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Wellstone had a brother and Senator
Domenici had a son who were strug-
gling with mental illness, and they
didn’t have protection in their health
insurance, so the Senators fought to
include it.

Thank goodness they did. Because of
that health law, insurance companies
cannot discriminate against Stefanie’s
son because of his medical history. Her
son just graduated college. She is
thankful he can stay on her company’s
policy until he gets a job, and she is
thankful her premiums are not higher
due to her son’s health needs. Stefanie
is afraid that if these protections go
away because of a court case that is
currently pending or the actions of the
Republican majority in this Senate,
her son will be uninsurable or face
enormous medical bills that he will be
unable to pay. Stefanie wrote to me,
and she said that if the Affordable Care
Act were to be eliminated, they are
‘“‘contemplating leaving this country to
seek manageable health care.”

Democrats are fighting to keep
healthcare protections for people like
Stefanie and her son. Because of the
Affordable Care Act, people with pre-
existing conditions can no longer be de-
nied coverage or charged higher pre-
miums. Is there anyone among us who
doesn’t know someone with a pre-
existing condition? I have one. This
protects 5 million people in Illinois
who have a preexisting condition.

Insurance companies are no longer
allowed to impose annual or lifetime
caps on benefits or to deny coverage for
mental health, substance abuse treat-
ment, prescription drugs, or hos-
pitalizations, and young people are al-
lowed to stay on their parents’ plan
until they reach age 26.

Despite the Republican and Trump
administration’s continued efforts to
repeal these protections both in Con-
gress and in the courts, health insur-
ance under the Affordable Care Act is
open for business. If you are interested
and want to know the policies avail-
able, healthcare.gov is the website to
visit.

Open enrollment for 2020 health plans
began on November 1 and ends on De-
cember 15. If you can, sign up. It is a
protection that you hope you will
never need, but if you need it, it is
good to have it.

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.

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the quorum call be rescinded.

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

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

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

RUSSIA

Mr. CASEY. Mr. President, beginning

with Russia’s interference in our 2016
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national elections, to the recent with-
drawal of U.S. troops from Syria,
President Trump has made multiple
statements and decisions that serve
only to benefit Vladimir Putin’s agen-
da to undermine democracy and expand
Russia’s influence around the world.

Taken together, these actions aren’t
just a threat to U.S. national security,
but they also undercut and diminish
some of the core tenets and values of
American democracy and global leader-
ship. The U.S. Senate, as part of a co-
equal branch of government, must rec-
ognize this threat and act as a body to
ensure our institutions at home and in-
terests abroad are protected. Thus far,
we have not lived up to this solemn re-
sponsibility.

Let me start with a seminal news ar-
ticle from the Washington Post, just
recently. White House reporter Anne
Gearan, in her October 15, 2019, article,
catalogs how the Trump administra-
tion has allowed Russia to assert domi-
nance globally. The headline reads:
“Trump’s moves in Ukraine and Syria
have a common denominator: Both
help Russia.”

Anne Gearan writes as follows, and I
will quote in pertinent part.

. .. President Trump has taken action
that has had the effect of helping the author-
itarian leader of Russia.

. . . [The President’s] actions in Syria and
Ukraine add to the list of policy moves and
public statements that have boosted Russia
during his presidency, whether that was
their central purpose or not, confounding
critics who have warned that he has taken
too soft a stance toward a nation led by a
strongman hostile to the United States.

Anne Gearan goes on to discuss how
President Trump’s withdrawal of U.S.
troops from Syria has allowed Russia
to assert a more dominant role in the
region. She also discusses how the
President’s intimidation of Ukraine’s
recently elected President Zelensky
has become the subject of a domestic
impeachment inquiry and distracted
from actual engagement and support to
Ukraine as it continues to grapple with
Russian aggression.

Anne Gearan also notes:

[President] Trump has publicly questioned
the usefulness of NATO—the post-World War
IT military alliance established as a bulwark
against first the Soviet Union and now Rus-
sia—as well as the utility of the European
Union, a political and economic alliance
Putin would love to weaken.

This is all written by Anne Gearan.

These actions have led to a growing
consensus among the national security
community that the President is not
serving the national interest. Let me
move to a second part of this.

Sadly, President Trump’s recent ac-
tions with regard to Syria and Ukraine
are, unfortunately, not isolated. Presi-
dent Trump has been consistent in tak-
ing actions that favor Russia. As early
as April of 2016, then-candidate Donald
Trump vowed to pursue closer ties to
Russia if elected to the Presidency.
Even before he took office, by way of
Twitter and other platforms he was
signaling to Vladimir Putin his def-
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erence to a Putin-driven U.S.-Russia
dynamic.

From there, the American people
have only learned more about the
Trump campaign’s ties to Russia and
Russia’s interference in the 2016 Presi-
dential election.

The intelligence community’s un-
classified report concluded:

We assess Russian President Vladimir
Putin ordered an influence campaign in 2016
aimed at the U.S. presidential election. Rus-
sia’s goals were to undermine public faith in
the U.S. democratic process, denigrate Sec-
retary Clinton, and harm her electability
and potential presidency. We further assess
Putin and the Russian government developed
a clear preference for President-elect Trump.

The interference with our election
process by a hostile government was an
attack on our democracy and a threat
to our national security carried out by
Russian operatives at the direction of
Vladimir Putin himself.

Since Special Counsel Robert
Mueller’s appointment as special coun-
sel to investigate Russia’s attack, 34
indictments have been returned in con-
nection with the investigation, includ-
ing indictments against Russian indi-
viduals and Russian companies, as well
as former Trump campaign manager
Paul Manafort and deputy campaign
manager Rick Gates, who were charged
with ‘‘conspiracy against the United
States.”” Special Counsel Mueller also
secured guilty pleas from other cam-
paign advisers, including George
Papadopoulos and Michael Flynn.

Despite this ample evidence of
wrongdoing, the President attempted
to impede the Russia probe at every
step of the way. The U.S. intelligence
community, the Senate Intelligence
Committee, and Robert Mueller and his
team of investigators have done a great
service to our Nation in investigating
the Trump campaign’s ties to Russia
and Russian interference in our elec-
tion. The findings further confirm that
President Trump not only benefitted
from Russian interference but, as Anne
Gearan wrote in the October 15 Wash-
ington Post story, President Trump
‘““has also disputed, at times, the U.S.
intelligence community’s conclusion
that Russia interfered in the 2016 elec-
tion to boost his candidacy, and he
only reluctantly signed a bill imposing
sanctions on Russia for the trans-
gression after weeks of resisting the
measure, which he called, ‘seriously
flawed.””’

Anne Gearan is referencing the Coun-
tering America’s Adversaries Through
Sanctions Act, known by the acronym
CAATSA, or C-A-A-T-S-A. That is leg-
islation that I supported, and it passed
both Houses of Congress with bipar-
tisan support to impose sanctions on
U.S. adversaries, including Russia, for
its incursions into Ukraine and Syria
and interference in our elections.

I believe it is likely that if CAATSA
did not clearly prohibit it, President
Trump would have removed preexisting
Russia sanctions by now.

So the evidence is clear. By inter-
fering in our national elections and
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elevating Donald Trump’s prospects for
success as a candidate, Vladimir Putin
was assuring that a personal ally would
be installed in the White House and
that that particular ally would clear
the way for Putin to advance his for-
eign policy goals around the world.

Let me move to a second—or, I
should say, a third—part of this. If it
isn’t bad enough that the President is
himself undermining our intelligence
community’s findings, he has deployed
Attorney General William Barr to try
and discredit those findings—those
findings by our intelligence commu-
nity with regard to interactions with
allies.

William Barr has been traveling the
world chasing conspiracy theories and
investigating President Trump’s com-
plaints about the origins of the govern-
ment’s investigation into Russian elec-
tion interference. Specifically, the At-
torney General is examining whether
U.S. intelligence and law enforcement
agencies acted properly when they ex-
amined possible ties between the
Trump campaign and Russia, which ul-
timately 1led to Special Counsel
Mueller’s investigation. We have
learned that this probe is now a crimi-
nal investigation, suggesting that it is
focused on the unfounded allegations
pushed by the President’s allies about
how the Russia probe was started.

Considering that Special Counsel
Mueller, the intelligence community,
and the bipartisan Senate Intelligence
Committee all confirmed in great de-
tail that Russia interfered in the 2016
election, it is entirely unclear what
legal or factual predicate Attorney
General Barr is even relying on to jus-
tify this criminal investigation into
the origins of the government’s inves-
tigation into Russia’s election inter-
ference.

Attorney General Barr is pursuing
these efforts, despite the fact that
Italy’s Prime Minister Giuseppe Conte
stated that Italy’s intelligence services
played no role in the Russian inves-
tigation. It appears that Attorney Gen-
eral Barr is using the Justice Depart-
ment to chase unsubstantiated con-
spiracy theories that could benefit the
President politically and also under-
mine Special Counsel Robert Mueller’s
Russia investigation.

The Attorney General has also dem-
onstrated eagerness to prejudge his
own investigation by already telling
lawmakers in April that he believed
that “‘spying did occur’ by the FBI on
the Trump campaign. So the President
has dispatched a top U.S. law enforce-
ment official around the world to pur-
sue a biased investigation into an ef-
fort to undermine our intelligence
agencies and to undermine the work of
a special counsel who was appointed by
the very same Justice Department that
Attorney General Barr leads, with the
primary goal—the primary goal—being
to clear Vladimir Putin’s government
of wrongdoing. It is hard to com-
prehend or adequately articulate how
disturbing that is.
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Let me move to another part of the
evidence with regard to how the Presi-
dent deals with President Putin and his
government—the Helsinki summit.
President Trump’s dangerous deference
to Vladimir Putin was most evident at
the July 2018 summit in Helsinki.
Putin and President Trump had a 2-
hour one-on-one meeting, followed by
an unprecedented press conference.

President Trump appears to over-
whelmingly favor one-on-one, closed-
door, direct communications with
Putin on a regular basis. I have to ask
at least two questions, among many we
could ask. Question No. 1 is, What is he
hiding? No. 2 is, Why not have experi-
enced U.S. personnel present at such
bilateral meetings?

Even more disturbing were the Presi-
dent’s statements following the
Trump-Putin meeting. Here is a brief
summary of what happened at that
meeting:

President Trump praised Putin and
his leadership.

No. 2, he repeatedly sided with Putin
over our intelligence community, as-
serting that Russia did not, in fact,
interfere in the 2016 elections. The
President repeatedly siding with Putin
over our intelligence community was a
grave offense by the President that
made our Nation less safe—in my judg-
ment, for sure less safe. It was one of
the worst moments in any American
Presidency.

No. 3 in my brief summary of that
public meeting in Helsinki is that Mr.
Putin was silent the whole time when
this was happening.

President Trump’s rambling com-
ments over several minutes reflect not
only the President’s disturbing desire
to flatter and to show support for
Putin but also his complete failure—in
that instance, his complete failure—to
advance U.S. interests.

Let me move to the impeachment
that is underway regarding Ukraine.

The transcript of the now-infamous
July 25 phone call with Ukrainian
President Volodymyr Zelensky that is
the subject of the current impeach-
ment inquiry also reflects the Presi-
dent’s failure to prioritize U.S. na-
tional security interests when it comes
to Russia.

Going back to Anne Gearan and the
Washington Post story of October 15 of
this year, she wrote: ‘“‘During that call,
Trump did not mention longstanding
U.S. policy goals for Ukraine, including
standing up to Russian pressure, and he
may have tarred and weakened
Zelensky and his winning anti-corrup-
tion platform by dragging him into do-
mestic U.S. politics.”

Such major omissions send a clear
signal to Putin that he could expand
his aggression in Ukraine beyond Cri-
mea and to the Ukrainian people and
also the message to the Ukrainian peo-
ple that Zelensky is not going to be the
strong leader with U.S. backing that
Ukraine needs at this time.

We have already seen the impact of
President Trump’s abandonment of
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Ukraine amid this impeachment scan-
dal. In early October, President
Zelensky was effectively backed into a
corner to sign Ukraine on to the so-
called Steinmeier Formula, which sets
the path toward elections in the
Donbass region of eastern Ukraine and
eventual negotiations with Russia over
the future of Russian-occupied terri-
tories. He did this without achieving
previously imposed preconditions of
Russian troop withdrawal and security
for the elections.

Zelensky was effectively shamed into
pursuing this Steinmeier Formula
after President Trump urged him to ne-
gotiate with Putin—with Putin—sev-
eral times on camera during the United
Nations General Assembly meetings in
September. As Anne Gearan puts it,
“The result: A country that was look-
ing for strong U.S. backing, amid wor-
ries that Russia could seek to move its
aggression beyond the annexation of
Crimea, has been left to wonder about
the Trump administration’s commit-
ment to its national interests.”

Let me move to Syria. President
Trump’s latest moves in Syria only
further amplify the alarm over this
President’s affinity for Vladimir Putin.

In early October, President Trump
announced the abrupt withdrawal of
U.S. troops from Syria, clearing the
way for Turkey to pursue a military
operation against Kurdish allies of the
United States in northern Syria. Fol-
lowing an initial U.S.-brokered
ceasefire, Turkish and Russian authori-
ties have agreed to a more permanent
status, sharing control of Syria’s
northern border.

Turkish and Russian forces are not
only occupying Kurdish-held areas but
also further expanding Russia’s role in
Syria and committing war crimes
against Kurdish civilians, according to
the United Nations.

Russia has already occupied U.S.
military camps in the region, and
Turkish President Erdogan’s deepening
relationship with Vladimir Putin—as
evidenced by Turkey’s purchase of the
Russian S—400 missile system—only un-
dercuts U.S. influence in Syria, all but
guaranteeing that U.S. interests will
not be represented in a future Syrian
political settlement.

President Trump’s decision serves to
benefit Vladimir Putin. Prior to with-
drawal, the United States was Russia’s
only military equal in Syria, but Rus-
sia is now the primary and, according
to some analysts, the sole power
broker in Syria.

In the vacuum left by the United
States, Putin will be able to return
control of the country to Bashar al-
Assad, exercise increased control over
Turkey—a NATO ally—and return to
Russia’s Cold War-era dominance in
the Middle East.

As Georgetown University Russia
specialist Andrew Bennett put it,
“[Wlhat is clear is that Russia and the
[Bashar al-] Assad regime that it backs
have been the big winners in Trump’s
abrupt retreat. Now, suddenly
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Putin is back in the driver’s seat in
Syria, with leverage over all sides.”

Mr. President, it is even worse than
that. Let me recount some recent news
with regard to actions by Vladimir
Putin.

President Trump’s transgression goes
beyond simply allowing Russia to fill a
vacuum. On October 13, just 2 days be-
fore Anne Gearan’s Washington Post
story, the New York Times reported
that ‘‘the Russian Air Force has re-
peatedly bombed hospitals in Syria in
order to crush the last pockets of re-
sistance to President Bashar al-Assad.”

The Times published evidence in that
story that the Russians bombed four
Syrian hospitals in a 12-hour period in
May of this year. During the assault,
the Kafr Nabl Surgical Hospital in Idlib
Province was struck four times in 30
minutes. Let me say that again. A hos-
pital was struck four times in 30 min-
utes. Dozens of hospitals and clinics in
Idlib Province have been struck since,
and Syrian medical workers live in
constant fear of the next strike.

Russia continues to act with impu-
nity. Not only did it bomb another hos-
pital in Idlib last week, Russia is using
its sway at the United Nations Secu-
rity Council—where U.S. leadership has
diminished significantly under this ad-
ministration—to limit the scope and
the impact of a U.N. inquiry into these
bombings.

Such atrocities go beyond the pale of
violating the Geneva Conventions and
the laws of war; they demonstrate just
how ruthless Putin and his regime are
and the lengths they are willing to go
to assert Russia’s influence in the Mid-
dle East. The tragedy is, this adminis-
tration is allowing it to happen. Under
this administration, we have seen U.S.
leadership erode and multilateral insti-
tutions deteriorate to the point where
the U.N. is powerless to hold Russia ac-
countable for these atrocities.

I cannot emphasize enough that this
administration is not only failing the
American people with regard to our re-
lationship with Russia and national se-
curity interests, but it is also making
us less safe by allowing unspeakable
atrocities to occur against innocent ci-
vilians—all on our watch.

IMPEACHMENT

Mr. President, I will be brief because
I know I only have about 5 minutes be-
fore we have to move on, but I want to
turn to some brief comments about the
courageous public servants whom we
have watched and will continue to
watch testify before the House Intel-
ligence Committee both last week and
again this week in the impeachment

inquiry.

We have heard from George Kent,
Ambassador Taylor, Ambassador
Yovanovitch, and today, Lieutenant

Colonel Vindman and others, and my
remarks go out to do justice to all
those who will testify for their cour-
age. I want to make some brief com-
ments.

These individuals and so many others
are putting their careers and reputa-
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tions on the line to testify publicly in
defense of U.S. national security,
moral leadership, and our democratic
institutions. It is outrageous—and that
is an understatement—that they have
been subjected to partisan attacks—
public servants who have sacrificed so
much for our Nation. In the case of the
diplomats, the diplomats have been at-
tacked without any support or defense
from Secretary of State Pompeo or
other senior Department of State offi-
cials.

We should all be inspired by these
and countless other public servants
who work to protect and serve the
United States every day. When I reflect
upon their service to our country and
their integrity, I am reminded of just
one line from ‘“‘America the Beautiful:
“O beautiful for patriot dream, That
sees beyond the years.” One of the
dreams of a patriot, of course, is to see
beyond our own circumstances, to
dream about a better future by uphold-
ing our institutions and by serving the
rule of law, our democracy, and our
Constitution.

I will skip over all of the information
we already know about the service of
these Ambassadors and just conclude
with some comments about what hap-
pened today.

Today, Lieutenant Colonel Vindman,
before questioning by the committee
Members, was going through his expe-
rience. I will go through it briefly: in-
fantry officer, foreign area officer spe-
cializing in European and Eurasian po-
litical military affairs, political mili-
tary affairs officer, serving on the Na-
tional Security Council, and serving
our country in combat and paying the
price of being wounded in combat.

At the end of his statement today,
Lieutenant Colonel Vindman talked
about his father. He said:

His courageous decision [to come to this
country] inspired a deep sense of gratitude in
my brothers and myself and instilled in us a
sense of duty and service. All three of us
served or are currently serving in the mili-
tary. Our collective military service is a spe-
cial part of our family’s story in America.

He went on to say:

I am grateful for my father’s brave act of
hope 40 years ago and for the privilege of
being an American citizen and public serv-
ant, where I can live free of fear for mine and
my family’s safety.

He contrasted that with what hap-
pens in Russia. I think it is a good re-
minder for all of us.

Let me conclude with these thoughts.
It is appalling to see individuals such
as Lieutenant Colonel Vindman who
dedicated their entire lives to the safe-
ty and security of the United States be
smeared by the President and by his
attack dogs who are more concerned
about tweets and FOX News headlines
than protecting our Nation’s domestic
foundations.

Nothing the President has said or
done in his nearly 3 years as President
convinces me he has any understanding
of public service. Looking beyond the
current impeachment inquiry, this ad-
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ministration’s blatant disregard and
disrespect for career diplomats has had
a grave impact on the State Depart-
ment and our National Security Agen-
cy’s ability to recruit the next genera-
tion of talented, committed public
servants who promote U.S. interests
abroad.

I will not allow this administration’s
continuing assault on our diplomats to
undermine, devalue, or dishonor their
service or the service of future patriots
who choose to make a career of serving
and protecting our Nation.

The Ambassadors and officials who
testified last week, as well as today—
others, including Lieutenant Colonel
Vindman—have lived honorable and du-
tiful lives in service to the United
States of America. We owe them our
deepest gratitude and appreciation for
their integrity and commitment to
American values. These are real Amer-
ican heroes who, despite the Presi-
dent’s bullying and harassment, have
stood up in defense of our democratic
institutions and the values the Found-
ers fought for to guide our Nation.

I yield the floor.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Tennessee.

WIND PRODUCTION TAX CREDIT

Mr. ALEXANDER. Mr. President, I
have come to the floor to talk about
the wind production tax credit. This is
a subject that I've talked about before.
The Senator from Pennsylvania, Mr.
ToOMEY, will, I believe, come soon to
talk on the same subject.

The wind production tax credit is so
generous with taxpayers’ money that
wind developers can actually give away
their electricity for free and still make
a profit. Let me say that again. I am
talking today about the wind produc-
tion tax credit, which is a tax sub-
sidy—taxpayer dollars—given to wind
developers, and it is so generous that
the developers can actually, in some
cases, give away their electricity for
free and still make a profit.

That wind production tax credit has
been extended 11 times. It has been on
the books for more than 25 years. This
was a tax credit that was supposed to
jump-start a new industry—that’s 25
years of jump-starting. Four years ago,
Congress agreed to end it. We thought
that was it. In doing so, Congress asked
taxpayers to provide another $24 bil-
lion, according to the Joint Committee
on Taxation, to extend the wind pro-
duction tax credit—$24 billion more in
subsidies for another 5 years and
gradually phase out the credit. That is
what we thought we did 4 years ago. We
would spend $24 billion more in ex-
change for phasing out and ending the
wind production tax credit. This is on
top of the nearly $10 billion taxpayers
paid between 2008 and 2015 and the bil-
lions more the taxpayers have paid
since the wind production tax credit
was created in 1992. That was supposed
to be the end of the wind production
tax credit 4 years ago. Remember, it
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