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find a job someplace else because the
economy is not helpful to them as they
start their careers?

USMCA will continue to provide
duty-free market access to farm com-
modities, while also expanding trade
opportunities for dairy producers and
leveling the playing field for the wheat
we export to Canada.

USMCA is important to manufactur-
ers as well. USMCA will protect the in-
tegrated North American supply chain
that is critical to manufacturers in our
State.

Wichita is known as the air capital of
the world due to aerospace and avia-
tion manufacturing. Kansas is also
home to automobile, farm equipment,
and other manufacturers.

Twenty-five percent of Kansas manu-
facturers—mostly, small to medium-
size businesses—export to Canada and
Mexico.

Nearly 25 years after its enactment,
NAFTA was due to be modernized and
to reflect changes in today’s economy.
USMCA will strengthen the rules on in-
tellectual property rights and address
digital trade issues. This modernized
agreement will serve as a template for
future trade negotiations, putting the
United States in the driver’s seat for
setting global trade rules and norms.

Kansas, as I said, is an export State.
If we are not exporting, the ability to
earn a living, to save a family farm,
and to keep our small manufacturers
across the communities that dot our
State disappears. The ability to earn a
living in Kansas depends upon selling
food and manufactured goods around
the world.

We must continue the fight for more
trade, not less. Again, I ask the House
of Representatives to quickly consider
and please do not let this calendar year
come to an end without the NAFTA re-
placement in place.

RECOGNITION OF THE MINORITY LEADER

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
Democratic leader is recognized.

IMPEACHMENT

Mr. SCHUMER. Madam President, as
the House of Representatives continues
to hold hearings as part of the im-
peachment inquiry into President
Trump, it is incumbent on all of us
here in the Senate to review the evi-
dence, keep an open mind, and avoid
prejudging the case. If impeachment
articles are served to the Senate, Sen-
ators must act as judges and jurors,
take an oath to do impartial justice,
and see to it that the Senate conducts
a fair trial.

So I have been hugely disappointed in
the partisan conduct of some of my col-
leagues on the Republican side, who, in
their rush to defend the President,
have attacked career public servants
and former members of the armed serv-
ices because they didn’t like their tes-
timony, and then they spread baseless
conspiracy theories and use their pow-
ers of a congressional office to play de-
fense for the President.

The Republican chairman of the Ju-
diciary Committee, for example, has
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attempted to send the State Depart-
ment on a wild fishing expedition for
documents to support an already de-
bunked rightwing conspiracy theory.

Meanwhile, the State Department is
blocking or delaying the production of
documents related to several legiti-
mate and ongoing investigations, many
of which were requested months ago.

I would expect that Senator GRA-
HAM’s request, outlandish as it is,
would go at the back of the line. It
would be another total debasement to
the process if Secretary Pompeo were
to further politicize the production of
documents to Congress and say it is OK
to release the documents that Senator
GRAHAM wants but not the ones that
the House committee wanted. Privilege
is privilege. I don’t believe it applies in
each case, but it is privilege. You can’t
do it to one and not the other.

Also, it is appalling that, in recent
days, certain Members on the other
side of the aisle have repeated the lie
invented by Vladimir Putin’s intel-
ligence services that Ukraine was
somehow involved in 2016 election in-
terference.

I have a simple message for my Re-
publican colleagues: Stop spreading
Putin’s propaganda.

By spreading the false and unsup-
ported narrative that Ukraine, not just
Putin, was responsible for interfering
in the 2016 elections, Republicans are
endangering our democracy and em-
powering Vladimir Putin at the same
time. Even wondering aloud about the
debunked Ukrainian interference the-
ory helps Putin muddy the waters and
deflect the blame away from his coun-
try, which our intelligence services
have all agreed—I think it is 17 of
them—that he interfered in the elec-
tion. He is trying to create a diversion,
and our Republican colleagues are
going along.

Republicans need to stop putting the
wind into the sails of Putin’s propa-
ganda. More than that, Republicans
need to forcefully and unequivocally
refute the lie that Ukraine had any-
thing to do with election interference
in 2016.

ELECTION SECURITY AND DEFENSE
APPROPRIATIONS

Madam President, on election secu-
rity and the NDAA, earlier this year,
FBI Director Wray, Trump’s appointee
to run the FBI, said: ‘“The Russians are
absolutely intent on trying to interfere
with our elections.” That is what Mr.
Wray said in response to a question
from the senior Senator from South
Carolina. Director Wray went on to
say: “My view is, until they stop, they
haven’t been deterred enough.” As a re-
minder to my colleagues on the other
side of the aisle, Director Wray is a Re-
publican and Trump appointee.

It is the testimony of Director Wray
and other national security Ileaders
over the past 3 years that has rein-
forced our commitment on the Demo-
cratic side to secure passage of legisla-
tion that includes tough, mandatory,
and deterrent sanctions against Putin
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and against any foreign adversary who
would seek to interfere with our elec-
tions.

This wasn’t a figment of our imagi-
nation; this came from our own intel-
ligence and security agencies, that
Russia interfered and that they are
going to keep interfering until we stop
them. So it is not a radical idea; it is
a bipartisan idea. It is a part of bipar-
tisan legislation introduced by Sen-
ators VAN HOLLEN and MENENDEZ and
supported by Senators RUBIO and GRA-
HAM. This legislation needs to be in-
cluded in the Defense authorization
bill. Defending our democracy is at the
core of our Nation’s defense. But at the
moment, it is being blocked by Repub-
lican Leader MCCONNELL and several
Republican committee chairs.

I am sure Leader MCCONNELL and his
colleagues, rather than explain their
opposition, will do what they usually
do: point their fingers at Democrats
and say ‘‘They are holding up the De-
fense bill; we are not.” That is a time-
honored Republican tradition, to de-
flect blame, and it just doesn’t hold
water.

Just this morning, we heard the Re-
publican leader claim that Democrats
are not supporting the defense pro-
grams needed to counter Russia. This
is laughable coming from the other
side when it is Leader MCCONNELL who
has fought so often to prevent funding
to protect us from Russian inter-
ference. It is my Republican counter-
parts who green-lit the President’s
treating the Defense Department as a
personal piggy bank, including raiding
funds from the European Deterrence
Initiative—a  program designed to
counter Russia—to build the Presi-
dent’s wall.

Democrats are ready to roll up their
sleeves and work with our Republican
colleagues to clear any substantive ob-
jections they might have to election
interference sanctions legislation, as
well as any other issue they might
have with the Defense authorization
bill, but we need to get serious soon
about including these provisions. The
annual Defense bill might be our last
chance to pass significant reforms to
secure our elections.

So, Leader MCCONNELL, are you for
securing our elections against Russia
or not? Because if you are for it, we
can move this Defense bill forward
much more quickly.

What is holding it up, in good part, is
Leader MCCONNELL’s opposition to
spending the funds necessary and the
legislation and sanctions necessary to
stop Russia from interfering.

TRIBUTE TO JOHNNY ISAKSON

Madam President, on a bittersweet
note, JOHNNY ISAKSON—what a fine
man. Today, Members of this Chamber
will hold a bipartisan lunch to say
goodbye to one of our most beloved col-
leagues, JOHNNY ISAKSON of Georgia,
who is retiring before the end of the
year.

Over the last few months, there have
been numerous tributes to JOHNNY on
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the Senate floor. He has been called ‘“‘a
real friend,” ‘‘a mentor,” ‘“‘more than a
colleague,” ‘“humble and tenacious,”
‘““they don’t come any better’—and
that is just by Democrats. That is one
of the reasons I suggested to Leader
McCONNELL that we have a lunch for
JOHNNY ISAKSON, which we are having
this afternoon.

Just as there is good reason to praise
JOHNNY ISAKSON in the ways Democrats
did, there is good reason that during
his chairmanship, ISAKSON’s committee
passed so many bipartisan bills—57, to
be exact—to help veterans. It is be-
cause he treated everyone—Democrat,
Republican, Independent, newly elected
or committee chair—with respect.
JOHNNY never let the cynicism of our
political times dim his faith in our
ability to get something done.

JOHNNY ISAKSON didn’t have the loud-
est voice in the room, but it was often
the most influential. That is because
he built years’ worth of trust. You
never doubted his word. He was an hon-
est broker. So whenever a chasm
seemed to separate the parties on a
certain issue, ISAKSON was often the
one spanning the divide. I know that
from experience, over and over again.
As an example, when families in New
York struggled to recover from disas-
ters, like Sandy, only to find that flood
insurance rates were crushing them
with enormous debt, it was Senator
ISAKSON, whose State has suffered its
fair share of disasters, who worked
with my office to find a solution.

We made enormous progress working
together to strengthen media shield
laws, protecting fearless and inde-
pendent journalism at a time when we
needed to stand up for a free and open
press.

In this most recent important appro-
priations process, we worked together
to help the widows and children im-
pacted by 9/11 gain access to a special
terror victims’® funding. I want to
thank him personally for that, and
more broadly, I want to thank him for
the example he set for many other Sen-
ators.

There are many fine adjectives that
will be used to describe Senator ISAK-
SON, and all of them will be well-de-
served, but one word used to describe
Senator ISAKSON is not often found in
the Halls of Congress: ‘‘kind.”” JOHNNY
ISAKSON is one of the kindest, most
thoughtful Senators I have known in
my time here. He is a true statesman.
That is why I know that independent of
any party or politics, everyone here
will miss JOHNNY.

I will have more to say about our
friend at the bipartisan lunch this
afternoon, but for now, I would like to
note for the record Senator ISAKSON’s
many years of faithful service to his
beloved State of Georgia and his coun-
try. We wish him and Dianne the very
best as he enters the next chapter of
his life.

I yield the floor.

I suggest the absence of a quorum.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
clerk will call the roll.
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The senior assistant legislative clerk
proceeded to call the roll.

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

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr.
ScoTT of Florida). Without objection,
it is so ordered.

The Senator from Arkansas.

CHINA

Mr. COTTON. Mr. President, the New
York Times has recently obtained a se-
cret trove of documents from the high-
est ranks of the Chinese Communist
Party. Those documents reveal some
chilling, terrifying details about Bei-
jing’s campaign to stamp out all dis-
sent and religious diversity in Xinjiang
Province in the north, where the party
has concentrated more than 1 million
Uighurs, Kazakhs, and other minorities
in reeducation camps.

These documents bring to mind
George Orwell’s famous novel 1984,”
not as the cautionary tale as he meant
it, but as an instruction manual for the
totalitarian government in Beijing.
This reign of terror began in 2014, after
a string of terror attacks in Xinjiang
Province. But instead of bringing those
terrorists to justice, the Chinese Com-
munist Party used the attacks as an
opportunity to eradicate all dissent—
all wrong-think, if you will—from a
province with 25 million residents. It
would be as if you tried to turn the
State of Texas into a concentration
camp.

These secret documents reveal a
stunning order from General Secretary
Xi Jinping. He said, ‘“We must be as
harsh as them and show them abso-
lutely no mercy.” So to beat these ter-
rorists, Beijing chose to adopt the tac-
tics of terror. Every Uighur and dis-
senter in the province is suffering as a
result.

Secretary Xi tapped one of the most
notorious enforcers to execute this
mission, a man named Chen, who
climbed the ranks of the Communist
Party first by crushing dissent and re-
ligious diversity in the southwestern
Chinese province of Tibet. The tech-
niques that they perfected in Tibet, the
Chinese Communist party took to
Xinjiang. They have turned the prov-
ince into a garrison state with ruthless
and pitiless competence. Chen’s order
to the police? ‘“Round up everyone who
should be rounded up.”

Uighurs, young and old, were loaded
on into buses and taken to concentra-
tion camps with thick concrete walls
and razor-sharp barbed wire. The police
informed anxious relatives that these
were schools and that their loved ones
were being ‘‘reeducated.” And, no, they
were not free to leave the school, nor
would there be any recess or field trips.

A secret manual obtained by Western
journalists reveals that these facilities
operate more like maximum security
prisons than like schools. The manual’s
very first section deals with preventing
escapes through the use of guard posts,
patrols, internal separation, video sur-
veillance, and double locks on dor-

S6797

mitory and hallway doors. The manual
even advocates the use of ‘‘secret
forces’ to infiltrate the detainee popu-
lation to prevent them from joining
forces or planning an escape.

Beijing now holds—let me say it
again—more than 1 million people in
these reeducation camps, supposedly
for reasons of national security, but
the truth is a lot more chilling. The
Chinese Communists, like all totali-
tarians, are paranoid about their own
survival—and rightly so—as a con-
spiracy of greedy, power-mad
princelings with no democratic legit-
imacy whatsoever.

Like all totalitarian rulers, the Chi-
nese Communist Party is also a very
jealous master. Every attachment,
every conviction, every loyalty—
whether to one’s family, one’s culture,
even one’s creator—must be sacrificed
on the altar of the Party. According to
the Chinese Communist Party, every-
thing must bow before it, and every
tongue must profess the slogans of Xi
and Mao. That means the Uighurs and
also Hongkongers, Tibetans, Tai-
wanese, and others.

The paranoid Communist Party will
not limit itself to one province or one
people, nor will it ultimately limit
itself to its own land. It will extend its
tyrannical reach to every corner that
it views as its own, creeping ever out-
ward until it demands the deference of
all the world, until it ‘‘deals with’’ the
rebellious billions who have not yet
learned to love the Chinese Big Broth-
er.

The Chinese Communist Party is
running concentration camps today,
but make no mistake, its appetite for
expansion is far greater, its methods of
control applicable to anyone anywhere.
The Free World must confront this
threat in plain view and act now to
avert such a dark and chilling future.

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

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

The Senator from Illinois.

FOR-PROFIT COLLEGES AND UNIVERSITIES

Mr. DURBIN. Mr. President, a few
years ago, a woman who works in my
office in Chicago—who actually cleans
up the office in the evenings—was so
excited when she learned that her
daughter had been accepted to college.
It was a dream come true for a woman
who had immigrated to the United
States, taken some of the hardest,
most menial manual jobs in the hopes
that her daughter, one day, would have
a better life.

She sat down with my chief of staff
in Chicago to tell her about the details,
and immediately, we knew there was
much more to the story. Her daughter
had been accepted not just to another
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