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appeared in the Congressional Record of
March 27, 2017.

PN169 NAVY nomination of John J. Kitt,
which was received by the Senate and ap-
peared in the Congressional Record of March
27, 2017.

PN208 NAVY nominations (51) beginning
JORGE R. BALARES, JR., and ending
BRANDON M. ZOSS, which nominations
were received by the Senate and appeared in
the Congressional Record of April 4, 2017.

PN209 NAVY nomination of Mary E.
Linnell, which was received by the Senate
and appeared in the Congressional Record of
April 4, 2017.

PN210 NAVY nominations (15) beginning
SPENCER M. BURK, and ending BRIANNA
S. WHITTEMORE, which nominations were
received by the Senate and appeared in the
Congressional Record of April 4, 2017.

PN211 NAVY nominations (5) beginning
KIRK J. HIPPENSTEEL, and ending JOHN
M. RUGGERO, which nominations were re-
ceived by the Senate and appeared in the
Congressional Record of April 4, 2017.

PN213 NAVY nomination of Evita M.
Salles, which was received by the Senate and
appeared in the Congressional Record of
April 4, 2017.

PN215 NAVY nomination of John P. H.
Rue, which was received by the Senate and
appeared in the Congressional Record of
April 4, 2017.

PN284 NAVY nominations (30) beginning
MICHAEL W. AMECHE, and ending JOSHUA
J. WHITLOW, which nominations were re-
ceived by the Senate and appeared in the
Congressional Record of April 6, 2017.

PN285 NAVY nominations (3) beginning
RACHEL E. CARTER, and ending KEVIN D.
KEITH, which nominations were received by
the Senate and appeared in the Congres-
sional Record of April 6, 2017.

PN286 NAVY nominations (7) beginning
MAUER BISCOTTI, III, and ending ADAM J.
SUSMARSKI, which nominations were re-
ceived by the Senate and appeared in the
Congressional Record of April 6, 2017.

PN287 NAVY nomination of Donald V. Wil-
son, which was received by the Senate and
appeared in the Congressional Record of
April 6, 2017.

PN288 NAVY nomination of Michael A.
Winslow, which was received by the Senate
and appeared in the Congressional Record of
April 6, 2017.

PN289 NAVY nominations (5) beginning
HORACIO G. TAN, and ending DERRICK A.
THOMAS, which nominations were received
by the Senate and appeared in the Congres-
sional Record of April 6, 2017.

PN290 NAVY nomination of Natalie C. O.
Gilliver, which was received by the Senate
and appeared in the Congressional Record of
April 6, 2017.

PN291 NAVY nomination of John F.
Sharpe, which was received by the Senate
and appeared in the Congressional Record of
April 6, 2017.

PN292 NAVY nomination of Reann S.
Mommsen, which was received by the Senate
and appeared in the Congressional Record of
April 6, 2017.

———————

LEGISLATIVE SESSION

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

———

RESERVATION OF LEADER TIME

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under
the previous order, the leadership time
is reserved.
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CONCLUSION OF MORNING
BUSINESS

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Morning
business is closed.

———

EXECUTIVE SESSION

EXECUTIVE CALENDAR

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

The senior assistant legislative clerk
read the nomination of Jay Clayton, of
New York, to be a Member of the Secu-
rities and Exchange Commission for a
term expiring June 5, 2021.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Utah.

TAX REFORM

Mr. HATCH. Mr. President, last
Wednesday, the Trump administration
unveiled the outlines of a tax reform
plan, and, predictably, the plan has
met with both praise and scorn from
the usual sectors. Regardless of where
the people might come down on the
specifics of the President’s plan, those
who have been proponents of tax re-
form—hopefully those from both par-
ties—should be pleased to see the
President of the United States fully en-
gaged in this effort.

For 6 years now, I have been beating
the drum on tax reform. I have sought
to make the case for reform here on
the floor, in public forums and events,
and in private conversations, and I
haven’t been alone. Indeed, Members
from both parties have acknowledged
the need to fix our broken tax system
and have sought to move the ball for-
ward on reform.

One thing I have said throughout this
endeavor is that tax reform, if it is
going to be successful, will require
Presidential leadership, and that was
not a political statement on my part.
With those statements, I wasn’t simply
calling for the election of a Republican
President; on the contrary, I repeat-
edly implored President Obama to en-
gage with Congress on tax reform but
really to no avail.

As of now, we finally have a Presi-
dent who is willing to lead in this ef-
fort. Once again, regardless of where
anyone stands with regard to this
President or the specifics of his tax
plan, the fact that he is willing to
meaningfully engage with Congress and
the public on these issues should be
viewed as a welcome sign for all tax re-
form advocates, regardless of their
party affiliation.

With regard to the specifics of the
outline, I believe the President has laid
out a set of critical core principles that
should hopefully serve as guideposts as
the effort moves forward. Most impor-
tantly, the plan is designed, first and
foremost, to grow the economy, and it
would certainly do that.

In addition, the plan would greatly
simplify the Tax Code to make it fair-
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er, particularly for individuals and
families, which has been a shared goal
of tax reformers from both parties and
from both sides of the aisle. For in-
stance, over two-thirds of taxpayers
take the standard deduction. Those
taxpayers tend to be concentrated in
the middle and lower income brackets.
Under the President’s plan, married
couples would see the standard deduc-
tion doubled, so that they would not
pay taxes on the first $24,000 of income.
It would reduce rates for both large
and small businesses and job creators,
which is also something both Repub-
licans and Democrats have sought to
accomplish in tax reform.

Overall, the President’s tax plan
would make our country more competi-
tive in the international marketplace
and reduce the tax burden on millions
of middle-class families.

Clearly, as the effort moves forward,
Congress and the administration will
have to fill in the specifics. We will
need to see how the numbers work out
and where the votes are for any par-
ticular reform proposal. This is going
to take some time, but, as the chair-
man of the Senate’s tax-writing com-
mittee, I believe we can be ready to
move in relatively short order. I intend
to work closely with my colleagues on
the Finance Committee, our leadership
here in the Senate, leaders in the
House, and, of course, the administra-
tion to finalize a reform package and
get it across the finish line. The last
major tax overhaul in the TUnited
States was more than 30 years ago, so
we have a once-in-a-lifetime or once-in-
a-generation opportunity in front of us,
and I intend to do all I can to ensure
that we make the most of it.

When I say “we,” I am not simply re-
ferring to Republicans in Congress and
the White House; I am referring to any-
one who recognizes the problems in our
current tax system and is willing to do
the necessary work to fix those prob-
lems. My hope is that this will be a bi-
partisan exercise. By and large, Repub-
licans appear ready and willing to work
with the President to get tax reform
done, and I am working to find some
willing partners among my friends on
the other side of the aisle.

I have said many times that tax re-
form should not have to be a partisan
exercise. Our current tax system im-
poses undue burdens and undue hard-
ships on Republican and Democratic
voters alike. Therefore, both Repub-
licans and Democrats in Congress
should be willing to relieve these hard-
ships, and, as I have stated here on the
floor on numerous occasions, I am will-
ing to work with anyone, Republican
or Democrat, to make this effort suc-
cessful.

That said, I haven’t been all that en-
couraged by the rhetoric we are hear-
ing from our friends on the other side
of the aisle on these issues. Setting
aside statements we have heard about
the policies in the President’s plan or
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elsewhere, the Senate Democratic lead-
ership at times seems bound and deter-
mined to ensure that no Member of
their party engages on these issues.

Most recently, the Senate minority
leader has insisted on two conditions
before he will agree to work with Re-
publicans on tax reform.

The first condition is that Repub-
licans commit to not moving tax re-
form through the budget reconciliation
process. This is an odd demand, one
that is, quite frankly, unprecedented in
the modern history of tax policy. Cer-
tainly, the reconciliation process
makes it easier to move reform
through Congress on a partisan basis,
but, historically speaking, most major
tax bills that have moved through rec-
onciliation have had bipartisan sup-
port. There is no reason, if agreements
are reached on policy, that Democrats
could not agree to support a tax reform
package moved through reconciliation,
so taking it categorically off the table
before discussions even begin seems, at
best, counterintuitive.

History tells us that reconciliation
need not be partisan. In fact, when Re-
publicans have had control of both
Houses of Congress and the White
House, we have enacted tax reconcili-
ation bills that have enjoyed some Sen-
ate Democratic support.

It is also worth noting that at var-
ious points in the recent past, Repub-
licans have stayed at the negotiating
table, participating in formal and in-
formal discussions on major policy
matters with reconciliation instruc-
tions in place and without any assur-
ances that reconciliation would not be
used. Are Democrats going to be more
amenable to compromising on policy if
reconciliation is not on the table? It is
hard to see why that would be the case.
Taking reconciliation off the table
would really only make it easier for
Democrats to prevent any kind of tax
reform from passing.

So, essentially, what some of my
Democratic colleagues are saying is
that before they will even enter into
talks on tax reform, they want us to
ensure upfront that they will have the
ability to block the bill once it is
brought up. As I said, that is an odd de-
mand, and not one you would expect to
hear from someone who is willing to
negotiate in good faith.

My colleagues’ second precondition
for working with us on tax reform is
that President Trump release his tax
returns. Like their first demand, this
one makes me doubt whether the Sen-
ate Democratic leadership really wants
to be constructive on tax reform. This
is a political demand, pure and simple,
likely poll-tested and focus-grouped to
please the Democrats’ base. I don’t
imagine this demand is really about
uncovering conflicts of interest in tax
reform. If it is, it is a horribly mis-
guided strategy.

After all, if tax reform were to suc-
ceed, the President is only one small
part of the equation. There are 435
Members of the House of Representa-
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tives and 100 Senators, all of whom
would be called upon to vote either for
or against the tax reform bill, and
whether a Member of Congress sup-
ports or opposes a particular bill, a
conflict of interest could potentially
influence that decision, just as one
could theoretically influence a Presi-
dent’s decision to sign or veto a bill.
Yet I don’t hear anyone from the other
side of the aisle demanding the release
of the tax returns of every Member of
Congress before we can even start
working on a bill. That has never been
a prerequisite for working on tax legis-
lation in the past, and it certainly
should not be a prerequisite in the fu-
ture.

In any event, despite these unreason-
able demands, I will once again state
that I am more than willing to work
with my Democratic colleagues on tax
reform, and I sincerely hope at least
some of them will be willing to do so.
I have been in the Senate for a while
now. I think I have more than suffi-
ciently demonstrated my willingness
to put partisan differences aside and to
reach across the aisle.

Make no mistake, I believe Repub-
licans can move a tax reform package
on a purely partisan basis. We have the
procedural mechanism in place that
would allow us to do that. But my
strong preference would be to find a bi-
partisan pathway forward, and I hope
that can be achieved.

Speaking more broadly, whether we
move forward on a partisan or bipar-
tisan basis, being successful on tax re-
form is going to require that we prac-
tice the art of the doable. There are a
lot of ideas out there on tax reform and
no shortage of competing interests. I
have my own ideas and proposals that
I have been working on for a number of
yvears that I would like to see included
in the final package. However, no idea
should be considered more important
than the broader goals of tax reform.
That goes for my ideas and those of
anyone else in Congress or in the ad-
ministration.

There is a great deal of consensus
among Republicans on the most impor-
tant tax reform policies and principles.
In fact, I would say we agree on rough-
1y 80 percent of the key issues, which is
a good starting point. I will not go into
specifics today, but there are some
high-profile items in the remaining 20
percent, and there are some differences
of opinion regarding most of those
items.

Bridging that gap and finding the
path forward is going to take some se-
rious negotiation and compromise. My
hope is that people will be willing to
adjust their expectations and bend on
their preferences in order to achieve
success in this very important endeav-
or. Speaking for myself, I can say that
I would be willing to do so, and I have
confidence that my colleagues who will
also be playing leadership roles in this
effort are similarly willing. Perhaps
most importantly, I believe the Presi-
dent and his advisers in the adminis-
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tration are willing to make the nec-
essary compromises to finally make
tax reform a success.

This is the closest we have been to
success in tax reform in the past three
decades. I hope both parties, both
Chambers, both sides of Pennsylvania
Avenue are up to that challenge.

Mr. President, I suggest the absence
of a quorum.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
clerk will call the roll.

The legislative clerk proceeded to
call the roll.

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

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

RECOGNITION OF THE MINORITY LEADER

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
Democratic leader is recognized.

GOVERNMENT FUNDING LEGISLATION

Mr. SCHUMER. Mr. President, late
last night, due to the hard work and
diligence of the staffs of the Appropria-
tions Committees on both sides of the
aisle in both Houses, the staff of the
leadership, and so many others, we
were able to come to a bipartisan
agreement on a bill to fund the govern-
ment through September. Most impor-
tantly, this agreement takes the threat
of a government shutdown off the
table. It is also a good agreement for
the American people.

The bill ensures taxpayer dollars are
not used to fund an ineffective border
wall; it excludes over 160 poison pill
riders; and it increases investments in
programs that the middle class relies
on, like education, infrastructure, and
medical research.

It includes a permanent extension for
health benefits for miners. Here, I want
to praise—and I can’t give enough
praise—to the Senator from West Vir-
ginia, JOE MANCHIN, who was relentless
even after disappointment after dis-
appointment, at holding the Senate’s
feet to the fire and making sure this
was done. Many miners can rest easy
tonight—people who have worked so
hard all their lives and had so much
disappointment—because of JOE
MANCHIN’s work and what we put into
the bill.

There is also funding to shore up
Puerto Rico’s Medicaid Program, and
$2 billion to help States like California,
West Virginia, Louisiana, and North
Carolina recover from recent natural
disasters.

The bill also includes a significant
increase in NIH funding, which deals
with cancer research and the Cancer
Moonshot that both President Obama
and Vice President Biden pushed for
and continues onward, and a restora-
tion of year-round Pell grants that will
benefit about 1 million students. Col-
lege is often the ladder up for a lot of
students, and this will help them stay
on that ladder.

And the bill includes significantly in-
creased funding for infrastructure, as
well as funding to combat the scourge
of opioid abuse which affects all parts
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