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Department fellow in my office, and
Mark Ewachiw, a Navy fellow in my of-
fice, for the duration of the 116th Con-
gress.

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

Mr. MARKEY. Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent that Omar Bashir,
a legislative fellow in my office, be
granted floor privileges for the remain-
der of this session.

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

———

ORDERS FOR WEDNESDAY,
JANUARY 8, 2020

Mr. MCcCONNELL. Madam President,
I ask unanimous consent that when the
Senate completes its business today, it
adjourn until 10 a.m., Wednesday, Jan-
uary 8; further, that following the
prayer and pledge, the morning hour be
deemed expired, the Journal of pro-
ceedings be approved to date, the time
for the two leaders be reserved for their
use later in the day, and morning busi-
ness be closed; finally, that following
leader remarks, the Senate proceed to
executive session and resume consider-
ation of the Solomson nomination,
under the previous order.

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

——————

ORDER FOR ADJOURNMENT

Mr. MCCONNELL. Madam President,
if there is no further business to come
before the Senate, I ask unanimous
consent that it stand adjourned under
the previous order, following the re-
marks of Senator BROWN.

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

Mr. MCCONNELL. I suggest the ab-
sence of a quorum.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
clerk will call the roll.

The bill clerk proceeded to call the
roll.

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the quorum call be rescinded.

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

———

UNITED STATES-MEXICO-CANADA
TRADE AGREEMENT

Mr. BROWN. Madam President, 3%
years or so ago, I live in Cleveland, and
I was in my State watching the Presi-
dential campaign. I heard Candidate
Trump repeatedly talking about re-
negotiating NAFTA or getting rid of
the North America Free Trade Agree-
ment. While I did not support his can-
didacy and have generally disagreed
with most of what he has said and
done, it was a bit of music to my ears
to hear Candidate Trump talk about
renegotiating or getting rid of NAFTA.

I have voted, in my time in the Sen-
ate and before this, every single trade
agreement starting with the North
America Free Trade Agreement of two-
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plus decades ago, I have voted no in
these trade agreements. I never voted
for a trade agreement because, frankly,
every trade agreement coming in front
of the House or Senate has been a cor-
porate trade agreement. It has been
written by corporate lobbyists to serve
corporate executives to serve their big-
gest stockholders. That is what these
trade agreements are about. In every
case, it was an attack on the middle
class. In every case, it undermined
worker protections. It depressed wages.
It meant loss of jobs.

I know what these corporate trade
agreements did to my hometown of
Mansfield. I know what it did in Mans-
field, OH. I know what they have done
to my adoptive city of Cleveland, OH,
and I know what they have done to the
entire industrial Midwest—well beyond
that, too, in places like Arizona and
elsewhere. I have seen what these cor-
porate trade deals do.

So Candidate Trump is elected Presi-
dent. He then says he is going to do
away, back out, or renegotiate NAFTA.
I looked at that with optimism. I
talked to the U.S. Trade Representa-
tive, Ambassador Lighthizer, a number
of times. I spoke with the President
about it. I offered my assistance, and
then, lo and behold, about a year ago,
the President came out with a renego-
tiated NAFTA. It was the same old,
same old. It was another corporate
trade agreement that served his cor-
porate interests, that served the drug
companies, and that served those com-
panies that are looking for cheap labor
across the Rio Grande River.

Under the President’s new NAFTA—
he called it USMCA—United States-
Mexico-Canada Trade Agreement—
under the President’s new NAFTA, it
was the same corporate template, the
same corporate trade agreement that
helps corporate investors, that under-
mines workers, that gives incentives to
companies to shut down production in
Zanesville, in Gallipolis, in Marietta,
in Cleveland, in Lima, in Toledo, and in
Bryan and move their jobs to Mexico.

So what did we do? Instead, initially,
I continued to talk to the U.S. Trade
Representative, as did some of my col-
leagues, knowing this first NAFTA
draft was unacceptable and was not
nearly what the President said he
would do for workers. In fact, it was
more than that. It was another be-
trayal of workers. This same President
has betrayed low-income workers by
refusing to raise the minimum wage. It
has been more than a decade. This
same President took away the new
overtime rule, costing at least 50,000
Ohioans—that is just 50,000 in my
State, thousands in Arizona, probably
100,000 in California, tens of thousands
around the country and different
States—cost them their overtime pay,
meaning they would work 50 hours a
week, and they would only get paid for
40. We saw that this President again
was betraying workers.

It has taken us months and months
and months of fighting alongside
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Speaker PELOSI and Senator WYDEN—
the senior Democrat of the Finance
Committee—and unions and organized
labor to secure the Brown-Wyden pro-
visions that now, with USMCA, amount
to the strongest labor enforcement in a
U.S. trade agreement ever.

It means that wages will go up in
Mexico, which is good news for Amer-
ican workers because fewer jobs will
move to Mexico. A worker in Mexico
now will be able to report a company
that violates her labor rights or worker
rights. Within months, we can deter-
mine whether worker rights have been
violated and can take action against
that company.

Now, for the first time in my whole
career, I will vote for a trade agree-
ment. I wouldn’t have voted for the
Trump trade. I didn’t vote for NAFTA,
the Central American Free Trade
Agreement, PNTR with China and
South Korea, and all these other trade
agreements. I would not have voted
against the Trump USMCA because it
didn’t look out for workers.

Instead of putting workers at the
center of trade agreements, which is
what we should do, it was a trade
agreement written by and for corporate
interests. What Senator WYDEN and I
did and others is we are now about to
pass a trade agreement that puts work-
ers in the center of the trade agree-
ment, meaning a stronger middle class
and meaning workers will get a fair
shake. It means that Ohio workers will
be able to compete.

We know why companies took advan-
tage of these corporate trade agree-
ments. They shut down production in
Ohio and moved to Mexico so they can
pay lower wages and they can take ad-
vantage of workers who don’t have
rights. American workers can’t com-
pete with that when it is a race to the
bottom on wages. Brown-Wyden will
work to stop that, and for the first
time ever, as I said, it will put workers
in the center of a trade agreement.

We must be straight with American
workers. This isn’t a perfect trade
agreement. One trade deal the Demo-
crats fixed—even though the President
resisted it, finally gave in—a trade deal
that Democrats fixed will not undo the
rest of Trump’s economic policies that
puts corporations over workers and ap-
points judges who put their thumbs on
the scales of justice to support corpora-
tions over workers and to support Wall
Street over consumers. I voted yes. I
voted yes today in the Finance Com-
mittee. It is the first time I ever have
on a trade deal because, by including
Brown-Wyden, Democrats have made
this agreement much more pro-worker,
and, equally as important, we set an
important precedent that Brown-
Wyden must be included in every fu-
ture trade agreement that comes in
front of this body.

I yield the floor.
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