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wealthiest people even more. That is
not a fair tax plan. It is not a fair tax
reform.

The Trump tax plan sadly rewards
the biggest corporations and the
wealthiest individuals at the cost of
cutting education, endangering Medi-
care, and unfortunately increasing the
deficit, to be paid for by our children.
The tax break for the wealthiest people
in the Trump tax plan doesn’t go to the
rich. It doesn’t even go to the very
rich. It goes to the superrich—the
superrich. Who am I talking about?
The one-tenth of 1 percent. The highest
incomes in America—way beyond the
rich. It is not a person who drives a big
limousine; it is a person who is never
going to drive the rest of their lives
and owns a big yacht. Those folks—the
one-tenth of 1 percent—get 40 percent
of all the tax breaks in the Trump tax
plan. That may be good news for the
President and his colleagues and
friends and even his family; it is not
good news for working Americans. To
think that we would cut education, en-
danger Medicare, and increase the def-
icit to give that level of income, the
wealthiest people in our country, such
a tax break is hard to imagine.

Sadly, one of the provisions in the
Trump tax plan creates an incentive
for companies to move jobs overseas,
because they will have a lower tax rate
if they do. Think about that. A Presi-
dent who has told us over and over
again that we want to ‘“‘make America
great again’ creates a tax program to
incentivize businesses to locate over-
seas and make their profits overseas.
That makes no sense whatsoever, but
that is the Trump tax plan. I am glad
Senator SCHUMER brought that up.

DACA

Mr. President, let me address the
issue of the Dreamers. It is one that I
have spoken to many times before, and
I would like to address it at this point.

On September 5, about 7 weeks ago
today, Attorney General Jeff Sessions
announced the Trump administration’s
repeal of the Deferred Action for Child-
hood Arrivals Program, better known
as DACA.

DACA provided temporary legal sta-
tus to immigrant students if they reg-
istered with the government, paid a
fee, went through a criminal back-
ground check and a national security
check, and did that on a renewable
basis every 2 years.

The young people protected by that
Executive order are known as Dream-
ers. They came to the United States as
children, brought here by their par-
ents. They grew up in our schools, sing-
ing our ‘‘Star-Spangled Banner,” pledg-
ing allegiance to the only flag they
have ever known. Seven years ago, I
asked President Obama, in a letter
that I sent with then-Republican-Sen-
ator Dick Lugar, to create a program
to protect these young people and give
them a chance to earn their way into
legal status. The President responded
to our request, and almost 800,000 have
signed up.
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Now, with President Trump’s an-
nouncement that he is going to elimi-
nate this program, the clock is ticking.
By March 5, 2018, every workday for the
following 2 years, approximately 1,400
of these Dreamers protected by DACA
will lose their work permits and will be
subject to deportation. Mr. President,
1,400 a day who signed up for this pro-
gram, as of March 5 next year, will
hear the clock ticking. Teachers will
be forced to leave their students,
nurses to leave their patients, first re-
sponders to leave their posts, and sol-
diers who are willing to fight for their
country will be forced to leave the
Army if this happens. It is an outcome
that none of us want to see, I hope.

It isn’t just a looming humanitarian
crisis; it is economic too. The non-
partisan Institute on Taxation and
Economic Policy says that DACA-eligi-
ble individuals contribute about $2 bil-
lion a year to our economy. They are
working. They are going to school.
These are productive people who
against the odds have succeeded in life
and want to do more.

The Cato Institute—mno liberal think
tank—estimates that ending DACA and
deporting DACA recipients would cost
$60 billion and result in a $280 billion
reduction in economic growth over the
next 10 years.

Poll after poll shows overwhelming
bipartisan support for the Dreamers.
Even FOX News—no liberal media out-
let—recently found that 79 percent of
Americans support a path to citizen-
ship for Dreamers—T79 percent. What
percentage of Republicans support it?
According to the FOX poll, 63 percent
of Donald Trump voters believe that
Dreamers should be given a chance at
citizenship.

The answer is clear: We need to pass
the DREAM Act, and we need to do it
before we leave Washington in the next
few weeks. It was 16 years ago that I
first introduced it. We have had our
ups and downs. We have passed it at
some time on the floor of the Senate
and then again in the House of Rep-
resentatives but never quite at the
same moment so that it became the
law of the land.

Over the years, I have told over 100
stories about the Dreamers. This is an-
other one I want to share with you.
This is a story about William Medeiros.
William was 6 years old when his fam-
ily moved to the United States from
Brazil. He grew up in Boston and then
moved to Florida. In high school, he
was an honor student. He graduated
with a 3.8 GPA. He was an athlete,
playing high school soccer and football.
He is now a student at the University
of Central Florida. He has a 3.5 GPA.
He will graduate in the spring of 2019
with a bachelor’s degree in criminal
justice.

He is working full time to support
himself. Because he is a DACA recipi-
ent, he isn’t eligible for any Federal fi-
nancial assistance to go to college. He
has to work his way through school,
and he is doing it. His dream is that he
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wants to be part of America’s military.
Then, after serving his country, he
wants to be an officer with his local po-
lice department. Thanks to DACA, he
is on his way.

Last year, he enlisted in the Army
through the MAVNI Program. In this
photo, he is shown with his recruiter
from his enlistment ceremony. The
MAVNI Program allows immigrants
like him, who are vital to the national
interest, to enlist in the Armed Forces.
More than 800 DACA recipients with
these critical skills have had their
dream come true. They have volun-
teered to serve America in our mili-
tary.

Some Trump administration officials
have claimed that DACA recipients are
taking jobs away from Americans. But
William and hundreds more like him
have vital skills that our military des-
perately needs, and they want him to
serve our country. William, along with
many Dreamers, is now waiting to ship
to basic training. He continues his un-
dergraduate studies and is working full
time while waiting for his first chance
to serve.

He wrote me a letter, and here is
what he said: “My desire to serve this
nation and help people, to pay back my
dues for everything I have received
from this great country, and to lead by
example by showing my fellow DACA
members that anything is possible with
hard work, perseverance, and dedica-
tion.”

Is there any doubt in anyone’s mind
that this young man, William, des-
perate to serve our country and to be a
law enforcement officer, will be an
asset to the United States, a source of
pride for all of us? Of course not. If
DACA goes away and is not replaced, if
this young man loses that opportunity,
America will lose an important part of
its future.

I was at the Phoenix Military Acad-
emy, one of six military academies
within the Chicago public schools, just
last week. I am proud to say that our
Chicago public school system hosts the
largest ROTC Program in America,
with 10,000 cadets from school to
school. It turns out that many of them
are DACA Dreamers. They want to
serve our country just like William. I
was joined by COL Daniel Baggio, who
runs the Junior ROTC Program. His
grandfather was an immigrant who
served in the U.S. Army during World
War I. Colonel Baggio certainly under-
stands the important role immigrants
play in our Armed Forces.

William Medeiros and other Dream-
ers have so much to give America, but
without the Dream Act, William and
hundreds of other immigrants with
skills that are vital to the national in-
terest will literally be kicked out of
the Army. Thousands of Junior ROTC
cadets in Chicago will never realize
their dream of volunteering to enlist in
America’s military. They want to
serve. They are willing to risk their
lives for our country. How can we let
them down?
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When we introduced the Dream Act,
Senator LINDSEY GRAHAM, Republican
of South Carolina, said: ‘“The moment
of reckoning is coming.” It is coming
in a manner of days and weeks. I im-
plore my colleagues and both sides of
the aisle: Don’t let that young man
down. Don’t let down the hundreds of
thousands who just want a chance to
prove themselves and earn their way
into legal status. We can do this.

Many people are skeptical as to
whether Congress can get anything
done on a bipartisan basis. I am not
skeptical. I believe it can. I believe
that we can work together. I have sat
down with a lot of conservative Repub-
lican Senators in my office—Senators I
never dreamed I would be sitting with,
discussing this issue, and now we want
to make sure we get this job done.

I yield the floor.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Louisiana.

PROVIDING FOR A CORRECTION IN THE
ENROLLMENT OF H.R. 2266

Mr. KENNEDY. Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent that, as in legisla-
tive session, the Senate proceed to the
immediate consideration of H. Con.
Res. 85, which was received from the
House.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
clerk will report the concurrent resolu-
tion by title.

The bill clerk read as follows:

A concurrent resolution (H. Con. Res. 85)
providing for a correction in the enrollment
of H.R. 2266.

There being no objection, the Senate
proceeded to consider the concurrent
resolution.

Mr. KENNEDY. Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent that the concur-
rent resolution be agreed to and the
motion to reconsider be considered
made and laid upon the table with no
intervening action or debate.

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

The concurrent resolution (H. Con.
Res. 85) was agreed to.

——————

EXECUTIVE CALENDAR—Continued

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Louisiana.

TAX REFORM

Mr. KENNEDY. Mr. President, as the
Senate irons out the details of our
comprehensive tax reform plan to get
the American economy back on track,
I want to draw attention today to what
I believe is one of the greatest obsta-
cles in our path as we pursue 3-percent
annual growth. That obstacle I am re-
ferring to is our aging national infra-
structure: our roads, our bridges, our
airports, our water systems, our sew-
age systems, and our waterways that
desperately need dredging, especially
in my State.

If our tax plan is going to be pro-
growth, then we need to take advan-
tage of this once-in-a-generation
chance to use Federal revenues to in-
vest meaningfully in our economy.
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Allow me to explain what I mean by
that. Federal investment in our roads,
our bridges, our railways, and our wa-
terways would be a shot in the arm for
the American economy. It would pay
dividends for decades. Companies need
good roads and bridges and shipping
channels to transport their products
and to ensure that they aren’t sitting
in traffic for hours—sometimes it
seems like days—which eats away at
profits and raises costs for our people.
But for too long, Washington’s spend-
ing priorities have been to grow the
Federal bureaucracy instead of growing
our capacity for economic expansion
and development through infrastruc-
ture upgrades. We know the result. Our
Department of Transportation now es-
timates that we have a backlog of con-
struction and repairs that would cost
$926 billion to clear. It would cost near-
ly a trillion dollars, and that is just
the backlog.

I have a simple solution that I would
respectfully suggest to get us back on
track. According to the Congressional
Research Service, $2.6 trillion in cor-
porate profits made by American com-
panies are parked overseas, and some
outside estimates say $4 or $5 trillion.
This money is overseas, and it will not
be brought back to America as long as
our antiquated corporate tax system is
going to charge those American compa-
nies 35 percent in tax just to bring
them back.

Congress is already discussing repa-
triation as a part of the move to a ter-
ritorial tax system, which would use a
competitive tax rate to encourage com-
panies to bring their dollars back to
the United States and keep them here
and invest them here in American
products and American businesses and
American employees.

When tax reform passes—and it will—
and we get a one-time surge in tax rev-
enue as a result of this $3 to $5 trillion
being brought back to the TUnited
States, we are going to get only one
chance to spend that money wisely. In-
stead of blowing those repatriated dol-
lars on an already bloated Federal bu-
reaucracy, we ought to invest that
money solely and exclusively in des-
perately mneeded infrastructure up-
grades. Even a one-time target invest-
ment in clearing the industrial backlog
will create jobs and stimulate the
economy for decades.

Let’s face it, too many of American
roads today are axle-breaking insults
to the 21st century. They are holding
our economy back.

Let me be clear. We are talking
about hundreds of billions of dollars
flowing into infrastructure if we just
make good use of those repatriated dol-
lars. For example, just in my State of
Louisiana, this could mean building a
new bridge through Lake Charles. It
could mean widening the interstate in
Baton Rouge. It could mean closing the
gaps in I-49 between Lafayette and
Shreveport and New Orleans. We have
neglected our highways and bridges for
far too long, and this is our chance to
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use tax reform to catch up, to boost
our international competitiveness, to
lower costs for consumers, and to put
our economy back on track to 3 per-
cent-plus growth, which the American
people expect and deserve.

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

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

CLOTURE MOTION

Pursuant to rule XXII, the Chair lays
before the Senate the pending cloture
motion, which the clerk will state.

The bill clerk read as follows:

CLOTURE MOTION

We, the undersigned Senators, in accord-
ance with the provisions of rule XXII of the
Standing Rules of the Senate, do hereby
move to bring to a close debate on the nomi-
nation of Scott L. Palk, of Oklahoma, to be
United States District Judge for the Western
District of Oklahoma.

Mitch McConnell, Orrin G. Hatch, John
Cornyn, Chuck Grassley, Thom Tillis,
Pat Roberts, John Barrasso, Johnny
Isakson, Roger F. Wicker, John Thune,
Marco Rubio, James Lankford, Richard
Burr, Steve Daines, Mike Crapo, John
Boozman, James M. Inhofe.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. By unan-
imous consent, the mandatory quorum
call has been waived.

The question is, Is it the sense of the
Senate that debate on the nomination
of Scott L. Palk, of Oklahoma, to be
United States District Judge for the
Western District of Oklahoma, shall be
brought to a close?

The yeas and nays are mandatory
under the rule.

The clerk will call the roll.

The bill clerk called the roll.

Mr. DURBIN. I announce that the
Senator from New Mexico (Mr. HEIN-
RICH), the Senator from Vermont (Mr.
LEAHY), and the Senator from New Jer-
sey (Mr. MENENDEZ) are necessarily ab-
sent.

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. SUL-
LIVAN). Are there any other Senators in
the Chamber desiring to vote?

The yeas and nays resulted—yeas 79,
nays 18, as follows:

[Rollcall Vote No. 250 Ex.]

YEAS—T9
Alexander Crapo Johnson
Baldwin Cruz Kaine
Barrasso Daines Kennedy
Bennet Donnelly King
Blunt Durbin Klobuchar
Boozman Enzi Lankford
Brown Ernst Lee
Burr Fischer Manchin
Cantwell Flake McCain
Capito Franken McCaskill
Cardin Gardner McConnell
Carper Graham Moran
Casey Grassley Murkowski
Cassidy Hassan Murray
Cochran Hatch Nelson
Collins Heitkamp Paul
Coons Heller Perdue
Corker Hoeven Peters
Cornyn Inhofe Portman
Cotton Isakson Reed
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