JAMES W. KILBY 

THE FOLLOWING NAMED OFFICER FOR APPOINTMENT 
IN THE UNITED STATES NAVY TO THE GRADE INDICATED 
WHILE ASSIGNED TO A POSITION OF IMPORTANCE AND 
RESPONSIBILITY UNDER TITLE 10, U.S.C., SECTION 601: 

To be vice admiral 

REAR ADM. SCOTT D. CONN 

THE FOLLOWING NAMED OFFICER FOR APPOINTMENT 
IN THE UNITED STATES NAVY TO THE GRADE INDICATED 
WHILE ASSIGNED TO A POSITION OF IMPORTANCE AND 
RESPONSIBILITY UNDER TITLE 10, U.S.C., SECTION 601: 

To be vice admiral 

REAR ADM. DEE L. MEWBOURNE 

THE FOLLOWING NAMED OFFICER FOR APPOINTMENT 
IN THE UNITED STATES NAVY TO THE GRADE INDICATED 
WHILE ASSIGNED TO A POSITION OF IMPORTANCE AND 
RESPONSIBILITY UNDER TITLE 10, U.S.C., SECTION 601: 

To be vice admiral 

REAR ADM. JON A. HILL 

THE FOLLOWING NAMED OFFICER FOR APPOINTMENT 
IN THE UNITED STATES NAVY TO THE GRADE INDICATED 
WHILE ASSIGNED TO A POSITION OF IMPORTANCE AND 
RESPONSIBILITY UNDER TITLE 10, U.S.C., SECTION 601: 

To be vice admiral 

REAR ADM. STUART B. MUNSCH 

IN THE AIR FORCE 

THE FOLLOWING NAMED OFFICERS FOR APPOINTMENT 
IN THE GRADE INDICATED IN THE UNITED STATES AIR 
FORCE AND AS APPELLATE MILITARY JUDGES ON THE 
UNITED STATES COURT OF MILITARY COMMISSION RE-
VIEW. IN ACCORDANCE WITH THEIR CONTINUED STATUS 
AS APPELLATE MILITARY JUDGES PURSUANT TO THEIR 
ASSIGNMENT BY THE SECRETARY OF DEFENSE UNDER 
TITLE 10, U.S.C., SECTION 950F(B)(2), WHILE SERVING ON 
THE UNITED STATES COURT OF MILITARY COMMISSION 
REVIEW, ALL UNLAWFUL INFLUENCE PROHIBITIONS RE-
MAIN UNDER TITLE 10, U.S.C., SECTION 949B(B). 

To be colonel 

JULIE HUYGEN 
MICHAEL LEWIS 
TOM POSCH 

IN THE ARMY 

THE FOLLOWING NAMED OFFICERS FOR APPOINTMENT 
IN THE GRADE INDICATED IN THE UNITED STATES ARMY 
AND AS APPELLATE MILITARY JUDGES ON THE UNITED 
STATES COURT OF MILITARY COMMISSION REVIEW. IN 
ACCORDANCE WITH THEIR CONTINUED STATUS AS AP-
PELLATE MILITARY JUDGES PURSUANT TO THEIR AS-
SIGNMENT BY THE SECRETARY OF DEFENSE UNDER 
TITLE 10, U.S.C., SECTION 950F(B)(2), WHILE SERVING ON 
THE UNITED STATES COURT OF MILITARY COMMISSION 
REVIEW, ALL UNLAWFUL INFLUENCE PROHIBITIONS RE-
MAIN UNDER TITLE 10, U.S.C., SECTION 949B(B). 

To be colonel 

PAULA I. SCHASBERGER 
JAN E. ALDYKIEWICZ 

IN THE NAVY 

THE FOLLOWING NAMED OFFICER FOR APPOINTMENT 
IN THE GRADE INDICATED IN THE UNITED STATES NAVY 
AND AS APPELLATE MILITARY JUDGE ON THE UNITED 
STATES COURT OF MILITARY COMMISSION REVIEW. IN 
ACCORDANCE WITH THEIR CONTINUED STATUS AS AN 
APPELLATE MILITARY JUDGE PURSUANT TO THEIR AS-
SIGNMENT BY THE SECRETARY OF DEFENSE UNDER 
TITLE 10, U.S.C., SECTION 950F(B)(2), WHILE SERVING ON 
THE UNITED STATES COURT OF MILITARY COMMISSION 
REVIEW, ALL UNLAWFUL INFLUENCE PROHIBITIONS RE-
MAIN UNDER TITLE 10, U.S.C., SECTION 949B(B). 

To be commander 

ANGELA TANG 

f 

CONFIRMATION 

Executive nomination confirmed by 
the Senate March 6, 2019: 

THE JUDICIARY 

CHAD A. READLER, OF OHIO, TO BE UNITED STATES 
CIRCUIT JUDGE FOR THE SIXTH CIRCUIT. 
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