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Mr. WYDEN. Mr. President, I ask 

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the quorum call be rescinded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. KEN-
NEDY). Without objection, it is so or-
dered. 

f 

CONCLUSION OF MORNING 
BUSINESS 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Morning 
business is closed. 

f 

EXECUTIVE SESSION 

EXECUTIVE CALENDAR 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under 

the previous order, the Senate will pro-
ceed to executive session and resume 
consideration of the following nomina-
tion, which the clerk will report. 

The legislative clerk read the nomi-
nation of Britt Cagle Grant, of Georgia, 
to be United States Circuit Judge for 
the Eleventh Circuit. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Oregon. 

PRESIDENTIAL TAX TRANSPARENCY 
LEGISLATION 

Mr. WYDEN. Mr. President, the Sen-
ate is approaching the end of the de-
bate on a significant piece of spending 
legislation that includes funding for 
the Internal Revenue Service. That is 
why I have come to the floor this 
morning to discuss one of my amend-
ments to this legislation, which is 
based on a bill that I have authored, 
entitled the Presidential Tax Trans-
parency Act. 

It is long past time for the Presi-
dent’s tax returns to be released to the 
American people. This President has, 
in effect, thrown in the trash can a bi-
partisan, 40-year, pro-transparency tra-
dition in his having refused to release 
his tax returns in the course of the 2016 
election. This had been a tradition ac-
cepted by all liberals and conservatives 
across the political spectrum that had 
dated back to the post-Watergate era. 
The President has ended it for reasons 
as flimsy as you can get—a made-up 
story about the President’s claim that 
you can’t release your returns in the 
course of an audit. 

Yet now it is not just a matter of the 
President’s destroying a four-decades’, 
good-government campaign tradition. 
Week after week, month after month, 
there are more questions that swirl 
about with respect to financial ties 
that might skew the President’s deci-
sion-making about new foreign deals 
The Trump Organization continues to 
strike that violate the promises the 
President made to the American peo-
ple—about foreign cash coming into his 
properties here in the United States; 
about the astronomical amount of cash 
taxpayers spend to fund the President’s 
many visits to Trump-branded prop-
erties, essentially forcing the Amer-
ican people to finance Trump resort ad 
campaigns. 

The episode that left more jaws on 
the floor than perhaps any other came 

a few weeks ago. That is when the 
President traveled through Europe for 
what should have been routine meet-
ings with our longstanding allies. In-
stead, the President attacked our clos-
est allies and put on a performance, 
while standing next to Vladimir Putin, 
that few will soon forget. With a hos-
tile dictator at his side, the President 
said that the United States was ‘‘fool-
ish,’’ and he threw our intelligence offi-
cials under the bus and refused once 
again to accept the conclusion that 
Russia interfered with our 2016 elec-
tion. The cleanup he tried to do a few 
days later, in my view, was laughable 
at best. 

Following that meeting in Helsinki, 
people across the Nation were left to 
wonder: Does Vladimir Putin have 
something on the President? Does the 
President simply prefer dictators and 
strongmen to democratically elected 
leaders, or does Putin have information 
or financial influence that he is ex-
ploiting? 

There was also the mystery of why 
this administration, which seems to 
stumble from decision to decision, 
sprang into action to save ZTE—a com-
pany that is a Chinese serial sanctions 
violator and a tech company that the 
experts will tell you is a threat to our 
national security. In an open hearing 
of the Intelligence Committee and in 
response to my question, Mr. 
Evanina—the new point person for the 
whole question of counterintelligence 
and counterterror—said that he still 
regarded ZTE as an espionage threat. 

For all of the President’s tough talk 
about enforcing sanctions on countries 
that pose a threat to Americans, let-
ting ZTE off the hook after it violated 
sanctions against Iran and North Korea 
is just baffling. It certainly shows signs 
of weakness. The timing also raised 
eyebrows, as the ZTE deal came right 
after the Trump family secured valu-
able trademarks, and a Trump project 
in Indonesia got a $500 million loan 
from a Chinese state-owned company. 

These looming questions are yet an-
other reason the American people 
should not be asked to wait any longer 
for a chance to see what every other 
President has offered in the last four 
decades—his tax returns. The Amer-
ican people deserve to see those returns 
and see if some of the ‘‘almost impos-
sible to explain’’ Presidential judg-
ments over the last few weeks have 
been due to what may be in those re-
turns. 

So let’s be clear. The financial ties 
between the President, The Trump Or-
ganization, and Russia could be well 
hidden deep within the Trump web of 
business entities. Releasing the tax re-
turns, at least, is a start with respect 
to accountability and transparency in 
the long-held tradition Presidents have 
followed. 

Unfortunately, for the interests of 
the American people, debate on the 
legislation before us has now been cut 
off. That means that my amendment, 
which would call for the disclosure of 

these tax returns and transparency and 
accountability, just as we have seen 
decade after decade, will not get a vote, 
but I intend to keep calling up this leg-
islation for a full debate. I simply be-
lieve this issue is too important to ig-
nore. 

There is a reason we have had this 
tradition for four decades. This is the 
lowest ethical bar for a President. It is 
not a high one. It is the lowest ethical 
bar, and it is not being followed. Mem-
bers on both sides ought to be inter-
ested in protecting good-government, 
pro-transparency traditions that 
stretch back decades. 

What a lot of people have wondered 
is, why is legislation necessary here? I 
had held off for months in 2016 even 
talking about requiring this by legisla-
tion. I had just hoped that then-Can-
didate Trump would have done volun-
tarily what everybody else had done for 
four decades. When it was clear he 
wouldn’t, I had said I didn’t know of 
any other path to get the transparency 
and accountability the American peo-
ple deserve other than through legisla-
tion like this. 

Nobody in Congress ought to be in 
favor of keeping the American people 
in the dark about what is motivating 
the President’s decision, and certainly 
all of us ought to be concerned about 
protecting against corruption. Helping 
Russia undermine NATO and letting 
sanctions violators—repeat sanctions 
violators—off the hook puts American 
interests in danger. 

The public has a right to know the 
truth of what is behind those decisions. 
Certainly, a part of being able to make 
those judgments is having the chance— 
the opportunity—as we have seen for 
four decades, to see the President’s tax 
returns. 

I yield the floor. 
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. CORNYN. Mr. President, I ask 

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

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. 
CRUZ). Without objection, it is so or-
dered. 

NEW HOPE ACT 
Mr. CORNYN. Mr. President, last 

week the House passed an important 
piece of legislation, the reauthoriza-
tion of the Perkins Act. It was sent to 
the President’s desk for his signature 
and, once that happens today, it will 
become the law of the land. 

I want to take just a moment to talk 
about part of it because it has huge im-
plications for my State and the United 
States. It is called the New HOPE Act, 
and it builds on other steps we have 
taken recently to strengthen our Na-
tion’s economy. Specifically, it deals 
with this phenomenon of occupational 
licensing. 

State licensing mandates require 
men and women to pay fees, complete 
training programs, and pass exams be-
fore they can enter certain jobs and 
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professions, but many of these licens-
ing requirements are simply protec-
tionism. They do nothing to protect 
consumers or ensure the public safety. 
They simply protect the incumbents’ 
interests and erect large barriers to 
entry. They make it more difficult for 
new folks to learn and practice new 
trades and preserve exclusive access to 
those who have the means and the time 
necessary to jump through all the pro-
cedural and financial hoops. 

Existing licensing rules perpetuate 
the status quo and stifle new talent. 
Oftentimes, they are totally unneces-
sary, as you may have gathered from 
my comments, and certainly burden-
some. When that happens, they need to 
be eliminated. 

Last year in Austin, I had a chance 
to meet with people in the cosme-
tology, heating and ventilation, and 
other industries, and we talked about 
how licensing requirements impact 
their industries, as well as job cre-
ation, upward mobility, and public 
safety. 

Around that same time, the Institute 
for Justice ranked Texas licensure re-
quirements as the 17th most burden-
some in the country. That is not a sta-
tistic I am proud of. So, naturally, we 
spoke about ways we can reduce the 
burden on job seekers. 

That is where the bill I sponsored 
comes in, the New HOPE Act, which is 
part of this Perkins reauthorization 
bill. It provides additional authority to 
State Governors receiving funds for ca-
reer and technical education. It gives 
them discretion to consolidate or 
eliminate licenses or certifications 
that provide limited consumer protec-
tion or pose an unnecessary and some-
times insurmountable barrier to entry 
for aspiring men and women seeking to 
enter certain professions. If you want 
to be a hairdresser or an eyebrow 
threader or a roofer or a mortician, we 
should support you 100 percent. We 
shouldn’t condone the erection of bar-
riers to your entering this profession 
once you have satisfied the necessary 
and important qualifications and train-
ing. There are certain training steps 
that are a good idea, and I am not sug-
gesting otherwise, but you shouldn’t 
have to wait for years and waste thou-
sands of dollars in order to get there. 
That is what this bill is all about. 

I am grateful to my Democratic co-
sponsor, the junior Senator from 
Michigan, as well as the bill’s cham-
pions over in the House, Representa-
tive WALBERG and Representative 
CUELLAR. We couldn’t have gotten this 
done without them. I look forward to 
the President’s signature. I know that 
once it becomes law, it will work to 
further enhance the positive economic 
climate that we have seen under this 
administration, with the jaw-dropping 
announcement of last Friday that the 
economy is burning so hot that the 
gross domestic product has gone up by 
4.1 percent in the last quarter alone. 

There are many steps to turning this 
economy around. One of the biggest, of 

course, was the Tax Cuts and Jobs Act, 
which we passed last year and which 
has had transformative effects. So I am 
optimistic that legislation like the Tax 
Cuts and Jobs Act will continue to 
allow getting out of the way of the peo-
ple who are creating opportunity and 
growing the economy and wages and 
take-home pay. 

I yield the floor. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-

ator from South Dakota. 
NOMINATION OF BRETT KAVANAUGH 

Mr. THUNE. Mr. President, the con-
firmation process for Judge Kavanaugh 
continues and, predictably, so does the 
Democrat hysteria. It is the same old 
playbook: Any Supreme Court nominee 
from a Republican President is guaran-
teed to destroy the Constitution, abol-
ish our rights, and endanger the lives 
of the American people. I am not exag-
gerating for effect. Those are actual 
accusations from Democrats and lib-
eral interest groups. 

In the lead-up to Justice Gorsuch’s 
confirmation, the head of one liberal 
organization stated that there was 
‘‘substantial evidence’’ that if 
Gorsuch’s ‘‘egregious views were to be-
come law, Americans’ lives . . . would 
be put at risk in untold ways.’’ A year 
into Justice Gorsuch’s tenure on the 
Supreme Court, Americans seem to be 
doing OK. 

But that didn’t stop the former 
Democratic Governor of Virginia from 
tweeting that ‘‘the nomination of 
Judge Brett Kavanaugh will threaten 
the lives of millions of Americans for 
decades to come.’’ 

Then, of course, there is that other 
favorite Democrat accusation—that 
the Constitution will be put in jeop-
ardy if we confirm a Republican Presi-
dent’s Supreme Court nominee. In the 
lead-up to Judge Kavanaugh’s nomina-
tion, the junior Senator from Cali-
fornia said: ‘‘We’re looking at a de-
struction of the Constitution of the 
United States.’’ 

I have to say that I find this accusa-
tion particularly hilarious because if 
there is one thing that we can count on 
Judge Kavanaugh to do, it is to defend 
the Constitution. In fact, his respect 
for the Constitution and the rule of law 
is perhaps the distinguishing feature of 
his jurisprudence. 

In a speech last year, Judge 
Kavanaugh said: 

As I see it, the Constitution is primarily a 
document of majestic specificity, and those 
specific words have meaning. Absent con-
stitutional amendment, those words con-
tinue to bind us as judges, legislators, and 
executive officials. 

Later on in the same speech, Judge 
Kavanaugh noted: 

Because it is so hard, and because it is not 
easy even to pass federal legislation, pres-
sure is often put on the courts and the Su-
preme Court in particular to update the Con-
stitution to reflect the times. In the views of 
some, the Constitution is a living document, 
and the Court must ensure that the Con-
stitution adapts to meet the changing times. 

For those of us who believe that the judges 
are confined to interpreting and applying the 

Constitution and laws as they are written 
and not as we might wish they were written, 
we too believe in a Constitution that lives 
and endures and in statutes that live and en-
dure. But we believe that changes to the 
Constitution and laws are to be made by the 
people through the amendment process and, 
where appropriate, through the legislative 
process—not by the courts snatching that 
constitutional or legislative authority for 
themselves. 

In short, if there is one thing the 
American people can count on, it is 
that Judge Kavanaugh will uphold the 
Constitution, even when he doesn’t like 
the result. He will not attempt to legis-
late from the bench or to make the 
Constitution say what he wants it to 
say. Anyone who comes before Judge 
Kavanaugh can be certain that he will 
rule based on the facts of the case, the 
law, and the Constitution, and nothing 
else—not his personal feelings, not his 
political opinions, not his beliefs about 
what the law should be, but just the 
plain text of the law and the Constitu-
tion. That is the kind of judge that all 
of us, including the Democrats, should 
want on the Supreme Court—the kind 
of judge who, in the words of Judge 
Kavanaugh, will decide ‘‘cases based on 
settled principles without regard to 
policy preferences or political alle-
giances or which party is on which side 
in a particular case.’’ 

The truth of the matter is that 
Democrats are not worried that Judge 
Kavanaugh will not uphold the Con-
stitution. Let’s be clear about that. 
They know very well that he will. 
What they are worried about is that he 
will not deliver their preferred out-
comes and that his judicial opinions 
will conflict with the Democrats’ polit-
ical opinions. Democrats aren’t looking 
for a qualified Supreme Court Justice. 
They are looking for a political 
rubberstamp. 

For Democrats, the only good Su-
preme Court Justice is a Supreme 
Court Justice who will use his or her 
power to advance the political agenda 
of the Democratic Party. Just look at 
the Democrat Senator who announced 
his opposition to the President’s Su-
preme Court nomination before the 
President had actually nominated any-
one. That is right. The Democrat Sen-
ator announced plans to oppose the 
nominee before a nominee even existed. 

Well, that is all the evidence we need 
that Democrats’ opposition to Judge 
Kavanaugh is based not on any actual 
problems with Judge Kavanaugh but on 
Democrats’ ideological opposition to 
any nominee they are not sure will be 
a rubberstamp for the Democrat agen-
da. 

The confirmation process will con-
tinue, and I am sure the hysteria from 
Democrats will continue as well, but 
the Senate will move forward with the 
business of confirming another out-
standing judge of the Supreme Court. 

ECONOMIC GROWTH 
Before I close, Mr. President, I would 

like to say just a couple of words about 
the economic numbers released last 
week. On Friday, the Commerce De-
partment announced that the economy 
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