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across the great State of Alaska. In 
one word, he is a legend—a true leg-
end—for Alaska, and I am proud to 
have him as a friend. 

Jake’s accomplishments are too long 
to list here, but let me spend a few 
minutes highlighting just a few of 
those accomplishments. Let me start 
with his background. 

He was born to Baxter and Rebecca 
Adams in Utqiagvik in 1946. He was 
raised in the tradition of the Inupiaq 
people—respecting their elders and re-
vering the land and resources for his 
spiritual, physical, and emotional sus-
tenance. 

Like so many Alaska Natives, as a 
boy he was sent away to school—far 
away—to a school in Alaska called Mt. 
Edgecumbe. It is thousands of miles 
away, and it is a boarding school that 
was run by BIA. Then, he went to the 
University of Alaska Fairbanks, until 
he got his first job with BIA. 

All of this was at a time of great 
change for the whole State of Alaska 
and, particularly, for the Alaska Na-
tive people. While Jake was still a 
young man, the Alaska Native Claims 
Settlement Act, or what we call 
ANCSA, was being debated in the halls 
of Congress and right here on the floor 
of the Senate. This ended up being one 
of the largest lands settlements any-
where in the world—literally, in the 
history of the world. It was right here 
in the U.S. Senate. The story around 
the passage of ANCSA in 1971, after 
decades of struggle, is certainly one for 
the ages. 

Jake Adams, among so many others, 
was highly involved in the passage of 
this landmark legislation for Alaska, 
and he was even more involved in the 
implementation of ANCSA, which set 
up shareholder-owned businesses with 
land for the Alaska Native people, 
what we call regional and village cor-
porations, throughout the State. Sto-
ries abound of him and other Native 
leaders knocking on doors throughout 
the region, making sure that people 
were signed up as shareholders of these 
new corporations. 

When he was only 21, Jake was elect-
ed to the Barrow City Council, and he 
began his long decades of public service 
for Alaska and for his people. He then 
served as mayor of the city from 1971 
through 1977. Then, the North Slope 
Borough was incorporated, the borough 
on the north part of Alaska—bigger 
than California. That was established, 
and he was a leader for the North Slope 
Borough in our State. 

The Alaska Native corporation on 
the North Slope, the Arctic Slope Re-
gional Corporation—or, as we call it in 
Alaska, ASRC—is one of the great busi-
ness success stories in our State and, I 
would say, in America. Many people 
credit the work that Jake did at ASRC 
for making it so successful. He worked 
closely with many other great leaders 
at ASRC and on the North Slope. 

Oliver Leavitt certainly is another 
great leader. In fact, the North Slope 
Borough and the ASRC are organiza-

tions that have produced really won-
derful leaders for Alaska: Crawford 
Patkotak, Rex Rock, Tara Sweeney, 
and Richard Glenn. 

But I am digressing here a little bit. 
Let’s get back to Jake. 

He was on the board of ASRC from 
the very beginning and is still on the 
board today, over 40 years. He was in-
volved in the selection of nearly 5 mil-
lion acres of land for that corporation 
under the law passed by the Senate and 
the House, with limited time and lim-
ited funds to do this. But he is a wise 
man, and ASRC selected well. ASRC 
land is rich in natural resources and 
abundant in wildlife. Jake has always 
been a strong proponent of making 
sure those resources and that wildlife 
form the basis for economic develop-
ment and a sustainable way of life. 
‘‘Our lands are the basis for all of our 
culture and all our wealth,’’ he likes to 
say. 

Eventually, Jake became the presi-
dent and CEO of ASRC. Under his lead-
ership, ASRC has grown and diversified 
in terms of one of the top corporations, 
certainly in Alaska and, I would say, in 
the country, with thousands of employ-
ees, not just in Alaska, but all over. 

He was able to do all of this while 
still doing subsistence hunting and 
raising a family of six with his wonder-
ful wife Lucille. He often conducted 
business on his boat, in the North 
Slope and overseas, while whaling. Not 
many business leaders in America can 
say that. 

Jake once told a reporter: 
The land and a sense of place remain ex-

tremely important to our people. 
We truly do exist in two worlds. . . . Our 

culture and the value of traditions are part 
of our life every day, even as we pursue more 
Western business type of activities. 

He has done so much more for Alas-
ka, for his people, for our people: sup-
porting the Native sobriety movement 
and working to eradicate illegal drugs 
from Native villages. He has been in-
volved with the volunteer search and 
rescue organization and is a huge advo-
cate for education. 

In honor of Jake’s commitment to 
education, the ASRC’s Alaska Edu-
cational Foundation created a scholar-
ship award in his name. The ‘‘Anagi 
Leadership Award’’ is given each year 
to a student, providing up to $24,000 for 
tuition, fees, and college expenses. 

At his retirement ceremony from ex-
ecutive leadership of ASRC in 2006, the 
people of the North Slope Borough lit-
erally cried. He is that well respected. 
For his many accomplishments last 
year, he was awarded an honorary doc-
torate of law degree from the Univer-
sity of Alaska Fairbanks. 

Jake Adams is a man of wisdom. I 
have a story. When I was attorney gen-
eral, 10 years ago, I was dealing with a 
particularly difficult situation. When I 
worked out what I thought was a good 
resolution, I flew to Utqiagvik to meet 
with Jake to ask him if he agreed and, 
importantly, if the community agreed. 
I explained the situation. Importantly, 

when I asked him what he thought, he 
said he thought it would be a just reso-
lution and he would be supportive of it. 
That meant so much to me, as Alaska’s 
attorney general, getting his advice 
and his wisdom. 

Jake Adams is a man of few words, 
but when he speaks, it is powerful and 
people listen. He is a man of deep, deep 
wisdom. Ask anyone who knows him, 
and they will talk about his wisdom, 
his natural leadership, his humility, 
and his abiding love of the land, the 
people, Alaska, and his family, which 
now includes 13 grandchildren. 

A few years ago at a celebration in 
his honor, John Hopson, Jr., another 
great Alaska Native leader from the 
North Slope, talked about how much 
Jake had contributed to his commu-
nity and Alaska. 

He said: 
Jake has also bridged the world between 

traditional whaling captain and corporate 
leader. A highly successful whaling captain, 
he has also provided guidance to our North 
Slope Borough and Arctic Slope Regional 
Corporation as they matured as institutions. 
He has filled these roles with deep resolve, 
wisdom, and great foresight. And always, he 
has acted with the highest honor toward his 
family and his community. 

Well said, John Hopson, Jr., about 
Jake Adam. 

Jake, thank you for all you have 
done for us, for your community, and 
for all Alaskans. Thank you for your 
decades of service to Alaska and your 
leadership. 

Thank you, Lucille, for sharing him 
with us. 

Congratulations, again, on being our 
Alaskan of the Week. 

I yield the floor. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. ROM-

NEY). The Senator from Texas. 
f 

ANTI-SEMITISM 

Mr. CRUZ. Mr. President, today, I 
would like to thank Senator KAINE for 
joining with me in introducing what 
should hopefully be a simple but cru-
cially important matter for the Sen-
ate—to issue an unequivocal, direct, 
and clear condemnation of all forms of 
anti-Semitism. 

Unfortunately, we are living in an 
era where the need for a strong and 
clear condemnation of anti-Semitism 
has become acute. We are in the midst 
of a wave of anti-Semitism seen both 
here in the United States and all over 
the world. 

In just the last few years, we have 
seen repeated anti-Semitic comments 
made publicly, including insinuations 
questioning the loyalty and the patri-
otism of American Jews. We have seen 
physical violence against Jews, includ-
ing shootings in Jewish places of wor-
ship, such as the Tree of Life Syna-
gogue in Pittsburgh and the Chabad of 
Poway. We have seen a wave of phys-
ical attacks against Jews in the streets 
of New York. And we have seen the 
growth on our college campuses of 
movements to aggressively boycott 
products made by Jews in Israel. 

VerDate Sep 11 2014 07:42 Jun 14, 2019 Jkt 089060 PO 00000 Frm 00170 Fmt 0624 Sfmt 0634 E:\CR\FM\G13JN6.046 S13JNPT1dl
hi

ll 
on

 D
S

K
F

W
84

Q
D

2P
R

O
D

 w
ith

 S
E

N
A

T
E



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — SENATE S3621 June 13, 2019 
As we have learned this week, things 

have gotten so bad that the New York 
Times has announced it will simply 
stop running political cartoons in their 
international edition after being criti-
cized and forced to apologize for re-
cently running a blatantly anti-Se-
mitic cartoon. 

This resolution was also prompted, 
unfortunately, by the inability of the 
House of Representatives to come to-
gether and vote on a resolution 
straightforwardly and directly con-
demning anti-Semitism. 

Too many in political life have given 
in to the extremes, including the em-
brace of boycotts and at times outright 
hatred for Israel, the world’s only Jew-
ish state. 

So when the House tried to condemn 
anti-Semitism, sadly, they were in-
stead forced to water it down into a 
general resolution decrying bigotry of 
all sorts, listing every group they could 
think of. 

There is, of course, nothing wrong 
with condemning bigotry and hatred in 
general, but anti-Semitism is a unique 
prejudice with a unique history that 
has led to unique horrors throughout 
history. 

Jews today are the most targeted re-
ligious group in the United States for 
hate crimes, according to the data 
compiled by the FBI. We need to be 
able to acknowledge that clearly and 
directly, and that is what this resolu-
tion does. 

This resolution outlines how ancient 
forms of anti-Semitism continue to 
live on today. It emphasizes that anti- 
Semitism is a unique form of prejudice 
stretching back millennia, and it con-
demns the modern form of those an-
cient prejudices. It talks about how, 
for centuries, anti-Semitism has in-
cluded exactly what we are seeing here 
today, including physical attacks 
against Jews, attacks on the loyalty of 
Jews, accusations of dual loyalty, cam-
paigns to boycott, to confiscate, or to 
destroy Jewish businesses, and accusa-
tions that Jews use money to purchase 
political power. These are all false and 
vicious slurs. 

This resolution also speaks to the 
unique prejudice Jews here in America 
experience, which we must acknowl-
edge. I would like to read one clause in 
particular in the resolution: ‘‘[I]n the 
United States, Jews have suffered from 
systematic discrimination in the form 
of exclusion from homeownership in 
certain neighborhoods, prohibition 
from staying in certain hotels, restric-
tions upon membership in private clubs 
and other associations, limitations 
upon admission to certain educational 
institutions and other barriers to equal 
justice under the law.’’ 

This is a shameful legacy, and it 
makes it all the more incumbent that 
we in the Senate speak in one voice 
and stand resolved that the U.S. Sen-
ate condemns and commits to com-
bating all forms of anti-Semitism. 

This bipartisan resolution has 56 co-
sponsors, including 14 Democratic Sen-

ators. I am particularly grateful to 
Senator KAINE for his leadership, which 
has been pivotal in bringing us to-
gether to speak united with one clear 
voice, and I am hopeful that just mo-
ments from now the Senate will come 
together and pass a clear denunciation 
of anti-Semitism, 100 to 0, so that we 
are clearly understood and clearly 
heard. 

With that, I yield to my friend Sen-
ator KAINE. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Virginia. 

Mr. KAINE. Mr. President, I applaud 
my colleague for reaching out to see if 
we could work together on this impor-
tant resolution—a resolution that, 
coming to the Senate in 2013, as did my 
colleague, neither of us believed we 
would need to stand on the floor of this 
body to introduce. 

In August of 2017, students and their 
families had just arrived in the town of 
Charlottesville to move in at the Uni-
versity of Virginia. A close friend of 
mine, Rabbi Jake Rubin, is the Hillel 
rabbi at the University of Virginia. The 
students and their families, many of 
whom were coming to Charlottesville 
or to Virginia for the first time, ex-
cited to begin their college career, 
gathered with other Hillel students on 
campus on a Friday, together with 
members of the Charlottesville Jewish 
community, for fellowship and worship. 
Soon, they heard chants outside the 
place where they were worshipping, 
and they saw individuals dressed in a 
sort of uniform of khaki pants and 
white shirts, carrying torches and 
marching. They were marching at 
something that was a 2-day rally billed 
as a Unite the Right rally. But it was 
the words that were coming out of the 
marchers’ mouths that terrified these 
worshippers and students because what 
they were chanting were slogans from 
Nazi youth rallies from the 1930s: 
‘‘Jews will not replace us,’’ ‘‘blood and 
soil,’’ and other horrible and chilling 
statements terrified these young peo-
ple and the adults who were with them. 

The next day, this rally/riot contin-
ued—White supremacists, White na-
tionalists, neo-Nazis, and neo-Confed-
erates. An individual in a vehicle ran 
his car into a crowd, injuring many and 
killing Heather Heyer, a paralegal 
from the Charlottesville area. 

Two State troopers, both of whom I 
knew because they were part of the 
Governor’s security detail during my 
tenure as Governor and also the tenure 
of then-Governor McAuliffe, were pa-
trolling in a helicopter to try to pro-
vide order in a difficult situation. 
Their helicopter went down, and both 
of them were killed, trying to protect 
public safety. 

We didn’t think that would happen in 
Virginia. We didn’t think that would 
happen in the hometown of an arche-
typal American political leader who 
believed that the First Amendment’s 
guarantee of freedom of religion was 
one of the most important things about 
our country—that you could worship as 

you like or not and not be preferred or 
punished for the choice that you make. 
Yet it did happen in Virginia. It did 
happen in our country. 

As my colleague mentioned, this day 
was a day that extended a long history 
of anti-Semitism in the country: 
lynchings—the Leo Frank lynching in 
Atlanta, GA, in the early 1900s—Jews 
wrongly accused of crimes and then 
killed, crimes that they didn’t commit; 
American boycotts of Jewish busi-
nesses in Michigan in the 1930s; restric-
tive covenants that prohibited Jews 
from moving into certain neighbor-
hoods; restrictions on access to coun-
try clubs and educational institutions; 
bars that made it difficult to become 
members of certain professions; and 
even in addition to formal restrictions, 
a culture of intolerance, a culture of 
segregation that treated Jews as not 
fully equal in this land of equality. I 
had hoped that those days were behind 
us. 

But it is not just Charlottesville. 
There is a Jewish day school, the 
Gesher Day School a few miles from 
here in Virginia, that experienced 
bomb threats in 2017 and 2018. The Jew-
ish Community Center in Fairfax, VA, 
has been repeatedly defaced with Nazi 
graffiti and anti-Semitic graffiti. In a 
heartening sign, when that happens, 
the faith communities of Virginia— 
Christian, Muslim, Jewish, Hindu, and 
Baha’i—gather to scrub the graffiti off. 
Yet this hasn’t happened just once; it 
happens over and over again. 

The shootings at the synagogue in 
Pittsburgh; the shootings in California; 
the assassination of Jewish senior citi-
zens at a senior center in Overland 
Park, KS, near where my parents live; 
the uptick in reported hate crimes 
against Jews, as my colleague men-
tioned—hate crimes directed against 
any religion in this country are often 
directed against Jewish Americans. So 
we stand at a time when, regardless of 
where it comes from and regardless of 
who perpetrates it, we have to ac-
knowledge that it is real, that it is 
dangerous, and that it is growing. 
Those of us in leadership positions 
have to be able to stand against it as 
firmly as we can. 

I applaud my colleague for reaching 
out to see if we could work on this to-
gether. This is a topic that could be 
used for partisanship and that one side 
could point at things folks on the other 
side have said that they didn’t like. 
Senator CRUZ and I talked about that, 
but what we realized is that this is just 
too important an issue to get bogged 
down in partisan politics, that the 
clear and present danger felt by mem-
bers of the Jewish community and the 
escalating rhetoric against Jews in 
many parts of the country and around 
the world are things that call for a bi-
partisan response, a clear condemna-
tion, and also a Senate commitment 
that, as a Senate, we will do all we can 
to combat anti-Semitism so that we 
can be true to the equality principle 
that is our Nation’s North Star, so that 
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we can be true to the freedom of reli-
gious worship that is enshrined in the 
First Amendment. It is in the First 
Amendment for a very important rea-
son. 

I applaud my colleague, and I hope it 
is the pleasure of this body to accept 
the motion he will soon make by unan-
imous consent that we pass this strong 
statement of where the Senate is on 
this most important topic. 

With that, I yield the floor back to 
my colleague from Texas. 

Mr. CRUZ. Mr. President, I thank my 
friend from Virginia for his powerful 
and eloquent remarks decrying anti- 
Semitism and implore all of us to stand 
united with one clear bipartisan voice, 
Democrats and Republicans all on the 
same page, 100 to 0, saying that anti- 
Semitism has no place in the United 
States of America. 

With that, I ask unanimous consent 
that the Judiciary Committee be dis-
charged from further consideration and 
the Senate now proceed to S. Res. 189. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will report the resolution by 
title. 

The senior assistant legislative clerk 
read as follows: 

A resolution (S. Res. 189) condemning all 
forms of antisemitism. 

There being no objection, the com-
mittee was discharged, and the Senate 
proceeded to consider the resolution. 

Mr. CRUZ. Mr. President, I ask unan-
imous consent that the resolution be 
agreed to, the preamble be agreed to, 
and the motions to reconsider be con-
sidered made and laid upon the table. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there 
objection? 

Without objection, it is so ordered. 
The resolution (S. Res. 189) was 

agreed to. 
The preamble was agreed to. 
(The resolution, with its preamble, is 

printed in today’s RECORD under ‘‘Sub-
mitted Resolutions.’’) 

Mr. CRUZ. Thank you. 
I suggest the absence of a quorum. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 

clerk will call the roll. 
The senior assistant legislative clerk 

proceeded to call the roll. 
Mr. WARNER. Mr. President, I ask 

unanimous consent that the order for 
the quorum call be rescinded. 

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

f 

UNANIMOUS CONSENT REQUEST— 
S. 1562 

Mr. WARNER. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the Rules 
Committee be discharged from further 
consideration of S. 1562 and the Senate 
proceed to its immediate consider-
ation; that the Warner substitute at 
the desk be agreed to; that the bill, as 
amended, be considered read a third 
time and passed; and that the motion 
to reconsider be considered made and 
laid upon the table with no intervening 
action or debate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there 
objection? 

The Senator from Tennessee. 
Mrs. BLACKBURN. Mr. President, I 

am reserving the right to object. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objec-

tion is heard. 
Mr. WARNER. Mr. President, I am 

deeply disappointed that the majority 
has rejected this request before I can 
even lay out why I think it is needed. 
My request was to take up and pass the 
filed S. 1562, as amended. 

This legislation is pretty simple, 
even for this body. It would require 
that any Presidential campaign that 
receives offers of assistance from an 
agent of a foreign government have an 
obligation to report that offer of assist-
ance to law enforcement—specifically 
the FBI. 

Remember, our laws already prohibit 
campaign assistance from foreign gov-
ernments. Let’s take a moment and see 
how we got here. I am going to lay out 
a little bit of history, and then I am 
going to ask the minority leader to 
make a couple of comments, and then I 
will come back and finish my state-
ment. Before I turn it over to the mi-
nority leader, let me refresh my col-
leagues on the other side and others as 
to how we got here. 

In 2016, Russia and its agents inter-
vened in our Presidential election— 
breaking into personal files, attempt-
ing to hack into our voting system, 
and using Facebook and Twitter to cre-
ate fake accounts to splinter our coun-
try. 

During the campaign, then-Candidate 
Trump publicly called on Russia—that 
if they had any damaging information 
on then-Candidate Clinton, they should 
release it. Remarkably, that very same 
day was the first day Russia started to 
dribble out its damaging information. 

The unanimous consensus of the en-
tire American intelligence community, 
the Mueller investigation, and the bi-
partisan Senate Intelligence Com-
mittee, of which I am proud to be vice 
chairman—all have stated that Russia 
massively intervened in our elections, 
and they did so in an attempt to help 
then-Candidate Trump and hurt Can-
didate Clinton. 

President Trump’s own FBI Director 
and his Director of National Intel-
ligence have said that Russia or others 
will likely be back in 2020 because their 
tactics in 2016 were both cheap and ef-
fective. We are now 17 months before 
the 2020 election. I personally believe 
we are not prepared. 

This body needs to take up bipartisan 
election security legislation to ensure 
there is a paper ballot trail after all 
the voting in America so Americans 
can have trust that the integrity of 
their votes will be counted. We need to 
work together—I know there are many 
working on this issue—to put some 
guardrails on our social media plat-
forms like Facebook, Twitter, and 
Google so they are not as easily manip-
ulated by foreign agents to create fake 
accounts. 

Unfortunately, this White House and 
this President still don’t seem to ap-

preciate the seriousness of the threat. 
Mr. Trump continues to undermine the 
Mueller report. As a matter of fact, it 
has been reported that he won’t even 
convene a Cabinet meeting on election 
security. His Homeland Security Sec-
retary was told not to have that meet-
ing because it might offend the Presi-
dent. Against the advice of his own FBI 
Director, who said just in the last 2 
weeks—he said yesterday—even in a 
world where we have gotten used to 
outrageous statements coming from 
the White House, he said yesterday 
that he might not report and he would 
maybe even welcome Russia or China 
or other bad actors if they again of-
fered him assistance in the next cam-
paign. 

I yield the floor. 
Mr. SCHUMER. Mr. President, first, I 

thank my friend from Virginia for of-
fering this unanimous consent request. 
I express my severe, severe disappoint-
ment in our friends on the Republican 
side blocking it. 

The bottom line is very simple. When 
a President feels it is more important 
to win an election than conduct a fair 
election, we are a step further away 
from democracy and towards autoc-
racy. That is what dictators believe— 
winning at all costs. That seems to be 
what President Trump said yesterday. 

The shame of this is that our Repub-
lican colleagues can’t even bring them-
selves to say that when a foreign na-
tion tries to interfere in our election, 
it ought to be reported to the FBI. How 
minimal. How minimal. 

How disgraceful it is that our Repub-
lican friends cower before this Presi-
dent when they know that the things 
he does severely damage democracy. 
This one is a new low. It is OK for for-
eign powers to interfere, and we don’t 
have to report it to law enforcement? 
That is welcoming foreign powers to 
interfere, and, as my friend from Vir-
ginia said, the President’s own FBI Di-
rector said it is going to get worse in 
2020. But our Republican friends say: 
Let’s cover it up because it might have 
an effect that we like. 

Today is a new low for this Senate, 
for this Republican Party here in the 
Senate, and for this democracy. 

I would urge my friends, when they 
go home over the weekend—my friends 
on the other side of the aisle—to 
rethink this. We will offer this unani-
mous consent request again. To say 
that it is OK to interfere, that we 
shouldn’t have any law enforcement, 
that we should have no knowledge, is 
to encourage Russia, China, North 
Korea, and Iran to interfere in our elec-
tions with no recourse. Shame. Shame. 

It is truly outrageous that this unan-
imous consent request, which should 
bring all of us together, is being 
blocked by our Republican friends. 

I thank my colleague for his wise, 
wise unanimous consent request. 

I yield the floor. 
Mr. WARNER. Mr. President, I thank 

my friend, the Senator from New York, 
the minority leader, and I agree with 
him. 
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