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Senate 
The Senate met at 10 a.m. and was 

called to order by the President pro 
tempore (Mr. HATCH). 

f 

PRAYER 

The Chaplain, Dr. Barry C. Black, of-
fered the following prayer: 

Let us pray. 
Almighty God, awe and wonder grip 

us as we think about Your love, wis-
dom, and power. Thank You for choos-
ing us to serve You and country. Guide 
us in our work and strengthen us for 
every challenge. 

Lord, bless our lawmakers. Give 
them the wisdom to make a commit-
ment to integrity. May they refuse to 
deviate from right paths, seeking al-
ways to accomplish Your purposes on 
Earth. Use them to help those whose 
hopes are crushed, who live on life’s 
margins with no expectations of better 
times to come. 

Remind our Senators each day of 
their accountability to You. May they 
press on with the duties of this day 
with hope in their hearts. 

We pray in Your holy Name. Amen. 

f 

PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE 

The President pro tempore led the 
Pledge of Allegiance, as follows: 

I pledge allegiance to the Flag of the 
United States of America, and to the Repub-
lic for which it stands, one nation under God, 
indivisible, with liberty and justice for all. 

f 

RESERVATION OF LEADER TIME 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. 
TOOMEY). Under the previous order, the 
leadership time is reserved. 

f 

CONCLUSION OF MORNING 
BUSINESS 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Morning 
business is closed. 

EXECUTIVE SESSION 

EXECUTIVE CALENDAR 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under 
the previous order, the Senate will pro-
ceed to executive session and resume 
consideration of the following nomina-
tion, which the clerk will report. 

The bill clerk read the nomination of 
Stephen Alexander Vaden, of Ten-
nessee, to be General Counsel of the 
Department of Agriculture. 

RECOGNITION OF THE MAJORITY LEADER 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ma-

jority leader is recognized. 
Mr. MCCONNELL. Mr. President, I 

ask unanimous consent that following 
the cloture vote on the Kelley nomina-
tion, the Senate recess until 2:15; fur-
ther, if cloture is invoked, all time dur-
ing the recess counts postcloture on 
the nomination. 

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

BUSINESS OF THE SENATE 
Mr. MCCONNELL. Mr. President, the 

Senate returned from our Thanks-
giving recess and got back to work. 

Since the election earlier this month, 
there has been plenty of prognostica-
tion about what the new Congress will 
bring, but I would rather focus on the 
one we are still involved in, and this 
Congress has more business to com-
plete before the end of the year. Even 
after two historic years of accomplish-
ments for the American people, there 
are still important items left to check 
off our list. 

Yesterday evening, we voted to ad-
vance the nomination of Stephen 
Vaden, the President’s choice, to serve 
as general counsel for the Department 
of Agriculture. 

Mr. Vaden has strong legal creden-
tials, both public and private sector ex-
perience, degrees from Vanderbilt and 
Yale, and he comes with an upbringing 
in agriculture. He grew up on his fam-
ily’s farm in Union City, TN—and ac-
cording to the Tennessee Farm Bureau, 

it shows. As my friend Senator ALEX-
ANDER referenced yesterday, that orga-
nization wrote that Vaden has ‘‘a pas-
sion for agriculture that can’t be 
taught, but that is necessary for the 
job’’ of general counsel. 

It is hardly surprising, then, that 
this nominee received bipartisan sup-
port at the committee level, including 
the support of the ranking member. 

What is surprising? The fact that 
since clearing the committee, Mr. 
Vaden’s nomination has languished for 
351 days, waiting for Senate Democrats 
to end their obstruction—long, even by 
the standards of this Congress. So I 
hope that each of my colleagues will 
join me in turning the page and voting 
to confirm Mr. Vaden later today. 

Following the Vaden nomination, we 
will turn to consideration of Karen 
Kelley to serve as Deputy Secretary of 
Commerce. She is a graduate of 
Villanova. She has built a 35-year 
record of expertise in investment, man-
agement, and financial strategy. 

She currently serves as Undersecre-
tary—a position to which she was 
unanimously confirmed by the Sen-
ate—and oversees the Department’s 
statistical programs through the U.S. 
Census Bureau and the Bureau of Eco-
nomic Analysis. Ms. Kelley is already 
acting in the role to which she has 
been nominated. 

Through this service, Ms. Kelley has 
earned the respect and esteem of her 
colleagues at the Department. Sec-
retary Ross has said he is thankful to 
have such a qualified individual fill the 
position. 

I hope my colleagues will join me in 
voting to advance her nomination 
today with a strong bipartisan vote. 

As we look over the record of this 
115th Congress, a number of accom-
plishments were made possible with 
significant bipartisan support—from 
landmark opioid legislation to major 
improvements in veterans’ medical 
care and services, to our tremendous 
progress on appropriations and a lot 
more. 
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Our remaining work will require 

more of that bipartisan spirit when it 
comes to closing out appropriations, 
confirming more nominees, and other 
subjects as well. So let’s continue the 
momentum and keep moving forward. 

I suggest the absence of a quorum. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 

clerk will call the roll. 
The bill clerk proceeded to call the 

roll. 
Mr. LEAHY. Mr. President, I ask 

unanimous consent that the order for 
the quorum call be rescinded. 

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

RECOGNIZING A NEW CERES STATUE FOR THE 
VERMONT STATE HOUSE DOME 

Mr. LEAHY. Mr. President, this Fri-
day, November 30, at noon, Vermonters 
will be gathering to see a large crane 
carefully hoist a 141⁄2-foot carved statue 
of Ceres, the goddess of agriculture, 
atop the newly gilded dome of the 
statehouse in Montpelier. I was born in 
Montpelier, and I am proud of this be-
cause it is going to be a great moment 
for our State and for everyone involved 
in the project, which has captured the 
attention of not only Vermonters but 
of those who have been following the 
project from great distances with the 
help of social media. 

The new version of Ceres replaces a 
1938 replica of the original statue that 
was removed last April after too many 
severe Vermont winters took a toll on 
the wood figure. Since that time, 
Vermont artists Jerry Williams and 
Chris Miller have been hard at work 
creating the new Ceres, first sculpting 
a model and then, out of a big piece of 
mahogany, they chiseled the final ma-
hogany figure. 

Marcelle and I and my sister Mary, 
along with David Schutz, had the 
pleasure of visiting the Vermont Gran-
ite Museum in Barre, VT, a few months 
back to witness Mr. Miller at work. 

I am the grandson of two stone 
carvers. One of my grandfathers immi-
grated to Vermont from Italy. The 
other, my Irish grandfather, carved 
stone in Barre. So it was a thrill to see 
how Mr. Miller used the original tools 
of the trade. 

He took raw wood and turned it into 
the fine details we now see, from Ceres’ 
flowing robes to the distinctive veins 
in her hands. It was really remarkable 
to see this hunk of wood turn into a 
real person. 

Both artists learned their techniques 
by studying in the studios of Barre’s 
stone carvers. It is a specialized art 
that requires intense dedication, pa-
tience, skill, and practice. We are so 
fortunate that artists such as these 
have carried on a tradition that makes 
Vermonters proud. 

It reminds me of the times as a child 
when I would go in and watch stone 
carvers at work in Barre, where my fa-
ther was born, and watch them turn 
stone into pieces of pure art. 

In this case they are using wood. In-
cidentally, the reason the statue is 
made out of wood instead of stone is 

that wood weighs less, and there is 
only so much weight the dome can 
hold. 

I grew up in a home across the street 
from the Vermont State House. Ceres 
was always in our sights. Walking to 
school, coming back from school, doing 
my paper route, and being out with my 
brother and sister and my parents, we 
would always see Ceres. She is a strong 
figure, one that befits a State where 
farming and soil and hard work are so 
closely linked to our lives. 

Frankly, over the past few months, 
when I have been home in Vermont, 
going by the statehouse and seeing it 
without Ceres has been odd because it 
has always been part of my life. So this 
Vermonter and Vermonters like my 
wife Marcelle and others are going to 
be glad to have her back. 

Mr. President, I ask unanimous con-
sent that this November 10 article from 
the Barre, VT, Times Argus, profiling 
these two sculptors be printed in the 
RECORD. 

There being no objection, the mate-
rial was ordered to be printed in the 
RECORD, as follows: 

[From the Times Argus, Nov. 10, 2018] 
FOR THE LOVE OF CARVING: JERRY WILLIAMS 

AND CHRIS MILLER EARN GOVERNOR’S HONORS 
(By B. Amore) 

Jerry Williams and Chris Miller are united 
in their love of the ancient craft of carving. 
It is this common love that has brought 
them together as a team in creating the 14.5– 
foot statue of Ceres for the Vermont State 
House dome. This project, and their separate 
accomplishments, have won them the 2018 
prestigious Governor’s Award for Excellence 
in the Arts, which will be presented by Gov. 
Phil Scott at the State House Nov. 14. 

Carving, a reductive process that was once 
part of every classical sculptor’s training, 
has now become the purview of a discrete se-
lection of artists in the United States. Barre, 
of course, is a mecca of stone carving, pri-
marily in granite. Its community of skilled 
carvers who work in the monument trade, as 
well as executing large public art sculptures 
and making their own personal work, is a 
unique resource. 

The native stone of the surrounding re-
gion, and the culture of carved sculpture, 
drew both Williams and Miller, albeit by dif-
ferent paths. Williams talks of attending the 
art program at Johnson State College and 
being the only one interested in learning 
clay sculpture. It was at a time when concep-
tual work and mixed media held sway in the 
art world, but he was interested in learning 
the basics of sculpture. In order to learn 
‘‘real’’ sculpture at the source, he set up an 
internship with Frank Gaylord, who trained 
a generation of Barre sculptors. That intern-
ship turned into a job and a life in granite. 

Eventually, Williams founded his own 
shop, the Barre Sculpture Studio. He talks of 
belonging to a ‘‘lineage’’ in the sense of the 
classical studio system that exists in 
Carrara, Italy, and that was brought to 
Barre and to the Vermont Marble Company 
in Proctor in the 19th century. 

Generally, a well-known sculptor would 
create a model and the expert carvers in the 
sculpture studios would then execute it. 
‘‘Youth Triumphant,’’ a Barre monument de-
picting a young warrior pleading for world 
peace, was carved by Gino Enrico Tosi, 
Enrico Mori and John Delmonte from a 
model created by famous New York sculptor 
C. Paul Jennewein. Williams is one of the 

few sculptors in Barre who creates his own 
model for a commission and then sees it 
through to execution in his studio. 

Miller began woodcarving independently in 
1976 while studying art at Southern Con-
necticut State University and Southern 
Vermont College in Bennington. Although he 
is largely self-taught, he worked with the 
sculptors Lothar Werslin and Billy Brauer of 
Vermont to hone his skills in drawing, sculp-
ture, and anatomy. For his first 25 years as 
a working artist, he carved only in wood. 

Living in Calais, in Barre’s shadow, it was 
inevitable that Miller would eventually 
carve stone. Finding his way to the studios 
of several Barre sculptors, he learned the ru-
diments of stone carving, and since then has 
been working in wood and stone, doing both 
public commissions and personal work. 

According to Miller, Williams’ classical 
studies have enabled him to become one of 
the best figurative sculptors in Vermont. As 
Miller meticulously carves the Ceres statue 
in wood, he is constantly taking measure-
ments from Williams’ exquisite model. 

Williams is a consummate artist and 
craftsman, and builds his models from the 
inside out, beginning with a metal armature, 
layered over with clay to create a nude body, 
then layering clothing on that. His knowl-
edge of anatomy underlies the figure, giving 
it a much more realistic sense than most 
contemporary sculptors are able to achieve 
with less rigorous means. Miller’s own anat-
omy studies enhance the liveliness of his 
carving so that there is an incredible flow to 
Ceres’ robes—something that is very evident 
in the supine form that is near completion at 
the Vermont Granite Museum in Barre. 

Miller’s portraits in wood are incredibly 
sensitive. The character of the individuals 
shines through the seemingly obdurate ma-
terial. Miller is imbued with a love of carv-
ing and speaks of feeling relaxed and joyous 
at the end of a day of work. His portrait 
piece ‘‘Stanley Fitch,’’ complete with eye-
glasses carved on the face, feels like an inte-
gral part of his subject’s personality. 

The elderly farmer, ‘‘Percy,’’ and the cou-
ple, ‘‘Howard and Dot,’’ are more expressive 
and personal than a photograph or a paint-
ing. The character of each person seems alive 
before our eyes, under Miller’s sensitive 
strokes. The flow of the lines of carving, all 
done by hand, follow the form as intimately 
as a sculptor’s fingers working clay. This is 
an extraordinary achievement and a real leg-
acy creation for many generations. 

Most of Miller’s personal work in granite 
and marble is figurative. The female form 
seems to be of endless inspiration to him. He 
has also joined forces with other sculptors 
who have an ongoing project at the Millstone 
Hill Sculpture Park on the site of the old 
Websterville quarry. There is a plentiful sup-
ply of grey Barre granite, and one never 
knows when one of Miller’s trolls or 
Hephaestus, the god of fire, might emerge 
from an old quarry block. Another popular 
work is a sculptural truck that Miller built, 
with community support, that resides in 
Maple Corner, Calais. 

Miller doesn’t see much of a difference be-
tween public and private work. He ap-
proaches them with the same spirit. With 
personal sculptures shown in galleries, he 
never knows where they will end up. With a 
public art piece, the area has to be re-
searched, and the artist has to come up with 
an idea that is relevant. For one commission 
in Marion, Iowa, a bike-centric community, 
Miller designed a bike rack supported by 
granite gloves carved from the town’s 
photos. One of his bike racks featuring gar-
goyles engaged in an eternal tug of war 
graces Barre’s North Main Street. 

Williams’ approach to working with clients 
on public commissions is a genuinely col-
laborative one, whether he is working on a 

VerDate Sep 11 2014 05:07 Nov 28, 2018 Jkt 089060 PO 00000 Frm 00002 Fmt 4624 Sfmt 0634 E:\CR\FM\G27NO6.002 S27NOPT1S
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 — SENATE S7105 November 27, 2018 
memorial sculpture for a family grieving 
over the loss of their infant daughter or a 10- 
foot-high granite Teddy bear for Highland 
Park in Dallas, Texas. His modus operandi is 
consistently professional, beginning with 
drawings, moving towards a clay model, then 
the final execution in stone using diamond 
saws and pneumatic tools powered by air. 
For the Barre City and Elementary School, 
Williams chose to create a collection of free-
standing Teddy bears tumbling playfully in 
one of the sculptural niches at the school. 

Williams admits that the challenge of run-
ning a carving business and creating per-
sonal work is not an easy one. He’s not sure 
that there is a ‘‘happy medium,’’ and often 
feels that he is ‘‘stealing time’’ to make per-
sonal work. His personal work is often 
carved granite and mixed media. Two pieces 
that demonstrate this are ‘‘Argon,’’ a split 
sphere, combining high polish and texture 
that contains a line of blue argon gas. 
‘‘Neon,’’ a linear piece with a mysterious, 
mask-like face, is illuminated with a center 
of red. Williams loves the effect of the light 
energy contrasting with the density of the 
stone. Other pieces are always representa-
tional, but not figurative. The work ‘‘Warm 
Gun’’ is a tour de force of softly draped fab-
ric covering a form that reveals itself as a 
gun only after close inspection. 

Williams and Miller belong to a group of 
sculptors who believe in collaboration. At 
times, an artist is awarded a commission and 
will come to Williams to create the model. If 
Williams or Miller needs help on a larger 
project, they may bring in one or two other 
carvers. Large-scale sculpture takes a coop-
erative effort, and it is this spirit of sharing 
between Williams and Miller that animates 
the Ceres project. They both tell of a chance 
meeting at LBJ’s store in Worcester and dis-
cussing the requirements for the Ceres sculp-
ture. It was that informal conversation that 
led them to the path of creating a proposal 
together to apply for the commission. 

Williams was involved in the early days of 
the Barre Sculptors and Artisans Guild, a 
loose affiliation of Barre carvers who were 
also creating their own personal sculpture. 
What began as a Friday afternoon gathering 
to drink beer together at Gaylord’s studio 
blossomed into a group that showed their 
work together. Their first show filled Wil-
liams’ studio in 1986. Some of those carvers 
still participate in the annual Stone Show at 
Studio Place arts. 

Williams also participated in the Bur-
lington International Sculpture Symposium 
organized by University of Vermont pro-
fessor and sculptor Paul Aschenbach. The in-
tense six-week symposium resulted in a park 
on the site of the Moran Municipal Genera-
tion Station, which endured for 23 years. 
Local sculptors worked with sculptors from 
Japan, Germany, Czechoslovakia, Scotland, 
the Netherlands and Romania to create a 
people-friendly environment that has been 
temporarily dismantled and hopefully awaits 
a second installation in Burlington’s rede-
signed waterfront area. 

Sue Higby, director of Barre’s Studio Place 
Arts (SPA), has supported the personal work 
of Barre carvers by hosting the annual Stone 
Show at SPA. She has also been a key mover 
in the execution of public projects in Barre, 
including developing and securing funding 
for the Stone Sculpture Legacy Program, 
which was supported initially by the Charles 
Semprebon Fund. It was Higby who ap-
proached Miller with the idea of creating a 
site-specific piece in a narrow space between 
Studio Place Arts and Barre City Place. The 
resulting ‘‘Unzipping the Earth,’’ simulta-
neously a sculpture and a garden, was de-
signed and executed by Miller, and won the 
2014 American Society of Landscape Archi-
tects Merit Award for Public Places. 

Both Miller and Williams are outstanding 
examples of the creativity and perseverance 
that marks sculptors who carve stone or 
wood. In dealing with an obdurate material, 
one has to have an eternally flexible atti-
tude—a willingness to work with the stone, 
not in competition with it—a willingness to 
bend the carving to follow the flow of the 
grain of the wood or stone. 

Vermont is fortunate to count these sea-
soned professionals among the ranks of its 
profuse community of artists. They are 
exemplars of artists who have followed their 
individual paths, and have succeeded in cre-
ating exceptional works of art in both the 
public and private sphere. They have given 
generously to their communities, and richly 
deserve the Governor’s Award for Excellence 
in the Arts. 

Mr. LEAHY. Mr. President, I suggest 
the absence of a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will call the roll. 

The bill clerk proceeded to call the 
roll. 

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

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

BORDER SECURITY 
Mr. CORNYN. Mr. President, next 

Friday marks an important deadline in 
funding the Federal Government. While 
we have been effective in passing ap-
propriations bills that have funded 75 
percent or so of the government, there 
is still a small but important portion 
left to be negotiated before we break 
for Christmas. 

Part of the debate will be how we go 
about securing our border, especially 
as recently, several large caravans of 
men, women, and children have left 
their homes in Central America and 
made the long, dangerous trek to the 
United States via Mexico. The truth is 
that the caravans occur on a daily 
basis. Of course, most of that hadn’t 
penetrated the consciousness of the 
American people because it took thou-
sands of people en masse, in a big cara-
van, to actually get their attention and 
get the attention particularly of the 
President of the United States. 

I bet it would surprise most Senators 
and most Members of the House to 
know that in 2017 alone, there were 
396,000 people detained at our southern 
border—almost 400,000 people. These 
caravans, whether they are the large, 
massive caravans like we see in Ti-
juana or the minicaravans that occur 
daily in places like the McAllen sector 
for the Border Patrol—this is a big and 
important issue. But funding is only 
one piece of the puzzle when it comes 
to border security and the migrant cri-
sis. 

I would like to say that I was encour-
aged by a story that I saw in the Wash-
ington Post dated November 24 entitled 
‘‘Deal with Mexico paves way for asy-
lum overhaul at U.S. border.’’ This ar-
ticle goes on to talk about a policy of 
‘‘Remain in Mexico,’’ where the Mexi-
can Government has actually provided 
work permits and offered asylum to 
Central Americans transiting Mexico. 
Some of them have taken the Govern-

ment of Mexico up on those, but many 
of them want to come to the United 
States, understandably, and the prob-
lem is how to deal with these large 
numbers of asylum seekers. This devel-
opment, if it proved to be accurate, I 
think represents an impressive change 
in policy on the part of the Govern-
ment of Mexico in a very constructive 
sort of way. 

I want to congratulate Secretary 
Nielsen, the Secretary of Homeland Se-
curity, Secretary Pompeo, and the en-
tire Trump administration for under-
taking this delicate and difficult nego-
tiation because this really represents a 
sea change in the way the Government 
of Mexico regards the migrant crisis. In 
other words, it is not just our problem. 
They themselves regard it as part of 
the solution to this challenge. 

But the truth is, we can’t look at this 
issue like we are looking through a 
soda straw. I had reporters yesterday 
ask me ‘‘Well, what about what is hap-
pening at the bridge in Tijuana,’’ as if 
that were the whole story. We can’t 
narrowly focus on just one part and 
refuse to see the full picture, and that 
is what I want to talk about here brief-
ly. 

We won’t secure our borders and we 
won’t solve the migrant crisis or im-
prove our asylum system by simplis-
tically looking at the problem. We 
need to look at this as symptoms of a 
far more serious problem. This is espe-
cially true as the issue of migrants il-
legally crossing our borders is not new. 
It has been happening for a long time. 
It is only recently that there has been 
no new net migration from Mexico be-
cause of improved economic conditions 
there, and we have seen the flood of 
people coming up from noncontiguous 
countries, like those in Central Amer-
ica. But of course it started with the 
softening of our borders and the dis-
regard of our Nation’s immigration 
laws, and it has continued with the rise 
of crime and corruption across coun-
tries in Central America. 

We need to secure our borders, to be 
sure. You would not think that would 
be a controversial statement, but ap-
parently some of our colleagues view 
our efforts to secure our borders with 
ridicule. They act as though this is not 
a problem, that this is something all 
about the midterm elections. Well, the 
midterm elections have passed, the 
problem persists, and we need to do 
something about it. 

We do need to partner with Mexico, 
as I mentioned a moment ago, but also 
the Central American governments to 
fight against the cartels and the gangs 
who are terrorizing these countries and 
affecting ours in such a negative way, 
in a way that will help address this mi-
grant crisis that we are seeing symp-
toms of at the ports of entry in Ti-
juana, for example. 

In Tijuana, about 5,000 immigrants 
made their way there, and more are on 
their way. The truth is, every time 
someone successfully penetrates our 
border by exploiting gaps in our immi-
gration law or by illegally entering the 
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United States, it is an encouragement 
for more people to do exactly the same. 
Anybody who thinks that a caravan of 
5,000 migrants coming from Central 
America is the last caravan that will 
attempt to penetrate our borders is en-
gaged in a flight of fantasy because 
human nature ought to tell us that if it 
is successful, there are going to be 
more right behind them. We need to 
deal with this. We need to deal with 
the crisis that the Tijuana mayor has 
called a humanitarian crisis. That re-
minds me of what President Obama 
called the crisis of unaccompanied mi-
nors coming from Central America a 
few years ago when he was President; 
he called it a humanitarian crisis as 
well. We need to work together to try 
to solve it. 

We know that this group of migrants 
isn’t entirely made up of innocent asy-
lum seekers fleeing poverty or violence 
in their home countries. The truth is, 
we haven’t really been able to vet the 
people in the caravan. And that, of 
course, is one of the goals of our legal 
immigration system—being able to 
look at people as individuals and deter-
mine: Do you have a criminal record? 
Have you been deported previously for 
illegally entering the United States? It 
is true—I am confident that this mass 
of people does include people like 
criminals and other migrants who in-
tend to exploit gaps in our immigra-
tion laws and some who have already 
been deported one or more times from 
the United States for violating our im-
migration laws. 

I believe the United States is the 
most generous country in the world 
when it comes to legal immigration. 
We naturalize almost a million people 
a year, and we are the better for it. We 
have always considered ourselves to be 
a nation of immigrants but not uncon-
trolled illegal immigration. That is a 
recipe for chaos and danger. We have 
always been a nation that believed in 
some order, and the rule of law was im-
portant when it came to naturalizing 
people and becoming part of the great 
American family. We have always pro-
vided refuge to those who fled their 
countries based on persecution because 
of their religion or their race or their 
political orientation or their nation-
ality or because they belong to a par-
ticular group. We expect those who 
enter our country to respect our sov-
ereignty and the rules and laws of the 
U.S. Government. There is a process 
for coming into the country legally, 
and that is the process that should be 
followed here. 

I might say that when a mob of mi-
grants tries to break through the bor-
der barriers in Tijuana, it is fundamen-
tally—in addition to everything else I 
said—unfair to the people who stood in 
line and tried to enter the country le-
gally and waited their turn for them to 
break to the head of the line and try to 
enter by force. 

Unfortunately, there are organiza-
tions that exploit our generosity and 
use our borders as a transit corridor for 

all sorts of illegal activity, including 
drugs and human trafficking. Believe 
me, if you look at the trial that is oc-
curring in Manhattan today, El Chapo, 
you can learn a little bit about the 
complex, big, lucrative business that 
being head of a drug cartel entails. 

Unfortunately, transnational crimi-
nal organizations—another word for 
cartels—have overrun some of the le-
gitimate governments in Central 
America, and it is no wonder that peo-
ple are fleeing. Therein lies the root of 
the current problem. The cartels and 
the gangs have figured out that it is 
quite lucrative to traffic migrants to 
the United States. Based on what I 
have read, maybe $6,000 to $8,000 is paid 
to a drug cartel—one of these 
transnational criminal organizations— 
to transport a person from Central 
America to the United States. That is 
a pretty good, lucrative business. Un-
fortunately, it is illegal and dangerous 
too. 

This is exactly the same business 
model that is used to transport drugs 
into the United States. Last year, ac-
cording to the Centers for Disease Con-
trol, 72,000 Americans died of drug 
overdoses in the United States. About 
50,000 of those were opioid-related. 
Some of those were fentanyl, a syn-
thetic opioid. Some of those were pre-
scription opioids. But a significant por-
tion of those were heroin, and 90 per-
cent of the heroin that makes its way 
into the United States comes from 
Mexico. 

This is the dirty business of the car-
tels, these transnational criminal orga-
nizations—trafficking migrants and 
children and women for sex and illegal 
drugs. They are commodity agnostic— 
whatever will make them money, they 
will engage in, no matter how vile, how 
cruel, or how dangerous. They have no 
morality whatsoever and no regard for 
life at all. The cartels know we are a 
generous country and take full advan-
tage of our gaps in border security and 
immigration laws. As long as we fail to 
address this issue, we are complicit in 
making these cartels richer. By our 
own inaction, we are facilitating their 
illegal and dangerous enterprise. 

This is not just a problem with immi-
gration or drugs or smuggling; it is 
about all of these issues combined. It 
starts with the reign of the cartels and 
gangs in countries like Mexico and 
countries in Central America. Gangs 
like MS–13 and Barrio 18 in Central 
America threaten the safety and sta-
bility of the people who live in those 
countries. They fill an endless circle of 
supply and demand and operate in a 
vacuum of power with impunity. But 
their terror does not stop at their bor-
der or our border. Like the mob we 
have seen on TV, they are crashing 
through borders and threatening our 
border communities. They are inter-
rupting legitimate trade and commerce 
through the ports of entry. 

We saw that the port at San Ysidro 
was shut down because it couldn’t ac-
commodate the mob of asylum seekers 

and conduct legitimate trade and traf-
fic at the same time. So it has a very 
real prospect of threatening to disrupt 
not only the U.S. economy and jobs but 
that of our Mexican colleagues as well. 
I think that is part of what has gotten 
the attention of the Government of 
Mexico. Their life blood is trade with 
the United States. If that is prevented 
because of the mobs of people coming 
across, trying to break through barri-
cades and enter our country illegally, 
then that threatens that life blood and 
their economy. 

My home State of Texas shares a 
1,200-mile common border with Mexico, 
and about 40 percent of my constitu-
ents are of Hispanic origin. The com-
munities along the Texas border are vi-
brant, and they rely upon the millions 
of dollars of legitimate trade that 
pours through our ports of entry. Texas 
is home to 29 air, land, and sea ports of 
entry. That is more than any other 
State in the Nation. About half of the 
U.S.-Mexico trade moves through a 
Texas port of entry. 

As the volume of commerce that 
crosses our borders has tripled in the 
last 25 years, Customs and Border Pro-
tection has struggled to keep up with 
the staffing needs. The infrastructure 
is old and is being exploited, too, par-
ticularly by drug traffickers, who move 
their high-value cargo through the 
ports of entry. 

Texans who live and work in those 
regions know they can’t afford the car-
tels’ continued exploitation of our 
flawed system. So we need to look at 
how we can address the thousands of 
migrants who look to cross our borders 
and the cartels who exploit our laws 
while we still protect legitimate trade 
and travel. Any solution we find must 
try to strike a balance between com-
passion for the migrants and respect 
for the rule of law and fundamental 
fairness to those who are doing it the 
right way. 

I have taken, of course, numerous 
trips to the border to meet with the 
Border Patrol, and I have heard from 
many of them on this issue. When mi-
grant caravans cross our borders, Cus-
toms and Border Protection not only 
has to deal with this massive humani-
tarian crisis, but it has to ensure that 
the cartels can’t take advantage of op-
portunities that have been opened up 
by the fact that the Border Patrol is 
now consumed with trying to process 
children and families through the ports 
of entry in accordance with U.S. law. 
The cartels know that and take every 
advantage by moving their drugs 
through the ports of entry or between 
the ports of entry because they know 
the Border Patrol is otherwise occupied 
with paperwork and other distractions. 

We need to work more closely with 
our allies in Mexico and Central Amer-
ica to keep commerce alive, which, as 
I said, is the lifeblood of the economy. 
By helping in Central America, we can 
begin to address the root problems that 
have forced many to flee. 

At the same time, we need to secure 
our borders and protect our free trade. 
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As I said, if our ports of entry are 
clogged with thousands of migrants, le-
gitimate trade comes to a standstill. 
That not only hurts our economy, par-
ticularly in border communities along 
the U.S.-Texas border, but also our 
southern neighbor’s, Mexico. 

The fact of the matter is the United 
States cannot alone bear the burden of 
this mass migration. We need our part-
ners in Central America and Mexico to 
work with us to find solutions for these 
migrants, which is another reason I 
was encouraged by the article I men-
tioned in the Washington Post, which 
talked about the ‘‘Remain in Mexico’’ 
program as one way to begin to address 
some piece of this migrant crisis. 

My friend HENRY CUELLAR, a Member 
of the House of Representatives, who 
represents border communities in 
South Texas, likes to say that we 
should focus on pushing back our bor-
ders. I think that is right. Border secu-
rity ends at our border, but it starts in 
Central America and Mexico. 

This week, the incoming President of 
Mexico, Lopez Obrador, will be sworn 
in. I hope to be at that inauguration on 
Saturday, December 1, in Mexico City. 
Soon-to-be-President Obrador said he is 
committed to dealing with the violence 
in Mexico that has been brought about 
by the cartels and gangs. I know the 
United States also shares a commit-
ment to working with this new govern-
ment in helping to reduce that vio-
lence. 

Our two governments should con-
tinue to work closely together because 
our interests are aligned. Both of our 
countries want security, and we want 
the prosperity that comes from legiti-
mate trade. Both of our countries want 
to see a decrease in the cartel and gang 
violence. Our relationship is an impor-
tant one, and it must continue to be 
nurtured and to evolve because the 
gangs and the cartels surely will con-
tinue to adapt. 

By partnering with governments in 
Central America and Mexico, we can 
help those countries in bolstering their 
economies, providing security for their 
people, and restoring the relationship 
between their communities and law en-
forcement to one that will be built on 
trust so that their people will feel safe 
again in their homes. 

I stand ready to work with others on 
this issue, but neither I nor my Repub-
lican colleagues can do it alone. This 
will take a full bipartisan effort, and it 
is going to take a more serious ap-
proach than I have seen in some press 
accounts in which people want to 
focus, as with a soda straw, on one nar-
row aspect of the problem when it is 
much more complex and much more 
dangerous than that. So I would invite 
all of our colleagues to join us in en-
forcing our laws and securing our bor-
ders and protecting our economy by se-
curing free and fair trade. 

Those who say that by enforcing our 
laws one is somehow anti-immigrant 
are engaged in a slanderous lie. It is 
simply not true. Immigrants who come 

to the United States legally, who have 
waited patiently in line, deserve the re-
spect and deserve the reward of their 
complying with the laws on the books. 
Somebody who jumps to the head of 
the line and violates our laws, who has 
no respect for the safety and security 
of our border communities, and who 
wants to facilitate the business model 
that the cartels have, by moving poi-
sonous drugs or migrants for employ-
ment or by trafficking children and 
women for sex, has no regard for our 
border communities, for the rule of 
law, or for those migrants who come to 
the United States legally and appro-
priately. 

This is not a onetime crisis. You 
can’t be against human trafficking but 
for allowing migrants to be used as 
human commodities and to freely enter 
our country illegally. It is the same 
people who are bringing them into the 
country. You can’t be against the 
opioid and drug addiction crisis but for 
allowing the cartels to exploit our bor-
ders by exporting their poison. You 
can’t sit back and say you want to help 
migrants who flee their countries but 
not engage in bipartisan solutions. You 
simply can’t have it both ways. 

I hope we will take another look at 
this humanitarian crisis, as the mayor 
of Tijuana is calling it and as President 
Obama called it a few years ago when 
we saw this flood of unaccompanied 
minors coming across our borders from 
Central America, and deal with it with 
the seriousness and the gravity that it 
deserves. I look forward to working 
with my colleagues both in the House 
and the Senate, as well as with the ad-
ministration and our partners in Cen-
tral America and Mexico, to find solu-
tions that address the migrant crisis 
without abandoning the rule of law or 
opening our borders or encouraging 
others to ignore our immigration laws. 

I yield the floor. 
RECOGNITION OF THE MINORITY LEADER 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. 
DAINES). The Democratic leader is rec-
ognized. 

GENERAL MOTORS 
Mr. SCHUMER. Mr. President, first, I 

would like to talk about the unfortu-
nate news we heard from General Mo-
tors. 

Yesterday, General Motors an-
nounced it was closing five factories 
and laying off 15,000 workers. The news 
is a gut punch to workers in Ohio, 
Michigan, and Maryland. Our hearts go 
out to them and their families. Many 
of these people have labored for dec-
ades, and many in their families have 
worked at GM. I know this from our 
GM plants in New York. To lose your 
job when you have put so much into it, 
only to wake up in the morning and 
say, ‘‘my job is to make the best car 
possible,’’ is a gut punch and worse. 

We need to do more—a lot more—to 
encourage investments in American 
jobs, in American infrastructure, and 
to bring back manufacturing. What we 
don’t need is more rhetoric from the 
President, who has made a whole lot of 

promises but who has, unfortunately, 
failed to deliver for these workers. 

Here is what President Trump said 
last year about manufacturing jobs in 
Ohio: 

They’re all coming back. . . . Don’t move. 
Don’t sell your house. . . . We’re going to fill 
those factories up or rip them down and 
build new ones. 

Here is what else he said: 
If I am elected, you won’t lose one plant. 

. . . You’re going to have jobs again. You 
won’t lose one plant. I promise you that. 

President Trump promised people in 
the campaign that we would not lose 
one plant. A lot of people voted for him 
for that reason. Guess where he said we 
would not lose one plant. Guess where 
President Trump promised the people 
we would not lose one auto plant—in 
Warren, MI. It is one of the plants that 
is now slated to close. The words are a 
painful reminder of just how bankrupt 
many of President Trump’s promises 
turn out to be. 

Do you remember Carrier? The Presi-
dent swept into office and promised 
that Carrier would stay open, thanks 
to him. He had done a big rally, and 6 
months later, Carrier had laid off hun-
dreds of workers in Indiana and had 
moved its positions to Mexico. 

This is what the President does. He 
makes big, bold, impossible promises 
without having much care for the re-
sults. Instead of overpromising, the 
President should roll up his sleeves and 
work with GM to prevent it from cut-
ting jobs. 

The American taxpayer has sup-
ported GM through tough times. Last 
year, the Republicans handed GM a 
windfall of $150 million in its tax bill so 
GM could bring back money from over-
seas. It said it would do it and employ 
people. Well, it is bringing back money 
from overseas, but it is not employing 
people. That is what American compa-
nies are doing. GM pocketed the tax 
break we gave it and is closing up shop 
anyway—with nary a word from the 
President until after the fact. 

I see my friend from Illinois here. We 
Democrats believe you don’t give tax 
breaks to big companies unless they do 
something for their workers—not stock 
buybacks, but employ people, train 
people, pay them good wages, give fam-
ily leave. The President gives cor-
porate America—wealthy, big corpora-
tions—just what they wish but does 
nothing to protect workers, except to 
talk a lot. 

So I would ask my friends in New 
York State and throughout the Mid-
west and throughout America—work-
ing families, the kind of people I came 
from: When are you going to under-
stand that this man sells you a bill of 
goods? that this President talks a good 
game but never delivers on his prom-
ises? That is what Americans and 
working Americans, in particular, 
should understand about President 
Trump. 

The awful closings from yesterday 
are terrible. They are a sad symbol of 
a President who has failed the Amer-
ican working people and given them a 
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lot of hot air and no real gains. Cor-
porate America—the wealthy—are 
doing great. Working people—average 
Americans, people who sweat—get 
nothing. They are losing jobs. 

We need more from this Congress 
than another tax cut for the wealthy, 
and the American worker needs more 
from President Trump than empty 
rhetoric. Just yesterday, he said: Well, 
there will be new plants. How many 
people are going to believe that? He 
has been saying that for 2 years. 

CLIMATE CHANGE 
Mr. President, last week, the Trump 

administration released an important 
report on climate change that warned 
of dire consequences by 2050—of dev-
astating storms, hundreds of billions of 
dollars of damage, a massive drain on 
the economy. The fact that this admin-
istration released the report on Black 
Friday is wrong. It is an obvious at-
tempt to bury the findings. But guess 
what. Even though he released them on 
the Friday after Thanksgiving, those 
findings were not buried. They were on 
the front page of every newspaper. 
Then, of course, while his own adminis-
tration issued a very strong report on 
climate change, he said: ‘‘I don’t be-
lieve it.’’ 

I have said it before, and I will say it 
again: President Trump and the Repub-
lican Party are like ostriches when it 
comes to climate change. They bury 
their heads in the sand as the world 
changes and as more and more of 
America and American workers are put 
in danger. 

The Trump administration itself has 
reported on how devastating the costs 
of their policies will be for future gen-
erations of Americans. This report is 
going to live on day after day, month 
after month, and year after year. This 
is not a 1-day story. This is conclusive 
evidence by the President’s own admin-
istration of how bad climate change 
will be for incomes, for families, for 
workers, for farmers, and for cities. 
They can’t run away from it anymore. 
It is about time they face the reality 
and work with us to do something be-
fore it is too late. 

This report will be in the news again 
and again and again. It will bolster 
those who are going to court to prevent 
the administration from undoing many 
of the things the previous administra-
tion did on climate change. 

It is a turning point—a very signifi-
cant turning point—in the war, which 
it is, to keep our globe from getting far 
too hot for everybody’s comfort. 

NOMINATION OF THOMAS FARR 
Mr. President, on the pending judi-

cial nomination of Thomas Farr for a 
seat in the Eastern District of North 
Carolina, in his legal career, Mr. Farr 
has repeatedly defended efforts by 
North Carolina’s Republicans to under-
mine voting rights generally and dis-
enfranchise African-American voters 
specifically. 

This man was chief cook and bottle 
washer of the State that probably did 
more to prevent people, and particu-

larly minorities, from voting than any 
other State. It is so bad that the dis-
criminatory congressional maps, drawn 
by the Republican legislature, which 
Mr. Farr defended, were struck down 
by the very conservative Supreme 
Court. 

Mr. Farr defended North Carolina’s 
absurdly restrictive voter ID law, also 
passed by the conservative Republican 
State legislature, and they tailored 
their election laws to disadvantage Af-
rican-American voters after requesting 
race-specific data on voting practices. 
The law was one of five changes to reg-
istration and voting, all of which—all 
of which—disproportionately affected 
African Americans. That wasn’t a coin-
cidence; that was designed. 

Mr. Farr called the provisions, which 
a Federal judge said ‘‘targeted African- 
Americans with surgical precision,’’ a 
minor inconvenience. 

Finally, Mr. Farr was a lawyer for 
the reelection campaign of Senator 
Jesse Helms and may well have had 
preknowledge of a mailer sent over-
whelmingly to Black voters, with the 
purpose of intimidating them from vot-
ing. 

Partisan affiliation, my friends, 
should not matter in this debate. Vot-
ing rights are sacred. It is part of our 
soil in which the tree of democracy is 
nurtured. It shouldn’t be a Democratic 
issue or Republican issue. Taking away 
the voting rights of Americans, of 
whatever race, creed, color, party, or 
region is a despicable act. It cuts 
against the very thing that generations 
of soldiers have died for—the right of 
democracy, the right to vote. 

Every Senator here, including our 
Republican friends, should be disturbed 
by the fact that Mr. Farr has been in-
volved, often directly, in multiple at-
tempts to disenfranchise minority vot-
ers. 

What sticks in the craw is, we are 
voting on Mr. Farr only because Re-
publican Senators—when we Demo-
crats were in the majority and still re-
spected the blue slip, they blocked two 
nominees, both African American, both 
women, to represent a jurisdiction that 
is 27 percent African American and 
doesn’t have a single African American 
judge, even though one-quarter of the 
people are African American. I don’t 
care what the ideology is here. Then, 
adding insult to injury, they are put-
ting on the bench someone who would 
disenfranchise people, particularly peo-
ple of color. It is a disgrace. 

This morning I called Stacey Abrams 
and Andrew Gillum, both of whom were 
hurt by attempts to limit voting 
rights, and they issued the following 
statement together: 

When it comes to the trifecta of voter dis-
enfranchisement—voter suppression, racial 
gerrymandering, and restriction of voting 
rights—Thomas Farr is, sadly, one of the 
most experienced election lawyers in the 
country. . . . Thomas Farr’s record of hos-
tility and disregard for fundamental civil 
rights disqualifies him for a lifetime ap-
pointment that will allow him to codify his 
discriminatory ideology into law. 

I couldn’t agree more. I urge my Re-
publican colleagues to see the better 
part of reason, to let, as Abraham Lin-
coln said—and we all know what he 
did—the better angels of their nature 
appeal to them, not just the political 
machine that says: This guy helped us 
get elected. Even if he took away vot-
ing rights of people, let’s put him in. 

One more point, the great Chief Jus-
tice John Roberts, who told us he 
would call balls and strikes, allowed a 
lot of this to happen when he authored 
the Shelby decision, which took away 
protections against horrible things 
that Mr. Farr helped perpetrate. He 
said there wasn’t much discrimination 
anymore. Well, clearly there is. Nine-
teen States have rolled back voting 
rights since Shelby. Mr. Roberts tries 
to portray himself as a middle-of-the- 
road, call-the-balls-and-strikes person, 
but in his decisions he is very far from 
that, and that is why people see the 
courts as so political. 

VIOLENCE 
Mr. President, one final point on 

rightwing violence. I apologize to my 
colleagues who are waiting, and it will 
be a brief point when I can find it. I 
want to comment on a report by the 
Washington Post yesterday on extrem-
ist violence. The report found that 
‘‘over the past decade, attackers moti-
vated by rightwing political ideologies 
have committed dozens of shootings, 
bombings and other acts of violence’’— 
this is their language—‘‘far more than 
any other category of domestic extrem-
ist.’’ 

We all abhor violence, whatever its 
origin—I have spoken out against it— 
but the conclusion of this report should 
put an end to the Republican 
fearmongering, President Trump’s 
fearmongering, about the so-called 
Democratic mobs. 

The hard questions need not be put 
first to Democrats; hard questions need 
to be asked of President Trump. There 
is a question that looms: Is President 
Trump’s rhetoric encouraging right-
wing violence that we have seen in the 
past few years the No. 1 cause of do-
mestic violence? That question needs 
to be answered. 

I yield the floor. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-

ator from Illinois. 
NOMINATION OF THOMAS FARR 

Mr. DURBIN. Mr. President, Ron 
Chernow is well known as a historian 
and prolific writer who has written bi-
ographies of some of the most amazing 
people who have lived in our country. 
One, of course, is on the Founding Fa-
ther, George Washington, and another 
which received acclaim even on Broad-
way in New York is the well-known bi-
ography of Alexander Hamilton, which 
inspired Mr. Miranda to write a musi-
cal, which is probably the most suc-
cessful musical of our time. 

Mr. Chernow has also written an-
other book, which I am working my 
way through very carefully, the biog-
raphy of Ulysses Grant. It is about 900 
pages long. It is a heavy book to carry 
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from one living space to another as a 
U.S. Senator but well worth the effort. 
It tells the story of this man who came 
to lead the Union Army to victory in 
the Civil War and ultimately became 
President of the United States. As I 
have read this biography of Ulysses S. 
Grant, I couldn’t help but be struck by 
the fact that one issue emerged after 
the Civil War, which was probably one 
of the most challenging of all, the issue 
about the right of African Americans 
to vote in the South after the Civil 
War—the so-called period of Recon-
struction. 

I also commend to those who are in-
terested in the issue this book by Carol 
Anderson, entitled ‘‘One Person, No 
Vote.’’ Carol Anderson is a professor at 
Emory in Atlanta, GA. She wrote an 
earlier book, which I also recommend, 
called ‘‘White Rage.’’ This book, ‘‘One 
Person, No Vote,’’ really tries to de-
scribe throughout history, particularly 
after the Civil War, efforts at voter 
suppression and their impact on our de-
mocracy. 

Professor Anderson was kind enough 
to ask me to write the forward to this 
book, which I was happy to do. I am 
happy to read this book as well because 
it went into the detail about what hap-
pened after the end of the Civil War, 
when African Americans were legally 
and constitutionally declared to be 
citizens of the United States and then 
set out to exercise their right to vote. 
Initially, there was some success, but 
over time the White population in the 
South started suppressing that right to 
vote, passing laws that demanded lit-
eracy tests of those who would show up 
to vote, constitutional tests, poll 
taxes, and the like. Over time, it dra-
matically diminished the African- 
American vote in the South, and that 
diminishment led many Blacks to pick 
up and leave in the great migration 
north. Their departure from the South 
to the North was to the benefit of 
States like Illinois, where many thou-
sands came to find work and an oppor-
tunity to exercise their own freedom, 
which they thought had been won by 
the Civil War. 

How important is this right to vote? 
Well, in the words of John Roberts, the 
Chief Justice of the Supreme Court, at 
his hearing in 2005, he said that the 
right to vote is ‘‘preservative of all 
other rights’’—preservative of all other 
rights. It is that fundamental to our 
democracy that we allow those who are 
eligible to step forward and to express 
their will when an election is called 
and choose the candidates of their 
choice. 

Over the period of time after the end 
of the Civil War, there were extraor-
dinary efforts taken to suppress the 
right of African Americans to vote. I 
say, with some embarrassment but in 
reality, those were largely promul-
gated by people who described them-
selves as Democrats in those days. 
They were the ones largely in control 
of the political infrastructure of the 
South who did their best to limit the 
right of Blacks to participate. 

One of the noteworthy events in this 
history occurred in 1890 in Mississippi, 
when they passed the Mississippi Plan. 
In Carol Anderson’s words, ‘‘a dizzying 
array of poll taxes, literacy tests, un-
derstanding clauses, newfangled voter 
registration rules, and ‘good character’ 
clauses—all intentionally racially dis-
criminatory but dressed up in the gen-
teel garb of bringing ‘integrity’ to the 
voting booth. This feigned legal inno-
cence was legislative evil genius.’’ 

She goes on to explain how the so- 
called Mississippi Plan became a tem-
plate for other Southern States to try 
to find ways to pass local and State 
laws making it increasingly difficult 
for individuals to vote, particularly Af-
rican Americans and people who did 
not have great wealth. It was a success 
for many years, and the participation 
of Black voters diminished dramati-
cally as a result of it. 

I know this has sounded like a his-
tory lesson to this moment, and it 
would be but for the fact that we are 
facing this issue again in a vote we will 
face this week in the U.S. Senate. 

There is a nominee for the Federal 
Court in the Eastern District of North 
Carolina named Thomas Farr. Mr. 
Farr’s participation in voter suppres-
sion is well documented. In fact, the 
Congressional Black Caucus has de-
scribed Mr. Farr as ‘‘the preeminent 
attorney for North Carolina Repub-
licans seeking to curtail the voting 
rights of people of color.’’ 

Mr. Farr worked as legal counsel for 
the 1990 campaign of Senator Jesse 
Helms. That campaign engaged in well- 
documented, deeply disturbing tactics 
aimed at suppressing the Black vote in 
North Carolina. 

As an example, the Helms campaign 
sent out over 100,000 postcards to main-
ly African-American voters warning 
that they might be ineligible to vote 
for residency reasons. The postcards 
from the Helms campaign, which Mr. 
Farr worked on as legal counsel, 
warned that the Black recipients might 
be arrested for voter fraud if they came 
to the polls to vote. 

Mr. Farr initially told the Judiciary 
Committee, in which I serve, that he 
did not participate in any campaign 
meetings in which this mailing was dis-
cussed. However, news reports then in-
dicated that Mr. Farr did, in fact, par-
ticipate in an October 1990 meeting 
that included discussion about mail-
ings that challenged voters’ residency. 

Mr. Farr, this nominee for a lifetime 
appointment to the Federal court in 
North Carolina, later admitted partici-
pating in the meeting, despite what he 
had said earlier. A former Justice De-
partment attorney told the Raleigh 
News & Observer in 2009 that Mr. Farr 
‘‘was certainly involved in the scheme 
as it was being developed.’’ 

Mr. Farr also represented North 
Carolina in litigation over a notorious 
voter suppression law that the Fourth 
Circuit struck down in 2016. So his ex-
perience in this earlier Helms cam-
paign was not confined when it came to 

voter suppression; by 2016 he was at it 
again. The Fourth Circuit found that 
the law—which Mr. Farr defended in 
court—had ‘‘target[ed] African Ameri-
cans with almost surgical precision’’ 
and that the legislature had ‘‘enacted 
. . . the law with discriminatory in-
tent.’’ 

That was the very law that Mr. Farr 
defended before the court. 

This man, who now seeks this life-
time appointment to the Federal 
bench, has not just a history but a pat-
tern of voter suppression. This phrase— 
that the law he was defending 
‘‘target[ed] African Americans with al-
most surgical precision’’—has probably 
been repeated more than any I can re-
member in recent memory on this 
issue. 

Additionally, Mr. Farr represented 
North Carolina in litigation related to 
racial gerrymandering and violations 
of the National Voter Registration Act. 

It is particularly troubling that Mr. 
Farr has been nominated for a judge-
ship that, as the minority leader men-
tioned earlier, was denied during the 
Obama administration when they sub-
mitted two African American nomi-
nees. The Republican Senators from 
North Carolina kept the seat vacant 
and would not allow an African Amer-
ican to fill it. Though President Obama 
tried twice, they objected to the nomi-
nees. Republicans held this seat vacant 
for years, clearly with the intention to 
fill it with someone like Mr. Farr. 

Let me quote what the Reverend Wil-
liam J. Barber II, a prominent civil 
rights leader in North Carolina, wrote 
about Thomas Farr in TIME magazine 
recently: 

I know Farr. I know what he’s done, what 
he stands for and just how detrimental he 
will be to his constituents if confirmed. 

There are many conservative lawyers 
in North Carolina who could serve as 
Federal judge who do not have the 
blemished record of advocacy for voter 
suppression that Mr. Farr brings to the 
Senate. As Reverend Barber wrote in 
TIME magazine: ‘‘Being a conservative 
is not the same thing as spending al-
most 40 years fighting to block full 
citizenship for all Americans.’’ 

Given his decades-long history of 
supporting and defending efforts to re-
strict the right to vote, I must oppose 
Mr. Farr’s nomination. 

I must ask: In this moment in time 
in the 21st century, as we still battle 
over the issues that divided this Nation 
during the Civil War, why would this 
Senate stand and give Mr. Thomas 
Farr a lifetime appointment to the 
Federal bench in North Carolina? What 
does it say about the majority in the 
Senate that we would give this man, 
with his personal history of voter sup-
pression, this opportunity? 

The reality is this, and it is a grim 
reality: I believe the Republican Party 
has decided that demographics are not 
on their side and that the emerging mi-
norities in the United States of Amer-
ica are not likely to vote their way. So 
they have embarked on a national pro-
gram to limit the rights of people to 
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vote—a national program that I find 
disgusting. To think that the Koch 
brothers finance ALEC—the American 
Legislative Exchange Council—and 
that ALEC promulgates these State 
laws in an effort to continue to sup-
press the vote carries on a sad and des-
picable tradition. 

Back in the 19th century and the 
early part of the 20th century, it was 
the Democratic Party, which I belong 
to, that unfortunately was the home 
for many of these bigots and led many 
efforts of voter suppression. Today, 
sadly, it is the Republican Party—the 
party of Abraham Lincoln—that is try-
ing to suppress the vote of African 
Americans with many overt, covert ef-
forts. The appointment of Thomas Farr 
to fill this vacancy is as overt as can 
be. We know who he is. We know what 
he believes. We know what he stands 
for. And we know that if he is given 
this lifetime appointment on the Fed-
eral bench, he is likely to continue his 
lifetime history of trying to deny votes 
to those who are African Americans. 

This Chamber that I stand in, with 
some awe every time I enter it, became 
the Senate legislative Chamber in Jan-
uary of 1859, even before the Civil War 
began. It witnessed not only the depar-
ture of the southern Senators who were 
loyal to the Confederacy; it witnessed 
even Union soldiers coming in and 
camping out here, at times during the 
conflict, when they needed a roof over 
their heads. It also witnessed the bat-
tles over reconstruction when the so- 
called radical Republicans were deter-
mined to make sure that African 
Americans would be given a fighting 
chance in the south. It witnessed the 
impeachment trial of Andrew Johnson, 
and it witnessed many other events 
that have led us to this moment in 
time in the year 2018. 

Many of the debates that took place 
on this floor, many of the sentiments 
that were debated back and forth over 
the decades, continue to this day to 
our generation, to our time, and to our 
Senate. When we bring Thomas Farr 
for a vote this week in the U.S. Senate, 
I hope that the party of Abraham Lin-
coln—the Republican Party of the 
United States—will join Democrats in 
stopping this nomination. Can we send 
a clear message, a bipartisan message 
from the Senate this week that Thom-
as Farr and the voter suppression in 
which he has engaged throughout his 
life is as unacceptable today as it was 
in the dark days after the end of the 
Civil War? That is our responsibility. 

This Senator will be voting no on 
Thomas Farr. 

I yield the floor. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. LEE). 

The Senator from Oregon. 
(The remarks of Mr. MERKLEY per-

taining to the submission of S. Res. 708 
are printed in today’s Record under 
‘‘Submitted Resolutions.’’) 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from California. 

NOMINATION OF THOMAS FARR 
Ms. HARRIS. Mr. President, a key 

component of our democracy is access 

to the ballot. The Supreme Court ac-
knowledged in Reynolds v. Sims that 
‘‘the right of suffrage is a fundamental 
matter in a free and democratic soci-
ety. Especially since the right to exer-
cise the franchise in a free and 
unimpaired manner is preservative of 
other basic civil and political rights, 
any alleged infringement of the right 
of citizens to vote must be carefully 
and meticulously scrutinized.’’ 

I always say that your voice is your 
vote and your vote is your voice. In the 
recent midterm elections, we saw that 
there are still powerful forces in our 
country willing to go to incredible 
lengths to deny Americans their right 
to vote. It is indeed outrageous that 
some voters in Georgia had to wait 4 
hours to vote, and a candidate for Gov-
ernor was the one responsible for over-
seeing his own election; that Native 
Americans and their IDs were not ac-
cepted at polling places in North Da-
kota; that nearly 20 percent of North 
Carolina early voting locations were 
closed this year. 

Five years ago, in Shelby County v. 
Holder, the Supreme Court gutted the 
Voting Rights Act. Congress is the only 
body that has authority to restore and 
should therefore be taking steps to re-
store and strengthen the Voting Rights 
Act and to expand early voting and 
automatic voter registration. Why? Be-
cause the more people who can readily 
participate in our democracy, the more 
our government will be responsive to 
the people we are elected to represent. 

Yet, instead of Congress acting to 
strengthen access to the ballot, the 
Senate is considering Thomas Farr for 
a lifetime appointment to the District 
Court of the Eastern District of North 
Carolina—a nominee who has consist-
ently and for decades put limits on the 
ability of Americans to exercise their 
constitutional right to vote. Just look 
at the facts. 

Mr. Farr actually defended North 
Carolina’s 2013 voting restrictions 
law—a law that would have required 
photo IDs, which disproportionately 
impacted Black voters. At the same 
time, they prohibited certain IDs, such 
as student IDs or public employee IDs. 
This law also reduced same-day reg-
istration and early voting—a law that 
was so clearly unconstitutional that 
the Fourth Circuit described the law as 
targeting Black voters with ‘‘almost 
surgical precision.’’ The Fourth Circuit 
went on to call it ‘‘the most restrictive 
voting law North Carolina has seen 
since the era of Jim Crow.’’ 

The facts also include that Mr. Farr 
represented the North Carolina Legis-
lature in multiple challenges to its 2011 
congressional and legislative redis-
tricting. This was an attempt to draw 
congressional boundaries in ways that 
disadvantaged Black voters for par-
tisan gain. Those maps were later 
struck down as unconstitutional and 
racially discriminatory. 

Mr. Farr has also repeatedly rep-
resented powerful employers against 
the rights of workers and customers to 

be treated equally. For example, he 
represented a rental car company that 
allegedly imposed additional require-
ments on Black customers. He also rep-
resented a pharmaceutical company 
against allegations of gender discrimi-
nation, hostile work environment, and 
retaliation. 

To be clear, attorneys are not 
charged—nor should they be—with the 
views of their clients, but when such a 
significant part of your decades-long 
record involves defending clients 
charged with discrimination and de-
fending laws that undermine the right 
to vote, it is reasonable to question 
whether that individual can be a fair 
and impartial judge of similar cases. 

Mr. Farr’s public comments raise 
questions about his judgment as well. 
For instance, he has compared the de-
cision upholding the Affordable Care 
Act to the Dred Scott and Plessy deci-
sions. For a reminder, Dred Scott is a 
case that said African Americans could 
not be citizens, and Plessy v. Ferguson 
upheld the constitutionality of seg-
regation—both now universally consid-
ered shameful decisions. The idea that 
a decision upholding the expansion of 
healthcare for millions of Americans is 
remotely comparable to these rulings 
should be utterly offensive to anyone 
who knows anything about America’s 
history. These are statements of an 
ideologue, not someone who under-
stands that their interpretation of 
these rulings should be something that 
people will, if they are not careful, rely 
on. So these are the statements of an 
ideologue, not an evenhanded and unbi-
ased judge. The people of North Caro-
lina deserve better, and let us be clear 
about who many of these people are. 

More than one-quarter of the popu-
lation covered by the Eastern District 
is Black—nearly 27 percent. Yet there 
has never been a Black Federal judge 
serving the Eastern District of North 
Carolina in the court’s 146-year his-
tory. 

In 2013, President Obama nominated 
Jennifer May-Parker, an assistant U.S. 
attorney and chief of the Appellate Di-
vision of the U.S. Attorney’s Office, 
and she is Black. She was appointed to 
this vacancy—a position Senator BURR 
had previously recommended her for— 
but that nomination was blocked. 

In 2016, President Obama nominated 
Patricia Timmons-Goodson—a justice 
who served on the North Carolina Su-
preme Court—who is also Black. That 
nomination was also held up. 

As a result, this is now the longest 
judicial vacancy in the Federal court 
system. Instead of two highly qualified 
women, Senate Republicans want to 
fill this vacancy with someone who is 
anathema to so many of our commu-
nities and, in particular, communities 
of color. 

So I would echo the North Carolina 
NAACP, which said that ‘‘if this nomi-
nation is confirmed, it represents an 
historic insult to justice and to the 
people of North Carolina.’’ 

I know there are folks who might 
consider the odds of stopping this 
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nominee and throw in the towel, but 
the way I see it, if it is something 
worth fighting for, it is a fight worth 
having. If it is something worth fight-
ing for, it is a fight worth having. This 
fight against Thomas Farr is a fight 
worth having because Thomas Farr is 
far from what we should accept in a 
nominee. I know we can do better, and 
we must do better. 

I yield the floor. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. 

CRUZ). The Senator from South Da-
kota. 

SENATE ACCOMPLISHMENTS 
Mr. THUNE. Mr. President, the 115th 

Congress is drawing to a close, and we 
have accomplished a lot over the past 2 
years. Our goal for this Congress was 
simple—make life better for the Amer-
ican people. 

A big part of that was getting the 
economy going again. After years of 
economic stagnation under the Obama 
administration, American families 
were feeling the pinch. Growth was 
sluggish, wages were stagnant, and op-
portunities were few and far between. 
For too many families, getting ahead 
had been replaced by getting by. We 
were determined to change that, and so 
we took action. 

We passed a historic reform of our 
Tax Code that put more money in 
American families’ pockets and made 
it easier for businesses to grow and cre-
ate jobs and opportunities for Amer-
ican workers, and now we are seeing 
the results: robust economic growth, 
the lowest unemployment level in al-
most 50 years, a record number of job 
openings, growing wages, near-record 
confidence among small businesses, 
and the list goes on. 

In human terms, that means more 
opportunities for American workers 
looking to grow and advance; it means 
more options for Americans searching 
for a job; and it means bigger pay-
checks and better benefits for workers 
and less worry for families. 

I am proud tax reform is making life 
better for American families and grate-
ful to Senator HATCH and our col-
leagues on the Finance Committee for 
the incredible work they did to get this 
historic reform through Congress. 

Tax reform was our biggest economic 
achievement this Congress, but that is 
not the only thing we have done to 
help American workers. Along with the 
White House, we have lifted burden-
some regulations, and we enacted legis-
lation, led by Senator ENZI and Sen-
ator ALEXANDER, to prepare students 
for the workforce by improving career 
and technical education programs. We 
also enacted Senator CRAPO’s legisla-
tion to give Main Street lenders relief 
from burdensome Dodd-Frank regula-
tions. 

On the national security front, under 
the leadership of the late Senator 
McCain and Senator INHOFE, we have 
reinvested in our Nation’s military to 
ensure that our troops are equipped not 
only for today’s mission but to meet 
the threats of the future. We passed the 

largest pay increase for our troops in 
nearly a decade, and we delivered real 
reforms for our veterans through the 
VA MISSION Act. This legislation, 
helmed by Senator ISAKSON, stream-
lined the VA’s community care pro-
grams to help ensure that veterans re-
ceive efficient, timely, and quality 
care. Once fully implemented, it will 
also expand caregiver assistance to dis-
abled pre-9/11 veterans, an overdue ben-
efit for generations of our heroes. We 
also modernized the Veterans Benefits 
Administration appeals system to de-
velop a quicker, more responsive sys-
tem for veterans. 

On the healthcare front this Con-
gress, we passed the SUPPORT for Pa-
tients and Communities Act to address 
the nationwide opioid epidemic. This 
was a product that contained policies 
championed by multiple committees 
and multiple Senators, and I am grate-
ful for all the work my colleagues did 
to advance this important initiative. 

We also repealed ObamaCare’s indi-
vidual mandate tax which forced pa-
tients to buy insurance they didn’t 
want and couldn’t afford; we passed 
legislation, led by Senator JOHNSON, to 
give terminally ill patients access to 
experimental care; and under the lead-
ership of Senator HATCH, we passed the 
longest extension of the State Chil-
dren’s Health Insurance Program in 
the program’s history. 

Another major achievement this year 
has been the tremendous number of 
good judges we have been able to con-
firm to the Federal bench. Senator 
GRASSLEY has done an incredible job of 
moving these judges through the proc-
ess and presiding over the confirma-
tions of two Supreme Court Justices. 
The Federal bench will be stronger for 
many years because of his work. 

Senate Republicans have accom-
plished a lot in the 115th Congress, and 
we are excited to get to work in the 
116th. Our agenda will stay the same— 
growing our economy and expanding 
opportunities for American workers 
and protecting our Nation. 

There are those who wonder how 
much Congress will be able to accom-
plish in the next 2 years. After all, we 
are facing a divided government. We 
have a Republican President. The 
American people voted for a Repub-
lican majority in the Senate, but they 
also voted for a Democratic majority 
in the House of Representatives. Di-
vided government doesn’t have to spell 
the doom of productivity. 

Over the last 30-plus years, some of 
our greatest legislative accomplish-
ments have been the product of divided 
government—the 1986 Reagan tax re-
form, 1996 welfare reform, the Balanced 
Budget Act of 1997, national security 
legislation in 2002, the 2012 legislation 
to help working families by making the 
Bush tax cuts permanent, a major re-
form of the VA in 2014—all important 
bills, all the product of divided govern-
ment. 

So I know it is possible for the Re-
publican Senate and the Democratic 

House to achieve big things in the 
116th Congress, and Senate Republicans 
are ready to work with our Democratic 
colleagues. Now it is up to the Demo-
crats to decide whether they want to 
work with us. Democrats have spent a 
lot of time over the past 2 years trying 
to relitigate the last Presidential elec-
tion, but if they want to get anything 
done in the 116th Congress, they are 
going to need to move past 2016. Tying 
up the House with partisan investiga-
tions of the President or running a 
Presidential campaign from the Senate 
floor is not a good use of anyone’s 
time. We need to spend our time fo-
cused on the American people’s prior-
ities like helping working families and 
increasing opportunities for American 
workers. That is what Senate Repub-
licans will be focused on in the next 
Congress. 

I hope our Democratic colleagues 
will join us. If they are willing to work 
with us, I know that together we can 
achieve big things for the American 
people. 

I yield the floor. 
I suggest the absence of a quorum. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 

clerk will call the roll. 
The bill clerk proceeded to call the 

roll. 
Mr. THUNE. Mr. President, I ask 

unanimous consent that the order for 
the quorum call be rescinded. 

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

Under the previous order, all 
postcloture time has expired. 

The question is, Will the Senate ad-
vise and consent to the nomination of 
Stephen Alexander Vaden, of Ten-
nessee, to be General Counsel of the 
Department of Agriculture? 

Mr. THUNE. Mr. President, I ask for 
the yeas and nays. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there a 
sufficient second? 

There appears to be a sufficient sec-
ond. 

The clerk will call the roll. 
The bill clerk called the roll. 
Mr. CORNYN. The following Senator 

is necessarily absent: the Senator from 
Mississippi (Mrs. HYDE-SMITH). 

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

The result was announced—yeas 53, 
nays 46, as follows: 

[Rollcall Vote No. 246 Ex.] 

YEAS—53 

Alexander 
Barrasso 
Blunt 
Boozman 
Burr 
Capito 
Cassidy 
Collins 
Corker 
Cornyn 
Cotton 
Crapo 
Cruz 
Daines 
Donnelly 
Enzi 
Ernst 
Fischer 

Flake 
Gardner 
Graham 
Grassley 
Hatch 
Heitkamp 
Heller 
Hoeven 
Inhofe 
Isakson 
Johnson 
Kennedy 
Kyl 
Lankford 
Lee 
McConnell 
Moran 
Murkowski 

Paul 
Perdue 
Portman 
Risch 
Roberts 
Rounds 
Rubio 
Sasse 
Scott 
Shelby 
Stabenow 
Sullivan 
Thune 
Tillis 
Toomey 
Wicker 
Young 
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NAYS—46 

Baldwin 
Bennet 
Blumenthal 
Booker 
Brown 
Cantwell 
Cardin 
Carper 
Casey 
Coons 
Cortez Masto 
Duckworth 
Durbin 
Feinstein 
Gillibrand 
Harris 

Hassan 
Heinrich 
Hirono 
Jones 
Kaine 
King 
Klobuchar 
Leahy 
Manchin 
Markey 
McCaskill 
Menendez 
Merkley 
Murphy 
Murray 
Nelson 

Peters 
Reed 
Sanders 
Schatz 
Schumer 
Shaheen 
Smith 
Tester 
Udall 
Van Hollen 
Warner 
Warren 
Whitehouse 
Wyden 

NOT VOTING—1 

Hyde-Smith 

The nomination was confirmed. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under 

the previous order, the motion to re-
consider is considered made and laid 
upon the table, and the President will 
be immediately notified of the Senate’s 
action. 

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 bill 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 Karen Dunn Kelley, of Pennsyl-
vania, to be Deputy Secretary of Commerce. 

Mitch McConnell, Johnny Isakson, Mike 
Rounds, Thom Tillis, Mike Crapo, Pat 
Roberts, John Hoeven, David Perdue, 
Tim Scott, John Cornyn, Roy Blunt, 
Cory Gardner, Tom Cotton, Jerry 
Moran, John Barrasso, Roger F. 
Wicker, John Boozman. 

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 Karen Dunn Kelley, of Pennsylvania, 
to be Deputy Secretary of Commerce, 
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. CORNYN. The following Senator 

is necessarily absent: the Senator from 
Mississippi (Mrs. HYDE-SMITH). 

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

The yeas and nays resulted—yeas 62, 
nays 37, as follows: 

[Rollcall Vote No. 247 Ex.] 

YEAS—62 

Alexander 
Barrasso 
Blunt 
Boozman 
Burr 
Capito 
Casey 
Cassidy 
Collins 
Corker 
Cornyn 
Cotton 
Crapo 

Cruz 
Daines 
Donnelly 
Enzi 
Ernst 
Fischer 
Flake 
Gardner 
Graham 
Grassley 
Hatch 
Heitkamp 
Heller 

Hoeven 
Inhofe 
Isakson 
Johnson 
Jones 
Kennedy 
King 
Kyl 
Lankford 
Lee 
Manchin 
McCaskill 
McConnell 

Moran 
Murkowski 
Murphy 
Nelson 
Paul 
Perdue 
Portman 
Risch 

Roberts 
Rounds 
Rubio 
Sasse 
Schatz 
Scott 
Shaheen 
Shelby 

Sullivan 
Tester 
Thune 
Tillis 
Toomey 
Wicker 
Young 

NAYS—37 

Baldwin 
Bennet 
Blumenthal 
Booker 
Brown 
Cantwell 
Cardin 
Carper 
Coons 
Cortez Masto 
Duckworth 
Durbin 
Feinstein 

Gillibrand 
Harris 
Hassan 
Heinrich 
Hirono 
Kaine 
Klobuchar 
Leahy 
Markey 
Menendez 
Merkley 
Murray 
Peters 

Reed 
Sanders 
Schumer 
Smith 
Stabenow 
Udall 
Van Hollen 
Warner 
Warren 
Whitehouse 
Wyden 

NOT VOTING—1 

Hyde-Smith 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. On this 
vote, the yeas are 62, the nays are 37. 

The motion is agreed to. 
f 

EXECUTIVE CALENDAR 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will report the nomination. 

The bill clerk read the nomination of 
Karen Dunn Kelley, of Pennsylvania, 
to be Deputy Secretary of Commerce. 

f 

RECESS 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under 
the previous order, the Senate stands 
in recess until 2:15 p.m. 

Thereupon, the Senate, at 1:15 p.m., 
recessed until 2:15 p.m. and reassem-
bled when called to order by the Pre-
siding Officer (Mr. PORTMAN). 

f 

EXECUTIVE CALENDAR—Continued 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ate will come to order. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Iowa. 

TRIBUTE TO ORRIN HATCH 

Mr. GRASSLEY. Mr. President, I am 
here to give thanks. Just a few days 
ago our country celebrated a national 
day of Thanksgiving. We celebrated 
food, fellowship, and freedom with fam-
ily and friends. By any measure we are 
a people endowed with an abundance of 
blessings. As Americans, we have every 
reason to be grateful to share the pros-
perity of economic freedom, religious 
liberty, and self-government. 

Today, I come to the floor to extend 
my gratitude for one of the most dis-
tinguished public servants ever to 
serve in the U.S. Senate. It is my dis-
tinct privilege to stand here today to 
pay tribute to my good friend and col-
league from Utah, ORRIN HATCH. 

He is a man widely known for his in-
tegrity, character, and temperament. 
He is devoted to his family, his con-
stituents, and his country. With over-
whelming support from the good people 
of Utah, he has served his State and all 
of America in the U.S. Senate for 42 
years. 

In those four decades of service, he 
has brought honor, humility, humor, 

and heart to this institution of the U.S. 
Senate. He has honed his legislative ex-
perience on a broad range of public 
policies. In fact, none of his peers have 
led more laws to final passage than my 
friend Senator HATCH. He has built suc-
cessful bipartisan coalitions to enact 
laws that make a difference in the lives 
of everyday Americans. 

As former chairman of the Senate 
Judiciary Committee and currently the 
senior member there, he is a champion 
of religious liberty and the rule of law. 
He is an advocate for entrepreneurship 
and free enterprise, as well as a cham-
pion of intellectual property rights, 
which includes being the lead Senate 
sponsor of the Music Modernization 
Act. He is just old enough to know 
when laws aren’t keeping up with tech-
nology. Thanks to his tenacity, the 
new law will help ensure songwriters, 
artists, and creators that they will be 
fairly compensated for their works. 

Like so many Americans, Senator 
HATCH is a man of humble beginnings. 
He embraces the promise of prosperity 
and opportunity that makes America 
the beacon of the free world, and that 
brings me to the basis of my remarks 
today. From his decades of service and 
the chairmanship at the helm of the 
Senate Finance Committee, Senator 
HATCH has shouldered some pretty 
heavy lifting in the legislative trench-
es to advance free and fair trade laws 
to foster economic growth and oppor-
tunity. 

As we all know, America is home to 
at least 320 million people. That is a 
fraction of the world’s population, and 
yet America leads the world in eco-
nomic output. Thanks to an amazing 
bounty of natural resources and an eco-
nomic foundation that rewards inge-
nuity, productivity and creativity, our 
country, the United States, produces 
goods and services that consumers 
around the world want to buy. 

Senator HATCH and I share a core phi-
losophy: lowering taxes and trade bar-
riers as a winning formula for pros-
perity. To paraphrase a philosophy 
that often is attributed to our 35th 
President, ‘‘a rising tide lifts all 
boats.’’ Today, I want to give credit 
where credit is due. Thanks to Senator 
HATCH’s unflinching leadership and un-
wavering commitment to advance the 
principles of free and fair trade, Amer-
ica’s formula for prosperity and oppor-
tunity stands strong for generations to 
come. 

It is virtually impossible to recall 
any trade policy in recent history that 
does not have the fingerprints of my 
esteemed friend Senator HATCH all over 
those documents. In fact, he led the re-
newal of the Bipartisan Congressional 
Trade Priorities and Accountability 
Act of 2015. It paved the way for a ro-
bust, transparent review of trade nego-
tiations. 

Like Senator HATCH, I understand 
that America needs to speak with one 
voice on the world stage for effective, 
lasting trade agreements. We also 
agree on the constitutional authority 
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