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Three-fifths of the Senators duly cho-
sen and sworn not having voted in the
affirmative, the motion is rejected.

———

CLOTURE MOTION

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Pursuant
to rule XXII, the Chair lays before the
Senate the pending cloture motion,
which the clerk will state.

The senior assistant 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 mo-
tion to proceed to Calendar No. 15, H.R. 268,
making supplemental appropriations for the
fiscal year ending September 30, 2019, and for
other purposes.

Mitch McConnell, David Perdue, John
Boozman, Johnny Isakson, John Cor-
nyn, Pat Roberts, Mike Crapo, Thom
Tillis, Roger F. Wicker, John Thune,
Richard Burr, Steve Daines, John
Hoeven, James E. Risch, Roy Blunt,
Susan M. Collins, Lisa Murkowski.

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 motion to
proceed to H.R. 268, an act making sup-
plemental appropriations for the fiscal
year ending September 30, 2019, and for
other purposes, shall be brought to a
close?

The yeas and nays are mandatory
under the rule.

The clerk will call the roll.

The senior assistant bill clerk called
the roll.

The yeas and nays resulted—yeas 90,
nays 10, as follows:

[Rollcall Vote No. 53 Leg.]

YEAS—90
Alexander Gardner Portman
Baldwin Gillibrand Reed
Barrasso Graham Roberts
Bennet Grassley Romney
Blackburn Harris Rosen
Blumenthal Hassan Rounds
Blunt Hawley Rubio
Booker Heinrich Sanders
Boozman Hirono Sasse
Brown Hoeven Schatz
Burr Hyde-Smith Schumer
Cantwell Isakson Scott (FL)
Capito Jones Scott (SC)
Cardin Kaine Shaheen
Carper Kennedy Shelby
Casey King Sinema
Cassidy Klobuchar Smith
Collins Leahy Stabenow
Coons Manchin Sullivan
Cornyn Markey Tester
Cortez Masto McConnell Thune
Cotton McSally Tillis
Cramer Menendez Udall
Cruz Merkley Van Hollen
Daines Moran Warner
Duckworth Murkowski Warren
Durbin Murphy Whitehouse
Ernst Murray Wicker
Feinstein Perdue Wyden
Fischer Peters Young

NAYS—10
Braun Johnson Risch
Crapo Lankford Toomey
Enzi Lee
Inhofe Paul

The PRESIDING OFFICER. On this
vote, the yeas are 90, nays are 10.
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Three-fifths of the Senators duly cho-
sen and sworn having voted in the af-
firmative, the motion is agreed to.

——

SUPPLEMENTAL APPROPRIATIONS
ACT, 2019—MOTION TO PROCEED

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
clerk will report the motion.

The bill clerk read as follows:

Motion to proceed to Calendar No. 15, H.R.
268, a bill making supplemental appropria-
tions for the fiscal year ending September 30,
2019, and for other purposes.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Nebraska.

FLOODING IN NEBRASKA

Mrs. FISCHER. Mr. President, I rise
to speak to the historic flooding that
has devastated hundreds of commu-
nities throughout my home State of
Nebraska.

After a long, cold, and snow-filled
winter, the catastrophic storm known
as a bomb cyclone struck Western Ne-
braska with extreme blizzard condi-
tions, while the central and eastern
portions of the State were ravaged by
record-setting floods. What were small
streams became raging rivers, pouring
over the banks, and breaching levees to
flood towns and farmland.

The floods, which carried car-sized
blocks of ice in some areas, isolated en-
tire communities and deposited sand,
mud, and debris over large areas of our
land.

Homes have been destroyed, roads
and bridges ripped apart, businesses
and schools forced to close for an un-
certain period of time. It is with a
heavy heart that I say that three Ne-
braskans have lost their lives as a re-
sult of this storm: James Wilke, a
farmer from Columbus; Aleido Rojas
Galan of Norfolk; and Betty Hamernik
of Columbus. I send my sincere condo-
lences to their families. Their loved
ones will not be forgotten.

Cities like Fremont and farms across
the State became islands, leaving peo-
ple and livestock stranded. The bomb
cyclone has demolished thousands of
acres of family farmland and ranch-
land, resulting in a devastating number
of livestock deaths and demolished
farms, grain bins, hay supply, and farm
equipment.

One farmer recorded that he lost 700
of his hogs after 7 feet of floodwater
swept through his land within minutes.
A top concern for our ag producers is
how do we replace ruined feed and the
countless miles of washed-out fences.

The Nebraska Department of Agri-
culture initially projects that the dam-
ages will total a loss of $440 million in
crop losses and another $400 million in
cattle losses. The devastation con-
tinues to grow as our farmers and
ranchers across Nebraska assess lost
land use and more livestock deaths.

I heard from ranchers in Central and
Western Nebraska who fought through
this blizzard during calving, and what I
heard most was that even though they
suffered losses, they knew of others
who were worse off.
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Farmers stood looking at once fertile
land now covered with sand, mud, and
unimaginably huge slabs and chunks of
ice. They are worried what the future
will bring.

I agree with Gov. Pete Ricketts, as
he has called this catastrophic weather
““the most widespread disaster we have
had in our state’s history.”

Water from the Missouri River and
Papio Creek has overwhelmed the
southeastern side of Offutt Air Force
Base and rendered some parts of the
base as inoperable. I welcomed Sec-
retary of the Air Force Heather Wilson
to survey the flood damage at the base.
Some buildings were filled with nearly
8 feet of water. Offutt leadership pro-
vided us with a preliminary damage as-
sessment and discussed the response ef-
forts that were successfully taken by
the airmen.

At the flood’s peak levels, one-third
of the base was affected, causing tens
of millions of dollars in damages. I will
continue to work closely with Sec-
retary Wilson to ensure that Offutt re-
ceives the funding to meet the needs of
the base and to restore one of Amer-
ica’s most important national security
assets.

According to the Nebraska Emer-
gency Management Agency, 81 of our 93
counties, 98 cities, and 5 Tribes have
declared states of emergency. This cov-
ers over 59,000 square miles, which is
about 76 percent of Nebraska.

To put this in perspective, well over
1.7 million Nebraskans are affected by
this storm. That is more than 95 per-
cent of our State’s population.

The Governor has estimated that
more than 2,000 homes and 340 busi-
nesses are damaged or destroyed. Sig-
nificant damage to Nebraska’s critical
infrastructure is still being assessed at
this time, but the Nebraska Depart-
ment of Transportation released a pre-
liminary estimate of $200 million that
is needed to reconstruct hundreds of
miles of roads and to repair or replace
15 bridges throughout the State.

Nebraska is hurting. However, as our
Nation has seen the sheer power of this
storm, I want America to understand
the courage, strength, and resiliency
Nebraskans have shown in response.
Overwhelming loss and grief have been
met with stories of bravery and heroic
efforts of our neighbors and first re-
sponders. Ordinary Nebraskans, with-
out any prior training, grabbed their
personal boats, jet skis, trucks, and
planes to save their neighbors who ex-
perienced life-threatening situations.

There have been countless stories of
heroes who disregarded personal risk to
help their neighbors in need—Nebras-
kans helping Nebraskans, neighbors
helping neighbors.

Hundreds of volunteers in Fremont
stepped forward to fill sandbags and
create barriers to protect the city from
floodwater. Local pilots in affected cit-
ies across Nebraska have flown their
personal planes to deliver and evacuate
people who have been surrounded by
water.
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In Boyd County, firefighters contin-
ued to stay on the job and rescue those
in need, even after their own homes
were flooded.

In the Nebraska Panhandle, one
State patrol officer even scaled a
barbed-wire fence to rescue a calf that
was frozen to the ground.

Last week, a staff sergeant with the
Nebraska Guard was helping lead res-
cue efforts in Fremont, where the town
was left without fresh food and water
for 2 days because of the surrounding
floodwater. She said:

As we approached the town, I saw people
coming out of their houses, standing on
street corners, waving and clasping their
hands in joy. . . . As we began carrying bot-
tled water into the store, an elderly lady,
who had been waiting for hours hugged me
and was overcome with emotion. ... She
was so thankful and relieved knowing that
even in difficult and trying times, there are
Nebraskans doing things ‘‘the Nebraska
way’’ by watching out for our most vulner-
able citizens.

That is who we are. These stories are
inspiring, and they speak to the char-
acter and integrity of my fellow Ne-
braskans.

I have been traveling across Ne-
braska to see the impact of this dis-
aster firsthand.

In Omaha, I joined Governor Ricketts
at the Nebraska Strong phone-a-thon
for relief and support for flood victims.
The event, sponsored by the Nebraska
Broadcasters Association, raised nearly
a half million dollars to benefit the
American Red Cross in Nebraska and
Southwest Iowa.

In Winslow, I met with families and
residents of the area who had been hit
hard by the floods. Every structure in
that town was flooded. I spoke to a
mother of three who told me she had
just 15 minutes to gather her children
and her family’s belongings before the
floodwaters entered their home.

Winslow Volunteer Fire Chief
Zachary Klein, informed me that his
team was able to get boats to help with
their recovery efforts. Chief Klein and
his team saved 29 local residents from
their flooded homes.

In Plattsmouth, the town’s water
treatment facility is currently powered
down and inaccessible. Like many af-
fected communities across Nebraska,
their main concern is being able to
gather the facts and to make decisions
about how they can move forward with
their lives.

In Valley, I toured the devastation in
the community with Mayor Carroll
Smith and Councilwoman Cindy Grove.
Large piles of wreckage can be found
everywhere in town as people begin
that cleanup process, but the people of
Valley are resilient. Residents have
started a donation center where people
in need can get clothes, equipment, and
other supplies as needed. More than 150
people have signed up as volunteers.

I also spent some time with local
residents and city and county per-
sonnel in North Bend. The community
is understandably concerned about how
their community will rebuild their
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lives, but it also warmed my heart to
listen to stories of how the town is
pulling together to support one an-
other.

Time and again, I heard of how proud
the North Bend community is of their
volunteers who are managing dona-
tions and distributing food and supplies
to those in need.

I want all Nebraskans to know that
my office stands ready to help in any
way that we can. Recently, I led the
Nebraska delegation in a letter to
President Trump outlining the extent
of damage to our State and the pro-
jected cost of recovery. I want to thank
the President for his rapid approval of
Governor Ricketts’ expedited request
for Federal disaster assistance.

Secretary of Agriculture Sonny
Perdue and I discussed the crisis that
ag producers are facing. He assured me
that USDA is committed to assisting
our farmers and ranchers in any way
they can. I also visited with Secretary
of Transportation Elaine Chao by
phone to share with her how this his-
toric storm has damaged our critical
infrastructure. The Secretary and the
Department of Transportation, as a
whole, are ready to help Nebraska.

I spoke with Major General Bohac to
discuss the Nebraska National Guard’s
flood response, the ongoing state of
emergency, and ways my office can as-
sist with their relief efforts. In the
coming days and weeks, I will continue
to work closely alongside Governor
Ricketts to assist in coordinating Fed-
eral relief efforts for our State. I have
spoken to President Trump and shared
with him the needs of our State as we
recover. He reassured me that Nebras-
kans will receive the help we need.

I take great pride in the way our
State has pulled together in this dis-
aster. To know communities like Fre-
mont, Plattsmouth, Columbus, Ash-
land, Norfolk, Spencer, or Niobrara is
to know the definition of strength in
unity and an unwavering pride in your
State and country. Above the flood-
waters, you will still see the American
flag waving proudly in all of these com-
munities. If you know Nebraska as I
do, you know our State is filled with
towns like these from one side to the
other.

I am proud to represent our great
State every day in the U.S. Senate.
Though much is uncertain for the vic-
tims of this disaster, our communities
are rallying to endure and recover from
these historic weather conditions.

I close by offering my sincere thanks
to our State and local officials, our
emergency responders, and National
Guard, who are working around the
clock to provide lifesaving assistance
to our citizens in need.

We have much work to do, but Ne-
braskans are resilient, we are tough,
and we are compassionate. Hour by
hour and day by day, we will get
through this difficult chapter in our
State’s history, and we will remain Ne-
braska Strong.

I yield the floor.
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The PRESIDING OFFICER (Ms.

MCSALLY). The Senator from Iowa.
THE GREEN NEW DEAL

Mr. GRASSLEY. Madam President, I
appreciate the majority leader’s bring-
ing the Green New Deal to a vote today
so that every Senator had an oppor-
tunity to go on record. I voted no.

Some of my Democratic colleagues
may argue that a vote against the
Green New Deal demonstrates an un-
willingness to reduce our dependence
on fossil fuels and to tackle serious en-
vironmental issues of the day, but
nothing could be further from the
truth.

Contrary to popular belief, the
United States is not a bad actor on the
world stage. The United States has re-
duced its carbon emissions by 7568 mil-
lion metric tons per year since 2005.
This is the largest decline of any coun-
try in the world.

Meanwhile, China’s and India’s car-
bon emissions have grown. According
to the U.S. Energy Information Admin-
istration, U.S. consumption of biofuels
and other renewable energy has more
than doubled from 2000 to 2017. The
United States will only continue to in-
crease renewable energy consumption
through 2050 as we see more invest-

ment in wind, solar, biomass, geo-
thermal, and other alternative ener-
gies.

Let’s be very clear. A ‘“no’” vote on
the Green New Deal is a vote against a
government takeover of our economy
that would stifle economic growth,
bankrupt our Nation, and endanger the
prosperity of all Americans. A ‘“‘no”’
vote is a vote in favor of continuing an
open and free economy that has made
America the richest country in the
world. We find that the best way to
make environmental improvements is
to use the wealth of a nation to accom-
plish that goal, and as a nation be-
comes more wealthy, the more apt it is
to have the ability to protect the envi-
ronment.

The fact is that the Green New Deal
is wholly unrealistic in its goal of ob-
taining net-zero carbon emissions with-
in 10 years. We are not going to be suc-
cessful at reducing our dependence on
fossil fuels and lowering our carbon
emissions through virtue signaling.
That is all the Green New Deal boils
down to—virtue signaling. It is all
lofty goals and aspirations with no
concrete plan or concern as to its feasi-
bility.

It is easy to support a vaguely word-
ed, nonbinding resolution calling on
the Federal Government to accomplish
certain goals, but guess what. That is
us—we, in the Congress. Congress is
part of the Federal Government with
the responsibility under our Comnstitu-
tion to write the laws. If Members of
Congress have concrete ideas about
what the Federal Government should
be doing, they should introduce real
legislation detailing who should do
what to accomplish these goals.

Instead of a ‘green dream,” as
Speaker PELOSI called the Green New
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Deal, we need to focus on common-
sense, bipartisan approaches that have
an actual shot at making a difference.
In other words, a resolution is a resolu-
tion; it is not a law. It doesn’t accom-
plish anything. It states these goals
that we ought to seek, but nobody has
come forth with a concrete plan to ac-
complish those goals.

Cutting taxes is an effective way to
encourage Dpositive, environmentally
conscious ways to produce electricity
and fuel. This is what I have sought to
do as a leader on renewable and alter-
native energy production for decades
now. I was the original author of the
production tax credit for wind energy
in 1992. It won me an award as the fa-
ther of wind energy, and now, I sup-
pose, 25 years later, I am the grand-
father of the wind energy approach.

During my leadership on the Senate
Finance Committee during the early
2000s, I oversaw the establishment, en-
hancement, and renewal of numerous
tax incentives that promote clean en-
ergy from sources such as wind and
solar to renewable fuels like biodiesel,
to energy efficient buildings, homes,
and appliances.

Unlike the aspirational goals of the
Green New Deal, these proposals I have
been a part of are real, proven, bipar-
tisan actions that I helped shepherd
into law to make the United States
more energy independent and, at the
same time, improve our environment.

Renewable energy is a very smart in-
vestment and the fastest growing
source of electricity generation in our
country. According to the U.S. Energy
Information Administration, utility-
scale solar power is expected to in-
crease by 10 percent in 2019—that is in
1 year alone—while wind power is ex-
pected to surpass hydropower for the
first time. As prices continue to fall,
the economic benefits from these clean
energy investments will obviously in-
crease.

Already, Iowa leads the Nation for its
share of renewable energy. Iowa’s wind
generates nearly 37 percent of the
State’s electricity from wind, and the
State’s largest utility in America is set
to generate 100 percent of its elec-
tricity within just a few years. Iowa
ranks first in the Nation in the produc-
tion of ethanol and biodiesel. Iowa
alone accounted for over 26 percent of
the entire U.S. ethanol production and
over 17 percent of the U.S. biodiesel
production.

The solar industry in Iowa continues
to mature and ranks 17th nationally.
The bottom line is that renewable en-
ergy helps diversify Iowa’s economy. It
creates jobs in rural America and
strengthens U.S. energy independence.
As far as the jobs are concerned, I be-
lieve there are about 7,000 just for wind
energy and 43,000 for biofuels.

Instead of trying to build on these
and other proven policies, the authors
of the Green New Deal are more con-
cerned with trying to correct all the
ills they see in the U.S. economic sys-
tem and even our broader society.

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — SENATE

So it is not just about environment.
Here is a list of the grievances they
want to attack in the name of an envi-
ronmentally sustainable economy: life
expectancy, wage stagnation, economic
mobility, income inequality, systemic
injustices, the oppression of indigenous
people, the unhoused, and the list goes
on and on and on. Just in case I might
be taken as a person who doesn’t care
about all of those things I just listed—
in other words, don’t get me wrong;
these are important issues that deserve
our attention as a nation, but it is sim-
ply not realistic to believe that they
can all be solved through a plan that
targets environmental sustainability.

Of course, since no crisis should be
allowed to go to waste, every aspect of
the progressive agenda must be imple-
mented to fend off the threat of cli-
mate change. According to an analysis
by the American Action Forum, a por-
tion of the so-called Green New Deal
plan focuses on eliminating carbon
emissions. That program, by itself,
would cost between $8.3 and $12.3 tril-
lion. Of course, that is assuming it is
followed up with actual legislation
that attempts to implement the goals
it lays out, and I have pointed out that
all of that legislation is not being
brought forward.

Those figures account for only a frac-
tion of the Green New Deal’s cost. The
portion of the progressive economic
agenda that includes enacting uni-
versal healthcare, free college tuition,
a Federal jobs guarantee program, and
much more is estimated to cost some-
where between $43 and $81 trillion. So
that would put the total cost of the
Green New Deal at somewhere between
$51 and $93 trillion over the first 10
years.

Now, $93 trillion—that is kind of hard
to imagine. Can you imagine that?
That is more money than the U.S. Gov-
ernment has spent in its entire 230-year
history. How would we even go about
paying for it?

Several Democrats have floated ideas
or introduced bills that have gone
along the lines of taxing the wealthy.
That, I assume, may make up some of
their possibilities. Earlier this year,
the House author of the Green New
Deal suggested imposing tax rates of 70
percent or more on earnings over $10
million. Here in the Senate, Senator
WARREN has proposed an annual wealth
tax of 2 percent on assets of $60 million
and 3 percent on assets of over $1 bil-
lion. Not to be outdone, Senator SAND-
ERS has introduced legislation to su-
percharge the death tax with rates as
high as 77 percent of estates exceeding
$1 billion. More recently, Representa-
tive DEFAZIO reintroduced his proposal
to tax securities transactions.

Think about this. Even if we assume
that these proposals would not have
detrimental economic or behavioral ef-
fects—and we all know they would—
these taxes would not come anywhere
close to covering the price tag of the
Green New Deal. The Washington Post
reported that a 70-percent tax rate on
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incomes over $10 million could theo-
retically raise $720 billion over 10
years. Senator WARREN’S own esti-
mates suggest her annual wealth tax
proposal could raise as much as $2.75
trillion in a decade. According to Sen-
ator SANDERS, his death tax proposal
would raise $315 billion over a decade.
Congressman DEFAZIO’s transaction
tax is estimated to bring in $777 billion.
So adding up all that, even under the
rosiest assumptions, these Senators’
proposals combined would only cover
between 5 and 10 percent of the Green
New Deal’s cost.

The fact is, there are not enough mil-
lionaires and billionaires in the United
States to cover the price tag, so even-
tually they start taxing the middle
class. These socialist ideas remind me
of former United Kingdom Prime Min-
ister Margaret Thatcher’s wise obser-
vation that ‘‘the trouble with socialism
is that eventually you run out of other
people’s money.”’

Many of the Green New Deal backers
appear to realize this and have even
suggested that offsetting its cost is un-
necessary. According to these authors
of the Green New Deal, it can be paid
for simply by printing more money.
Yes, you heard me right—printing
more money. Their solution is the
same as what has been tried by every
bankrupt third world country around
the world—just crank up the printing
presses.

The poster child for this fantasy in
the world today, at least, is Venezuela,
a country rich with great economic vi-
tality in the 1970s—probably even ear-
lier than the 1970s—but that economy
has been driven into the ground by so-
cialist policies, financed in large meas-
ure by churning out currency, leading
to multimillion percent inflation rates.

Now that Senators have had an op-
portunity to go on record in support or
opposition to the resolution, I hope the
nonsense that is the Green New Deal
will be put to rest. Hopefully, we can
all now rally around sensible, proven
policy to secure our energy independ-
ence and to improve the environment.
From my point of view, that is the
United States continuing on the suc-
cess we have already had but standing
as an example for China, India, Indo-
nesia, Brazil, and other countries.

Affordable, clean energy is key to
moving the United States forward. A
good starting point would be to enact
tax extenders legislation that I intro-
duced last month with Ranking Mem-
ber WYDEN. This legislation would ex-
tend nearly a dozen separate practical
and proven incentives for renewable en-
ergy and energy efficiency. Investing in
alternative forms of clean energy is
good for the environment, good for na-
tional security and energy independ-
ence, and good for job creation, par-
ticularly in rural America. It is good
for economic development and surely
good for the taxpayers, and it is obvi-
ously good for attacking climate
change.

I yield the floor.
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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. PERDUE. Madam 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. 268

Mr. PERDUE. Madam President, I
rise tonight to talk about something
we don’t see very often in this body.
We saw a bipartisan effort today to
move to regular order, to actually put
a bill on this floor, to debate its mer-
its, to make amendments to it, and to
try to find a compromise position to do
the right thing for the people across
many States in our country that have
been devastated by untoward disasters
just in this last year.

As many of us know all too well, our
country suffered a series of unprece-
dented natural disasters over the last
year. Actually, it is a trend that has
gone on over the last couple of years.
We have had a series of unprecedented
disasters.

In July, August, and November 2018
alone, wildfires in California displaced
hundreds and even thousands of people
and destroyed thousands of homes in a
very short period of time. These fires
were the deadliest and most destruc-
tive in California history.

In August 2018, Hurricane Lane
dropped 52 inches of rain over 5 days,
causing heavy flooding and mudslides.
It ranks as the second wettest tropical
cyclone in U.S. history, behind Hurri-
cane Harvey in 2017.

In September of 2018, Hurricane Flor-
ence caused catastrophic damage in
North and South Carolina. It flooded
homes, schools, and businesses. A week
after the hurricane, major highways
were still underwater.

In November 2018, a 7.0 magnitude
earthquake hit Alaska and damaged
highways and buildings and displaced
hundreds, if not thousands, of individ-
uals.

Earlier this year, an EF-4 tornado
flattened Lee County, AL, and took 23
lives, including 3 children, and injured
hundreds of others.

Today, our friends in the Midwest are
suffering from devastating flooding.
Roads have been washed away, fields
look like lakes, and many cattle have
been drowned. As a matter of fact, this
flood happened just at the wrong
time—during calving—and we know
that thousands of calves have been
lost.

My home State of Georgia has not
been immune and is indeed at this mo-
ment reeling from a natural disaster as
well.

On October 10, 2018, Hurricane Mi-
chael made landfall on the Florida
Panhandle with a category 4 hurricane.
It was one of the strongest storms to
ever hit the United States. Over the
next few hours, Hurricane Michael bar-
reled through Florida, tore through
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southwest Georgia, and moved on to
North Carolina and South Carolina,
doing immense damage. In a matter of
hours, homes were flattened, tracts of
timber destroyed, crops were ruined,
and people’s lives were radically
changed forever. This hurricane hit ex-
actly at a time when most crops were
ready to be harvested. Cotton, peanuts,
pecans, timber—it was devastating.
Nothing was spared.

Today, agriculture is Georgia’s top
industry and our No. 1 economic driver.
Before the hurricane, farmers in my
State were expecting a record harvest
in many commodity categories. In-
stead, just at the time when harvesting
was starting, Hurricane Michael hit,
and crops were completely destroyed
across most of our State.

Our farmers are resilient, however.
They have weathered droughts before
and low-yield harvests and poor farm
economies. They suffered through sev-
eral years of low commodity prices as
well. But they never ever faced any-
thing quite 1like this before. The
strength and magnitude of this hurri-
cane indeed was unprecedented.

Shortly after the hurricane hit,
President Trump, Vice President
PENCE, and the Secretary of Agri-
culture all came down to Georgia with
Senator ISAKSON and me to view the
damage. Together, we toured the State,
saw the devastation, and heard directly
from farmers about the tough road to
recovery. It was interesting that these
farmers were not asking for anything;
they were actually praying for their
brethren in other parts of the country
who were also being ravaged by these
disasters.

The scene we saw that day is some-
thing I personally will never forget. We
visited one of the largest pecan farms
in the world—-certainly in Georgia—
and saw the damage in their fields. At
this one farm alone, these two brothers
who started from nothing had 800 acres
of beautiful pecan trees. These matur-
ing pecan trees were completely up-
rooted at the very time when the heavy
harvest was sitting right there on the
trees. In fact, when I was there, you
couldn’t walk on the ground; it was
just a solid carpet of pecans on the
ground, literally ruined.

Crop insurance will help with this
yvear’s losses somewhat, but agriculture
insurance only covers part of the loss.
What it won’t cover are the trees that
were damaged, particularly in this 800-
acre tract that we personally saw with
the Vice President.

Here, there is no insurance. Today in
the agriculture industry, there is no
way to insure this machine called a
pecan tree that produces pecans. You
can insure part of the crop, but you
can’t insure the trees. It takes about 10
years—some varieties, a little less, but
about 10 years to start getting a crop
from those new trees. So you can see
for them that this is truly a genera-
tional loss.

When they saw the devastation, the
Trump administration told Georgia
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farmers and other farmers around the
Southeast from this particular hurri-
cane that they would have their backs,
and they have moved to do just that.

President Trump said: ‘‘Farmers
really got hurt, especially in Georgia,
but we’re going to get it taken care
of.” Vice President PENCE said: ‘“We
will rebuild these crops and these com-
munities. We will restore southwest
Georgia. We will restore the Sunbelt
region bigger and better than ever be-
fore.” They have acted consistently
since October of last year.

The State of Georgia immediately
stepped up and offered tax credits,
short-term financing, bridge loans, and
other forms of direct assistance to
those impacted. The Federal Govern-
ment has been a little slower to act. It
has been 5 months since Hurricane Mi-
chael ravaged the Southeast, and this
Congress has done very little to help
people who are barely hanging on right
now. That is shameful. It is time to do
something about it. This aid should
have been funded as soon as we had an
estimate of the damage, which was
really a mere few weeks after the hur-
ricane came through in October. In-
stead, disaster aid got caught up in a
partisan spending battle here in the
Senate, and in typical Washington
fashion, Congress kicked the can down
the road.

It is totally unacceptable that Wash-
ington’s intransigence continues to
threaten the livelihood of the very peo-
ple who sent us here to represent them.
If we don’t help these people right now,
they may lose their businesses, their
farms, their livelihoods, and, in some
cases, their families through no fault
of their own. That is the reality we are
facing here.

Every night, farmers in my State get
on their knees and pray that help will
soon come. They pray their lenders will
show compassion when their bridge
loans are maturing, as they are, lit-
erally, today. They pray they will not
g0 bankrupt. They pray they will be
able to provide for their families. And
yes, they are praying for other people
around the country who have been dev-
astated just like they have.

Senator JOHNNY ISAKSON has been a
workhorse in this entire effort. He and
I, along with several other Senators
from southeastern States, have intro-
duced this stand-alone supplemental
disaster relief bill that we just had a
vote on merely an hour ago. This bill
passed the motion to proceed 90 to 10.
I am very proud to be a Member to-
night of a body that has agreed to put
this on the floor and to do what the
Senate is supposed to do, and that is to
debate a bill, amend it, and then vote
on its passage.

This particular bill, among other
things, for States like California and
other parts of the country, includes $3
billion for agriculture. This is specifi-
cally disaster relief for our farmers and
ranchers around the country. These
funds are for States like Georgia, Flor-
ida, Alabama, the Carolinas—that is
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North Carolina and South Carolina—
Alaska, Hawaii, California, Iowa, Ne-
braska, Missouri, and Kansas, which
are all battling natural disasters right
now and over the past year.

I would also add that our colleagues
from the upper Midwest have really
moved very quickly and have been very
reasonable so that we can include in
the language here flexibility to make
sure their needs are met, as well.

I also want to take a moment to
thank our colleagues here for being
very reasonable about needs in other
parts of our country.

I really think that what the Presi-
dent has done with Puerto Rico needs
to be called out. The Trump adminis-
tration has been resolute in their sup-
port of the people in Puerto Rico after
Hurricane Maria and Hurricane Irma
hit the island. To date, $40 billion has
already been allocated, and another 50
is potentially going their way—depend-
ing on how things happen in the next 5
years or so—to help Puerto Rico re-
cover from recent hurricanes. That is a
potential of over $90 billion.

To ensure Puerto Rico continues to
have the resource it needs to recover,
this disaster relief bill includes $600
million in additional nutritional as-
sistance for the most vulnerable fami-
lies in Puerto Rico since that relief,
that aid, actually runs out this week.

Some Members of this body argue we
should allocate more funding for Puer-
to Rico. I would remind them that this
is the same level of funding that they
have previously supported. In addition,
Puerto Rico’s own representative in
Congress, JENNIFFER GONZALEZ-COLON,
supports our bill. She said this ‘‘bill
puts my constituents one step closer to
receiving the assistance they need to
continue the long path toward recov-
ery, and I look forward to its swift pas-
sage.”’

This bipartisan disaster relief pack-
age is a win for our farmers. It is a win
for families and businesses who were
devastated by historical hurricanes in
the Southeast and wildfires in the
West. It is a win for the people in Puer-
to Rico, whom the President has pre-
viously helped.

Every day we continue debating this
issue is a day that people across the
country face crippling uncertainty.
Today, I call on each of us to put our
individual political interests aside and
do the right thing for these people who
are depending on us right now. Time is
of the essence. People back home are
counting on us to get this done.

In conclusion, this discussion re-
minds us of a bigger issue. The funding
we are debating here today is, by defi-
nition, borrowed money. Because of
Washington’s intransigence over the
last 4 years and its inability to get its
financial House in order over the last
few decades, coupled with this debt cri-
sis we have today, we are losing the
ability to do the right thing, whether
it is medical research, infrastructure,
education, or responding to national
disasters. Moving forward, we will not
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be able to continue dealing with these
emergencies and crises if we don’t have
a functioning Federal Government that
can pay its bills and keep its financial
house in order. Today I ask each of my
colleagues here for their individual
support on this disaster relief package.

I also ask that going forward we have
a serious debate about tackling this
debt crisis and responsively funding
the Federal Government on time every
year so we can help the American peo-
ple when they are counting on us the
most.

I yield the floor.

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. PERDUE. Madam President, I
ask unanimous consent that the order
for the quorum call be rescinded

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

—————

LEGISLATIVE SESSION

MORNING BUSINESS

Mr. PERDUE. Madam President, I
ask unanimous consent that the Sen-
ate proceed to legislative session for a
period of morning business, with Sen-
ators permitted to speak for up to 10
minutes each.

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

———

ARMS SALES NOTIFICATION

Mr. RISCH. Madam President, sec-
tion 36(b) of the Arms Export Control
Act requires that Congress receive
prior notification of certain proposed
arms sales as defined by that statute.
Upon such notification, the Congress
has 30 calendar days during which the
sale may be reviewed. The provision
stipulates that, in the Senate, the noti-
fication of proposed sales shall be sent
to the chairman of the Senate Foreign
Relations Committee.

In keeping with the committee’s in-
tention to see that relevant informa-
tion is available to the full Senate, I
ask unanimous consent to have printed
in the RECORD the notifications which
have been received. If the cover letter
references a classified annex, then such
annex is available to all Senators in
the office of the Foreign Relations
Committee, room SD-423.

There being no objection, the mate-
rial was ordered to be printed in the
RECORD, as follows:

DEFENSE SECURITY
COOPERATION AGENCY,
Arlington, VA.
Hon. JAMES E. RISCH,
Chairman, Committee on Foreign Relations,
U.S. Senate, Washington, DC.

DEAR MR. CHAIRMAN: Pursuant to the re-
porting requirements of Section 36(b)(1) of
the Arms Export Control Act, as amended,
we are forwarding herewith Transmittal No.
19-09 concerning the Air Force’s proposed
Letter(s) of Offer and Acceptance to the Gov-
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ernment of Morocco for defense articles and
services estimated to cost $3.787 billion.
After this letter is delivered to your office,
we plan to issue a news release to notify the
public of this proposed sale.
Sincerely,
CHARLES W. HOOPER,
Lieutenant General, USA, Director.
Enclosures.
TRANSMITTAL NO. 19-09

Notice of Proposed Issuance of Letter of
Offer Pursuant to Section 36(b)(1) of the
Arms Export Control Act, as amended

(i) Prospective Purchaser: Kingdom of Mo-
rocco.

(ii) Total Estimated Value:

Major Defense Equipment* $2.987 billion.

Other $ .800 billion.

Total $3.787 billion.

(iii) Description and Quantity or Quan-
tities of Articles or Services under Consider-
ation for Purchase:

Major Defense Equipment (MDE):

Twenty-five (25) F-16C/D Block 72 Aircraft.

Twenty-nine (29) Engines (Pratt & Whitney
F100-229 (includes 4 spares).

Twenty-six (26) APG-83 Active Electroni-
cally Scanned Array (AESA) Radars (in-
cludes 1 spare).

Twenty-six (26) Modular Mission Com-
puters (includes 1 spare).

Twenty-six (26) Link-16 Multifunctional
Information Distribution Systems—JTRS
(MIDS-JTRS) with TACAN and ESHI Termi-
nals (includes 1 spare).

Twenty-six (26) LN260 Embedded Global
Navigation Systems (EGI) (includes 1 spare).

Forty (40) Joint Helmet Mounted Cueing
Systems (JHMCS) (includes 5 spares).

Twenty-six (26) Improved Programmable
Display Generators (iPDG) (includes 1 spare).

Thirty (30) M61 Al Vulcan 20mm Guns (in-
cludes 5 spares).

Fifty (50) LAU-129 Multi-Purpose Launch-
ers.

Forty (40) AIM-120C-7 Advanced Medium
Range Air-to-Air Missiles (AMRAAM).

Forty (40) AIM-120C-7 Guidance Sections.

Three (3) GBU-38/64 JDAM Tail Kits.

Fifty (50) MXU-650 Air Foil Group, GBU-49.

Fifty (560) MAU-210 Enhanced Computer
Control Group (CCG), GBU-49,-50.

Thirty-six (36) FMU-139 D/B Fuzes.

Six (6) FMU-139 D/B (D-1) Inert Fuzes.

Two (2) GBU-39 (T-1) GTVs.

Sixty (60) GBU-39/B Small Diameter Bombs
(SDB D).

Ten (10) MAU-I 69L/B Computer Control
Group, GBU-10,-12,-16.

Ten (10) MXU-650C/B Air Foil Group, GBU-
12.

Twelve (12) MK82 Bombs, Filled Inert.

Four (4) BLU-109 Practice Bombs.

Ten (10) MAU-169 CCG (D-2).

Twenty-six (26) AN/AAQ-33 Sniper Pods.

Non-MDE: Also included are twenty-six
(26) AN/ALQ-213 EW Management Systems;
twenty-six (26) Advanced Identification
Friend/Foe; Secure Communications, Cryp-
tographic Precision Navigation Equipment;
one (1) Joint Mission Planning System;
twenty-six (26) AN/ALQ-211 AIDEWS; six (6)
DB-110 Advanced Reconnaissance Systems;
communications equipment; spares and re-
pair parts; support equipment; personnel
training and training equipment; publica-
tions and technical documentation; support
and test equipment, simulators; integration
and test; U.S. Government and contractor
engineering, technical and logistical support
services; and other related elements of logis-
tics and program support.

(iv) Military Department: Air Force (MO-
D-SAH).

(v) Prior Related Cases, if any: MO-D-SAY.

(vi) Sales Commission, Fee, etc., Paid, Of-
fered, or Agreed to be Paid: None.
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