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I urge all of my colleagues to vote 

yes on these resolutions of advice and 
consent. 

I yield the floor. 

f 

RECESS 

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

Thereupon, the Senate, at 12:40 p.m., 
recessed until 2 p.m. and reassembled 
when called to order by the Presiding 
Officer (Mrs. CAPITO). 

f 

EXECUTIVE SESSION—Continued 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from North Dakota. 

Mr. HOEVEN. Madam President, I 
ask unanimous consent that I be al-
lowed to engage in a colloquy with my 
colleagues. 

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

UNITED STATES-MEXICO-CANADA TRADE 
AGREEMENT 

Mr. HOEVEN. Madam President, I 
rise today to speak about a very impor-
tant issue not only for my home State 
but for our country, and that is the 
United States-Mexico-Canada Agree-
ment, also referred to as the USMCA. 

This is the agreement that would re-
place NAFTA. It will increase exports, 
expand consumer choice, raise wages, 
and boost innovation not just for our 
country but also for two of our strong-
est trading partners, Canada and Mex-
ico, as well. 

In the United States the U.S. Inter-
national Trade Commission’s analysis 
found that the USMCA will raise GDP 
by nearly $63 billion and create more 
than 176,000 jobs. The implementation 
of this agreement will also benefit my 
State, as it will secure and expand 
market access for our ag producers, 
and that is true for all of our ag-pro-
ducing States across the country. It 
will help to grow our manufacturing 
base, as well, for our manufacturing 
States, such as Ohio. I see that my 
good friend and colleague from Ohio 
has just joined us. It will provide im-
portant support and help for the tech-
nology sector and energy sector. All of 
our different industry sectors stand to 
benefit from this agreement. 

Access to foreign markets is critical 
for American agriculture and for our 
producers, who have maintained an ag 
trade surplus for more than 50 years. 
We produce far more than we can con-
sume in this country, and we need ac-
cess to markets in Canada, Mexico, and 
beyond. 

My State of North Dakota is the 
ninth largest producer of ag goods, ex-
porting and shipping $4.5 billion worth 
of ag products around the globe, for ex-
ample, in 2017. 

Farmers and ranchers depend on free 
and fair trade to sell the highest qual-
ity, lowest cost food supply, not just in 
our country but in the world. We 
produce the highest quality, lowest 

cost food supply. That benefits every 
single American every single day, and 
it benefits many other people around 
the globe if we are able to export to 
these other countries. 

According to the International Trade 
Commission report, the USMCA will 
increase U.S. ag and food exports to 
Canada and Mexico by $2.2 billion. This 
agreement secures existing market ac-
cess, makes ag trade fairer, increases 
access to the Canadian market, and 
supports innovation in agriculture, 
which is why it is critical that Con-
gress consider and pass this agreement 
as soon as possible. 

Passage of the USMCA will help to 
secure market access in Canada to U.S. 
farmers and ranchers as the agreement 
maintains all existing zero-tariff provi-
sions on ag products. Canada and Mex-
ico are crucial markets for U.S. agri-
culture and the USMCA gives the cer-
tainty that these markets will con-
tinue to remain open for business. 

I have more, but some of my col-
leagues are here. So I will turn to 
them, starting with my colleague from 
Indiana, somebody who has been active 
in business for many years. He built a 
business from scratch, from nothing to, 
I believe, more than 1,000 employees. 
He is certainly somebody who under-
stands the importance of business and 
understands the importance of markets 
and access to those markets, and trade 
and export. So I turn at this point to 
the good Senator from Indiana for 
some of his thoughts on this important 
issue. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Indiana. 

Mr. BRAUN. Madam President, it is 
true. I am a mainstream entrepreneur, 
and I have been involved with business 
my entire life, including the farm mar-
kets. I started a turkey farm back in 
1979 from scratch, and I was involved in 
it for 32 years. I sold my share of it to 
my partner’s kids and grandkids. My 
wife has had a business in downtown 
Jasper, my hometown, for years. 

I have been an entrepreneur. I have 
dealt with how hard the marketplace is 
even when things are going well. 

I stand to make the point on behalf 
of Hoosier farmers and businesses and 
to express my strong opinion that we 
need to get the USMCA across the fin-
ish line. 

This agreement is vital to secure our 
hard-fought market access for Amer-
ican agriculture. At a time when agri-
culture could never have more chal-
lenges, from chronically low prices to 
the increasing concentration among 
farmer-suppliers with big corporations, 
this is one piece of uncertainty we need 
to eliminate. 

In stressing the importance of the 
USMCA, I would state that despite the 
fact NAFTA had its faults, it was quite 
successful in securing markets for 
farmers. The USMCA is better. It pro-
vides stronger access to Canadian mar-
kets for U.S. milk, wheat, poultry, and 
egg products. It ensures that Hoosier 
wine and spirit makers are treated fair-

ly on Canadian shelves. And it secures 
the Mexican market for Indiana pork, 
cheese, and grain. 

The USMCA improves on NAFTA in 
other areas of the economy as well. It 
adds modern rules for digital trade and 
stronger protections for American in-
tellectual property. We know how im-
portant that is with regard to dealing 
with the Chinese. 

It contains new rules of origin that 
ensure more manufacturing is con-
ducted in North America and has 
brand-new rules to bring more of that 
production back to the United States. 

When President Trump ran for office, 
he ran on a few simple things, and ne-
gotiating a NAFTA improvement was 
one of his core promises to the Amer-
ican public. At the time, Congress had 
two requests: Follow the guidelines 
from the trade promotion authority 
and move quickly—move quickly—to 
minimize uncertainty. President 
Trump upheld his end of the bargain. 
He has delivered an agreement that is 
better than the original NAFTA in 
nearly every respect. 

This week Congress is ready to vote, 
and yet we can’t. Why? Because House 
Democrats will not bring it to the 
floor. Don’t believe me? Look at this 
letter, dated July 8, from several House 
Democrats. 

They say in plain English: Do not 
send this agreement to the Congress. 
Do not send this agreement to the Con-
gress. 

Madam President, I ask unanimous 
consent to have printed in the RECORD 
a letter dated July 8, 2019, to Robert 
Lighthizer. 

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

CONGRESS OF THE UNITED STATES, 
HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 

Washington, DC, July 8, 2019. 
Hon. ROBERT LIGHTHIZER, 
Office of the U.S. Trade Representative, 
Washington, DC. 

DEAR AMBASSADOR LIGHTHIZER: We appre-
ciate all the work you have done with the 
New Democrat Coalition and the rest of the 
Democratic caucus to resolve the out-
standing issues that must be addressed for a 
successful, bipartisan passage of the updated 
North America Free Trade Agreement 
(NAFTA). 

These conversations have been frank, pro-
ductive and engaged in in good faith by all 
parties, and we are therefore optimistic that 
these limited concerns can be addressed in a 
timely manner. While we appreciate your 
willingness to listen, we have not seen any 
meaningful progress or tangible proposals 
from you to address these concerns. It has 
been clear from the outset that such pro-
posals are necessary for a successful resolu-
tion. 

The New Democrat Coalition was integral 
in the development and passage of the Bipar-
tisan Congressional Trade Priorities and Ac-
countability Act of 2015 (TPA). It is our be-
lief, as legislators intimately involved with 
the law under which the new NAFTA was ne-
gotiated, that moving forward with imple-
menting legislation absent the agreement of 
Democratic leadership would almost cer-
tainly be taken as a failure to fulfill the con-
sultation requirements of TPA. We were 
troubled that you sent up the draft State-
ment of Administrative Action on May 30 
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without sufficient consultation, and strongly 
urge you not to make the same mistake 
twice. 

We look forward to continuing to work 
with you to develop these proposals to help 
ensure a strong, bipartisan vote on the up-
dated NAFTA later this year. 

Sincerely, 
DEREK KILMER, 

Chair, New Democrat 
Coalition. 

RICK LARSEN, 
Co-Chair, NDC Trade 

Task Force. 
SUZAN DELBENE, 

Vice-Chair for Policy, 
New Democrat Coali-
tion. 

GREGORY MEEKS, 
Co-Chair, NDC Trade 

Task Force. 
RON KIND, 

Co-Chair, NDC Trade 
Task Force. 

LIZZIE FLETCHER, 
Co-Chair, NDC Trade 

Task Force. 
Mr. BRAUN. Madam President, this 

is an outrage. We are ready to pass the 
USMCA. Today you will hear from Sen-
ators who support this deal. In the Sen-
ate we have more than enough votes to 
pass the USMCA. There is no reason to 
wait. 

The Democrats have known the con-
tents of this deal for over 2 years. They 
knew the provisions offered by the 
United States and saw the text as it de-
veloped. Once the final text was re-
leased, the Democrats were stunned. 
They couldn’t figure out how to oppose 
the USMCA. 

First, they argued that Mexico need-
ed to pass its labor reforms. Mexico did 
so in April. Then, they moved the goal-
post, arguing that labor and environ-
mental provisions in the deal were not 
strong enough, even though the provi-
sions in USMCA are substantially 
stronger than those in the NAFTA, an 
agreement that some of them sup-
ported. 

They still want to move the goalpost. 
In fact, the USMCA is the first-ever 
trade agreement to contain provisions 
requiring a minimum wage for Mexican 
auto workers. The Democrats still 
aren’t happy. This time they are ask-
ing for enforcement. In response, the 
Mexican President issued assurances 
that Mexico would enforce the new 
labor law Democrats had demanded. 
But NANCY PELOSI is keeping those 
goalposts moving. The fact of the mat-
ter is that the Democrats are blocking 
USMCA because they do not want to 
give President Trump a win—the worst 
of all reasons and what makes this 
place so objectionable to so many peo-
ple. 

In the meantime, NAFTA remains 
the law of the land. While they play 
their political games American work-
ers are still competing under the old 
NAFTA rules. It is time for NANCY 
PELOSI to end these political games. 
We need to pass the USMCA. 

In closing, I simply would remind my 
colleagues that this trade debate is un-
like any other this Chamber has ever 
made. The USMCA is the first-ever re-

negotiation of a major trade agree-
ment. We are not talking about wheth-
er we should have an agreement with 
our Mexican and Canadian partners, 
because we already do. Instead this de-
bate is about the future of that rela-
tionship. Do the American people want 
the rules in the original NAFTA or do 
they want the modern protections in-
cluded in the USMCA? 

The USMCA is a substantially better 
agreement than NAFTA, and the 
American economy—Hoosiers—need 
these new rules so that we can move 
forward into the 21st century with a 
stronger American economy in the 
North American region. It is time to 
pass the USMCA now. 

I yield my time. 
Mr. HOEVEN. I would like to thank 

the Senator from Indiana. Like our 
State, it is a major ag State. It also 
has manufacturing and many other 
areas. The USMCA is very important 
to the State of Indiana. I thank the 
good Senator for his comments today. 

I turn to the senior Senator from 
Iowa—another State that certainly has 
a big part in ag—and ask for his com-
ments on the importance of the 
USMCA. 

Mr. GRASSLEY. First of all, I thank 
Senator HOEVEN for leading this discus-
sion. It is a very important discussion 
because American farmers, workers, 
and businesses stand to benefit greatly 
from the new United States-Mexico- 
Canada Agreement. 

This successor agreement to NAFTA 
will allow for more market access for 
agriculture, new commitments in crit-
ical areas such as customs, digital 
trade, intellectual property, labor, en-
vironment, currency, and the lowering 
of nontariff barriers—all translating 
into higher wages, greater produc-
tivity, and more jobs. 

As a family farmer, I can say without 
a doubt that trade with Canada and 
Mexico is critical to the prosperity of 
my State of Iowa, the Midwest, and, for 
that matter, all of rural America. In 
2019, a Business Roundtable study 
found that trade with Mexico and Can-
ada supported 12 million U.S. jobs. The 
same study found that 130,000 Iowa jobs 
were supported by trade with Canada 
and Mexico in 2017, and $6.6 billion in 
Iowa goods and services were exported 
to Canada and Mexico. According to 
the National Association of Manufac-
turers, Canada and Mexico purchase 
nearly half of Iowa’s total global man-
ufacturing exports. 

President Trump and Ambassador 
Lighthizer delivered a solid deal to en-
hance this critical relationship with 
our good neighbors. Now, Congress 
must act to implement the U.S.-Mex-
ico-Canada Agreement. As Ambassador 
Lighthizer said earlier this year, doing 
so will not only help the economy of 
the three countries, but it will enhance 
the credibility of America’s global 
trade agenda. That is more important 
than ever, as talks between the United 
States and China are back on track. 

I am looking forward to hearing con-
crete suggestions from House Demo-

crats sometime soon. I am glad Speak-
er PELOSI has formed working groups 
to work with Ambassador Lighthizer to 
address Democrats’ concerns and that 
these meetings are underway. 

About a month ago, I met for a half 
hour with Speaker PELOSI, and I can 
assure you that she wants to get to 
‘‘yes,’’ but she has a lot of new Mem-
bers. The House of Representatives has 
the largest number of new Members in 
that body since 1974, and there is a lot 
that new Members have to learn. As 
Speaker of the House of Representa-
tives, she has to make sure those new 
Members are comfortable with it. I am 
sure she wants to get there. 

Any additions to the USMCA that 
might come as a result of these nego-
tiations that can improve the outcome 
of American workers, I am happy to 
consider. 

It is important to remember that 
USMCA is better than NAFTA by near-
ly every standard, including labor and 
environment. I hope discussions be-
tween House Democrats and Ambas-
sador Lighthizer are an exercise in get-
ting to the ‘‘yes’’ that I feel Speaker 
PELOSI wants to get to. 

One particular area where everyone 
can agree is that enforcement across 
the board is a key compromise that 
must be hammered out. Factors out-
side of farmers’ hands, such as an over-
supply of grain in the global market, 
an unusually wet spring across the 
Midwest, and natural disasters, like 
flooding, have all contributed to in-
creased uncertainty and less profit-
ability for farmers, leading to anxiety 
among those same farmers. Passing the 
USMCA will help alleviate some of 
that uncertainty and anxiety for the 
years ahead by providing a stable ex-
port market for American corn, soy-
beans, pork, and dairy, to name just a 
few examples of the benefits not only 
to farming but the rest of the agenda 
for manufacturing and services. 

I yield the floor. 
Mr. HOEVEN. I would like to thank 

the Senator from Iowa not only for his 
work on agriculture but also his lead-
ership on the Finance Committee, 
which is so important to advancing 
USMCA. 

We will now go from the Midwest to 
the South. This is an agreement that 
benefits all regions of the country. I 
now turn to the good Senator from the 
great State of Arkansas. 

Mr. BOOZMAN. I want to thank my 
colleague Senator HOEVEN for orga-
nizing this very important event. 

I think you sense a theme building 
here. Many of my colleagues have spo-
ken about the economic benefits 
USMCA holds for their specific States, 
and I would like to add Arkansas to the 
list. 

According to the Arkansas World 
Trade Center—which, by the way, does 
an excellent job promoting trade in my 
State and growing opportunities for 
our exporters—Canada and Mexico are 
Arkansas’s top trading partners by far. 
Arkansas goods and services are ex-
ported to 181 countries, but Canada and 
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Mexico combined for over one-third of 
our exports in 2017. Our exports to 
these two countries added $2.1 billion 
to Arkansas’s economy that year. 
Nearly 69,000 jobs in my State are de-
pendent on trade with Canada, and an-
other 41,000 jobs are affected by trade 
with Mexico. Arkansas exports about 
$1.3 billion in goods to Canada and an-
other $182 million in services. I could 
go on, but we have already covered a 
lot of statistics here today. 

It is important to remember that 
there are real people behind this data. 
They are the workers in the paper 
mills in South Arkansas, the employ-
ees of the steel mills in Northwest Ar-
kansas, the family farmers producing 
rice in the delta, and the line workers 
at the poultry-processing plants in 
Northwest Arkansas. 

These Arkansans, and many more, 
work in the industries that produce our 
top exports to Mexico and Canada. For 
them and countless others, the an-
nouncement that a trade agreement 
has been reached with Canada and Mex-
ico was very welcome and promising 
news. Arkansas farmers, business lead-
ers, and workers understand how vital 
it is to have free but also fair trade, 
particularly with our neighbors to the 
north and the south. It helps create the 
sense of certainty that has been sorely 
missing for our manufacturers, small 
businesses, and the agriculture indus-
try. 

For our agricultural community, it is 
particularly crucial that we push this 
agreement across the finish line. Our 
farmers face a very tenuous situation 
right now. Commodity prices are well 
below the cost of production. Farm in-
comes in 2018 dropped sharply again for 
the fifth consecutive year. Total farm 
debt has risen to levels not seen since 
the early 1980s. A rainy fall and spring 
have hampered planting season and, in 
the case of Arkansas, produced one of 
the worst floods in the State’s history. 
All this combined has placed Arkan-
sas’s rural communities in dire condi-
tions. Far too many family farms are 
barely hanging on, and, sadly, many 
more are filing for bankruptcy. 

Arkansas has a diverse economy, 
ranging from aerospace and defense to 
steel production, to the world’s largest 
retailer, but agriculture is by far our 
largest industry. It adds around $16 bil-
lion to our economy every year and ac-
counts for approximately one in every 
six jobs in Arkansas. 

In my discussions with farmers on 
how we can help, the same mantra is 
often repeated: They prefer trade over 
aid. While they appreciate the Presi-
dent’s efforts to ease the pain during 
these trade standoffs, what they really 
need are more markets in which to sell 
their products. They understand that 
increased trade is the way forward to 
create a better long-term outlook for 
their operations. 

Our neighbors to the north and south 
are our natural allies and trading part-
ners. The President’s team worked 
hard to get Canada and Mexico to the 

negotiating table to formalize a more 
mutually beneficial agreement. That 
hard work has paid off in the form of 
the USMCA. Now Congress has the re-
sponsibility to see it through to the 
end. 

Fair trade agreements have become 
increasingly important to Arkansas’s 
economy over the last half-century. As 
the world becomes more inter-
connected, access to global markets is 
necessary not just for the large cor-
porations that call Arkansas home but 
also for small and medium-sized busi-
nesses that are looking to expand their 
operations and their footprints. With a 
level playing field, Arkansas’s agri-
culture, manufacturing, and small 
businesses can compete with anyone 
around the globe. Let’s help them take 
a giant step closer to that by swiftly 
approving USMCA. 

Mr. HOEVEN. I would like to thank 
the Senator from Arkansas for his 
words and also his leadership in agri-
culture. 

Now I turn to the Senator from Ohio, 
who I think is going to touch on some 
of the aspects that are beneficial for 
the manufacturing sector. 

The Senator from Ohio. 
Mr. PORTMAN. Thank you to my 

colleague from North Dakota. North 
Dakota has a lot of farmers and manu-
facturers. There is a lot of manufac-
turing in his State as well, and they 
never had a better friend. That is why 
he is so strong a supporter of this 
agreement. It makes a big difference. 

My colleague from Arkansas talked 
about the fact that Arkansas’s two 
largest trading partners are Canada 
and Mexico. It is the same for Ohio. 
China is actually kind of a distant 
third. These two countries are critical 
for our exports. That is why this agree-
ment is so important. 

I am a former trade lawyer. I also 
was the U.S. Trade Representative 
under George W. Bush. Now I am on the 
Finance Committee, which is the com-
mittee that handles these trade issues. 
I think having a balanced and healthy 
trade relationship is very important. 
We have to stand up for our country. 
We need to enforce these agreements 
we have. We also need to expand the 
exports because that is what creates 
jobs—by the way, better paying jobs. 
They pay about 16 percent more on av-
erage and have better benefits. That is 
why we need to be sure we have agree-
ments like this one. 

We have about 5 percent of the 
world’s population and about 25 per-
cent of the world’s economy. We need 
to sell our stuff overseas. It gives us 
access to 95 percent of the consumers 
who live outside of our borders. Mexico 
and Canada, as I said, are our biggest 
trading partners. Thirty-nine percent 
of our exports go to Canada alone— 
twice the national average. All in all, 
Mexico and Canada now support more 
than 12 million jobs nationally, accord-
ing to the U.S. Chamber of Commerce. 

We all know the NAFTA agreement 
has to be updated. It is now 25 years 

old, and it looks like it. It doesn’t have 
a lot of things I would expect in any 
modern agreement, such as taking care 
of the digital economy. So much of our 
economy is now over the internet; yet 
there is nothing in this agreement that 
deals with that part of our economy. 

It is more than just a name change. 
It does include a lot of different as-
pects. We put in more modern agree-
ments that we don’t have in the 
NAFTA. 

Another is labor and environmental 
standards. Not only are they stronger, 
but they are enforceable under this 
new agreement. They are not enforce-
able under NAFTA. 

Auto jobs have left the United States 
of America over the last 25 years. One 
reason this agreement is necessary is 
that the USMCA shifts more auto pro-
duction back to the United States. My 
colleague from North Dakota talked 
about the manufacturing side. This is 
going to get U.S. automobile assembly 
lines humming again because if you 
want to get the better tariff treatment 
under the USMCA, car parts and cars 
have to have higher content from 
North America—that means from us. 
Under NAFTA, that requirement was 
62.5 percent, and under USMCA, it is 75 
percent. There is also a new provision 
where 70 percent of steel that is used in 
automobiles has to be North American 
steel. Both of these things help to en-
sure that we have more manufacturing 
jobs in Ohio and around the country. 

American farmers, as we have heard 
earlier, are going to gain access to new 
markets in Canada and Mexico. That is 
why Ohio farm groups are for this. 
That is why, by the way, nearly 1,000 
farm groups from around the country 
now—I didn’t know there were 1,000 
farm groups—have come out to support 
this agreement. 

Small businesses in Ohio and around 
the country whose bottom line relies 
on these internet sales, internet com-
merce is going to have much more ac-
cess to Canada and Mexico, thanks to 
these new digital economy provisions. 
So it kind of helps across the board. 

By the way, these stronger labor 
standards in Mexico we talked about 
are going to help level the playing field 
in terms of labor because labor costs 
are less in Mexico, but it goes even fur-
ther than that. It actually requires 
that 40 to 45 percent of a USMCA vehi-
cle made in Mexico, or anywhere in 
North America, must be produced by 
workers making at least 16 bucks an 
hour. 

This is kind of revolutionary. It is a 
different kind of thinking in a trade 
agreement. Frankly, it is something 
you would expect from a Democratic 
administration to put into an agree-
ment, but it is in there, and it is going 
to help autoworkers in this country. 

Because of all of these changes I have 
discussed—by the way, many of which, 
like the higher minimum wage or like 
the higher domestic content, have been 
advocated by Democrats in the past. 
That has been their approach to these 
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trade agreements, not Republicans so 
much, but because these provisions are 
so good for workers, I must tell you I 
am surprised—even amazed—to see so 
many of my Democratic colleagues not 
stand up to support this agreement be-
cause it has all of these things they 
have said they have wanted over the 
years, and they certainly don’t like 
NAFTA. Many of them have cam-
paigned against NAFTA for the past 25 
years. In a way, if you vote against 
USMCA, you know what you are stuck 
with—NAFTA. So in a way, you are 
voting for NAFTA if you vote against 
USMCA. 

That is the alternative here. It is a 
binary choice, as they say. It is either 
you are for this new agreement that is 
an improvement or you go back to the 
status quo, which is NAFTA. 

So it will be interesting to see, but 
my hope is the media and others, out-
side groups, will hold people account-
able and say: Why would you be 
against an agreement that is better, 
even if it is not perfect from your point 
of view? 

By the way, no trade agreement is 
absolutely perfect. Every one of us 
would negotiate something slightly dif-
ferent. It is a question of trying to 
make sure you don’t make the agree-
ment, which is not perfect, the enemy 
of the good, and the good is to go to 
this new agreement. 

There was an outside, independent 
study done by the International Trade 
Commission showing that 176,000 new 
jobs will be added to the U.S. economy 
just from this agreement alone. So this 
is better. 

So the bottom line is, do we continue 
under the outdated NAFTA or do we 
adopt these new USMCA standards 
that will allow us to compete better in 
the global 21st century economy? 

A vote against the USMCA, again, is 
a vote for the status quo, without en-
forceable labor and environmental 
standards, with a nonexistent digital 
economy provision, and with rules of 
origin that allow more automobiles 
and auto parts to be manufactured 
overseas instead of in America. USMCA 
addresses and solves all those prob-
lems. 

I put together a little handy chart to 
talk about some of these specific provi-
sions. 

USMCA will create 176,000 new jobs. 
NAFTA? None. 

Enforceable labor and environmental 
standards. USMCA, yes, checkmark, 
enforceable. Enforceable under 
NAFTA? No. 

Rules for the internet economy, new 
rules, again, to help small businesses, 
internet economy, checkmark. 
NAFTA? No. 

Seventy percent of the steel in vehi-
cles has to be made in North America. 
That is a new provision. It is not in any 
other trade agreement, by the way. Yes 
on USMCA; no on NAFTA. 

Finally, 40 to 45 percent of the vehi-
cles must be made by workers earning 
at least 16 bucks an hour. NAFTA, no; 
USMCA, yes. 

So it is pretty clear to me, if you ac-
tually are honest about this and you 
look at it objectively and you say here 
are these two opportunities, which way 
would you go? 

So I hope my colleagues on the other 
side of the aisle take a look at this and 
apply logic and say: It might not be 
perfect. I might have wanted a little 
more here or there, but be sure that 
you are supporting what works for 
your workers. 

If we can get this agreement passed, 
the President will sign it. It will make 
a difference for employees, for farmers, 
workers, service providers in my home 
State of Ohio and around the country. 

Mr. HOEVEN. I want to thank the 
Senator from Ohio. I introduced him as 
the Senator from Ohio because that is 
what he is right now, but I could have 
also said that he is the former USTR, 
U.S. Trade Ambassador, so I guess I 
could have said Ambassador Portman, 
and he was also the Director of the Of-
fice of Management and Budget. So 
when he gets up and talks about the 
comparison of USMCA versus NAFTA, 
he certainly knows what he is talking 
about, and I appreciate his being here 
and the compelling case he makes 
based on many years of work and truly 
understanding these trade agreements 
and being part of developing them. 

So, again, my thanks to the Senator 
from Ohio. I appreciate him very much. 

Now I am going to turn to somebody 
who appreciates the farmer the way I 
do, and that is the junior Senator from 
Iowa. 

Ms. ERNST. Thank you to the senior 
Senator from North Dakota for his 
great work in pulling us all together. A 
number of us on the floor really appre-
ciate the agricultural sector. We heard 
from my senior Senator just a bit ago. 

Why am I so enthused about the 
USMCA? It is because, in the great 
State of Iowa, one out of every five 
jobs is tied to trade. 

Over 87,000—87,000—farms make Iowa 
our Nation’s top egg, pork, corn, soy-
bean, and ethanol producer. 

With Canada and Mexico being two of 
our biggest trading partners, the 
United States-Mexico-Canada Agree-
ment—or what we have been talking 
about here, the USMCA—is a huge deal 
for the State of Iowa. 

Last year alone, my home State of 
Iowa exported $6.6 billion worth of 
products to just Canada and Mexico. 
That is more than we exported to our 
next 27 top export markets all com-
bined—27 combined, and it still wasn’t 
greater than what we send to Mexico 
and Canada. 

This deal will allow those numbers to 
grow exponentially by creating new ex-
port opportunities for our dairy indus-
try, greater access for our egg pro-
ducers, and reducing nontariff trade 
barriers that previously hampered our 
exporting abilities. 

So it is critical—it is critical—that 
we get the USMCA across the finish 
line, not just for the sake of getting a 
tremendous win for our agriculture 

community but finalizing a deal that 
will impact the livelihoods of our hard- 
working Iowans and all Americans 
across the country. 

Ninety-five percent of the world’s 
population lives outside of the United 
States of America, which makes our 
exports all that more important. 

Having USMCA in place means cer-
tainty—certainty in a time where 
prices have been low and markets have 
been eroded from other trade negotia-
tions. 

This trade deal preserves our duty- 
free access to Mexican and Canadian 
markets, which many of our ag pro-
ducers and manufacturers benefit from. 

I have heard from countless equip-
ment dealers and processors all the 
way down to the farmers growing the 
crops and raising our hogs. Ratifying 
this agreement will be a shot of posi-
tive energy into their businesses, their 
homes, and to folks all across rural 
America. 

When it comes to trade with our 
neighbors to the north and the south, 
it is simple. We need the USMCA 
passed through Congress as soon as 
possible. 

It has already been ratified by Mex-
ico; they are done. The deal is done 
with Mexico, and it looks like Canada 
is set to follow suit. 

The USMCA was signed on November 
30 of 2018. That is right—2018. That is 
228 days ago—228 days. I would say it is 
about time that Speaker PELOSI and 
our friends in the House signal their 
full support for this agreement. 

It is time to get moving. We have to 
get this deal done. We have to get it 
across the finish line. Iowa’s farmers, 
manufacturers, and small businesses 
are counting on us to get this done. 

With that, I would like to say: Go, 
USMCA. Thank you to the senior Sen-
ator from North Dakota for gathering 
us together. I think this is a really im-
portant topic for all of us to focus on. 

Mr. HOEVEN. I want to thank the 
Senator from Iowa and turn to some-
body who, although he is very young, 
has been working very hard for agri-
culture for a very long time, and that 
is the Senator from Kansas, who also 
happens to be our Ag Committee chair-
man. 

Mr. ROBERTS. Madam President, I 
thank Senator HOEVEN for getting us 
together for a colloquy with everybody 
who is concerned about this. 

This is what we do on the Agriculture 
Committee, working in a bipartisan 
way when we see an opportunity, and 
certainly we ought to seize this oppor-
tunity. 

I thank the Senator from North Da-
kota for leading this. He is an out-
standing champion on behalf of agri-
culture, and he is always riding the 
posse, which I truly appreciate. 

I also thank Senator BRAUN from In-
diana, a new and valued member of the 
Ag Committee, for pointing out some 
of the obstacles we face. Unfortu-
nately, they tend to be on a partisan 
basis. There are extraneous things that 
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need to be talked about, and I know 
Senator PORTMAN just brought that up 
with his chart, but I thank him for his 
participation. 

Senator GRASSLEY, who is a very val-
ued member of the Ag Committee, 
chairman of the Finance Committee— 
and obviously that is the committee of 
jurisdiction—who has especially point-
ed out, and as Senator ERNST has 
pointed out, the value of agriculture to 
Iowa and, for that matter, all of the 
country. 

Senator BOOZMAN, who talked about 
Arkansas, is a valued member of the 
committee as well, next to the chair in 
terms of seniority. 

Senator PORTMAN, as has been point-
ed out, is the former Trade Representa-
tive. On the chart, he simply pointed 
out in detail why this new agreement 
is far superior to NAFTA and we are 
working with, as Senator GRASSLEY 
pointed out, working groups in the 
House, with our lead negotiator, and I 
hope that works out. I certainly hope 
it works out. 

Senator ERNST has been an out-
standing champion for farmers in Iowa 
and all around the country. She is on 
the committee and has compassion and 
also pointed out the need for certainty. 

Now, since NAFTA was signed into 
law, the result has been that Canada 
and Mexico have been two of our 
strongest trading partners. 

I worked on NAFTA back in the day 
when I was in the House and served as 
ranking member, and the Honorable 
Kika de la Garza was the chairman. We 
went all over the country working on 
NAFTA. 

The result with that agreement—and 
every State could say the same thing, 
but we are talking about 110,000 jobs in 
Kansas. Those jobs are across all sec-
tors of agriculture now, and many are 
tied to agriculture and the entire agri-
culture value chain. NAFTA secured 
greater market access for our farmers, 
our ranchers, our growers, everybody 
in between, and for our producers. 
Today, over one-quarter of our coun-
try’s agriculture exports are destined 
for Canada and/or Mexico. 

As with every trade agreement, there 
is always room for improvement. It has 
been pointed out by all of my col-
leagues that the United States-Mexico- 
Canada Agreement—the acronym for 
that is USMCA. I did suggest it could 
also be for United States Marine Corps 
Always, but that is the acronym we are 
using. It has modernized the trade pact 
we have benefited from for over 20 
years. The U.S. agriculture industry 
desperately needs this trade agreement 
now to offer greater certainty and pre-
dictability regarding demand in the 
marketplace, certainly in predict-
ability. 

That is what we promised in the farm 
bill, and we passed the farm bill in this 
body with 87 votes. That is a record 
vote, based on the premise that the 
most important thing we do is provide 
certainty and predictability for our 
farmers and ranchers and growers. 

As chairman of the Senate Ag Com-
mittee, I have heard directly, person-
ally, as all my colleagues have, from 
producers and the broader agriculture 
industry regarding our challenging 
farm economy. 

Every day our farmers, ranchers, and 
growers experience incredible chal-
lenges, including weather variability, 
and that is putting it mildly. I do not 
know what we have done to Mother Na-
ture for her to act in this fashion. 

In Kansas, the wheat harvest is a 
month late, and farmers still can’t get 
in their fields up in the northwest part, 
but, amazingly, the yield is pretty 
good; the protein is staying about the 
same; and we have seen a little bit—a 
little bit—of price recovery. We need a 
lot more. 

The uncertainty regarding the U.S. 
trade policy has led some of our most 
important trading partners to turn to 
our competitors. That is sadly true. At 
a time when the U.S. agriculture indus-
try is facing new trade retaliation 
threats on top of the challenging agri-
culture economy, we must offer greater 
certainty and predictability for the 
farmers and ranchers across the coun-
try. 

I cannot emphasize enough how seri-
ous this is. This is the fourth or fifth 
year that we have experienced this sit-
uation. Some farmers and ranchers 
who produce—not all but some—are in 
a desperate situation. 

Congressional passage of USMCA 
would be—will be—should be—a pivotal 
step toward restoring the United 
States as a reliable supplier, not to 
mention tangible benefits. 

I urge my colleagues—especially in 
the House—to get together with Am-
bassador Lighthizer and work out these 
concerns that have been talked about— 
especially by Senator GRASSLEY—and 
to give fair and swift consideration to 
this new trade agreement. We must ex-
pand critical market access and create 
new trade opportunities for U.S. agri-
culture. 

I again thank Senator HOEVEN for his 
leadership and for sponsoring this col-
loquy. 

Mr. HOEVEN. I thank the Senator 
from Kansas and our Agriculture Com-
mittee chairman. 

Madam President, I ask unanimous 
consent for up to an additional 3 min-
utes of time to allow the Senator from 
Colorado to make a few remarks, and 
then we would turn to the Senator 
from Vermont for his comments. 

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

Mr. HOEVEN. Madam President, I 
turn to the Senator from Colorado. 

Mr. GARDNER. Madam President, I 
thank our colleague from Vermont for 
the accommodation of this extra time. 

USMCA is incredibly important to 
the State of Colorado. Colorado is a 
pro-trade State. We have about 750,000 
trade-related jobs in Colorado. Of those 
750,000 jobs, almost 250,000 are related 
to trade with Mexico and Canada. 
Nearly a quarter million of Colorado’s 

workers are there because of trade with 
Canada and Mexico. It is a nearly $5 
billion share of our economy—that is, 
the total number of goods, services, 
and exports to Canada and Mexico. 
That was a couple of years ago, so that 
number has obviously increased. 

Of the potatoes Mexico imports from 
the United States, nearly half come 
from Colorado. If you look at bev-
erages, 97 percent of the beverages 
Mexico imports come from Colorado. If 
you look at crowns, closures, seals, 96 
percent of those items exported or im-
ported by Mexico come from Colorado. 
If you look at miscellaneous leather 
products, the hides and other products 
that Mexico imports, 87 percent of 
them come from Colorado. 

We know NAFTA has created thou-
sands of jobs in Colorado. We know it 
has added thousands of dollars to peo-
ple’s incomes. We know USMCA is a 
better, stronger opportunity for us to 
gain even more jobs, more income, and 
more opportunity for the people of Col-
orado. So I thank Senator HOEVEN for 
bringing people together on the floor to 
talk about the importance of free trade 
and particularly the passage of 
USMCA. 

I hope our colleagues in the House 
will hear this call to a brighter eco-
nomic future, more trade opportuni-
ties, and greater U.S. leadership by 
moving the USMCA, adopting it, and 
putting it forward so the Senate can 
act on it and getting this agreement 
into law so we can actually once again 
start rebuilding opportunities with 
trade. 

I am strongly supportive of this ef-
fort. It is good for Colorado, and it is 
good for this country. 

I thank my colleague from North Da-
kota and my colleague from Vermont. 

Mr. HOEVEN. Madam President, I 
thank the Senator from Colorado. 
Again, the message is clear: We need to 
pass USMCA, and we urge our col-
leagues not only in this Chamber but 
in the House to do that and get this 
done for our country, across all sectors 
of our economy. 

With that, I turn to the Senator from 
Vermont and express my thanks and 
appreciation to him. 

Madam President, I yield the floor. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-

ator from Vermont. 
DEATH OF JAMAL KHASHOGGI 

Mr. LEAHY. Madam President, the 
U.N. Special Rapporteur on 
extrajudicial, summary or arbitrary 
killings, Ms. Agnes Callamard, re-
cently released her report on the mur-
der of Jamal Khashoggi after a 6- 
month investigation. I encourage ev-
eryone to read the report, and I want 
to share several of her findings. 

First, Mr. Khashoggi was murdered 
and dismembered inside the Saudi con-
sulate in Istanbul. It was an 
extrajudicial killing that violated nu-
merous international laws, and for 
which the Government of Saudi Arabia 
is responsible. 

Second, there is credible evidence 
warranting further investigation of the 
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liability of high-level Saudi officials, 
especially the Crown Prince. 

Third, once Turkey publicly an-
nounced Mr. Khashoggi’s murder, the 
Saudi Government used consular im-
munity to obstruct Turkey’s investiga-
tion until the crime scene could be 
cleaned, and there are reasons to con-
clude that the destruction of evidence 
could not have taken place without the 
Crown Prince’s knowledge. 

Fourth, Saudi officials falsely denied 
knowledge of Mr. Khashoggi’s murder 
for more than 2 weeks, and they con-
tinue to deny state responsibility. 

Fifth, the trial of the suspects who 
have been charged in Saudi Arabia will 
not deliver justice or the whole truth. 

Sixth, Jamal Khashoggi’s remains 
have yet to be located and turned over 
to his family. 

Some have ignored the findings in 
the report, as the lobbyists who con-
tinue to rake in millions of dollars 
from the Saudi Government have en-
couraged, and as the Trump adminis-
tration appears inclined to do. But ig-
noring the facts doesn’t change what 
happened. And it bears repeating: The 
fact is, a journalist was murdered by 
the Saudi Government in a manner 
that implicates officials at the highest 
level in the royal family. The fact is, 
the Saudi Government engaged in a fla-
grant coverup and continues to deny 
any responsibility. The fact is, the 
steps being taken to pursue justice are 
a sham. 

After the report was released, the 
Saudi Foreign Minister dismissed its 
finding as not containing any new in-
formation—as if the murder, coverup, 
and lack of accountability are irrele-
vant because they have been previously 
reported. 

While many of the summary findings 
in the report may not be new, they are 
supported by roughly 100 pages of de-
tailed information in which the Special 
Rapporteur and her team document of-
ficial reports from the U.S., Saudi, and 
Turkish Governments, they include 
quotes from interviews conducted 
around the world, and they share ex-
cerpts of the gruesome intelligence in-
formation to which they had access. 

Ms. Callamard presented the facts, 
her own conclusions, and the method-
ology used to reach those conclusions, 
and she was clear about where there 
were limitations of her inquiry. The re-
port shows a meticulous and objective 
effort to find the truth. For that rea-
son, it stands in stark contrast to the 
approach taken by both the Saudi Gov-
ernment and the Trump administra-
tion. 

The Special Rapporteur also made 
several recommendations, including 
some that are directed specifically to 
the United States. They include the 
following: 

Open an FBI investigation into the 
murder of Mr. Khashoggi, and pursue 
criminal prosecutions within the 
United States as appropriate. 

Make a determination under the 
Global Magnitsky Human Rights Ac-

countability Act regarding the respon-
sibility of the Crown Prince, the de 
facto ruler of Saudi Arabia. 

To the greatest extent possible, con-
sistent with national security, declas-
sify materials relating to the murder of 
Mr. Khashoggi. 

And hold congressional hearings on 
the responsibility of top Saudi officials 
and demand access to the relevant clas-
sified materials. 

After Ms. Callamard’s report was re-
leased, President Trump, just like the 
Saudi Foreign Minister, dismissed its 
findings. He made clear he intends to 
take no action in response to the re-
port. 

In addition, despite Secretary 
Pompeo’s repeated claim that the ad-
ministration is ‘‘committed to holding 
each individual accountable’’ in the 
murder of Jamal Khashoggi, the facts 
indicate the opposite. The administra-
tion continues to refuse to adhere to 
its legal requirements—refuses to fol-
low the law—under the Magnitsky Act 
to determine liability in the murder, 
including the liability of the Crown 
Prince. 

In fact, President Trump has made 
no effort to conceal that the adminis-
tration’s complicity in protecting the 
Saudi royal family is linked to billions 
of dollars in sales of U.S. weapons to 
the Saudi Government. During an 
interview shortly after the report was 
released, the President admitted to not 
raising the U.N. report with the Crown 
Prince, and said: ‘‘Saudi Arabia’s a big 
buyer of American products; that 
means something to me.’’ 

Asked whether Saudi Arabia paid the 
right price for the United States ‘‘to 
look the other way,’’ President Trump 
said: ‘‘No, no. But I’m not like a fool 
that says, ‘We don’t want to do busi-
ness with them . . . Take their 
money.’ ’’ 

I was a prosecutor for 8 years. The 
fact that premeditated murder is being 
condoned because of billions of dollars 
in Saudi money is unconscionable. 

According to President Trump, our 
relations with Saudi Arabia should not 
change regardless of the outcome of 
any investigation. Think about that. 
The President is saying that no matter 
what the evidence shows, no matter 
how compelling the evidence impli-
cating the Crown Prince in murder and 
obstruction of justice, that should not 
affect our relations with the Saudi 
Government. That is a shocking state-
ment. 

Instead, the administration has lim-
ited its response to imposing sanctions 
only against individuals who report-
edly carried out the murder, as well as 
a few other officials believed to have 
played a role in ordering or facilitating 
the operation, and has argued that, by 
doing so, it has fulfilled its commit-
ment to pursuing justice. 

It is the same as what the Saudi Gov-
ernment has done—claim to be holding 
the hit men accountable while absolv-
ing the Saudi leadership and royal fam-
ily of any responsibility. 

Yet the Special Rapporteur has 
rightly emphasized that the pursuit of 
justice for Jamal Khashoggi and his 
family is about finding the truth. 

Secretary Pompeo recently spoke 
about the need to ensure that our prin-
ciples guide our policy. That is a view 
I share, but I have to wonder what he 
meant by that pious statement. What 
principles was he talking about? There 
is no evidence that the administration 
is being guided by principle in the 
Khashoggi case. To the contrary, there 
is every reason to believe this adminis-
tration has made a calculated decision 
to do the opposite. In fact, the Presi-
dent has said as much. 

There should be nothing controver-
sial about holding accountable a gov-
ernment that systemically represses 
and abuses its own people, that is cur-
rently arbitrarily detaining American 
citizens whom it has also reportedly 
tortured, that has repeatedly com-
mitted war crimes in Yemen that po-
tentially implicate the United States, 
and that is responsible for the premedi-
tated murder of a widely respected 
journalist. 

I hope other Senators will join me in 
calling on the Trump administration to 
lead the international community by 
example. Our government should put 
Special Rapporteur Callamard’s rec-
ommendations into practice, and we 
should urge other governments to do 
the same. 

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

ator from South Dakota. 
Mr. THUNE. Madam President, I ask 

unanimous consent to be able to com-
plete my remarks before the vote. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there 
objection? 

Without objection, it is so ordered. 
TRADE 

Mr. THUNE. Madam President, a 
number of my colleagues were here just 
a few moments ago talking about trade 
and the impact of trade on agriculture. 
I have been down here a lot on the floor 
to talk about the ag economy in recent 
weeks. If you look at our economy as a 
whole, it is thriving, but our Nation’s 
farmers and ranchers are still having a 
tough time, thanks to years of com-
modity and livestock prices that are 
below production cost because of pro-
tracted trade disputes and now, on top 
of that, natural disasters. 

One of the most important things we 
can do to help our agricultural econ-
omy is to negotiate favorable trade 
agreements for U.S. producers. Our Na-
tion’s farmers and ranchers depend on 
trade. In my home State of South Da-
kota, we export a substantial portion 
of the agricultural products we 
produce. 

Right now, though, farmers and 
ranchers are facing a lot of uncertainty 
when it comes to trade. There are a 
number of outstanding trade agree-
ments, and farmers and ranchers are 
unsure what the rules of the road are 
going to look like in the future. That is 
why I have urged the administration to 
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wrap up negotiations on the various 
trade deals under consideration as 
swiftly as possible. 

I strongly support the administra-
tion’s goal of strengthening market ac-
cess for our Nation’s farmers and 
ranchers, and we have made real 
progress in negotiations. Now it is time 
to push for a conclusion to these deals 
and give our Nation’s agricultural pro-
ducers certainty about what inter-
national markets are going to look 
like. 

There is one deal, however, that we 
don’t need to wait for; that is, the 
United States-Mexico-Canada Free 
Trade Agreement. Negotiations on this 
trade agreement are finished. Mexico 
has already passed the agreement, and 
Canada is just waiting for the United 
States to act. All we need is for Speak-
er PELOSI to indicate her willingness to 
take up this deal, and the President 
will formally submit the agreement to 
Congress for approval. 

The United States-Mexico-Canada 
Free Trade Agreement is a big win for 
our Nation’s farmers and ranchers. 
Canada and Mexico are the No. 1 and 
No. 2 export markets for American food 
and agricultural products. The United 
States-Mexico-Canada Agreement will 
preserve and expand farmers’ access to 
these critical markets and give farmers 
certainty about what these markets 
will look like long term. 

I am particularly pleased with the 
improvements the agreement makes 
for U.S. dairy producers. Dairy is an 
important and rapidly growing indus-
try in South Dakota. Drive the I–29 
corridor north of Brookings, and you 
can see firsthand what massive dairy 
expansion we have experienced in 
South Dakota over the past few years. 

The U.S.-Mexico-Canada Agreement 
will preserve U.S. dairy farmers’ role 
as a key dairy supplier to Mexico, and 
it will substantially expand market ac-
cess in Canada, where U.S. dairy sales 
have been restricted. 

The U.S. International Trade Com-
mission estimates that the agreement 
will boost U.S. dairy exports by more 
than $277 million. The agreement will 
also expand market access for U.S. 
poultry and egg producers. It will make 
it easier for U.S. producers to export 
wheat to Canada. 

I have spent my time today talking 
about the agricultural industry, but, of 
course, this agreement goes much fur-
ther. The United States-Mexico-Canada 
Agreement will benefit virtually every 
sector of our economy, from manufac-
turing to digital services to the auto-
motive industry. It will create 176,000 
new jobs, grow our economy, and raise 
wages for workers. 

It is time to pass this agreement and 
to realize its economic benefits. Senate 
Republicans are ready; we are ready to 
approve this agreement once the White 
House submits it to Congress. We are 
just waiting for Democratic leaders in 
the House to indicate their willingness 
to take up the deal. It is time for them 
to do so. 

Democrats’ concerns have been more 
than addressed throughout the negotia-
tion process. The final trade agreement 
is perhaps the most worker-friendly 
trade agreement the United States has 
ever considered. It is a big improve-
ment on the North American Free 
Trade Agreement—the agreement 
under which we are currently oper-
ating—on the issues over which Demo-
crats have expressed concern. 

If they are serious about making 
progress on these issues and are not 
just trying to sink the U.S.-Mexico- 
Canada Agreement with specious objec-
tions, Democrats should give the Presi-
dent the go-ahead and take up and pass 
this agreement in the near future. 

NOMINATION OF PETER JOSEPH PHIPPS 
Mr. TOOMEY. Madam President, I 

rise to speak in support of the nomina-
tion of Judge Peter Phipps of the U.S. 
District Court for the Western District 
of Pennsylvania to be a U.S. Circuit 
Judge for the Third Circuit. 

Judge Phipps is highly qualified to 
serve on the Third Circuit. He has dedi-
cated his legal career to public service, 
first as a decorated career attorney at 
the U.S. Department of Justice and 
now as a Federal trial judge. As both a 
judge and a lawyer, he has been a faith-
ful adherent to the rule of law. 

Senator CASEY and I supported Judge 
Phipps’ nomination to the district 
court. He was recommended to us by 
the bipartisan judicial advisory panel 
that we use to vet and recommend can-
didates to fill district court vacancies 
in the Western District of Pennsyl-
vania. In 2018, the Senate easily con-
firmed Judge Phipps to the district 
court by voice vote after the Senate 
Judiciary Committee reported him to 
the floor by voice vote. 

Before joining the bench, Judge 
Phipps served for 15 years as a career 
attorney in the U.S. Department of 
Justice’s Civil Division, where he 
worked under three Presidential ad-
ministrations of both parties. He rep-
resented the Federal Government in 
numerous complex cases and received 
multiple awards for his excellent work. 
Since 2014, he has served as an adjunct 
law professor at Duquesne University, 
where he teaches administrative law. 
Earlier in his career, he clerked for 
Chief Judge Guy Cole on the U.S. Court 
of Appeals for the Sixth Circuit and 
worked as a commercial litigator in 
private practice. Judge Phipps is a 
graduate of the University of Dayton 
and Stanford Law School. 

Judge Phipps has an outstanding rep-
utation for intelligence, profes-
sionalism, fairness, and integrity, but 
you do not have to take my word for it. 
Here are few examples of how others 
have described him. 

The American Bar Association has 
rated him well-qualified on the basis of 
his integrity, professional competence, 
and judicial temperament. Minority 
Leader SCHUMER and Senator LEAHY, 
the former chairman of the Senate Ju-
diciary Committee, have called the 
American Bar Association’s rating 

‘‘the gold standard by which judicial 
candidates are judged.’’ 

Senator GRAHAM, the chairman of the 
Senate Judiciary Committee, stated 
after Judge Phipps’ nomination hear-
ing on June 5, 2019 that Judge Phipps 
‘‘is one of the most impressive nomi-
nees for the U.S. Circuit Courts that 
has appeared before the Committee. He 
is incredibly smart and well balanced. 
Mr. Phipps will be a great addition to 
the Third Circuit.’’ 

At Judge Phipps’ district court inves-
titure on December 18, 2018, Chief 
Judge Cole of the Sixth Circuit, an ap-
pointee of President Bill Clinton, said 
that Judge Phipps ‘‘has earned a rep-
utation for honesty, trustworthiness, 
great character, humility and profes-
sionalism.’’ In addition, Chief Judge 
Cole stated that Judge Phipps ‘‘has a 
brilliant mind, endless curiosity, and 
an even temperament. He will treat all 
who come before him equally and apply 
a strong work ethic to each and every 
matter. In short, Judge Phipps will be 
fair and just in the truest sense of 
those words.’’ 

Leon Panetta, Secretary of Defense 
under President Barack Obama, has 
written to the Senate in support of 
Judge Phipps’ nomination. He worked 
closely with Judge Phipps on a legal 
matter when he was Secretary of De-
fense. His letter states: ‘‘Throughout 
the many hours we spent with one an-
other I was repeatedly impressed by 
Peter’s legal acumen, dedication, at-
tention to detail, and integrity. I have 
come to know Peter to be a faithful 
public servant and an excellent attor-
ney. I am very pleased that he has been 
nominated to give his time and talents 
to the bench. I believe Peter will serve 
with honor and highly recommend his 
confirmation.’’ 

The Senate has also received enthusi-
astic letters of support for Judge 
Phipps’ nomination from attorneys 
who have litigated with and against 
him, including former colleagues from 
the U.S. Department of Justice. For in-
stance, one group of attorneys praised 
Judge Phipps as a ‘‘model jurist’’ who 
has a ‘‘piercing intellect’’ and ‘‘deep 
knowledge of the law.’’ Similarly, a 
group of his former colleagues from the 
U.S. Department of Justice wrote: 
‘‘Judge Phipps’ generosity, perspective, 
commitment to the rule of law, and 
selflessness—in addition to his intel-
ligence and extensive experience—will 
make him a superb appellate judge.’’ 

I am confident that Judge Phipps 
will live up to this high praise on the 
Third Circuit. He has all the essential 
qualities needed to excel as a Federal 
appellate judge: experience, intel-
ligence, integrity, and respect for the 
limited role of the judiciary in our con-
stitutional system. I am pleased to 
support this highly qualified nominee 
and urge my colleagues to do the same. 

Mr. THUNE. I yield the floor. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. 

CRAMER). Under the previous order, the 
question is, Will the Senate advise and 
consent to the Phipps nomination? 
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CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — SENATE S4847 July 16, 2019 
Mr. MORAN. 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 senior assistant legislative clerk 

called the roll. 
Mr. DURBIN. I announce that the 

Senator from Colorado (Mr. BENNET), 
the Senator from New Jersey (Mr. 
BOOKER), the Senator from New York 
(Mrs. GILLIBRAND), and the Senator 
from California (Ms. HARRIS) are nec-
essarily absent. 

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

The result was announced—yeas 56, 
nays 40, as follows: 

[Rollcall Vote No. 205 Ex.] 
YEAS—56 

Alexander 
Barrasso 
Blackburn 
Blunt 
Boozman 
Braun 
Burr 
Capito 
Cassidy 
Collins 
Cornyn 
Cotton 
Cramer 
Crapo 
Cruz 
Daines 
Enzi 
Ernst 
Fischer 

Gardner 
Graham 
Grassley 
Hawley 
Hoeven 
Hyde-Smith 
Inhofe 
Isakson 
Johnson 
Jones 
Kennedy 
Lankford 
Lee 
Manchin 
McConnell 
McSally 
Moran 
Murkowski 
Paul 

Perdue 
Portman 
Risch 
Roberts 
Romney 
Rounds 
Rubio 
Sasse 
Scott (FL) 
Scott (SC) 
Shelby 
Sinema 
Sullivan 
Thune 
Tillis 
Toomey 
Wicker 
Young 

NAYS—40 

Baldwin 
Blumenthal 
Brown 
Cantwell 
Cardin 
Carper 
Casey 
Coons 
Cortez Masto 
Duckworth 
Durbin 
Feinstein 
Hassan 
Heinrich 

Hirono 
Kaine 
King 
Klobuchar 
Leahy 
Markey 
Menendez 
Merkley 
Murphy 
Murray 
Peters 
Reed 
Rosen 
Sanders 

Schatz 
Schumer 
Shaheen 
Smith 
Stabenow 
Tester 
Udall 
Van Hollen 
Warner 
Warren 
Whitehouse 
Wyden 

NOT VOTING—4 

Bennet 
Booker 

Gillibrand 
Harris 

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 senior assistant legislative clerk 
read as follows: 

CLOTURE MOTION 
We, the undersigned Senators, in accord-

ance with the provisions of rule XXII of the 
Standing Rules of the Senate, do hereby 
move to bring to a close debate on Treaties 
Calendar No. 1, Treaty Document No. 113–4, 
the Protocol Amending the Tax Convention 
with Spain. 

Mitch McConnell, Mike Crapo, John 
Thune, Pat Roberts, Thom Tillis, 
Roger F. Wicker, Mike Rounds, Roy 
Blunt, Shelley Moore Capito, Steve 
Daines, Johnny Isakson, Kevin Cramer, 
John Boozman, Richard Burr, John 
Hoeven, John Cornyn, Lindsey Gra-
ham. 

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 Protocol 
Amending the Tax Convention with 
Spain shall be brought to a close? 

The yeas and nays are mandatory 
under the rule. 

The clerk will call the roll. 
The senior assistant legislative clerk 

called the roll. 
Mr. DURBIN. I announce that the 

Senator from Colorado (Mr. BENNET), 
the Senator from New Jersey (Mr. 
BOOKER), the Senator from New York 
(Mrs. GILLIBRAND), the Senator from 
California (Ms. HARRIS), and the Sen-
ator from Vermont (Mr. SANDERS) are 
necessarily absent. 

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

The yeas and nays resulted—yeas 94, 
nays 1, as follows: 

[Rollcall Vote No. 206 Ex.] 
YEAS—94 

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

Graham 
Grassley 
Hassan 
Hawley 
Heinrich 
Hirono 
Hoeven 
Hyde-Smith 
Inhofe 
Isakson 
Johnson 
Jones 
Kaine 
Kennedy 
King 
Klobuchar 
Lankford 
Leahy 
Lee 
Manchin 
Markey 
McConnell 
McSally 
Menendez 
Merkley 
Moran 
Murkowski 
Murphy 
Murray 
Perdue 
Peters 
Portman 

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

NAYS—1 

Paul 

NOT VOTING—5 

Bennet 
Booker 

Gillibrand 
Harris 

Sanders 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. On this 
vote, the yeas are 94, the nays are 1. 

The motion was agreed to. 
f 

EXECUTIVE SESSION 

THE PROTOCOL AMENDING THE 
TAX CONVENTION WITH SPAIN 

The clerk will state the treaty. 
The senior assistant legislative clerk 

read as follows: 

Treaty Document No. 113–4, The Protocol 
Amending the Tax Convention with Spain. 

Pending: 
McConnell amendment No. 910, of a per-

fecting nature. 
McConnell Amendment No. 911 (to Amend-

ment No. 910) to change the enactment date. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Idaho. 

ORDER OF PROCEDURE 
Mr. RISCH. Mr. President, I ask 

unanimous consent that amendment 
No. 910 be withdrawn and the only 
amendments in order to Treaties Cal-
endar No. 1 be the Paul amendment 
Nos. 924 to the treaty and 921 to the 
resolution of ratification; further, that 
at 5 p.m. today, the Senate vote on the 
Paul amendment No. 924; that fol-
lowing disposition of that amendment, 
the resolution of ratification be re-
ported and the Senate vote on Paul 
amendment No. 921 take place; that 
following disposition of that amend-
ment, the Senate vote on the resolu-
tion of ratification with no intervening 
action or debate; that if the resolution 
of ratification is agreed to, the motion 
to reconsider be considered made and 
laid upon the table and the President 
be immediately notified of the Senate’s 
action; further, that the only amend-
ments in order to treaties Calendar 
Nos. 2, 3, and 4 be the Paul amendment 
Nos. 922, 919, 923, 918, and 920; finally, 
that the cloture motions in relation to 
treaties Calendar Nos. 2, 3, and 4 be 
withdrawn, the pending amendments to 
the treaties be withdrawn, and the Sen-
ate vote on ratification of the treaties 
at a time to be determined by the ma-
jority leader in consultation with the 
Democratic leader on Wednesday, July 
17. 

Finally, I ask unanimous consent 
that the cloture motions with respect 
to the Corker, Blanchard, and Tapia 
nominations ripen following disposi-
tion of Treaties Calendar No. 4. 

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

(Mrs. BLACKBURN assumed the 
Chair.) 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. CAS-
SIDY). Under the previous order, the 
pending amendments are withdrawn. 

The Senator from Kentucky. 
AMENDMENT NO. 924 

Mr. PAUL. Mr. President, I call up 
my amendment No. 924. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will report the amendment. 

The senior assistant legislative clerk 
read as follows: 

The Senator from Kentucky [Mr. PAUL] 
proposes an amendment numbered 924 to 
Treaty Document No. 113–4. 

Mr. PAUL. I ask unanimous consent 
that the reading of the amendment be 
waived. 

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

The amendment is as follows: 
(Purpose: To amend the Protocol to protect 

tax privacy) 
In paragraph 1 of Article 27 of the Conven-

tion, as amended by Article XIII of the Pro-
tocol, strike ‘‘such information as is 
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