February 26, 2025

stake, it is not clear to me what influ-
ence over critical trade decisions Mr.
Greer will have in the Trump adminis-
tration.

Americans need a trade policy that
puts workers and families first and a
chief trade official who has the author-
ity to deliver actual results for our
workers and families. Unfortunately,
neither of those is on offer today. That
is why I oppose this nomination.

I yield the floor.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Idaho.

Mr. CRAPO. Mr. President, I rise
today to urge my colleagues to vote in
favor of the confirmation of Mr.
Jamieson Greer, who is nominated to
serve as the U.S. Trade Representative.

I think I ought to just probably set a
couple of facts straight about Presi-
dent Trump’s utilization of the various
policies that he used in the past term
when he was President the first time.

It was said that wages went down,
prices went up, and that people are
going to face terrible, dire con-
sequences if he is able to follow his
trade policies again in this term. The
reality is that under President Trump,
wages went up, jobs went up, unem-
ployment went down, benefits went up,
the economy grew dramatically, and
we had the strongest economy in our
lifetimes because of the policies Presi-
dent Trump pursued. So I don’t think
people should let the politics of fear—
saying that everything President
Trump does is going to hurt people—
convince them otherwise.

The Office of the U.S. Trade Rep-
resentative, which was created in 1962
by Congress, develops and coordinates
U.S. international trade policy and
oversees trade negotiations with other
countries.

The U.S. Trade Representative—the
role for which Mr. Greer is nomi-
nated—historically and statutorily
serves as the United States’ principal
adviser, negotiator, and spokesperson
on trade issues. Mr. Greer is well suited
for these roles, as demonstrated during
his previous tenure as USTR Chief of
Staff when he worked with both sides
of the aisle in negotiating and securing
congressional approval of the United
States-Mexico-Canada Agreement,
which passed the Senate 89 to 10.

I would note that the previous U.S.
Trade Representative, who is now
being replaced by Mr. Greer, and Presi-
dent Biden himself for the past 4 years
refused to actually negotiate any bilat-
eral trade agreements with other na-
tions—none.

Throughout the nomination process,
Mr. Greer demonstrated his strong
commitment to working with Congress
in a bipartisan fashion to advance the
interests of our farmers, ranchers, fish-
ers, and workers. In particular, I ap-
plaud Mr. Greer’s commitment to
change that pattern of the last 4 years
and to negotiate and work on opening
markets for our farmers and manufac-
turers around the globe, negotiating
new bilateral trade agreements and en-
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forcing existing ones—something we
have not seen for 4 years.

I fully welcome a return to the USTR
that performs its statutory obligation
of creating new opportunities for
Americans, and I look forward to the
USTR’s forthcoming reviews of foreign
trade barriers that stymie U.S. invest-
ments and imports.

I urge my colleagues to join me now
in advancing Mr. Greer’s nomination.
It is critical that the United States
have a USTR at the helm of these in-
vestigations and to support the admin-
istration’s return to an active and ro-
bust trade agenda that prioritizes
America’s farmers, ranchers, workers,
and businesses.

I yield the floor.

I suggest the absence of a quorum.

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr.
RICKETTS). The clerk will call the roll.

The bill clerk proceeded to call the
roll.

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

————

EXECUTIVE SESSION

EXECUTIVE CALENDAR

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

The bill clerk read the nomination of
Jamieson Greer, of Maryland, to be
United States Trade Representative,
with the rank of Ambassador Extraor-
dinary and Plenipotentiary.

VOTE ON GREER NOMINATION

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
question is, Will the Senate advise and
consent to the Greer nomination?

Mr. MARSHALL. 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. BARRASSO. The following Sen-
ator is necessarily absent: the Senator
from North Dakota (Mr. CRAMER).

The result was announced—yeas 56,
nays 43, as follows:

[Rollcall Vote No. 94 Ex.]

YEAS—b56
Banks Fischer McCormick
Barrasso Graham Moody
Blackburn Grassley Moran
Boozman Hagerty Moreno
Britt Hawley Mullin
Budd Hickenlooper Murkowski
gapl_tg goe‘t’eél Peters
assidy uste X
Collins Hyde-Smith g?(?kms
isch
Cornyn Johnson Rounds
Cotton Justice X
Crapo Kennedy Schmitt
Cruz Lankford Scott (FL)
Curtis Lee Scott (SC)
Daines Lummis Sheehy
Ernst Marshall Slotkin
Fetterman McConnell Sullivan

S1367

Thune Tuberville Wicker
Tillis Whitehouse Young
NAYS—43

Alsobrooks Hirono Rosen
Baldwin Kaine Sanders
Bennet Kelly Schatz
Blumenthal Kim Schiff
Blunt Rochester King Schumer
Booker Klobuchar Shaheen
Cantwell Lujan Smith
Coons Markey Van Holl
Cortez Masto Merkley W:r;neg on
Duckworth Murphy

. Warnock
Durbin Murray War
Gallego Ossoff arren
Gillibrand Padilla Welch
Hassan Paul Wyden
Heinrich Reed

NOT VOTING—1
Cramer

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.

———

LEGISLATIVE SESSION

TERMINATING THE NATIONAL
EMERGENCY DECLARED WITH
RESPECT TO ENERGY

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ate will now resume legislative session.

The Senator from Virginia.

S.J. RES. 10

Mr. KAINE. Mr. President, I rise to
begin a discussion that will take place,
during today, about S.J. Res. 10, which
is a resolution that my colleague Sen-
ator HEINRICH and I have filed to chal-
lenge President Trump’s day-one dec-
laration of a U.S. energy emergency.

And you will hear from a number of
our colleagues today, expressing the
basic point that the declaration is a
sham. There is, in fact, no emergency,
but it has been declared so as to gut
various environmental laws passed by
Congress, still part of U.S. statutory
law, in order to advantage certain
kinds of energy—i.e., o0il, gas, and
coal—and punish other forms of en-
ergy—wind, solar, et cetera.

I am very, very happy to have the
support of my colleague Senator HEIN-
RICH, who is the energy expert on the
Democratic side in this body, and very,
very happy to have so many colleagues
who will be speaking on this matter
today on the Senate floor.

President Trump took a number of
actions on his first day in office, and
many of them got a lot of attention.
One that didn’t get so much attention
was his decision, on day one—on day
one—to declare that the United States
was in an energy emergency and, there-
fore, we needed to bypass environ-
mental laws.

I want to dig into the sham nature of
the emergency declaration and then ex-
plore why President Trump actually
has done this, and, finally, conclude
with a request to my colleagues that
the article I branch should not just roll
over and play dead when a President
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