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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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To the winning students from Snow-
flake Junior High School: Congratula-
tions. You make me proud to be a
Lobo, and, as always, proud to come
from Snowflake and proud to be an Ari-
zonan.

NAFTA

Mr. President, we can’t simply ignore
the benefits of NAFTA for the U.S.
economy. Experts have said that more
than one-quarter of global GDP—some
$20.5 trillion—is produced in NAFTA’s
combined markets of the TUnited
States, Canada, and Mexico. Canada
and Mexico are the largest export mar-
kets for the United States. U.S. trade
with Canada and Mexico has more than
tripled since 1993, and that was before
NAFTA came into effect.

In 1993, U.S. foreign direct invest-
ment in Mexico was slightly more than
$15 billion. In 2016, it was more than $92
billion in foreign direct investment.

NAFTA increased U.S. agricultural
exports to Canada and Mexico by 350
percent, supporting U.S. farmers and
ranchers like those back in Arizona.
NAFTA has resulted in an integrated
supply chain between the TUnited
States and other countries.

For example, the Wall Street Journal
reported that ‘‘tens of thousands of
parts that make up a vehicle often
come from multiple producers in dif-
ferent countries and travel back and
forth across borders several times.”
Abandoning NAFTA would destroy
these supply chains, making it harder
for our country’s private sector em-
ployers to grow and to do business.

Arizona has certainly benefited from
NAFTA. In 2016, Arizona’s trade with
Mexico exceeded $15 billion. Total
trade between Arizona and NAFTA
countries reached nearly $20 billion
last year.

The Arizona Daily Star noted back in
November that ‘‘trade with Mexico
supports about 100,000 jobs in Arizona
and retailers depend on roughly $8 mil-
lion Mexican shoppers spend daily in
Arizona.”

The bottom line is that trade is good
for American businesses, it is good for
American workers, and it is good for
American consumers.

Trade deals like NAFTA make inputs
for U.S. manufacturing cheaper than
they would be otherwise. Cheaper in-
puts mean lower production costs for
U.S.-based businesses, which, in turn,
allows these companies to expand pro-
duction and to reduce prices. That
means everyday consumer products are
more affordable for middle-class fami-
lies.

If the protectionist trade policies of
the past have taught us anything, it is
that when we increase trade barriers,
nobody wins. Do I agree that we should
work to make U.S. businesses more
competitive? Absolutely. Do I agree
that we can modernize NAFTA? You
bet. Pro-growth trade policies have
been at the top of my list of priorities
since I came to Congress. But any ef-
forts to impose new restrictions on our
ability to trade with Mexico and Can-
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ada will have serious consequences for
Arizona, leading to jobs being lost and
higher costs for consumers.

If we just think, in 2003 total U.S.
trade with Mexico was just around $50
billion. Today, it is between $500 billion
and $600 billion.

What is not to like about NAFTA? It
is good for Americans. It is good for
the Mexican economy. It is good for
Canada.

We have noted many times that with
regard to border security, the net flow
of Mexican migrant workers has been
south, not north, over the past couple
of years. One of the biggest reasons for
that, obviously, is the Mexican econ-
omy is doing better, and part of the
biggest reason for that is because of
NAFTA and their ability to trade. That
is good for the United States. It is good
for Mexico.

Trade is not a zero sum game where
one party wins and the other party
loses. Free trade benefits everyone. I
hope that we remember this as we look
toward NAFTA’s future. We need to
improve it and to modernize it, cer-
tainly, but we shouldn’t abandon it.

I yield the floor.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Colorado.

Mr. BENNET. Mr. President, before I
begin my remarks, I just want to say,
while the Senator from Arizona is still
here, what a privilege it is to hear
somebody come to this floor and actu-
ally speak about facts as they actually
are—economic facts, facts related to
immigration. If we had more people in
the Senate who spoke on the floor the
way the Senator from Arizona just did,
there is nothing we wouldn’t be able to
accomplish together. It is a privilege
to serve with him. It is a privilege to
hear the clarity with which he spoke
about these important issues. So I
want to thank him through the Chair
for that speech.

ANTIQUITIES ACT

Mr. President, at the close of the 19th
century, many of our country’s—al-
most all of our country’s—most his-
toric sites were completely unpro-
tected. Places like Chaco Canyon and
Cliff Palace, home to some of the most
ancient dwellings in North America,
faced looting and desecration. So in
1906, Congress actually passed pieces of
legislation and thought about the next
generation of Americans. Congress
acted to protect these places by pass-
ing the Antiquities Act. The act em-
powered Presidents to preserve sites of
cultural and historic importance and
protect our most spectacular land-
scapes by designating them as national
monuments using that authority.

Teddy Roosevelt moved to protect
places like Devil’s Tower, Muir Woods
Forest, and even the Grand Canyon.
Looking back, it is hard to imagine our
country without those iconic places. It
is hard to imagine our country without
the legacy of those people who were
thinking not between sound bites on
the television but across generations.

Since Teddy Roosevelt, administra-
tions from both parties, Democratic
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and Republicans—he was a Republican,
as it happens, but both parties have
used the Antiquities Act to preserve
places critical to our heritage, includ-
ing the designation of Colorado Na-
tional Monument in 1911. I just visited
there.

In Washington, we may differ over
policies—sometimes sharply. There is
no surprise that is true. But both par-
ties have long risen above partisan
squabbles of today to protect these spe-
cial places for tomorrow. But with yes-
terday’s Executive order, President
Trump has upended that tradition by
opening the door to attacks on our na-
tional monuments for generations to
come.

I know there are people in this ad-
ministration who have said they are
“lifetime supporters and admirers of
Teddy Roosevelt’s policies.” If they
are, now is the time they need to be
heard because today’s action is an of-
fense to Teddy Roosevelt’s vision for
America and threatens his bipartisan
legacy of conservation. The adminis-
tration’s latest Executive order initi-
ates a review of all national monument
designations since 1996 that are larger
than 100,000 acres, with an interim re-
port on its findings just 45 days later. I
wonder if they know how long it takes
to build a consensus in the West and in
other places that a place is sacred
enough that it should have one of these
designations, and in 45 days they are
going to threaten to disturb the work
of people all over the West who have
supported these designations.

Speaking yesterday, President
Trump justified this action by calling
earlier monument designations an
‘“‘egregious abuse of federal power.” I
wonder what he would call a Wash-
ington-led effort to undo protections
for national monuments that enjoy
deep support from communities all
across the country, including in my
State of Colorado?

For all their rhetoric about Wash-
ington overreach, this administration
and its allies in Congress seem to have
no problem substituting their rash
judgment for the thoughtful, commu-
nity-driven designations of national
monuments across the United States of
America. Had they studied this issue at
all, they would have learned that exist-
ing monument designations come from
exhaustive consultation and hundreds
of meetings over thousands of hours.

Unlike this administration, western
communities did our homework. We
laid the groundwork and paved the way
for these designations, which leads me
to wonder what the administration’s
review hopes to achieve. I would chal-
lenge anybody in the Senate to come
down here to this floor and explain ex-
actly how this 45-day review will un-
cover information that somehow our
western communities missed. They
can’t. They can’t because that is not
the point of this review, which is no
more than a Trojan horse for advanc-
ing the agenda not of the West but for
advancing the agenda of partisan think
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