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much for the light-touch approach that
helped the early internet grow.

Last year, under the leadership of
Chairman Ajit Pai, the FCC sought to
rectify this mistake and restore the
rules that helped the internet flourish
while still protecting consumers from
abuses. The resolution Democrats are
putting forward today would undo that
progress. It would reimpose heavy-
handed Depression-era rules on the
most vibrant, fast-growing sectors of
our economy. It is wrong on the mer-
its. It is also the wrong way to go
about this process.

The CRA is useful when it lets elect-
ed representatives rein in regulatory
overreach by unelected bureaucrats,
but this resolution doesn’t seek to rein
in overregulation. It seeks to reimpose
it. What is worse, by using the CRA
mechanism, the Democrats seek to
make the 2015 rules permanent going
forward. The CRA would handicap this
FCC or future FCC’s ability to revise
the rules even if provisions were widely
seen as necessary.

There is a better way to proceed. It is
called bipartisan legislation. Senator
THUNE has reached out to the Demo-
crats on the committee to draft inter-
net ‘“‘rules of the road” for the 21st cen-
tury—a set of rules that would safe-
guard consumers but still prevent regu-
lators from stifling innovation at every
turn. Already, multiple Democratic
colleagues have drawn the same con-
clusions with regards to preemptive
overcorrection by the FCC. The senior
Senator from Florida and the junior
Senator from Hawaii, for example,
have both expressed a desire to collabo-
rate on bipartisan legislation.

But Democrats have already made
clear that the resolution today is about
the elections in November. They know
they will not ultimately be successful,
but they want to campaign on their de-
sire to add new regulations to the
internet. This resolution takes us in
the wrong direction, and we should re-
ject it.

TAX REFORM

Mr. President, on one final matter,
later today I will be meeting with
members of an industry with deep
roots in my home State of Kentucky—
our bourbon and spirits distillers.

Judging by recent headlines, we will
have plenty of good news to discuss.
After 8 years of Democrats’ policies en-
riching big cities but leaving small
businesses behind, Republican policies
are helping workers and job creators to
thrive all across our country. From
Louisville to Kansas City to Portland,
our growing craft distilling industry is
a perfect example. They are enjoying a
pro-growth provision in the historic
tax reform Republicans passed last
year, which lowered excise taxes on
beer, wine, and spirits and modernized
the regulatory policy affecting each.

Interestingly enough, the Craft Bev-
erage Modernization and Tax Reform
Act even began as a bipartisan effort
with 56 cosponsors here in the Senate,
led by Senators BLUNT, WYDEN, and
PORTMAN.
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Of course, not a single Democrat
showed up when it was time to vote on
tax reform. But Republicans accom-
plished it anyway, and now the New
York Times can publish stories about
how the measure is making a big dif-
ference for small craft distillers.

As one such report puts it, distilling
is a burgeoning source of jobs, tax rev-
enue, and tourism dollars in every
State. For example, the Kentucky Dis-
tillers’ Association reported that just
last year the bourbon industry ac-
counted for 17,500 jobs and over 1 mil-
lion visitors to my home State. That is
a big shift from the so-called Obama
recovery, when almost all the limited
jobs and investment poured into the
biggest cities. But it is a new day.

Now, FEW Spirits, in Illinois, has
hired more workers and is replacing its
overseas glassmaker with an American
one. J. Rieger & Co., in Missouri, has
found extra room in the budget to ex-
pand its sales team and begin selling
its products further across the country.

In the Democratic leader’s own back-
yard of Brooklyn, the New York Dis-
tilling Company recently cut the
wholesale case price on its signature
gin by more than 50 percent. According
to one of its cofounders, Allen Katz,
“‘the reaction from our industry peers
has been jaw-dropping.” In Kentucky,
which is home to more than 50 distill-
eries, there are plenty of examples to
choose from. Thanks to the lowered ex-
cise tax, Casey Jones Distillery, a
small operation in Hopkinsville, is
growing its team, increasing produc-
tion and planning to enhance its event
space. Copper & Kings, in Louisville,
has been able to hire more workers and
is preparing to expand its warehouse
and add a new bar for guests. The Cop-
per & Kings team recently shared with
me that tax reform is ‘‘one of the most
important initiatives [the Senate]
could pursue to help create jobs for
small businesses in Kentucky.”

My Democratic colleagues failed to
block tax reform last year, and now
they want to just keep arguing about
it. They even propose to repeal it and
roll back Americans’ tax cuts, but en-
trepreneurs across the country are lov-
ing our new 21st century Tax Code.
They are using it to expand operations
and to create jobs.

It is hard to argue with results—not
that it has stopped our Democratic
friends from trying, and I am sure they
will continue to try. But Republicans
will stay focused on taking steps like
these and raising a glass to America’s
small businesses.

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

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

NET NEUTRALITY

Mr. MARKEY. Mr. President, today

is a monumental day. Today is the day
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the U.S. Senate votes on the future of
the internet, the most powerful plat-
form for commerce and communica-
tions in the history of the planet.
Today, we show the American people
who sides with them and who sides
with the powerful special interests and
corporate donors who are thriving
under this administration.

Today, we vote on my Congressional
Review Act resolution to save net neu-
trality. Net neutrality may sound com-
plicated, but it is actually very simple.
After you pay your monthly internet
bill, you should be able to access all
content on the web at the same speed—
no slowing down certain websites, no
blocking websites, and no charging you
more to exercise your 2lst century
right to access the internet. It is as
simple as that.

If that sounds like common sense,
you are not alone. In fact, according to
a recent poll, 86 percent of Americans
support net neutrality. This isn’t a par-
tisan issue; 82 percent of Republicans
support net neutrality.

Every day, we are told that this
country is more divided than ever, that
our differences outnumber our similar-
ities. Well, the American people agree
on net neutrality. They agree that the
internet is for everyone. They agree
that we cannot afford to blindly trust a
few internet service providers—AT&T,
Comcast, Verizon, Charter—to put con-
sumers first. Yet, once again, the
Trump administration has neglected
the will of everyday Americans and
given a gift to the rich and the power-
ful.

In December, the Trump Federal
Communications Commission elimi-
nated the very rules that prevent your
internet service provider from indis-
criminately charging more for internet
fast lanes, slowing down websites,
blocking websites, and making it hard-
er and maybe even impossible for en-
trepreneurs, job creators, and small
businesses—the lifeblood of the Amer-
ican economy—to connect to the inter-
net.

The Trump Federal Communications
Commission picked clear winners and
losers when it repealed net neutrality.
When the Federal Communications
Commission decision takes effect on
June 11, Big Telecom will have new
tools to inflate profits, but Americans
and small businesses that use the
internet to do their jobs, communicate
with each other, and participate in
civic life will be left defenseless.

Don’t be fooled by the army of lobby-
ists marching the Halls of Congress on
behalf of the big internet service pro-
viders. They say that we don’t need
these rules because the internet service
providers will self-regulate. Blocking,
throttling, paid prioritization—these
harms are alarmist and hypothetical,
they say. Well, that simply is not the
case. These practices are very real, and
in a world without net neutrality, they
may become the new normal. But don’t
just take my word for it. Let’s look at
the facts.
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In 2007, an Associated Press inves-
tigation found that Comcast was block-
ing or severely slowing down
BitTorrent, a website that allowed con-
sumers to share video, music, and video
game files. From 2007 to 2009, AT&T
forced Apple to block Skype and other
competing services from using AT&T’s
wireless network to encourage users to
purchase more voice minutes. In 2011,
Verizon blocked Google Wallet to pro-
tect a competing service it had a finan-
cial stake in developing and pro-
moting.

There is no shortage of evidence that
we need clear and enforceable rules of
the road so that these discriminatory
practices do not become commonplace
schemes that consumers and small
businesses must suffer through without
any options for recourse.

This isn’t the first time Congress has
had to step in to protect the integrity
of the marketplace. In the 1800s, we
didn’t have the information super-
highway. We had railroads. American
farmers used trains to deliver their
products to consumers, and powerful
railroad trusts started charging certain
farmers higher rates to move their
goods. Congress stepped in and passed
the Sherman Antitrust Act to put a
stop to this price discrimination.

Today, we have left the steam engine
era, and we have moved into the search
engine era. Internet service providers
are the 21st century trusts controlling
the channels of commerce. And in 2018,
many American job creators aren’t
moving alfalfa seeds; they are moving
kernels of ideas for the next big app,
the next new startup.

Net neutrality is about continuing
the American tradition of promoting
competition and providing the level
economic playing field we need to con-
tinue to prosper in this rapidly chang-
ing global economy. But net neutrality
isn’t just an economic issue; it is also
central to the health of our democracy.

Over the past several months and
years, Americans all over the country
from all walks of life have mobilized
and marched, fighting for progress and
change—Black Lives Matter, the Wom-
en’s March, the ‘“‘me too.” movement,
high school students demanding gun
control, teachers calling for fair pay.
Today citizens of all walks of life are
carrying the torch of American activ-
ism, and they are doing it online.

In 2018, this is how the American peo-
ple are organizing. This is how the
American people are doing the indis-
pensable work of an active citizenry.
This is how the American people are
speaking truth to power.

Asking individuals to pay extra to
speak out for what they believe in, al-
lowing companies to stifle or even
block access to certain ideas—that
isn’t who we are as a country. It isn’t
consistent with the values of non-
discrimination. Net neutrality is the
free speech issue of our time, and the
well-being of our precious democracy
depends on the public having equal, un-
fettered access to the internet.
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Today, the U.S. Senate will show its
true colors. It will either heed the calls
of thousands of small businesses that
have written in support of this Con-
gressional Review Act resolution and
the millions of Americans who have
sent letters, posted tweets, and made
calls defending net neutrality or the
Senate will give another present to the
rich and the powerful.

The Senate will either follow the ex-
ample of Governors, State legislators,
and attorneys general all over the
country who are fighting to save the
internet as we know it or it will let
President Trump, once again, break his
campaign promise of putting average
Americans ahead of swampy special in-
terests. It will either stand up for the
principles that have allowed the U.S.
internet economy to become the envy
of the world or it will make another
unforced error that threatens our long-
term competitiveness.

I urge my colleagues to make the de-
cision our constituents—with one
voice—overwhelmingly are asking us
to make. I urge my colleagues to vote
yves on this Congressional Review Act
resolution to restore net neutrality, to
restore the principle of nondiscrimina-
tion, to restore the protections for
small startups, for individuals in our
country so that they cannot be dis-
criminated against online.

This is net neutrality day here on the
floor of the U.S. Senate. Today is the
day of reckoning, when the Trump Fed-
eral Communications Commission is
going to have their act judged by the
U.S. Senate. My hope is that before the
end of this day, the Senate will vote to
overturn the Trump FCC and restore
net neutrality, restore the principle of
nondiscrimination, restore the prin-
ciple of equality, restore the principle
that small software and internet
startups are given the same protec-
tions that the biggest companies in our
country are provided.

Today is the day. Net neutrality is
the vote that will determine whether
we are going to give those protections
to every American.

I yield the floor.

I suggest the absence of a quorum.

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr.
TILLIS). The clerk will call the roll.

The senior assistant 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 Democratic Leader is recognized.

NATIONAL POLICE WEEK

Mr. SCHUMER. Mr. President, this
week is National Police Week. It is a
time to honor the brave men and
women who put their lives on the line
every day to keep our streets safe.

Every morning, police officers all
across the country wake up, put on
their uniform praying for the kind of
day the rest of us typically enjoy: a
routine one. Praise God, most days
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that is the case, but sometimes our po-
lice officers are asked to put their own
lives at risk in defense of others. Back
in my hometown, New York, we are
protected by the finest law enforce-
ment organization in the world—the
NYPD. Just 2 weeks ago, two rookie
New York police officers, Flavio
Chauca and Jason Truglio, rushed into
a burning apartment building and up
nine flights of smoke-filled stairs to
pull several people to safety. It was an
extraordinary act of heroism—and just
another day in the line of duty for the
over 35,000 men and women of the New
York Police Department.

All of us in Congress are indebted to
the U.S. Capitol Police who spend long
hours protecting us every day. We saw
their bravery in action last year when
a gunman attacked a congressional
baseball practice. If it weren’t for the
grit and valor of Officers David Bailey
and Crystal Griner, things would have
gotten much worse.

We should all take a moment to
thank the hard-working law enforce-
ment officers at the FBI. Over the last
year, our Nation’s top law enforcement
officers have been unfairly maligned by
this President. It is unheard of, par-
ticularly on the Republican side, to be
so anti-law enforcement, and it ma-
ligns the brave men and women who
work under them too. Our FBI agents
are patriots, just like the men and
women out on the beat.

So, today, I salute the men and
women in blue, particularly my friends
at the NYPD and our fine Capitol Po-
lice, as we commemorate the lives of
their colleagues lost in the line of
duty.

NORTH KOREA

Mr. President, last night, we received
reports that Kim Jong Un is threat-
ening to pull out of a planned meeting
with President Trump as a result of the
routine and scheduled joint military
exercise by American and South Ko-
rean forces.

After weeks of halting progress, it is
a reminder that the North Korean re-
gime has not suddenly moderated. Re-
member, all that has happened so far
is, North Korea has announced it is
closing a nuclear test site that was
defunct anyway and returned American
citizens they never should have de-
tained. We are all thankful those three
Americans have returned home, but it
was not some major give by Kim Jong
Un. Americans should never be impris-
oned unlawfully by a foreign power and
treated as diplomatic bargaining chips,
and we, as a country, should not be giv-
ing huge kudos to a leader who does
just that.

President Trump, on the other hand,
made a significant concession when he
agreed to meet with Kim Jong Un. We
are rooting for the President’s gamble,
with this mischievous and dangerous
regime, to work. Now that push is com-
ing to shove, Kim Jong Un is baiting
the President into making more con-
cessions to ensure a meeting that was
a concession to them in the first place.



		Superintendent of Documents
	2025-10-09T21:45:03-0400
	Government Publishing Office, Washington, DC 20401
	U.S. Government Publishing Office
	Government Publishing Office attests that this document has not been altered since it was disseminated by Government Publishing Office




