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Without objection, it is so ordered. 

f 

TERRORIST AND FOREIGN FIGHT-
ER TRAVEL EXERCISE ACT OF 
2019 

Mr. MCCONNELL. Madam President, 
I ask unanimous consent that the Sen-
ate proceed to the immediate consider-
ation of Calendar No. 109, H.R. 1590. 

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

The bill clerk read as follows: 
A bill (H.R. 1590) to require an exercise re-

lated to terrorist and foreign fighter travel, 
and for other purposes. 

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

Mr. MCCONNELL. I ask unanimous 
consent that the bill be considered read 
a third time and passed and that the 
motion to reconsider be considered 
made and laid upon the table. 

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

The bill (H.R. 1590) was ordered to a 
third reading, was read the third time, 
and passed. 

f 

DHS CYBER INCIDENT RESPONSE 
TEAMS ACT OF 2019 

Mr. MCCONNELL. Madam President, 
I ask unanimous consent that the Sen-
ate proceed to the immediate consider-
ation of Calendar No. 113, H.R. 1158. 

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

The bill clerk read as follows: 
A bill (H.R. 1158) to authorize cyber inci-

dent response teams at the Department of 
Homeland Security, and for other purposes. 

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

Mr. MCCONNELL. I ask unanimous 
consent that the Hassan substitute 
amendment at the desk be considered 
and agreed to; that the bill, as amend-
ed, be considered read a third time and 
passed; and that the motion to recon-
sider be considered made and laid upon 
the table. 

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

The amendment (No. 941) in the na-
ture of a substitute was agreed to, as 
follows: 

(Purpose: In the nature of a substitute) 
Strike all after the enacting clause and in-

sert the following: 
SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE. 

This Act may be cited as the ‘‘DHS Cyber 
Hunt and Incident Response Teams Act of 
2019’’. 
SEC. 2. DEPARTMENT OF HOMELAND SECURITY 

CYBER HUNT AND INCIDENT RE-
SPONSE TEAMS. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 2209 of the Home-
land Security Act of 2002 (6 U.S.C. 659) is 
amended— 

(1) in subsection (d)(1)(B)(iv), by inserting 
‘‘, including cybersecurity specialists’’ after 
‘‘entities’’; 

(2) by redesignating subsections (f) through 
(m) as subsections (g) through (n), respec-
tively; 

(3) by inserting after subsection (e) the fol-
lowing: 

‘‘(f) CYBER HUNT AND INCIDENT RESPONSE 
TEAMS.— 

‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—The Center shall main-
tain cyber hunt and incident response teams 
for the purpose of leading Federal asset re-
sponse activities and providing timely tech-
nical assistance to Federal and non-Federal 
entities, including across all critical infra-
structure sectors, regarding actual or poten-
tial security incidents, as appropriate and 
upon request, including— 

‘‘(A) assistance to asset owners and opera-
tors in restoring services following a cyber 
incident; 

‘‘(B) identification and analysis of cyberse-
curity risk and unauthorized cyber activity; 

‘‘(C) mitigation strategies to prevent, 
deter, and protect against cybersecurity 
risks; 

‘‘(D) recommendations to asset owners and 
operators for improving overall network and 
control systems security to lower cybersecu-
rity risks, and other recommendations, as 
appropriate; and 

‘‘(E) such other capabilities as the Sec-
retary determines appropriate. 

‘‘(2) ASSOCIATED METRICS.—The Center 
shall— 

‘‘(A) define the goals and desired outcomes 
for each cyber hunt and incident response 
team; and 

‘‘(B) develop metrics— 
‘‘(i) to measure the effectiveness and effi-

ciency of each cyber hunt and incident re-
sponse team in achieving the goals and de-
sired outcomes defined under subparagraph 
(A); and 

‘‘(ii) that— 
‘‘(I) are quantifiable and actionable; and 
‘‘(II) the Center shall use to improve the 

effectiveness and accountability of, and serv-
ice delivery by, cyber hunt and incident re-
sponse teams. 

‘‘(3) CYBERSECURITY SPECIALISTS.—After 
notice to, and with the approval of, the enti-
ty requesting action by or technical assist-
ance from the Center, the Secretary may in-
clude cybersecurity specialists from the pri-
vate sector on a cyber hunt and incident re-
sponse team.’’; and 

(4) in subsection (g), as so redesignated— 
(A) in paragraph (1), by inserting ‘‘, or any 

team or activity of the Center,’’ after ‘‘Cen-
ter’’; and 

(B) in paragraph (2), by inserting ‘‘, or any 
team or activity of the Center,’’ after ‘‘Cen-
ter’’. 

(b) REPORT.— 
(1) DEFINITIONS.—In this subsection— 
(A) the term ‘‘Center’’ means the national 

cybersecurity and communications integra-
tion center established under section 2209(b) 
of the Homeland Security Act of 2002 (6 
U.S.C. 659(b)); 

(B) the term ‘‘cyber hunt and incident re-
sponse team’’ means a cyber hunt and inci-
dent response team maintained under sec-
tion 2209(f) of the Homeland Security Act of 
2002 (6 U.S.C. 659(f)), as added by this Act; 
and 

(C) the term ‘‘incident’’ has the meaning 
given the term in section 2209(a) of the 
Homeland Security Act of 2002 (6 U.S.C. 
659(a)). 

(2) REPORT.—At the conclusion of each of 
the first 4 fiscal years after the date of en-
actment of the DHS Cyber Hunt and Incident 
Response Teams Act of 2019, the Center shall 
submit to the Committee on Homeland Secu-
rity and Governmental Affairs of the Senate 
and the Committee on Homeland Security of 
the House of Representatives a report that 
includes— 

(A) information relating to the metrics 
used for evaluation and assessment of the 
cyber hunt and incident response teams and 
operations under section 2209(f)(2) of the 
Homeland Security Act of 2002 (6 U.S.C. 
659(f)(2)), as added by this Act, including the 

resources and staffing of those cyber hunt 
and incident response teams; and 

(B) for the period covered by the report— 
(i) the total number of incident response 

requests received; 
(ii) the number of incident response tickets 

opened; and 
(iii) a statement of— 
(I) all interagency staffing of cyber hunt 

and incident response teams; and 
(II) the interagency collaborations estab-

lished to support cyber hunt and incident re-
sponse teams. 

(c) NO ADDITIONAL FUNDS AUTHORIZED.—No 
additional funds are authorized to be appro-
priated to carry out the requirements of this 
Act and the amendments made by this Act. 
Such requirements shall be carried out using 
amounts otherwise authorized to be appro-
priated. 

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

The bill was read the third time. 
The bill (H.R. 1158), as amended, was 

passed. 
f 

GOLD STAR FAMILIES 
REMEMBRANCE WEEK 

Mr. MCCONNELL. Madam President, 
I ask unanimous consent that the Judi-
ciary Committee be discharged from 
further consideration of S. Res. 313 and 
the Senate proceed to its immediate 
consideration. 

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

The clerk will report the resolution 
by title. 

The bill clerk read as follows: 
A resolution (S. Res. 313) designating the 

week of September 22 through September 28, 
2019, as ‘‘Gold Star Families Remembrance 
Week’’. 

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

Mr. MCCONNELL. Madam President, 
I ask unanimous consent that the reso-
lution be agreed to, the preamble be 
agreed to, and that the motions to re-
consider be considered made and laid 
upon the table. 

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

The resolution (S. Res. 313) was 
agreed to. 

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

printed in the RECORD of September 17, 
2019, under ‘‘Submitted Resolutions.’’) 

f 

RESOLUTIONS SUBMITTED TODAY 

Mr. MCCONNELL. Madam President, 
I ask unanimous consent that the Sen-
ate now proceed to the en bloc consid-
eration of the following Senate resolu-
tions, which were submitted earlier 
today: S. Res. 326, S. Res. 327, S. Res 
328, and S. Res. 329. 

There being no objection, the Senate 
proceeded to consider the resolutions 
en bloc. 

Mr. MCCONNELL. Madam President, 
I know of no further debate on the res-
olutions. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there 
further debate? 
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Hearing none, the question is on 

agreeing to the resolutions en bloc. 
The resolutions (S. Res. 326, S. Res. 

327, S. Res 328, and S. Res. 329) were 
agreed to. 

Mr. MCCONNELL. Madam President, 
I ask unanimous consent that the pre-
ambles be agreed to and the motions to 
reconsider be considered made and laid 
upon the table, all en bloc. 

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

The preambles were agreed to. 
(The resolutions, with their pre-

ambles, are printed in today’s RECORD 
under ‘‘Submitted Resolutions.’’) 

f 

ORDERS FOR WEDNESDAY, 
SEPTEMBER 25, 2019 

Mr. MCCONNELL. Madam President, 
I ask unanimous consent that when the 
Senate completes its business today, it 
adjourn until 10 a.m. Wednesday, Sep-
tember 25; further, that following the 
prayer and pledge, the morning hour be 
deemed expired, the Journal of pro-
ceedings be approved to date, and the 
time for the two leaders be reserved for 
their use later in the day; further, that 
following leader remarks, the Senate 
be in a period of morning business, 
with Senators permitted to speak 
therein for up 10 minutes each until 
10:30 a.m. 

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

f 

ORDER FOR ADJOURNMENT 

Mr. MCCONNELL. Madam President, 
if there is no further business to come 
before the Senate, I ask unanimous 
consent that it stand adjourned under 
the previous order following the re-
marks of our Democratic colleagues. 

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

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from New Mexico. 

f 

DECLARATION OF NATIONAL 
EMERGENCY 

Mr. UDALL. Madam President, we 
are at a crucial point in our democ-
racy, with a big decision to be made. 
Tomorrow, we can correct this uncon-
stitutional violation by the President 
of the United States of taking military 
money, military readiness money, na-
tional security money, and moving it 
over for a border wall. 

Canceling these 127 projects is not 
just a one-off. Let’s remember that. We 
all know the President fully intends to 
keep at it. It has already been reported 
that if the President doesn’t get the $5 
billion he has requested for his wall in 
2020, the next budget year, the adminis-
tration plans to take another $3.6 bil-
lion from the Pentagon’s construction 
budget. This President will not stop 
raiding funds we have appropriated, un-
less we stop him and terminate his 
sham emergency declaration. 

The careful planning for the 127 can-
celed projects contrasts sharply with 

the administration’s haphazard rush to 
build the President’s wall. The Presi-
dent wants 500 miles of wall before the 
2020 election. To do so, the administra-
tion may need to skirt the Federal pro-
curement process and aggressively 
take lands away from private land-
owners through eminent domain. 

Don’t worry, says the President to 
his staff: I will pardon you if you break 
any laws. 

This is no way to run a government, 
and, certainly, no way to spend tax-
payer dollars. 

Don’t get me wrong. I support strong 
border security. We need well-trained 
officers, mobile assets, surveillance 
technology, and adequate resources. 
But a multibillion dollar wall is waste-
ful, ineffective, and offensive. 

Now, I know some in this Chamber 
disagree with that opinion. The place 
to debate and decide how we spend tax-
payer dollars to keep our border secure 
is in the Appropriations Committee, its 
various subcommittees, and on the 
floor of the Senate. That is what the 
Constitution says. 

James Madison wrote in Federalist 
84: ‘‘An elective despotism was not the 
government we fought for; but one in 
which the powers of government should 
be so divided and balanced . . . that no 
one could transcend their legal limits 
without being effectually checked and 
restrained by the others.’’ 

It is time for this body to check and 
restrain the executive branch. The 
President is invading our constitu-
tional prerogative. He is not a despot. 
His constitutional powers are limited. 
It is up to us to support and defend the 
Constitution of the United States, as 
we swore an oath to do, and to do the 
work we were elected to do. 

Madam President, I suggest the ab-
sence of a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will call the roll. 

The bill clerk proceeded to call the 
roll. 

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

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

f 

REMEMBERING MARY GAUTREAUX 

Mr. WYDEN. Madam President, 
scores and scores of my friends and 
neighbors at home in Oregon have been 
grieving since they learned the sad 
news about the passing of a remarkable 
woman, Mary Gautreaux, who died at 
her home over the weekend. 

Mary Gautreaux was an astounding 
bundle of energy and passion. She had 
an incandescent smile, a huge heart for 
people who didn’t have any power and 
clout, and the ability to make just 
about everybody she met more opti-
mistic about the policies, opportuni-
ties, for the days ahead. 

Mary came to our office back in the 
1990s, after working at the U.S. Forest 
Service, planting trees and fighting 
fires. I can tell you that no resume or 

job title could have ever captured what 
Mary Gautreaux was all about or how 
hard she worked to protect the quali-
ties that make Oregon different—the 
very special place she was proud to call 
home. 

Mary Gautreaux, simply stated, was 
an all-star Oregonian. She loved her 
family and her coworkers with fierce 
loyalty. All of Mary’s friends and 
neighbors knew, up close and personal, 
what an indomitable force she was. It 
didn’t matter where you lived—from 
Portland to Burns and everywhere in 
between, Democrats, Republicans, 
Independents, the left, the right, may-
ors, county officials, everybody liked 
being with Mary. They liked working 
with Mary. They admired her profes-
sionalism, and they were so impressed 
that she always tried to involve every-
body. She always wanted everybody to 
believe that they were special, that 
they counted. That is something we 
will always remember. 

My office saw her as an anchor, as I 
did personally. For the better part of 
two decades, she and I traveled to hun-
dreds of townhalls and community 
meetings in every nook and cranny of 
our State. 

Mary and I always shared a kind of 
special joke. At one of these town 
meetings, somebody invariably would 
ask me something that I didn’t know a 
lot about, and I would always say the 
same thing. I would say: Folks, I want 
you to know I am really digging into 
that issue, but Mary Gautreaux is one 
of the leading authorities on the sub-
ject. 

She would be rolling her eyes. Then I 
would say: Well, feel free to call Mary 
on nights and weekends. She is always 
available for people. 

My sense is that she got a kick out of 
it the first hundred times I did that. It 
was a special kind of bond we had, and 
that was vintage Mary Gautreaux. 

But the fact is, she really did make 
herself available—always, any time, 
any day. She was always ready to pick 
up the phone and travel the State to 
solve a problem. 

If I were to talk about all of the ac-
complishments and all of the results 
she produced for the people of Oregon, 
we would be here until New Year’s Eve 
2020. But I do want to talk about a 
handful that stand out for their excep-
tional breadth and impact. 

Mary Gautreaux was an early advo-
cate of reopening the Willamette River 
for the benefit of everybody in Port-
land. She knew it had the potential to 
be a treasure for the community. She 
was out there swimming every chance 
she could get, and she loved every time 
she could get out into the Willamette. 
But she recognized that not everybody 
had her physical abilities. So as was al-
ways her way, when Mary recognized a 
problem that needed fixing, she got to 
work. She pushed locally with the city 
and community activists to get a lad-
der installed at a popular swim spot. 

As a result of this kind of effort and, 
frankly, her imagination—I don’t know 
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