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PROVIDING FOR CONGRESSIONAL
DISAPPROVAL UNDER CHAPTER
8 OF TITLE 5, UNITED STATES
CODE, OF THE RULE SUBMITTED
BY THE OFFICE OF ENERGY EF-
FICIENCY AND RENEWABLE EN-
ERGY, DEPARTMENT OF ENERGY
RELATING TO “ENERGY CON-
SERVATION PROGRAM: ENERGY
CONSERVATION STANDARDS FOR
COMMERCIAL REFRIGERATORS,
FREEZERS, AND REFRIGERATOR-
FREEZERS”

The PRESIDING OFFICER
SHEEHY). The clerk will report.

The senior assistant legislative clerk
read as follows:

A joint resolution (H.J. Res. 75) providing
for congressional disapproval under chapter 8
of title 5, United States Code, of the rule
submitted by the Office of Energy Efficiency
and Renewable Energy, Department of En-
ergy relating to ‘“Energy Conservation Pro-
gram: Energy Conservation Standards for
Commercial Refrigerators, Freezers, and Re-
frigerator-Freezers’’ .

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Idaho.

ORDER OF PROCEDURE

Mr. CRAPO. Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent that all time on
H.J. Res. 75 be expired and the Senate
vote on passage of H.J. Res. 75 at a
time to be determined by the majority
leader in consultation with the Demo-
cratic leader on Thursday, May 1; fur-
ther, that the Senate execute the order
of April 28 with respect to S.J. Res. 49,
that all time be expired at 5:256 p.m.
today, that the joint resolution be read
a third time and the Senate vote on the
passage of the joint resolution; finally,
that if passed, the motion to reconsider
be considered made and laid upon the
table.

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

Mr. CRAPO. For the information of
all Senators, we will have two rollcall
votes at 5:25 today, first on passage of
S.J. Res. 49, followed immediately by
the motion to proceed to S.J. Res. 31.

———

TERMINATING THE NATIONAL
EMERGENCY DECLARED TO IM-
POSE GLOBAL TARIFFS

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under
the previous order, S.J. Res. 49 is dis-
charged and the clerk will report.

The senior assistant legislative clerk
read as follows:

A joint resolution (S.J. Res. 49) termi-
nating the national emergency declared to
impose global tariffs.

Thereupon, the committee was dis-
charged and the Senate proceeded to
consider the joint resolution.

(Mr.
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under
the previous order, there will now be 6
hours of debate only, equally divided
between the leaders or their designees.

The Senator from Maryland.

EL SALVADOR

Mr. VAN HOLLEN. Mr. President,
yesterday marked 100 days since Don-
ald Trump was sworn in as President.
It happened right down that hallway.
He promised a golden age for America.
He has not delivered that golden age.
In fact, in that 100 days, all he has de-
livered is chaos and destruction.

Consumer confidence is plummeting,
and today we learned that our economy
is shrinking. This is all a totally self-
inflicted, Trump-inflicted wound on
America and American families.

That is here at home. On the world
stage, Candidate Trump promised to be
the great peacemaker, to end the wars
in Ukraine and Gaza on day one, but he
has nothing to show for that other
than distrust from our allies and
smiles from our adversaries. He has
thrown the Ukrainian people under the
bus, and in Gaza, the hostages have not
been released, and we are witnessing a
humanitarian catastrophe.

Over the last 100 days, Donald Trump
has embarked on a lawbreaking spree
that has torn up our Constitution, torn
apart our government, and torn down
our economy.

Over 200 lawsuits have been filed in
Federal courts around the country be-
cause we are watching this President
break laws on every front, on every-
thing from his illegal freezing and im-
poundments of taxpayer funds for im-
portant public programs that benefit
communities all over the country, to
his illegal firing of patriotic Federal
employees, including many veterans
who provide critical public services, to
letting Elon Musk loose on Federal
Government programs with a chain
saw—not to make government more ef-
ficient but to rig government for the
already rich and powerful like Elon
Musk at the expense of everybody else.

President Trump has also been abus-
ing his authority to create tariff chaos
that has sent consumer confidence
plummeting, badly damaging our econ-
omy. He is violating the First Amend-
ment by cracking down on students at
colleges and universities for their exer-
cise of free speech and right to assem-
ble and also violating another vital
constitutional provision: the constitu-
tional right to due process for those
who live in America.

It is a staggering amount of
lawbreaking in just 100 days. That is
why all of us should fight back—in the
courts, in this Congress, and in com-
munities all over America.

We know that the American people
don’t like what they are seeing, what
they are experiencing. They are rising
up in communities all over America to
voice their disapproval with President
Trump’s performance. They are giving
him a big fat F for the first 100 days—
total, miserable, failure.

The only people who don’t seem to
get it are some of our Republican col-
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leagues here in the Congress who ap-
parently live in constant fear of being
on the wrong end of a tweet from Don-
ald Trump or Elon Musk and want to
look the other way in the face of this
massive lawbreaking and ripping up of
the Constitution.

So I want to take a little inventory,
just a small sampling of the actions of
this lawless President. I want to cover
four categories: his violations of con-
stitutional due process rights; his vio-
lation of First Amendment rights; his
illegal withholding and impoundment
and freezing of public funds that ben-
efit communities all over America; and
fourth, exceeding his authorities,
claiming emergency powers that he
doesn’t have in the area of tariffs,
making sham claims to justify his tar-
iff chaos that is sabotaging our econ-
omy as we speak.

I want to start with Trump’s viola-
tions of the constitutional right of due
process—a bedrock American principle.

As we speak, President Trump is vio-
lating the due process of many, many
individuals, including the rights of a
man by the name of Kilmar Abrego
Garcia, who was snatched off the
streets of Maryland and illegally
shipped to one of the most notorious
prisons in Latin America, called
CECOT. As I have repeatedly said, this
case is not about one man alone. It is
about all of us. I am not vouching for
Mr. Abrego Garcia, but I am vouching
for his constitutional right to due proc-
ess—because, if Donald Trump can ig-
nore court orders and trample over the
rights of one man, he threatens the
rights of everyone who lives in the
United States of America.

Mr. Abrego Garcia had legal status in
the United States. He lived in Mary-
land with his family. He had a work
permit. He was an apprentice with the
sheet metal workers, SMART Local
100, where he worked full-time to help
support his family. He was driving in
his car with his 5-year-old autistic son
when he was pulled over by Federal
agents. He was taken to some facility
in Baltimore where he asked to make a
phone call to let folks know what was
happening. He was denied the oppor-
tunity to make that phone call.

He was then shipped to the State of
Texas. From there, his feet were shack-
led. He was handcuffed. He was put in a
plane where he couldn’t see out the
windows, and he didn’t know where he
was going, and he landed in El Sal-
vador and was taken to one of the most
notorious prisons in our hemisphere, a
place reserved for the worst of the
worst, for terrorists.

Now here is the thing: There was a
standing court order not to deport him
to El Salvador because doing so could
put his life in jeopardy from gangs. In-
deed, the Trump administration admit-
ted in Federal court that Abrego Gar-
cia was wrongfully seized and shipped
to this prison in El Salvador. But in-
stead of fixing the problem they admit-
ted to in court, what did they do? They
punished the lawyer who told the truth
in court.
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And now the Trump administration
is ignoring orders from the Federal dis-
trict court, the Fourth District Court
of Appeals, and a 9-to-nothing order
from the Supreme Court. We don’t get
9-to-nothing decisions out of the Su-
preme Court very often. But that is
what all those courts ordered the
Trump administration to do with re-
spect to facilitating the return of Mr.
Abrego Garcia, to facilitate his return.

This is not just trampling over his
rights. And, again, I want to empha-
size: If you allow the President to
trample over the rights of one person,
you do threaten the rights of every-
body who lives in America.

That is why yesterday I wrote to
President Trump about this case, and I
am going to read that letter to the
Senate so no one can say they don’t
know what is going on in this matter.

Here is what I wrote in that letter:

Dear President Trumbp,

I read with great interest your interview
with Time Magazine regarding the Supreme
Court’s 9-0 decision ordering you and your
Administration to ‘“‘facilitate’ the return of
Kilmar Abrego Garcia, who your lawyers ad-
mitted in federal court was wrongfully seized
and deported to prison in El Salvador. You
conceded in that interview—

This is the interview he had with
Time magazine just a short while ago.

You conceded in that interview that you
have not asked President Bukele—

That is the President of El1 Sal-
vador—
to return him. You also said, regarding this
case, that you ‘‘don’t make that decision”
because your lawyers do. Your comments
and the actions of your Administration
clearly demonstrate your failure to comply
with court orders as you continue to violate
Mr. Abrego Garcia’s constitutional and due
process rights—and when you deny the due
process rights of one person, you threaten
them for everyone in America. The American
public knows this. Recent polling shows that
a majority of Americans reject your tram-
pling over constitutional rights in this case.

I went on to write this:

During my visit to El Salvador, I had the
opportunity to meet with [the] Vice Presi-
dent. My conversation with him re-
vealed the extent to which you and your Ad-
ministration are violating the orders of the
federal courts and the Constitution of the
United States. Our discussion—

Again, referring to my discussion
with the Vice President of El Sal-
vador—
showed that your Administration is doing
nothing to comply with and implement the
Supreme Court order to ‘‘facilitate’” Mr.
Abrego Garcia’s return to the United States
and revealed that the Government of El Sal-
vador is holding him solely at the request of
your Administration and, specifically, be-
cause you are paying them to imprison him.

While I had expected a private meeting
with Vice President Ulloa, when I arrived at
his office there were several cameras roll-
ing—

I think they were probably his own
private cameras. I don’t know, but
they were rolling to record the con-
versation.

[So] I agreed to have our conversation on
the record.

And then I write:
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[Mr. President,] I want to report some im-
portant details of our [conversation].

Vice President . . . told me that, “El Sal-
vador is not able to take any action regard-
ing the case because the case is in the U.S.
and usually we do not express any opinion on
domestic affairs.”

He went on to say—

I quoted him again—

I mean, the ball is in your court.

Meaning the ball is in America’s
court, and he used that expression mul-
tiple times during our conversation.

I went on to tell President Trump
that the Vice President of El Salvador:

. made clear that ‘‘once the case will be
resolved definitely and there will be clear in-
struction regarding this case ... El Sal-
vador’s government will apply [our] prin-
ciples of course we will act accord-
ingly.” He indicated that, ‘“‘at this current
moment we cannot take any actions because
the case is still in the United States’ situa-
tion.” He reinforced this point throughout
our conversation, saying the ‘‘bottom line is
this is an issue that has to be solved in the
United States. We have not expressed, we
cannot express any opinion on that case, be-
cause it is up to you.”

Again, this is what the Vice Presi-
dent of El Salvador told me and what I
reported to President Trump in this
letter.

I went on in my letter to President
Trump to say:

All of this makes crystal clear that, even
though your Administration’s lawyers ad-
mitted in federal court that Mr. Abrego Gar-
cia was wrongfully detained in Maryland and
sent to prison in El Salvador and despite the
Supreme Court’s order to ‘‘facilitate’ his re-
turn, your Administration has not lifted a
finger to comply with the court order. As
[the] Vice President. . . . indicated, ‘‘the ball
is in your court.”

When I asked—

And I am continuing to report this to
the President of the United States.

When I asked [the] Vice President.
whether El Salvador had any evidence that
Mr. Abrego Garcia had committed a crime,
his response was, ‘“‘how can I have it?”’ He
said the Government of El Salvador does not
“‘qualify those persons who are there, we just
take them.” I asked if El Salvador is impris-
oning Mr. Abrego Garcia simply because the
United States is paying to keep him and oth-
ers there. His response was, ‘‘exactly, that’s
it.”” He also said, ‘I mean, if the person that
you send is not a criminal, is not whatever,
I mean it is up to you, that’s what I'm say-
ing. I don’t want to express any opinion . . .
I think it is up to you . . . The ball is in your
court.”

And the Vice President of El Sal-
vador ‘‘made it clear that they did not
review the file of Mr. Abrego Garcia.”

He said, ““we have a deal with the U.S. gov-
ernment. They send people. We host them.
They pay. And that’s it.”

When I asked the Vice President why El
Salvador cannot release Mr. Abrego Garcia
from prison when the U.S. government con-
ceded in court that he was wrongfully ab-
ducted—and whether he is being charged
under El Salvador’s law—he responded,
“What is your recommendation to El Sal-
vador’s government? We can take him to the
airport and ask an airline to take him to the
States? Are you saying the airline would
take a person without a passport? What kind
of visa should we carry?”’

He went on to say—this is the Vice
President of El Salvador:
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President Bukele said we cannot smuggle a
person to the United States. Because if we
send a person without a visa, tourist visa,
working visa, student visa, what kind of rea-
son can we call to get legally into the United
States?”” Regarding his papers, he asked,
“Who will provide that? We don’t have it.”

So I continued to report on this con-
versation in my letter to President
Trump, and I said:

I repeatedly pointed out that neither I nor
anyone else was asking EIl Salvador to
“smuggle’” Mr. Abrego Garcia back into the
United States. That argument is, of course, a
red herring. I repeatedly pointed out that
Attorney General Bondi had said, when
President Bukele was in the Oval Office with
you—

Referring to the President of the
United States—

that the U.S. would send a plane to pick up
Mr. Abrego Garcia. So, I was not asking the
Government of El Salvador to ‘‘smuggle”’
him into the United States, only to release
him from prison.

And I pointed out to President
Trump that ‘“Your Administration ille-
gally took Mr. Abrego Garcia to El Sal-
vador in a plane, and Attorney General
Bondi has said the United States could
send a plane to pick him up. And the
U.S. government can certainly provide
him with the papers necessary to re-
turn.”

I went on in my letter to President
Trump to say this:

My conversation with [the] Vice President.

. clearly demonstrates that the Govern-
ment of El Salvador has no independent legal
basis for imprisoning Mr. Abrego Garcia;
that, as they readily concede, the only rea-
son for keeping him in prison is that they
entered into an agreement with your Admin-
istration to be paid by the United States.
This also reveals that your Administration
could easily facilitate his release by letting
El Salvador know that—given his wrongful
detention—they are not contractually bound
to continue imprisoning Mr. Abrego Garcia.
My conversation with Vice President Ulloa
shows that your Administration’s claim that
El Salvador is exercising its ‘‘sovereign’ de-
cision to continue to hold Mr. Abrego Garcia
is a farce. The Government of El Salvador is
imprisoning him because your Administra-
tion is paying them to do so and they claim
to be contractually obligated. Obviously,
your Administration could say El Salvador
was no longer contractually obligated to im-
prison Mr. Abrego Garcia. Then El Salvador
can release him, and Attorney General Bondi
can, as promised, send the plane.

I went on to write to President
Trump that:

It is outrageous that Mr. Abrego Garcia
and his family have been forced to suffer
through this trauma because your Adminis-
tration has, to date, refused to follow the re-
quirements of the Constitution and the or-
ders of the federal courts. Instead of fixing
the egregious ‘‘administrative error’” that
the Administration conceded has wrongfully
deposited Mr. Abrego Garcia in a prison in El
Salvador, your Administration chose to at-
tack and punish the lawyer who told the
court the truth. That is shameful.

I went on to write to the President—
I think this is important.

It is also shameful that you and your Ad-
ministration continue to try to change the
subject in this case. You—

Referring to President Trump—
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continue to put out information on social
media asserting that Abrego Garcia is a
member of MS-13 and Vice President Vance
falsely asserted that he has been convicted of
crimes in the United States. Yet the federal
district court judge in this case said your
Administration had presented the court with
“no evidence linking Abrego Garcia to MS-13
or to any terrorist activity.” So your Ad-
ministration should put up or shut up in
court. I am not vouching for the man,
Kilmar Abrego Garcia, I am vouching for his
rights.

I am going to take a little departure
here. I don’t know if my colleagues
witnessed the interview that President
Trump had with an ABC reporter, Mr.
MORAN, yesterday, but it is all over so-
cial media because it turned out that,
you know, President Trump had taken
a picture of what was Abrego Garcia’s
fingers, and he had superimposed—or
someone in the administration put an
“MS-13,” written that on. That had
been photoshopped or otherwise falsely
there. Apparently, no one informed the
President of this, or he just decided to
pretend he didn’t know.

In this interview, he said: He had
MS-13 on his knuckles, tattooed. The
reporter said: That was photoshopped.
And Trump’s response was to the re-
porter: Terry, they are giving you a big
break of a lifetime. I picked you, but
you are not being very nice.

Well, my point here, again, is what-
ever evidence there may be, the proper
form to submit it is in the courts of the
United States. And at least today,
judges in those cases have made clear
that the declaration has not relied on
such evidence.

I went on in my letter to President
Trump to say this:

It is also dangerous for you to suggest that
we cannot fight gang violence without tram-
pling over constitutional rights. More than
two decades ago [I pointed out to him] I
helped establish a regional anti-gang task
force to combat MS-13 and other gang vio-
lence in the Maryland-Virginia-D.C. area. We
have made substantial progress in this fight,
but there is more that can be done. But that
is not what you and your Administration are
doing. You are engaged in gross violations of
the Constitution and due process rights.

I then, in this letter, cite Judge
Harvie Wilkinson, who wrote on behalf
of a three-judge panel of the U.S. Court
of Appeals for the Fourth Circuit the
following. I am going to quote him, and
I have this in my letter to President
Trump:

It is difficult in some cases to get to the
very heart of the matter. But in this case, it
is not hard at all. The government is assert-
ing a right to stash away residents of this
country in foreign prisons without the sem-
blance of due process that is the foundation
of our constitutional order. Further, it
claims in essence that because it has [al-
ready] rid itself of custody there is nothing
[else] that can be done. This should be shock-
ing not only to judges, but to the intuitive
sense of liberty that Americans far removed
from courthouses still hold dear.

I should point out that Judge
Wilkinson was a Reagan administra-
tion appointee and this was a unani-
mous opinion of the three-court panel.

I went on in my letter to President
Trump to say:
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The Fourth Circuit got to the heart of the
case. Kilmar Abrego Garcia was snatched
from his car while he was driving in Mary-
land with his five-year-old autistic son, then
illegally stashed away in a prison in El Sal-
vador. His wife, his mother, and his brother
have been unable to communicate with him
in any way. He has a work permit and his fel-
low sheet metal workers have been orga-
nizing to bring him back [home], as have
thousands of Americans. His constitutional
rights must be respected.

I close with this paragraph in my let-
ter to the President:

This case is not about Kilmar alone. It is
about everyone in America. While Mr.
Abrego Garcia is at the center of this case,
its consequences impact the due process
rights of everyone who lives in America. If
your Administration can strip away the con-
stitutional rights of one man in defiance of
court orders, it can do it to all of us. I will
continue to fight to defend the Constitution
and due process rights of all who live in
America.

That was my letter to President
Trump. I haven’t heard anything back
from them, and they continue to vio-
late the Supreme Court orders.

You know, colleagues, Members can
look the other way but cannot deny the
fact that this is happening as we speak
today. I would urge every Senator to
recognize the threat to everybody’s
rights under the Constitution.

Now I want to turn to another area of
lawbreaking—constitutional violations
being committed by the Trump admin-
istration because not only are they vio-
lating the due process clause of the
Constitution in the Abrego Garcia case
and others, but they are also tearing up
the First Amendment and trampling
over free speech rights of individuals in
America, especially students on college
and university campuses but many oth-
ers as well.

The Trump administration and Sec-
retary Rubio apparently think the
First Amendment is like an a la carte
menu. In other words, they seem to be-
lieve that the U.S. government can
punish those who engage in speech that
they don’t like. That is not how it
works. They don’t get to cherry-pick
speech under the First Amendment and
use governmental power, state power,
to sanction those who disagree with
their points of view.

But that is exactly what they are
doing in cases like those of Rumeysa
Ozturk, Mahmoud Khalil, and Mohsen
Mahdawi. Mohsen Mahdawi was ille-
gally snatched as he was taking his
citizenship test in the State of
Vermont.

I want to read one of the questions
that is on the U.S. citizenship test. It
is important that everybody recognize
what we ask those who are working to
become citizens to understand. Ques-
tion 6 on the citizenship test reads:

What is one right or freedom from the
First Amendment?

And under it there are a number of
things, but the first one on there is
speech. The second one on there is as-
sembly—speech and assembly. I think
members of the Trump administration
need to take a refresher course, the
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kind we ask citizens to take in this
country because, apparently, President
Trump, Vice President VANCE, Sec-
retary Rubio, and others would like to
cross that question right off the citi-
zenship test.

We observed recently, when Vice
President VANCE took an overseas trip,
that he lectured some of our European
allies like the UK and Germany about
freedom of speech. He said that they
had too many limits on freedom of
speech; that they were curtailing free-
dom of speech for people who lived in
their countries, but here at home, they
are tearing up the First Amendment of
the Constitution. Apparently, here at
home for the Trump administration,
freedom of speech exists only for those
who agree with their point of view.

Mr. President, you know that our
colleague who served with us, Senator
Rubio, used to take to this Senate floor
regularly to talk about an American
foreign policy based on democracy,
based on human rights, based on free-
dom of religion, and, yes, based on free-
dom of speech and suppression around
the world, telling other countries that
it was wrong to have the governments
lock them up for expressing their
points of view. And yet now in their
home, Secretary of State Rubio is
trashing freedom of speech. He is rip-
ping up the First Amendment of the
Constitution, and it is shameful. The
American people should not stand for
it because if you rip up the First
Amendment for some people, you
threaten it for everybody who lives in
the United States of America.

I was fortunate to grow up in a For-
eign Service family. We sort of went
back and forth between the United
States and other countries. I was proud
to be from a family that represented
the United States overseas. We are far
from perfect, and we have a lot of work
to do to live up to the principles that
we say we stand for around the world.
But one of the things we do—or used to
do—is stand up as a beacon for human
rights and freedom of speech. That is
no longer happening. You can’t say you
want everybody else around the world
to live up to that principle when you
are violating it right here at home.

Now Secretary Rubio has doubled
way back into a McCarthy-era statute
from what was called the McCarran-
Walter Act. That was a law passed at
the height of the McCarthy era, and he
is using that to claim that these stu-
dents represent a threat to the foreign
policy of the United States.

It is pretty pathetic that students ex-
pressing their views represent a threat
to the foreign policy of the United
States. We have students of all dif-
ferent faiths who are protesting the
war in Gaza and advocating for Pales-
tinian rights. Others may agree or
strongly disagree with what they say,
but to claim that they somehow rep-
resent a threat to the foreign policy of
the United States is ridiculous. It is so
clearly being used as a ruse to deny
their First Amendment freedom of
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speech rights that I hope the courts
will see right through it. What it is, is
an effort to punish speech.

Donald Trump’s lawbreaking doesn’t
end with his efforts to tear up the con-
stitutional rights of due process and
the First Amendment. He is also tear-
ing up article I of the Constitution by
illegally freezing, withholding, and im-
pounding funds for important public
purposes—funds that have been appro-
priated by the Congress and signed into
law.

The Trump administration has frozen
billions of dollars of investments to
support public services in communities
all over America. The latest count is
they are holding up about $430 billion
that was appropriated by the Congress.

You know, just this morning, we had
a hearing in the Senate Appropriations
Committee about the Trump adminis-
tration’s freezing and cutting of funds
for NIH, the National Institutes of
Health. There was lots of powerful tes-
timony from witnesses, including from
a mom who was there with her daugh-
ter who had suffered through childhood
cancer. And because of past research at
NIH, her daughter’s cancer was, thank-
fully, in remission, gone away. But she
was there—the mother was there—to
say she wants other families who have
kids with cancer to have the same op-
portunities and that those opportuni-
ties only exist if we continue to do re-
search into lifesaving cures and treat-
ments. And yet, the Trump administra-
tion is sowing chaos at NIH and has
frozen some clinical trials.

Meanwhile, Elon Musk and his DOGE
cronies are taking a chain saw to the
Federal Government and are destroy-
ing the ability of the Federal Govern-
ment to deliver reliable services to the
American people, like the damage they
are doing at the Social Security Ad-
ministration. First they say there is no
more phone service, use the internet.
People couldn’t get through on the
internet. Go to the local Social Secu-
rity offices. We are closing the local
Social Security offices, and, by the
way, we are also firing thousands of
people so there won’t be anyone in
those local offices. And then they say:
Oh, well, maybe we better turn the
phones on again.

This isn’t about government effi-
ciency. This is about rigging the gov-
ernment for people like Elon Musk at
the expense of everybody else.

This is an issue that should concern
every Member of Congress because it is
a direct attack on article I, and it is an
attack on the American people and
their rights to have these investments
made when their elected officials direct
them to be made on their behalf.

And yet, just yesterday, the head of
the Government Accountability Office,
as we know by GAO, testified before a
Senate appropriations subcommittee
that the Trump administration was
stonewalling GAQO’s efforts to inves-
tigate this illegal withholding of funds.
Gene Dodaro, who is the Comptroller
General, testified that the Office of
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Management and Budget ‘‘has not been
responsive’ to GAO’s questions about
the freezing of billions of dollars in
funding Congress had already approved.

Now, this is not the first time we
have seen a Trump administration vio-
lating the Impoundment Control Act.
The last time President Trump was in
office, he illegally withheld funds that
the Congress had appropriated for help-
ing the people of Ukraine, and he re-
fused to spend those funds—Donald
Trump did.

So, back at the time, I wrote a letter
to the GAO, asking them to investigate
that withholding to see if it violated
the Impoundment Control Act. That is
a statute of the United States of Amer-
ica. In that case, the GAO found that,
yves, the Trump administration—the
first round—had illegally withheld
those funds. It was an illegal impound-
ment. So that is what we are seeing
right now, and they are not even work-
ing too hard to show that they are vio-
lating the Impoundment Control Act.

When the head of OMB—the Office of
Management and Budget—Russ
Vought, was before the Senate Budget
Committee for his nomination, at his
confirmation hearing, I asked him
about the Impoundment Control Act,
and I asked him about the past viola-
tions of the Impoundment Control Act
because, guess what, he also was the
head of OMB at the time of the earlier
violation, and Russ Vought is back at
it again as the head of OMB. So when
I asked him about the Impoundment
Control Act at his hearing, I got this
answer. I asked him about President
Trump and the Impoundment Control
Act. Here was his answer at the hear-
ing:

Senator, the President ran against the Im-
poundment Control Act.

My response to him:

Mr. Vought, I know what the President
did. He wants to change a lot of things. He
can submit legislation to do that. But you
are going to be the head of OMB, and here
today, at this hearing, you are refusing to
comply—to commit to comply—with the Im-
poundment Control Act; is that right? Are
you refusing to commit to complying?

This dance went on and on, and never
did he commit to comply with the Im-
poundment Control Act.

So that is what we are witnessing
right now—a violation of the Impound-
ment Control Act.

We, the Senate, were supposed to get
the Trump administration’s spending
plans for the remainder of fiscal year
2025 a few days ago. For many Agen-
cies, we haven’t seen them yet. So we
don’t know what they say their plans
are, but we do know that, as of now,
they are withholding about $430 billion
of appropriated funds.

Finally, I want to talk about another
area where Donald Trump is violating
the law to the detriment of our econ-
omy, and that is in the area of tariffs.

Now, Presidents, of course, have
some authority to apply tariffs, and I
have supported targeted tariffs in the
past for strategic purposes. But a num-
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ber of small businesses around the
country and others have filed lawsuits
against the Trump administration for
their illegal use of the International
Emergency Economic Powers Act.

I see the ranking member of the Fi-
nance Committee on the floor here, and
he has spoken to this many times, and
I want to thank him for his leadership.

I do want to read directly from the
complaint that has been filed because
the complaint—and this is one.

Congress passed the International
Emergency Economic Powers Act to
counter external emergencies, not to
grant Presidents a blank check to
write domestic economic policy.

They go on to point out that, yes, we
have a fentanyl crisis in America—all
of us agree with that—but using this
statute, which is for economic emer-
gencies, and using the statute in the
way the Trump administration is doing
is a gross violation of the President’s
legal authority.

As we can see by the downturn in the
economy—we just learned that we are
seeing the economy contract; we are
seeing consumer confidence plunge—
President Trump’s illegal use of that
statute is causing incredible economic
pain across the country.

So I want to end with this: When you
see this kind of massive lawbreaking
going on—violations of the due process
clause, violations of the First Amend-
ment, violations of article I and the
Impoundment Control Act—I mean,
you can just take a marker through
the Constitution and cross out those
provisions, right? The 14th Amend-
ment—cross it out. The First Amend-
ment—cross it out. Cross out article I.
That is what everybody in this body
who is not standing up to the President
is complicit in right now.

What bullies do—and make no mis-
take, President Trump is a bully. What
they do is they try to pick on people
they think are weak. If the rest of us
don’t stand up for the rights of those
people, then it is a very fast and slip-
pery slope to losing the rights of every-
body who lives in America.

So I hope that, as we review this first
100 days and the massive lawbreaking
that is going on and the tearing up of
the Constitution and the tearing apart
of the government and the tearing
down of our economy, we will all wake
up because the American people are
waking up. They understand what is
going on, and they don’t like what they
see. So we had better do our jobs here
in the U.S. Senate, and I hope, starting
today, all 100 Senators will begin to do
exactly that.

I yield the floor.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Tennessee.

TRUMP ADMINISTRATION FIRST 100 DAYS

Mrs. BLACKBURN. Mr. President,
yesterday did indeed mark the 100th
day of President Trump’s second term,
and I think, if you were to pick four
words that really describe his first 100
days, it would be promises were made,
and promises are being kept. That is
precisely what he has done.
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If you want to go through some of
these, let’s start at the southern bor-
der.

Under President Biden, criminals,
terrorists, and traffickers were flowing
across that border, but because Presi-
dent Trump on day one took Executive
action to secure that border, illegal
crossings are at their lowest level in
decades. This is something the Amer-
ican people wanted to see done.

In March, those crossings were down
95 percent from the last administra-
tion. I understand that this past week-
end, they had the lowest number ever—
a 99-percent reduction. They had three
people who were apprehended.

When you look at deportations, the
Trump administration has already re-
moved more than 100,000 criminal ille-
gal aliens. This number has included
suspected terrorists, members of vio-
lent gangs like MS-13 and Tren de
Aragua, and we know that more of
those deportations are going to take
place.

President Trump is fulfilling the
promise he made to make this Nation
safe again, to make our communities
safe again, and to get these violent
gangs and criminals off our streets.

Now, even though these efforts have
been very successful and are widely
supported by the American people, we
have seen some powerful institutions
in our country try to block the will of
the people and what they wanted to see
done. This includes some of our Na-
tion’s social media companies. Accord-
ing to reports, Facebook is allowing a
black market to thrive on its platform
where illegal aliens can buy ride share
and delivery driver accounts from
credentialed users. In effect, what this
black market does is help illegals avoid
background checks and be able to work
in our country illegally using someone
else’s name and credentials.

This is not something that is a new
problem. Last year, I led a probe into
the account security of food delivery
services after we had received reports
that showed illegal aliens were buying
access to the accounts of legitimate
users. Thankfully, companies like Uber
Eats, DoorDash, and Grubhub imple-
mented stronger driver verification
processes after we began this investiga-
tion, but Facebook’s black market
really helps illegals to bypass those
protections.

There is one Facebook group that has
been out there, and here is the name of
it: “UBER ACCOUNT FOR RENT
WORLDWIDE.” This account tallied
22,000 members who bought and sold de-
livery credentials.

While the social media platform has
taken that specific group down, what
we did find is there are now 80 similar
groups that are active on Facebook.

This black market not only runs
afoul of the law, but it also poses a se-
rious public safety threat, especially
for women, children, and the elderly.
Just in February—and this is a case in
point—there was a lady in Massachu-
setts. She was allegedly raped after or-
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dering an Uber Eats delivery to her
home. The app indicated that a woman
would be delivering her order. Instead,
an illegal alien with horrific intentions
is who showed up on her doorstep.

Last week, I sent a letter to Meta
CEO Mark Zuckerberg, demanding an-
swers about what his company is doing
to eliminate this black market from
Facebook. He has until May 6 to re-
spond to the questions.

I will continue to press this issue of
accountability and public safety with
the big tech giants.

While President Trump has worked
to secure our border and our commu-
nities, he has also focused on making
our economy stronger than ever before.
In the last 100 days, he has slashed
Democrats’ far-left regulations, has un-
leashed American energy production,
and has secured trillions of dollars in
investment to support American work-
ers and industry.

Now, in Tennessee, we have seen
some of the benefits of that, and we
have seen millions of dollars in invest-
ments. The candy company Charms is
investing nearly $100 million to expand
its production plant and distribution
center in Covington, TN. Mount Juliet
was included in a $700 million nation-
wide investment by Schneider Electric
to boost domestic manufacturing and
energy infrastructure. Electronics
company ABB is investing $80 million
in Selmer, TN, to expand manufac-
turing and to create new jobs.

Later today, I am going to be joining
President Trump at the White House as
he welcomes many CEOs of these com-
panies that are making these invest-
ments in our Nation.

As the President works to usher in a
new golden age, we are already seeing
incredible results.

In March, our economy added 228,000
jobs, beating expectations by almost
100,000 jobs.

That same month, falling energy
costs pushed inflation down to 2.4 per-
cent. That is tied with the lowest infla-
tion rate since February 2021. That was
1 month after President Biden took of-
fice and ushered in the worst inflation
crisis since the 1970s.

President Trump and my Republican
colleagues Dbelieve that Americans
should have more money in their pock-
etbooks, not less, which is why we are
working to extend the President’s 2017
tax cuts. These tax cuts delivered his-
toric growth for the economy, and if we
fail to extend them, families and busi-
nesses will face the largest tax hike in
history. It would be a $4 trillion tax
hike.

That is why, earlier this month, Re-
publicans in Congress passed a budget
resolution that will enable us to extend
these expiring cuts. At the same time,
we are advancing other tax priorities
that are championed by the President,
including his proposal to cut taxes on
Social Security.

By taxing Social Security, the Fed-
eral Government is taxing a tax. It
makes no sense. Social Security recipi-
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ents have paid into this program for
decades. They deserve the full sum of
their Social Security income. However,
nearly 66 percent of retirees are paying
taxes on their Social Security benefits
because Bidenflation pushed seniors’
benefits into higher income brackets.

To address this, I have introduced
the RETIREES First Act. It would
lower the tax burden on Social Secu-
rity benefits for seniors by raising the
provisional income threshold from
$25,000 to $34,000 for single filers and
from $32,000 to $68,000 for married fil-
ers.

In effect, this legislation would
eliminate income taxes for many of our
Nation’s retirees, leaving them with
more money in their paychecks.

As we work on these tax provisions
and more, I am looking forward to
working with President Trump to de-
liver relief for hard-working Ten-
nesseans and, indeed, all Americans.

We are the greatest Nation on Earth,
and with strong leadership back in the
White House, we can get this Nation
back on track.

I yield the floor.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
Democratic leader.

S.J. RES. 49

Mr. SCHUMER. Mr. President, later
this afternoon, Senators WYDEN, KAINE,
and I will force a vote here in the Sen-
ate to put an end to Donald Trump’s
stupid and reckless trade war. I thank
Senators WYDEN and KAINE for their
leadership on this issue.

We will have now more than 3 hours
of debate on it, and that begins now.

Our resolution presents Republicans
with a choice: stand with Donald
Trump or stand with American fami-
lies hurt by his trade war. The dismal
GDP numbers today should be a wake-
up call to Republican Senators now
more than ever.

Four Republicans joined us last time
to pass a resolution blocking tariffs on
Canada because they knew how bad
those tariffs were for people back
home. Many more Republicans should
join us today as the disastrous eco-
nomic consequences of Trump’s reck-
less trade war gets worse every single
day.

If the Senate passes this bill, Speaker
JOHNSON and House Republicans should
immediately drop their opposition or
else they will be complicit in pushing
America into a recession.

One thing is clear, Donald Trump’s
tariffs have been a total failure. In-
stead of isolating China, Donald
Trump’s tariffs are isolating us. In-
stead of spurring American manufac-
turing, Trump’s tariffs are raising
costs and driving us into a recession.

There is no strategy with Trump’s
tariffs, only chaos. One day, Donald
Trump says yes to tariffs; the next day,
no to tariffs; one day, tariffs on this
country; the next day, tariffs on that
country. Even Donald Trump’s own
policy advisers are struggling to ex-
plain his flip-flopping.

The only thing Donald Trump’s tar-
iffs have succeeded in is raising the
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odds of recession and sending markets
into a tailspin.

I have talked to business owners in
New York. I was in Suffolk County at
Tandy’s, a well-known dress seller
there. Her costs are going up 30 percent
because of tariffs, and she is faced with
two awful choices: raise prices or lay
off employees. And she doesn’t want to
do either.

Small businesses, medium businesses,
big businesses—they are all frozen be-
cause they don’t know what Donald
Trump will do next. They can’t plan for
the future. Their costs are rising. They
can’t hire new workers. It is happening
all over America.

Senate Republicans know deep down
that Donald Trump’s tariffs are awful
for their States. So today they have to

choose: Stick with Trump, or stand
with your States and the people of
America.

I thank my colleague and yield to the
Senator from Oregon, the ranking
member of Finance, who has done such
a great job on this issue.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Oregon.

Mr. WYDEN. Mr. President, before he
leaves the floor, I just want to thank
Leader SCHUMER for all the help. We
are going to be focused today on some-
thing that really matters to people,
and I thank him.

Mr. President, we are beginning, as
you can tell, to discuss the resolution
to repeal the global tariff emergency.

As is becoming routine under this
President, Americans were greeted
with grim economic news this morning.
After 3 years of strong growth and ris-
ing job numbers, the U.S. economy ac-
tually shrank in the first 3 months of
2025. The trade deficit hit a record $162
billion. The United States added only
half as many jobs this month as ex-
pected.

A major culprit is unquestionably
Donald Trump and his senseless global
tariffs. If this continues to be our tariff
policy, every major economist and
forecaster is, unfortunately, predicting
recession, job losses, and the misery
that was all over our news feeds this
morning.

The U.S. Senate cannot be an idle
spectator in the tariff madness. The
Congress has the power to set tariffs
and regulate global trade, and Members
can vote today—not do something in a
month or some other time—but Mem-
bers can vote today to put an end to
Trump’s global tariffs and the eco-
nomic disaster they are creating.

Earlier this month, Donald Trump
slapped new 10 percent taxes on nearly
everything Americans buy from over-
seas, 1256 percent tariffs on nearly ev-
erything from China, and he promises
even higher taxes in July on products
from nearly five dozen countries. That
is just the latest plan.

I think we all understand goldfish
have memories that last longer than
Donald Trump’s tariff promises. Before
these global tariffs, there was the on-
again, off-again trade war with China
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and Mexico; tariffs on steel, aluminum,
and cars; and ad hoc exemptions for
things like electronics and fertilizer.
When the public outcry was so great,
Donald Trump had to backtrack.

Donald Trump imposed his global
tariffs by declaring an economic emer-
gency under a law call IEEPA. No
President has ever imposed tariffs
under this law. In my view, Trump’s
actions clearly go beyond what the law
allows, which is why Senators SHA-
HEEN, KAINE, and I have offered a bill
to make it clear that this law does not
allow the President to issue tariffs.

Members can vote today to repeal the
so-called emergency Trump declared
and end the harmful global tariffs.

Now, I am going to talk for just a few
minutes with respect to taking stock
of the economic carnage that Donald
Trump’s trade chaos has already in-
flicted on our country. We are going to
examine the administration’s own
claims about what their plan is and
make the case for why every Member
of this body should vote to assert the
powers of Congress to trade and to end
the tariffs, and they should do it no
matter their party or which State they
represent.

I already mentioned the shocking
economic news this morning. By every
single forecast, by every measure, Don-
ald Trump’s self-defeating tariffs are
actively making Americans poorer, and
they are doing it now and for years to
come.

Economic growth, gone. Inflation,
rising. Unemployment projections, up
again.

Experts estimate Trump’s tariffs will
cost average families about $4,000 a
year. Many products from China won’t
even be available soon, and that is
thanks to the tariffs. For the products
that are still available, prices are
going up—a fact that Donald Trump
flails about trying to hide.

When Amazon was rumored to list
the impacts of tariffs on prices, Donald
Trump threw a fit, reportedly threat-
ening Jeff Bezos and calling it a hostile
act. God forbid that Americans actu-
ally know what the real costs of his
tariffs are.

Meanwhile, Donald Trump and Re-
publicans are charging ahead with
plans to go forward with their tax bill,
which features more bailouts for bil-
lionaires, paid for by kicking millions
of people off their health insurance and
gutting programs that kids and fami-
lies rely on to stay safe and healthy.

Donald Trump, meanwhile, puts
higher taxes on groceries, clothes, and
cars for working families, while he puts
his extra time in to pass tax cuts for
the wealthy. That is his agenda.

My state knows how Donald Trump’s
tariff chaos is already hurting real peo-
ple, and we know how it is drying up
markets for ‘‘red, white, and blue”
products. About one in five jobs in Or-
egon depends on trade, and the trade
jobs often pay better.

Speaking with small businesses and
workers all over Oregon—I did it just
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last week—every single one warned of
damage from tariffs, and soon.

Bob’s Red Mill, for example, sells de-
licious flour and grains, mostly made
from wheat and other crops in Oregon.
But some of their ingredients—like co-
conut or tapioca, which just aren’t
grown here—come from outside the
country. The cost of those products
goes up because of tariffs.

Worse, foreign markets for Bob’s
goods are drying out. That is because
other countries put their own tariffs on
Bob’s flour and other Oregon ag prod-
ucts in retaliation for Trump’s aimless
war.

Oregon grass seed growers estimate
that about half of their exports—nearly
$200 million in sales—are being can-
celed, thanks to the global tariffs.

Donald Trump and his advisers claim
there is nothing to worry about. They
say the economists and the pundits are
overreacting, and everything is going
according to plan. Secretary Bessent is
on cable news so often, trying to calm
investors, that it is a wonder that he
has got any time to do a bit of negoti-
ating.

But, as usual, it is not clear at all
what the plan is, what their tariffs are
supposed to accomplish, or when, if
ever, American families and workers
will see the relief.

Earlier this month, Donald Trump
claimed he would have 200 deals com-
pleted within 3 or 4 weeks. Then he
said: No, that is ‘‘physically impos-
sible”” to have all of the meetings need-
ed to seal the deals. He should have
thought of that before he started a
trade war against the entire world.

Now, he claimed that he was already
negotiating with China to lower tariffs
and calm trade tensions, but China and
Secretary Bessent said that talks have
not even started.

This weekend, the Agriculture Sec-
retary said 100 countries had reached
out to start trade talks, and almost at
the same time, Secretary Bessent said
there are actually 18 so-called priority
countries, and those talks would take
about 90 days.

If nobody in this administration can
even agree on what is happening right
now, how can they negotiate smart
trade deals with nearly every nation on
Earth?

Anonymous White House aides con-
tinue to say that Donald Trump is
working to deescalate his trade war,
but Donald Trump doesn’t sound like
he is willing to admit he got it wrong.
He told Time magazine that if tariffs
are at 20 percent or even 50 percent a
year from now, that would be a ‘‘total
victory.”” So, once again, no one can
tell what his administration wants or
what the end game is.

I believe it is hard to see how any
foreign country right now would make
concessions to Donald Trump. That is
because he has proven himself to be
both untrustworthy and incapable of
sticking to a position on tariffs for
more than a few weeks at a time.

One foreign diplomat told the press
that countries are worried that any
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deal they make with the Treasury or
Commerce Secretaries will be contra-
dicted by Trump. Other trading part-
ners said they don’t want to make a
deal now only to have Trump decide on
a unilateral tariff in the future.

Donald Trump has trashed America’s
credibility.

He hasn’t just made it unlikely for
his administration to get a good deal
for American workers. My view is he
has hurt every future president who
wants to strike a good trade deal.

The best way to restore our Nation’s
good name is for Congress to step in
and assert, finally, our constitutional
authority over trade.

Article I, section 8 of the Constitu-
tion grants Congress power ‘“‘To regu-
late Commerce with foreign Nations”
and ‘“To lay and collect Taxes, Duties,
Imposts and Excises.” In other words,
this is our job. It is not always pretty,
but Congress can provide stability and
certainty on trade that last beyond a
single President’s administration.

This body has already signaled bipar-
tisan support for reversing pointless
tariffs. We did that when we passed
Senator KAINE’s bill to end the tariffs
on Canada. Today, the Senate can take
another powerful step—a powerful step
in the right direction—by voting to re-
peal the global tariffs on a bipartisan
basis.

I would just close by saying: Listen
to your constituents. Listen to what
you are hearing from home, because
what I heard was, overwhelmingly, Or-
egonians and the people I ran into in
airports and the like said it is time to
bring some certainty and predictability
back to making these urgently needed
trade policies.

I urge this body to vote for jobs and
prosperity rather than unending trade
conflict that leaves our country as a
loser. I urge every Senator to support
this crucial resolution.

I yield the floor.

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr.
BANKS). The Senator from Vermont.

Mr. WELCH. Mr. President, I want to
support everything that my colleague,
the ranking member of the Finance
Committee, just said about these tar-
iffs.

I want to make two points about the
tariffs—one, the tariffs themselves, and
then second, the congressional failure
to assert its own authority on policies
that it has the constitutional responsi-
bility for when our failure results in
economic pain and insecurity for the
American people.

First of all, the tariffs. When the his-
tory of this decision is written, Presi-
dent Trump’s imposition of these wild
and reckless tariffs is going to be seen
as one of the greatest economic blun-
ders in a century. It is that bad.

What is happening in Vermont is
happening in every State across this
country. First of all, these tariffs are a
tax. Second, they are paid for by con-
sumers, by manufacturers, and by pro-
ducers. Third, it is having a negative
impact on trade and on our economy
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already. Today’s information about the
gross domestic product shrinkage is
evidence in and of itself.

In Vermont, Trump’s tariffs are esti-
mated to cost Vermont households
more than $1 billion. More than 18,000
Vermonters work in industries that are
targeted by retaliatory tariffs, but vir-
tually every Vermonter is going to be
impacted by increased costs—infla-
tion—as a result of the tariffs.

As an example, food, fuel, energy—all
of these things are going to be im-
pacted and really affect people in their
day-to-day and month-to-month budg-
ets.

We get a lot of our electricity, a lot
of our home heating fuel, and a lot of
our petroleum from Canada, especially
in the northern part of our State.
Those costs are going to be increased,
especially with the expected retalia-
tory tariffs that are imposed on us by
countries subject to the arbitrary ac-
tion of President Trump.

Farmers are really hit hard. Most of
our farmers in Vermont import their
fertilizer from Canada. There is about a
256-percent increase that they are going
to be paying. And these are farmers, as
the Presiding Officer knows, that oper-
ate on the thinnest of margins in the
most uncertain of activities, subject to
weather and price fluctuations and so
many other things that make our
farmers courageous entrepreneurs. But
why add 25 percent to the cost of fer-
tilizer when that input cost is already
so high? It is mind-boggling to think
that this is a voluntary action by the
President.

Canada, by the way, happens to be
our biggest trading partner, and 34
States have Canada as their major
trading partner. In these tariffs—in
Canada, we are a 2.1 billion import
partner with Canada—20 percent tariff.
China—a lot of input from China that
our manufacturers use—54 percent tar-
iff, plus who knows how many more
tariffs depending on the day and how
President Trump feels when he wakes
up. Trinidad and Tobago: 81 million, 10
percent tariff. Germany: 75 million.
Mexico: 77 million.

Very frustratingly for all of us, the
sweeping global tariff order unneces-
sarily increases prices and taxes on
countries that have trade surpluses
with America.

I recently heard from a Vermonter
who imports coffee and has a niche
business that has become extremely
successful. The tariffs on Colombia
have resulted in this: A container that
cost $700 last month—that container
now costs $13,000. How do you deal with
that? A hit to the margin is—no busi-
ness can absorb that.

Vermont is also home to one of two
businesses in the world that produce
these unique snow globes, and they
have been in business for 25 years. It is
a modest business, but it is one that
was created by a Vermont entre-
preneur, and it has been really success-
ful. They are going to have to close
their doors at the end of the summer
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with these increased tariffs, basically,
on China.

A second point that I think is rel-
evant to these tariffs is the arbitrari-
ness of their implementation and the
arbitrariness of how and who is af-
fected. We have a situation where we
supposedly have these tariffs on China.
Apple Computer, quite understandably,
was upset. It was going to increase the
cost of iPhones. Well, no problem. Tim
Cook was at the inauguration, sitting
on the throne of honor, and he had the
telephone number, made the call, and
the tariffs on iPhones vanished.

You know that snow globe manufac-
turer that I mentioned from Vermont?
She does not have Howard Lutnick’s
phone number. She does not have Scott
Bessent’s phone number. She does not
have President Trump’s phone number.
She is out of luck.

So now, with these tariffs and the
way they are being implemented with-
out any congressional engagement
whatsoever, we are turning our econ-
omy from one where it is based on a
good product, really good service,
where you compete in the marketplace
and if your product is better and your
service is better, you succeed, to an
economy that is more based on access.
Do you know Lutnick? Do you know
Bessent? Do you know the President?

Oh, and by the way, if you contrib-
uted a couple million dollars to the in-
auguration, you probably do know
them and they give out the phone num-
ber.

That is absolutely outrageous. Peo-
ple work hard. They produce a good
product. They give good service.
Shouldn’t they be entitled to the re-
ward for the labor that they have done;
whereas, what we are seeing now is
that if you are connected, you can be
rewarded regardless of how good your
product is or how lousy your service is.
That is offensive—and should be—to
every single one of us here, and that is
absolutely what is happening in the
White House.

Another thing is there is a casual dis-
regard for how hard it is for everyday
families in the Presiding Officer’s
State and mine and in the ranking
member’s State to pay the bills be-
cause inflation has been here. Instead
of arguing about who is at fault for
that, let’s solve the problem, not ag-
gravate the problem. And these tariffs
aggravate the problem. There is abso-
lutely no denying that. This is just the
wrong thing at the wrong time for the
wrong reasons.

Another element of this is, what is
the purpose of these tariffs? President
Trump won’t give a clear answer. It is
to make us rich. They will pay; we
won’t. It is to bring manufacturing
back here. Or it is to punish folks that
he deems unworthy. It depends on the
day, and it depends on who is asking.
So there is no coherent rationale con-
nected to the imposition of this enor-
mous economic pain and cost increase
that is being imposed on American
businesses and American consumers.
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The other question here that is pro-
foundly important for this institu-
tion—every single one of us is proud to
be a Member of the U.S. Senate, and I
think our pride is about our pride in
the Constitution as citizens where,
under the Constitution, this Congress
plays a role as a coequal branch of gov-
ernment. And I think every single one
of us here is wary of the accumulation
of excessive power in any one person or
in any one institution.

Congress has steadily over the years
been ceding much of its responsibility
and authority to the executive branch.
There is no authority greater than the
power to tax, and that is why, in the
Constitution, the power to impose tar-
iffs resides in the House of Representa-
tives and the Senate. And shouldn’t it
be that way? Because in the imposition
of the tax, there has to be a decision
that—in asking our citizens, who we
represent, to turn over hard-earned
money to the government, we have to
be able to justify the purpose for which
those funds are being expended.

By allowing the President to take
over, in effect, the taxing authority
that occurs when the tariff is imposed,
we have ceded that responsibility to
him or that authority to him, and we
have abandoned our responsibility to
look our constituents in the eye if and
when we say a tax should be imposed.
None of us like to do that, but a gov-
ernment has to collect revenues for the
common good. We have delegated that
authority to the President, and it is
wrong of us to do that.

So we can have different views about
whether there should be a tariff or
what the rate should be, but we have a
collective responsibility to do every-
thing we can to maintain the constitu-
tional structure of three independent
branches of government, each a coun-
terweight to the other. That is not just
an abstract concept; that is the wisdom
that has served us well for well over 200
years, that those checks and balances
give all our citizens an opportunity to
have a seat at the table when major de-
cisions about their lives and their fu-
tures are being made.

So that is why this decision that we
are about to make is not just about the
tariffs. It is not just about, in my view,
how recklessly they are being applied
and imposed. It is not just about how
they infect our economy with corrup-
tion, where it is who you know rather
than how hard you work that is going
to get you ahead. It is about the basic
structure of our constitutional order,
and every single one of us has the re-
sponsibility to protect that because
that is not about us. It is not about
who we represent. It is about how our
country can operate with a democratic
system where every single person,
through their representatives, has a
seat at the table.

So I urge all of us to take a look at
what our constitutional responsibility
is. Whether we agree or not on so many
different issues of vital concern to the
future of this country, we each have a
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responsibility to act in a way that pro-
tects the constitutional system. That
means that we exercise authority over
tariffs; we don’t give that away to an
executive branch decision.

I yield the floor.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from California.

Mr. PADILLA. Mr. President, as the
American people can clearly see, Presi-
dent Trump’s new tariffs have become
a massive tax hike on consumers—a
tax on the food we eat, a tax on the
clothes we wear, the cars we drive,
every cup of coffee we have in the
morning.

These rising costs are not just hurt-
ing consumers, actually; they are hurt-
ing American businesses and our work-
force too. We are already seeing the
impact. It is not a hypothetical.

I call your attention to my home
State, the great State of California,
home to two of the largest ports in the
Nation in southern California alone,
the neighboring Ports of Los Angeles
and Long Beach, that truly power our
Nation’s economy.

It is not an exaggeration. The Port of
Los Angeles, which is the largest port
in the United States, expects imports
to drop by 35 percent in just 2 weeks’
time, as Trump’s tariffs and his manu-
factured chaos bring global trade to a
halt. The Port of Long Beach is expect-
ing similar declines.

Take a minute to think about the
magnitude of that drop in cargo vol-
ume. That decline, at the end of the
day, will mean empty shelves and high-
er prices.

The over $300 billion in cargo coming
through what we know as the San
Pedro Bay port complex is tied to near-
ly 1 million jobs in the region alone
and 2.7 million jobs across the country.
That is nearly one job for every four
containers.

When the richest President in history
decides on his own, unlawfully, to hap-
hazardly apply an across-the-board tax
on goods—because that is what these
tariffs are—the goods-moving industry
is going to take a hit. It will mean
fewer jobs for port workers, for truck-
ers, and for communities across the
country. It will mean more Americans
out of work.

While the western port communities
may be the first to feel the pain, it
won’t be long before the effects of these
tariffs reach the east coast and the gulf
coast.

As I mentioned, this isn’t just bad
news for American consumers who rely
on imports. It is also bad news for U.S.
farmers and businesses that rely on the
export of goods to other countries.

Trump’s tariffs are already damaging
important supply chains in ways that
will be difficult and very expensive to
reverse. And, in the meantime, China
and others are all too happy to fill in
the void.

I just had a group of growers from
California in my office, just yesterday,
and they were sharing with me their
very specific experiences—fears—that
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are playing out. You see, U.S. compa-
nies, not just agricultural companies,
depend on markets in China and else-
where in Asia, India, and Europe for
sales, for profits that they can, in turn,
invest in their own companies and hire
more employees.

Now, when those markets are shut off
to them and those countries respond to
these unnecessary tariff wars provoked
by President Trump, they don’t stop
consuming. Whether it is fruit, vegeta-
bles, electronics, or otherwise, they
just find somewhere else to get it.
When those other countries, those
other markets, find a replacement for
their supply, they are not going to give
it up in 2 months, maybe, if Donald
Trump wakes up in a better mood and
sees the error of his ways when it
comes to these tariffs—because there is
that deadline, right? We are in a 90-day
postponement of a lot of these tariffs,
but we don’t know what is coming on
day 91.

Tariffs are imposed. Tariffs are not
imposed. More significant tariffs are
imposed. I hope it has nothing to do
with his poll numbers because the
American public will continue to feel
more pain.

My point is this. Other markets and
consumers abroad who have purchased
from the United States are going to
purchase elsewhere, and they are not
going to revert immediately back, even
if we get the President to make the
right decision in the next couple of
months.

Now, like I said, Americans are al-
ready feeling the pain. It is going to
get worse. Just this morning, the Com-
merce Department reported our Na-
tion’s gross domestic product for the
first quarter. The results: Our quar-
terly GDP declined by 0.3 percent. It
wasn’t a reduction in growth. It was a
decline of 0.3 percent in his first 100
days alone.

Donald Trump’s reckless policies ac-
tually shrank the American economy.
Is that what he bragged about? Is that
what he campaigned on? Is that what
people voted for?

This shrinking of the economy, by
the way, follows 3 years of robust
growth of our economy under President
Biden. I don’t think our Republican
colleagues will recognize that, but it is
true. The numbers do not lie.

So 100 days of chaos, increased costs,
and corruption are shrinking our econ-
omy. To my Republican colleagues: Are
you hearing this? Are you listening?
Are you prepared to act?

American businesses are going to be
forced to take on some of these higher
costs for materials, to cut back on pro-
duction, to try to make ends meet, to
delay investment. That is the opposite
of what we need. We need more invest-
ment, not to delay or postpone invest-
ment because of tariff uncertainty.
And, certainly, they are going to raise
prices, because, again, when American
companies have to import, it is Amer-
ican companies that pay the tariffs. It
is not other countries, as the President
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would like you to believe, and those
costs get passed on to the consumer.

Meanwhile, the world is moving on
without us, as I explained a minute
ago.

So let’s be clear about the stakes of
what we are debating today: A vote
against this resolution is a vote to
maintain Trump’s tariffs that are so
clearly devastating our economy al-
ready. It will move us closer to a reces-
sion solely of Trump’s doing. You can’t
blame it on anybody else. And it is a
vote against the American worker, a
vote against the American economy, a
vote against American competitive-
ness. Is that what you want to go back
and tell your constituents?

Colleagues, I urge you to listen to
your constituents, to small businesses
in our respective States, the State and
local governments. It is not too late to
turn back.

Support this resolution.

I yield the floor.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Massachusetts.

Ms. WARREN. Mr. President, Presi-
dent Trump took a strong American
economy and broke it in less than 100
days.

Right now, Republican Senators are
at a crossroads. Will they vote to stop
Trump’s chaotic tariffs and save our
economy, or will they continue bending
the knee to Donald Trump? That is the
vote that we are forcing tonight.

When he ran for office, Donald Trump
promised, over and over and over, that
he would lower costs on day one. Those
were his words: Lower costs on day
one. In fact, he said after he was elect-
ed that it was one of the main reasons
that he won. But as soon as the elec-
tion was over, he ignored that promise.

Instead of working to lower costs on
day one, he has decided to start the
dumbest trade war in U.S. history,
which is already increasing costs for
American households and damaging
our economy.

So let’s take a step back and talk
about what has happened since Trump
started this trade war.

The stock market took the biggest
plunge since the early days of the pan-
demic, sinking millions of Americans’
retirement accounts. Businesses have
begun hiking prices and laying off
workers. Americans are worried that
they won’t be able to survive a
cratering economy. And, just today,
Americans woke up to the news that
Donald Trump single-handedly shrunk
our economy in 3 months and raised
the cost of their groceries.

The warning lights are all flashing
red. We have seen this before, but this
time our economy is teetering on the
edge not because of a mortgage melt-
down or a one-in-a-century virus but
because of one man alone: the Presi-
dent of the United States.

Unless we reverse course quickly,
many economists believe that a reces-
sion is inevitable. And like in all reces-
sions, the pain will fall hardest on
working families. Many Americans will
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face the one-two punch of job losses on
top of overwhelming debt burdens. A
cascade of defaults and foreclosures
and personal bankruptcies could fol-
low.

With so many indications that Amer-
ican families are in serious trouble, our
government should be throwing them a
lifeline. Instead, President Trump is
throwing them an anchor, while he
carves out exceptions for a few well-
connected billionaires who have bent
the knee.

This is the moment for Congress to
step up. And where are the Senate Re-
publicans? Watching? Waiting? Hoping
it doesn’t get worse? Hoping that
maybe somebody else will step up?

Well, I am here to say: It is up to us
in the U.S. Senate. No one else is com-
ing to save us. We are the ones who
have to act.

If Republicans care about the Amer-
ican people, they will vote yes on our
resolution today and turn off the fake
emergency that Donald Trump is using
to impose his on-again, off-again red-
light, green-light tariffs—the tariffs
that are pushing our economy off a
cliff.

Let me repeat: Congress can end this
economic threat today. All we need are
some Republican Senators to join us to
vote down the President’s abuse of
emergency authorities.

Unless we take action now, millions
of people will lose their jobs, families
will be destroyed, and our economy
will take years to recover. But this
time, it will be the President of the
United States who destroyed our econ-
omy, and it will be congressional Re-
publicans who helped him do it because
they didn’t have the spine to stand up
to Donald Trump.

So I say to my Republican col-
leagues: Let’s get this done. You have
a choice. You can either continue to
enable Donald Trump’s tariff chaos, or
you could actually stand up for our
constituents. It is truly that simple.

The chaos and corruption of Trump’s
first 100 days can be curbed. The Presi-
dent is no King, and he only has as
much power as Congress is willing to
let him keep.

It is time for us—Democrats, Repub-
licans, and Independents—to step up
and head off a crisis before millions
more American families are hurt. We
have the power. We just need the cour-
age to use it.

I yield the floor.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Virginia.

Mr. KAINE. Mr. President, the Con-
stitution of the United States puts two
powers clearly—clearly—within the
hands of Congress: the power to tax and
the power to conduct trade policy, in-
cluding the imposition of tariffs. These
are powers for Congress, not the Execu-
tive. But President Trump finds Con-
gress an inconvenience, and he has de-
cided to take both of these powers onto
his own shoulders by imposing a na-
tional sales tax—that is what his glob-
al tariff regime is—without any vote in
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Congress, purely on his own say-so, and
to engage every nation in the world in
a trade war on his own say-so without
involving Congress.

President Trump has said in the past:
“I alone can fix it,” and we know that
that statement is false. No one alone
can fix the big challenges facing our
Nation. But I think if he were to say,
“I alone can break it,”” the results of
the last 100 days would have proven
him correct.

President Trump, on Inauguration
Day, inherited the strongest economy
on the planet Earth—not a perfect
economy but the strongest economy,
the envy of other industrialized na-
tions. That is what he had just 100 days
ago. And we know this morning that
strong economy, which was growing for
3 years at a very solid pace, is now con-
tracting.

It is not only the contraction of the
economy, it is chaos in the stock mar-
ket; it is declining consumer con-
fidence; it is projections of recession by
Federal Reserve districts and major
economists.

All of this is happening because Don-
ald Trump has pursued a three-step
strategy of his own: massive layoffs of
employees, contrary to congressionally
passed appropriations bills, massive
slashing of Federal spending programs,
including those relied upon by every-
day Americans in contravention of con-
gressionally appropriated spending
bills, and the waging of a tariff war
against the entire planet.

And as my colleagues have said, it is
a tariff war that gets announced and
then suspended and then delayed and
then announced again and then excep-
tions might be granted if we like you
or not. It is chaos.

Last week, I traveled around the
Commonwealth of Virginia, and I
talked to businesses everywhere in my
State. And they talked about the lay-
offs and they talked about the spending
cuts and they talked about the tariffs
and they added those three together
and said what those three add up to is
chaos—the chaos of unpredictability.

Many businesses told me that they
want to make investments. They want
to make investments to grow their
businesses in Virginia, but they are un-
willing to make a decision to invest as
long as the rules of the road are cha-
otic and up in the air.

Businesses that import natural prod-
ucts to turn into finished products
have to pay a tariff on the import.
Businesses who sell their product
abroad are losing markets as nations
put retaliatory tariffs on the United
States. And so these businesses are
pausing their investment decisions.

Businesses in Virginia that are con-
nected to multinational businesses are
saying that their headquarters are de-
ciding, well, we can invest in the
United States or we can invest in an-
other country. It is not wise to invest
in the United States when everything
is so chaotic.

Let’s be clear, and I spoke about this
with my colleagues when I talked
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about the Canada tariff provision that
we successfully rebuked the President
on a month ago. A tariff is nothing
more than a sales tax. It is a sales tax
on the products that everyday Ameri-
cans use, especially groceries and
clothing and building supplies, for
farmers, the cost of fertilizer that they
need as they are engaging in spring
planting. Trump’s worldwide tariffs are
nothing but a new sales tax.

And the analysis, as this chart shows,
of who the tariffs raise taxes on, like
every other form of sales tax, tariffs
are regressive. They hit lower income
people the most. The average tax
change as a share of income if the
Trump tariffs are implemented, it is
essentially on the poorest 20 percent of
the American population, the equiva-
lent to an additional 6.2 percent sales
tax. For the next wealthiest quintile
up, it is a b.5-percent increase on the
sales tax. For the next, it is 5.0, all the
way up to the richest 1 percent will see
their effective sales tax rate go up by
1.7 percent. This is a sales tax on ev-
eryone in the country, but it is a sales
tax that, as all sales taxes do, fall
hardest on those who can least afford
it.

The new sales tax is affecting retir-
ees particularly. So from NBC News:

Retirees ‘stunned’ as market turmoil over
tariffs shrinks their 401(k)s.

We have a Social Security system
that is a good foundation for retire-
ment so long as this administration
doesn’t mess it up, but it is not suffi-
cient for retirement. And what you
need for a dignified retirement is So-
cial Security plus private savings, in
most people’s case, 401(k)s. The turmoil
in the market driven by tariff uncer-
tainty is hammering retirees more
than just about any other group of peo-
ple in this country.

The new sales tax is also a drag on
economic growth—we saw this in the
announcement this morning—but not
just economic growth in the United
States. I am on the Armed Services
Committee, and I had a chance to go
visit 2 weeks ago with the new govern-
ment, incoming government in Ger-
many.

Germany is a great ally. More U.S.
troops are on the ground in Germany
than any nation other than Japan out-
side the United States. We are security
partners in Ukraine and in European
security generally. The new German
Government was just elected, the
Chancellor will be installed in the first
week in May with a mandate to restore
the German economy, which has been
in the doldrums since about 2019.

And as I talked to German leaders,
military leaders and leaders in the ci-
vilian government, they said this is
going to be the most pro-American,
pro-transatlantic Chancellor you will
have seen for a very long time, but he
is coming in with a powerful mandate
to grow the German economy so that
we can be even better security part-
ners, so that we can work better to-
gether on the manufacture of the F-35
and to help Ukraine in its defense.
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But the Trump tariffs are standing
directly in the way of this new, pro-
American government being able to
achieve what they need to be able to
achieve. And that is why the IMF said
that the Trump tariffs, this new sales
tax, will be a drag not just on U.S. eco-
nomic growth but on global economic
growth.

This is a story from less than a week
ago. U.S. manufacturing was already
slowing before the GDP numbers came
out today. A larger share of manufac-
turers are reporting declines in new or-
ders rather than increases. Some of
those declines are driven because of the
price effect of tariffs, the price effect of
retaliatory tariffs, but some are also
being driven by the uncertainty.

There is a chaos penalty on the econ-
omy. When you are not sure what is
going to happen, you slow your invest-
ments, and that is why you see a de-
cline in manufacturing.

The Trump new sales tax, again, as
proof from Reuters, “Trump tariffs
would harm all involved, U.S. trade
partners say.”’

This is not just something that is
hurting everyday Americans—those are
those to whom we have a responsibility
in this body, but this is affecting the
global economy in a way that is shock-
ing.

And China, Japan, South Korea—a
company from South Korea just an-
nounced a huge investment in Virginia
yesterday in the clean energy space.
Japan and South Korea, especially, are
countries that do a lot of foreign direct
investment in the United States. Japan
and South Korea are two of our strong-
est partners, but even they are re-
sponding in a hostile way to U.S. tar-
iffs. In fact, you see China, Japan, and
South Korea starting to cooperate to-
gether to ward off some of the negative
economic effects of U.S. tariffs. The
last thing we want to do is encourage
Japan and South Korea to work closer
with China. We want Japan and South
Korea to work closer with the United
States. But the Trump tariffs are chas-
ing allies into the arms of adversaries.
How foolish is that?

And then we end up with the chaos
argument that my colleagues had men-
tioned before. From the New York
Times last week: “With Only Bad Op-
tions, Businesses Scramble for a Tariff
Chaos Playbook.”

A tariff chaos playbook.

When the cost of your imports is
going up, when your export market is
shrinking, when you don’t know what
the end of the story will be, the options
that you have are very murky. Busi-
nesses want to have predictability.
They want to be able to look into a
crystal ball, and if they don’t com-
pletely know the future, they want to
be able to make enough of a prediction
about the economic climate that would
justify sizable investments.

And in a time of chaos, those invest-
ments are not going to be made, and
that raises the danger that this first
quarter economic contraction will be
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followed by another, which would be
the textbook definition of a recession.

So how did we get here? From an
economy on Inauguration Day that was
the strongest in the world, when Presi-
dent Trump stood 50 yards from here
and said it was a golden age, to an
economy that has nothing but red
lights and question marks all over it,
we got here because one individual de-
cided to bypass Congress and take both
the taxing power and the trade power
into his own hands without a debate,
without committee hearings, without
deliberation, without considering what
the people thought about the plan, and
that one man and his decisions have
taken a chain saw to the American
economy.

We must turn this around, and the
good news is the Senate has the ability
to turn it around. When the Congress
passed the IEEPA law decades ago, it
recognized the potential that an Execu-
tive can overuse the emergency power,
and that is why Congress did some-
thing rare in IEEPA. They gave the
power even to a single Senator, even to
a single Senator in the minority party
to say: Wait a minute, Mr. President,
you have declared an emergency and,
guess what, you are wrong. And even at
the request of a single Senator, this
body is put on the board to have to de-
clare whether we own the policies of
the President, this Trump madness, or
whether we disown it and urge him to
take a different path.

All the economic trends are pointing
in the same direction. We should take
a different path on the economy before
this gets worse. The vote we will have
later today gives the Senate, the great-
est deliberative body in the world, the
chance to stand up and say: Let’s take
a different path.

I thank my colleagues for their work
together on this important resolution
and urge a favorable vote on the reso-
lution that we will have later today.

I yield the floor.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Kentucky.

Mr. PAUL. Mr. President, you know,
there was an old-fashioned conserv-
ative principle that believed that less
taxes were better than more taxes;
that if you taxed something, you got
less of it, so that if you place a new tax
on trade, you will get less trade.

There was also this idea that you
didn’t do taxation without representa-
tion. That idea goes not only back to
our American Revolution, it goes back
to the English civil war as well.

It goes back to probably Magna
Carta. I mean, for hundreds of years
the English were arguing of the su-
premacy of Parliament, that Par-
liament would be able to have the
power over the King. So when we were
leading up to the Revolution, the cry
from James Otis was, ‘‘Taxation with-
out representation is tyranny.”

These were the words of James Otis,
but they still ring true today. It should
not come as a surprise that in a coun-
try founded on a tax revolt, one person
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is not allowed to raise taxes. Our
Founding Fathers saw this and said:
No, we want to make sure that the au-
thority of taxation begins not only in
Congress, that it actually originates in
the House, the body closest to the peo-
ple.

Our Constitution forbids taxes from
being enacted without the approval of
Congress, and yet here we are.

An emergency has been declared, as
the Senator from Virginia remarked,
everywhere. There is an emergency ev-
erywhere. Sounds like an emergency
everywhere is really an emergency no-
where. But despite the constitutional
restraints or constraints on executive
power, Americans have now been or-
dered to pay higher taxes in the form
of tariffs but without the consent of
Congress.

The tariffs we discuss today are glob-
al tariffs. Just about every country in
the world is subjected to at least a 10-
percent tariff, to say nothing of the
dozens of countries whose imports will
be taxed at a much higher rate.

Congress didn’t debate these tariffs.
Congress didn’t vote to enact these tar-
iffs. The tariffs are simply imposed by
Presidential fiat, by proclamation.

Government by one person who as-
sumes all power by asserting a so-
called emergency is the antithesis of
constitutional government. It was
Montesquieu that our Founding Fa-
thers looked to in setting up the sepa-
ration of powers.

And Montesquieu said that when you
unite the legislative power with the ex-
ecutive power in the body of one per-
son, that no liberty can exist. They
worried about this. They fretted about
it. They worried about having too
much power with the President, and so
they severely constricted the power of
the Presidency. They said the Presi-
dent couldn’t take us to war; only Con-
gress could. They said the President
couldn’t spend money; only Congress
could. They said the President couldn’t
tax people; only Congress could.

These were the very bedrock and still
are the very bedrock of our constitu-
tional principles. Yet, people—particu-
larly on my side—are looking away and
saying: Oh, whatever. We will just let
the President do whatever.

Look, I supported President Trump. I
still support President Trump on many
things. But I am not for a country run
by emergencies. Even if the person was
doing what I wanted and was, you
know, making every day my birthday,
I would not be for that unless we delib-
erated upon that. There are constitu-
tional processes that are incredibly im-
portant.

The Constitution doesn’t allow the
President of the United States to be
the sole decider. Even the President
must abide by the proper limits of Ex-
ecutive power.

Thankfully, our Constitution does
more than merely hope that our Chief
Executive will remain within the con-
fines of the Constitution; our Constitu-
tion explicitly limits the power of the
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Presidency. Our Founders led a rebel-
lion against a King precisely over this.
They went to great lengths to cir-
cumscribe and limit the power of the
Presidency.

Devoted as they were to the preserva-
tion of individual liberty, the Founders
divided power among three branches of
government. But more importantly,
those three branches were to check and
balance each other to prevent one
branch from accumulating too much
power.

Madison wrote in the Federalist Pa-
pers that the Constitution was to pit
ambition against ambition. The nat-
ural ambition of men and women to ac-
cumulate power was to be checked by
other branches of people who would
say: You can’t have that power. It is
our power.

That pitting of ambition back and
forth was to constrain government. It
was to constrain government from run-
ning away and power from being run
away with one person.

The Founding Fathers empowered
Congress with tools to ensure that the
liberties of the people would not be
threatened by one-person rule. The
Founders would not be surprised that
the Executive would attempt to ag-
grandize power at the expense of the
legislature. They would have expected
it. Indeed, they did expect it. But they
would be surprised—the Founders
would be shocked that Congress would
voluntarily and recklessly and
fecklessly give up their power to the
Presidency, to submit to emergency
rule. The Founders would not have ex-
pected the House of Representatives to
become so craven as to refuse to even
allow a vote on ending the emergency.

The law says that the vote we will
have is mandatory. It is privileged. The
Senate will adhere to the law.

The House will not have a vote. The
House, in its haste to give away its
power to tax, actually passed a rule to
prevent a mandatory vote on ending
the emergencies. They prevent it be-
cause the rule says that days no longer
exist. They declared that legislative
days will not exist despite the legisla-
ture continuing to meet each day.

The House has essentially ruled that
days are not days and they are not to
be counted as days until such time as
the House again agrees to allow days to
be counted as days. Does that sound ab-
surd? Absolutely. It is absurd. It is cra-
ven. It is cowardice at its best, and it
is dishonest because a rule of the House
is preventing a law from being obeyed.
I didn’t know we could pass a rule to
prevent a law from being obeyed.

When the emergency powers were
granted to the President in 1966, the
Emergencies Act was meant to con-
strain the Republic. We were already
worried about too many emergencies.
Many on my side have actually cospon-
sored bills that say emergencies should
automatically end unless affirmatively
approved by Congress. Many of those
people now are looking the other way.
They are looking the other way and
saying: Well, it is our President now.
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I had a reform of the Emergencies
Act under the previous President, a
Democrat. I had the same bill under a
Republican. This should not be a par-
tisan issue.

The Founders would not have ex-
pected the upper chamber, the Senate,
to let the novel use of a statute tradi-
tionally used to sanction adversaries to
become used for tariffs to tax Amer-
ican people and to let it go unchal-
lenged. This is not constitutionalism;
this is cowardice.

Our system of government cannot
work when Congress abdicates its legis-
lative authority. Madison said we
would pit ambition against ambition,
but what if we have Presidential ambi-
tion and we have congressional acqui-
escence? we have congressional timid-
ity? we have congressional nonentity,
choosing to become a nonentity, not
participate, do whatever you want? It
is a recipe for disaster. Madison and
those of the revolutionary generation
would have expected Members of Con-
gress to jealously guard their author-
ity from the imperial pretensions of
the Chief Executive.

To endorse governance by emergency
rule is to fail to live up to what the
Constitution demands of us, and failure
to do our constitutional duty is an in-
vitation to further emergency rule.

I know some Republicans like the
idea of taxing trade, but what if there
is a next President who is a Democrat
who says: By emergency rule, I decree
there will be no gasoline-using cars. We
will have only electric cars.

That is what we are preparing our-
selves for. Every distortion of the
checks and balances of powers gets
worse. Every time a party changes
hands, they say: Well, you guys did
this, so we are going to leapfrog and do
this. And it goes back and forth until
the individual citizen knows nothing
other than the loss of liberty.

Even President Trump didn’t try to
argue that this law called IEEPA,
which is normally used for sanctions—
he didn’t act upon it in his first term.
He makes a claim today, though, likely
because the appropriate trade laws on
the books require months to be imple-
mented, and he can’t wait. And the Re-
publicans go along, and they say:
Emergency? No problem. Constitution?
What? Constitution? Forget about it.

Members of his political party will
stand by his assertion. Some may cast
their actions today as an exercise of
party loyalty. Some may even be
praised by Pennsylvania Avenue. But
for those who care to listen closely,
within that praise will be heard a
touch of disdain.

It is no secret that Congress lacks
the fortitude to stand up for its prerog-
atives, and this is bipartisan. Presi-
dents in both parties routinely exceed
their power because they know that
Congress has weakened itself to such
an extent that it cannot challenge and
will not challenge Executive overreach.

Congress delegates its legislative au-
thority to the President so that the
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laws we live under are, in reality, writ-
ten by bureaucrats who the people do
not know, will never meet, and cannot
hold accountable through elections.

But I don’t want to let off both par-
ties on this. The powers that have been
given to the President over trade have
been given to the President by Con-
gress over many decades. Congress ac-
quiesced. Congress said: Here. We don’t
want to deal with it. You can have it.

Congress today can scarcely be both-
ered to even consider individual appro-
priations bills. By consistently waiting
until the last second to pass a massive
funding bill and threaten a government
shutdown, the leadership deprives Con-
gress of what Madison called its most
complete and effectual weapon: the
power of the purse.

We just put it all in one bill, and
then they say: If you don’t for it, you
are for shutting the government down.

You can’t shut the government down,
so you have to vote for the massive
bill, which includes more pork than
you can probably ever imagine.

Congress has—unique among the
three branches—unilaterally disarmed
and demonstrated itself unable and un-
willing to check the Executive.

If Americans are to live under this
emergency rule, it will not be because
the President sought too much power;
it will be because Congress let it hap-
pen.

If Americans are to live in a country
where the President alone decides what
is to be taxed, at what rate, and for
how long, it will be because Congress is
too feeble to stand up for the interests
and bank accounts of the people.

If Americans live in a country where
their elected representatives in the leg-
islature cannot or will not speak for
them, it will be because those rep-
resentatives silenced themselves. They
gave in. They did not stand up and do
their duty.

We can show the people that the con-
stitutional principle of the separation
of powers still means something and
that we can successfully challenge the
Presidential attempt to raise taxes
without the consent of Congress.

Tariffs are taxes, plain and simple.
Tariffs don’t punish foreign govern-
ments; they punish American families.
When we tax imports, we raise the
price of everything from groceries, to
smartphones, to washing machines, to
just about every conceivable product.

Voters in the last election indicated
they were fed up with high prices.
Every time Americans went to the gro-
cery store, they were reminded that in-
flation and putting food on their fam-
ily’s table was more difficult and left
them with less money for other neces-
sities.

Many pundits say the 2024 election
hinged on promises to reduce inflation
and lower taxes. Does it make any
sense to impose a tax on imports that
will make all Americans worse off?
Shouldn’t we learn from our success?

We should ask ourselves a funda-
mental question: Is trade good? Well,
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trade is simply capitalism. Trade never
occurs unless you want a product more
than you want your money. Has any-
one ever made a trade, a voluntary
trade, where you thought you were
being ripped off? No. You buy stuff
only because you think you are making
a good deal.

Those who say that, oh, no, we are
being ripped off—it is a fallacy. It as-
serts that one of the parties must nec-
essarily lose or be taken advantage of.
The argument belies a fundamental
misunderstanding of trade. By defini-
tion, every voluntary trade is mutually
beneficial.

Trade is good. That isn’t an opinion;
it is a fact. For at least the last 50
years, as trade rises, so does wealth.
And people say the middle class has
gotten smaller? Slightly but only be-
cause it moved to the upper class.

These tariffs will make Americans
poorer, and they will make the defend-
ers of those tariffs pay. Tariffs bring us
closer to the day when the people are
ruled by a czar of industrial policy.
When that day comes, we will wish we
had defended the Constitution when we
still had the power to do so.

We cannot afford to stand idly by
while the constitutional principle of
the separation of powers is eviscerated.
Legislators who stand aside and abdi-
cate the power to tax will one day rue
the accumulation of power in the office
of one person.

I stand against this emergency, I
stand against these tariffs, and I stand
against shredding the Constitution.

I have no animus towards the Presi-
dent. I voted for him and support his
administration.

I come to the floor today not because
I want to but because I am compelled
to. I love my country and the prin-
ciples upon which it is founded. The
oath I took upon taking this office is
to the Constitution of the TUnited
States and not to any person or fac-
tion.

I want to preserve the divisions of
power that protect us and our children
from the rule of one person. That is
why I will today vote to end this emer-
gency. I will vote to reclaim the tax-
ation power of Congress, where the
Constitution properly places it, and I
urge the Members of my party to do
the same.

I yield the floor.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Idaho.

Mr. CRAPO. Mr. President, I rise
today to speak in opposition to the res-
olution. Before I get into my prepared
remarks, let me just make it clear.
What we are doing here today is fol-
lowing a law, IEEPA, which gave au-
thority to the President of the United
States to declare an emergency and
gave Congress the authority to reject
that declaration of the emergency by a
vote in Congress.

The President has declared that
emergency under the authority of that
law, and this resolution has been
brought to reject the declaration of
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that emergency. That is what we are
debating today, and that is what the
vote in Congress is about.

I appreciate that many of us in this
Chamber have heard from constituents
concerned about the economic impact
of the tariffs. All of us are watching
this issue closely and working with the
administration to find ways to mini-
mize its impact on Americans.

We should also be working with the
administration to address a shared ob-
jective: more opportunities for Ameri-
cans in foreign markets and an end to
discriminatory practices in foreign
markets against Americans, against
our farmers, and against our busi-
nesses.

The President’s decision to pause the
full reciprocal tariffs for 90 days, other
than for China, was a prudent move in
that respect. It helped mitigate the im-
pact. It discouraged retaliation but
also continued the serious negotiations
by our trading partners to address
longstanding trading barriers faced by
Americans in foreign markets.

I don’t believe there is anybody in
Congress who would deny that for dec-
ades, nations around the globe have
put unjustified tariffs on American
producers, on American products. We
should not undermine these negotia-
tions by the President at this critical
juncture. The administration has
shared that serious negotiations are
proceeding with 18 countries at a min-
imum now and with more to follow
shortly.

In the coming weeks, the U.S. Trade
Representative will meet with the Sen-
ate advisory group on negotiations and
the Finance Committee to discuss
these negotiations in detail. I encour-
age my colleagues to trust the Presi-
dent, at least until they have had the
opportunity to hear from his trade
team about their efforts.

As the White House recently argued
in its statement of administrative pol-
icy, this resolution, if we passed it,
would signal to U.S. trading partners
that they can continue to discriminate
against U.S. exports with impunity and
would signal that the United States is
not serious about addressing structural
imbalances in the global economy and
the conditions giving rise to the threat
to U.S. national security and economy.

Disapproving this emergency will un-
dercut the serious negotiations that
are underway, which are also yielding
results. For example, India has already
suspended its digital services tax on
U.S. companies. The President is a
good negotiator, and he deserves more
time and our support.

Ending these negotiations at their
inception benefits only one actor:
China. China will see its full reciprocal
tariff limited immediately without of-
fering any concessions to addressing
longstanding, bipartisan grievances.
Moreover, China will benefit because
its trade negotiations will continue,
while ours will sputter out.

For these reasons, I encourage my
colleagues to vote in opposition to this
resolution.
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I yield the floor.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Florida.

H.J. RES. 75

Mrs. MOODY. Mr. President, I rise
today on the 100th day as a U.S. Sen-
ator—in fact, Florida’s newest U.S.
Senator—to urge my colleagues to sup-
port H.J. Res. 75, a Congressional Re-
view Act resolution to rescind burden-
some energy efficiency requirements
on commercial refrigerators and freez-
ers that were imposed by the Biden-
Harris administration at the 11th hour
just before President Trump’s inau-
guration.

The Biden-Harris administration, as
we all know, in many of these agenda-
driven regulations pushed out of Agen-
cies, was a disaster for American fami-
lies, businesses, and industries across
our Nation. Their reckless regulatory
agenda prioritized Green New Deal vir-
tue signaling over good fiscal steward-
ship and the interests of the American
people by exposing manufacturers and
other stakeholders in our industries to
regulatory uncertainty and forcing
American families to shoulder the bur-
den.

As Florida’s attorney general, I was
proud many times to lead the fight
against regulations that made no sense
and were driven by partisan, unelected
bureaucrats by filing challenges
against these regulations in court.

While it is regrettable that the
Biden-Harris administration ignored
our concerns and the complaints by
Floridians and, instead, forced these
harmful regulations into our States
and into our industries in the waning
hours of their administration, I am
proud to now be here in the Senate to
help continue the fight against these
sprawling, harmful, nonsensical poli-
cies that were pushed by these Agen-
cies at the very, very last minute of
the Biden administration.

If this regulation were allowed to re-
main on the books, Biden’s short-
sighted harmful energy standard would
force commercial fridge and freezer
manufacturers to discontinue product
lines and close factories in the U.S.
The results would be layoffs and open
the door for other foreign competitors
to step in instead of those here in our
own country.

Food producers, distributors, whole-
salers, grocery stores, consumers would
be severely impacted by a sudden un-
availability of these commercial-scale
appliances at the center of America’s
food supply chains. That would expose
yet another critical supply chain risk
associated with foreign dependence and
this would be a disaster.

We need to focus right now on
prioritizing American businesses, re-
ducing costs for American people, and
we need to be focused on opening fac-
tories in America, not closing them, es-
pecially for such critical products as
these that allow for large-scale food
distribution and storage.

The government should be making it
easier to plan and establish food dis-
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tribution chains rather than under-
mining them with harmful regulatory
uncertainty.

We saw time and time again in the
last administration the attempt to
force costly and burdensome regula-
tions onto the American people and
businesses in an effort to advance a
partisan ‘‘green new scam’ agenda.
The effects of prices on American fami-
lies and businesses were devastating.

I firmly believe Biden bureaucrats
gave no thought to the effects, jumped
right in. And the motto became, frank-
ly: Above everything else, politics first,
Americans last. I am proud to take this
fight head-on to ensure that Americans
are not shouldering the cost of the last
administration’s regulatory state.

I would like to thank Congressman
CRAIG GOLDMAN of Texas for leading
this effort in the House, and I urge my
colleagues in the Senate to vote for
this resolution. I look forward to the
legislation heading to the President’s
desk to become law.

I yield the floor.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Massachusetts.

Mr. MARKEY. Mr. President, I am
here today to defend the standards for
our appliances that save energy, that
cut climate emissions. They reduce
costs for American families and busi-
nesses. Yet Trump and his Republican
allies are attacking these common-
sense appliance efficiency standards.

This morning’s vote overturned the
Department of Energy’s updated en-
ergy labeling rule that would have
made it easier for appliance manufac-
turers to test, to certify, and to label
their products in a way that consumers
can understand.

Energy labels are like food nutrition
labels but for your electricity bill.
They empower consumers to choose
cheaper, more efficient appliances.
They drive competition. They create
certainty. They help the American peo-
ple make informed choices and avoid
confusion.

The rule that Republicans overturned
was not a ban. It was not a mandate.
The rule didn’t even change underlying
efficiency standards. This vote comes
after two additional votes earlier this
month where Republicans repealed the
Department of Energy’s updated effi-
ciency standards for gas-fired water
heaters and walk-in coolers and freez-
ers.

Let’s be clear: These votes are not
about appliance freedom. They are
about fossil fuel fascism. This is about
corporate lobbyists putting profits over
people and destroying decades of bipar-
tisan energy efficiency progress. Hav-
ing the information to make an in-
formed decision about your appliance
that your family wants to buy is about
choice—your choice. Not Big Oil’s
choice, not Big Gas’s choice—your
choice.

Here is the information. Make up
your mind. Do you want one that is
more efficient? There it is right in the
middle of Best Buy, right there in the
middle of the store. Pick that one.
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Donald Trump’s ridiculous culture
war against energy-efficient appliances
is a war against saving families money.
The more efficient the appliance, the
less money people pay in their elec-
tricity bill. The fact is that Federal ap-
pliance efficiency standards are one of
the most successful climate and con-
sumer savings programs in American
history. And these standards have been
around for decades.

Back in 1987, I wrote the law. I am
the author of the law that gave the De-
partment of Energy the authority to
set binding energy standards for appli-
ances in America, which are supposed
to be updated every 6 years. That is my
law. It was signed into law as the Na-
tional Appliance Energy Conservation
Act.

Now, I am going to be honest with
you, Ronald Reagan vetoed it the first
time because the oil and gas industry
wanted him to veto it. And that law ul-
timately did pass, and it covered 13
major appliances—Kkitchen refrig-
erators, dryers, air conditioners, and,
yes, commercial refrigerators. And
since then, the number of appliances
has more than quadrupled.

Here is the way you should think
about it. We need big electrical gener-
ating facilities all across the country.
Everyone knows right now that AI is
now going to be a huge drain on all of
the electricity that we have in our
country. So how do we handle that
problem? Well, one of the ways of han-
dling that problem is to say that re-
frigerators have to be more efficient in
the amount of electricity which they
consume. Light bulbs have to be more
efficient. Air conditioning has to be
more efficient.

For example, in Texas, in the sum-
mer, 80 percent of peak demand for
electricity is air conditioning. So if
you increase the efficiency by a third
in air conditioners, you are dramati-
cally reducing the need to have to
build more electrical generating facili-
ties in the country. Or maybe there is
more electricity left over for the AI in-
dustry if you are working in a way that
is trying to maximize American inge-
nuity. That is who we are. We make
things that are smarter.

Now, a lot of people—I would say the
natural gas and oil industry at the top
of the list—they don’t want there to be
progress. Why is that? Because the less
efficient something is, the more en-
ergy, the more electricity that has to
be consumed. That is their profit. But
what does it do? It says to the con-
sumer: You have to pay more for more
electricity. It says that you cannot
have new options that make it possible
for you to ensure that your family has
the most modern, the most efficient air
conditioning or lighting or refrigera-
tion or stoves.

No, we are going to lock you into 10-
years-ago technology. We are going to
lock you into 20-years-ago technology.
That is a dream for the oil and gas in-
dustry—a dream. But for the consumer,
no, they are the big loser because what
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we are seeing over the years is after
my law passed in 1987, the number of
appliances which have been covered has
quadrupled—four times as many are
now covered.

Former President Biden updated
more than two dozen standards that
have been delayed under the first
Trump administration on behalf of the
oil and gas industry. These updates
were estimated to save households
nearly $1 trillion annually over 30
years and save the average family at
least $100 per year in lower utility
bills. They were also estimated to cut
approximately 2.5 billion metric tons
of carbon emissions over 30 years. That
is the equivalent of taking over 18 mil-
lion gasoline-powered automobiles off
the road each year for 30 years.

That is bad, by the way. That is bad
for the oil and gas industry, with fewer
greenhouse gases going up, and less oil
and gas being consumed. All of that is
part of a very bad equation for the oil
and gas industry, but it is catastrophic
for families. It is catastrophic for our
planet that the industries are allowed
to dictate policies here on the floor of
the U.S. Senate.

These appliance standards have also
driven progress in States like Massa-
chusetts, where strong State-level ap-
pliance efficiency programs are pro-
jected to cut energy costs by $13 mil-
lion each year by 2044 for families and
small businesses, while fighting cli-
mate change. Let’s not forget that
these rules have support from industry,
but now they are the target of political
theater out here on the Senate floor.

It is not too late to act. We have one
more appliance efficiency Congres-
sional Review Act vote ahead of us.
This is why I am urging my colleagues
to vote no to overturn the Department
of Energy’s efficiency standards for
commercial refrigerators and freezers.

These standards update the minimum
efficiency levels for new refrigerators
and freezers at restaurants, grocery
stores, and convenience stores that run
24/7, 365 days a year. This rule alone—
the one we are going to vote on—would
save businesses up to $4.6 billion over
30 years. These are savings that res-
taurants and grocery stores could pass
on to their customers. And if you have
ever worked in a kitchen, you know
the importance of reliability and cost
savings.

Eliminating this rule would only in-
ject further uncertainty into the mar-
ket, punish forward-thinking manufac-
turers, and raise prices on the very
businesses—especially small busi-
nesses—we say that we want to sup-
port. Energy efficiency isn’t just an en-
vironmental solution; it is an economic
one. It cuts costs for renters, for sen-
iors, for small businesses, for schools,
and municipal buildings.

Make no mistake about it. Elimi-
nating these standards is climate sabo-
tage. Overturning even a few of them
jeopardizes that future. It locks in
dirty fossil fuel use. It worsens pollu-
tion in frontline communities that are
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already burdened by asthma, heat, and
high energy bills. We cannot slam the
brakes on progress just for fossil fuel
profits.

A vote on this next resolution to
overturn the updated standards for re-
frigerators and freezers is a vote
against lower bills, against climate
progress, and against consumer choice.
We need to be investing in the future,
not resurrecting the past.

When my mother got disappointed in
me when I was a boy—when I was 10
years old—my mother would just say:
Eddy, you have to learn how to work
smarter, not harder. Otherwise, your
father and I are going to donate your
brain to Harvard Medical School as a
completely unused human organ.

Ah, and what did she mean? She
meant that you just had to be smarter
and think the problem through.

That is what energy efficiency is. It
is working smarter, not harder. It is
making the refrigerator, it is making
the air conditioner, and it is making
everything that we use more efficient
so we need less electricity, because
that is all our nuclear powerplants, our
coal-burning plants, and wind and solar
are. They are just ways of providing
electricity for the air-conditioning, for
the lighting, and for the heating. That
is all it is. If we make it 25 percent
more efficient, then, all of a sudden, we
need 25 percent less electricity which is
being generated and 25 percent less pol-
lution that goes up into the air and
into the lungs of the children in our
Nation. That is what we are debating
here today.

Once again, the Republicans are
going to side with the oil and gas in-
dustry, and they are going to say:
America can’t figure out how to im-
prove the efficiency of appliances in
our Nation.

That is what they are saying, but
they are also saying the same thing
about our automobiles: No, we can’t
figure out how to make them more effi-
cient.

That is what they are saying about
wind and solar: No, we can’t figure out
how to deploy it in our country as an
alternative to oil and gas.

By the way, the story always comes
back to that one issue—oil and gas and
their money inside of this system—but
the price is being paid by consumers
who have to pay higher bills, and it is
going to be a price that is paid by our
planet, as it gets more and more dan-
gerously hotter.

My mother would always say that
the planet is running a fever, and there
are no emergency rooms for planets.
That is where we are. It is the young
generation who is leading us. It is the
young generation who is saying: You
must do something about climate
change.

It is the young generation who is say-
ing: We must figure out a way of reduc-
ing this pollution that we are sending
up into the atmosphere.

Once again, the Republicans are
bringing up another bill on the floor of
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the U.S. Senate that is going to dra-
matically increase pollution, and that
is going into the lungs of every child,
of every pregnant mother in our coun-
try, and it is absolutely irresponsible
and absolutely unnecessary, except for
the role that the oil and gas industry
plays in the politics of the Republican
Party.

With that, I yield the floor.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from California.

SAVE ACT

Mr. PADILLA. Mr. President, I rise
today with a number of my colleagues.
I will speak for the next, probably,
hour-plus on the topic of election in-
tegrity and the seemingly constant at-
tacks on our election integrity by Don-
ald Trump and our Republican col-
leagues.

I am joined by a number of my
friends and colleagues in our remarks
here for the next block. Senator WELCH
will be speaking next, our colleague
from Vermont, and then Senator
BLUMENTHAL, Senator MERKLEY, Lead-
er SCHUMER, Senator KLOBUCHAR, and
Senator BENNET. And it will be
wrapped up with my partner in orga-
nizing this group of Senators, Senator
REED, who is not only the ranking
member of the Armed Services Com-
mittee but is the ranking member of
the Appropriations subcommittee over-
seeing funding for this space.

I rise today, with my colleagues, out
of grave concern for the future of our
democracy.

I currently serve as the ranking
member of the Senate Rules and Ad-
ministration Committee. I also, as
many of you know, am the former sec-
retary of state for the State of Cali-
fornia. So I have seen firsthand, not
just through the last 4 years but for
the last 8, 9 years, the growing threats
to our democracy and the threats to
the public confidence in our elections.

Sadly, the truth in the year 2025 is
that it is not just foreign actors who
are trying to undermine our elections
and the people’s confidence in the elec-
tions. It is also so many Republican of-
ficials here at home, not just in the

Capitol but in statehouses across
America—but, yes, even here in the
Capitol.

I think of the old horror movie where
the person on the phone would say that
the call is coming from inside the
house. In State legislatures, in the
Capitol, and in the Oval Office, radical
Republicans are working hard—ac-
tively working hard—to make it harder
for eligible Americans to exercise their
constitutional right to vote. We see it
in the endless lies and conspiracy theo-
ries about massive voter fraud. We see
it in the new barriers being erected
that would make it harder for eligible
Americans to simply register to vote.
And we see it in the Trump administra-
tion’s firing of the hard-working and
dedicated security officials who are
tasked with protecting our elections.

So, yes, over the next hour, with my
Democratic colleagues, we will peel
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back the curtain on the tactics being
used to undermine our Federal elec-
tions, because our fundamental democ-
racy is at stake.

In Rochester Hills, MI, Republican
clerk Tina Barton worked hard to help
administer and uphold a free and fair
election in 2020. But for her dedication
and hard work and professionalism, 1
week after the 2020 election, Tina re-
ceived an anonymous phone call—not a
phone call thanking her for her service
but a phone call threatening her life.
The voice on the other end threatened
to come after her family, to hold a
knife to her throat, and to kill her.

As shocking as threats like that may
be, Tina represents just one—one in
every three election workers who has
reported receiving threats, harassment,
and abuse. So, for Tina and so many
others, that harassment grew worse
with every lie spread by the Trump
campaign about a so-called stolen elec-
tion, with threats against election offi-
cials continuing in subsequent elec-
tions.

There was no stolen election. That is
a farce. But for those selfless election
workers, Donald Trump hasn’t even
tried to lower the temperature of polit-
ical rhetoric or combat the
disinformation that leads to the
threats and harassment. Instead, he
has, actually, actively made it worse
for those who are administering elec-
tions. Think of the election workers
and all of the volunteers who work
polling places to help our elections in
our democracy thrive. He has made it
worse for voters. He has fired Federal
workers who combat election misin-
formation and disinformation.

Why would he and his administration
and Republicans in Congress who sup-
port him want to make it easier for
people to interfere with our elections?

I am at a loss. I am at a loss for an
answer. What I do know is that, by fail-
ing to counter, by failing to elevate the
truth, Republicans in Congress have
become complicit as they just sit back
instead of pushing back.

Believe it or not, there was a time,
not that long ago, when even Repub-
licans had the moral courage to speak
out against Trump’s attacks on our de-
mocracy.

I do think back a few years to my
days as the California secretary of
state when, during the first Trump ad-
ministration, he created a commission
to investigate these unfounded claims
of ‘“‘voter fraud’—without evidence,
baseless claims—but for him, it was
important enough to set up a commis-
sion to investigate and uncover the
truth. The commission set out to col-
lect sensitive, private voter informa-
tion from every State, demanding that
States hand over not just the names of
every voter on the voter rolls but their
dates of birth, their voting history,
their Social Security information, and
more.

It was a blatant power grab, long be-
fore Elon Musk started tapping into
Federal servers, by the way. It was a
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blatant power grab which was re-
sponded to: 44 States, both Republican
and Democratic, said no. Republican
and Democratic elections officials
throughout the country joined to-
gether to reject Donald Trump’s de-
mands under his first term. Even in
Mississippi—hardly a woke, Demo-
cratic bastion, folks—even in Mis-
sissippi, then-Secretary of State and
now-Lieutenant Governor Delbert
Hosemann, a Republican, was outraged.
He was so offended by the power grab
that he responded to the White House’s
request with “Go jump in the Gulf of
Mexico,” saying, ‘‘Mississippi is a great
state to launch from.”” Good for him.

So you can imagine my disappoint-
ment when, fast-forward to this past
March, Trump announced yet another
anti-voter Executive order that would
empower DOGE to access sensitive
voter data—very reminiscent of the re-
quest from that first term but now on
steroids.

And what did so many of our Repub-
lican colleagues here in the Senate and
the House of Representatives say?
Nothing.

But it is not just that the Repub-
licans have gone silent, they have actu-
ally become Trump’s enablers here in
Congress by forgoing their responsi-
bility to serve as a check and balance
on the executive branch.

Any day now here in the Senate, we
could see Republicans take up the
SAVE Act—the measure that recently
passed the House of Representatives, a
bill that, I should say, scapegoats im-
migrants simply to justify new barriers
to voter registration. Not only is that
wrong, it is un-American. And, again,
it is based on a lie.

I bring to this body my 6 years of ex-
perience administering elections not
just in any State but the most popu-
lous State in the Nation, with the larg-
est number and the most diverse num-
ber of voters in the Nation. I under-
stand the complexities of both keeping
our elections free and fair but also se-
cure. And I am happy to take time to
meet with any of you to walk you
through the security measures that are
in place to ensure the integrity of our
elections.

I can tell you this, in case you didn’t
know already: It is already a crime for
noncitizens to vote in our elections. To
propose it as a new law is misleading.
It is already against the law. And, by
the way, it is also extremely, ex-
tremely rare.

But if our Republican colleagues
were to have their way, American citi-
zens—American citizens—would feel
the impacts of the SAVE Act, from the
Active-Duty servicemember who has to
move for a new deployment and has to
work so much harder than they should
have to, to update their registration
with the new address at the local elec-
tions office, which could be hours and
hours from the base where they are as-
signed, to think of a married woman
who chose to change her last name
when she got married, and now the
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name listed on the birth certificate and
the name on their ID no longer match.
They will have some explaining to do
and hurdles to jump over simply to reg-
ister to vote.

These are just two small examples
that impact millions and millions of
Americans, should the SAVE Act pass.

And if you make it harder to reg-
ister, guess what, you have made it
harder for eligible citizens to vote.
That would be the result of the SAVE
Act.

Here in the Senate, I want people to
know that together with my Senate
Democratic colleagues, I will do what-
ever it takes to kill this bill, to stop it
from passing, to keep it even from
coming up, if we can, because we owe it
to our constituents to fight every Ex-
ecutive order that undermines our de-
mocracy and to keep demanding an-
swers on the firing of Federal workers
entrusted with safeguarding our elec-
tions.

So over the course of the next hour,
Senate Democrats will lay down a
marker. We will stand strong against
the rising tide of attacks on our de-
mocracy. And I will keep leading the
fight to stop this cynical and dan-
gerous bill and to stop Trump and Re-
publicans’ attempts to undermine our
voting rights.

I yield the floor to my next col-
league.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Vermont.

Mr. WELCH. Mr. President, first of
all, I want to thank the senior Senator
from California not just for his leader-
ship on protecting the voting rights of
all citizens in this country but for his
work as the California Secretary of
State, where he gained a nationwide
reputation for running free and fair
elections.

Senator PADILLA, thank you so much
for your work there, and thank you so
much for your leadership here.

I want to stand here in solidarity
with my colleagues to push back, op-
pose, denounce President Trump’s
March 25 Executive order, which claims
to preserve the integrity of U.S. elec-
tions. It does no such thing. And, by
the way, the idea that the President,
who spent years denying the outcome
of the election he lost gives him abso-
lutely no credibility when he is speak-
ing about his commitment to free and
fair elections.

Like my colleagues—all of us—I am
committed to safeguarding the secu-
rity of our elections and working with
anyone and everyone in the Chamber
to advance that objective. All of us re-
vere the right of citizens to make the
decision about who their leaders are.

Unfortunately, many of our col-
leagues in the House, Republicans in
the House, have fought to gut the elec-
tion security grants our States depend
on. I say that—usually, these are not
partisan issues on voting, but it is
turning into that. And we are seeing a
one-sided, one-party approach, particu-
larly out of the House, that goes to the
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heart of our electoral process and the
right of each of our citizens to make
their decision and their vote be the one
that counts.

At the same time, despite the polit-
ical violence at home and rising ten-
sions abroad, the Trump administra-
tion has taken an ax to CISA. As we
know, that is the Agency that works to
curb emerging cyber security threats.
And that threat, those threats, are a
threat to the election integrity that is
so essential to the well-being of our de-
mocracy.

The Executive order makes an as-
sumption that noncitizen voting is a
problem. The assertion that nonciti-
zens are voting is alarming. Fortu-
nately, it is not true. Also, Federal law
already bars noncitizens from voting in
congressional and Presidential elec-
tions.

So this is not a question of whether
there is some backdoor effort on the
part of one party to allow noncitizens
to vote. It can’t be done. It is illegal
now. This Executive order would not
change that.

Study after study has also shown
that the rate of noncitizen voting is in-
credibly small, almost too small to
measure—roughly 0.0001 percent, ac-
cording to a reliable estimate. Obvi-
ously, that error is so small that it is
hard to measure and would not have
any material impact on our elections.

If you don’t believe me, ask folks
over at the libertarian Cato Institute,
a very conservative organization. They
have labeled President Trump’s claims
about noncitizen voting as ‘‘bogus’—
their word, not mine.

The order of the President also raises
significant constitutional issues. The
Constitution entrusts our States—and
in the case of certain core rules of con-
duct, Congress—with the authority to
regulate elections, not the Executive.

The Executive order President
Trump has signed flips that framework
and purports to vest the President with
expansive new powers that he does not
have—not just him but any chief exec-
utive.

It attempts to enact through Execu-
tive fiat what the Trump administra-
tion seemingly believes it cannot
achieve through the legislative proc-
ess, through an act of Congress; name-
ly, Senate consideration of the SAVE
Act, many provisions of which are con-
tained in the President’s Executive
order.

I ask my colleagues to join me in fo-
cusing our attention on the very real
problems that confront our Nation and
are pushing back against the Trump
administration’s usurpation of the Sen-
ate’s constitutional prerogatives.

President Trump is attacking the
right to vote with respect to disman-
tling of the Department of Justice or-
ganization of attorneys who are being
punished for their efforts to protect
that right to a vote. That organization
within the Justice Department is being
actively dismantled.

And the President has currently used
the Department of Justice as a tool to
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enact his—my view—very extreme pol-
icy positions, and that includes the
Civil Rights Division at the Depart-
ment whose mission includes pro-
tecting the right to vote.

According to press reports, all career
supervisors in the voting rights section
have been reassigned to other positions
completely outside their areas of ex-
pertise. In other words, it is about de-
stroying the Civil Rights Division.

The Assistant Attorney General,
Harmeet Dhillon, surely, at the direc-
tion of the White House, is punishing
career attorneys. This is outrageous.

Also, reportedly, political appointees
at the Department of Justice have or-
dered the dismissal of all active cases
and the closing of all active investiga-
tions by this section.

Our Civil Rights Division within the
Department of Justice has a revered
history for standing up for the rights of
all citizens and their constitutional
rights to be enforced and protected,
and that brazen attack on the Civil
Rights Division will leave it totally un-
able—as the President, apparently, pre-
fers—to defend the democratic right of
our citizens to vote.

I urge my colleagues to oppose the
President’s Executive order.

I yield the floor.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Connecticut.

Mr. BLUMENTHAL. Mr. President,
of all the thrills of living in a democ-
racy, none is more meaningful than
walking into a voting booth and cast-
ing a ballot. I can remember the first
time I did it when I came of age.

I can remember, always—and I see it
again and again and again—new citi-
zens walking out of the courtroom
after the naturalization ceremony,
with their certificates of citizenship in
their hands and handing it to the
League of Women Voters person who is
doing voter registrations. It is the
thrill of their lifetime to be registered.

Of all the rights we have, voting is
perhaps the most meaningful and the
most practiced. It is foundational to all
the others. It is the way we preserve
the others. And that is why the fight
for voting rights—and blood has been
spilled in the effort to secure it—is a
storied bedrock of our American his-
tory.

And, now, again—as there has been
throughout our history—there are ef-
forts to suppress that right for polit-
ical reasons, for political gain. That is
what we have in the SAVE Act, an ef-
fort to erect obstacles and to require
documentation that, very simply,
Americans—many of them—don’t have.

This measure is a solution—supposed
solution—in search of a problem. There
is no widespread voter fraud. Undocu-
mented people, noncitizens, almost
never try to vote. And I am using the
word ‘‘almost’ because I am tempted
to say ‘‘never.” But, of course, you
can’t rule out a negative. You can’t
prove it.

But the fact of the matter is, wide-
spread voter fraud, even significant
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voter fraud by noncitizens, is an imagi-
nary, delusional issue. Some 21 million
U.S. citizens who are eligible to vote
don’t have the requisite documentation
that would be required under the SAVE
Act. To solve the delusional non-
problem, the SAVE Act would deprive
real citizens of the real right to vote—
21 million of them. Married women,
younger voters, voters of color—they
are the ones who are going to be im-
pacted. I don’t know how they would
vote in Connecticut or elsewhere, but
they have a right to vote, and we
should not be fooled by this wolf in
sheep’s clothing, a measure that mas-
querades as preserving democracy.

We should not let our voter rolls be
purged by a measure that has false pre-
tenses. We must protect the right of
every eligible citizen to vote. The best
way to do it is to say no to this bill,
and I ask my Republican colleagues to
join me in saying no because this issue
is larger than any one of us.

I hear again and again and again
from my constituents in Connecticut
about their concern that the right to
vote may be restricted. I say to the
people of Connecticut right here and
now: I will fight this bill because it is
wrong, because it eviscerates voting
rights, and because it threatens our de-
mocracy.

I yield the floor.

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr.
SCHMITT). The Senator from Oregon.

Mr. MERKLEY. Mr. President, our
Constitution starts out with the three
words ‘“We the People,” and they are
written in supersize font to tell you
that that is what the core of our de-
mocracy is all about—or, as Lincoln so
well summarized, government of, by,
and for the people.

There are several things essential to
make this happen: the freedom of
speech, for one; the freedom of assem-
bly, for another. But perhaps nothing
encapsulates the opportunity of a cit-
izen to participate in the direction of
their own country more than the ballot
box, more than the right and oppor-
tunity to vote.

Yet that sacred opportunity at the
heart of our Constitution is under as-
sault because there seems to be one
party that has decided it is about sup-
pressing citizens’ rights rather than
empowering and honoring citizens’ op-
portunity to participate in our govern-
ment. And they have this bill that is
all about voter suppression.

Well, we have gone through some se-
rious voter suppression. Some of it was
written into our original Constitution.
Despite the lofty goals, we didn’t allow
people of color to vote; we didn’t allow
women to vote; we didn’t allow Native
Americans to vote; we didn’t allow the
enslaved to vote. But we have worked
toward that lofty vision that we knew
was right.

We remedied slavery, ending it in
1865 with the 13th Amendment. We
passed the 15th Amendment to ensure
the right to vote shall not be denied by
race or color or previous servitude. And
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then, some 50 years later—it took 50
additional years before the right to
vote was guaranteed to women in the
United States of America.

After the Civil War, reconstruction
collapsed in about 1877. There was Kind
of an evil deal that was worked out all
over the election of Rutherford Hayes.
And that ended reconstruction; and,
quickly, a series of measures were
passed by States to suppress the oppor-
tunity of Black Americans to vote in
the South. These included poll taxes;
they included literacy tests; they in-
cluded civics exams—rigged so that
only White Americans could pass. But
we remedied that situation. We took it
on. It took a long time, unfortunately.

In the 1960s, Members of this Cham-
ber and Members of the Chamber down
the hall said we are ready to end that
discrimination that we knew all along
was wrong, those barriers erected for
citizens to vote.

But now we have one party, the Re-
publican Party, which was founded on
the vision of ending slavery, that
wants to suppress the vote of Ameri-
cans once again. That is incredible. But
we are going to stop that bill.

My own State has pioneered the abil-
ity to vote by mail, and that provision
has spread across the country to States
like Utah, a red State. Blue States, red
States are saying this makes sense be-
cause it ends the corruption on elec-
tion day where officials stop people
from voting by relocating the voting
booths to a new location, by putting
equipment in there that malfunctions,
by understaffing it, by putting out
false information about where the vot-
ing will be held.

Vote-by-mail ended all of that cor-
ruption on election day, utilized so
often to stop people from voting who
lived in the inner city, who lived in
poorer communities, who lived in com-
munities of color—a modern-day
version of the suppression that fol-
lowed the collapse of reconstruction.
We stopped it, and blue and red States
have adopted those reforms.

But the SAVE Act is about going the
other direction. What a name—the
SAVE Act—as if it is saving something
important as opposed to destroying the
opportunity to vote.

So we will absolutely not let our col-
leagues across the aisle take us back-
wards to voter suppression.

Under the SAVE Act rules, my moth-
er would likely not have been able to
vote. The most common documents to
prove citizenship are a birth certificate
or a passport. And when my mother
married my father, she changed her
last name from Collins to Merkley. My
mother never had a passport. She
couldn’t have used a passport. Her
name was different than that on her
birth certificate. Betty Lou Collins be-
came Betty Lou Merkley. And Repub-
licans want to stop women across the
country from voting once again be-
cause their name doesn’t match their
birth certificate. That is pretty ex-
traordinary.
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More than half of Americans today
who don’t have a passport—my mother
would have been in that category. She
wouldn’t have been able to register to
vote.

Let’s not go backward into the realm
of voter suppression. Let’s go forward
into full voter empowerment. If you be-
lieve in this Constitution, then honor
it; don’t put it in the wood chipper.

Folks today are able to register in a
variety of ways. Some say: Well, isn’t
this opening the possibility that non-
citizens are voting? The answer is no.
That is not happening.

The Secretary of State of Georgia, in
2022, led a massive examination of the
history of voting in Georgia, and the
Secretary of State says he could not
find a single noncitizen that had cast a
ballot in Georgia in 25 years. So don’t
tell me that your so-called reform is
about integrity at the ballot place. We
know what it is about. It is about ma-
nipulating the vote on election day to
stop people from voting, and we are not
going to let that happen.

In another case, the Brennan Center
examined, in 2016, the behavior of 23
million voters, and they found it was
roughly equal to the risk of being
struck by lightning that a noncitizen
would vote. And we know that in some
cases where those have happened—I
mean, it is so rare—it has happened be-
cause the bureaucracy screwed up and
sent them a ballot when they weren’t
supposed to.

So let’s be clear. Our journey toward
the vision of citizen empowerment in
voting has been imperfect. It has been
long. It has been slow. It has seen set-
backs like after the collapse of recon-
struction. But we have worked steadily
toward that vision, that ideal that
every citizen should have that full op-
portunity to participate in the direc-
tion of their Nation.

So should the SAVE Act ever be
brought to this floor, which itself
would be a massive corruption of our
responsibility as U.S. Senators, I am
voting hell no, and everyone else
should as well.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Minnesota.

Ms. KLOBUCHAR. Mr. President, I
rise today to join my colleagues in
standing up for the right to vote and
the critical need to ensure that that
right is protected.

I want to thank Ranking Members
PADILLA and REED for their leadership
on this issue and in organizing this
floor block. Senator PADILLA, a former
Secretary of State himself, under-
stands to a core how important the
right to vote is.

The right to vote is sacred to our de-
mocracy. It secures all of our freedoms.
As Congressman John Lewis once said,
voting is the most powerful nonviolent
tool we have to create a more perfect
Union.

But in recent years, from the Janu-
ary 6 insurrection—I just came from a
spotlight hearing in which Officer
Dunn and in which former prosecutors
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were speaking out about their work on
that day. I remember that day because,
at 3:30 in the morning, it was Senator
Blunt and Vice President Pence and I
that were here on our own in this very
Chamber and made that walk, which in
the morning had been a big celebration
of our democracy; but this time we
were walking over broken glass, we
were walking by marble pillars spray-
painted with racist vulgarities. But we
made that walk, and our democracy
prevailed.

But in one of President Trump’s first
acts, he pardoned the violent offenders
who had struck police officers, who had
injured over 100 police officers. That is
what he did.

And from that January 6 insurrection
to dangerous rhetoric and baseless
election conspiracies, to other actions
taken by this administration over the
past 100 days, we have seen unprece-
dented attacks on the freedom to vote
and our democracy.

Nowhere are these attacks more
clear than at the Department of Jus-
tice. The Justice Department was
founded in 1870 with the very purpose
to enforce civil rights. This includes
voting rights guaranteed by the 15th
Amendment. And since the passage of
the Voting Rights Act, the Civil Rights
Division has been responsible for en-
forcing that law.

Today, the work to protect voting
rights is as urgent as ever. In 2023
alone, over 19 States enacted laws to
restrict access to voting and to make it
more difficult to vote.

In the words of Senator WARNOCK,
what is happening is simple: Some peo-
ple don’t want some people to vote.

Yet what are the words that are in-
scribed at the Justice Department over
its entrance?

Equal Justice for All.

Department of Justice officials would
like us to believe that the fight for
equal rights and the fight for voting
rights is already over. In fact, the As-
sistant Attorney General for Civil
Rights has said that the Voting Rights
Act ‘““was once necessary to push back
on Jim Crow laws.”’

At her hearing in front of the Judici-
ary Committee, I asked her if she will
enforce section 2 of the Voting Rights
Act, which the Supreme Court of the
United States, a conservative Supreme
Court, just reaffirmed 2 years ago. She
didn’t answer the question.

It is clear why she didn’t answer—be-
cause she never planned on enforcing
it. In fact, it has been reported that the
Department’s lawyers in the voting
rights section have been directed to
dismiss active voting cases.

But they are not stopping—this ad-
ministration—at forcing attorneys to
dismiss cases. Justice Department offi-
cials have also removed all of the sen-
ior civil servants—civil servants—in
the Civil Rights Division. That has had
a ripple effect, as you can imagine,
causing a mass exodus of experienced
attorneys from the Division. And rath-
er than try to stop the loss of talent,
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the current head of that Division, in-
stalled by the Trump administration,
simply told reporters:

I think that’s fine.

Well, I don’t think that is fine. The
people who have endured voter dis-
crimination don’t think it is fine.
Those of us who have been active in
this area, who have heard the stories,
as I did when I was Rules chair and
held a field hearing in Georgia—the
story of the veteran who had signed up
to serve and there was no waiting line,
and when he comes home to this coun-
try and he wants to vote, he finds out
that there is a waiting line in the hot
Sun for hours; he finds out that his
vote in one location, which he figures
out, for the primary is different from
where he votes in the general and then
is different from where he votes in the
runoff. That is a system designed to
make it harder to vote.

In the election for Senator WARNOCK,
suddenly they took down Saturday vot-
ing when there are only a few weekends
between the general election and the
runoff.

Then there were the people in camo
standing to intimidate voters in lines
in Arizona.

The stories go on and on.

In Harris County in Texas, they had
one voting dropoff box in a county the
size of my entire State when it comes
to population.

So, no, I don’t think it is just fine.

It is not just at the Department of
Justice that we see an assault on vot-
ing. President Trump also issued an
Executive order to overhaul our Na-
tion’s elections.

As a Federal judge recently made
clear, the President has claimed power
over our elections that the Constitu-
tion does not give him.

If implemented, the order could dis-
enfranchise millions of citizens, includ-
ing millions of women who changed
their last names after getting married,
as would the legislation that my col-
leagues have just highlighted. I heard
Senator MERKLEY discussing the prob-
lems with this bill.

It would make it harder for men and
women in uniform serving overseas to
vote, and it would compromise—this
Executive order—sensitive, personal
data, giving Elon Musk access to pri-
vate information about citizens, con-
tained in voter files in every State.

Instead of creating barriers to the
ballot box, we should be protecting ac-
cess to the polls. That is why we intend
to reintroduce a bill that I led, the
Freedom to Vote Act—something that
we negotiated over months and months
and months. This legislation would set
national standards to ensure that all
eligible Americans can vote in the way
that works best for them, regardless of
their ZIP Code. That is why I also
strongly support the John Lewis Vot-
ing Rights Advancement Act to restore
and strengthen key portions of the
Voting Rights Act.

But there are things that all of us
should be able to agree on, like ensur-
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ing that State and local governments
have reliable Federal support and fund-
ing to maintain election infrastruc-
ture—something that Senator Blunt
and I, when he was chair of the Rules
Committee and when he was ranking
on the Rules Committee, agreed on,
and I know Senator PADILLA is car-
rying on that torch; that we must, in
our local election offices, keep pace
with new technology; that we must
combat cyber security threats.

I think about Chris Krebs, someone
who I respect very much, who was in
charge of the Division of the govern-
ment that makes sure elections are
protected from cyber attacks.

After the election in 2016, after that
election, he declared it safe. The Attor-
ney General for the United States at
the time for Donald Trump, Bill Barr,
echoed his words and said it was safe.
Then the President just decided at the
time—President Donald Trump, in his
first term—to fire Chris Krebs.

But that wasn’t even enough for this
President. He comes back just a few
weeks ago and says he is going to in-
vestigate Chris Krebs. Why? Because
this civil servant had the audacity to
declare our election safe and correct,
which it was, after spending his time in
government working to make sure that
it was and that Russians and other
countries that wanted to do us harm
would not influence our election.

We also should be able to stand by
our election workers, including volun-
teers, who face a barrage of threats and
intimidation. We have heard the testi-
mony—so many us—of those who were
threatened, of those who were told—
election workers just doing their jobs—
that their head would be on a stake.

Mr. President, Congressman Lewis
never stopped working for our democ-
racy. While we are seeing daily as-
saults on our democracy, it is our duty
to never give up hope and to continue
to fight for what Congressman Lewis
aptly called ‘‘one of the most impor-
tant blessings of our democracy,” and
that is our Nation’s right to vote.

I yield the floor.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from New York.

Mr. SCHUMER. Mr. President, first, I
want to thank Senators PADILLA and
REED for holding the floor on such a
vital issue to our country, our democ-
racy, and who we are as a people. I
thank Senators KLOBUCHAR and BEN-
NET for participating as well and all
the others who did as well.

Well, we know that free and fair elec-
tions are the very wellspring of Amer-
ican democracy. When you ask people
around the world ‘“What is great about
America?’ this is one of the first
things they say: ‘“They have elections,
real elections, free elections.”

But unfortunately—deeply unfortu-
nately—no administration has come
closer to destroying that wellspring
than the Trump administration. Don-
ald Trump and Republicans are putting
our elections in a vice grip—Executive
orders from the President on one end
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and dangerous legislation from Con-
gress on the other. They don’t under-
stand the sacredness of elections and
keeping them fair. The kind of legisla-
tion, the kind of Executive orders
which are so jaundiced, so slanted on
the side of one party, are the antithesis
of democracy.

On the one side, Donald Trump re-
cently issued an Executive order that
would coerce States to prevent mil-
lions of Americans from voting. On the
other, Republicans in Congress are
pushing the SAVE Act—one of the
most destructive, dangerous voter-sup-
pression bills in recent memory. It is
very reminiscent of Jim Crow. That is
what Republicans want to do—they
want to not only restore Jim Crow in
the South; they want to have Jim Crow
spread from one end of this country to
the other.

It will not happen. It will not happen.

Let me be clear. I will not let this
noxious bill, the SAVE Act, become
law. Every Senate Democrat, every sin-
gle one of us, is united against it. They
need 60 votes. The SAVE Act is dead on
arrival.

I would like to say it louder so my
friends in the House and the rightwing
over here can hear: The SAVE Act is
dead on arrival.

Democrats and Americans see this
bill for what it is—a nasty, vicious at-
tack on our democracy.

The SAVE Act reads more like a
how-to guide for voter suppression
rather than a serious attempt to secure
our elections. The SAVE Act would
make easy methods of voter registra-
tion—Ilike online registration, registra-
tion by mail, and registration drives—
a thing of the past.

Massive purges would inevitably re-
move many American citizens from the
voter rolls, and it is already wholly un-
necessary. Federal law prohibits non-
citizens from voting in Federal elec-
tions. It is done with one purpose in
mind: voter suppression.

What they have in mind is they think
those that vote Democratic are less
likely to vote than Republicans if this
passes. It is trying to slant the elec-
tions away from free and fair.

Every single State already prohibits
noncitizens from voting in State elec-
tions. So Republicans are trying to
strip our democracy down to its studs,
all to fix a problem that doesn’t exist.

Under the SAVE Act, if you want to
register to vote or if you want to sim-
ply update your registration, it would
be harder than it is right now because
on top of your ID card, you will need to
provide either your passport, birth cer-
tificate, or citizenship certificate.

So if you are one of the 50 percent of
Americans without a passport or one of
the 21 million American citizens who
don’t have access to your birth or citi-
zenship certificate, Republicans wants
to make it harder—not easier, harder—
for you to vote.

If you are one of the 69 million Amer-
icans who changed your name after you
got married and your certificates don’t
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match your current name or if you
have currently moved recently and
changed addresses, Republicans want
to make it harder for you to vote.

It is one unnecessary hurdle after an-
other.

We know the SAVE Act is not about
securing our elections. It is about sup-
pressing voters. It is about making it
harder to vote and easier to cheat. It is
despicable. It is damaging—beyond
damaging. It goes against the very
foundations of our democracy.

Democrats will never, never allow
the SAVE Act to become law.

I once again thank my colleague
from Rhode Island for sponsoring this
act.

I yield the floor.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Colorado.

Mr. BENNET. Mr. President, I, too,
am here on the floor today to oppose
the SAVE Act.

Today, Americans register to vote in
a variety of ways, typically set by each
State in this country, but Federal law
requires that Americans attest to citi-
zenship under penalty of perjury.

In Colorado, you can register online;
you can register in person; you can reg-
ister through the mail. It can be as
easy as providing your Social Security
number and signature, which every
American has, through the secretary of
state’s website.

Alternatively, the SAVE Act would
change that by requiring that all
American citizens, whether registering
for the first time or updating their reg-
istration, to present proof of citizen-
ship in person, largely in the form of a
passport or a birth certificate. In other
words, government issued driver’s li-
censes and military and Tribal identi-
fications would not satisfy the bill’s re-
quirements.

The SAVE Act would severely re-
strict online voter registration and
mail-in registration and eliminate
voter registration drives altogether. It
would make it harder or even impos-
sible for up to 69 million married
American women who have changed
their names, because their last name
doesn’t match the one on their birth
certificate.

Meanwhile, half of Americans don’t
even have a passport. How are they
going to register under this law? They
can’t.

Over 60 million Americans who live
in rural areas—now they are going to
have to drive miles and miles and
miles, hours out of their way, to stand
in line at a local election agency.

The SAVE Act does nothing to make
it easier to cast a ballot; it only suc-
ceeds in making it harder for Ameri-
cans to register to vote and to exercise
their rights.

This is not theoretical. Kansas tried
to implement its own State-level
SAVE Act in 2013, with disastrous re-
sults. The law blocked over 30,000 po-
tential registrants in just 2 years—
about 12 percent of all voter registra-
tions during the period. State officials
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acknowledged in court that over 99 per-
cent of affected voters were U.S. citi-
zZens.

Now, even Kansas’s Republican sec-
retary of state, who championed the
bill when he was a State legislator, has
warned against it, saying:

It didn’t work out so well.

I would say so. About 12 percent of
the people who tried to register
couldn’t.

Compare those 30,000 Kansans who at-
tempted to register and were denied to
the 30 people—30 people—the 30 non-
citizens who reportedly voted in the
2016 election nationwide. That is about
0.0001 percent of all votes cast.

If there ever was one, this is a solu-
tion in search of a problem, and the
only solution doesn’t even work. It
only makes it harder for law-abiding
Americans to register to vote or patri-
otic Americans to register to vote.

Perhaps it would be better if this bill
were modeled after the system that we
have in Colorado.

We have set the gold standard in my
State. It is a system that actually en-
courages people to vote in a fraud-free
system. In Colorado, we are the first
State in America to complete a risk-
limiting audit, the gold standard for
verifying the integrity of election re-
sults to begin with, and it entails
counting and comparing a representa-
tive sample of ballots to the reported
result.

To prevent hacking, none of our vot-
ing machines are attached to the inter-
net. We require county clerks to use
two-factor authentication to access
voter databases.

And once a vote is cast, a bipartisan
team of election judges in each county
checks every signature against the
copy in the database for any discrep-
ancies.

All election officials and judges with
access to the tabulation process must
pass a Colorado Bureau of Investiga-
tion background check. Colorado has
spent years implementing top-tier
cyber security measures and audits to
prevent hackers from interfering with
our electoral process.

We have one of the most secure elec-
tion systems of any State in the coun-
try, and because Coloradans have trust
in our gold standard system, we have
some of the highest voter turnout in
America. That is the model we should
be using across the country, in my
view. Instead of wasting time and tax-
payer dollars on the SAVE Act, Con-
gress should be implementing Colo-
rado’s practices all across the country.

I yield the floor to my colleague from
Rhode Island. Thank you very much
for his leadership in bringing the Na-
tion’s attention to this issue today.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Rhode Island.

Mr. REED. Mr. President, I rise
today alongside my colleagues to speak
out against the attack on a funda-
mental right of every American cit-
izen: the right to vote.

I want to thank Senator PADILLA for
leading this important effort. The
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progress, the prosperity, and success of
our Nation, both as an economic power
and as an inspiration for freedom-lov-
ing people everywhere, has been aided
by our efforts to tear down the obsta-
cles that prevent citizens from voting.

Today, the President and, seemingly,
too many of my Republican colleagues
want to throw that progress away. At
the President’s urgings, they appear to
believe that it is OK to turn their
backs on the work, the advocacy, and
the sacrifice of women like Susan B.
Anthony who worked so zealously for
the right of women to vote, and men
like Martin Luther King, Jr., and thou-
sands of Americans who dedicated
themselves to opening the voting
booths to all Americans.

Indeed, the Trump administration
and congressional Republicans are now
advancing policies that could dis-
qualify tens of millions of Americans
from voting in elections. If adopted,
these policies will make it harder for
low-income individuals, the elderly,
women, and even U.S. servicemembers
deployed overseas to cast a ballot.
Now, that is very ironic.

These men and women in uniform are
in dangerous locations to protect our
fundamental rights, perhaps the most
fundamental right is to vote, and yet
this legislation would impair their
ability to exercise that right.

Election integrity is essential to our
democracy. That is why Democrats
vigorously support Federal funding and
Federal anti-cyber interference in our
elections.

But what isn’t essential is breaking a
system that successfully prevents
fraud and replacing it with one that
makes it less likely that American
citizens can exercise their constitu-
tional right to vote.

Yet that appears to be the Repub-
lican plan. Indeed, through a brazen, il-
legal, and unconstitutional Executive
order, the Trump administration is at-
tempting to mandate that every State
change how it operates its elections.
Its starkest proposal is to throw out
State rules about voter identification
requirements and require what is effec-
tively a national ID—while ignoring
current law that already makes it a se-
rious crime for a noncitizen to vote.

They have introduced the so-called
SAVE Act, which recently passed the
House of Representatives. It attempts
to codify the President’s dubious Exec-
utive order.

Now, I can see people saying: Well,
what is the big deal about making
someone show ID? Well, like many
catchy sales pitches, this policy is real-
ly a bunch of ‘‘gotchas’ that will stand
between millions of voters and the bal-
lot box.

According to the Brennan Center,
more than 9 percent of voting-age
American citizens, 21 million people,
don’t have proof of citizenship—typi-
cally a birth certificate or a passport—
readily available to show as they try to
vote.
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And 4 million Americans don’t have
these documents available at all—per-
haps they were lost, destroyed, or sto-
len—and these Americans could be pre-
vented from voting.

Women who change their names after
getting married, and that is 69 million
Americans, will not be able to use a
birth certificate alone to establish
their citizenship, and they might not
be able to vote.

Americans could use a passport to
satisfy the Trump policy, but accord-
ing to the State Department, only half
of Americans have a passport. And it
will set you back $165 to get one just so
you can exercise your constitutionally
protected right to vote.

By the way, I wonder if that could be
considered a poll tax, which was out-
lawed through our Constitution, and
we have to respect our Constitution.
We all take an oath to do that.

The Trump policy allows citizens to
use a REAL ID ‘‘that indicates the ap-
plicant is a citizen of the United
States,” but that is a false promise.

As 15 secretaries of state recently
wrote: REAL IDs do not indicate citi-
zenship status. Even if the Federal
laws for REAL ID were amended, the
nearly 140 million REAL IDs that have
been issued over the last decade could
not be used as proof of citizenship. And
these are the experts on elections, the
secretaries of state of our 50 States.

Now, some people may still think it
is easy to get these documents or reg-
ister to vote in person, but if you don’t
have the money to spare to get the
proper documents, if you are elderly or
disabled or can’t easily get to your
townhall, what are you to do? Faced
with these barriers, they may just give
up and not vote at all, which I believe
is the ultimate objective of this legis-
lation.

Voter suppression is the way, I be-
lieve, that President Trump and others
believe they can succeed at the polls.
What the Constitution and the spirit of
America suggests and what countless
generations of American servicemen
have fought for is access to the polls
for all and enthusiastic voting by
American citizens.

And what about the servicemembers
who are just deployed overseas and
didn’t have time to register? How does
that young American report in per-
son—because that is what this says, in
person—to establish his or her citizen-

ship?
According to military and veterans
service organizations, registration

methods used for decades by millions
of American civilians and uniformed
servicemembers abroad ‘‘would likely
become impossible under the SAVE
Act.”

We will send them to war, but we
won’t let them vote. Trump’s policy
would also impose unfunded mandates
on States. According to the Rhode Is-
land secretary of state who is one of
the most, I think, effective secretaries
of state in the country, the State gov-
ernment would need to change its voter
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registration systems and forms. It may
need to purchase new voting machines
and equipment, and it would need to
pursue a significant public outreach
campaign to educate voters about
changes in the law.

But the SAVE Act provides zero dol-
lars to cover these costs. States and lo-
calities will need to cover this un-
funded mandate.

Well, why is the Trump administra-
tion imposing these costs and inter-
fering with Americans’ fundamental
rights as citizens to vote? They claim
it is to combat noncitizen voting, but
this legislation isn’t necessary to do
that.

The United States Constitution, the
Rhode Island constitution, and Rhode
Island State law explicitly state that
only U.S. citizens are allowed to vote.
Under Federal law, it is a felony for
non-U.S. citizens to vote. These laws
are enforced, and they are a significant
deterrent.

An exhaustive study by the Brennan
Center found that at least 30 cases of
noncitizen voting were referred for in-
vestigation or prosecution during the
2016 election. Trump’s Department of
Justice in his first term indicted 19
people. The law was enforced, but the
objectives of this law are trivial com-
pared to the millions of Americans who
must have the right to vote.

Now, those 19 should not have voted,
but it is 19 votes out of 129 million
cast. And as my colleague from Colo-
rado pointed out, a better mathemati-
cian than I, that is a fractional portion
of the American public.

And make no mistake, they would
suffer the consequences if they did vote
illegally, these noncitizens. But we do
not need a complete overhaul of our
election systems and to strip millions
of American citizens of voting rights in
order to combat a problem that non-
partisan election experts tell us is al-
ready addressed by current law.

The real reasons for this policy are to
support Trump’s Big Lie that the 2020
election was stolen, even though he
lost by roughly 7 million votes, to sow
mistrust in our government, to deter
people from voting. This is all in serv-
ice of President Trump’s insatiable de-
sire for power and his insatiable ego.

Efforts by his enablers to discourage
absentee voting have already disen-
franchised servicemembers. In North
Carolina, Republicans have sought to
cancel 65,000 votes in a judicial elec-
tion—an estimated 2,000 to 8,000 of
which were military and overseas vot-
ers.

We are on the brink of exporting this
injustice nationwide on a much greater
scale. Senator PADILLA is right to
sound the alarm about this, and I am
proud to join him. We want to help our
fellow citizens participate in our elec-
tions because only their participation
will ensure that the government is
truly accountable to the people it rep-
resents. And as the ranking member of
the Appropriations Subcommittee that
handles election funding, I hope my
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colleagues will join me in restoring
funding for election security grants to
the States to the total of $75 million. If
you are serious about election fraud,
then give the secretaries of state the
resources to ensure that ineligible vot-
ers do not cast their vote.

Defunding them is an invitation for
abuse. This isn’t, nor should it be, a
partisan endeavor. Democrats and Re-
publicans shouldn’t be afraid to face
the voters, all voters, and compete on
the basis of our ideas and aspirations.

Trump’s Executive order and the
SAVE Act show that he has a different
agenda, consolidating power for him-
self, not the people, through dissuading
and deterring American citizens from
casting their vote, one of the most fun-
damental values that generations of
American service men and women have
given their lives to protect, and I hope
my colleagues on both sides of the aisle
will understand that.

I yield the floor to the distinguished
Senator from Washington.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Washington.

EL SALVADOR

Mrs. MURRAY. Mr. President, over
the past month, we have seen a wave of
righteous outrage across the country
in response to President Trump’s com-
pletely lawless move to disappear hun-
dreds of people to a mnotorious
megaprison in El Salvador, without
even the barest semblance of due proc-
ess.

And as I join my colleagues in calling
for the Trump administration to abide
by the Supreme Court ruling and facili-
tate the release of Kilmar Abrego Gar-
cia—a man they said in court was sent
to El Salvador by mistake—I have to
emphasize that his case is one of many
where Trump has completely shredded
our norms and laws.

In addition to Garcia, Trump sent off
some 200 people, including innocent
people who were in our country legally,
to a foreign prison without any due
process whatsoever, and they did it all
on the basis of some arrangement nego-
tiated in secret and paid for with mil-
lions of taxpayer dollars.

What we do know is that many of
these people were sent there without
any criminal conviction. The adminis-
tration actually admitted that. In
their own court filing, the Trump ad-
ministration acknowledged that many
of these people have no criminal
records in the United States, and yet
all of these people have now been im-
prisoned in a foreign country with no
end date in sight.

Unconstitutional doesn’t even begin
to cover that.

There are so many questions—basic
questions—about this that we all
should be demanding answers to. At
the barest, smallest, slimmest min-
imum—and I mean as a starting
point—the administration must release
more details about this secret agree-
ment where it is paying El Salvador
with our taxpayer dollars to imprison
people without a trial—details like:
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Who all is being imprisoned? How long
is El1 Salvador holding these people
with Trump’s orders? How many people
is El Salvador going to imprison under
this agreement? What outside contact
is possible for those people? And how
do we learn their status and condition?
Are they alive? Are they healthy?
What are the details?

Most of the details we do have are
from reporting, and news reports say
the deal was only for El Salvador to
take convicted criminals. So why did
Trump send people with no criminal
record?

And, importantly, where in the world
is this money coming from? Does any-
one here remember voting to pass a
single dollar in appropriations to fund
a torture prison in El Salvador? Be-
cause I sure don’t, and the last I
checked, Congress has the power of the
purse.

Do you know what else we don’t
know? We still don’t know the names
of everyone they did this to. Think
about that. We don’t have their names.
That information should be released
immediately—today—because there are
families who still have no confirmation
where their loved ones are. And the
only list we have right now was not
even released by the administration. It
was reported by the press. Some fami-
lies only learned their son was gone,
their husband was gone, their father
was gone through photos of them being
marched into a torture prison. This is
the first, last, and only update we have
had on just about all of those people.

We do not know if they are alive. We
don’t know if they are being treated
decently. We don’t even know if they
have been moved. Even their lawyers
can’t reach them.

Here is what we do know, though:
There are many names on the El Sal-
vador list of people who were here le-
gally who had no criminal record. That
seems to be getting lost in the debate
for some of my Republican colleagues.
This is not about any one case or any
one person. It is about a lawless system
for the President to deny due process.
And when you cut out due process, you
put innocent people in harm’s way.

I heard one of my Republican col-
leagues say last week:

I don’t see any pattern here.

Well, I ask him now, and I ask every-
one now, to pay attention to the full
picture because, of course, you won’t
see a pattern if you just look at one
case and you ignore the many, many
others.

There is the case of Andry Hernandez
Romero. He is a barber who came here
legally. He has no criminal record.

There is the case of Arturo Suarez
Trejo. He is a musician. He came here
legally. He has no criminal record.

There is the case of Merwil Gutierrez,
who—you guessed it—came here Ile-
gally. No criminal record. In fact, he
was apparently grabbed by mistake.
One officer reportedly said: No, he is
not the one. And another said: Take
him away anyway.
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Trump sent them all to a maximum
security prison in El Salvador with no
trial—disappeared. They have no con-
tact with their lawyer, no contact with
family. We do not know if they are
alive, and they don’t know if anyone is
even advocating for them—how hope-
less that must feel, how dark.

So is that enough of a pattern for my
Republican colleagues? Do you still
need more? Because there is also Jerce
Reyes Barrios. He is a soccer player. He
came here legally. Again, no criminal
record.

There is Gustavo Aguilera, a food de-
livery driver. Legally here, no criminal
record.

Or Anyelo Sarabia—here legally, no
criminal record.

I mean, how many more before my
colleagues can actually admit this is a
pattern? How many people have to be
disappeared with no due process before
it becomes a problem?

Because, for me, one is too many, and
the pattern isn’t even over yet.

Trump was reportedly ready to dis-
appear even more people to El Salvador
before the Supreme Court put its foot
down. In this latest round, the Trump
administration was preparing to dis-
appear a man who came here legally
and had no record, except a traffic vio-
lation. Another was a young man ac-
cused of being a gang member because
of a photo with a toy water gun. That
is the level of so-called evidence that
gets you locked away in a foreign tor-
ture prison under President Trump.

And I will keep saying it. Most of the
people they disappeared have no crimi-
nal records, and many were even here
legally.

They came here for a better life, and
Trump disappeared them based on
nothing more than tattoos that say
“mom” and ‘‘dad,” or that celebrate
soccer teams or a daughter’s birth or
autism awareness.

And I realize I keep hammering home
that many of these people are not
criminals and that many of these peo-
ple came here legally. But I do want to
remind my colleagues that this ques-
tion is not whether someone who has
vanished to El1 Salvador without a
trace is good or bad. The question is
whether everyone in this country, in-
cluding American citizens, have the
rights they were promised in our Con-
stitution? At the end of the day, it is
not about who these people are; it is
about who we are—whether we are a
country of due process or not, a coun-
try of laws or not.

Trump has said where he stands. He
literally said: We don’t have time to
give them due process.

If the Trump administration thinks
that someone is a criminal, if they are
really bad and dangerous, prove it in
court. Prove it. Just simply prove it. It
shouldn’t be hard. That is how this
works. Everyone in this country under-
stands that. You can’t just say: Crimi-
nals don’t get due process when due
process is how you determine who is a
criminal in the first place.
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I mean, in the case of one person
they sent to El Salvador, not only did
the government’s file against him show
no criminal record, but it also got his
name wrong several times and used two
different identification numbers. Those
are pretty major errors to make when
you are locking someone away, the
kind of errors that due process helps to
avoid.

That is not some theory. We are see-
ing it happen in another case right
now. There is a couple that Trump is
saying is part of a gang. But instead of
just disappearing them with no trial to
speak of, the administration was forced
to prove it—to prove it in court. And
do you know what happened? The gov-
ernment failed. The judge found the
government’s claims completely and
wholly unsubstantiated and ordered
the couple to be released.

That just goes to show, if we ignore
our laws, if we tear down the guard-
rails that saved that couple, it is not
criminals who pay the price; it is inno-
cent people, because due process pro-
tects them too.

Due process allows us to confirm
whether people are lawfully present.
Due process lets us confirm whether
Trump is about to send them to a for-
eign prison. Due process lets us con-
firm whether people are guilty, instead
of going off how they look or what tat-
too they may have. And at the end of
the day, due process means they get an
actual determination of guilt or inno-
cence, instead of getting disappeared
with a question mark.

But no one here was told they are
facing x years in a foreign prison.
There is no end date in El Salvador be-
cause there was no sentence, because
there was no trial. There was just
Trump ignoring our laws, ignoring our
courts, and sending people to gulags to
rot and die and never be heard from
again.

How can anyone ignore that out-
rageous breach of our laws, of our val-
ues?

And as a coequal branch of this gov-
ernment, I want to impress upon my
colleagues: It is not just due process
that is getting trampled here; it is
basic checks and balances.

Trump is imprisoning these people
under the Alien Enemies Act. He is
using a war power. We are not at war.
Everyone here should know that. After
all, Congress—we—have to vote to de-
clare war.

I remember every war vote we have
taken in my time here in Congress, and
I can tell you there has never been a
vote on this so-called war Trump de-
clared all on his own.

As if that weren’t enough, earlier
this month, the National Intelligence
Council—the National Intelligence
Council—determined that Venezuela is
not directing an invasion by gangs.
That directly undercut what Trump
claimed when he announced his illegal
end run around Congress.

Here is the simple question for every-
one. There is no invasion. There is no
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war. So why is Trump invoking a war-
time authority?

But add on top of that that Trump
has reached some secret, multimillion-
dollar deal to pay El Salvador to im-
prison these people without a trial.

I am vice chair of the Appropriations
Committee. I can tell you, we did not
include a single cent, not one penny,
for running torture prisons in El Sal-
vador in our last funding bill.

Congress has the power of the purse,
but Trump is picking our pockets to
fund his own personal gulag.

And, by the way, while we talk about
checks and balances, let’s not forget
how the Trump administration is ar-
resting judges. His allies and advisers
are attacking judges publicly and call-
ing to impeach those who disagree with
him.

And, of course, Trump is blatantly
ignoring the courts. And worse than
that, the White House is in open defi-
ance of the Supreme Court.

The Supreme Court wrote: The ad-
ministration must facilitate Mr. Gar-
cia’s release.

The White House wrote that he is
never coming back.

The Supreme Court wrote: People
being targeted under the Alien En-
emies Act must have a reasonable op-
portunity to file for habeas corpus.

The Trump administration said: No.
We will give them 12 hours.

Foreign policy is not an end run
around the courts or the Constitution.
The President cannot just be given uni-
lateral authority to cut completely un-
ethical deals with foreign nations.

What happens when a President nego-
tiates in secret to have his political ri-
vals detained abroad? Is that allowed?
Can he argue the courts can’t require
him to call such a deal off? Or maybe
he just denies it and says any agree-
ments are state secrets. Does that
work?

If President Trump said he would pay
El Salvador $6 million to assassinate
his rivals, I think we would all agree
that that is blatantly unconstitu-
tional. And if the court said he had to
facilitate the reversal of that deal, and
he said, ‘“Well, it is a sovereign nation;
I can’t stop them from assassinating
anyone,” I think we would all have a
huge problem with that.

So do we want to say that is wrong
now, or are we going to have to wait
until he tries it?

What are we waiting for? We cannot
just all stand by silently as the Presi-
dent pries open a Pandora’s box that is
altogether unprecedented and that
poses a direct threat to our Republic.
And let’s cut through this BS where
Trump and El Salvador are both trying
to pretend there is no way to facilitate
the return of people sent there wrong-
ly.

Here is the thing: El Salvador has al-
ready sent back people that Trump
tried to disappear. El Salvador imme-
diately sent back a Nicaraguan indi-
vidual, and they sent back women—
yes, Trump tried to disappear women
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to their all-male torture prison in El
Salvador. If anyone wants to try and
pretend this was some careful vetting
process, please explain that to me.

It is not like El Salvador can’t send
people back. They have already done
that.

The administration should be making
clear, one, these people were wrongly
sent, and, two, that as with others
wrongly sent, they need to be returned.

Though I want to keep in mind, of
course, that ‘“wrongly sent” is still
kind of an understatement. The reality
is, these people were completely denied
due process. The reality is, President
Trump is not just disappearing these
people to El Salvador, he is dis-
appearing our most basic constitu-
tional rights, and he is doing it in plain
sight, not just in El Salvador either,
right here in America.

His immigration crackdown is
upturning lives and overturning some
of our most basic values like freedom
of speech. We have people who are here
legally who are being detained and
threatened with deportation, not for
any crime, not for any violence, but for
speech, for protest, for things as sim-
ple, as fundamental, as writing an op-
ed the administration disagreed with—
in America, the land of the free and the
land of free speech.

Is dissent the bar for deportation
now? Is that what this country has
come to? What next? How far does
Trump’s new standard apply? Can you
get deported for saying we shouldn’t
invade Canada? Can you get detained
for an op-ed saying Greenland is not
going to be a State? Are you going to
have legal status revoked for admitting
Biden won the 2020 election? Because
this seems outrageous, but it seems
perfectly in line with Trump’s new pol-
icy which amounts to ‘‘disagree with
the President, your rights are gone.”
That is fundamentally un-American.

And beyond people who are being tar-
geted for protest, there are thousands
of students in this country that Trump
is trying to push out over minor issues:
fishing citations, jaywalking, speeding
tickets, even charges that were dis-
missed. So far, some 1,800 foreign stu-
dents are having their visas revoked
with little to no explanation, to say
nothing of due process. And that in-
cludes students in Washington State,
my home State, at U-Dub, Gonzaga,
Shoreline Community College where I
once worked, my alma mater, WSU,
and more. It is not clear whether these
students have done anything wrong,
and it is not clear, in some cases, what
exactly they are supposed to do next
because when the administration can’t
revoke visas, it has been trying to re-
move students’ records, something
courts have already ruled against.

One of the judges really put it best. I
want to read this and quote it to you:

I've got two experienced immigration law-
yers on behalf of a client who is months
away from graduation, who has done nothing
wrong, who has been terminated from a sys-
tem that you all keep telling me has no ef-
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fect on his immigration status, although
that clearly is BS. And now, his two very ex-
perienced lawyers can’t even tell him wheth-
er or not he’s here legally because the court
can’t tell him whether or not he’s here le-
gally, because the government’s counsel
can’t tell him if he’s here legally.

The point seems to be, if we can’t de-
port you, we can scare and confuse you.
And to add even more confusion, DOJ
announced they were reversing course
on some of this only to then say they
are still working on a plan to push out
all these students.

By the way, we are only still scratch-
ing the surface of just how inhumane
Trump’s immigration crackdown has
become. Trump is slashing funds to en-
sure 26,000 migrant kids have legal as-
sistance, meaning more 4-year-olds are
being marched in front of immigration
judges expected to make their own
legal case with a plushy toy.

Trump is also trying to mass cancel
protected status for people who came
here who were fleeing harsh conditions
and dictators. Trump is sending Chris-
tian refugees and women back to live
under the Taliban where they will face
near-certain persecution.

Trump is sending ICE officials to ele-
mentary schools where they tried to
gain access by lying about having per-
mission from parents to speak with
their kids. ICE officials are arresting
people with maximum violence and
lawlessness, showing up without judi-
cial warrants, since the Trump admin-
istration says it is fine to storm into
some someone’s house without one;
showing up in masks, grabbing people
off the streets without any badge or
identification to distinguish them from
a kidnapper; whisking people away in
unmarked cars and even smashing
windshields.

Back in my home State of Wash-
ington, I heard from folks who saw
that firsthand.

Last month, ICE aggressively de-
tained Lelo, a farmworker in my State.
And it appears he may have even been
targeted because of his advocacy for
better working conditions for his fel-
low farmworkers. They are still deny-
ing him bond despite no criminal
charges.

I spoke with his wife last week who
watched in horror as they arrested her
husband shortly after he dropped her
off at work. She told me through tears
about how officers broke his window
and pushed him against the car and
how Lelo wants to be free so he can
take care of his brothers and sisters
and work so they can study. He wants
to continue doing his work with the
community and with the union. And
they are working right now to try to
get bond, something I strongly support.

This is not someone with a dangerous
record. It is someone with a record of
hard work and trying to make his com-
munity better.

Skagit County is known for its agri-
cultural industry. That industry does
not survive without the immigrant
farmworkers who help power that local
economy, period. More than that, we
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are talking about many families who
have been here for decades. They are
part of our community. They are not
just the people who feed this country,
these are people who work hard. They
followed the law. They should not be
terrorized as if they were violent crimi-
nals.

Last week, I met with farmworkers
there who told me there have been days
they have been afraid to go to work be-
cause an unmarked vehicle was seen in
their neighborhood. They are abso-
lutely terrified of being grabbed off the
street by ICE and locked up with no
semblance of due process regardless of
their legal status.

And this situation is not unique to
Skagit County or even to my State. It
is happening across the country. Let’s
not forget, Trump is trying to deport a
cancer researcher to Russia where she
fears retaliation for protesting the war
in Ukraine. Sending her away would
both put her in danger and completely
upend groundbreaking cancer research.
Her colleagues say her role is irreplace-
able.

But it is not just cancer research.
Trump also deported a little girl—a
U.S. citizen—who was on her way to
get cancer treatment. She was with her
mother, an undocumented immigrant
who was forced to choose being sepa-
rated from her 10-year-old daughter or
being sent away together. What an un-
thinkable choice to force on a mother.
What an unthinkable thing to do to a
child, a citizen—a citizen—who is fight-
ing cancer.

And Trump has done that twice. That
is right—twice. He has deported a
mother along with a kid who is fight-
ing cancer—a kid, by the way, who is
an American citizen.

He is doing that without giving these
parents any meaningful time to talk to
a lawyer or a spouse or to figure out
what is best for that child. We know
that because Trump deported another
U.S. citizen last week. That is right,
another one. Trump deported a 2-year-
old, an American citizen. They refused
to tell this kid’s father where his wife
and kid were being held. They refused
to let him talk to his wife for more
than a minute. They even forced him
to hang up the phone when he tried to
give his wife their lawyer’s number.
And then, as the judge put it, they
seem to have ‘‘deported a U.S. citizen
with no meaningful process.”

Now we are hearing about a family in
Oklahoma—U.S. citizens who recently
moved in who had their home raided by
ICE. A mom and her daughters were
forced out of their house in the rain in
underwear. ICE agents seized their
phones, their laptops, even their life
savings, and didn’t leave so much as a
number they could call to get their
stuff back. That happened to U.S. citi-
zens who did nothing but move into a
new house.

These horror stories underscore
something important—Trump’s cruel
war on immigrants is hurting Amer-
ican citizens too. U.S. citizens are hav-
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ing their spouses ripped away. Even
servicemembers are seeing their fami-
lies targeted. They are having their
parents ripped away. They are having
their lives turned upside down.

Let’s not forget, U.S. citizens are
even being detained by this administra-
tion. We have several instances now
where American citizens have been
caught up in Trump’s immigration
crackdown. American citizens have
been detained and wrongly locked up,
even after someone showed them their
birth certificates—even for days.

Let’s keep in mind, if you are a cit-
izen who is mistakenly detained and
you are being denied due process and
you can’t reach someone to show them
your birth certificate, how are you sup-
posed to get released? What if you are
put on the next plane for El Salvador
before you get a chance to set the
record straight?

Let’s not pretend that is farfetched,
not when citizens have already been
mistakenly detained, not when the
government has already admitted it
sent some people to El Salvador by
mistake, not when Trump has already
disappeared some people who were here
legally and many people who had no
criminal record with no due process
and not when Trump has already said
he wants to send U.S. citizens to El
Salvador prisons. He was caught on
mic telling the President of El Sal-
vador he needs to build more jails, tell-
ing him the ‘“‘“homegrowns’ are next.

What happens when you get sent
there, and you can’t contact a lawyer?
These are serious questions. What hap-
pens? Because if there is nothing we
can do for the people there now, what
precedent does that set for the people
that are sent there next?

Mr. President, I have been speaking
for a while and posed a lot of questions.
I hope my colleagues think about this
carefully. I am going to wrap it up, but
I want to end with just one more.
Where will Republicans draw the line
because we are well past the bounds of
law, and we are well past the bounds of
basic humanity.

So I hope more of my colleagues will
join me saying enough is enough and
demanding transparency, account-
ability, and justice from the Trump ad-
ministration.

That starts with some very basic
things. First, accurate up-to-date in-
formation on the names of people who
are being detained and then deported
from ICE facilities across the country,
including, by the way, the Northwest
ICE Detention Center in Tacoma, so
their loved ones and community mem-
bers can at least know where they are.

And we need a clear list of every per-
son who was disappeared to El Sal-
vador, along with what evidence, if
any, the government has as well as the
full terms of whatever agreement the
Trump administration has negotiated
with El Salvador’s dictator.

But it doesn’t stop there. We need to
see clear, good-faith efforts to abide by
court orders and to bring back every-
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one wrongfully, unjustly sent to a for-
eign prison. We need to have lines of
communication so these people can
talk to their lawyers or talk to their
loved ones and let us know they are
OK. And we need due process with evi-
dence, with judges, and a meaningful
opportunity for people to present a de-
fense.

Let’s be clear, we are not saying ev-
eryone is innocent. We are saying no
more than what the Constitution says,
no more than what the courts have said
time and again: Everyone in the United
States of America gets due process.

I yield the floor.

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr.
MORENO). The Senator from Missouri.

TARIFFS

Mr. SCHMITT. Mr. President, I rise
today to engage in this great debate
that is raging across our country. Turn
on the TV, read the newspapers, or
open your phone, and you will be over-
whelmed by the back-and-forths over
tariffs, trade deficits, prices, and mar-
kets.

We hear the talking heads say that
America simply can’t afford President
Trump’s insistence on more favorable
trade policies. We hear much less about
whether America can afford to con-
tinue down the road we have traveled
these past 30 years.

That is not a question that people in
this city are asking. For many, it is
not a question that appears to have oc-
curred to them at all. The debates
right now are about the future and how
President Trump’s policies will shape
it. That is good. These are important
debates that we should have. But,
today, I rise because I want to speak
about the past.

I am speaking as an American but, in
particular, as a proud Missourian, a
boy from Bridgeton. My folks—they
weren’t wealthy. My grandfather was
an infantryman in World War II and re-
turned from the war with an eighth
grade education and some money he
won playing craps on the Queen Eliza-
beth on his way home. All of his chil-
dren worked in his butcher shop grow-
ing up. Later, I remember seeing my
dad work 7 days a week on the mid-
night shift to put food on the table and
a roof over our heads. He worked hard
and lived honestly. And, just one gen-
eration later, look where we are.

What a remarkable story about my
life—I suppose it is a remarkable
story—but the truth is, it is just how
unremarkable it really is in this coun-
try. That was the everyday magic of
America—a country where lives like
ours were not just possible but com-
mon. It was who we were.

America built the modern world. Our
country was forged by pilgrims, pio-
neers, settlers, and explorers—men
whose dreams were too big for the low
horizons of the Old World. Our ances-
tors settled a new continent, tamed a
frontier, raised up a great civilization
from the wilderness, and planted our
flag on the Moon. It was American ge-
nius that connected the world, first
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through the great steam engine, span-
ning this continent from coast to
coast, then through the miracle of
flight. We gave humanity the tele-
phone, the internet, the skyscraper,
modern technology, electricity, and
the industrial assembly lines that built
modern civilization. Even the things
we didn’t invent, we perfected. Every-
thing that mattered happened here.

But, over the last few decades, the
people in power squandered that inher-
itance. They sent our children and our
wealth overseas to defend the borders
of distant nations while throwing open
our own borders to a tidal wave of mass
migration here at home. They shipped
the good-paying, middle-class Amer-
ican jobs that once were the backbone
of our economy to places like Mexico
and China, transforming once pros-
perous towns and cities into hollow
shells of their former selves, often de-
fined by addiction and death. All the
while, in the forgotten corners of this
land, the men and women who built
this country have suffered in silence.
They watch in quiet despair as their
towns crumble into disrepair, their
way of life disappears, and the country
they love slips away from them.

The political ideal of a republic is
self-reliance. As our Founding Fathers
understood, the art of self-government
is about people’s ability to rely on
themselves. There was always trade, of
course—this is a mnatural and good
privilege of productive surplus econo-
mies—but in a republic, there was also
trade between sovereign, self-sufficient
communities. The citizen of the clas-
sical republic had no need for cheap
trinkets, fashion, and sweatshops half-
way across the globe. He and his neigh-
bors were the ones building their
homes, growing their own food, and
when necessary, taking up arms to pro-
vide for their own defense. People who
depend on others for essential things
cannot rule themselves, and if they
cannot rule themselves, they cannot
keep a republic.

Yes, times have changed. The econ-
omy of today is altogether different
than the economy our ancestors knew,
but that is no excuse for standing by as
our home becomes a dumping ground
for cheap Chinese goods. Are we really
still a sovereign people today? Our
independence and our sovereignty are
not commodities to be sold on the glob-
al market. We can’t and won’t make
everything here, but we must recover
the will and the ability to make the
vital necessities of our national life.
Our country now depends on foreign
imports for most of those necessities.

By a nearly 2-to-1 ratio, more Ameri-
cans now work in government than in
manufacturing. Nearly half of our cars,
more than 60 percent of our machine
tools, 80 percent of our pharma-
ceuticals, and nearly 90 percent of the
semiconductor chips we need for every-
thing from phones to fighter jets are
foreign made. That is why the crisis
that confronts us today is not merely
economic. It is about communism and
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slave labor versus freedom. It is about
who will win the 21st century. The
stakes are high. It is about the survival
of our civilization. It is about the kind
of Nation and people we are and will
be: one that creates and builds or one
that simply consumes.

In this city, we tend to speak of big,
sweeping abstractions—jobs, wages,
deficits, growth. We talk as if these
things are numbers and graphs. We for-
get that every job lost to China and
every factory moved to Mexico belongs
to a real, flesh-and-blood American,
with a life and a family and a home.
Each and every data point is a fellow
citizen, a neighbor, a son or daughter
of this great Republic. Since NAFTA,
90,000—90,000—factories in our country
have closed. Think about that and
what it means to those families. For
the people who benefited, this was just
an abstract externality. For the work-
ers, the heartland Americans, it was
everything. I know these people. These
are my people—these are our people—
and for too long, they have walked
alone. There is no memorial for their
sacrifice, no national outpouring of
grief for their loss, no powerful interest
group to represent them in the halls of
power.

Let me tell you what 30 years of so-
called free and fair trade has meant for
the folks where I am from.

In the 1990s, our political class em-
braced a new line of thinking: that
America could become more prosperous
by opening all trade barriers regardless
of how other countries treated us. The
result was swift and devastating. By
2004, according to some estimates, Mis-
souri had lost well over 31,000 jobs to
foreign trade. By 2010, our trade deficit
with Mexico had cost us 12,600 Missouri
jobs. By 2013, we had shipped 44,200 Mis-
souri jobs off to China. By 2018, Mis-
souri had lost more than 90,000 jobs in
manufacturing alone—over 25 percent
of our industrial base.

Until a few decades ago, southeast
Missouri was a national hub for gar-
ment and shoe manufacturing. In the
1970s, southeast Missouri was home to
as many as 90—90—shoe plants. The
last shoe factory from that era closed
for good in 2005. It had begun as a five-
story, 92,000-foot international shoe
plant in Cape Girardeau, nicknamed
‘““the Pride of Southeast Missouri.” At
one point, it employed 1,200 workers,
but cheaper imports from low-wage
countries began to flood the market,
and by 1990, the old factory was razed
and replaced with a one-story plant of,
roughly, 300 to 500 workers. By 2001,
that had dwindled down to just 50.

Here is what one former employee
told a local paper after the plant closed
for good:

Now I am working at the Lutheran Home,
driving a van, and making a third of the
amount of money I made before. My wife
also has to work, and, together, we are mak-
ing two-thirds of what I made alone at the
shoe plant. It is very upsetting. You get mad,
and then you get hurt, and you think about
all the jobs leaving the country and all the
people losing their jobs.
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Tri-Con Industries, which makes car
seat parts, shuttered its factory in
Cape Girardeau, too, and moved its
production to Mexico. That was an-
other 200 jobs gone.

There are patriotic shoe companies
that still want to build in America.
Belleville Boots took over a factory in
Carthage, MO, in 2020. There are busi-
nesses that still love America, and
they want to build on the generations
of skilled craftsman in places like
southeast Missouri, but for decades,
our political class has rigged the rules
to punish rather than help companies
that put America first. This pattern re-
peats again and again and in every in-
dustry.

Up until the end of the 20th century,
Missouri still had a major electronics
assembly operation. Zenith Elec-
tronics—the last major American TV
maker—had a large assembly plant in
Springfield, MO. It had been in oper-
ation since just after World War II, and
at one point, it employed 3,300 Missou-
rians; but those jobs, too, had started
moving to Mexico in the late 1990s. In
October of 1991, Zenith shut down its
plant and shipped its operation down to
Mexico, taking out 1,500 Missouri jobs
in one blow. In Springfield, the average
worker made between 5 and 10 bucks an
hour. Down in Mexico, it was just 83
cents.

The high priests of the global econ-
omy tell us that this is merely creative
destruction and that other, better in-
dustries will arise to take their place
of the ones that were lost. It is true
that some of the workers in Springfield
went on to find new jobs, but they were
often much worse than the ones that
they had before. Five years after Ze-
nith shut down, laid-off workers saw an
average pay cut of more than 10 per-
cent. More than half of them had held
multiple jobs since being laid off, two-
thirds of them with worse benefits.
Even the workers who enrolled in job
retraining programs fared no better
than the ones who didn’t.

“Those people had worked there for
20 or 25 years,” one laid-off worker re-
called. “They were at the top end of
the pay scales, and there weren’t any
more TV repairman jobs out there.”

Toastmaster is a household name.
Well, they were headquartered in Mis-
souri, and they made their stuff in Mis-
souri, too, with factories in small
towns all across our State; but as we
welcomed China into the world econ-
omy, Toastmaster began to feel the
squeeze of cheap Asian imports. By
2001, every Toastmaster plant in our
State was gone, shipping hundreds of
jobs from rural mid-Missouri to China.
The last one to go, in the town of
Macon—near where I went to school—
had been in operation since the 1950s.
All that remained was a toxic waste
cleanup site for the 5,500 people in the
town it left behind. Although Toast-
master continued production in certain
areas of the United States, Missouri
wasn’t so fortunate.
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Boonville, a town where my grand-
mother went to high school, was an-
other place that lost a Toastmaster
factory. In 2011, the town of about 8,000
people lost its modular home manufac-
turing factory to the housing crisis
too. In 2012, its bread factory filed for
bankruptcy. In 2013, Nordyne, which
manufactured air and heating prod-
ucts, announced it would be moving
production from Boonville to—guess
where—Mexico, taking out another 250
jobs.

“From a moral standpoint, it was
kicking somebody while they were al-
ready down,” the head of the local
chamber of commerce said as he talked
to a local newspaper.

This is not the distant past, folks.
This is the reality that millions and
millions of our fellow Americans in
Missouri and across the country live
this very day.

Haldex, a Dbrake manufacturer,
packed up and left for Mexico in 2020,
eliminating the last 154 jobs left at the
facility in the suburbs of Kansas City.
Layoffs began 2 weeks before Christ-
mas. They will save millions of dollars
a year paying Mexican workers a frac-
tion of what they paid back home.

I will tell you one more story from
the Bootheel in Missouri.

For decades, the Noranda Aluminum
smelter there was a lifeline employer
for the folks in New Madrid, Marston,
and surrounding communities. These
were good, decent, hard-working, salt-
of-the-Earth folks. I visited with them.
The smelter was the engine for their
way of life, but in 2016, Noranda filed
for bankruptcy and shut down. Why?
Because China’s cheap, state-subsidized
aluminum had flooded the market,
causing global aluminum prices to
plunge. In New Madrid—a town of less
than 3,000 people—about 1,000 people
had gone to find new jobs, usually at
much lower pay. The county govern-
ment went in the red. Local police and
ambulance budgets were cut. The local
school district lost a $3.1 million tax
payment, which forced their own lay-
offs and saw a 10-percent drop in enroll-
ment as families left the area.

People lost homes, the mayor of New
Madrid said. People got divorced. An
American town, filled with American
families, left for dead by their own
country. What did we do to our own
people?

This is not to say that Missourians
don’t want fair exchange, one where
they can trade and grow with the rest
of the world, but the ‘‘free trade’ that
transpired was not free trade at all.

The double-edged tragedy of the sys-
tem is that not all these companies
wanted to leave. Some—perhaps
many—wanted desperately to stay.
These people were their neighbors,
their friends, their family.

But over the past three decades, we
punished the companies that were
loyal to America while rewarding the
ones that weren’t. The businesses that
were eager to offshore got big bonuses
at the American workers’ expense. The
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businesses that wanted to stay here
found themselves struggling to stay
alive in conditions where they couldn’t
compete.

Now, some might argue that Ameri-
cans don’t want to make shoes any-
more, but we did a generation ago. The
American workers of that age knew
that there was something meaningful
in creating and producing.

Today, we have been taken by the
idea that our social status is not what
we build or create but what we can af-
ford to buy or consume. It is going to
take generations to reverse this think-
ing. The post-war order has given birth
to a shallow morality of materialism
that measures values strictly in terms
of consumption. This is a poisonous
new idea, utterly alien to the tradi-
tional American way of life.

Our trade policy, like our foreign pol-
icy, failed to adapt to the new reality
of the world after the fall of the Berlin
Wall. The consequences were nothing
short of devastating.

At the dawn of the 1990s, as America
looked forward to the new millennium,
the architects of globalism beamed
about the promise of the open society—
a world without barriers or borders
where all nations and cultures and
economies would meld into one global
economic zone.

Thirty years on, what do we have to
show for it? At home, our factories and
the towns that once sustained them lie
in ruin, razed by the ruthless logic of
the new global economy and cost-effi-
ciency. The Americans who once
worked there were replaced by foreign
labor overseas. The Americans who
once held on were now being replaced
by foreign labor here at home. Their
children will graduate into a workforce
where nearly 1 in 10 workers doesn’t
even speak their own language.

The twin horsemen of globalism—un-
protected trade and unprotected bor-
ders—have been a catastrophe for our
civilization. But, in many ways, I don’t
blame the illegal immigrant who wants
to come here in search of work, but we
do have a country of laws, and there
are consequences. I don’t blame the
factory laborer in Vietnam who takes
the job that once belonged to an Amer-
ican. Do you know who I blame? The
people in power who allowed them to
do it.

I blame the corporate bosses, the spe-
cial interests, and, yes, the politicians
who sold our country out for a seat at
the table of the globalist banquet.

I blame the ideologues of the status
quo, the international elites, the so-
called citizens of the world who see our
country as a global economic zone, a
giant shopping mall with an airport at-
tached.

I blame the people in cities like this
one, who seem to have forgotten the
men and women in towns like
Boonville and New Madrid or their
brothers and sisters, because ‘‘Amer-
ican” is not just a box you check on a
tax form but a sacred responsibility
that binds us to one another, an unbro-
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ken chain between our past and our fu-
ture.

I do not know what the future holds,
but I do know what the past has meant.
I know that something has to change
and that President Trump is the first
politician in a generation to even care
enough to try.

The 77 million ‘‘deplorables’” who
cast their lot with Donald Trump last
November were the forgotten Ameri-
cans—the blue-collar patriots, the con-
servatives of the heart, miners, me-
chanics, tradesmen, and farmers; men
and women who worked with their
hands, grew our food, built our homes,
and drilled our fuel, whose labor pow-
ered our country, whose taxes sus-
tained our government, and whose chil-
dren served and sacrificed in our wars.
They stand with this President because
he stood with them when no one else
would.

I yield the floor.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from West Virginia.

Mrs. CAPITO. Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent to speak for up to 5
minutes, followed by Senators WYDEN
and SCHUMER for up to 1 minute each.

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

S.J. RES. 31

Mrs. CAPITO. Mr. President, I rise
today in support of my friend from
Utah, Senator CURTIS, and his Congres-
sional Review Act resolution to over-
turn the final rule of the Biden Envi-
ronmental Protection Agency’s review
of final rule reclassification of major
sources as area sources.

This misguided rule would remove a
major incentive for dozens of industries
to reduce emissions. It would further
saddle American energy producers and
manufacturers with regulatory costs
and burdens and, simply put, operates
under a premise that is purely unfair.

Under this rule, once you classify as
a major source, you are always consid-
ered a major source even though—you
would even be prohibited from ever
achieving an ‘‘area source’” status
again even if your emissions output de-
creased below the applicable threshold.
This tells American manufacturing and
energy leaders that no matter what
you do, you will always operate under
the strictest regulatory standard avail-
able. We should instead provide incen-
tives for industries to lower their emis-
sions and keep alive the option of re-
turning to an area source once emis-
sions are reduced.

Over the last 20 years, no other coun-
try has reduced its emissions like the
United States, and we do not need
overly restrictive regulations to con-
tinue this.

Giving our private sector the ability
to innovate on a sensible timeline is a
different approach than the inflexible,
top-down mandate that became accus-
tom over the past 4 years.

The good news is, every Member of
this Chamber now has the opportunity
to right this wrong and reinstate the
rule in place before that, which allowed
for reclassification of these sources.
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The former rule, which was put into
place by President Trump’s first ad-
ministration, encourages industries to
take proactive steps to reduce emis-
sions without increasing regulatory
burdens. The results during President
Trump’s first term were overwhelm-
ingly clear: Source reclassification re-
duces hazardous air pollution in our
communities.

We need to take every opportunity
available to rightsize regulatory re-
quirements prohibiting our ability to
revitalize American manufacturing and
achieve energy dominance, while tak-
ing steps that reduce emissions
through innovative technologies that I
have advocated for alongside my col-
leagues across both aisles of this
Chamber.

We need to remember that our manu-
facturing, energy, and environmental
policies do not need to be at odds with
one another. A robust manufacturing
sector, energy reliability, and a clean
environment are not mutually exclu-
sive.

I am proud to join in this effort
alongside Senator CURTIS, my col-
league on the Environment and Public
Works Committee. This is an oppor-
tunity to return to commonsense envi-
ronmental policy, and I encourage my
colleagues to join us in supporting this
resolution.

I yield the floor.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Oregon.

Mr. WYDEN. Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent to speak for up to 1
minute to conclude, and Senator SCHU-
MER will ask for an additional minute
as well, and we would wrap up. But I
ask unanimous consent to speak for 1
minute.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That
order has been granted.

S.J. RES. 49

Mr. WYDEN. Thank you, Mr. Presi-
dent.

Senators, the devastating economic
news we got this morning should be
enough for Senators to vote yes to-
night.

The only winner from the tariffs is
China, which is scooping up markets
and allies Donald Trump has left in the
dust.

Senators, vote yes. Reclaim Amer-
ican trade policy, and end its outsourc-
ing to Donald Trump.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The mi-
nority leader.

Mr. SCHUMER. Mr. President, this
resolution presents Republicans with a
choice: Stand with Donald Trump or
stand with American families hurt by
the trade war.

The dismal GDP numbers today
should be a wake-up call to Republican
Senators now more than ever. Donald
Trump is doing with the economy and
tariffs what he did with his own busi-
ness: Drive them under. It is terrible.

We hope that Republicans will join us
because the devastation of the tariffs is
apparent. Families are paying more.
IRAs are going down. The country is on
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the edge of a recession because busi-
nesses are paralyzed.

The only solution: Pass our legisla-
tion, have JOHNSON pass it in the
House, and tell President Trump his
tariff policies are chaotic and plain
dumb.

I yield the floor.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under
the previous order, the clerk will read
the title of the joint resolution for the
third time.

The joint resolution was ordered to
be engrossed for a third reading and
was read the third time.

VOTE ON S.J. RES. 49

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The joint
resolution having been read the third
time, the question is, Shall the joint
resolution pass?

Mr. WYDEN. I ask for the yeas and
nays.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there a
sufficient second?

There appears to be a sufficient sec-
ond.

The clerk will call the roll.

The bill clerk called the roll.

Mr. BARRASSO. The following Sen-
ator is necessarily absent: the Senator
from Kentucky (Mr. MCCONNELL).

Mr. DURBIN. I announce that the
Senator from Rhode Island (Mr. WHITE-
HOUSE) is necessarily absent.

The result was announced—yeas 49,
nays 49, as follows:

[Rollcall Vote No. 225 Leg.]

YEAS—49
Alsobrooks Hickenlooper Reed
Baldwin Hirono Rosen
Bennet Kaine Sanders
Blumenthal Kelly Schatz
Blunt Rochester Kim Schiff
Booker King Schumer
Cantwell Klolguchar Shaheen
Collins Lujan .
Coons Markey :iﬁf‘i{ﬁn
Cortez Masto Merkley Van Hollen
Duckworth Murkowski
Durbin Murphy Warner
Fetterman Murray Warnock
Gallego Ossoff Warren
Gillibrand Padilla Welch
Hassan Paul Wyden
Heinrich Peters

NAYS—49
Banks Graham Moreno
Barrasso Grassley Mullin
Blackburn Hagerty Ricketts
Boozman Hawley Risch
Britt Hoeven Rounds
Budd Husted Schmitt
Capito Hyde-Smith Scott (FL)
Cassidy Johnson Scott (SC)
Cornyn Justice Sheehy
Cotton Kennedy Sullivan
Cramer Lankford Thune
Crapo Lee o
Cruz Lummis Tillis .
Curtis Marshall Tuberville
Daines McCormick Wicker
Ernst Moody Young
Fischer Moran

NOT VOTING—2

McConnell Whitehouse

The joint resolution (S.J. Res. 49)
was rejected.

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. JUs-
TICE). The majority leader.

MOTION TO RECONSIDER

Mr. THUNE. Mr. President, I move to

reconsider the vote.
MOTION TO TABLE

And I move to table the motion to re-

consider.

April 30, 2025

VOTE ON MOTION TO TABLE

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
question is on agreeing to the motion.

Mr. THUNE. I ask for the yeas and
nays.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there a
sufficient second?

There appears to be a sufficient sec-
ond.

The clerk will call the roll.

The senior assistant legislative clerk
called the roll.

Mr. BARRASSO. The following Sen-
ator is necessarily absent: the Senator
from Kentucky (Mr. MCCONNELL).

Mr. DURBIN. I announce that the
Senator from Rhode Island (Mr. WHITE-
HOUSE) is necessarily absent.

The result was announced—yeas 49,
nays 49, as follows:

[Rollcall Vote No. 226 Leg.]

YEAS—49
Banks Graham Moreno
Barrasso Grassley Mullin
Blackburn Hagerty Ricketts
Boozman Hawley Risch
Britt Hoeven Rounds
Budfl Husted ) Schmitt
Caplpo Hyde-Smith Scott (FL)
Cassidy Johgson Scott (SC)
Cornyn Justice Sheeh.
y
Cotton Kennedy Sullivan
Cramer Lankford
Crapo Lee T?“Fle
Cruz Lummis Tillis .
Curtis Marshall Tuberville
Daines McCormick Wicker
Ernst Moody Young
Fischer Moran
NAYS—49
Alsobrooks Hickenlooper Reed
Baldwin Hirono Rosen
Bennet Kaine Sanders
Blumenthal Kelly Schatz
Blunt Rochester  Kim Schiff
Booker King Schumer
gaﬁtlwell Elqpuchar Shaheen
ollins ujan :
Coons Markey Zloka
mith
Cortez Masto Merkley Van Hollen
Duckworth Murkowski Warner
Durbin Murphy
Fetterman Murray Warnock
Gallego Ossoff Warren
Gillibrand Padilla Welch
Hassan Paul Wyden
Heinrich Peters
NOT VOTING—2
McConnell Whitehouse

(Mr. HUSTED assumed the Chair.)

The VICE PRESIDENT. On this vote,
the yeas are 49, the nays are 49.

The Senate being evenly divided, the
Vice President votes in the affirma-
tive. The motion to table is agreed to.

The motion was agreed to.

The PRESIDING OFFICER
HUSTED). The majority leader.

(Mr.

PROVIDING FOR CONGRESSIONAL
DISAPPROVAL UNDER CHAPTER
8 OF TITLE 5, UNITED STATES
CODE, OF THE RULE SUBMITTED
BY THE ENVIRONMENTAL PRO-
TECTION AGENCY RELATING TO
“REVIEW OF FINAL RULE RE-
CLASSIFICATION OF MAJOR
SOURCES AS AREA SOURCES
UNDER SECTION 112 OF THE
CLEAN AIR ACT”—Motion to Pro-
ceed

Mr. THUNE. I move to proceed to
Calendar No. 31, S.J. Res. 31.
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