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Mr. GRASSLEY. Madam President, I
ask unanimous consent that the com-
mittee-reported amendment be agreed
to and the bill, as amended, be consid-
ered read a third time.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there
objection?

Without objection, it is so ordered.

The committee-reported amendment
was agreed to.

The bill was ordered to be engrossed
for a third reading and was read the
third time.

Mr. GRASSLEY. Madam President, I
know of no further debate on the bill,
as amended.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there
further debate?

Hearing none, the bill having been
read the third time, the question is,
Shall the bill pass?

The bill (S. 1208), as amended, was
passed as follows:

(The bill (S. 1208) is printed in the
RECORD of Monday, May 20, 2019.)

Mr. GRASSLEY. Madam President, I
ask unanimous consent that the mo-
tion to reconsider be considered made
and laid upon the table.

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

Mr. GRASSLEY. I yield the floor.

RECOGNITION OF THE MAJORITY
LEADER

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ma-
jority leader is recognized.

NOMINATIONS

Mr. McCONNELL. Madam President,
yesterday the Senate voted to confirm
Kenneth Lee of California to serve as a
U.S. circuit court judge for the Ninth
Circuit. Yet another well-qualified
nominee will now bring impressive
legal experience and fine academic cre-
dentials to the job of upholding the
rule of law as a Federal judge.

Mr. Lee is far from the only nominee
to an important position whom the
Senate confirmed this week.

On Tuesday we confirmed Michael
Truncale of Texas to the Federal bench
in the Eastern District of Texas, and
today we will consider three more of
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the President’s abundantly qualified
picks to fill vacancies in the executive
branch and in the judiciary.

First, we will vote on Wendy Vitter
of Louisiana, who has been nominated
to be a U.S. district court judge for the
Bastern District of Louisiana. Ms.
Vitter’s impressive legal career in-
cludes experience in private practice
and a decade in the Orleans Parish Dis-
trict Attorney’s Office, where she han-
dled more than 100 felony jury trials.
Ms. Vitter has been favorably reported
twice by our colleagues on the Judici-
ary Committee. I would urge every one
of our colleagues to vote to confirm her
today.

Following the Vitter nomination, we
will turn to Brian Bulatao, nominated
to serve as Under Secretary of State
for Management. As I have mentioned,
the job description is essentially that
of chief operating officer at the State
Department, ensuring that tens of
thousands of diplomats, civil servants,
and staff are provided for and a host of
important missions around the world
can actually be carried out.

Fortunately, we have a strong nomi-
nee who is up to the task. Mr. Bulatao
is a graduate of West Point and Har-
vard Business School. After service in
the Army, he founded a business and
worked in financial management be-
fore entering public service as chief op-
erating officer at the CIA.

In Chairman RISCH’s assessment, he
is ‘“‘eminently qualified.” Our col-
leagues on the Foreign Relations Com-
mittee certainly agree, having favor-
ably reported his nomination with no
opposition.

It has been 11 long months since the
Senate first received his nomination—
11 months. I am glad that today we will
finally be able to put partisan delay be-
hind us and get the nominee confirmed.

Finally, the Senate will vote today
on the nomination of Jeffrey Rosen to
serve as Deputy Attorney General. As I
have discussed earlier in the week, the
President has chosen a nominee with a
rock-solid legal reputation who served
with distinction as the Deputy Sec-
retary of Transportation and who
would be a clear asset to the Depart-
ment of Justice and to the Nation in
this new capacity.
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So I would urge my colleagues to join
me in voting to confirm each of these
three well-qualified nominees for Fed-
eral service.

ECONOMIC GROWTH

Mr. MCCONNELL. Madam President,
on another matter, this week I have
been discussing the stark contrast be-
tween the remarkable opportunity
economy that Republican policies have
helped to unlock for the middle class
and my Democratic colleagues’ hard
turn toward far-left ideas that would
stifle all the progress. Our colleagues
across the aisle, particularly over in
the House, have given top billing to the
legislation that would end Medicare as
seniors know it, eliminate every pri-
vate healthcare plan American families
have chosen to meet their needs, and
replace all of it—all of it—with a one-
size-fits-all, government-run insurance
system while piling heavy taxes on the
middle class. And, of course, they have
touted a proposal to drop an anvil—an
anvil—on a high-speed U.S. economy
and shove a host of new Federal rules
between American citizens and their
everyday life choices—all in the name
of going ‘‘green.”

Now, most of my colleagues across
the aisle know full well what would
happen if the supposed Green New Deal
actually became reality. They know
what winding down our affordable
forms of domestic energy and the mil-
lions of jobs that support their produc-
tion would do to a U.S. economy that
is currently firing on all cylinders.
They know what turning families’ own
choices about where to live, what to
drive, and how to make a living into
Washington, DC’s official business
would mean for the historic levels of
job opportunities and the wage growth
that we have seen over the past 2 years.
All of that would come to a screeching
halt.

Remember, our Democratic col-
leagues tried to claim this outlandish
proposal—this truly outlandish pro-
posal—was just a conversation starter
from the farthest left fringes. But,
then, push came to shove. Then, the
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S. 1208
Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives
of the United States of America in Congress assembled,
SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE.
This Act may be cited as the ``Strengthening the Department of Homeland Security Secure Mail Initiative Act''.
SEC. 2. DEFINITIONS.
In this Act-- 
(1) the terms ``Hold for Pickup service'' and ``Signature Confirmation service'' mean the services described in sections 507.3.0 and 503.8.1.1.a, respectively, of the Domestic Mail Manual (or any successor services); (2) the term ``Immigration Examinations Fee Account'' means the account established under section 286(m) of the Immigration and Nationality Act (8 U.S.C. 1356(m));
(3) the term ``Postal Service'' means the United States Postal Service; and (4) the term ``Secretary'' means the Secretary of Homeland Security.
SEC. 3. OFFERING HOLD FOR PICKUP AND SIGNATURE CONFIRMATION SERVICES
UNDER THE SECURE MAIL INITIATIVE.
(a) IN GENERAL.--Beginning not later than 1 year after the date of enactment of this Act, the Secretary shall provide for an option under the Secure Mail Initiative (or any successor program) under which a person to  whom a document is sent under that initiative may elect, except as provided in subsection (e), to have the Postal Service use the Hold for Pickup service or the Signature Confirmation service in delivering the document.
(b) FEE.--
(1) IN GENERAL.--The Secretary, in accordance with section 286(m) of the Immigration and Nationality Act (8 U.S.C. 1356(m)), shall require the payment of a fee from a person electing a service under subsection (a), which shall be set at a level that ensures recovery of-- 
(A) the full costs of providing all such services;
And (B) any additional costs associated with the administration of the fees collected. 
(2) ALLOCATION OF FUNDS.--Of the fees collected under paragraph (1), the Secretary shall--
(A) deposit as offsetting receipts into the Immigration Examinations Fee Account the portion representing--
(i) the cost to the Secretary of providing the services under subsection (a); and (ii) any additional costs associated with the administration of the fees collected; and
(B) transfer to the Postal Service the portion representing the cost to the Postal Service of providing the services under subsection (a).
(c) REGULATIONS.--The Postal Service may promulgate regulations that-- 
(1) subject to paragraph (2), minimize the cost of providing the services under subsection
(a); and (2) do not require the Postal Service to incur additional expenses that are not recoverable under subsection (b).
(d) NOTICE OF CHANGES.--The Postal Service shall notify the Secretary of any changes to the Hold for Pickup service or the Signature Confirmation service.
(e) USE OF PRIVATE CARRIER.--
(1) IN GENERAL.--If the Secretary determines that a private carrier that offers substantially similar services to the Hold for Pickup and Signature Confirmation services would provide better service and value than the Postal Service provides under subsection  (a), the Secretary may, in accordance with paragraph (2) of this subsection-- 
(A) discontinue use of the services of the Postal Service under subsection (a); and (B) enter into a contract with the private carrier under which a person to whom a document is sent under the Secure Mail Initiative (or any successor program) may elect to have the private carrier use one of the substantially similar services in delivering the document.
(2) REQUIREMENTS.--The Secretary may not exercise the authority under paragraph (1) unless the Secretary-- (A) determines, and notifies the Postal Service, that the private carrier offers services that are substantially similar to the Hold for Pickup and Signature Confirmation services; (B) provides for an option under the Secure Mail Initiative (or any successor program) under which a person to whom a document is sent under that initiative may elect a service under paragraph (1)(B); (C) requires the payment of a fee from a person electing a service under paragraph (1)(B), which shall be set at a level that ensures recovery of-- 
(i) the full cost of contracting with the private carrier to provide all such services; and (ii) any additional costs associated with the administration of the fees collected; and
(D) deposits the fees collected under subparagraph (C) as offsetting receipts into the Immigration Examinations Fees Account.
SEC. 4. REPORT.
Not later than 2 years after the date of enactment of this Act, the Secretary shall submit to Congress a report that describes-- (1) the implementation of the requirements under section 3; (2) the fee imposed under subsection (b) or (e)(2)(C), as applicable, of section 3; and
(3) the number of times during the previous year that a person used a service under subsection (a) or (e)(1)(B) of section 3.
Mr. GRASSLEY. Madam President, I ask unanimous consent that the motio
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American people really saw the score
because we brought the thing up for a
vote. Right here on this floor we had
the vote, and only 4 out of 47 Senate
Democrats actually voted no. Only 4 of
the 47 voted against this plan to bring
our economy to a screeching halt.
Forty-three of our Democratic col-
leagues couldn’t bring themselves—
couldn’t bring themselves—to vote
even against this—not even as Repub-
lican policies, taking the exact oppo-
site approach, have helped the U.S. job
market to drive unemployment lower
than it has been in half a century—
lower than it has been in half a cen-
tury. They want to bring all of that to
a screeching halt—mot even as 19 dif-
ferent States have hit new record low
State unemployment rates in just the
year and a half since Republicans
passed comprehensive tax reform.

Well, I have good news for the Amer-
ican people. This Republican majority
is going to keep fighting for you. We
will not let these far-left dreams get in
the way of more progress for middle-
class families.

———

RESERVATION OF LEADER TIME

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under
the previous order, the leadership time
is reserved.

————

CONCLUSION OF MORNING
BUSINESS

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Morning
business is closed.

—————

EXECUTIVE SESSION

EXECUTIVE CALENDAR

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under
the previous order, the Senate will pro-
ceed to executive session to resume
consideration of the following nomina-
tion, which the clerk will report.

The senior assistant legislative clerk
read the nomination of Wendy Vitter,
of Louisiana, to be United States Dis-
trict Judge for the Eastern District of
Louisiana.

Mr. MCCONNELL. I suggest the ab-
sence of a quorum.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
clerk will call the roll.

The senior assistant legislative clerk
proceeded to call the roll.

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

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

NATIONAL POLICE WEEK

Mr. THUNE. Madam President, this
week 1is National Police Week—a
chance to reflect on the sacrifices of
our Nation’s police officers and to
thank them for everything they do on
our behalf.

Yesterday, I spoke on the floor about
Military Appreciation Month. Like
members of the military, police offi-
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cers are a special breed. They willingly
rush into danger and put their lives on
the line for the rest of us. That is not
a natural human instinct, to rush into
danger. Most of us are inclined to run
away from danger. But police officers
do the opposite. They not only stand
their ground in the face of danger; they
walk into the midst of it to protect the
rest of us.

A centerpiece of National Police
Week is Peace Officers Memorial Day,
which commemorates the sacrifices of
all of those who have given their lives
in the line of duty. Last year, more
than 100 police officers were killed in
the line of duty. It is a powerful re-
minder that being a police officer is a
dangerous job. USA TODAY reports
that 10 percent of police officers are as-
saulted every year—10 percent. Police
officers never know what they are
going to face when they respond to a
call, but they go in anyway.

Serving in law enforcement can take
a toll. Police officers—particularly
those who specialize in investigating
and responding to the worst crimes—
have to see a lot of evil on a daily
basis. It is yet another way they pro-
tect the rest of us. They face evil so
that we don’t have to. Yet, despite all
they do, they don’t line up to be
thanked. The police officers I meet
tend to minimize their contributions.
“I am just doing my job’ is a pretty
frequent refrain.

A lot of us don’t interact with the po-
lice very frequently. We don’t often see
the work they do to keep our towns
and our cities safe. But being in Con-
gress has given me a chance to interact
with police officers on a daily basis.
The U.S. Capitol Building and the con-
gressional office buildings, where 1
work, are protected by the men and
women of the U.S. Capitol Police. I see
them every day, manning security
checkpoints, directing traffic, standing
on guard outside in the blazing Sun or
the cold rain, responding to incidents,
and protecting dignitaries and visitors.
I know there is a lot they do that I
don’t see, too—the countless things
that go into keeping the Capitol Com-
plex and the thousands of people who
work and visit here safe from threats.

I was in the Longworth House Office
Building on September 11, 2001, when
the planes hit the Pentagon and the
Twin Towers. Once it became clear
that our Nation was, in fact, under at-
tack, the entire Capitol Complex was
evacuated. People were rushing, run-
ning out of the buildings. Do you know
who wasn’t running? The Capitol Po-
lice. They weren’t going anywhere
until they were sure that all of us had
gotten out.

Since I became whip, I have gotten to
know a number of the outstanding
plainclothes police officers who protect
Members of leadership. It was two
members of the Capitol Police security
detail who stepped into the line of fire
at the Republicans’ baseball practice
two summers ago and prevented a ter-
rible day from becoming much worse.
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Many Members of Congress are safe
today because of the actions of those
two police officers.

Here in the United States, we are
blessed with a peace and a safety that
is denied to many around the world. It
is important to remember that one of
the big reasons most of us are able to
live free from fear is because of the
countless police officers on duty
around our country. They are there 24
hours a day, 7 days a week, 365 days a
year, ready to step between us and dan-
ger. We owe these dedicated men and
women a very great debt.

As we observe Police Week, I want to
say thank you. Thank you to the police
officers who serve across our country.
Thank you to their families, who also
sacrifice so that the rest of us can live
in safety. A special thank-you to the
Capitol Police and the police officers
who keep the peace back home in
South Dakota. May God bless each of
you.

I yield the floor.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Pennsylvania.

Mr. CASEY. Madam President, I ask
unanimous consent to speak as in
morning business.

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

NOMINATIONS

Mr. CASEY. Madam President, I
come to the floor again this morning to
discuss several judicial nominations
considered by the Senate this week.

BEarlier this week, the Senate voted
to confirm Michael Truncale to the
BEastern District of Texas and Kenneth
Lee to the Ninth Circuit Court of Ap-
peals seat in California, and today we
will be voting on the nomination of
Wendy Vitter to the Eastern District of
Louisiana.

The Senate is considering and con-
firming nominees whose records indi-
cate they are far outside the main-
stream. I have worked very hard over a
number of years now—I guess we are in
our eighth year—working with Senator
TOOMEY, to fill district court vacancies
in Pennsylvania with well-qualified
and experienced judges whom I believe
will be able to set aside their ideologies
or personal beliefs and apply the law to
the cases before them. But I do not
have the same confidence in many of
the nominees before this body today
and especially the nominees we are
considering.

I will go in the order that I men-
tioned before—first, Michael Truncale,
then Kenneth Lee, and Wendy Vitter. I
believe that in all three cases, all are
not mainstream conservatives. Their
backgrounds and records are very po-
litical, and they have long records of
advocating for certain positions on
issues that may come before them as
either a U.S. district court judge or an
appellate judge.

First of all, Mr. Truncale has advo-
cated strongly for the repeal of the Af-
fordable Care Act, which provided
healthcare coverage and critical pa-
tient protections for 20 million people
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