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want Ukraine to fight corruption, and, 
on the other hand, they cut in the 
budget huge amounts of money aimed 
at fighting corruption. 

No one believes the President these 
days on so many things, but this issue 
is pretty clear. If you believe in fight-
ing corruption, you don’t cut the funds 
to fight corruption and at the same 
time pick out one country. 

The facts are part of the public 
record. They are deeply troubling, and 
they come before Ambassador Taylor’s 
testimony this week. By all accounts, 
Mr. Taylor’s testimony was explosive 
and undeniably credible, detailing a 
pattern of activity that corroborated 
the account provided by the whistle-
blower—this time from a career dip-
lomat, a West Point graduate who has 
served every administration, Democrat 
and Republican, since 1985. 

Taylor is the kind of person Ameri-
cans admire—down the road, non-
political, served the country, West 
Point, served Democrat and Republican 
administrations ably well. But all of a 
sudden, of course, he is an anathema 
because he spoke truth to power. Presi-
dent Trump doesn’t like that, and our 
Republican friends who cower before 
President Trump don’t like it, but 
Americans know what is going on. 

Mr. Taylor’s written statement re-
ferred to additional documentation for 
the events he described in his testi-
mony, notes and memos that are in the 
custody of the State Department. 
These records are part of a broader set 
of documents that is under subpoena 
by the House of Representatives, which 
the State Department is refusing to 
turn over to Congress. Yesterday, the 
House issued a new request for Mr. 
Taylor’s documents. 

What is it, Trump administration? 
What is it, Republicans? On the one 
hand, you say you want everything to 
be public when it comes to the hear-
ings, but you will not give up any docu-
ments. Pompeo will not come and tes-
tify. Again, the hypocrisy, the self- 
serving nature of the President’s state-
ments and his Republican allies’ here 
in the House and Senate are glaring: 
We don’t want any sunlight when it 
comes to documents, when it comes to 
even bringing Secretary Pompeo here. 
But all of a sudden, because they don’t 
like what is being heard in the hear-
ings, we need everything public. 

Well, one way or the other, I would 
like to see everything public—these 
documents—and the House has said 
that they will have public testimony. 
But the hypocrisy of our Republican 
friends and of the President is glaring 
on these issues. 

Secretary of State Mike Pompeo— 
usually very eager to state what he 
thinks boldly, he is ducking, he is run-
ning. He hasn’t explained this brazen 
disregard for the law and defiance of 
congressional oversight. Where is Sec-
retary Pompeo? The pattern of Presi-
dential misconduct alleged in the whis-
tleblower complaint runs straight 
through his Department. It concerns 

the most sensitive diplomatic interests 
of the United States, our national secu-
rity, and the potential corruption of 
foreign policy. Where is Representative 
Pompeo? 

We know people have disagreed and 
had the guts to disagree with the Presi-
dent. General Mattis is at the top of 
the list. We heard from Brett McGurk 
yesterday. He is there. Probably John 
Bolton is, too, even though I don’t 
agree with his views on a whole lot of 
stuff. We all know that Representative 
Pompeo, when he was in the House, 
would be incensed with this defiance of 
congressional prerogatives. When he 
ran the Benghazi hearings—many be-
lieve extremely unfairly, in a partisan 
and biased way—he wanted everything 
to come out. Now he is ducking. Now 
he is hiding. We need Representative 
Pompeo back here, the one who said 
things should be made public, when it 
was a different administration. 

To make matters worse, not only is 
Secretary Pompeo ducking, but maybe 
he is complicit in all of this, because 
his name has surfaced on multiple oc-
casions in the tale of the administra-
tion’s very questionable dealings with 
Ukraine. For instance, Ambassador 
Taylor’s written statement indicates 
that on August 29, at the suggestion of 
National Security Advisor John 
Bolton, Mr. Taylor sent a first-person 
cable directly to Secretary Pompeo re-
laying his concerns about the delay in 
security aid. The State Department’s 
stonewalling creates the appearance 
that the Secretary is covering up not 
only for the President but also for him-
self. 

Without question, the State Depart-
ment documents described by Mr. Tay-
lor must be provided to Congress and 
the stonewalling of Congress must end. 
Secretary Pompeo must explain him-
self. He has too many questions to an-
swer about events that concern his De-
partment, his subordinates, and his ac-
tions. If he has any—any—regard for 
his own reputation, he would do these 
things. 

Ideally, all Members of the House and 
Senate would agree on the need for 
Congress to see the full records here, 
but yesterday, as we know, a rump 
group of House Republicans stormed 
the secure facility in the Capitol— 
many with their cell phones in hand, 
even though that is against the rules— 
in an attempt to highlight the pur-
ported secrecy of the process. Some 
Representatives reportedly asked—let 
me repeat: asked—to be arrested. 

It was an obvious and outrageous 
breach of House rules and of the secu-
rity measures that exist to protect sen-
sitive information from our adver-
saries, even more so because it was so 
transparently a stunt—a puerile, child-
ish stunt. It is not the kind of thing 
that the House of Representatives—any 
Member of the House of Representa-
tives—should stand for. The hypocrisy 
of those who stormed the Chamber is 
glaring. According to the reports, more 
than one-third of the House Repub-

licans who stormed the SCIF—the 
closed-off place that is secured—are 
Members who were already allowed in 
the closed hearings. They are allowed 
to ask questions of witnesses and par-
ticipate in the factfinding. They know 
as well as I do that there will be public 
hearings in the future once the evi-
dence is gathered. 

This is not about process; this is a di-
version. That is certain. This is be-
cause House Republicans do not like 
the facts and want to suppress them. 
That is the reason they are storming, 
trying to create this childish, infantile 
fuss. They don’t want to open up the 
process; they want to shut it down. 

If the White House and its congres-
sional allies truly wanted an open and 
transparent process, the White House 
would provide the documents Congress 
requested. It wouldn’t defy subpoenas. 
It wouldn’t forbid executive branch em-
ployees from testifying. You can’t just 
flip a switch—one day, suppress evi-
dence, and the next, argue for a trans-
parent and open process. The hypoc-
risy, the self-interested dealing, is self- 
evident. 

Rather than stomp their feet in a fit 
of staged political theater, House Re-
publicans—all Republicans—should 
join us in getting all the facts. That is 
what we ask for in this Chamber. We 
are not prejudging the facts. We may 
be a jury, but we want the facts to 
come out, not some but all. That is our 
responsibility, to get the facts out, all 
of us. Matters as grave as the ones that 
form the basis of the House impeach-
ment inquiry require us to put country 
over party. That is what Democrats 
will do. That is what Republicans must 
do as well. 

All the facts must come out. Those 
who are attempting to obstruct this 
factfinding inquiry may regret the day 
they said all they want to do is open up 
the process. Our Republican friends 
may get what they wished for—all the 
facts coming out. They will regret it 
because, at least from reports, the 
facts are very troubling. 

TURKEY AND SYRIA 
Madam President, yesterday, in an 

address from the White House, Presi-
dent Trump announced he was can-
celing proposed sanctions against 
Erdogan, this time after Assad, 
Erdogan, and Putin got more than they 
could ever hope for out of President 
Trump’s abrupt decision to withdraw 
U.S. troops from northern Syria. It was 
another nonsensical and counter-
productive foreign policy decision by 
President Trump. The notion that the 
United States should trust Erdogan or 
Assad or Putin to secure ISIS fighters 
and sympathizers is not only delu-
sional, it is downright dangerous. 

President Trump’s weakness in the 
face of strongmen and his reckless de-
cisionmaking are putting the lives of 
our partners and allies and Americans 
at risk. As Assad, Erdogan, and Putin 
exert more influence on the region, as 
the Syrian Kurds are driven from the 
region and killed, as ISIS-connected 

VerDate Sep 11 2014 00:02 Oct 25, 2019 Jkt 099060 PO 00000 Frm 00003 Fmt 0624 Sfmt 0634 E:\CR\FM\G24OC6.003 S24OCPT1S
S

pe
nc

er
 o

n 
D

S
K

B
B

X
C

H
B

2P
R

O
D

 w
ith

 S
E

N
A

T
E



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — SENATES6138 October 24, 2019 
detainees escape and regroup—many of 
them planning to hurt us here in our 
homeland—again, President Trump ar-
ticulates no plan to fix what he has 
broken. 

His top officials—Secretary of State 
Pompeo and Secretary Esper—have 
canceled two briefings with the Senate, 
during which they were supposed to up-
date the Senate on the administra-
tion’s plan. I think they keep canceling 
and ducking because they don’t have a 
plan and wouldn’t know what to say. 
That is very, very disturbing. 

My Republican colleagues, please 
stand up and speak out about the obvi-
ous dangers to our national security 
that President Trump has invited. 

Some, to their credit, have done so, 
but others have gone so far as to ex-
cuse the President’s decision even if it 
results in the ethnic cleansing of the 
Kurds, our brave and former partners 
in the fight against ISIS. That is not 
right. Democrats and Republicans 
must continue to press the President 
to correct course in northern Syria and 
quickly develop a plan of action to con-
tain ISIS and secure its enduring de-
feat. 

NOMINATION OF JUSTIN REED WALKER 
Madam President, on one last issue— 

judges—today the Senate will consider 
the nomination of Justin Walker of 
Kentucky to serve a lifetime appoint-
ment on the Federal bench. Mr. Walker 
is less than 10 years out of law school, 
has never tried a case, has never served 
as cocounsel, and it is not clear how 
much of his 10 years has been spent 
practicing law. Unsurprisingly, Mr. 
Walker earned a rare ‘‘not qualified’’ 
rating by the American Bar Associa-
tion. Very few are called ‘‘not quali-
fied,’’ but he is one of them. 

It seems the only reason Mr. Walker 
has been nominated for an austere 
judgeship is his membership in the 
Federalist Society and his far-right-
wing views on healthcare, civil rights, 
and Executive power. 

Unfortunately, Mr. Walker is part of 
a well-established pattern of Repub-
licans stacking the Federal bench with 
manifestly unqualified judges. Another 
brazen example is Steven Menashi, who 
was slated to be considered in com-
mittee today before, thank God, it was 
delayed. Mr. Menashi’s record of ex-
treme views is well documented. He 
pushed Betsy DeVos’s anti-student 
agenda at the Department of Education 
and worked closely with Stephen Mil-
ler at the White House on policies that 
harm immigrants. His past writings 
show scorn for LGBTQ Americans and 
women. Menashi’s conduct before the 
Judiciary Committee was insulting, his 
contempt for the Senate reprehensible, 
and his refusal to be forthcoming about 
his record should be outright disquali-
fying. Senators GRAHAM and KENNEDY, 
in the committee, noted that his re-
fusal to answer questions was trou-
bling. 

Folks like Mr. Walker and Mr. 
Menashi have not earned the privilege 
of a lifetime appointment to the bench. 

I am glad that one of my Republican 
colleagues has said they will oppose 
Mr. Menashi’s nomination, and other 
Republicans should follow suit on his 
nomination and on Mr. Walker’s vote 
today. 

I yield the floor. 
f 

RECESS 
The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-

pore. Under the previous order, the 
Senate stands in recess until 12 noon. 

Thereupon, the Senate, at 10:37 a.m., 
recessed until 12 noon and reassembled 
when called to order by the Presiding 
Officer (Mrs. FISCHER). 

f 

EXECUTIVE CALENDAR—Continued 
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 senior assistant 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 Justin Reed Walker, of Kentucky, 
to be United States District Judge for the 
Western District of Kentucky. 

Mitch McConnell, Martha McSally, Rick 
Scott, John Thune, Lindsey Graham, 
Rand Paul, John Kennedy, John Cor-
nyn, Kevin Cramer, Pat Roberts, Mike 
Rounds, Thom Tillis, Patrick J. 
Toomey, Roger F. Wicker, John 
Hoeven, John Boozman, Richard C. 
Shelby. 

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 Justin Reed Walker, of Kentucky, to 
be United States District Judge for the 
Western District of Kentucky, shall be 
brought to a close? 

The yeas and nays are mandatory 
under the rule. 

The clerk will call the roll. 
The senior assistant legislative clerk 

called the roll. 
Mr. THUNE. The following Senators 

are necessarily absent: the Senator 
from Mississippi (Mrs. HYDE-SMITH), 
the Senator from Georgia (Mr. ISAK-
SON), and the Senator from Kansas (Mr. 
MORAN). 

Further, if present and voting, the 
Senator from Kansas (Mr. MORAN) 
would have voted ‘‘yea.’’ 

Mr. DURBIN. I announce that the 
Senator from New Jersey (Mr. BOOKER), 
the Senator from Delaware (Mr. CAR-
PER), the Senator from Delaware (Mr. 
COONS), the Senator from California 
(Ms. HARRIS), the Senator from Vir-
ginia (Mr. KAINE), the Senator from 
Vermont (Mr. SANDERS), the Senator 
from Massachusetts (Ms. WARREN), and 
the Senator from Rhode Island (Mr. 
WHITEHOUSE) are necessarily absent. 

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

The yeas and nays resulted—yeas 50, 
nays 39, as follows: 

[Rollcall Vote No. 332 Ex.] 
YEAS—50 

Alexander 
Barrasso 
Blackburn 
Blunt 
Boozman 
Braun 
Burr 
Capito 
Cassidy 
Collins 
Cornyn 
Cotton 
Cramer 
Crapo 
Cruz 
Daines 
Enzi 

Ernst 
Fischer 
Gardner 
Graham 
Grassley 
Hawley 
Hoeven 
Inhofe 
Johnson 
Kennedy 
Lankford 
Lee 
McConnell 
McSally 
Murkowski 
Paul 
Perdue 

Portman 
Risch 
Roberts 
Romney 
Rounds 
Rubio 
Sasse 
Scott (FL) 
Scott (SC) 
Shelby 
Sullivan 
Thune 
Tillis 
Toomey 
Wicker 
Young 

NAYS—39 

Baldwin 
Bennet 
Blumenthal 
Brown 
Cantwell 
Cardin 
Casey 
Cortez Masto 
Duckworth 
Durbin 
Feinstein 
Gillibrand 
Hassan 

Heinrich 
Hirono 
Jones 
King 
Klobuchar 
Leahy 
Manchin 
Markey 
Menendez 
Merkley 
Murphy 
Murray 
Peters 

Reed 
Rosen 
Schatz 
Schumer 
Shaheen 
Sinema 
Smith 
Stabenow 
Tester 
Udall 
Van Hollen 
Warner 
Wyden 

NOT VOTING—11 

Booker 
Carper 
Coons 
Harris 

Hyde-Smith 
Isakson 
Kaine 
Moran 

Sanders 
Warren 
Whitehouse 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. On this 
vote, the yeas are 50, the nays are 39. 

The motion is agreed to. 
f 

EXECUTIVE CALENDAR 
The clerk will report the nomination. 
The senior assistant legislative clerk 

read the nomination of Justin Reed 
Walker, of Kentucky, to be United 
States District Judge for the Western 
District of Kentucky. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Texas. 

UNITED STATES-MEXICO-CANADA AGREEMENT 
Mr. CORNYN. Madam President, we 

are rapidly approaching the 1-year 
mark since President Trump and the 
Prime Minister of Canada and the 
President of Mexico signed a new trade 
agreement to strengthen our econo-
mies. 

The U.S.-Mexico-Canada Agreement, 
or USMCA, will replace NAFTA, the 
North American Free Trade Agree-
ment, or NAFTA, and continue to 
guide trade with our northern and 
southern neighbors in the future. 

It is estimated by the U.S. Chamber 
of Commerce that the number of jobs 
in the United States that have been 
created directly as a result of trade 
with Mexico ranges around the 5 mil-
lion figure, with another 8 million from 
binational with Canada, so this is no 
small matter. 

Since NAFTA was enacted in 1994, a 
lot has changed. The way we commu-
nicate and the way we shop and even 
go about our daily lives rely heavily on 
technology that didn’t exist 25 years 
ago. 

Make no mistake—NAFTA has been 
a huge benefit to our country, and 
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