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King 
Lankford 
Leahy 
Lee 
Manchin 
McConnell 
McSally 
Menendez 
Moran 
Murphy 
Murray 
Paul 
Perdue 
Peters 
Portman 

Reed 
Risch 
Roberts 
Romney 
Rosen 
Rubio 
Sasse 
Schatz 
Schumer 
Scott (FL) 
Scott (SC) 
Shaheen 
Shelby 
Sinema 
Smith 

Stabenow 
Sullivan 
Tester 
Thune 
Tillis 
Toomey 
Udall 
Van Hollen 
Warner 
Whitehouse 
Wicker 
Wyden 
Young 

NAYS—4 

Gillibrand 
Hirono 

Markey 
Merkley 

NOT VOTING—8 

Booker 
Harris 
Isakson 

Klobuchar 
Murkowski 
Rounds 

Sanders 
Warren 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. On this 
vote, the yeas are 88, the nays are 4. 

The motion is agreed to. 
f 

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 David B. Barlow, of Utah, to be 
United States District Judge for the District 
of Utah. 

Mitch McConnell, John Boozman, Rich-
ard Burr, Shelley Moore Capito, John 
Cornyn, Mike Crapo, John Barrasso, 
Roy Blunt, John Thune, Steve Daines, 
Thom Tillis, Kevin Cramer, Chuck 
Grassley, Tom Cotton, Rand Paul, 
Roger F. Wicker, Cindy Hyde-Smith. 

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 David B. Barlow, of Utah, to be 
United States District Judge for the 
District of Utah, 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 Georgia (Mr. ISAKSON), the Sen-
ator from Alaska (Ms. MURKOWSKI), and 
the Senator from South Dakota (Mr. 
ROUNDS). 

Mr. DURBIN. I announce that the 
Senator from New Jersey (Mr. BOOKER), 
the Senator from California (Ms. HAR-
RIS), the Senator from Minnesota (Ms. 
KLOBUCHAR), the Senator from 
Vermont (Mr. SANDERS), and the Sen-
ator from Massachusetts (Ms. WARREN) 
are necessarily absent. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Ms. 
MCSALLY). Are there any other Sen-
ators in the Chamber desiring to vote? 

The yeas and nays resulted—yeas 88, 
nays 4, as follows: 

[Rollcall Vote No. 374 Ex.] 

YEAS—88 

Alexander 
Baldwin 
Barrasso 
Bennet 
Blackburn 
Blumenthal 
Blunt 
Boozman 
Braun 
Brown 
Burr 
Cantwell 
Capito 
Cardin 
Carper 
Casey 
Cassidy 
Collins 
Coons 
Cornyn 
Cortez Masto 
Cotton 
Cramer 
Crapo 
Cruz 
Daines 
Duckworth 
Durbin 
Enzi 
Ernst 

Feinstein 
Fischer 
Gardner 
Graham 
Grassley 
Hassan 
Hawley 
Heinrich 
Hoeven 
Hyde-Smith 
Inhofe 
Johnson 
Jones 
Kaine 
Kennedy 
King 
Lankford 
Leahy 
Lee 
Manchin 
McConnell 
McSally 
Menendez 
Moran 
Murphy 
Murray 
Paul 
Perdue 
Peters 
Portman 

Reed 
Risch 
Roberts 
Romney 
Rosen 
Rubio 
Sasse 
Schatz 
Schumer 
Scott (FL) 
Scott (SC) 
Shaheen 
Shelby 
Sinema 
Smith 
Stabenow 
Sullivan 
Tester 
Thune 
Tillis 
Toomey 
Udall 
Van Hollen 
Warner 
Whitehouse 
Wicker 
Wyden 
Young 

NAYS—4 

Gillibrand 
Hirono 

Markey 
Merkley 

NOT VOTING—8 

Booker 
Harris 
Isakson 

Klobuchar 
Murkowski 
Rounds 

Sanders 
Warren 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. On this 
vote, the yeas are 88, the nays are 4. 

The motion is agreed to. 

f 

EXECUTIVE CALENDAR 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will report the nomination. 

The senior assistant legislative clerk 
read the nomination of David B. Bar-
low, of Utah, to be United States Dis-
trict Judge for the District of Utah. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Georgia. 

f 

LEGISLATIVE SESSION 

MORNING BUSINESS 

Mr. PERDUE. Madam President, I 
ask unanimous consent that the Sen-
ate proceed to legislative session and 
be in a period of morning business, 
with Senators permitted to speak 
therein for up to 10 minutes each. 

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

f 

TRIBUTE TO MIKE CARRIGAN 

Mr. DURBIN. Madam President, 
nearly one-quarter of Illinois’ work-
force will see the benefit of a $15 an our 
minimum wage by 2025. Also, the State 
of Illinois is about to embark on a mas-
sive $45 billion infrastructure mod-
ernization and construction plan. Sim-
ply put, these are life-changing 
achievements. And behind both is Mi-
chael Carrigan. 

Since 2010, Mike Carrigan has served 
as the president of the Illinois AFL– 
CIO, fighting for working families 

across the State. At the end of the 
year, Mike is retiring from his decades’ 
long service to Illinois’ labor unions 
and its nearly 900,000 members. 

In the fall of 2011, Mike was my guest 
for then-President Obama’s joint ses-
sion of Congress focusing on the econ-
omy. Mike had been an authority on 
creating jobs and putting people back 
to work for years so the invitation 
made perfect sense. And Mike was 
there to applaud a President he had 
worked hard to elect. 

Michael Carrigan was born in Kan-
kakee, IL, and grew up in Kankakee 
County. After graduating from 
MacMurray College in Jacksonville 
and completing a 4-year apprenticeship 
in Decatur, he became a journeyman 
electrician. Mike installed wiring at 
construction sites for everything from 
nuclear powerplants to fast-food res-
taurants. Later, he became the busi-
ness manager and financial secretary 
for the International Brotherhood of 
Electrical Workers Local 146 in Deca-
tur. 

In 1995, Mike ran for the city council 
in Decatur and won. Four years later, 
Margaret Blackshere chose Mike to be 
her running mate in an historic bid for 
the leadership of the Illinois AFL–CIO. 
Margaret was the first woman to serve 
as president of the labor organization, 
and they were the right people for the 
jobs at the right time. Under the lead-
ership of Margaret and Mike, the AFL– 
CIO led the fight to raise the State’s 
minimum wage multiple times, devel-
oped infrastructure plans, and 
strengthened labor union membership 
in Illinois. They brought together di-
verse groups and built coalitions to im-
prove the lives of working families in 
Illinois, from infrastructure to 
healthcare. 

When Margaret stepped away from 
her post in 2007, Mike seamlessly con-
tinued the hard work of leading Illinois 
AFL–CIO. In 2008, the mayor of Decatur 
resigned abruptly, and the city council 
picked Mike to finish the term. Like 
his work in labor, Mike took to his 
temporary role with enthusiasm. He 
served for 10 months, providing steady 
leadership, before returning full time 
to the AFL–CIO. 

In 2015, a newly elected Republican 
Governor purposely chose Mike’s 
hometown of Decatur to launch a cam-
paign to break Illinois unions with 
right to work laws. Mike Carrigan did 
not back away. Mike fought then-Gov-
ernor Rauner’s efforts to weaken work-
ers’ rights in every corner of our State. 
From courtrooms to the picket line, 
Mike took the fight to Rauner. In 2018, 
the voters of Illinois retired Bruce 
Rauner. Within 6 months, Mike had 
worked behind the scenes to ensure 
that State workers had a new contract 
under our new Governor, J.B. Pritzker. 

After 20 years of service to the Illi-
nois AFL–CIO, Mike is retiring. 
Thanks to his hard work and dedica-
tion, the outlook for Illinois labor is 
bright. 

Even in retirement, I know Mike will 
keep busy and will only be a phone call 
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away. I look forward to catching an-
other Illini/Mizzou Braggin’ Rights bas-
ketball game with Mike. And his holi-
day dinner is a favorite of the season 
for my wife, Loretta, and me. 

I am excited to see what Mike does 
next and I am proud to call him a 
friend. 

(At the request of Mr. SCHUMER, the 
following statement was ordered to be 
printed in the RECORD). 

f 

VOTE EXPLANATION 

∑ Ms. HARRIS. Madam President, I 
was absent but had I been present I 
would have voted no on rollcall vote 
No. 368 the motion to invoke cloture on 
Executive Calendar No. 47, Eric Ross 
Komitee to be U.S. District Judge for 
the Eastern District of New York.∑ 

f 

SECURE ACT 

Mr. LEE. Madam President, as more 
Americans enjoy longer lives than ever 
before, it is more crucial than ever 
that retirement plans and the policies 
that govern them keep pace with 
healthcare innovation and demo-
graphic change. That is the reason why 
a bipartisan coalition in both houses of 
Congress has proposed the SECURE 
Act, to modernize retirement savings 
policies. 

For the first time, it would give busi-
nesses the option to band together to 
create pooled retirement plans for 
their employees, helping them save 
time and money and expanding access 
to millions of workers to an indispen-
sable job benefit. This would especially 
help small businesses who would love 
to offer their employees retirement 
plans but simply cannot afford it on 
their own. It would allow graduate and 
postdoctoral students to save for their 
retirements by contributing income 
from their stipends and fellowships to 
Individual Retirement Accounts. And 
it would allow parents to withdraw re-
tirement funds, without penalty, for 
the birth or adoption of a child, pro-
viding special help to younger families 
when they need it most. 

I support all of the above provisions, 
and to see them enacted, I am willing 
to accept multiple provisions in this 
bill that I oppose. Unfortunately, one 
provision goes over the line, would 
hurt the very workers it purports to 
help, and would set a dangerous prece-
dent for Federal policy. This measure 
would allow a handful of select busi-
nesses to cut their required contribu-
tions to their workers’ pension plans, 
while still promising those workers full 
benefits. 

Under current law, if a pension plan 
fails to meet its funding target, the 
plan sponsor must eliminate the fund-
ing shortfall through additional plan 
contributions, plus interest, over 7 
years. The bailout in the SECURE Act, 
however, would extend that period to 
30 years for only a handful of strug-
gling newspapers. Additionally, it 
would entitle them to legally assume a 

higher return on investment than 
other businesses must use. 

This would reduce the amount that 
certain community newspapers are re-
quired to contribute to their employ-
ees’ plans each month and, given the 
longer payback window, would also 
make it less likely that these bailed 
out companies would ever make up the 
shortfall. In other words, this bill 
grants a special bailout to a handful of 
community newspapers by allowing 
them to shortchange their workers’ 
pensions. 

This is bad policy and bad precedent. 
This short-sighted strategy might pro-
long the life of these community news-
papers for a while; that is what short- 
sighted strategies do. But it would only 
do so at the expense of their employees 
because, when these newspaper pen-
sions inevitably become insolvent, 
which is the trajectory they are al-
ready on, they will most likely end up 
in the Pension Benefit Guaranty Cor-
poration. The PBGC is a federally-char-
tered business that provides pension in-
surance through premiums paid by pri-
vate companies. In other words, all the 
companies required to pay into the 
PBGC, but that do not receive a special 
bailout, will be forced to pay the price. 
This is the opposite of ‘‘secure.’’ We 
ought not provide special treatment to 
a select group of community news-
papers in the first place. And we cer-
tainly shouldn’t set the precedent that 
those bailouts entitle recipients to raid 
their workers’ pensions and then force 
more prudently run businesses to pick 
up the tab. 

This is why I have an amendment 
that strikes this pension bailout provi-
sion out of the bill. A few weeks ago, 
Senator TOOMEY offered a reasonable 
path forward for the SECURE Act. He 
suggested allowing the Senate to con-
sider the SECURE Act with five Repub-
lican amendments and five Democratic 
amendments of their choosing. Unfor-
tunately, Senator MURRAY refused to 
accept that proposal, claiming that the 
amendments are ‘‘not in the interest of 
hardworking Americans.’’ 

I respectfully disagree. In addition to 
my amendment, which would stop cor-
porate bailouts and protect workers 
from corporate raids on their pension 
funds, Senator CRUZ and Senator 
BRAUN have amendments to expand 529 
savings accounts. Under their pro-
posals, parents and grandparents could 
save money for the educational ex-
penses of children with disabilities, for 
homeschooling, and for apprenticeships 
and training programs. 

All of these amendments are ‘‘in the 
interests of American workers.’’ The 
Senate should consider each of them. I 
hope my Democratic colleagues will 
recognize the need to put this bill on 
the Senate floor so we can vote on the 
underlying text, as well as the reason-
able amendments that have been pro-
posed. 

REMEMBERING KAY HAGAN 
Mr. WARNER. Madam President, 

Senator Kay Hagan was a great friend 
and a devoted public servant. Her loss 
has been deeply felt by her many 
friends in this Chamber. 

Kay and I first got to know each 
other when we were running for the 
Senate in 2008. Throughout that cam-
paign, we would talk periodically, and 
her courage in the face of the attacks 
she dealt with said so much about her 
character and her strong faith. We 
were sworn in together as freshmen 
Senators in 2009, and I had the pleasure 
of serving alongside her for 6 years. 

Throughout her time in the Senate, 
Kay served the people of North Caro-
lina with integrity. I knew her to be 
someone who approached every chal-
lenge not as a member of a particular 
political party but as someone who 
wanted to do right by the people of 
North Carolina, who were always her 
top priority. 

She brought a valuable perspective 
on financial matters and significant 
experience in that arena to the Senate, 
having worked in the banking sector in 
North Carolina. During her time on 
Capitol Hill, she was known as a legis-
lator who was always willing to listen 
to good ideas—no matter which side of 
the aisle they came from. I saw this 
firsthand whenever we collaborated on 
legislation. 

Through her work Senator Hagan 
sought to leave behind a better nation 
for our future generations. In our first 
year in the Senate, we worked closely 
together on the value and innovation 
amendment package—an ambitious set 
of amendments to encourage innova-
tion and drive down costs in 
healthcare. I was also proud to have 
worked with her on legislation to do 
things like strengthen America’s hous-
ing finance system and bring jobs back 
to the United States. 

Born in Shelby, NC, Kay got involved 
in public service early on, working as a 
Senate intern in the 1970s and eventu-
ally going on to work on Governor Jim 
Hunt’s campaigns in her home of Guil-
ford County. Before being elected to 
the Senate, she served in the North 
Carolina State Senate for 10 years, 
where she cochaired the budget com-
mittee. 

Senator Hagan blazed the trail as 
North Carolina’s first female demo-
cratic Senator and as the second 
woman to ever serve as Senator of her 
State. Championing a number of bills 
to fund expanded screening for 
newborns, provide medical assistance 
to families exposed to toxic drinking 
water, and safeguard tuition funding 
for servicemembers, Senator Hagan 
spent her career fighting for the well- 
being of North Carolina families. 

Senator Hagan will be remembered as 
a leader within her community and as 
someone who was not afraid to stand 
for what was right. My heart goes out 
to her husband, Chip; her three chil-
dren, Jeannette, Tilden and Carrie; her 
beloved grandchildren; and her whole 
family. 
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