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

Mr. ROUNDS. Thank you, Mr. Presi-
dent.

My colleague and friend, the Senator
from Delaware, is also a former Gov-
ernor, and it is always enjoyable to lis-
ten to the experiences and clearly the
understanding about a number of the
issues we have in common in terms of
things that concern us.

I remember back in 1993, as well
when we were looking at healthcare re-
form in South Dakota, we actually, in
our process, adopted the vast majority
of what was considered to be the rec-
ommendations from the National Asso-
ciation of Insurance Commissioners—
guaranteed renewability of policies,
guaranteed to be able to move from one
group insurance product to another
group insurance product, a minimum
amount of premium versus maximum
amount of premium by any carrier in
any single group of policies in one plan.
Those provisions actually worked for
us for a period up until 2009, when
ObamaCare became the law of the land,
and at that point we suffered through
the same problems most of the rest of
America is suffering through right
now.

But there are some things that really
do bind us together, and one of them is
trying to make and produce the best
healthcare products for the citizens
within our different States that we
possibly can. I think in the U.S. Senate
there are enough of us who truly be-
lieve we can fix, repeal, replace
ObamaCare. I think Democrats would
like to say we are going to fix it. I
think Republicans recognize that we
are probably going to do more of a
startover because the basic concept of
ObamaCare, which was moving more
and more into a single-payer system,
will not work.

For those of us who believe in the
free market, what we want to do is
take away the regulations at the Fed-
eral level, give them back to the
States, and allow the States to actu-
ally experiment and make a more com-
petitive healthcare product. That al-
lows for businesses to be able to insure
more individuals to help pay for their
costs. It also means, then, you can ac-
tually get more individuals to receive
the benefits of private healthcare rath-
er than being responsible for or at least
expecting that the Federal Government
is going to subsidize with Federal tax-
payer money their healthcare costs. I
think that is part of what we need to
be concerned with here today.

REGULATORY REFORM

Mr. President, we all want a strong
economy. We want more jobs being
made available. One of the reasons I
am here on the floor today is to talk
about not just the healthcare regula-
tions that impact the ability of em-
ployers to hire employees, but we
should also be talking about the regu-
latory environment in the TUnited
States.

That is what I really want to talk
about today, is this tremendous suc-
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cess we are beginning to have in just
the first 3 months that President
Trump has taken office. We have been
successful in undoing a number of the
regulatory hurdles that have been hin-
dering job growth and prosperity in the
United States.

It has been 3 months now since the
President took office, with a Repub-
lican-led Congress in place ready to
help him advance policies that grow
our economy and allow hard-working
Americans to keep more of their pay-
check each month.

We are going to be talking a lot
about tax reform, but we shouldn’t for-
get about regulatory reform as well.

One of the items with tax reform,
some folks actually suggested a tax on
items being brought into the United
States—a border adjustment tax. One
of the reasons for that was they
thought we would be buying more
American goods if we made those goods
from other countries more expensive
by putting a tax on them, which would
be passed on to the consumers. I think
that is the wrong approach.

What we should be doing is allowing
our consumers the availability of a less
expensive American product, and the
way you do that is we allow manufac-
turers in the United States to become
more competitive. We do that by reduc-
ing their input costs, including a regu-
latory impact that is huge.

We believe we should be creating an
atmosphere in the United States for
products to be produced at a cost that
is less in the first place. We shouldn’t
have to increase the cost of other peo-
ple’s products coming into the United
States. We should be making it less ex-
pensive for our producers to compete
with them. The way we accomplish
this, first and foremost, is by reducing
the regulatory environment in Amer-
ica, which is way too intrusive, dupli-
cative, and overreaching.

If anyone is wondering how bad the
regulatory environment is in the
United States today, well, regulations
cost the American people $1.9 trillion
annually, the bulk of which is handed
down to consumers. Businesses don’t
absorb it, they pass it on.

How are the consumers paying for it?
Through higher prices on products and
goods produced in the United States. If
you are wondering why it is such a big
deal, it is because we want our manu-
facturers, our producers, and our busi-
nesses in the United States to be able
to compete with our competitors over-
seas, the ones that don’t have the crip-
pling regulatory environment we have
here at home. Right now, our busi-
nesses and job creators are crippled by
Federal regulations that limit their
ability to expand and grow, to create
more job opportunities, and pay higher
wages.

If the $1.9 trillion we spend annually
on regulations were a country, it would
be the 10th largest economy in the
world, about the size of India or Rus-
sia’s economy. Get this. We pay more
as consumers for the cost of regula-
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tions at $1.9 trillion than we as tax-
payers pay in personal income taxes on
April 15. On April 15, we pay about $1.4
trillion in personal income taxes, and
yet we pay $1.9 trillion—one-half tril-
lion more in the costs of regulations.

No other country in the world even
comes close to this sort of unhealthy,
costly regulatory environment. It is
putting us at a competitive disadvan-
tage in the international arena. While
there has been a lot of focus this week
on reforming our tax policy to get us
back to the level of global competitive-
ness that we need, we must not lose
sight of the need to reform our regu-
latory environment to one that invites
growth and innovation. Both are need-
ed. We have to reform our tax policy,
and we absolutely have to reform our
regulatory policies.

Already in the first 3 months that
President Trump has been in office, we
have made progress in stopping harm-
ful regulations from taking effect.
Under the Congressional Review Act,
the Senate has passed 13 resolutions so
far this year to undo Obama-era regu-
lations. The Congressional Review Act
allows us to disapprove certain regula-
tions that basically were approved by
the administration or created by the
administration over the last 6 months.
The reason we are able to do it is be-
cause we can do it with just a majority
vote. It is a privileged motion in the
U.S. Senate. It is a majority vote in
the House and takes a majority vote in
the Senate. It doesn’t require 60 votes,
so we are actually able to, with a ma-
jority vote, undo these regulations
that were going to be imposed on the
American public over the last 6
months. I think that is a step in the
right direction. This is a program
which in the past has been used only
one time since it was created in the
1990s. We have done it 13 times in just
these first 3 months. The Congressional
Review Act, or CRA, is truly an impor-
tant oversight tool that allows Con-
gress to undo Federal regulations
issued by unelected bureaucrats at
Federal agencies by this simple major-
ity vote.

For example, we have been able to re-
verse the Obama administration’s edu-
cation mandate which would have im-
posed Federal education standards to
assess schools at the State and level
local. We think that should be done at
the State and local level.

We also stopped an Obama regulation
that would have imposed burdensome
new restrictions on internet service
providers that would do nothing to in-
crease privacy protections for con-
sumers. If you follow some of the mis-
information that has been put out
there, some people have suggested that
we were taking away privacy that had
been put in place by the last adminis-
tration. Not true. Actually, what hap-
pened was that the courts had already
stopped these provisions before they
were ever put into effect.

So, for the people who like the policy
protections that are in place today,
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they are still there. This was a new
regulation that they were going to im-
pose that took an entirely different ap-
proach to managing privacy. We were
able to stop it. We have told the agen-
cies to go back, to start over again,
and to start following a similar course
of action to what was already in place
and that people already liked.

The savings that come from undoing
these and other regulations that we
have stopped under the Congressional
Review Act, combined with the Presi-
dent’s Executive actions and rule
delays, will save Americans, approxi-
mately, 52 million hours of paperwork
annually and, if you accumulate what
the costs are over an extended period of
time, over $65 billion in regulatory
compliance costs. To the President’s
credit, he has also been busy using the
tools he has available in order to undo
burdensome regulations that are crip-
pling growth.

The new administration put a halt to
the overreaching waters of the United
States—or WOTUS—rule, requiring the
Environmental Protection Agency and
the Army Corps of Engineers to review
the WOTUS rule in order to make cer-
tain it promotes economic growth and
minimizes regulatory uncertainty. I
would suspect that this time around,
rather than the last time around, they
will actually be required to use sound
science in making those determina-
tions.

It also stopped the Obama adminis-
tration’s costly Clean Power Plan,
which would have required States to
completely rework their electric grids
and would have led to dramatically
higher electricity bills for every single
American in the country.

Now, I am not suggesting that all
rules are bad. Some rules are necessary
for a government to operate in an or-
derly fashion and keep Americans safe,
but too much regulation is costly and
clearly stifles innovation. For the past
8 years, Americans have seen an un-
precedented number of new rules and
regulations that have been issued by
unelected, unaccountable Washington
bureaucrats.

We are committed to changing that
“Washington knows best’” mentality
because, at the end of the day, over-
regulation hurts families the most be-
cause they are the ones who are forced
to pay more for goods and services
when businesses are forced to spend ex-
orbitant amounts of money just to put
their products on the market.

It is time for America to retake its
position as a world leader in innova-
tion. It is time for America to get busy
on production again—creating new job
opportunities, selling more of our prod-
ucts at a competitive advantage over-
seas, affording young people new job
opportunities and the ability to stay
here in the United States, inviting
more capital to come in because there
is a better return on capital, which,
once again, gets reinvested in the
United States and, thus, grows our
economy and allows us to be able to

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — SENATE

enjoy the services that economy sup-
ports.

It is time to take a second look at
regulations. It is time for the United
States to be a leader again and for the
American people to have the ability to
have influence on the laws that are
being created. Those laws should be
voted on by their elected representa-
tives, not imposed on them by
unelected Washington bureaucrats.

I yield the floor.

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. KEN-
NEDY). The Senator from Missouri.

Mr. BLUNT. Mr. President, I want to
follow up on the remarks that have
just been made by our friend from
South Dakota.

During his first 100 days in office,
President Trump has wasted no time in
fulfilling one of his key promises and
one of those promises that is hard to
appreciate because, if bad things do not
happen to you, it is hard to realize
they did not happen. Yet there were
many bad things in store for the Amer-
ican people and frankly a lot of bad
things that have happened through the
very Kkinds of regulations, over the last
years, that Senator ROUNDS was talk-
ing about.

Over the last 8 years, any time I had
been traveling in Missouri, one of the
top-of-mind issues with group after
group had always been a different and
more troublesome and more burden-
some recent regulation by the Federal
Government. I had heard about
healthcare, but often I had heard about
healthcare with regard to the irra-
tional regulations that were being put
out as part of the bill, and I had heard
about taxes. Yet I would say that the
No. 1 issue I had heard about for the
whole 8 years was that of out-of-con-
trol regulators who were clearly also
not responsive to anybody and did not
need to be. Frankly, in the second 4
years of that Presidency, the regu-
lators were even less responsive than
they were in the first 4 years, and I
think that is something that happens
way too often.

I hear from families, farmers, and job
creators who tell me that the biggest
barrier to job creation and economic
growth is exactly what we are hearing
about here this morning; that people
do not think out the real consequences
of the regulations.

According to regulations.gov, Fed-
eral agencies finalized more than 4,000
new regulations in 2016 alone. That was
an average of 11 new regulations a day
in the final year of the Obama Presi-
dency. Let’s think about that. Every
one of those 4,000 regulations was a
regulation that the country had lived
without for the entire history of the
country and that the Obama adminis-
tration had lived without for 7 years.

A number of those regulations had
been done so late that we had had a
chance to look at them through the
Congressional Review Act because they
were still available to the new Con-
gress. That is how late they happened.
One of them went into effect on Janu-
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ary 18, and the Obama administration
was over at noon on January 20.

They handed down a record-breaking
600 major new regulations that imposed
more than $700 billion in costs on our
economy. Senator ROUNDS just men-
tioned the estimated total annual com-
pliance costs for regulations of $1.9 bil-
lion—almost $2 trillion. Imagine. If
half of those regulations are either du-
plicative or unnecessary, talk about a
stimulus, if somehow we go back and
figure out how to eliminate the half
that does not need to be done so one
can really focus on the half that needs
to be done. I am for every regulation
that we absolutely have to have, but I
am not for regulations that we do not
absolutely have to have.

What is worse is that the completely
unnecessary aim of these regulations is
frankly the amount of effort some of
them require.

There is a $12.3 billion regulation on
efficiency standards for central air
conditioners. Now, one has to find a lot
of efficiency to find $12.3 billion in sav-
ings. That is a lot of efficiency. There
is a $4.4 billion regulation that sets
standards for ceiling fans. I like ceiling
fans as much as the next person, but
when you add $4.4 billion to standards,
that has to be paid for by somebody
just like the $3.6 billion in regulations
of the control of commercial vehicle
operators.

What the regulators so often do not
seem to understand is that ultimately
the consumers have to pay for the
costs of these regulations. The cost of
regulations is not really a reflection of
the government’s cost of being the reg-
ulator, it is the economic cost of hav-
ing the regulations.

That is why I have been particularly
encouraged to see President Trump
taking the steps he has taken to roll
back many of the late efforts by the
Obama administration. Since taking
office, President Trump has signed 13
Congressional Review Act resolutions
which, according to the administra-
tion, will save $10 billion in regulatory
costs over a 10-year period of time.
With regard to the Congressional Re-
view Act, the Congress’s passing a re-
jection of the rule and the President’s
agreeing to it happened exactly one
time in 25 years prior to this adminis-
tration. It has happened 13 times this
year. It will happen, I am confident, a
few more times, and it will have a real
impact.

When you look at the regulations
that have been delayed or repealed by
CRAs and Executive orders—Congres-
sional Review Act resolutions or Exec-
utive orders—the American Action
Forum estimates that $18.8 billion
would be saved annually. Now, the
President is not going to get much
credit for that, and the Congress is not
either, but if in the last few weeks we
figured out how to take an $18.8 billion
burden off of people by not moving for-
ward with regulations that the country
had not had prior to just a few weeks
ago, in some cases, that is a good
thing.
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Many of the Missourians from whom
I have heard are particularly relieved
that the President is also moving back
from a couple of rules—the power rule
and the waters of the United States
rule—that Federal courts, fortunately,
up until now, had said to President
Obama’s administration they did not
have the authority to do what they
were trying to do in either of these
rules. The rules would have had dev-
astating impacts on job opportunities
and on families in our State. The power
rule would have doubled the utility
bills in 10 or 12 years.

I have been reminding Missourians
over the last several months that if
you do not think that is going to im-
pact you when you pay your electric
bill the next time, just write it right
out of your checkbook one more time—
write it—because that is what you
would be doing sometime in the next
decade and see what impact that has
on the kinds of things you and your
family would have been doing with the
money that you would have been
spending on twice your utility bill.

A week ago, EPA Administrator
Scott Pruitt was in our State, at the
Thomas Hill powerplant, to talk about
how these rules would have affected
the State and how one can still fulfill
the mission of the EPA for clean air
and clean water and a better environ-
ment without having rules that dev-
astate families as well as deal with
problems, many of which have now
been on the priority list for 10 years
and longer and have never been dealt
with, while the EPA has been coming
up with something else to do. They
would have driven up the cost of gro-
ceries. They would have driven up the
cost of the utility bill itself. Of course,
when the utility bill goes up, the util-
ity bill work goes up, too, and work
might not be there at double the util-
ity bill.

The combined cost savings is esti-
mated to be as high as $67.3 billion over
the very foreseeable future of the Con-
gressional Review Act, the President’s
Executive orders, the announced deci-
sions that they have made about things
like the clean power rule and the
waters of the United States rule. Even
in Washington, $67.3 billion is a lot of
money, not to mention the 52 million
hours of paperwork that will be needed
to comply with rules that were not
necessary to be there and that Senator
ROUNDS mentioned.

Our economy cannot grow and thrive
with billions of dollars’ worth of regu-
lations dragging it down. Let me say
again that I am for every regulation
that we absolutely have to have—there
is no argument about that—but we
need to have a process by which we
know whether we have to have them.
That is why, in the next few weeks, I
plan to reintroduce the bipartisan Reg-
ulatory Improvement Act, which the
Congress looked at last year.

This bill would create a Regulatory
Improvement Commission that would
review outdated regulations with the
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goal of bringing the list back to the
Congress and saying that we think that
these can all be eliminated.

I have also cosponsored an act called
the REINS Act, which would give me
and the rest of the Congress the obliga-
tion to vote on any regulation that has
more than $100 million of impact on
the economy so that if we need it, we
are going to go home and justify it, and
the American people—where I live and
the Presiding Officer lives—can get
their hands on us if we cannot explain
why we thought it was a good idea to
do that.

I believe the government should work
for the American people, not the other
way around, and I believe the President
and the Congress have taken advantage
of this historic opportunity to drive
that peg a little deeper in the ground.

I look forward to continuing to work
on these issues. I think we need to take
more responsibility for these issues. I
know some of our colleagues have said:
Well, why did we repeal these late reg-
ulations? Well, they were late regula-
tions for a reason, and the country had
done just fine without them up until
now.

So I look forward to working with
the Presiding Officer and others to con-
tinue working on this effort to have
regulations that make sense when we
need them and not to have regulations
when we don’t need them.

NORTHWEST MISSOURI STATE UNIVERSITY
BEARCATS CHAMPIONSHIPS

Mr. President, I would also like to
mention one more topic quickly. This
is a very Missouri topic.

The Northwest Missouri State Uni-
versity Bearcats this year, in NCAA
Division II, won both the football
championship and the men’s basketball
championship. It has been a long time
in Division II when any school was able
to bring both of those championships
back to their campus.

When I was a college president, we
were in that conference, the MIAA,
which is a competitive conference, and
competitive enough that in that Divi-
sion II level, the Bearcats brought
home both of those championships.

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

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

CONGRATULATING SNOWFLAKE JUNIOR HIGH

SCHOOL

Mr. FLAKE. Mr. President, I have
spoken a lot in recent years about how
Arizona is quickly becoming one of our
country’s major tech hubs. From entre-
preneurial startups to major tech-
nology companies, Arizona is sup-
porting innovation like never before. In
fact, it was just announced that
Waymo, Google’s self-driving car
project, will be launching its first pub-
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lic trials of self-driving vehicles in the
greater Phoenix area.

But, today, the biggest news in tech
isn’t coming from publicly traded Sil-
icon Valley companies. No, today, the
talk of the tech world is the students
from my alma mater, Snowflake Jun-
ior High School. That is because these
students from my small hometown of
Snowflake, AZ, just won the Samsung
Solve for Tomorrow contest.

This national contest tasks students
from across the country with creating
a solution to improve their local com-
munities by using STEAM skills—
Science, Technology, Engineering, Art,
and Math.

The winning project from Mr.
Eilertsen’s students is something spe-
cial. Snowflake students designed and
constructed a low-cost animal detec-
tion system to prevent fatalities from
vehicle collisions with wild animals.
They were motivated by the fact that
an estimated 200 people lose their lives
each year in these collisions, which can
be common around rural communities
like Snowflake.

The winning design consists of a 10-
inch, weather-resistant motion sensor
that blinks to warn drivers when a
large animal is near. These durable, af-
fordable sensors can be placed atop ex-
isting fence posts like the thousands
that line roads all over rural Arizona.

I had the opportunity to meet with
these very bright students—2 of them
from a class of, I believe, 23—and those
2 are in the Gallery today, along with
their teacher Mr. Eilertsen. I had the
opportunity to meet with them yester-
day in my office and to hear all about
this winning project. Let me tell my
colleagues that they blew me away
with their creativity, their knowledge,
and, most of all, their desire to use the
STEAM discipline to save lives.

Think about how remarkable this
project is. Here is a device that can ac-
tually save hundreds of lives and pre-
vent harm to wildlife and to livestock.
With the grit and ingenuity of a great
startup, these students at Snowflake
Junior High have shown the country
that big ideas come from small towns.

In recognition of their innovative
project, the students won $150,000 in
technology for their school and an ad-
ditional $20,000 for having the most
popular project on social media and
with the public—not bad for some kids
from Snowflake.

Before I yield the floor, I would like
to thank Mr. Eilertsen for all that he
has done to inspire his students to
think big and for making a victory in
this Samsung competition possible.

I would also like to thank all of the
faculty and staff in Snowflake for their
tireless work as educators.

Finally, I would like to congratulate
the students of Snowflake Junior High
for their victory. I am confident that
your project will save lives, and by
winning this competition, you have
provided your school with educational
resources that will help students for
years to come.
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