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S. RES. 109 

At the request of Mr. PAUL, the name 
of the Senator from Oklahoma (Mr. 
LANKFORD) was added as a cosponsor of 
S. Res. 109, a resolution encouraging 
the Government of Pakistan to release 
Aasiya Noreen, internationally known 
as Asia Bibi, and reform its religiously 
intolerant laws regarding blasphemy. 

f 

ORDERS FOR MONDAY, MAY 1, 2017 

Mr. MCCONNELL. Mr. President, I 
ask unanimous consent that when the 
Senate completes its business today, it 
adjourn until 3 p.m., Monday, May 1; 
further, that following the prayer and 
pledge, the morning hour be deemed 
expired, the Journal of proceedings be 
approved to date, the time for the two 
leaders be reserved for their use later 
in the day, and morning business be 
closed; finally, that following leader 
remarks, the Senate proceed to execu-
tive session and resume consideration 
of the Clayton nomination as under the 
previous order. 

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

f 

ORDER FOR ADJOURNMENT 

Mr. MCCONNELL. If there is no fur-
ther business to come before the Sen-
ate, I ask unanimous consent that it 
stand adjourned under the previous 
order, following the remarks of Sen-
ator CANTWELL. 

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

The Democratic leader. 
Mr. SCHUMER. Mr. President, I ask 

unanimous consent that I be allowed to 
speak for 10 minutes. 

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

f 

THE PRESIDENT’S FIRST ONE 
HUNDRED DAYS 

Mr. SCHUMER. Mr. President, to-
morrow will be President Trump’s 
100th day in office. This week, we 
Democrats have spent each day high-
lighting how this President has broken 
or failed to fulfill promise after prom-
ise to the working men and women of 
America on issue after issue—on jobs 
and the economy, on healthcare, and 
on draining the swamp. 

Earlier today, my colleagues talked 
about how the President’s budget is an-
other example of his tendency to prom-
ise one thing and then do another. De-
spite promising to address the issues of 
education, infrastructure, and sci-
entific research, the President’s budget 
takes a meat ax to the funding for NIH 
and NSF, vital school programs, and 
transportation grants. 

This morning, I want to touch on a 
few examples of the broken promises 
that characterize the President’s first 
100 days, broken promises to the work-
ing men and women of America. 

In the campaign, he ran as a populist 
against both the Democratic and Re-

publican establishments. He is gov-
erning from the special interest-laden 
hard right—far, far away from where 
the American people want him to go. 

In the President’s scramble to show 
some progress before his 100th day, he 
has rushed to make progress on the 
wall, healthcare, and taxes. This des-
perate sprint has only left these three 
efforts more damaged than before. 

First, on the wall, we were pro-
gressing nicely on a bipartisan agree-
ment to keep our government open and 
running until the President stepped in 
to muck up the process by insisting on 
funding for his wall on the Mexican 
border. This is a huge broken promise. 
Every time he mentioned this wall on 
the campaign trail, he insisted that 
Mexico would pay for it. This week he 
demanded that the American taxpayers 
pay for it and threatened to shut down 
the government over it. The Americans 
know that $50 billion—if that is what 
the wall will cost—is far better spent 
laying broadband throughout America, 
rebuilding our roads and bridges—doing 
things that help Americans, not some 
ideological issue. Thankfully for the 
American people, the President failed. 

Second, on healthcare, breaking his 
promise of insurance for everybody and 
lowering costs yet again, the Presi-
dent’s healthcare bill rose from the 
dead and moved further to the right. It 
is hard to think of a bill worse than the 
first, but TrumpCare 2.0 has all the ter-
rible aspects of round one, with even 
more cruelty placed on the American 
people. TrumpCare 2.0 would still leave 
millions without coverage, raise rates 
dramatically on 50- to 64-year-olds, and 
also take us back to the day when in-
surance companies could deny coverage 
to those with preexisting conditions. 
Once again, the President failed. 

Finally, the President’s tax plan was 
another huge broken promise. As a 
candidate, Trump promised to lower 
taxes for middle-class Americans, but 
his Secretary of Treasury can’t even 
guarantee the plan will do so. The 
President could have worked with 
Democrats on taxes, but he chose to 
focus on the wealthy instead of the 
middle class. 

To be clear, the President’s tax plan 
is a wish list for billionaires, not a seri-
ous proposal. The Trump tax plan is de-
signed to cut Trump’s taxes, those of 
his Cabinet, and those people of his 
wealth, not the taxes of the middle 
class. 

Thankfully, this plan is yet another 
dead-on-arrival Trump proposal that 
has been panned by both Democrats 
and Republicans. The Trump tax plan 
pretty much sums up the dynamic of 
the first 100 days—promise for the 
working class; deliver for the wealthy. 
Frankly, it is why he has made such 
little progress. 

These three actions this week, in the 
President’s rush to try to prove that 
the 100 days isn’t as bad as everybody 
is saying—the wall, TrumpCare, and 
the Trump tax plan—have made our 
point that his 100 days have been a fail-
ure better than we ever could. 

President Trump could have chosen 
to spend his first 100 days working with 
Democrats to find consensus on issues 
like jobs, trade, outsourcing, and infra-
structure—issues on which we have 
some common ground. I told him many 
times that if he governed from the mid-
dle, his Presidency would have some 
success. Instead, he abandoned his 
campaign populism in favor of a hard- 
right, special interest-driven agenda 
and chose to go at it alone without 
consulting or so much as considering 
the minority party. That is why he has 
been unable to make any progress on 
healthcare. That is why he has been 
unable to make any progress on his 
wall. That is why he has been unable to 
achieve any significant piece of legisla-
tion. In fact, of the 10 pieces of legisla-
tion the President promised in his first 
100 days, he has achieved none of them. 
These are the bills the President prom-
ised to get done in his first 100 days— 
not a one. 

The President’s achievements to date 
consist of Executive orders—something 
he repeatedly derided during the 
Obama administration as an ineffective 
way to govern—and several bills passed 
under the Congressional Review Act. 
Keep in mind that many of these Exec-
utive orders simply direct Federal 
agencies to study issues. They are mes-
saging tools that don’t achieve any-
thing. And many of the CRAs only ben-
efit powerful special interests. 

Compared to Franklin Roosevelt’s 
first 100 days in which FDR passed 76 
pieces of legislation, this can hardly be 
considered a record of effectiveness. 
And the contrast between the Presi-
dent’s boasts and his actual record 
through the first 100 days is even 
starker when you consider just how 
much this President promised to de-
liver all these things. There is an air of 
unreality when he says it is the best 
100 days ever—compared to Franklin 
Roosevelt? Come on, give me a break. 

In fairness, candidates make a lot of 
promises. That is the nature of cam-
paigning. We know that. But this 
President has made particularly out-
landish promises to working Ameri-
cans, summed up by a line he said in 
his campaign. He said to his sup-
porters: ‘‘I will give you everything.’’ 

President Trump promised working 
Americans a cherry pie, but after 100 
days, he has delivered only crumbs. If 
the President wants his next 100 days 
to be better than his first, he needs to 
abandon the ‘‘my way or the highway’’ 
approach, abandon his special interest- 
driven, pro-wealthy agenda, and start 
pursuing policies that actually help the 
middle class and those struggling to 
get there. We are willing to work with 
him if he does. But if he stays on his 
current path, abandoning the working 
people of America for the very wealthy, 
the next 100 days will be just like the 
first: a series of broken and unfulfilled 
promises and very few results for 
America’s working families. 

Thank you, Mr. President. 
I yield the floor. 
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I suggest the absence of a quorum. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 

clerk will call the roll. 
The bill clerk proceeded to call the 

roll. 
Ms. CANTWELL. Mr. President, I ask 

unanimous consent that the order for 
the quorum call be rescinded. 

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

f 

OFFSHORE DRILLING 

Ms. CANTWELL. Mr. President, 
President Trump, in his attempt to de-
flect focus from the 100-day perform-
ance in his administration is, today, 
throwing a Hail Mary pass to try to 
allow offshore oil and natural gas drill-
ing to take place in very protected 
areas of our Outer Continental Shelf. 

The President’s approach is unlawful 
and should be withdrawn before tax-
payers pay any amount of money to go 
forward with it. He is attempting to 
open up coastal areas to oil and gas 
production, and he is touting job cre-
ation as a factor in his decision. I be-
lieve that the economic numbers re-
vealed today show that we need to be 
doing more, but I doubt that this ap-
proach will be a successful approach for 
more American jobs. 

The truth is that instead of creating 
new jobs, President Trump is poised to 
favor sectors that will compete with 
the already growing and thriving in-
dustries of fishing, tourism, and recre-
ation, and in some potential areas will 
also threaten defense issues where we 
could have a potential conflict. 

The bottom line is that the BP Deep-
water Horizon explosion and subsequent 
oil spill was a catastrophic human, eco-
nomic and ecological disaster. Eleven 
members of the crew were killed in the 
explosion, and 17 others were injured. 
Oil spewed in the ocean for nearly 3 
months, resulting in the largest oil 
spill disaster in the history of the 
United States. 

In the end, the BP Horizon disaster 
resulted in 134 million gallons of oil 
spilled into the Gulf of Mexico; that is 
12 times more than the Exxon Valdez 
tanker spill in 1989 in Alaska. 

I should say that many attempts 
have been made by Democrats in Con-
gress to make sure we continue to up-
date our laws. But Republicans have 
repeatedly blocked legislation that 
would hold polluters liable for oil spills 
and improve offshore safety and envi-
ronmental responses. 

So today it is very frustrating that 
the President of the United States is 
proposing to roll back the important 
safety regulations that were put in 
place during the Obama administra-
tion. In fact, this book right here 
shows the Deepwater Horizon impact 
that was discussed by Members of Con-
gress, the problems we had at the De-
partment of Interior, and asked that 
these new regulations be put in place. 

These regulations by the Obama ad-
ministration helped put a new regime 
into place after Deepwater Horizon. But 

now President Trump is bringing those 
regulations into question, suggesting 
that we should roll them back. He is 
even questioning the new regulations 
on blowout preventer systems and well 
control, which, if my colleagues will 
remember, was the centerpiece of the 
problem with Deepwater Horizon. 

The blowout preventers used had not 
been tested; the information was not 
overseen and regulated properly. So 
after all of that damage was outlined 
in this report and we made sure to im-
plement changes, now President 
Trump, in his first 100 days as the 
President of the United States, instead 
of coming up with a better economic 
strategy is simply saying: Roll back 
regulations on polluters as a strategy 
for moving forward. 

President Obama had also put large 
portions of the Arctic and dozens of un-
derwater canyons off the east coast 
permanently off limits to drilling dur-
ing his time in office, using his author-
ity under the Outer Continental Shelf 
Lands Act. In the finalized Offshore Oil 
and Gas Leasing Program for 2017–2022, 
the Obama administration removed the 
west coast, east coast, and Arctic 
waters from oil and gas exploration. 

Why did he do that? He did that pri-
marily because of the maritime econ-
omy. In Washington State alone, the 
maritime economy supports 148,000 jobs 
and $30 billion in economic activity. 
Many of these parts of the United 
States could not afford to be dev-
astated again by oil spills or explo-
ration into ecologically sensitive areas 
like the Arctic. 

I believe the Atlantic region was 
rightly removed due to strong local op-
position, conflicts with other ocean 
uses, and market dynamics. The De-
partment of the Interior recognized the 
potential environmental and economic 
impacts and competing ocean uses. For 
example, the economic value of com-
mercial fishing in just the Mid-Atlan-
tic region is worth more than $1.5 bil-
lion, and ocean-dependent tourism is 
more than $10 billion in the Atlantic 
region. 

So I would say that the fishing econ-
omy, the tourism economy, and DOD’s 
need for sea lanes in the Atlantic are 
all important, and we should not be 
trying to roll back Obama administra-
tion regulations in these areas. It is 
not surprising that there was signifi-
cant opposition to the oil and gas leas-
ing from citizens, local officials, and 
people who reside in these commu-
nities. 

I can tell you, if this rule includes 
the west coast, there will be strong op-
position from the State of Washington, 
the State of California, and the State 
of Oregon, where we are so dependent 
on healthy oceans and sustainable fish-
eries. We hope to clarify whether or 
not the west coast will be included in 
President Trump’s executive order, but 
if it is, the west coast will speak loud-
ly. From our shellfish growers to our 
vibrant commercial and recreational 
fisheries, and generations of families 

who have to have sustainably har-
vested Dungeness crab, salmon, and 
halibut. 

We do not want to put them at risk 
with offshore drilling. Not only would a 
spill impact our fisheries and habitat, 
but it could impact our Olympic Na-
tional Marine Sanctuary. It would also 
have an impact on one of the busiest 
shipping lanes in the Strait of Juan de 
Fuca, in and out of Washington’s busy, 
busy ports. 

Washington’s coast is a trade super-
highway. Our shipping and trade econ-
omy is growing faster than ever. In the 
first quarter of this year, the total do-
mestic and international container vol-
ume increased by 10 percent. In our 
State, this maritime economy is worth 
$30 billion in economic activity. It sup-
ports over 148,000 jobs, in fishing, in 
seafood processing, in shipbuilding, and 
other maritime sectors. 

Because of this importance, we be-
lieve in protecting the west coast. 
President George H.W. Bush signed the 
first Executive order banning offshore 
drilling in the Pacific in 1990. We would 
recommend that this President follow 
suit. 

It is so unfortunate that this new ef-
fort to repeal protections is going for-
ward, but I believe it is going to fail. 
Many know that this action is just an 
attempt to reverse the past President’s 
withdrawal of sensitive areas, like in 
the Arctic and the Atlantic, and is not 
authorized. It is not authorized under 
the Outer Continental Shelf Lands Act, 
and, therefore, the President should 
not spend money. He should go back to 
the people who know the law and un-
derstand that this is a waste of tax-
payer dollars. 

I hope the President will dialogue 
with Congress about any of our ideas to 
stimulate our economy. I am happy to 
talk at any point in time about ideas 
that we have that will move our coun-
try forward, produce jobs, and help 
stimulate economic growth. 

But expanding offshore drilling and 
exploration to areas that already have 
been limited and set aside by past 
Presidents is not the way to proceed. 
We need to make sure that an industry 
that has made mistakes is held ac-
countable and recommendations that 
were in this report not be reversed 
back to the days before Deepwater Hori-
zon. This is what we need to do to pro-
tect our vital maritime economy and 
make sure there are laws on the books 
that the oil and gas industry need to 
comply with. 

I yield the floor. 

f 

ADJOURNMENT UNTIL MONDAY, 
MAY 1, 2017, AT 3 P.M. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under 
the previous order, the Senate stands 
adjourned until 3 p.m. on Monday. 
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