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find those bipartisan solutions in this
Chamber.

So I hope, as I come back to this
floor again to consider S. Con. Res. 10,
to warn our allies that if they use
Huawei or ZTE, there will be repercus-
sions.

The resolution itself is bipartisan. I
hope we can come together as a Senate
and recognize that motions to instruct
are fine, but actual messages, con-
demnation, and understanding of our
allies that actions will be taken are
important.

I yield the floor.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Wyoming.

SAUDI ARABIA

Mr. BARRASSO. Madam President, I
come to the floor today to discuss the
need to bolster our Nation’s energy se-
curity following the recent attacks on
Saudi Arabian oil.

Having read the classified briefing in
full, I am convinced that Iran is abso-
lutely behind the attacks. Now, Iran
wants to drive up world oil prices to
hopefully, in their mind, increase the
amount of revenue they would get from
selling their oil. Basically, they need
the money, and that is because the
sanctions that the United States has
imposed on Iran have worked. They
have been punishing. That is why
President Trump, I believe, made the
right call in adding even tougher sanc-
tions. The sanctions have been biting,
and Iran’s currency has been signifi-
cantly devalued. Now is the time to
step up our own American energy pro-
duction.

Since my Senate arrival in 2007, I
have worked to advance pro-growth en-
ergy policies throughout that entire
time. My goal has always been to pro-
mote American energy, to safeguard
U.S. workers, and to protect this great
Nation.

Today, the United States is the
world’s top energy producer. We are a
global leader in oil, as well as in nat-
ural gas. In fact, the United States is
poised to become the world’s top en-
ergy exporter, as well, and my home
State of Wyoming has been a key driv-
er in all of this success.

To reach this goal, we are going to
need to leverage our energy sources.
This includes zero-emission nuclear
power, as well as renewable energy. We
need it all. In the Senate, I believe
both parties want Americans to use
more carbon-free energy. So both par-
ties should embrace sensible, scientific
solutions. Yet Democrats, once again,
are pushing more of their radical pro-
posals. That is what we have to deal
with.

Two weeks ago, House Democrats
passed several anti-energy bills. These
measures would lock up key offshore
and Alaskan oil reserves. The majority
of House Democrats have cosponsored
these scary schemes that would dam-
age our economy.

If the House Democrats’ anti-energy
bills ever were to become law—and I
assure you that the Republican Senate
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and President Trump will never allow
that to happen—they would be a real
gift to our foreign enemies and to our
adversaries, like Russia, because Rus-
sia routinely uses natural gas as a geo-
political weapon.

Still, 2020 Presidential candidate
ELIZABETH WARREN, a Member of our
Senate, recently unveiled a plan to ban
hydraulic fracturing. This revolu-
tionary technique has led to a renais-
sance for American energy production,
and she wants to ban it.

Last year, Senator WARREN’S home
State of Massachusetts imported Rus-
sian natural gas. Where did they im-
port it from? People all across the
country and the world saw the Russian
natural gas tanker in Boston Harbor.
Let me repeat. Let me be very clear.
Last year, Senator WARREN’s home
State of Massachusetts imported Rus-
sian natural gas through the Boston
Harbor. At the same time, the Senator
has denounced U.S. pipelines and other
U.S. energy infrastructure projects—
this, as her own State pays one of high-
est utility rates anywhere in the coun-
try.

Not only do the Democrats’ politi-
cized policies dramatically increase
Americans’ energy costs, but they are
also a threat to our national security.
No matter, Senator WARREN also wants
to ban nuclear power. She doesn’t like
fracking. She doesn’t like natural gas.
She now wants to ban nuclear power.
Has she forgotten that nuclear energy
is America’s chief carbon-free power
source? Twenty percent of U.S. elec-
tricity comes from nuclear power.
These reckless Democrat proposals
would make the United States more de-
pendent on unstable foreign energy
markets.

Working families here in the United
States should never overpay on their
energy bills due to foolish policies—
and that is what they are, foolish poli-
cies that make us all vulnerable. The
American public is not going to stand
for it.

According to a recent Washington
Post-Kaiser Foundation poll, more
than 70 percent of Americans have said
they don’t want to pay even $10 more
on their monthly electric bills to lower
carbon emissions. We want to lower
carbon emissions. How much are fami-
lies willing to pay? Seventy percent
say not $10 a month. How about $2 a
month? A majority said, no, that is too
much to pay.

So we need to pursue a commonsense
energy strategy—one that keeps work-
ing families’ costs down, one that
keeps the economy strong, and one
that helps keep our Nation safe.

Republicans are committed to pro-
tecting and advancing America’s en-
ergy independence. President Trump
understands how important this is. In
the wake of the attacks on Saudi Ara-
bia, not only is the President working
to expand sanctions, but he is moving
to approve major pipeline projects as
well.

One of the energy issues I am ad-
dressing now in the Senate is reform-
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ing the permit process for American
energy exploration. Earlier this Con-
gress, I introduced a piece of legisla-
tion called the ONSHORE Act. It
stands for Opportunities for the Nation
and States to Harness Onshore Re-
sources for Energy. The ONSHORE Act
will simplify the process for Federal
onshore oil and gas permits. Whether
we are talking about promoting energy
exploration, wutilities, carbon cap-
turing, or nuclear power, we must engi-
neer our way to American energy solu-
tions.

Republicans recognize our Nation’s
unique ability to fill in the gaps from
global supply disruptions. So our focus
needs to be on promoting American en-
ergy independence. It is time to reject
the Democrats’ extreme schemes once
and for all. What the Democrats are
proposing is a real threat to our U.S.
energy security, and they are offering a
gift to American enemies.

We need to continue our America-
first energy policy. That is what we are
going to continue to do to keep us
strong, to keep us safe, and to keep us
prosperous as a nation.

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.

Ms. ROSEN. I ask unanimous consent
that the order for the quorum call be
rescinded.

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

The question is, Will the Senate ad-
vise and consent to the McGuire nomi-
nation?

Ms. ROSEN. I ask for the yeas and
nays.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there a
sufficient second?

There appears to be a sufficient sec-
ond.

The clerk will call the roll.

The legislative clerk called the roll.

Mr. THUNE. The following Senator is
necessarily absent: the Senator from
North Carolina (Mr. TILLIS).

Mr. DURBIN. I announce that the
Senator from New Jersey (Mr. BOOKER),
the Senator from California (Ms. HAR-
RIS), the Senator from Alabama (Mr.
JONES), the Senator from Vermont (Mr.
SANDERS), and the Senator from Rhode
Island (Mr. WHITEHOUSE) are nec-
essarily absent.

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

The result was announced—yeas 88,
nays 6, as follows:

[Rollcall Vote No. 298 Ex.]

YEAS—88
Alexander Cantwell Cramer
Baldwin Capito Crapo
Barrasso Cardin Cruz
Bennet Carper Daines
Blackburn Cassidy Duckworth
Blumenthal Collins Durbin
Blunt Coons Enzi
Boozman Cornyn Ernst
Braun Cortez Masto Feinstein
Burr Cotton Fischer
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Gardner McConnell Schumer
Graham McSally Scott (FL)
Grassley Menendez Scott (SC)
Hassan Moran Shaheen
Hawley Murkowski Shelby
Heinrich Murphy Sinema
Hirono Murray Smith
Hoeven Paul
Hyde-Smith Perdue Ztrﬁenow
Inhofe Peters uoivan

Tester
Isakson Portman
Johnson Reed Thune
Kaine Risch Toomey
Kennedy Roberts Udall
King Romney Van Hollen
Klobuchar Rosen Warner
Lankford Rounds Wicker
Leahy Rubio Wyden
Lee Sasse Young
Manchin Schatz

NAYS—6
Brown Gillibrand Merkley
Casey Markey Warren
NOT VOTING—6

Booker Jones Tillis
Harris Sanders Whitehouse

The nomination was confirmed.
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
Democratic leader.

———

EXPRESSING THE SENSE OF THE
SENATE THAT THE WHISTLE-
BLOWER COMPLAINT RECEIVED
ON AUGUST 12, 2019, BY THE IN-
SPECTOR GENERAL OF THE IN-
TELLIGENCE COMMUNITY
SHOULD BE TRANSMITTED IM-
MEDIATELY TO THE SELECT
COMMITTEE ON INTELLIGENCE
OF THE SENATE AND THE PER-
MANENT SELECT COMMITTEE ON
INTELLIGENCE OF THE HOUSE
OF REPRESENTATIVES

Mr. SCHUMER. Madam President, in
August a public servant inside the in-
telligence community found the con-
duct of the President of the United
States alarming enough to file an offi-
cial whistleblower complaint. The in-
spector general of the intelligence
community found this whistleblower
complaint both credible and urgent. By
law, the Director of National Intel-
ligence must forward such a complaint
to the congressional intelligence com-
mittees within 7 days of receiving it.
Congress has been informed by the in-
spector general of the intelligence
community in writing that the Trump
administration is preventing that com-
plaint from being sent to the relevant
committees in Congress.

Those are the facts. The situation
they describe is unacceptable. We know
that the executive branch is blocking
the legislative branch—a coequal
branch of our government—from per-
forming its constitutional oversight
duties. The fact that the whistleblower
complaint concerns our national secu-
rity, our foreign policy, and potential
misconduct by the President makes the
situation even more serious.

In a short time, I will ask my col-
leagues’ consent to pass a simple reso-
lution. It essentially says ‘‘that the
whistleblower complaint received on
August 12, 2019, by the Inspector Gen-
eral of the Intelligence Community
shall be transmitted immediately to

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — SENATE

the Select Committee on Intelligence
of the Senate and the Permanent Se-
lect Committee on Intelligence of the
House of Representatives.”

I cannot imagine any legitimate or
straight-faced reason for an objection
to this unanimous consent request. The
only reason for any Senator to object
would be to shield the President’s con-
duct from scrutiny by the public and
the representatives they elect to rep-
resent them; that is, to protect the
President from accountability.

In a moment, I hope this resolution
will pass without a single dissenting
Senator, and it should.

The request, despite its non-
controversial nature, speaks to the
issues that go back to the founding
days of our Republic: checks and bal-
ances, the separation of powers, and
the constitutional duty of the Presi-
dent and the executive branch to faith-
fully execute the laws of the United
States. The Senate, today—right now—
should speak with one unified voice to
reaffirm those time-honored principles
and defend the grand traditions of our
democracy.

Mr. President, as in legislative ses-
sion, I ask unanimous consent that the
Senate proceed to the consideration of
S. Res. 325, submitted earlier today.

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

The legislative clerk read as follows:

A resolution (S. Res. 325) expressing the
sense of the Senate that the whistleblower
complaint received on August 12, 2019, by the
Inspector General of the Intelligence Com-
munity should be transmitted immediately
to the Select Committee on Intelligence of
the Senate and the Permanent Select Com-
mittee on Intelligence of the House of Rep-
resentatives.

There being no objection, the Senate
proceeded to consider the resolution.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ma-
jority leader.

Mr. McCONNELL. Madam President,
reserving the right to object, all of us
share the concern for protecting whis-
tleblowers who use appropriate, estab-
lished channels to raise legitimate con-
cerns. The Senate’s obligation is to
treat such allegations in a responsible
and deliberate manner, to avoid racing
to judgment based on media leaks, and
to not fuel media speculation with
reckless accusations.

There is much we do not know about
the complaint lodged with the intel-
ligence community’s inspector general,
including whether the complaint in-
volves intelligence activities at all.

Before the Democratic leader elected
to go to the media yesterday, the
chairman and vice chair of the Senate
Select Committee on Intelligence had
already been working together in a bi-
partisan manner—ifree from
politicization—to get more informa-
tion from both the Acting Director of
National Intelligence and the intel-
ligence community’s inspector general.
Given the progress the committee was
making, I don’t believe this made-for-
TV moment was actually necessary. I
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would have preferred the committee be
allowed to do its work in a quiet and
methodical manner. It doesn’t serve
the committee or its goals to litigate
its business here on the floor or for the
television cameras.

Nevertheless, I agree that the DNI
should make additional information
available to the committee so it can
evaluate the complaint consistent with
the statute and other procedures that
exist to safeguard classified and sen-
sitive information.

I also want to express my apprecia-
tion for President Trump’s announce-
ment that the White House will release
tomorrow the ‘‘complete, fully-declas-
sified, and unredacted transcript of
[his] phone conversation with Presi-
dent Zelensky.” I hope this will help to
refocus the conversation away from
reckless speculation and back toward
the facts.

So, stipulating that our objective
here is simply to conduct the kind of
bipartisan oversight of intelligence
matters that the committee has suc-
cessfully conducted in the past, I have
no objection to the Senator’s request.

Mr. SCHUMER. Madam President,
three brief points. First, this resolu-
tion is not aimed at the Senate Intel-
ligence Committees. Senators BURR
and WARNER do a diligent job in trying
to figure out what is going on. It is
aimed at a thus far recalcitrant execu-
tive branch which has blocked the abil-
ity for the committees to see the com-
plaint even though law requires it.

Second, it is welcomed that we can
join together to do our job of oversight.
I want to thank the majority leader for
not blocking this request, because 1
think every one of us in this Chamber
realizes the importance of oversight
and the need to prevent an over-
reaching executive from going that far.
Getting the transcript is a good step,
but it is the complaint we need.

That is the gravamen of this resolu-
tion. It is the whistleblower’s com-
plaint, not the transcript, that we need
and are asking for in this resolution.

Madam President, I ask unanimous
consent that the resolution be agreed
to and the motion to reconsider be con-
sidered made and laid upon the table
with no intervening action or debate.

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

The resolution (S. Res.
agreed to.

(The resolution is printed in today’s
RECORD under ‘“Submitted Resolu-
tions.”)

325) was

——
EXECUTIVE CALENDAR—Continued

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ma-
jority leader.

Mr. MCCONNELL. Madam President,
I ask unanimous consent the remaining
votes in the series be 10 minutes in
length.

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

Under the previous order, the Senate
will resume the Cella nomination.
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