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did not move this nomination 2 years 
ago. So with this constant refrain of 2 
years, I guess you want to blame 
former Senator Corker for not moving 
it during that period of time. 

At the chairman’s request, I met 
with Mr. Pack. While he may not have 
been my nominee, I agreed to have a 
hearing, which is one of the standards 
we have in the Senate Foreign Rela-
tions Committee. There is an agree-
ment between the chair and ranking. 
That has been violated for Mr. Pack. 
He actually went to a vote before the 
committee without my agreement, so 
that comity has been violated for the 
future. 

At the end of the day, we have some-
one who will not ultimately—he says: 
Yes, I made a ‘‘mistake’’—it is a $4 mil-
lion mistake—and, yes, I should have 
answered differently. 

Well, why not correct it? If it is so 
simple, if it is so benign, why not cor-
rect it? The reason you don’t want to 
correct it is that there are con-
sequences that flow from that correc-
tion, including probably an IRS inves-
tigation. 

Finally, it is interesting that, I 
guess, when Attorney General Barr 
does something, it is not political, but 
when the attorney general of the Dis-
trict of Columbia does it, it is political. 
I didn’t know we were going to start 
choosing and picking which law en-
forcement entities are political in this 
country. 

The attorney general of the District 
of Columbia had an investigation that 
was preceding before any action of the 
committee—preceding before any ac-
tion of the committee or any informa-
tion brought to the attention of the at-
torney general. Evidently, he considers 
it significantly serious enough—poten-
tial IRS violations on taxes. 

So here are our Republican col-
leagues who, in the past, railed against 
anyone who had violations of the IRS 
Tax Code, saying they are not worthy 
of being a nominee, to going ahead and 
ramming through someone who ulti-
mately has some serious issues to the 
tune of $4 million, and that is not a 
problem. Under investigation—that is 
not a problem. 

So I urge my colleagues to consider 
what you are doing here. Not only was 
a precedent set at the committee, but 
you will set a precedent on the floor, 
and it will be very hard for you to get 
up and rail about somebody’s tax li-
abilities and what they did and didn’t 
do honestly with the taxes at the end 
of the day. 

With that, I yield the floor. 
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 bill clerk read as follows: 
CLOTURE MOTION 

We, the undersigned Senators, in ac-
cordance with the provisions of rule 
XXII of the Standing Rules of the Sen-
ate, do hereby move to bring to a close 

debate on the nomination of James H. 
Anderson, of Virginia, to be a Deputy 
Under Secretary of Defense. 

Mitch McConnell, David Perdue, Jerry 
Moran, Rob Portman, Michael B. Enzi, 
Deb Fischer, Kevin Cramer, John 
Thune, John Boozman, Shelley Moore 
Capito, Marco Rubio, Todd Young, 
John Barrasso, James Lankford, Tim 
Scott, James E. Risch, 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 James H. Anderson, of Virginia, to 
be a Deputy Under Secretary of De-
fense, shall be brought to a close? 

The yeas and nays are mandatory 
under the rule. 

The clerk will call the roll. 
The bill clerk called the roll. 
Mr. THUNE. The following Senators 

are necessarily absent: the Senator 
from North Dakota (Mr. CRAMER), the 
Senator from North Dakota (Mr. 
HOEVEN), and the Senator from South 
Dakota (Mr. ROUNDS). 

Further, if present and voting, the 
Senator from North Dakota (Mr. 
HOEVEN) would have voted ‘‘yea.’’ 

Mr. DURBIN. I announce that the 
Senator from Massachusetts (Mr. MAR-
KEY), the Senator from Vermont (Mr. 
SANDERS), the Senator from Hawaii 
(Mr. SCHATZ), the Senator from Min-
nesota (Ms. SMITH), and the Senator 
from Montana (Mr. TESTER) are nec-
essarily absent. 

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

The yeas and nays resulted—yeas 74, 
nays 18, as follows: 

[Rollcall Vote No. 108 Ex.] 
YEAS—74 

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

Feinstein 
Fischer 
Gardner 
Graham 
Grassley 
Hassan 
Hawley 
Hirono 
Hyde-Smith 
Inhofe 
Johnson 
Jones 
Kaine 
Kennedy 
King 
Lankford 
Lee 
Loeffler 
Manchin 
McConnell 
McSally 
Menendez 
Moran 
Murkowski 
Paul 

Perdue 
Peters 
Portman 
Reed 
Risch 
Roberts 
Romney 
Rosen 
Rubio 
Sasse 
Scott (FL) 
Scott (SC) 
Shaheen 
Shelby 
Sinema 
Stabenow 
Sullivan 
Thune 
Tillis 
Toomey 
Warner 
Whitehouse 
Wicker 
Young 

NAYS—18 

Baldwin 
Blumenthal 
Booker 
Cantwell 
Cardin 
Gillibrand 

Harris 
Heinrich 
Klobuchar 
Leahy 
Merkley 
Murphy 

Murray 
Schumer 
Udall 
Van Hollen 
Warren 
Wyden 

NOT VOTING—8 

Cramer 
Hoeven 
Markey 

Rounds 
Sanders 
Schatz 

Smith 
Tester 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. On this 
vote, the yeas are 74, the nays are 18. 

The motion is agreed to. 
The Senator from Illinois. 

UNANIMOUS CONSENT REQUEST 

Mr. DURBIN. Mr. President, 2 weeks 
ago, I came to the floor of the Senate 
to ask for consent on the simple, time-
ly Senate resolution sponsored by near-
ly half of the Members of this Cham-
ber. What did the resolution call for? 
Well, it urged the United States to join 
global coronavirus vaccine and treat-
ment efforts. That doesn’t sound like a 
radical idea, does it? In the midst of a 
global pandemic that is causing so 
much suffering and so many deaths, it 
would seem that asking the United 
States to join other countries of the 
world in searching for therapies and 
vaccines is just common sense. 

We don’t know where or when a vac-
cine will be discovered. We don’t know 
if an effective treatment will be discov-
ered in the United States or in some 
other place. Certainly, with the re-
spected medical and scientific leader-
ship in the United States, you would 
hope that it would be here, but let’s be 
honest. If a safe and effective vaccine 
against the coronavirus is discovered 
in some other country, the United 
States would want to be there and be 
part of the discussion about its produc-
tion and distribution. Wouldn’t we? 
That is all this resolution says. 

Why not team up with allies around 
the world since we are all looking for 
the same thing—a safe and effective 
vaccine. Whether that vaccine is 
stamped ‘‘Made in the USA’’ or is made 
in some other country is secondary. Is 
it safe? Is it effective? Will it save 
lives? Do we really want the American 
people to be left out of such an effort? 
It was a global effort to eliminate 
smallpox, Ebola, polio, and so many 
other deadly diseases we took for 
granted. We were all in it together. 

These viruses and diseases don’t 
know any boundaries. People around 
the world have the same fears and con-
cerns that we have in the United 
States about what we are paying in 
price of suffering and death until we 
find a way to avoid it. This resolution 
would just call on the United States to 
be part of a global effort to find a ther-
apy and a vaccine, but this resolution 
was blocked here in the Senate. Since 
then, since the 2 weeks that have 
passed, we have lost over 100,000 Amer-
ican lives. Sadly, the number still 
grows. This has been 100,000 lives in 
just a few months—the same number of 
American casualties in the wars of 
Korea, Vietnam, Iraq, and Afghanistan 
combined. 

What was President Trump’s re-
sponse? Was there empathy or a mes-
sage of national unity or healing dur-
ing this tragic moment? No. Once 
again, President Trump refused to take 
any responsibility for leadership during 
this crisis. Sadly, he has cast blame in 
every direction and ignored his own re-
sponsibility amid a deadly global pan-
demic that has had devastating con-
sequences for the American people. 
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Sadly, we lead the world in infections 

and death, but President Trump has de-
cided that now is the moment in his-
tory for the United States to pull out 
of the World Health Organization—the 
same body that is heading the global 
pandemic response. What is he think-
ing—that we would walk away from 
the organization that has called to the 
table countries from around the world 
in an effort to find a safe and effective 
vaccine? Here we are, on the 40th anni-
versary of the World Health Organiza-
tion’s historic achievement in eradi-
cating small pox, stumbling along with 
a President who is more interested in 
settling a score, casting blame, and 
finding ways to divide us. Once again, 
the majority of his party here in the 
Senate is not chiming in and joining us 
in this effort to pass this resolution. 

While we continue to have some of 
the world’s best researchers and ex-
perts, it is plausible that a vaccine will 
be found and developed elsewhere. In a 
rush to research and validate a vac-
cine, ramp up production, address glob-
al allocation and supply needs, ensure 
affordability and access worldwide, and 
make sure the United States gets its 
fair share of any safe and effective vac-
cine, where will we stand if the Presi-
dent insists on being on the sidelines, 
unengaged? When the United States 
pursues this Trump go-it-alone ap-
proach while the rest of the world is 
working together, where does that 
leave us? Pride cometh before the fall. 

Just as with the smallpox effort, a 
global, collaborative approach makes 
obvious sense, and it will save Amer-
ican lives. Joining forces with other 
countries around the world will help to 
speed the development and eventual 
distribution of the coronavirus vaccine 
we desperately seek. 

Do you want to know what one Re-
publican Senator from Tennessee said 
about this? He said: ‘‘I disagree with 
the President’s decision.’’ 

Withdrawing U.S. membership from 
the WHO could, among other things, 
interfere with clinical trials that are 
essential to the development of a vac-
cine. No one knows where this vaccine 
will eventually be perfected or pro-
duced. God willing, it will be soon. Yet 
why shouldn’t we be joining in this 
global effort? Why? Why, at this mo-
ment in history, has President Trump 
said we are stepping away from the or-
ganization that leads this effort? 

Given this President’s—sadly, I hate 
to use the word—‘‘obsession’’ with 
blaming everyone but himself for mis-
handling this situation, maybe his 
dereliction of duty should come as no 
surprise, but what a bitter, bitter dis-
appointment it is. 

I return to the floor to ask unani-
mous consent on a straightforward res-
olution—a simple resolution that 
should have passed without any fanfare 
by a voice vote unanimously in the 
Senate. This resolution calls on the 
United States to join in the global ef-
fort to find a safe and effective vac-
cine—something that we have done 

consistently throughout our history 
until this President took office. 

Ultimately, let’s remember that this 
is a pandemic that affects the world, 
and any solution has to be a worldwide 
solution as well. We cannot isolate our-
selves from the international ways of 
finding treatments and the develop-
ment of a vaccine. Doing so not only 
wastes time but risks there being a loss 
of life. 

UNANIMOUS CONSENT REQUEST—S. RES. 579 
Mr. President, as if in legislative ses-

sion, I ask unanimous consent that the 
Committee on Foreign Relations be 
discharged from further consideration 
of S. Res. 579, a resolution encouraging 
the international community to re-
main committed to collaboration and 
coordination to mitigate and prevent 
the further spread of COVID–19 and 
urging renewed United States leader-
ship and participation in any global ef-
forts on therapeutics and vaccine de-
velopment and delivery to address 
COVID–19 and prevent further deaths; 
that the Senate proceed to its imme-
diate consideration; that the resolution 
be agreed to, the preamble be agreed 
to, and that the motions to reconsider 
be considered made and laid upon the 
table with no intervening action or de-
bate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. ROM-
NEY). Is there objection? 

The Senator from Idaho. 
Mr. RISCH. Mr. President, reserving 

the right to object. 
First of all, let me commend my good 

friend from Illinois for bringing this. I 
know he is frustrated, as all of us are, 
with what has happened with this pan-
demic that came out of China and 
swept the world and caused all the 
grief that it has for America and for 
every other country on the planet. 

It is important to note, I think, as we 
start, that the United States has been 
the single most generous donor of glob-
al health assistance around the world. 
We do hear people, from time to time, 
criticize the foreign assistance that 
America gives out. Probably the pan-
demic that we have just gone through, 
with this COVID–19 from China, is the 
best indication that there is for why 
certain foreign assistance is so crucial. 
This foreign assistance we give in the 
healthcare area is given, amongst 
other reasons, to keep those things 
from spreading to the United States. 

Last year alone, we, the United 
States of America, we American tax-
payers, provided over $9 billion in glob-
al health assistance through the State 
Department and USAID. That $9 billion 
does not account for the amount that 
the CDC spent in global health efforts. 
So it is well over $9 billion that we 
Americans have put out there. 

We strengthen health systems; we 
train health workers; we build supply 
chains; we connect health networks; we 
support cutting-edge research and in-
novation; and, yes, develop and expand 
access to therapeutics and vaccines, 
which is what my good friend from Illi-
nois is addressing here when it comes 

to vaccines. I am going to talk about 
that in a minute. 

We led the international efforts to 
combat AIDS, malaria, tuberculosis, 
polio, Ebola, and other viruses that 
came out of China. We are the single 
largest donor to the Global Fund and 
U.N. agencies, including UNICEF. 

I hope that there isn’t a suggestion 
that we are withdrawing from collabo-
rative efforts to develop a COVID–19 
vaccine because we did not directly 
participate in the EU pledging con-
ference. In reality, leading partners in 
that effort include the Global Fund and 
Gavi, where we are the major donors, 
so we will be participating in the col-
laborative effort to develop vaccines 
for COVID–19. 

I think it is also important to note 
that the President has made a his-
toric—a historic 3-year pledge and is 
strongly supporting Gavi’s COVID–19 
efforts. Gavi stands for the global alli-
ance for vaccines. It was essentially 
the brainchild of Bill Gates. He and 
Melinda, of course, in my judgment, 
are on an equal level with Mother Te-
resa for what they have done with glob-
al health. We are participating with 
Gavi and, like I said, the President has 
made a historic 3-year pledge to that. 

I appreciate the feelings the good 
Senator from Illinois has about the 
President of the United States, and he 
did indeed put the brakes on WHO be-
cause he felt there were shortcomings 
with WHO when it came to WHO’s work 
with China and their failure really to 
get after China at the very beginning 
of this to do what it really should have 
done. 

I am going to object to this resolu-
tion not because the effort by the good 
Senator from Illinois isn’t well-taken. 
It is well-taken. We had a similar one 
2 weeks ago and they came out here 
and objected to it and the Senator is 
frustrated because he feels we should 
be doing more. 

First of all, during the 2 weeks—we 
obviously were gone for 1 week—but let 
me tell you what was going on during 
that week and the subsequent week. I 
promised, at that time, that the For-
eign Relations Committee was going to 
take this issue on because it is of such 
importance that we don’t go through 
this again, and there is a lot more that 
we can do than simply pass a resolu-
tion. 

It is my ambition to create a very 
significant piece of legislation that 
will be bipartisan, that creates a vehi-
cle to address a fast-moving virus like 
this. We can all argue about the WHO 
and what they did or didn’t do, their 
connections to China and that sort of 
thing, but that is not going to help us 
as we go forward. What we do know is 
that WHO has done good work in the 
past. They were a really good partner 
with us, as the Senator knows, when it 
came to implementing PEPFAR and 
doing great things in the battle against 
AIDS. They were very helpful with 
Ebola and very helpful with smallpox, 
but this was a different virus. This was 
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a house on fire. WHO is simply not, at 
this time, geared to be a fireman. When 
the fire bell rings, we need a vehicle to 
address a virus. 

This is going to happen again because 
in the Wuhan district, there is a vast 
bat population, and they are carrying 
about 2,000 different species of virus. 
Unfortunately, and frighteningly, we 
don’t know what all those viruses can 
do. Heaven help us if we get one out of 
there that is worse than COVID–19 that 
we have had, but we need a fire depart-
ment that can address this. 

I hope we are going to be able to en-
gage China. If not, we are going to have 
to find ways of dealing with this. 
Where is that vehicle going to be car-
ried? Is it going to be a new part of 
WHO? Is it going to be part of the CDC? 
Is it going to be a new international or-
ganization? I can’t answer that, but I 
can tell you this. On a bipartisan basis, 
Senator MURPHY, who is also on the 
Foreign Relations Committee, and I 
have introduced a bill to address a 
number of these things, including the 
vaccine question and including work-
ing on getting a vehicle to do what I 
have described. 

I think everyone is working on this 
in good faith. The bill that will be in-
troduced is written on paper. It is not 
written on stone. We are wide open to 
suggestions as to what kind of a vehi-
cle it is that will address this like fire-
men and not in a slower fashion like 
other health challenges have presented. 

Senator MURPHY and I have had a 
number of discussions on this. We are 
both committed to reach the goals that 
I know Senator DURBIN and that I 
think this whole body wants to reach. 
We are going to hold a series of hear-
ings as to how to do this, how best to 
do it, how it should be funded, how it 
should be organized, and how the man-
agement should take place. What it is 
not going to focus on is the finger- 
pointing for what happened after 
COVID escaped from a bat into a 
human being in Wuhan, China, and 
what happened after it left Wuhan, 
China, and went around the world. We 
have really good information on that 
already. 

There is going to be a lot of other in-
vestigations and hearings and that sort 
of thing. We want to talk about, what 
do we do when this happens in the fu-
ture? How can we create an agency 
that just like the fire department, 
when the bell rings, they pull their 
boots on; they slide down the pole; 
they get on the truck; and they go put 
out the fire. 

I guarantee Senator DURBIN that we 
will continue to work on this. My staff 
tells me—and I am glad to hear that 
Mr. DURBIN’s staff is working with 
them on the language on this par-
ticular resolution, and I thank the Sen-
ator for that and I invite him and com-
mit to him that we will work with him 
as we develop this new legislation and 
as we go through the hearings. 

So, again, please don’t take this as 
combative. It is not. It is intended, in 

the best spirit, to help us all move for-
ward to get to a piece of very signifi-
cant legislation that will hopefully 
take us forward like PEPFAR did and 
as some of the other monumental 
pieces of legislation did that can ad-
dress this incredibly difficult situation 
and hurtful situation not only for 
America but for the world. 

And I state to the Senator that I in-
vite your participation, encourage your 
participation, and assure you that we 
will work in good faith to try to reach 
these goals. 

With that, I object for the reasons 
stated. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objec-
tion is heard. 

The Senator from Illinois. 
Mr. DURBIN. Mr. President, I have 

respect for my colleague and thank 
him for his positive statement about 
the work to be done in the Foreign Re-
lations Committee. There is nothing in 
this resolution that preempts or tries 
to impact on anything he mentioned. 
The operative language is a few words, 
‘‘urging renewed United States leader-
ship and participation in any global ef-
forts on therapeutics and vaccine de-
velopment and delivery to address 
COVID–19 and prevent further death.’’ 

How we do that, whether we create 
an agency or not, this is simply an ex-
pression of policy that I hope we can 
embrace. I will be back if we don’t 
move forward with alternatives. Lives 
are at stake, and we should be part of 
the international conversation to avoid 
it. 

Mr. RISCH. Mr. President, would the 
Senator yield for a few moments? 

Mr. DURBIN. Certainly. 
Mr. RISCH. Thank you. I appreciate 

these comments. There is nothing that 
the Senator just stated that I disagree 
with. One point, in passing, and I say 
this in the spirit of trying to get to the 
objective that I laid out, and that is, it 
is my intent to engage the second 
branch of government, not only the 
agencies that are responsible for this— 
Health and Human Services, Homeland 
Security, the State Department, 
USAID—but also the White House. The 
President has to have a role here. He 
has obviously undertaken the role. I 
have already spoken to him about this. 
I intend to have other lengthy con-
versations about this. I am engaging 
the President to assist us. This is not a 
partisan issue. 

As Mr. DURBIN has pointed out, and 
rightfully so, this virus doesn’t care 
whether you are a Republican or Demo-
crat; it doesn’t care whether you are an 
American or not an American. It 
doesn’t care if you are a President of 
the United States or, in the case of 
some countries around the world, a 
member of the highest authority there 
is in that country. The virus just 
doesn’t care. 

In order for us to accomplish this, it 
is going to be a bill—it is not going to 
be a resolution—and it has to be ap-
proved by the second branch of govern-
ment. They fully understand what we 

are trying to do here. They have com-
mitted their resources and their input 
to this, and I am convinced they are 
working in good faith, just as everyone 
here is, to try to reach these goals of 
doing something better in the future 
than what we have experienced just re-
cently. 

Senator, again, thank you for your 
attention to this. Thank you for your 
input, and I commend to you that we 
will work together on this as we go for-
ward. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Illinois. 

PROTESTS 
Mr. DURBIN. Mr. President, Monday, 

President Trump stood in the Rose 
Garden and called for the use of mili-
tary force against individuals who have 
been gathering across the country pro-
testing racism and police brutality 
against Black Americans. This historic 
call for empowering the Commander in 
Chief to militarize law enforcement in 
our Nation pushes this President’s 
reach for new Executive authority to 
the most extreme level. 

This follows the President’s tweets 
since last week, threatening to turn 
‘‘vicious dogs’’—his words—on pro-
testers outside the White House and 
quoting the racist phrase from the 1967 
Miami police chief, stating: ‘‘When the 
looting starts, the shooting starts,’’ 
bringing to mind, sadly, for many, 
shameful moments in our Nation’s 
struggle for civil rights. 

President Trump said nothing to ad-
dress the anguish felt by many in this 
country, particularly people of color, 
and instead called on Governors to 
‘‘dominate the streets,’’ as though the 
Americans, who peacefully exercise 
their right to protest, are an enemy 
force. 

Initially, Defense Secretary Esper 
went even further when he referred to 
cities as a ‘‘battlespace.’’ I am heart-
ened by the fact that he has made it 
clear that he does not support the 
President’s suggestion of militarizing 
the police forces and police across 
America. These calls by the President 
to militarize cities across America ig-
nore that for far too long he urged law 
enforcement to ‘‘dominate,’’ as the 
President often says, rather than to 
protect and serve, which is exactly 
what is contributing to the challenge 
we face today. 

The other night, minutes before 
Mayor Bowser’s 7 p.m. curfew came 
into effect, the President used law en-
forcement personnel to use tear gas 
and rubber bullets on peaceful dem-
onstrators in LaFayette Square across 
the street from the White House. They 
even beat these peaceful demonstrators 
with batons and shields. There are con-
flicting reports as to whether the Na-
tional Guard participated in the vio-
lence. I have made a direct inquiry to 
the Department of Defense, and they 
have denied it. 

According to press reports, the as-
sault began with law enforcement 
kneeling, not to express any solidarity 
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