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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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