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should be most focused on this critical
issue, was not even able to have a hear-
ing with Mr. Hartogensis in order to
dive into this crisis more deeply. So,
given my doubts about his credentials
for this position and my frustration
with this nomination process, I will be
voting against this nomination.

Unfortunately, Mr. Hartogensis is
just one example of a broader effort by
the Republicans to play political
games with the nomination process in
ways that, ultimately, harm workers
and families nationwide.

NOMINATIONS

Madam President, I remain deeply
disturbed by the Republicans’ contin-
ued partisanship, particularly their ob-
struction of highly qualified Demo-
cratic nominees for the Equal Employ-
ment Opportunity Commission and the
National Labor Relations Board.

It has been a longstanding practice
to respect the minority party’s selec-
tion of nominees and to move majority
and minority nominees together to
independent Agencies. Yet my col-
leagues across the aisle have jammed
through Republican nominees to the
NLRB and have hampered the EEOC’s
work by allowing one Republican Sen-
ator to essentially veto the Democratic
nominee to the Agency, effectively
tilting the playing field even more in
favor of corporations and against work-
ers’ rights.

In this moment, as so many brave
women and men have come forward to
share their stories of workplace harass-
ment and brought this issue to the
forefront and as the Trump administra-
tion continues to undermine workers’
rights to organize and collectively bar-
gain for higher wages and better work-
ing conditions, the EEOC and the
NLRB have very critical roles to play
in protecting workers’ rights. They
have to be able to function fully and
with balanced voices. I am going to
keep fighting for workers across the
country and keep pushing to get Demo-
cratic nominees confirmed to this
Commission and this Board.

NOMINATION OF J. CAMPBELL BARKER

Madam President, the Republicans’
nomination antics, of course, go far be-
yond those important Agencies. The
Republicans are also continuing to
work with President Trump to veer our
courts far right by stacking them with
ideological judges, especially when it
comes to women’s health and reproduc-
tive rights, which brings me to another
nominee before us whom I strongly op-
pose—Mr. John Campbell Barker. As
we have seen with Justice Kavanaugh
and with so many other nominees,
President Trump is seizing every op-
portunity he gets to appoint judges
who will be willing to chip away at the
right to safe, legal abortion. Unfortu-
nately, Mr. Barker fits that pattern to
a tee.

As deputy solicitor general of Texas,
in the Whole Woman’s Health case, he
defended a law that imposed medically
unnecessary requirements on physi-
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cians and clinics that were meant to
make it harder for women to access
safe, legal care. He has also made it
clear that he believes employers should
be able to decide whether the women
who work for them can get birth con-
trol through their insurance coverage.
These alarming positions are just a few
of the reasons I oppose Mr. Barker’s
nomination. I urge my colleagues to do
the same.

The Republicans may be determined
to continue their crusade of tipping the
judiciary against women’s health and
reproductive rights, but they should
know that the Democrats and women
and men across the country are just as
determined to stand up, call them out,
and fight back.

I yield the floor.

I suggest the absence of a quorum.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
clerk will call the roll.

The bill clerk proceeded to call the
roll.

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

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. CAS-
SIDY). Without objection, it is so or-
dered.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under
the previous order, all postcloture time
has expired.

The question is, Will the Senate ad-
vise and consent to the Hartogensis
nomination?

Mr. GRASSLEY. I ask for the yeas
and nays.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there a
sufficient second?

Mr. GRASSLEY. Yes, there is.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. There
appears to be a sufficient second.

The clerk will call the roll.

The legislative clerk called the roll.

Mr. DURBIN. I announce that the
Senator from California (Ms. HARRIS) is
necessarily absent.

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Ms.
MCSALLY). Are there any other Sen-
ators in the Chamber desiring to vote
or change their vote?

The result was announced—yeas 72,
nays 27, as follows:

[Rollcall Vote No. 83 Ex.]

YEAS—T72
Alexander Enzi Murphy
Barrasso Ernst Paul
Bennet Feinstein Perdue
Blackburn Fischer Portman
Blumenthal Gardner Risch
Blunt Graham Roberts
Boozman Grassley Romney
Braun Hassan Rosen
Brown Hawley Rounds
Burr Hoeven Rubio
Cantwell Hyde-Smith Sasse
Capito Inhofe Scott (FL)
Carper Isakson Scott (SC)
Casey Johnson Shaheen
Cassidy Jones Shelby
Collins Kennedy Sinema
Cornyn King Sullivan
Cortez Masto Lankford Thune
Cotton Lee Tillis
Cramer Manchin Toomey
Crapo McConnell Warner
Cruz McSally Wicker
Daines Moran Wyden
Durbin Murkowski Young
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NAYS—27
Baldwin Klobuchar Schatz
Booker Leahy Schumer
Cardin Markey Smith
Coons Menendez Stabenow
Duckworth Merkley Tester
Gillibrand Murray Udall
Heinrich Peters Van Hollen
Hirono Reed Warren
Kaine Sanders Whitehouse

NOT VOTING—1
Harris

The nomination was confirmed.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under
the previous order, the motion to re-
consider is considered made and laid
upon the table, and the President will
be immediately notified of the Senate’s
action.

————

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 legislative 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 J. Campbell Barker, of Texas, to be
United States District Judge for the Eastern
District of Texas.

Mitch McConnell, Johnny Isakson, Roger
F. Wicker, John Boozman, John Cor-
nyn, Mike Crapo, Shelley Moore Cap-
ito, Pat Roberts, Roy Blunt, Deb Fisch-
er, David Perdue, Todd Young, John
Thune, Mike Rounds, Steve Daines,
John Hoeven, Thom Tillis.

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 J. Campbell Barker, of Texas, to be
United States District Judge for the
Eastern District of Texas, 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.

Mr. THUNE. The following Senator is
necessarily absent: the Senator from
West Virginia (Mrs. CAPITO).

Further, if present and voting, the
Senator from West Virginia (Mrs. CAP-
1TO) would have voted ‘‘yea.”

Mr. DURBIN. I announce that the
Senator from California (Ms. HARRIS) is
necessarily absent.

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

The yeas and nays resulted—yeas 52,
nays 46, as follows:

[Rollcall Vote No. 84 Ex.]

YEAS—52
Alexander Cornyn Gardner
Barrasso Cotton Graham
Blackburn Cramer Grassley
Blunt Crapo Hawley
Boozman Cruz Hoeven
Braun Daines Hyde-Smith
Burr Enzi Inhofe
Cassidy Ernst Isakson
Collins Fischer Johnson
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Kennedy Portman Shelby
Lankford Risch Sullivan
Lee Roberts Thune
McConnell Romney Tillis
McSally Rounds Toomey
Moran A Rubio Wicker
Murkowski Sasse Young
Paul Scott (FL)
Perdue Scott (SC)
NAYS—46
Baldwin Heinrich Sanders
Bennet Hirono Schatz
Blumenthal Jones Schumer
Booker Kaine Shaheen
Brown King Sinema
Cantwell Klobuchar Smith
Cardin Leahy Stabenow
Carper Manchin N
Casey Markey ?I?tel
all
Coons Menendez Van Hollen
Cortez Masto Merkley
Duckworth Murphy Warner
Durbin Murray Warren
Feinstein Peters Whitehouse
Gillibrand Reed Wyden
Hassan Rosen
NOT VOTING—2
Capito Harris

The PRESIDING OFFICER. On this
vote, the yeas are 52, the nays are 46.
The motion is agreed to.
———

EXECUTIVE CALENDAR

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
clerk will report the nomination.

The bill clerk read the nomination of
J. Campbell Barker, of Texas, to be
United States District Judge for the
Eastern District of Texas.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Louisiana.

CLIMATE CHANGE

Mr. CASSIDY. Madam President, I
am joined on the floor by my colleague
Senator SHELDON WHITEHOUSE, who has
recently visited coastal Louisiana and
will share his observations following
my remarks. He will speak objectively
about that which we in Louisiana see
not only objectively but emotionally.

We see our coastline melting away,
and with the loss of that coastline, in-
creasing vwvulnerability to hurricanes
coming off the gulf, as well as a loss of
villages, beautiful oak trees as salinity
kills their roots, whole communities,
and ways of life. I shall elaborate be-
cause Louisiana’s coastal erosion im-
pacts local businesses, communities,
and I would say even our entire Nation.

Some of the Nation’s most important
trade, energy, and commercial fishing
assets are associated with South Lou-
isiana. Now, every Senator gets up and
is proud of his or her State, and they
will make statements such as that, but
these statements are objectively true.

By tonnage, 5 of the 25 largest ports
in the country are located in South
Louisiana and along the Mississippi
River. Twenty percent of the Nation’s
waterborne commerce moves through
Louisiana. Approximately, 11,000 ves-
sels use the lower Mississippi annually.
If you think of a map of our country,
from Wyoming to Pennsylvania, that is
the territory of our country drained by
the Mississippi and its tributaries. If
you are shipping goods from Ohio to
South America, most likely you are
sending it down the Mississippi. The

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — SENATE

prosperity of the farmer along the Mis-
souri River can depend upon the navi-
gation of the lower Mississippi. It is
truly a nation-impacting resource, but
coastal erosion threatens the flow of
commerce that is essential and vital to
all of these areas.

Approximately, 20 percent of the Na-
tion’s o0il supply originates off the
coast of Louisiana, and countless oil-
field service companies are located in
South Louisiana to process that en-
ergy. Companies like Cheniere, Tellu-
rian, Sempra, and others are investing
billions in liquefied natural gas facili-
ties, demonstrating the value of the
United States but of Louisiana, in par-
ticular, in the global LNG market.

By the way, the workers who work in
these rigs or work in these industries
may live in Louisiana, but sometimes
they will live far inland. I saw a map
where somebody commuted from Mon-
tana, coming down by airplane, work-
ing for a month, and then going back
to Montana. So the folks who work in
our energy industry may come from
any part of our country. Coastal ero-
sion puts this energy infrastructure in
jeopardy, threatening our Nation’s en-
ergy security.

Louisiana has the largest commercial
fishing industry in the lower 48, har-
vesting and selling shrimp, crawfish,
crabs, and oysters to restaurants and
grocery stores around the country.
Coastal erosion puts this industry and
the livelihoods of the workers who de-
pend upon it in jeopardy.

For these reasons, among many
more, I fight in Congress to protect the
Louisiana coastline. Senator WHITE-
HOUSE frequently has a floor chart
when speaking on the environmental
issues and says: ‘“‘Time to wake up.”
Everyone in Louisiana is very awak-
ened to this crisis.

Our State has developed its Coastal
Master Plan to help restore and main-
tain our coast. I think Senator WHITE-
HOUSE will refer to that. We may not be
able to save every parcel of land, but it
is imperative that we work to protect
the vulnerable marshland, as we can,
and, in turn, the businesses and com-
munities from the effects that we see
today.

By the way, oftentimes we only hear
about industry and environmental or-
ganizations attacking one another, but
in Louisiana, we found that without
one, the other cannot survive. We have
found that the environmentalists and
the energy industry have a way to co-
exist and to work for the betterment of
the other. One example is that the
State receives revenues from offshore
energy production and other grant pro-
grams to protect and restore our coast-
line. Louisiana’s constitution man-
dates that these dollars go to coastal
restoration, creating a unique partner-
ship where the royalty payments from
the energy industry fund the environ-
mental restoration upon which my
State’s future depends.

Projects funded with this revenue in-
clude the Mid-Barataria and Mid-Bret-
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on diversion projects, designed to di-
rect more sediment from the Mis-
sissippi River to rebuild marshland lost
due to coastal erosion, in part because
the Mississippi River was previously
leveed. Other projects seek to protect
vulnerable marshland from further
losses by controlling saltwater intru-
sion in the Houma Navigation Canal or
the Calcasieu River ship channel. How-
ever, more needs to be done to protect
Louisiana’s coastline and the impact
upon the United States’ economic and
energy security.

In a previous Congress, I introduced
legislation in the House and now in the
Senate to amend the Gulf of Mexico
Energy Security Act to provide more
offshore energy revenue to energy-pro-
ducing States in the gulf to fund coast-
al restoration and other environmental
protection projects. Most recently, in
the Tax Cuts and Jobs Act bill and in
another bill, there was an increase to
the current cap on GOMESA dollars for
fiscal years 2020 and 2021. I am cur-
rently working on another version of
revenue-sharing legislation for the Gulf
States, which I plan to introduce later
this spring.

As part of that effort, working with
Senator WHITEHOUSE’s staff, we have
been working on legislation to create a
revenue-sharing program with the Fed-
eral and State governments for off-
shore wind to fund coastal resiliency
efforts, an issue important to us and
probably about 80 percent of America’s
population that I roughly judge lives
within 100 miles of the coastline.

I look forward to working with Sen-
ator WHITEHOUSE and other colleagues
to ensure that the coastal restoration
needs important to Louisiana and to
the United States are met. Again, I so
appreciate Senator WHITEHOUSE’S com-
ing to visit and learn more about
coastal Louisiana. I look forward to
working with him on our mutual inter-
ests to protect our environment and
our communities.

I yield the floor.

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

Mr. WHITEHOUSE. Madam Presi-
dent, I am very grateful to be joined by
the senior Senator from Louisiana on
the floor today. I think this is about
240 in my series of ‘“Time to Wake Up”’
speeches, and this is the first time we
have a bipartisan presentation on the
floor, which is significant to me.

I had the great pleasure of visiting
Louisiana last month to see firsthand
how a combination of decreased sedi-
mentation, erosion, subsidence, habitat
degradation, and rising seas are threat-
ening Louisiana’s coastline. I was
joined by Congressman GARRET
GRAVES, former Louisiana Coastal Pro-
tection and Restoration Authority
chairman, and I thank the Congress-
man for sharing his time and expertise
of Louisiana’s coastal issues. I have
also enjoyed working with Louisiana’s
junior Senator on coastal resiliency ef-
forts, and I look forward to continuing
that work.
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