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When you are asking us for votes—
when you are asking for Democratic
votes—you can’t just demand whatever
you want and say: If you don’t do it,
then we are going to sit here—which is
what the Republicans have done.

I would ask the Republican leader, as
I have done so many times: Talk to the
Democratic leader. Bring the President
in the room.

I have been here many, many times
when we have had to find a way out of
a challenging situation. And you know
who has always been at the table? The
President, the majority leader, and the
Speaker of the House, and the minority
leaders—on both sides of the aisle. And
that has not happened yet.

And that is why we are sitting where
we are, where, today, my constituents
who are hurting are saying to me:
Where are the Republicans, and why
are they not talking to you about how
we solve this issue?

The majority leader said: Well, there
are problems with it.

They could have done this months
ago. And they say: Oh, now, we can
open up the government, and we will
talk about it.

What does ‘‘talk about it do to my
constituents? Because, last week, win-
dow shopping for next year’s health
plans actually started in my home
State, and, this week, open enrollment
begins nationwide. I am hearing from
families in my State today who are
panicked.

While Republicans are refusing to act
on this and saying they are going to
talk about it, their premiums—their
family’s premiums—are going through
the roof, and their healthcare coverage
is slipping out of reach.

There are so many stories. I have
talked to small business owners. I have
talked to patients, and I have talked to
parents. And I have lifted up their con-
cerns here on the Senate floor, and I
am going to keep doing everything I
can to shout out these stories from the
rooftops, because, right now, Repub-
licans are doing everything they can to
ignore this and to say: Deal with it
later.

And what is
never comes.

Why do I know that? Because we
brought up this issue, time and time
again, throughout the summer, when
the Republicans were giving away tax
breaks to billionaires, and saying: This
is an issue that is confronting us.

And it was ‘“‘later’ then. It is ‘‘later”
now, and ‘‘later’’ is way too late.

There are many stories about this,
too awful to ignore, and there are mil-
lions of families that are facing abso-
lutely catastrophic price increases. 1
have heard from seniors whose pre-
miums are increasing eightfold.

So in order to make the scope and
scale of the problem that Republicans
want to ignore and talk about later, I
thought I would share a list—just the
top lines—of what I am hearing from
my constituents about how their
healthcare costs are going to sky-

“‘later”? Well, later
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rocket if Republicans refuse to work
with us, or even talk to us, about this
issue and help us find a solution so we
can all move on by saving the
healthcare tax credits.

I am going to share some of those
stores today.

There is Kathleen. She lives in Bel-
lingham. Now, if Republicans refuse to
act, she is going to see her monthly
premium triple.

Sharon, in Thurston County, in my
State—if Republicans refuse to act, her
premium is going to double, increasing
by over $100 a month.

And we are just getting started, be-
cause if Republicans refuse to act, Na-
nette in Tumwater and Stacya in Se-
attle are both going to see their pre-
miums increase by $400 a month—not a
year, a month.

If Republicans refuse to act, Leslie’s
husband in Brewster is going to see his
premiums increase by $780 a month.
Tom will see his premiums increase by
over $800 a month. Jennifer will see her
premium go up by at least $890 a
month.

And, I have to emphasize, we are
talking about families, seniors, small
business owners, people who cannot af-
ford that kind of increase.

And yet if Republicans refuse to act,
Jason in Seattle is going to see his pre-
mium increase by over $900 a month;
Maya in Woodinville, $1,000 more a
month. I can’t even imagine that.

But if you think that is outrageous,
well, Republicans don’t think it is
worth talking about—or talk about it
later, when it is way too late, or pre-
tend that they are going to do some-
thing about it, but not really.

Talk about a gun to their head, if we
do not act, Diane in Wenatchee is going
to see her premium increase by over
$1,400 a month.

Leighann told me $1,500 a month that
her premium will increase; Terry, a
$1,600-a-month  increase; and the
Banergee family told me they are
going to see their premium go up by
more than $1,600 every single month.

The Republican plan: talk about it;
do nothing. For all of us who have been
here, we have been waiting for the plan
for a long time and have never seen it—
have never seen it. It is always just a
plan.

Rebecca in Seattle will see her pre-
mium increase by more than $1,700 a
month.

By the way, that plan is not in writ-
ing. It is a thought in somebody’s head
that has never been told to anybody.
What do we have here today? Repub-
lican silence.

James and his wife are going to see
their premium go up by a completely
unreasonable $1,800 a month. Damian
said his is going to go up $2,000 a
month. Why? Because Republicans are
refusing to act. That is whom we are
fighting for here today.

I could go on and on, but those cases
I just told you about all came from
Washington State. That is a drop in
the bucket. There are several million
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more examples just like this in red
States across the country.

Bob in Idaho told me his premium
will jump by nearly $1,900 a month;
Nancy in Florida, $1,000 a month; Cheri
in Tennessee will see her monthly costs
go from $10 to $1,140.

I mean, we could do this all day. Yet
Republicans can’t be bothered to do it
at all. These are their constituents.
Nearly 4 million people in Texas rely
on these tax credits. Republicans don’t
want to save over 4 million in Florida.

The increases they are going to face
are unthinkable. In five States—all red
States—families who rely on these tax
credits are going to see prices more
than quadruple. That is on average.

It is unthinkable, it is unconscion-
able, and totally untethered from re-
ality for Republican leaders to think
they can just ignore this tsunami or
this price hike.

So I say to my Republican friends:
You have to get your heads out of the
sand. This is a real problem for fami-
lies. Later is way too late, and I don’t
think it exists.

The majority leader just said that
families don’t know that they get this.
There is something wrong with that?
They find out that their healthcare—
that they are being helped by their
neighbors and their friends and the
people in this country who say it is im-
portant for all of us to make sure our
healthcare premiums are lowered? I
would say to my Republican col-
leagues: Listen to your constituents. It
is their health. It is their lives. They
are telling you that. They want action.
Open enrollment for this country
starts Saturday. The time to act is
now. So I hope they start listening.

Please join us at a negotiating table,
not out here on the floor just throwing
things around. Join us. The majority
leader can call the minority leader and
the President and get them in the
room, which is what we always do when
we have a challenge in front of us. That
has not happened. That is unconscion-
able because people in this country are
hurting.

I yield the floor.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Vermont.

TERMINATING THE NATIONAL
EMERGENCY DECLARED TO IM-
POSE DUTIES ON ARTICLES IM-
PORTED FROM CANADA

Mr. WELCH. Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent that the Senate
execute the order of October 7 in rela-
tionship to S.J. Res. 77.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under
the previous order, the Committee on
Finance is discharged and the Senate
will proceed to the consideration of
S.J. Res. 77, which the clerk will re-
port.

The legislative clerk read as follows:

A joint resolution (S.J. Res. 77) termi-
nating the national emergency declared to
impose duties on articles imported from Can-
ada.
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Vermont.

Mr. WELCH. Mr. President, I want to
speak on two topics, one after the
other, healthcare and then tariffs.

HEALTHCARE

Mr. President, open enrollment will
begin across the country on Saturday.
Many have already received notice of
new sky-high premiums, including, by
the way, notices that went out to my
fellow Vermonters. Many across the
country will log on to the Marketplace
on Saturday. It is a scary day for them
because they will be checking to see
what it will cost them next year to
purchase the same healthcare that
they have this year. Twenty-four mil-
lion Americans are going to be doing
that this Saturday.

Folks across the country are going to
get some bad news; that without the
tax credits that are in place now and
are set to expire by the end of the year,
their healthcare premiums are going to
double, triple, and, in some cases,
quadruple and even worse.

What Vermonters are finding—our
website went up on October 15—is truly
a shocking increase in premiums, and
it is not affordable. By the way, these
are folks, some of whom voted for
Trump, some of whom didn’t, but all of
whom deeply care about their families
and their small businesses and their
farmers. I will give you an example.

A family of four making $130,000 a
year—a very good income in Vermont—
would have paid $1,200 a month in 2025.
Next year, they are going to have to
pay $3,035. That is a $22,000 increase. A
family of four making about $64,000 a
year is going to pay 920 percent more
for healthcare premiums. Obviously,
that is going to mean they have to de-
cide whether they are going to go with-
out or somehow, some way, try to find
a way to pay that, which they really
won’t be able to do.

Let me give some starters to make it
very concrete about Vermonters. A
woman named Sarah is going to see her
premium go from $217 a month to $1,200
a month. This is a person who is 63,
self-employed, and might have to go
without healthcare for the first time in
her life.

Cara, also self-employed, has had the
same income for 20 years, really scrap-
ing by. She pays about $100 a month for
healthcare through the Marketplace.
Her premium goes up to $1,200.

Erica is paying $1,166 for her family.
The deductible for her family of three
is $15,000. This is barely insurance.
Erica and her family make this pre-
mium work somehow, but I am sure it
is not easy. Without the tax credits,
her monthly premium goes to $2,650.

Maria and her husband run a small
food business in Vermont. He spends
half the year fishing in Alaska. They
pay just under $240 a month, but they
are looking at $1,740 per month unless
the Senate acts. That is for bronze
plan, which you know is the lowest
level plan. They will be paying about
$21,000 per year with a deductible of
$7,700 per person.
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The examples I gave of Vermonters
are going to be true in Indiana; they
are going to be true in Louisiana; they
are going to be true all across the
country. We have been having this de-
bate about a shutdown, but what we
haven’t been having is a negotiation
about how to protect families from a
rate shot that they can’t afford that
means they are really going to lose
healthcare.

I do urge us and I urge the President
to act aggressively to resolve this. It
will help folks. Whether they are in a
red State or a blue State, whether they
identify as a Republican or Democrat
or Independent, it just doesn’t matter.
We have a healthcare system that is
too, too expensive—beyond reach—and
it is crippling to our small businesses,
our farmers, and our families.

TARIFFS

Mr. President, I want to address an-
other topic, and that is the topic of
tariffs. They are doing incredible harm
to our economy in Vermont. In my
view, they are doing long-term damage
to our economy here in the United
States.

I want to commend my colleagues
Senator PAUL, Senator KAINE, and oth-
ers, Senator SHAHEEN, Ranking Mem-
ber WYDEN, and Leader SCHUMER for
sponsoring the bipartisan legislation
we voted on yesterday suspending the
emergency authority on which the
President was acting to impose a tariff
on Brazil, a country, by the way, with
whom we have a trade surplus.

We are 9 months into this trade war
with tariffs at the forefront. It is a war
with Canada. It sort of started with
them. That is a big deal for Vermont.
We are a border State. But it is a big
deal for all of our States because
Vermont is 1 of 34 States whose major
trading partner is Canada.

For Vermont, Canada has been our
largest export market and the largest
source of imports. Trade with Canada
accounted for 35 percent of our State
exports and 67 percent of Vermont’s
imports and 56 percent of its total
trade.

We have small businesses now that
are really struggling to Kkeep their
lights on. We have farmers across the
country but also farmers in Vermont
who are incredibly worried about
whether they are going to be able to
make it into the next harvest. We had
a drought. We had early floods. And
now we have these tariffs that are in-
creasing the input costs. I know, Mr.
President, as a Senator from Indiana,
you are very sensitive to the chal-
lenges that our agriculture economy
and our farmers face.

Things were bumping along, and then
President Trump just recently an-
nounced an additional 10-percent tariff
on Canada, which already had a 35-per-
cent effective rate. We don’t even know
what that applies to. Is that 10 percent
on top of 35 percent or on specific prod-
ucts? Of course, all of that was done be-
cause the President was irritated about
an ad that was run, apparently, by the
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Province of Ontario that was quoting a
speech that President Reagan made
some years ago about how destructive
tariffs are. Maybe that does irritate
the President. But the constant chang-
ing of what a tariff is from day to day
creates havoc for our businesses that
are trying to plan and control their ex-
penses and deal with all the other un-
certainties that they face.

These tariffs are hurting our farmers.
Just think about this. Fertilizers—
those costs are up 16 percent and in
some cases, 39 percent. The effective
rate on tractors and other farming ma-
chinery is 16 percent and 13 percent, re-
spectively.

We have also had, as a result of the
tariffs that are seen by our trading
partner in Canada that was the partici-
pant in the U.S.-Mexico-Canada Trade
Agreement—negotiated, by the way, by
President Trump, an agreement he
bragged about as being really effective
and the best trade agreement—that is
getting ripped up in many ways. And
then when you add to it the insults
that were hurled at Canada—the ‘‘51st
State,” the ‘“‘Governor of Canada’—it
has had a catastrophic impact on the
tourism Vermont has depended on from
our Canadian neighbors with whom we
have enormous respect.

That is not just true for Vermont.
New Hampshire, Maine, Montana are
seeing an incredible drop in tourism
that is related to this tariff battle and
the rhetoric associated with it.

Also, in Vermont, just as in Indiana,
our small businesses are really a big
deal. I have been hearing from them. I
am hearing from bed and breakfasts,
hotels, brewers, distillers—any indus-
try. I will give a few stories, a few
quotes.

Simon Perkins at Orvis
chester:

The reality is that, in a rapidly changing
tariff environment, one that’s forced on com-
panies too quickly, it’s really hard for a
business to respond quick enough to make it
work.

Orvis, which was founded in 1856, an-
nounced the closure of 31 stores and
five outlet locations by 2026. Orvis had
to lay off 50 employees, citing tariffs.

Another business, Peter Case of Bur-
rows Sports in Brattleboro:

We love what we do and it’s under attack!
For 90 years, Burrows Sports has proudly
served Brattleboro, growing with our com-
munity through good times and hard ones.
Today’s economic pressures, rising costs, and
shrinking margins are testing small local
businesses like never before.

Jim Hall from Vermont Country
Store:

This is the lull before the storm. . .
they realize this is a tax on Christmas?

These tariffs are a tax. They are paid
for by our businesses. They disrupt our
businesses. They are passed on to con-
sumers, and there is nothing but a
downside, especially when you add the
fact that these tariffs are a tax. They
are imposed and implemented in a to-
tally arbitrary way, wherein a person
who is running a business has to con-
tend with all the uncertainties of a

in Man-
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volatile marketplace and has to deal
with the constant uncertainties that
are the result of an ever-changing tar-
iff policy.

I urge all of us in the Senate to re-
assert our own authority under article
I, which gives to the Congress the
power to tax, the power to impose tar-
iffs or not, and to not have us continue
to relinquish the authority and respon-
sibility to the Executive that we have
as the U.S. Senate.

This is our responsibility, and part of
the reason is that we are close to peo-
ple who are affected by these policies.
It is a shirking of our responsibility for
the U.S. Senate to essentially cede
that authority to a President, particu-
larly when we are seeing in every sin-
gle State the harmful impacts on folks
in our States—on the businesses in our
States, on the farmers and ranchers in
our States—who are working hard to
try to pull things together and keep
their businesses going, our economy
going, and contributing to the well-
being of our country.

I call on the President to reconsider
what these tariffs are doing.

I call on our U.S. Senate to reassert
its authority and be the decider of
what the tariff policy shall be in this
country.

I yield the floor.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Alaska.

S.J. RES. 80

Ms. MURKOWSKI. Mr. President, I
have come to the floor to join my col-
league from Alaska Senator SULLIVAN
in support of S.J. Res. 80, as Senator
SULLIVAN explained earlier.

This resolution will disapprove the
integrated activity planned by the ad-
ministration, issued back in 2022, to
manage the National Petroleum Re-
serve in northwest Alaska. He spon-
sored it and I cosponsored it because
the Biden administration imposed this
management plan over not only our ob-
jections but the objections of leaders
from across Alaska’s North Slope. The
third member of our delegation, Con-
gressman BEGICH, has introduced H.J.
Res. 124, which is identical and is pend-
ing in the House of Representatives.

I think it is important to outline a
little bit of the history on this issue,
but I don’t want to go into all of it.

The National Petroleum Reserve in
Alaska—we call it NPR-A—is a 23 mil-
lion-acre tract of land. It is roughly
the size of the State of Indiana. It was
specifically—specifically—designated
for responsible energy development.

The petroleum reserve dates back a
century, to President Harding’s with-
drawal and initial control by the U.S.
Navy.

More recently, Congress has come to
understand not only the naval value
but the national value of the area.
They have directed the Department of
the Interior to ‘‘conduct an expeditious
program of competitive leasing of oil
and gas in the Reserve’ to help boost
our energy security.

What I just shared there is a word-
for-word requirement from existing

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — SENATE

Federal law, so this is what is in law:
“to conduct an expeditious program of
competitive leasing of oil and gas in
the Reserve.”

The Department is mandated to do
that while protecting important wval-
ues, including sensitive areas, as well
as providing for subsistence use for
Alaskans. This is generally Alaskan
Natives who live in the North Slope
area.

Congress really envisioned this as a
balance here, where you had respon-
sible exploration and development
moving in tandem with strong environ-
mental protection and subsistence
rights. The statute is pretty clear. It
kind of spells it out. And we are OK
with that. We don’t have a problem
with that. That is kind of the Alaska
way.

But, unfortunately, the Biden admin-
istration ignored that. Instead of pro-
viding for balanced management, the
last administration ignored what I
think was a good plan that was already
in place. They ignored Federal law.
They ignored the congressional delega-
tion. They ignored the people who live
on the North Slope. I think they also
ignored or overlooked our history of re-
sponsible production, our energy secu-
rity, and they instead prioritized con-
servation over everything else. So that
is why we are here.

The 2022 Integrated Activity Plan cut
off access, to cut off leasing, to cut off
development in our petroleum reserve.
That was not an accident. That was the
goal here. That was the intent. The
2022 plan admits—they admit—that it
will reduce oil and gas activity, which
was fine in the eyes of the Biden ad-
ministration because, right as they
were putting sanctions on Alaska, they
were taking them off of places like
Iran and Venezuela to free up those na-
tions to produce more.

Let me reiterate how the Biden ad-
ministration went about doing this.
The 2022 plan replaced the 2020 plan,
which was put in place after an envi-
ronmental review process that featured
public comment and significant con-
sultation with communities and lead-
ers on the North Slope.

Under that 2020 plan, the BLM con-
cluded that 18.6 million acres—this was
82 percent of the NPR-A—should be
open for potential leasing, but in the
2022 plan, just 11.8 million acres—52
percent of the petroleum reserve—were
left open for that purpose.

Under the 2020 plan, 4.3 million acres
were closed to new infrastructure, with
development across millions of addi-
tional acres subject to requirements
for no surface occupancy, seasonal tim-
ing, and other sensible protections, but
then the 2022 plan rejected that, clos-
ing off 8.3 million acres to any new in-
frastructure.

The 2020 plan was well received by
most Alaskans because it was viewed
as balanced. BLM crafted a plan that
was, as the Agency wrote at the time,
‘“‘suitably specific for broad-scale man-
agement decisions. . . . Additional site-
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specific analysis will occur when BLM
receives an application to approve an
action on the ground. This will be done
through subsequent NEPA reviews and
analysis, which will be conducted be-
fore BLM issues permits or approvals
for any ground disturbing activity.”

In other words, what you had was a
high-level management framework. No
individual projects were approved. Any
seeking to advance would still have to
go through a separate permitting proc-
ess before being allowed to do so.

But unfortunately, BLM abandoned
that approach after the Biden adminis-
tration took office. They didn’t base
their 2022 plan on any new scientific
analysis or new environmental review
process; they based it on a political
agenda and their preference to what
they called ‘‘keep it in the ground.”
They issued a ‘‘determination of NEPA
adequacy’ and then went into the 2020
plan and selected a far more restrictive
alternative from it.

So with virtually no public process,
no public comment, no consultation
with Alaska Natives who call the
North Slope home, the Biden adminis-
tration unilaterally cut off access to
6.8 million acres of our petroleum re-
serve. That is an area that is larger
than the individual States of Mary-
land, Massachusetts, New Hampshire,
and Hawaii. It is clearly not what the
delegation wanted. It is not what most
Alaskans wanted. And, as I explained
when discussing the administrative
withdrawals in the Central Yukon plan
just a few weeks back, it violates mul-
tiple Alaska-specific statutes.

I should add that this was just one
plank in the Biden administration’s
plan to shut down development in our
petroleum reserve. In addition to cut-
ting off access, they refused to hold a
single lease sale in the NPR-A during
their time in office. They dragged the
Willow Project through years of addi-
tional process, sending a signal that
nobody else should dare try to develop
there. They issued a management rule
that turned the law on its head by es-
tablishing a presumption against new
development. They initiated another
process to expand and designate new
special areas where no development
would be allowed to occur. Then, just a
few days before leaving office, an Act-
ing Deputy Secretary issued a memo
with interim management measures to
further tilt the balance away from any
potential development.

So what you had was an administra-
tion that wanted nothing to do with re-
sponsible development in Alaska’s pe-
troleum reserve, and that was enough
to cause some whiplash for those of us
who not only know the law but also re-
member the Obama-Biden administra-
tion repeatedly urging companies: Go
over there. Go to the National Petro-
leum Reserve.

This was the big fight over ANWR.
They said: Don’t go to ANWR; go to
NPR-A.

I have kind of outlined the history of
this, some of the politics of it, but I
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would suggest that folks just shouldn’t
take the delegation’s word for it either.
We received a letter from the North
Slope trilateral. This is the political
leadership on the North Slope con-
sisting of the North Slope Borough, the
Inupiat Community of the Arctic
Slope, and the Arctic Slope Regional
Corporation. They weighed in with
their strong support for this dis-
approval resolution.

In their words:

The NPR-A lies entirely within the home-
lands of the North Slope Inupiat. Congress
established the NPR-A with a clear purpose:
to ensure energy security for the Nation
while respecting the needs of Alaska Natives.

Despite that, the 2022 plan ‘‘imposed
sweeping restrictions that curtail re-
sponsible development, undermine con-
gressional intent, and disregard the
well-being of the people who depend on
these lands for both subsistence and
livelihoods.”

The letter then goes on to explain
how the impacts of the 2022 plan ‘‘are
especially severe for the North Slope.
0il and gas development in the NPR-A
funds the Borough’s schools, emer-
gency services, and infrastructure. It
supports jobs for Inupiaq shareholders
and residents. It underwrites the con-
tinuation of our communities, even as
we maintain our subsistence way of
life. By arbitrarily locking away vast
portions of the NPR-A, BLM’s rule
threatens these essential services and
imposes disproportionate burdens on
our people.”

Equally concerning, BLM failed to engage
in meaningful government-to-government
consultation with ASRC, the Borough, and
ICAS. This omission contradicts federal con-
sultation requirements and disregards the
voices of the very communities most af-
fected. Our leadership has consistently
raised concerns about this process and its
outcomes, yet those concerns were ignored.

I think the words from the North
Slope trilateral are particularly strong
and powerful, and I thank them for
their leadership on the issues.

Mr. President, I ask unanimous con-
sent that the full text of their letter be
added to the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD
immediately following my remarks.

There is a good chance you will see
Senator SULLIVAN and me here on the
floor of the Senate seeking to dis-
approve any administrative action that
unreasonably restricts access to public
land in our home State. That is exactly
what happened in this 2022 plan. Like
we saw so much in the Biden adminis-
tration, it lacked balance, and it failed
to adhere to the law.

We feel pretty strongly back home
that we don’t need Washington, DC, to
try to protect Alaska from Alaskans.
We need Washington, DC, to under-
stand that no one—no one—cares more
about Alaska, our lands, than those
who live there and to partner with us
on the balanced management of our
lands. That is true across our State,
and that is true within the NPR-A.

We had a good framework for respon-
sible development in our petroleum re-
serve back in 2020. Today, we can vote
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to nullify the 2022 replacement and go
back to it.

I would urge my colleagues, when we
have this measure before us tomor-
row—I would urge support for the reso-
lution.

There being no objection, the mate-
rial was ordered to be printed in the
RECORD, as follows:

OCTOBER 3, 2025.

Re Support for S.J. Res. 80 and H.J. Res.
124—Congressional Review Act Dis-
approval of the BLM NPR-A Integrated
Activity Plan (IAP) Record of Decision
(ROD).

Hon. LISA MURKOWSKI,

U.S. Senate,

Washington, DC.

Hon. DAN SULLIVAN,

U.S. Senate,

Washington, DC.

Hon. NICHOLAS BEGICH III,

House of Representatives,

Washington, DC.

DEAR SENATORS MURKOWSKI, SULLIVAN, AND
REPRESENTATIVE BEGICH: On behalf of the
North Slope Inupiaq leadership—including
Arctic Slope Regional Corporation (ASRC),
the North Slope Borough (Borough), and the
Inupiat Community of the Arctic Slope
(ICAS)—we write in strong support of S.J.
Res. 80, introduced by Senators SULLIVAN
and MURKOWSKI, and H.J. Res. 124 in the
House, each providing for congressional dis-
approval under chapter 8 of title 5, United
States Code, of the rule submitted by the Bu-
reau of Land Management relating to the
‘“‘National Petroleum Reserve in Alaska Inte-
grated Activity Plan Record of Decision.”

BACKGROUND

The North Slope Inupiat have called the
Arctic home for over 10,000 years. We are
proud of our self-determination efforts to en-
sure future generations of Inupiat continue
to reside in our communities and have access
to essential services. Without a stable econ-
omy, our communities will suffer, along with
our ability to fully engage in and sustain our
Inupiaq cultural traditions, including our
vital subsistence way of life.

The North Slope of Alaska spans an area
nearly the size of the state of Minnesota and,
within that expansive area, there are eight
Inupiaq communities—Anaktuvuk Pass,
Atqasuk, Kaktovik, Nuigsut, Point Hope,
Point Lay, Utqiagvik, and Wainwright. None
of our communities are connected by a per-
manent road system; all supplies must be
flown or barged in, making the cost of living
extremely high and economic opportunities
generally low.

Over fifty years ago, the Federal Govern-
ment directed Alaska Native people to orga-
nize into a new structure of indigenous rep-
resentation. The Alaska Native Claims Set-
tlement Act of 1971 (ANCSA) was a dramati-
cally different and transformative approach
by the Federal Government to federal Indian
policy. The fact that our ancestral lands
were claimed by the Federal Government be-
fore our people had a right to settle aborigi-
nal land claims should inform every decision
the Federal Government makes in managing
those lands.

Unlike the Lower 48 model of indigenous
representation where tribal governments
typically administer the delivery of services
such as healthcare, public safety, education,
land management, and economic develop-
ment, the passage of ANCSA created a
shared system of Alaska Native representa-
tion and delivery of services. Our region has
a multitude of Alaska Native entities that
work together to effectively serve, provide
for, and enrich the lives of the North Slope
Inupiat we represent. Our three regional en-
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tities, the ICAS, the Borough, and ASRC are
three of those entities. While our roles differ,
our constituencies overlap, which is why we
work closely together to protect the cultural
and economic interests of the North Slope
Inupiat.

While our leaders over fifty years ago were
initially wary of any development on our
lands, our Inupiaq leaders have spent decades
prioritizing open communication and trans-
parency in planning with industry. We have
exercised true self-determination through a
unique framework of Alaska Native govern-
ance—a framework that relies on our tribal
governments, municipal governments, and
Alaska Native corporations established by
Congress to serve our indigenous constitu-
ents. For millennia, Inupiaq ingenuity has
transformed our relationship with industry
into a partnership that has both protected
our environment and our way of life and has
brought significant economic benefits to the
region that would have otherwise been ab-
sent. Our North Slope residents are keenly
aware that advances in our communities—
running water, local schools, health care,
public safety, electricity, and more—have
come because of the coordination and co-
operation of Alaska Native leaders and enti-
ties across the region.

ICAS

Established in 1971, the Inupiat Commu-
nity of the Arctic Slope is the federally rec-
ognized regional tribal government for the
North Slope and represents over 14,000
Inupiaq tribal members. The mission of ICAS
is to exercise its sovereign rights and powers
for the benefit of tribal members, to con-
serve and retain tribal lands and resources
including subsistence. For millennia Inupiaq
ingenuity has transformed our relationship
with industry into a partnership that has
both protected our environment and our way
of life and has brought significant economic
benefits to the region that would have other-
wise been absent. Our North Slope residents
are keenly aware that advances in our com-
munities—running water, local schools,
health care, public safety, electricity, and
more—have come because of the coordina-
tion and cooperation of Alaska Native lead-
ers and entities across the region.

Borough

The Borough is a home rule government lo-
cated above the Arctic Circle that represents
roughly 10,000 residents. The Borough’s juris-
diction includes the entire National Petro-
leum Reserve-Alaska (NPR-A) and the eight
villages within it. In 1972, the North Slope
Inupiat formed the Borough, in part, to en-
sure our communities would benefit from oil
and gas development on their ancestral
homelands. It was the first time Alaska Na-
tives took control of their destiny using a re-
gional municipal government. The Borough
exercises its powers of taxation, property as-
sessment, education, and planning and zon-
ing services to serve our communities. Taxes
levied on o0il and gas infrastructure, not de-
velopment, have enabled the Borough to in-
vest in public infrastructure and utilities,
support education, and provide police, fire,
emergency, health, and other services. Else-
where in rural Alaska, these services are
typically provided primarily by the State or
Federal Government, or both.

ASRC

ASRC is a for-profit, land-owning Alaska
Native regional corporation formed pursuant
to ANCSA. ASRC represents the same region
as the Borough and ICAS, and the same eight
villages whose residents are predominantly
Inupiat, and who comprise many of our over
14,000 Alaska Native shareholders. ASRC
holds the title to approximately five million
acres of land on the North Slope, including
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both surface and subsurface lands. These
lands—the ancestral lands of the North Slope
Inupiat—were conveyed to ASRC by the
United States pursuant to ANCSA to provide
for the economic and cultural well-being of
our Inupiaq shareholders.

ASRC is committed to both providing
sound financial returns to our shareholders,
through jobs and dividends, and to pre-
serving our Inupiaq way of life, culture, and
traditions, including the ability to maintain
a subsistence lifestyle that supports our
communities. In furtherance of this congres-
sionally mandated mission to provide bene-
fits to our shareholders, ASFIC conducts and
continues to invest in a variety of activities
related to infrastructure and natural re-
source development and other economic ini-
tiatives.

ASRC’s perspective is based on the dual re-
alities that our Inupiaq culture and commu-
nities depend on a healthy ecosystem and
subsistence resources, as well as infrastruc-
ture and resource development as the foun-
dation of sustainable North Slope commu-
nities.

DISAPPROVAL OF THE 2022 NPR-A IAP ROD

The NPR-A lies entirely within the home-
lands of the North Slope Inupiat. Congress
established the NPR-A with a clear purpose:
to ensure energy security for the Nation
while respecting the needs of Alaska Natives.
Instead, the 2022 Record of Decision (ROD)
issued by BLM has imposed sweeping restric-
tions that curtail responsible development,
undermine congressional intent, and dis-
regard the well-being of the people who de-
pend on these lands for both subsistence and
livelihoods.

The impacts of the 2022 ROD are especially
severe for the North Slope. Oil and gas devel-
opment in the NPR-A funds the Borough’s
schools, emergency services, and infrastruc-
ture. It supports jobs for Inupiaq share-
holders and residents. It underwrites the
continuation of our communities, even as we
maintain our subsistence way of life. By ar-
bitrarily locking away vast portions of the
NPR-A, BLM’s rule threatens these essential
services and imposes disproportionate bur-
dens on our people.

Equally concerning, BLM failed to engage
in meaningful government-to-government
consultation with ASRC, the Borough, and
ICAS. This omission contradicts federal con-
sultation requirements and disregards the
voices of the very communities most af-
fected. Our leadership has consistently
raised concerns about this process and its
outcomes, yet those concerns were ignored.

The 2022 ROD ignores congressional intent
under ANCSA, the Alaska National Interest
Lands Conservation Act of 1980 (ANILCA),
the National Petroleum Reserve Production
Act of 1976 (NPRPA), and the Omnibus Ap-
propriations Act of 1980. The 2022 ROD also
disregards the economic needs of North
Slope communities, and creates unnecessary
obstacles to infrastructure, energy, and com-
munity health across the North Slope of
Alaska.

SUPPORT FOR S.J. RES 80 AND H.J. RES. 124

For these reasons, our trilateral organiza-
tions strongly support passage of S.J. Res. 80
and H.J. Res. 124 to disapprove the 2022 NPR-
A TAP ROD. Overturning this rule is nec-
essary to restore balance to federal policy,
reaffirm Congress’s intent for the NPR-A,
and uphold the economic, cultural, and sub-
sistence well-being of the North Slope
Inupiat.

Our identity, resilience, and survival are
deeply rooted in our traditional lands that
the NPR-A boundaries encompass. We take
great pride in our ongoing efforts toward
self-determination, focused on securing a fu-
ture where future generations of Inupiat can
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continue to live in our communities with ac-
cess to the essential services they need to
thrive. We thank you for your leadership on
this important resolution and look forward
to continued collaboration to ensure that
federal policies in the NPR-A reflect both
national priorities and the needs of the peo-
ple who call the Arctic home.
Sincerely,
NICOLE WOJCIECHOWSKI,
President, Inupiat
Community of the
Arctic Slope.
JOSIAH PATKOTAK,
Mayor, North Slope
Borough.
REX A. ROCK, SR.
President and CEO,
Arctic  Slope  Re-
gional Corporation.

Ms. MURKOWSKI. I yield the floor.

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr.
SCHMITT). The Senator from Min-
nesota.

S.J. RES. 77

Ms. KLOBUCHAR. Mr. President, I
rise today in strong support of our bi-
partisan resolution, which Senator
KAINE and I lead, along with our col-
leagues RAND PAUL, MARK WARNER, and
Leader SCHUMER.

Our resolution terminates the Presi-
dent’s so-called emergency declaration
related to the Canadian border and re-
stores stability and common sense to
our trade with our close ally and neigh-
bor to the north, Canada.

The administration has used that
declaration as a pretext to impose
sweeping tariffs on a friend, on a neigh-
bor, on an ally—which are taxes, paid
by American consumers and busi-
nesses, on Canadian imports.

Back in April, this same resolution
passed the Senate with bipartisan sup-
port. Under the National Emergencies
Act, Congress must review and, if nec-
essary, vote again every 6 months. Be-
cause the administration has refused to
lift this so-called emergency and in-
stead doubled down by raising tariffs
on Canada to 35 percent as of August 1,
with a threat of more, we are back on
the floor today, and we will be back on
the floor until this passes.

Just this past week, the President
announced, as I noted, yet another 10
percent tariff hike on Canada—this
time in retaliation for an Ontario ad—
Ontario, one province. This would be as
if the Governor of Texas put out an ad
or if the Governor of California put out
an ad. But President Trump used this
as a pretext for another threat. And
that ad accurately used President Ron-
ald Reagan’s 1987 remarks criticizing
tariffs.

So that is a good way to begin: with
President Reagan’s remarks. He said,
in 1987, though there are economic and
national security circumstances during
which tariffs are necessary, that, gen-
erally, ‘‘high tariffs inevitably lead to
retaliation by foreign countries and
the triggering of fierce trade wars.
Then the worst happens: Markets
shrink and collapse; businesses and in-
dustries shut down; and millions of
people lose their jobs.”

This new tariff hike isn’t about secu-
rity. It isn’t even about our economy.
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It is just about the President’s per-
sonal grievances, and Americans are
the ones paying the price.

Since these chaotic, on-again, off-
again tariffs began in March, cross-bor-
der travel and trade have both fallen
precipitously. In Minnesota, we say we
can see Canada from our porch. Our
people go back and forth all the time—
sometimes for jobs, sometimes to visit
relatives and friends, and sometimes,
of course, for vacations. We welcome
Canadians all the time.

I was, in fact, at the Minnesota Frost
game in which they played the Charge,
a Canadian team, a women’s profes-
sional hockey team. It was a joyous
event with our Canadian neighbors.

You see, we know now, the World Se-
ries, one of the most exciting World Se-
ries between the Toronto Blue Jays
and the Los Angeles Dodgers.

This isn’t just some faraway place to
us. These are our friends and neigh-
bors. But yet, despite all of this incred-
ible history of friendship and booming
economic gains because of all the back-
and-forth and travel, trips from Canada
to the United States are down roughly
20 percent from last year. Towns in the
United States are having to put up
signs that say ‘“We love you, Cana-
dians’ because they feel so dissed by
this administration.

They are saying: What is happening?
We were the first ones on the ground
after 9/11 from another country.

The Canadians were there.

We were the ones that stood by your
side in so many foreign wars. We are
the one that, for so many of our States,
is the No. 1 trading partner. How can
this be happening?

And, frankly, it pisses them off, and
so individual families are making deci-
sions—are deciding: Well, we are not
going to go to America. Maybe we will
go to Mexico. Maybe we will go to an-
other country. Maybe we will stay in
Canada. But we are not going to travel
there.

The average foreign visitor spends
about $4,000 when they come to Amer-
ica.

We are not going to eat their food.
We are not going to go to their res-
taurants. We are not going to stay at
their hotels. We are not going to fish in
their lakes.

You name it, that is what the people
in my State are seeing. And everything
from manufactured parts to whiskey
have dropped sharply. And small busi-
nesses, farmers, and manufacturers are
losing business.

This is not how our economy was
supposed to work, if you believe in cap-
italism, if you believe in trade, if you
believe you just can’t put your head in
the sand and think, “Well, we are just
going to be on our own,” when 95 per-
cent of our potential customers, par-
ticularly in the agriculture area, are
outside of our borders. We should be ex-
porting more goods, and we should be
encouraging more trade.

The President shouldn’t be able to
just wake up one day and see an ad he
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doesn’t like on TV featuring a Repub-
lican President by a province in Can-
ada and decide, ‘I am just going to
hike up another 10 percent’’—or some-
thing happened in Brazil—and I con-
gratulate Senator KAINE and Senator
PAUL on their recent overturning from
this body—finally, enough is enough;
we are asserting our power. You are
not going to be able to just put a 40-
percent tariff on Brazil, a country with
which we have a trade surplus, simply
because the guy is facing a trial there,
and the President doesn’t like it. No,
this is not how this works. It is not
how it works under the Constitution. It
is not how it works under the law.

This resolution is about drawing a
line in the sand and saying you cannot
abuse your emergency powers to start
an unjustified trade war; you cannot
abuse your emergency powers to hurt
one of the finest relationships in the
world; and you cannot drive up prices,
eliminate jobs, and put in place a na-
tional sales tax that experts now pre-
dict will altogether—the tariff tax—
cost the average family nearly $2,000
per year.

And they are seeing it every day in
their grocery bills. They are seeing it
when they want to go out and buy
tools. They see it when they are going
out to buy audio equipment.

Minnesota’s No. 1 trading partner,
one of our country’s top 2 trading part-
ners, and one of our most trusted al-
lies—that is Canada. We export more
goods to Canada than we do—in Min-
nesota—to our second, third, and
fourth largest markets combined. In
2024, Minnesota’s goods trade with Can-
ada, including ag products, machinery,
and medical devices, amounted to
roughly $22 billion—$22 billion. That is
more than a quarter of all the goods
that we export, a major hit for our
State.

I chair the Canadian-American Inter-
parliamentary Group. I frequently
meet with our partners in Canada. A
number of Senators, including Senator
KAINE and Senator SHAHEEN and Sen-
ator WELCH and Senator KEVIN CRAMER
of North Dakota, a Republican—we
went up there together to Ottawa a few
months back, met with Prime Minister
Carney. And as the Prime Minister said
recently, the U.S.-Canada relationship
has become ‘‘mostly transactional.”

That is not the story of our friend-
ship with Canada. Canada, as I men-
tioned, fought alongside us in two
World Wars. They are our partners in
NORAD and NATO. They helped us get
our supply chain back in order after
the pandemic—and, yes, we helped
them. Canada is setting historic new
goals to contribute to our collective
defense, planning to triple defense
spending over the next decade—new
equipment, new infrastructure, new
technology—to strengthen our NATO
alliance, which means strengthening
our own national security.

But rather than supporting a thriv-
ing Canadian economy that would en-
able the government to fulfill those
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goals, the tariffs that the President
keeps slapping on this great ally will
hinder our potential and Canada’s.
These tariffs also undercut the very
trade deal the President himself once
called the most ‘“‘modern and balanced
agreement in history’—that is, the
USMCA, the U.S.-Mexico-Canada
Agreement.

I supported that agreement. I was
one of the first Democrats—in fact, the
first one during that election, the 2020
election—that actually came out and
said I supported that trade agreement
on the debate stage because I felt it
was so important.

So why would the President take this
jewel of a trade agreement—that albeit
needs to be changed as we go forward
and reviewed, which is mandatory this
coming year, for things like dairy and
other things—that has been acknowl-
edged. We would like to see some
changes to it. But why would he take
this incredibly important agreement
and just say it doesn’t matter?

The kind of uncertainty that we are
seeing with these tariffs shakes busi-
ness confidence across North America.
These tariffs are paid by families: gro-
ceries, clothes, housing. Homebuilders
say higher material costs from tariffs
are adding as much as $10,000 to the
cost of a new home. Americans looking
for a new car are paying more than
$3,000 more for an American-made vehi-
cle. And of course it is increasing the
cost of cars made in America because
parts come from Canada.

And this is an important point: The
tariffs are not just about raising the
prices on the goods that we import;
they are also driving up prices across
the board on all types of goods and
services—electricity costs. If we con-
tinue down this path, as I noted, the
average family will likely see a $2,000
increase per year.

This might not mean a lot to some of
the President’s friends and family
members, billionaires on his Cabinet.
They are not going to care about this
$2,000 a year. That is true. They are not
going to care. But people right now,
that are already faced with all these
problems with healthcare, which is a
fight that is raging right now, about
this budget, they can’t handle it.

Tariffs, as I noted, can be an impor-
tant tool for countering other coun-
tries’ unfair trade practices. I sup-
ported some of the steel tariffs that
were more narrow from the former
Trump administration and the Obama
administration and the Biden adminis-
tration in order to make sure that our
iron ore—very key to my past and our
future—mined in northern Minnesota—
my grandpa was an iron ore miner—
that that continue.

But that is not what we are talking
about with the President’s action here.
The broad emergency power statute en-
acted from 1977 that the President has
used to justify these across-the-board
tariffs didn’t even mention the word
“tariff.”

My colleagues and I have filed an
amicus brief to the Supreme Court.

October 29, 2025

That case is going to be heard next
week. But it is not the only answer.
The answer should be that Congress as-
serts its power, even though I believe
that the use of the statute is clearly il-
legal and I believe, as the underlying
court—which was made up of the ini-
tial trade court: a Trump judge, an
Obama judge, and a Reagan judge—yes,
they still exist. They unanimously, the
three of them, said that this was an il-
legal use of the statute.

But this, today, is about something
else. It is about us asserting our own
power, stopping the chaos with changes
over 100 times in these tariffs: small
brewers paying for aluminum cans that
can’t afford them, furniture makers
paying more for lumber, and family-
owned tourism businesses in my State
suffering.

If the Trump administration wants
to address trade disputes with Can-
ada—and the Prime Minister is clearly
open to that—it should work in good
faith with our neighbors to strengthen
the USMCA trade agreement that the
President himself originally nego-
tiated.

Our bipartisan group of cosponsors
understands this. This isn’t about poli-
tics. It is about jobs, economic sta-
bility, and respect for the successful
agreement that we committed to in the
past. It is why this resolution has sup-
port from the United Steelworkers, the
International Association of Machin-
ists, North America’s Building Trades
Unions, and the AFL-CIO. The Cham-
ber of Commerce, the National Tax-
payers Union, and the National Retail
Federation have all endorsed this reso-
lution.

These are voices from every corner of
the political spectrum, every part of
our economy. Maybe we should be lis-
tening to them and not be a
rubberstamp, I say to my colleagues. It
is time to stand up. Otherwise, why are
you here?

I yield the floor, and I see that my
friend from Virginia, who has been
such a leader on this, is here.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Virginia.

Mr. KAINE. Mr. President, I rise to
thank my colleague from Minnesota
Senator KLOBUCHAR for her hard work
on this effort and her work over many
years in leading the U.S.-Canada inter-
parliamentary dialogue. That is a dia-
logue that we have with some nations,
nations that are longstanding allies of
the United States, and I maintain that
the U.S.-Canada relationship is really
the model for what a relationship be-
tween two neighboring nations should
be.

I primarily object to the Canada tar-
iffs because I don’t think there is an
emergency that should trigger the use
of this statute, but there are many
other reasons I object to them, and the
fracturing of this longstanding, power-
ful relationship is one of them.

I spoke yesterday with respect to the
Brazil tariffs, and I talked about the
wrecking ball that Donald Trump is



October 29, 2025

taking to the American economy.
There have been three academic stud-
ies of the Virginia economy in recent
months, and they were recently sum-
marized by a publication called Car-
dinal News in Virginia earlier this
month. The takeaway line about how
Virginia is faring wunder Donald
Trump’s economic mismanagement is
this: fewer jobs, higher prices, slower
growth.

The firing of Federal employees, the
cancellation of celebrated economic de-
velopment projects, the imposition of
tariffs in a chaotic on-again, off-again,
pause-again, give-you-an-exception,
we-will-renegotiate regime—all of
these things are deeply hurting the
Virginia economy, and I know my col-
leagues around the country are experi-
encing the same thing.

That economic wrecking ball
composes many elements beyond the
tariffs, but the tariffs are really the
central item that is causing damage to
our economy right now.

The tariffs that have been imposed
by President Trump on Canada, like
the Brazil tariffs we discussed yester-
day or the ‘“‘Liberation Day’’ tariffs we
will talk about tomorrow, are proposed
under the statute IEEPA.

Yesterday on the floor, as I talked
about the Brazilian tariffs, I told ev-
eryone what IEEPA was meant to do.
It was meant to give the President
power to take action in the event of an
international emergency.

An international emergency is de-
fined in a pretty significant way so as
to not be used in minor instances. The
definition under IEEPA says that a
President may take certain actions
when there is an extraordinary and un-
usual threat to the national security,
foreign policy, or economy of the
United States—an extraordinary and
unusual threat.

Before President Trump, what kind
of emergencies have been triggered
under IEEPA by Democratic and Re-
publican Presidents? The existence and
activities of transnational criminal or-
ganizations, malicious cyber-enabled
activities that target the TUnited
States, human rights violations that
affect the United States, corruption
that affects the United States, perva-
sive strategies by foreign nations to
evade sanctions imposed by the United
States, foreign interference in U.S.
elections.

These are the kinds of unusual and
extraordinary actions originating in
whole or substantially in part outside
the United States that have been la-
beled by Presidents an ‘‘international
emergency’’ under IEEPA to enable a
President to take certain action. Presi-
dent Trump has stretched this notion
of emergency far beyond the language
of the statute and far beyond what any-
one contemplated when this statute
was written.

You have heard me talk about the
President declaring an energy emer-
gency when the United States is pro-
ducing more energy than at any time
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in our history. You have heard us talk
about the President declaring the pros-
ecution of a friend of his in Brazil a na-
tional security emergency. If President
Trump can define anything as an emer-
gency, then so can any President
henceforth. That is why my colleagues
should be pretty careful in striking
down overuse of emergency power.

So what is the emergency with re-
spect to Canada that has inspired the
President to impose these tariffs on
Canada and then add to the tariffs be-
cause he saw a television advertise-
ment he didn’t like? The emergency
the President has cited is the challenge
of fentanyl.

Now, fentanyl is an emergency. I am
not standing here on the floor of the
Senate to deny that it is so. The Presi-
dent has used the fentanyl emergency
to impose tariffs on Canada and Mex-
ico, and I haven’t challenged those uses
of emergency power. I have questions
about whether tariffs are the right so-
lution to the declared emergency. But I
would not stand here on the floor of
the Senate and claim that fentanyl is
not an emergency that had significant
origin in China and Mexico. But
fentanyl is not an emergency from
Canada.

In the most recent year that we had
statistics, the United States seized
nearly 40,000 pounds of fentanyl on the
southern border of the United States
coming from Mexico. That is an emer-
gency. How much fentanyl was seized
on or near the Canadian border during
the same year? The answer is 21
pounds—21 pounds.

Much of that fentanyl was not nec-
essarily seized at the border; it was
seized near the border. It may have
been coming from Canada, but in all
likelihood, it was actually on its way
to Canada because more fentanyl goes
from the United States into Canada
than vice versa.

So this claim that Canada is respon-
sible for a fentanyl emergency and thus
we need to punish both Canada but
more especially American consumers is
completely without factual basis, and
it is completely illogical.

What is the emergency? The emer-
gency apparently got augmented in the
past weekend. The President saw an
advertisement, as my colleague said,
with a direct quote from President
Ronald Reagan about why tariffs are
bad, and he said: We caught the Cana-
dians redhanded, and so we are going to
add another 10-percent tariff on top of
what I have already done, and we are
going to stop any trade negotiations
with Canada because I have such thin
skin that an ad on television quoting
Ronald Reagan hurts my feelings.

How about that as a rationale for
trade policy? How about that? There is
no emergency in this situation, and
that is the reason this resolution
should be supported.

But while there is no emergency,
there are consequences. There are con-
sequences to what President Trump
has done with Canada.
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In the economic space, my colleague
talked about visitation. ‘‘Canadian
Visitors To TU.S. Plummet 33% In
June—Sixth Straight Month Of Steep
Declines.”

Canadian visitors are the most com-
mon foreign visitors to the Common-
wealth of Virginia. They tend to love
Virginia Beach, and we love Canadians
coming to Virginia Beach. But we have
seen Canadian visitation drop. All
States in the country have seen Cana-
dian visitation drop.

There are so many other stories that
I hear out on the road. I was with a
baker in Virginia who has three pie
shops—Mom’s Apple Pie. We were talk-
ing about this back in the spring after
the tariffs had been announced but be-
fore they had really bit.

She had seen tariffs in Trump’s first
term, and she said to me on behalf of
Mom’s Apple Pie—I mean, this is al-
most too good a story to be true—
Mom’s Apple Pie, for gosh sake.

She said: Senator KAINE, you have
got to do something about these tar-
iffs.

I said: Tariffs? You have three bak-
eries—one in Occoquan, one in
Purcellville, one in Leesburg. How do
tariffs affect you?

Pie tins. Pie tins. All pie tins are
made of aluminum, and they all come
from Canada. If you jack up the cost of
aluminum with aluminum tariffs by 25
percent, apple pie gets more expensive.
Nobody has to buy apple pie. If it gets
more expensive, people will choose not
to buy apple pie, and I got to lay people
off. I saw it in Trump term 1. I am
going to see in Trump term 2.

Farmers. Farmers have seen com-
modities be pretty darn flat. Com-
modity prices have not been going up.
They have been getting a lot more for
agricultural commodities, but the in-
puts aren’t stable. They are getting
more expensive.

One of the most significant inputs for
any farmer of an agricultural vegetable
or grain product is fertilizer. One of the
key ingredients in fertilizer is potash,
and about 80 percent of potash that
goes into fertilizer used by American
farmers comes from Canada.

So the initial effect of these tariffs is
to raise the cost of these inputs—build-
ing supplies, food, fertilizer, pie tins.
The input costs go up. And then there
is never a one-way trade war, so a na-
tion will say: Well, then, we are going
to retaliate against you. We are not
going to take this sitting down.

So Canada doesn’t want to, but after
Trump imposed the tariff, Canada re-
taliates on products in the ag sector,
and suddenly it becomes harder for
American businesses to sell products in
Canada.

One of the products that is an impor-
tant one in Southern States like mine
is whiskey. ‘“The U.S. Alcohol Industry
Is Reeling From Canada’s Booze Boy-
cott. Trade fight prompts pullback in
purchases by the biggest export market
for U.S.-made wines, costing American
brands tens of millions in sales.”
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Virginia is one of the top 10 States in
the country in the volume of wine pro-
duction. We also produce a lot of whis-
key and other spirits. And Canadians
like to buy American products. But the
retaliation and the anger at the United
States has caused many to decide to
pull all American products off their
shelves—all American products off
their shelves. And I speak with a num-
ber of businesses in Virginia who would
face this.

So the consequences are very real.
My colleague from Minnesota talked
about estimates that this could be al-
ready costing American families on av-
erage between $1,800 and $2,000 a year.

But it has consequences bigger than
that. Canada is an ally. We are trying
to convince Canada to increase their
NATO expenditure up to 2 percent of
GDP and related expenditures on infra-
structure up to 5 percent of GDP. The
new Prime Minister, Mark Carney, has
gone to the Parliament and gotten
their commitment to do so.

We are asking Canada to participate
with us in one of President Trump’s
most significant military priorities,
called Golden Dome. In Canada, they
call it Continental Shield. They have a
different name for it, but it is the same
thing; it is missile defense for North
America. And we are trying to get Can-
ada to heavily invest, as they should,
to try to provide missile defense in
North America. It is much harder to
convince an ally to spend hundreds of
millions, if not billions of dollars on a
joint defense platform when you are
punishing their economy and when we
are punishing our own citizens.

So that is why we need to vote for
this resolution.

There is a right way to resolve this,
and my colleague mentioned it: the
U.S.-Mexico-Canada Agreement. It was
one of the highlights, the stellar
achievements of Donald Trump’s first
term. NAFTA was 20 years old; it need-
ed to be renegotiated.

Donald Trump said: We are going to
renegotiate it and make it a lot better.

Guess what. He did. He and his team
did make it better.

So when it came to the Senate, my
recollection is it came to the Senate,
and it passed by about 89 to 10. We
can’t get that vote on a Mother’s Day
resolution here. Donald Trump should
be proud of USMCA.

USMCA had a provision that, in 2026,
we would look at the first 5 years of its
history and then make it better. Those
discussions had just started when I was
in Ontario about a month and a half
ago. The Canadian Government felt
really good about sitting around the
table with the United States and Mex-
ico and making this deal better. Don-
ald Trump has stopped the discussions
because a TV ad hurt his feelings.

The right answer to the U.S.-Canada
relationship on trade is to go back to
the table on USMCA, find anything
that hasn’t worked, anything that can
be made better, negotiate it, and make
it better.
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Tariffs are hurting our economy,
hurting our citizens, hurting our busi-
nesses. Let’s terminate this bogus
emergency and let our households and
businesses save some money.

I yield the floor.

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

Mr. REED. Mr. President, I rise
today to express my support for this
resolution, and, indeed, the full series
of tariff resolutions my colleagues Sen-
ators KAINE and WYDEN and others
have put forth. And I want to take this
opportunity to personally commend
Senator KAINE for his leadership and
for his understanding of the complex-
ities of the issues we face.

Our resolution would overturn Presi-
dent Trump’s tariff taxes on American
consumers. These tariffs are part of the
President’s effort to use trade policies
to benefit his friends and himself at the
expense of American families.

He has used trade to prop up Argen-
tina’s President before a key election
because that country’s President has
said nice things about President
Trump, hardly the basis for a funda-
mental economic decision affecting the
life of every American.

And he has used trade to punish the
entire country of Bragzil for the pros-
ecution of its former leader, another
friend and political ally of Trump.

These are not economically based de-
cisions. These are purely personal,
whimsical decisions that harm Amer-
ican families.

The hope is that any Chief Executive
is going to look thoughtfully and ra-
tionally, measure benefits and costs,
and make decisions that benefit this
country. That is not the case with
President Trump.

And while he is cutting these special-
interest trade deals, President Trump
is really whacking households with
more than $15 billion in additional
costs each month. This includes the
tariffs on Brazil, one of the main
sources of coffee for the United States
of America. And, you know, we are just
waiting for our constituents to roll up
to their Dunkin Donuts, if you are in
Rhode Island, and order a small coffee:
That will be $15, please.

That is where we are headed. And it
is going to hurt our constituents, par-
ticularly the most vulnerable, and
working families that are struggling to
get by.

Grocery prices continue to climb
with essentials like coffee and beef,
with a 19-percent increase and 15 per-
cent increase, respectively, more ex-
pensive than they were a year ago.

The average new car price just
crossed $50,000 for the first time in our
Nation’s history. Investment bank UBS
reports that tariffs have increased
home construction costs by $9,000, and
we have an affordable housing crisis in
the United States in every State.

And Ashley Furniture, the largest
U.S. and, indeed, global furniture man-
ufacturer, announced this month it was
raising prices by as much as 12 percent
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due to the President’s tariffs, and that
was before new 25-percent furniture-
specific tariff came into force.

In total, researchers at Yale report
that tariffs are costing families $1,800
this year. The President has essen-
tially claimed these costs are a fig-
ment of our imagination, repeatedly
claiming that foreign companies—not
Americans—pay his tariffs. But his
claims don’t match Americans’ reality
or the economic data.

A recent Goldman Sachs report found
that foreign exporters have been pay-
ing only about 9 percent of tariff costs.

In fact, Goldman, the nonprofit
Peterson Institute, and investment
bank Morgan Stanley have all reported
that most of the President’s tariffs are
being absorbed by American compa-
nies, small businesses, and consumers.

Indeed, our Nation’s two largest auto
manufacturers, General Motors and
Ford, have each reported billions of
dollars in new tariff-related costs. Nike
told its investors it will pay $1.5 billion
in tariff costs this fiscal year, and de-
fense manufacturer Raytheon an-
nounced $220 million in tariff costs in
the third quarter alone.

Make no mistake, businesses, large
and small, in every corner of our coun-
try, are paying these costs but with
much tighter margins—much, much
tighter margins—than previously.

Many of the Main Street businesses
may not survive because of it. And, in-
creasingly, companies are passing the
costs of these tariff taxes on to Amer-
ican consumers. It is not just higher
costs. When companies shoulder new
costs, they hire fewer workers. And we
are seeing that in many parts of the
country. We are seeing it in Rhode Is-
land.

Unsurprisingly, job growth, as a re-
sult, has stagnated under President
Trump. Payroll company ADP found
the private sector actually lost 32,000
jobs last month, while those Yale re-
searchers estimate that Trump tariffs
will eliminate half a million jobs this
year.

It used to be the chief responsibility
of the President of the United States to
create economic programs and policies
that stimulated employment—not
eliminated employment.

And while President Trump wants to
demonize any dissent toward his poli-
cies as political or the work of his en-
emies, data and economic warnings
around his tariffs are coming from
every corner of our country.

I will close by noting that I do not
want to be on the floor delivering this
speech. I do not want to have to criti-
cize the President for his economic de-
cision making, but instead of pursuing
thoughtful, impactful, and cost-reduc-
ing policies, President Trump has de-
cided to take a whack at American
small business and families with bil-
lions and billions in new costs.

And as a Member of the Senate, I
cannot sit by quietly while our Presi-
dent makes Americans suffer simply
because their needs do not match his
priorities.
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I was hopeful that President Trump
would come to his senses before Con-
gress and the courts act, but he has
not, and that is why we are on the
floor. And that is why we must pass
this resolution, which is one of the
first steps to eliminating these Trump-
induced costs on households and busi-
nesses.

Passage today would signal to Ameri-
cans that Congress’s priority is their
financial well-being, not the well-being
of the wealthy, the well-connected, and
Donald Trump’s personal pals.

Most importantly, it would start the
process of eliminating over $15 billion
in new monthly costs for families.

I urge my colleagues to prioritize
hard-working Americans, not Donald
Trump and friends, by passing this res-
olution.

I yield the floor.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Oregon.

Mr. WYDEN. Mr. President, I thank
my colleague from Rhode Island, as
well as Senator KLOBUCHAR and Sen-
ator KAINE. We have all been teaming
up to terminate Donald Trump’s blan-
ket tariffs on products Americans buy
from Canada.

Once again, we have an opportunity
to cancel a Trump trade tax and put
money back into the pockets of the
American people.

This is a chance for Senators to show
our constituents that we are going to
act for them, not for special interests
or some new Presidential obsession.

Unlike many of the nations Trump
has slapped with taxes, there is already
a comprehensive trade deal between
the United States and Canada. It was
written with input from the Senate Fi-
nance Committee, and it was bipar-
tisan. USMCA was a trade deal nego-
tiated by Donald Trump himself, and it
got a significant bipartisan vote.

Congress approved the deal, put it
into black-letter law, and we made
sure—with Senator Brown, in par-
ticular, leading the fight—to have a
bill with tough enforcement—enforce-
ment teeth—to make sure the United
States could hold Canada and Mexico
to their commitments.

This is the only way to ensure that
farmers, workers, and businesses get
the full benefit.

But Trump’s trade taxes aren’t ad-
dressing enforcement issues with Mex-
ico and Canada, or making the USMCA
work better. Instead, he is unilaterally
undermining supply chains across the
board.

He has imposed new tariffs on scores
of products we buy from Canada, mak-
ing groceries, housing, energy, and cars
more expensive.

He put a 50-percent tariff on steel and
aluminum, a singularly bad idea. Beer,
appliances, auto parts—all of them—
are getting hammered by that tax.

There are 8 million American jobs
that depend on trade with Canada. Can-
ada is the biggest export market for 32
American States.

With this trade war, Trump is de-
stroying jobs and harming America and
making our people poorer.
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Since national security was one of
the rationales for the Trump trade
taxes on Canada, I have to point out
that his trade war against our close
ally is making American allies and us
less safe.

For one, Canada is a reliable source
of energy, raw materials, and critical
minerals that China has repeatedly
used as a bargaining chip in trade
talks. Critical minerals are essential to
manufacturing in the high-tech and de-
fense industries. The Trump adminis-
tration has invested millions in devel-
oping the Canadian critical minerals
industry as an alternative to China’s
near monopoly.

But here is a key point: instead of de-
veloping Canada as an alternative to
China for raw materials, Donald Trump
is driving our closest ally straight into
the arms of China.

The Canadian Prime Minister said
last week that his country is looking
to reengage with India and China to
find new markets and new allies that
are more reliable than the TUnited
States. America would get better re-
sults on trade by buying spells from an
Etsy witch.

Trump’s stated reason for blowing up
commerce is fentanyl trafficking. Now,
I don’t take a backseat to anybody
when it comes to cracking down on the
scourge of fentanyl. Oregon is no
stranger to the devastating effects it
has wreaked in our communities.

But, in reality, there is no crisis at
the northern border. Less than 0.2 per-
cent of fentanyl entering the United
States comes from Canada.

Some of my colleagues on the other
side have voiced concerns about tariffs
but said they want to give Donald
Trump more time to strike a deal. 1
would ask: what in the past 6 months
makes you think that this is somehow
magically going to get better?

Instead of negotiating, Donald
Trump spends his energy having tan-
trums about TV ads that accurately
quote Ronald Reagan’s position on tar-
iffs. He has already increased these tar-
iffs on Canada once. He is now threat-
ening to jack up Canada tariffs by an-
other 10 percent because one of their
provinces—just one—took out the
Reagan ad.

Who would make a deal with a person
who acts like this, who ignores a deal
that was made just a few years ago and
who constantly threatens to annex
their country?

That is what Donald Trump has done
with Canada.

These tariffs are doing nothing to
help Americans. They are unrelated to
trade disputes.

I hope every Senator will vote to re-
peal the taxes on Canadian goods and
help lower costs for our constituents.

I yield the floor.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Massachusetts.

Mr. MARKEY. Mr. President, I want
to thank Senator KAINE for his leader-
ship on this issue, highlighting it,
meeting on it, bringing it to the atten-
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tion of the American public. The same
thing is true for Senator WYDEN and
Senator KLOBUCHAR.

Thank you so much for your leader-
ship.

And I rise to join them in high-
lighting the devastating impact Presi-
dent Trump’s economic policies are
having on small businesses across our
country. Small business owners are
struggling in President Trump’s econ-
omy.

Let me just say this: 97 percent of all
the companies in America that engage
in trade are small businesses, and those
small businesses represent one-third of
all trade that our country engages in.

They are not big companies. They
can’t buy a year or 2 years’ inventory
in advance. They live week to week.
They live month to month. And that is
pretty much where they have been
since April. They have been trying to
survive. They have been trying just to
make it through this hectic, unpredict-
able, roller coaster of tariffs, which the
President has been imposing.

And these small businesses, they are
unbelievably struggling in this econ-
omy right now. Thanks to President
Trump, just this year, electricity costs
are up 11 percent. Food prices are up.
The cost of coffee is up 19 percent this
year. Bananas are up 7 percent. Beef is
up 13 percent. The cost of healthcare
for millions of small business owners
will increase by an average of 114 per-
cent.

This is going to be a massive hit on
small businesses and small business
workers if the Affordable Care Act tax
premiums expire. It is going to be 10
million small businesses and small
business employees in our country that
are going to see a spike that is going to
be dramatic for their healthcare.

And 42,000 jobs we have lost in manu-
facturing this year—42,000 down, not
up—not as promised. And that is sup-
posed to be at the center of his tariff
policy? We are losing manufacturing
jobs at an accelerated rate after Joe
Biden increased manufacturing jobs.

And I would like to, again, really
point out what a great job you have
been doing, Senator KAINE, on this in
putting a great big spotlight on all of
this, because this is absolutely central
to the economic well-being of our coun-
try.

So back in May, I introduced and
tried to pass my Small Business Lib-
eration Act, a bill that would have pro-
tected small businesses from Trump’s
tariff chaos, just saying: Get those 97
percent of all the businesses engaged in
trade—the small businesses—get them
out of this war. They can’t survive that
war. Big businesses, maybe, but not lit-
tle businesses. They just can’t do it.
But the Senate Republicans blocked
that proposal.

Then I did it again. Republicans
blocked my proposal just to spare the
small businesses, and, unfortunately,
Republicans have not shown the cour-
age yet on Trump’s tariffs, just capitu-
lation, as they do on so many other
issues.
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By opposing my bill and preventing
those sensible resolutions from moving
forward in the House, Republicans are
allowing Trump to tax any good from
any country for any reason—no rules.
And the only reason is Trump doesn’t
have the legal authority to do that. He
doesn’t have the legal authority to do
what he is doing right now.

Trump claims to have authority
under a 1977 law signed by Jimmy Car-
ter, the International Emergency Eco-
nomic Powers Act. This law was so
uncontroversial in 1977 that it was
passed on a voice vote.

Now, can you imagine? Jimmy Carter
is President. There is a bill that is
going to allow Jimmy Carter to be-
come a dictator, to impose tariffs on
any country in the world, to jack up
the price anywhere they want on any
product, at any time; anything that
ticks him off, including some little
commercial about Ronald Reagan, and
all of a sudden, boom, we are smashing
you, Canada.

Does anyone here really think the
Republicans and the Congress, in 1977,
at the height of Jimmy Carterism,
were giving him unlimited authority to
be able to impose tariffs?

You know that did not happen. He
doesn’t have the legal authority to do
this, and I can tell you because I was
there on the floor of Congress when it
happened in 1977. I know there was no
debate on this.

And so that is what we are talking
about right now. The Congress did not
give Jimmy Carter King-like powers—I
can guarantee you that—on a voice
vote. But Trump, he thinks he can ex-
ercise these emergency powers and tax
any import for any reason. Our latest
emergency? It is a television ad, a Ca-
nadian-produced and featured audio of
former President Ronald Reagan de-
nouncing the tariffs. And, in retalia-
tion, President Trump decided every-
day Americans and small businesses
should pay 10 percent more on imports
from Canada.

It is very clear, Trump is just mak-
ing all of this up. He is making it up as
he goes along.

And, for Massachusetts, it is very im-
portant. Every fifth grader—when I
was in the fifth grade and all fifth
graders in Massachusetts—in the geog-
raphy book there is one chapter enti-
tled: “‘Our Friends the Canadians.” And
why is that? Because they are our lead-
ing trading partner. It is only like a 3-
or 4-hour ride to get up to Canada. It is
who we are. We trade with them every
single day. We do $10 billion of trade
with Canada. That is whom we do busi-
ness with.

And this 10 percent additional tariff,
you know who it cascades down onto?
The small businesses of Massachusetts.
Ordinary citizens, they are going to be
further crushed. That is whom we part-
ner with.

And he knows he doesn’t have this
trade authority. Small businesses have
had enough of Trump’s illegal actions
and have successfully challenged the
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tariff authority twice already. He lost
in the district court. He lost in the cir-
cuit court. And next week, this case is
going to be heard in the Supreme
Court. So small businesses have al-
ready won twice, and now they are
going for the final round in the Su-
preme Court, hoping that they won’t
engage in creative legislative history
reinterpretation of that Republican
unanimous vote in 1977 that allowed
Jimmy Carter to become a King on tar-
iffs.

So the President says it is ‘‘enemies
of the country’ who are suing him. If
that is how you view Main Street in
America—Kiwanians, Rotarians, small
business, chambers of commerce all
across the country—they are the ones
bringing the suit and have already won
twice and are now heading for the
showdown on the Supreme Court.

For small businesses, this isn’t about
politics; it is about survival. And right
now, Trump’s tariffs are taxes for
them. So far, it is $30 billion coming
from small businesses that Trump then
transfers into tax breaks for the
wealthiest people in our country or for
the Argentine Government, but it is
not staying on Main Street. They are
not getting the rewards for the work
which they have done.

A small business in Massachusetts
that designs and manufactures and
sells outdoor recreation equipment told
me that they have paid an extra
$500,000 this year because of Trump’s
tariff taxes. Earlier this week, they re-
ceived a $40,000 bill from imports from
Taiwan. It is just a small business.

And, meanwhile, big businesses have
CEOs meeting directly with the Presi-
dent and receiving generous exemp-
tions.

It is Robin Hood in reverse. Trump is
taking from hard-working, regular peo-
ple, and he is transferring the wealth
to the millionaires and billionaires in
our country. It is absolutely economic
craziness that the President is engag-
ing in. He is punishing Main Street. He
is turning Main Street into ‘‘Pain
Street” in every single State in our
country.

And that extra increase in the tariffs
from Canada puts a special burden on
Massachusetts and our small busi-
nesses, our workers.

So it is very clear this tax is not
being paid by other countries. Amer-
ican small businesses pay the tax. Main
Street is paying this tax. And Presi-
dent Trump is taxing food and clothing
and toys and even tea. And as a small
business owner reminded me, the last
time there was a tax on tea, there was
a revolution in our country that began
in Boston.

Small businesses have no lobbyists,
no Mar-a-Lago, no golden gifts for
President Trump, no margin for error.
There will be no invitations to the new
ballroom, but I am not going to back
down. I am going to continue to stand
up for small businesses across the
country, across Massachusetts, from
red States to blue States, who are bear-
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ing the burden of these tariffs, and I
hope that our Republican colleagues
will join us today by voting to pass
this resolution.

And, again, I thank you, Senator
KAINE, for your leadership, and the
same to you, Senator WYDEN and to
Senator KLOBUCHAR. This is a very im-
portant moment in the economic his-
tory of our country.

I yield the floor.

The PRESIDING OFFICER
MORENO). The Senator from Idaho.

Mr. CRAPO. Mr. President, I rise in
opposition to S.J. Res. 77, which would
terminate the fentanyl national emer-
gency declared with respect to Canada.

I agree with my colleagues that tar-
iffs should be more targeted to avoid
harm to Americans. I made precisely
that point at a hearing in the Finance
Committee in May.

We should consider more exemptions,
whether for unavailable natural re-
sources, capital equipment, or other
key inputs.

It is equally as important that en-
forcement guidance provides the clar-
ity that U.S. companies need to comply
with the tariffs and to make critical
business decisions.

Similarly, as the administration con-
tinues to negotiate with our trading
partners, I appreciate that my col-
leagues, as well as our constituents,
may be nervous about what comes
next. However, at this juncture, this
resolution is counterproductive to
helping American families and busi-
nesses of all sizes.

What my colleagues across the aisle
have not discussed is the ubiquitous
tariffs and nontariff trade barriers that
our small businesses and large busi-
nesses alike face across this globe from
countries that are not allowing fair
trade to happen with the TUnited
States, and the cost of that is being
borne by the American people—small
businesses and large businesses alike.

The President’s historic trade nego-
tiations recognize that this cannot
continue, and nations across the globe
need to reduce their tariff barriers and
their nontariff trade barriers to Amer-
ican companies and American citizens.

The President’s negotiations are
bearing fruit. President Trump already
announced new trade deals with major
trading partners, including the United
Kingdom, Japan, and the European
Union. Other such announcements we
expect to be forthcoming.

And I urge other trading partners of
the United States to reach similar
deals.

Consequently, S.J. Res. 77 is counter-
productive to the progress already
made by the President and to new
gains he can still achieve in the ongo-
ing negotiations with our trading part-
ners. Let’s truly get a balanced, fair
playing field in trade.

On April 30, the Senate rejected the
joint resolution of disapproval of
IEEPA-based reciprocal tariffs for the
same reasons. I recommend we do the
same thing today and reject this reso-
lution.

(Mr.
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I yield the floor.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Minnesota.

Ms. KLOBUCHAR. Mr. President, in
conclusion, I want to say this: One,
thank you to Senator KAINE and Sen-
ator WARNER, the two Senators from
Virginia, for their leadership on this
important resolution; Senator WYDEN
for all of his work; Senator RAND PAUL
and others who have stood with us, who
have stood with capitalism, who have
stood with this idea that trade matters
and that our country is stronger when
we do business and sell our goods
across the seas and to our friendly
neighbors like Canada.

Let me start with Canada. As the
head of the Inter-Parliamentary Group
with Canada, I spent a lot of time
working with the Canadians. It was one
Embassy, years ago, when America was
disliked by a lot of countries, that dis-
played on their Embassy huge banners
that said: ‘““‘Friend, Ally, Partner.”

For so many of our States, they are
our biggest trading partner. They
fought alongside us in two World Wars.
They are our partners in NORAD and
in NATO. They worked with us to-
gether on supply chains and getting
them back working after the pandemic.
They are setting new historic goals,
Canada is, to contribute to our collec-
tive defense, planning to triple defense
spending over the next decade.

So what does this administration do?
Slap them with a 35-percent tariff. And
then, just because the President woke
up in the morning and didn’t like an ad
that quoted a beloved Republican
President, Ronald Reagan, didn’t like
it, he said: Well, I am going to give
them 10 percent more.

Yet this is a country with which we
share a trade agreement that this
President negotiated with Mexico and
Canada. If you want to make changes,
like for dairy or other things, do it in
the review of that agreement. Don’t do
it like this to a neighbor and friend.

Secondly, what do these tariffs mean
to America? mean to the people in our
country? Combined, they have been
changed over 100 times—total chaos.
Inflation is up. Manufacturing jobs are
down. Small farm bankruptcies are at
their highest levels in 5 years, and
every Senator in this Chamber has
heard from their beef producers or
heard from their soybean farmers.
What is happening right now, as one of
my farmers called it, is a ‘‘perfect
storm of ugly.”

For an individual family right now,
these tariffs mean a $2,000 tax per fam-
ily. Tools are up. Audio equipment
costs more. This is the effect of this
tariff policy on individual families in
America.

So we can have high-ended debates
here, but at home, they are looking at
their grocery prices. They are looking
at their markets, their family farms—
that they spent a century there, they
are next in line to take it over—drying
up. That is what these tariffs are
about.
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Then, finally, this President cannot
keep abusing his power like this. There
is a reason, when you look at the num-
bers, who supports this resolution:
United Steelworkers, International As-
sociation of Machinists, North Amer-
ica’s Building Trades Unions, the AFL-
CIO, the Chamber of Commerce, the
National Taxpayers Union, the Na-
tional Retail Federation have all en-
dorsed this resolution.

But, unfortunately, with a few excep-
tions, our friends on the other side of
the aisle are just rubberstamping what
this President wants.

Well, it is time for us to stand up.
This vote is about reasserting
Congress’s constitutional role, article
I, section 8, of the Constitution gives
Congress—not the President—the
power to impose tariffs and regulate
commerce with foreign nations. We
must stand up for American workers,
businesses, and consumers and remind
our allies and ourselves that America
keeps its word.

I yield the floor.

The PRESIDING OFFICER.
Democratic leader.

Mr. SCHUMER. Mr. President, first, I
want to thank our great Senators KLo-
BUCHAR and KAINE and WYDEN for lead-
ing the charge here on the Senate floor
against Donald Trump’s destructive,
self-defeating, and often utterly juve-
nile trade war.

Today, the Senate will vote to end
Donald Trump’s national emergency
declaration against Canada and put a
stop to the asinine trade war with our
neighbors to the north. This has been
the most peaceful relationship over the
centuries, and Donald Trump seems to
throw a hand grenade to undo that re-
lationship. We need to put a stop to
this asinine trade war with our neigh-
bors to the north.

And if Americans want proof that
Donald Trump’s trade war has been a
catastrophe, consider this: While he ca-
pitulates to Beijing, he is raising tar-
iffs on Canada.

How nonsensical. How stupid. How
thoughtless.

Canada—one of our strongest allies,
one of our most important trading
partners. I don’t know of two large
economies that are more entwined
than America’s and Canada’s. And
after a year and a half of failed trade
war, Americans have not gotten libera-
tion. Instead, Americans have been
saddled with a national sales tax. That
is what Trump’s tariffs are, a national
sales tax on Americans.

The average family—America, listen
to this—the average family, American
family, is paying $2,000 more a year
thanks to Trump’s tariffs. Our farmers
are taking a beating.

In New York, Donald Trump’s 35 per-
cent tariffs on Canada have been dev-
astating. We depend on tourism. More
than a quarter of the tourists who visit
Niagara Falls and the wine country in
the Finger Lakes region are from Can-
ada. So many from Canada flood New
York City every year. And yet, this
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year, tourism and border crossings are
down 20 percent. Western New York
and Buffalo depend on those border
crossings all the time.

Trade between our Nations has been
hurt. Jobs have been squandered. The
economy of every northern border
State—as with Minnesota—has suf-
fered.

And now Donald Trump wants to add
another 10 percent tariff on Canada be-
cause his feelings were hurt over an ad
featuring Ronald Reagan. Can you
imagine what an infantile leader we
have in America? He sees an ad and
then hurts the American people with
these tariffs.

Yes, that is right. Donald Trump’s
pride has become so fragile that he is
threatening to increase tariffs on Can-
ada by another 10 percent, from 35 per-
cent to 45 percent. Why? Simply be-
cause the government of Ontario re-
leased an ad that included a radio ad-
dress from President Reagan, warning
about the danger of tariffs, and, appar-
ently, that got Donald Trump’s feel-
ings all hurt.

Trump is letting his delicate little
ego drive U.S. trade, whether it is with
Brazil, Argentina, or with Canada. The
consequence is that Americans are pay-
ing more.

This isn’t a laughing matter, really—
no. Struggling families have to pay
thousands of dollars more each year be-
cause Donald Trump doesn’t like the
internal goings on in Canada or Argen-
tina or Bragzil. That hurts Americans,
and we pay more for construction ma-
terials, for aluminum, for paper, and so
much more.

But do you know what? The truth
hurts. What President Reagan said,
back in those years, about the danger
of tariffs was true back then and re-
mains true today. And I know my col-
leagues on both sides of the aisle dis-
agree.

Mr. President, I ask unanimous con-
sent that the radio address delivered by
President Reagan on free trade and on
the harms of tariffs on the economy, on
April 25, 1987, be printed in the CON-
GRESSIONAL RECORD.

There being no objection, the mate-
rial was ordered to be printed in the
RECORD, as follows:

RADIO ADDRESS TO THE NATION ON FREE AND
FAIR TRADE
(April 25, 1987)

My fellow Americans: Prime Minister
Nakasone of Japan will be visiting me here
at the White House next week. It’s an impor-
tant visit, because while I expect to take up
our relations with our good friend Japan,
which overall remain excellent, recent dis-
agreements between our two countries on
the issue of trade will also be high on our
agenda.

As perhaps you’ve heard, last week I placed
new duties on some Japanese products in re-
sponse to Japan’s inability to enforce their
trade agreement with us on electronic de-
vices called semiconductors. Now, imposing
such tariffs or trade barriers and restrictions
of any kind are steps that I am loath to take.
And in a moment I'll mention the sound eco-
nomic reasons for this: that over the long
run such trade barriers hurt every American
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worker and consumer. But the Japanese
semiconductors were a special case. We had
clear evidence that Japanese companies were
engaging in unfair trade practices that vio-
lated an agreement between Japan and the
United States. We expect our trading part-
ners to live up to their agreements. As I've
often said: Our commitment to free trade is
also a commitment to fair trade.

But you know, in imposing these tariffs we
were just trying to deal with a particular
problem, not begin a trade war. So, next
week I'll be giving Prime Minister Nakasone
this same message: We want to continue to
work cooperatively on trade problems and
want very much to lift these trade restric-
tions as soon as evidence permits. We want
to do this, because we feel both Japan and
the United States have an obligation to pro-
mote the prosperity and economic develop-
ment that only free trade can bring.

Now, that message of free trade is one I
conveyed to Canada’s leaders a few weeks
ago, and it was warmly received there. In-
deed, throughout the world there’s a growing
realization that the way to prosperity for all
nations is rejecting protectionist legislation
and promoting fair and free competition.
Now, there are sound historical reasons for
this. For those of us who lived through the
Great Depression, the memory of the suf-
fering it caused is deep and searing. And
today many economic analysts and histo-
rians argue that high tariff legislation
passed back in that period called the Smoot-
Hawley tariff greatly deepened the depres-
sion and prevented economic recovery.

You see, at first, when someone says,
“Let’s impose tariffs on foreign imports,”’ it
looks like they’re doing the patriotic thing
by protecting American products and jobs.
And sometimes for a short while it works—
but only for a short time. What eventually
occurs is: First, homegrown industries start
relying on government protection in the
form of high tariffs. They stop competing
and stop making the innovative management
and technological changes they need to suc-
ceed in world markets. And then, while all
this is going on, something even worse oc-
curs. High tariffs inevitably lead to retalia-
tion by foreign countries and the triggering
of fierce trade wars. The result is more and
more tariffs, higher and higher trade bar-
riers, and less and less competition. So, soon,
because of the prices made artificially high
by tariffs that subsidize inefficiency and
poor management, people stop buying. Then
the worst happens: Markets shrink and col-
lapse; businesses and industries shut down;
and millions of people lose their jobs.

The memory of all this occurring back in
the thirties made me determined when I
came to Washington to spare the American
people the protectionist legislation that de-
stroys prosperity. Now, it hasn’t always been
easy. There are those in this Congress, just
as there were back in the thirties, who want
to go for the quick political advantage, who
will risk America’s prosperity for the sake of
a short-term appeal to some special interest
group, who forget that more than 5 million
American jobs are directly tied to the for-
eign export business and additional millions
are tied to imports. Well, I’ve never forgot-
ten those jobs. And on trade issues, by and
large, we’ve done well. In certain select
cases, like the Japanese semiconductors,
we’ve taken steps to stop unfair practices
against American products, but we’ve still
maintained our basic, long-term commit-
ment to free trade and economic growth.

So, with my meeting with Prime Minister
Nakasone and the Venice economic summit
coming up, it’s terribly important not to re-
strict a President’s options in such trade
dealings with foreign governments. Unfortu-
nately, some in the Congress are trying to do
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exactly that. I'll keep you informed on this
dangerous legislation, because it’s just an-
other form of protectionism and I may need
your help to stop it. Remember, America’s
jobs and growth are at stake.

Until next week, thanks for listening, and
God bless you.

Mr. SCHUMER. Yesterday, the Sen-
ate came together in a bipartisan way
to pass legislation to end Donald
Trump’s bogus emergency declaration
in Brazil, under the leadership of Sen-
ator KAINE. Today, we can take the
next step to reverse Trump’s trade war
on one of America’s most important al-
lies, under the leadership of Senator
KLOBUCHAR. I urge—I urge—my Repub-
lican colleagues to join Democrats
once again to think about the families
back home that are hurt by Trump’s
tariffs and put an end to Trump’s tariff
war on Canada.

Enough is enough.

I ask unanimous consent to yield
back the remaining time.

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

Under the previous order, the clerk
will read the title of the joint resolu-
tion for a 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. 77

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

Mr. SCHUMER. 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 legislative clerk called the roll.

Mr. BARRASSO. The following Sen-
ators are necessarily absent: the Sen-
ator from Mississippi (Mrs. HYDE-
SMITH), the Senator from Louisiana
(Mr. KENNEDY), and the Senator from
Mississippi (Mr. WICKER).

Mr. DURBIN. I announce that the
Senator from Arizona (Mr. GALLEGO) is
necessarily absent.

The result was announced—yeas 50,
nays 46, as follows:

[Rollcall Vote No. 598 Leg.]

YEAS—50

Alsobrooks Hirono Reed
Baldwin Kaine Rosen
Bennet Kelly Sanders
Blumenthal Kim Schatz
Blunt Rochester  King Schiff
Booker Klql;uchar Schumer
gaﬁ‘?well Ll\;IuJaI? Shaheen

ollins arkey :
Coons McConnell Zlo‘tkm

mith
Cortez Masto Merkley Van Hollen
Duckworth Murkowski
Durbin Murphy Warner
Fetterman Murray Warnock
Gillibrand Ossoff Warren
Hassan Padilla Welch
Heinrich Paul Whitehouse
Hickenlooper Peters Wyden
NAYS—46

Banks Britt Cornyn
Barrasso Budd Cotton
Blackburn Capito Cramer
Boozman Cassidy Crapo
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Cruz Justice Rounds
Curtis Lankford Schmitt
Daines Lee Scott (FL)
Ernst Lummis Scott (SC)
Fischer Marshall Sheehy
Graham McCormick Sullivan
Grassley Moody Thune
Hagerty Moran Tillis
Hawley More'no Tuberville
Hoeven Mullin Young
Husted Ricketts
Johnson Risch

NOT VOTING—4
Gallego Kennedy Wicker
Hyde-Smith

The joint resolution (S.J. Res.

was passed, as follows:
S.J. RES. 77

Resolved by the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives of the United States of America in
Congress assembled, That, pursuant to section
202 of the National Emergencies Act (50
U.S.C. 1622), the national emergency declared
on February 1, 2025, by the President in Ex-
ecutive Order 14193 (90 Fed. Reg. 9113) is ter-
minated.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-

ator from Connecticut.
VOTER SUPPRESSION

Mr. BLUMENTHAL. Mr. President,
what has always separated America
from other nations around the world is
the right to vote. It is a right that ev-
erybody in this body cherishes, as do
the American people. Every person who
approaches the ballot box generally has
confidence that their votes are going to
be counted and their voice will be
heard.

But, as we stand here, this cherished
right is coming under attack because,
in 2026, we can expect a continuation of
what is happening in these last 9
months: that the Trump administra-
tion is doing everything it can to un-
dermine the confidence in elections
and sow distrust in the election proc-
ess.

It is like a spider weaving a web. The
Trump administration has crafted mul-
tiple strands that, when combined to-
gether, attack and change the voting
landscape in a way that America will
not recognize.

Trump is attempting to strip power
from the States, consolidate it for him-
self, and subvert the will of the people.
It is systematic, it is strategic, and it
is deeply and urgently serious.

Today, I am beginning an extended
effort to elevate this issue and sound
the alarm—because voters will go to
the polls this Tuesday, and my fear is
that it could be the last free and fair
election, unless we rise up and we act.
And this fear is not mine alone. I have
heard it all around Connecticut and
from my colleagues all around the
country, and it is well founded.

President Trump’s crusade of voter
suppression and election subversion
started on day one of the administra-
tion, when he pardoned the individuals
who participated in the violent attack
on the Capitol on January 6. That Jan-
uary 6 attack was not a protest or even
just a riot. It was an assault on the
very heart of our democracy. In at-
tempting to stop Congress from certi-
fying the results of the 2020 election,
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the January 6 insurrectionists sought
to nullify the votes and shatter the
peaceful transfer of power that has
characterized our democracy for nearly
2560 years.

President Trump provided a blanket
pardon to the January 6 attackers and
thereby endorsed and placed the Presi-
dential seal of approval on their ac-
tions and their direction and goal of
seeking to overturn the will of the peo-
ple. So it was no accident that these
pardons were one of President Trump’s
very first acts in office. It was an un-
mistakable signal that his administra-
tion would be obsessed with sup-
pressing votes and undermining free
and fair elections.

And since that very first day in of-
fice, President Trump and his adminis-
tration have been praising and hiring
into leadership positions the very peo-
ple who attempted to subvert our de-
mocracy. In fact, just this past month,
the White House reportedly hired Kurt
Olsen, a lawyer who attempted to over-
turn the 2020 election results, and he is
working officially as a ‘‘special govern-
ment employee’” tasked with looking
into the 2020 election and current vot-
ing machines.

But rewriting the history of January
6 was only the beginning of a relent-
less, purposeful campaign to stoke fear
among voters and sow seeds of distrust
in American elections. They have em-
ployed Federal Agencies to help do
some of the dirty work. In fact, Presi-
dent Trump has weaponized several
Federal Agencies against you, the vot-
ers. He is using these Agencies as in-
struments to suppress your vote.

The Department of Homeland Secu-
rity and the Department of Justice
have both taken alarming actions in
recent months targeting the vote. At
DHS, a senior Department leader,
Heather Honey, an election denier and
conspiracy theorist in her own right,
reportedly told State and local election
officials that the administration could
declare a ‘‘national emergency’ based
on the claim that the 2020 election was
stolen to obtain ‘‘additional powers
that don’t exist right now” and act
“without Congress’” to ‘‘mandate that
States” adopt her preferred, radical
election rules.

In addition, the Cybersecurity and
Infrastructure Security Agency, known
as CISA, a critical Agency within DHS
that works with State and local offi-
cials to protect the security of our
elections, has been gutted. CISA has
been instrumental in protecting our
elections from cyber attacks and
threats by foreign and domestic actors.
These attacks are growing, not dimin-
ishing.

I don’t have to reveal any classified
information for the American people to
know that attacks by our adversaries
on our election system are an increas-
ing threat, but instead of bolstering
CISA, President Trump has placed on
administrative leave or reassigned
nearly all of its election experts. In
their place, President Trump has in-
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stalled inexperienced political activists
who sought to overturn the results of
the 2020 election.

Marci McCarthy, named director of
public affairs at CISA, was responsible
for spreading false claims about faulty
voting machines in Georgia.

This past July, Sean Plankey, the
nominee to head CISA, refused to an-
swer me when I asked him in a hearing
if he believed that the 2020 election was
stolen.

President Trump has also chosen to
attack CISA officials. In April, Presi-
dent Trump issued an Executive order
directing the Department of Justice
and DHS to investigate Chris Krebs,
the former head of CISA, calling him a
“bad-faith actor’” who ‘“‘weaponized and
abused’ his authority—all because
Krebs refused to lie and say Trump’s
2020 election was rigged. And because
Krebs said there was no evidence in
2020 that ‘‘any voting system deleted or
lost votes, changed votes, or was in any
way compromised,”” he was attacked,
and that Executive order asked DHS to
target him.

At the same time, President Trump
has dismantled CISA’s election secu-
rity programs, including by termi-
nating initiatives that monitor foreign
disinformation and cutting the funding
of systems that detect, deter, and alert
States and localities about cyber and
physical attacks on election infrastruc-
ture.

This dismantling of CISA is funda-
mental and deeply alarming, but at the
Department of Justice, things are no
better. President Trump took an ax to
the Department of Justice’s Voting
Section within the Civil Rights Divi-
sion, that historic section established
to protect and uplift the vote.

First, he decimated the Voting Sec-
tion staff. In January, it was estimated
that the section had 30 attorneys on
staff to enforce voting rights laws.
Today, it is three. Then he decimated
its mission, transforming the section
from a bulwark against voting suppres-
sion into its opposite: a mechanism to
suppress voters and stoke fears of voter
fraud.

So instead of lifting up the work of
voting rights and serving as a staunch
defender of voters in the courts, the
section has withdrawn its engagement
in seven active voting cases. Where it
does remain involved, in redistricting
cases such as Louisiana v. Callais, it
has taken a sudden and staunch anti-
voter stance.

The Department of Justice has de-
cided to make a mockery of poll moni-
toring as well. The Trump DOJ will
now use poll monitoring—which began
as an effort to secure minorities’ votes
when they were denied it following pas-
sage of the Voting Rights Act—to po-
tentially intimidate and surveil voters
and officials alike at polling sites in
California and New Jersey. He is doing
it at the request of the Republican
Party officials in those States, ahead
of the November 4 election.

Those anti-voter campaigns are cou-
pled with efforts to distort the elec-
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toral maps. Since President Trump
took office, he has pressured Repub-
lican State legislators to ignore the
will of their voters and effectively
elect representatives through extreme
and unabashedly partisan gerry-
mandering. This flagrantly abusive re-
districting occurred in States like
Texas, representing a top-down cam-
paign directed by President Trump to
eradicate as many congressional dis-
tricts as possible that could conceiv-
ably elect a Democrat.

For example, the new Texas redis-
tricting seeks to gift Republicans 80
percent of its House seats in a State
where Democrats routinely receive be-
tween 40 and 50 percent of the vote in
congressional districts. It is plainly a
move designed to target minority vot-
ers.

The same playbook follows in Mis-
souri and North Carolina. These are
the actions of desperate politicians—
desperate because they know how deep-
ly unpopular their policies are with
voters, policies of stripping people of
their healthcare, cutting taxes for the
rich, and sending the military into
American streets. Instead of changing
those policies to win over voters, the
Trump administration is seeking to
disenfranchise the voters, suppress
votes, and rig these elections by
shamelessly moving voters to new dis-
tricts.

President Trump and Republicans
have started a tit-for-tat redistricting
arms race where Democrats are forced
to fight fire with fire and play catchup
to undo Republicans’ damage and re-
store balanced representation. And the
ones who suffer are the voters. Their
voices are ignored and often silenced
by frightened partisan politicians.

But it isn’t just the voters who are
undermined; it is our States as well.
Under the Constitution, it is the States
that have the power to oversee the
time, place, and manner of their elec-
tions, subject only to legislation en-
acted by Congress. The President is
given no role—zero—in that process.
States are not agents for the Federal
Government, hamstrung to Presi-
dential orders when it comes to elec-
tions. In this space of elections, they
have their own independent, sovereign
authority. Yet President Trump be-
lieves he can dictate the rules over our
elections and seize power from the
States for himself, and he has sought
to do it in a number of important ways
that ought to concern this body, espe-
cially because we represent our States.

Foremost among his tactics, he
wants to supplant States in deter-
mining the means, methods, and mech-
anisms for placing our votes. Those
mechanisms vary. For example, some
States use more mail-in voting than
others, and States don’t always have
the same approach to early voting.
Rather than the States making those
calls, he wants to be Big Brother him-
self, watching how elections must be
run, dictating how it is done.

The DOJ has already unsuccessfully
sought access to voting machines in
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Missouri, sending a request to ‘‘access,
physically inspect and perhaps take
physical custody of election equipment
used in the 2020 November general elec-
tion.”

In March 2025, President Trump
issued an Executive order—another Ex-
ecutive order—that attempted to man-
date that the independent, bipartisan
Election Assistance Commission re-
scind all previous certifications of vot-
ing equipment and recertify systems
under amended guidelines. That order
is currently being challenged in court.
It is plainly unlawful, it is reckless, it
is unfair to the States, and it is a false
solution in search of a problem that
doesn’t exist.

President Trump has called voting
machines ‘‘highly inaccurate, very ex-
pensive, and seriously controversial.”
There is zero evidence—zero—to sup-
port these claims. It is all just a pre-
text to insert Federal control over
States’ rights. States do have rights,
and President Trump is trying to over-
ride them roughshod.

His tactics are similar with mail-in
ballots. In the 2024 election, nearly
one-third of Americans voted by mail.
Mail-in voting is instrumental in help-
ing our troops and making sure that
every voice is heard, even when they
are overseas.

President Trump has stated that he
wants to ‘‘lead a movement’’ to get rid
of mail-in voting, and he posted this
past week on social media: ‘“No mail-in
or ‘Early’ Voting.” He has assigned
lawyers to craft another Executive
order to stop it.

The irony is not lost on anyone that
President Trump himself voted by mail
in the 2020 election when he cast his
ballot in Florida.

In some States, such as Oregon and
Washington, mail-in ballots are the
primary mechanism used by voters. At-
tempting to illegally strip States of
this right will decimate the way our
citizens are heard and the foundational
principle of States’ rights.

By law, by tradition, by history, and
sound public policy, States make this
call, not the President, and attempting
to strip States of these rights is fla-
grantly illegal and unconstitutional.

President Trump’s lackeys have at-
tempted to bully States into handing
over sensitive and personal informa-
tion contained within State voter rolls.
DOJ has requested information or
meetings about election administra-
tion from States and has demanded 40
States—40 States—provide their full
voter registration lists. In a private
meeting, Michael Gates, a Deputy As-
sistant Attorney General in the De-
partment of Justice Civil Rights Divi-
sion, disclosed that all 50 States will
eventually receive these requests. The
eight States that so far have refused to
turn over that data are now being sued
by the Department of Justice.

Trump is attempting to compile the
largest list of voter roll data ever in
our history in order to bolster unsub-
stantiated and false claims of illegal

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — SENATE

voting by noncitizens, despite the fact
that noncitizen voting is essentially
nonexistent.

This type of national voter roll col-
lection is totally unprecedented in our
history. Nothing like it has ever been
done before. Nothing like this invasion
of privacy and promises to voters
would have been imaginable before
January of this year.

The information he is requesting in-
cludes your driver’s license number,
your Social Security number, your
name, your address, your political
party, and your voting history. He
wants to know who you are and poten-
tially use that information however he
pleases. He wants to use that informa-
tion against States as well—more
broadly, to be the judge and jury of
whether States are effectively running
their own elections, despite the fact
that States—and I apologize for repeat-
ing it—States are tasked with admin-
istering elections under the Constitu-
tion.

In case Trump’s DOJ can’t dismantle
elections using all of these maligned
tactics, the administration is also tar-
geting election officials who seek to
run efficient, fair, honest elections and
to calculate and certify election re-
sults in a nonpartisan way. They are at
work in every election. Everybody in
this body knows what they do and
knows how important they are to free
and fair elections.

President Trump’s DOJ has a new
weaponization working group with a
focus on targeting election officials as
a result of supposedly widespread voter
fraud. It is the product of fever imagi-
nation.

The Department of Justice is also ex-
ploring whether they can bring crimi-
nal charges against State and local of-
ficials if they believe that those offi-
cials have not adequately safeguarded
their computer systems from harm, de-
spite gutting CISA—the very Agency
tasked with assisting them in safe-
guarding their computers and software.

To instill fear in election workers,
the administration is doing everything
it can to signal that it will punish any-
one who doesn’t bow to them.

Since 2020, Trump has been posting
on social media and publicly calling for
prosecution against election officials
he accuses of working against him.
Prosecuting election officials won’t
make elections any safer or fairer; it is
simply about creating fear and anxiety.
It will lead to an exodus of individ-
uals—it already has begun—that we
need to rely on to run our elections.

The fearmongering seems to be hav-
ing its effect ever since Trump began
espousing false claims of stolen elec-
tions in 2020 and putting this kind of
pressure on the dedicated men and
women who show up for elections to
help run them. Election officials have
reported harassment, threats, and
abuse locally.

Election officials with institutional
knowledge of how local systems run
and who are imperative to registering
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voters and maintaining voter processes
are leaving their roles at an alarming
rate. The turnover was especially pro-
nounced in large jurisdictions where
the Trump campaign focused its misin-
formation campaign around 2020 elec-
tions.

Now, each of these individual actions
of anti-election assault is serious and
significant, but each action needs to be
seen together as something deeper and
broader. It is the sum and substance of
totalitarianism—mnot at some distant
point in the future, not a vague storm
cloud on the horizon, but the destruc-
tion of democracy here and now.

As we approach our democracy’s
250th anniversary, we can’t afford the
luxury of defeatism or despair or com-
placency. We need to join together and
sound the alarm across differences of
political party, geography, financial
interests, personal background, and all
the rest. Join in this body—come to-
gether because we have a common in-
terest in making sure that elections
are free and fair.

More than words, we need action—
your action as voters registering to
vote and enabling others to do so, vol-
unteering to work at the polls and sup-
porting election officials and adminis-
trators, contributing to organizations
that defend voting rights in court, de-
manding that public officials unite
against the sabotage of our democracy,
and uniting at rallies, townhalls, and
every other forum available to make
your voice known.

I will be reaching out to colleagues
on both sides of the aisle and coming to
the floor and reaching out to the Amer-
ican people. Just as we threw off the
yoke of monarchy 2% centuries ago,
the American people still have the
power to determine their own future.
They still have the courage to make
“good trouble,” as John Lewis, the his-
toric voting champion, famously said.
Most of all, the American people have
the will and fortitude to stand up to
this assault.

I yield the floor.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Louisiana.

GOVERNMENT FUNDING

Mr. CASSIDY. Mr. President, the
government has been shut down for
nearly a month—the longest full gov-
ernment shutdown in American his-
tory. It all began with the Democratic
leader’s desire to play politics with
people’s lives and paychecks.

Americans, including those in Lou-
isiana, are paying the price. Nation-
wide, 1.4 million Federal employees—
many of whom, of course, are living
paycheck to paycheck—are furloughed
or working without pay, and 13,000 air
traffic controllers have already missed
1 paycheck and will miss another soon.

SNAP, the Supplemental Nutrition
Assistance Program, and food stamps—
these benefits run out November 1 in
many States, like mine, and that is
just 2 days away. In Louisiana alone,
that is 804,000 individuals, including
312,000 children, who rely on SNAP.
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Now, this is not an abstract ideolog-
ical issue; we are literally talking
about food on the table. SNAP can be
the difference between a child having a
full belly, going to sleep, waking up the
next morning, and going to school
happy and that same child asking their
mom when is the next time they will
eat a meal, going to bed hungry, and
doing poorly the next day.

Republicans are working to extend
the program. I want a bill to fund
SNAP, but it looks like we will not
have Democratic support to pass.

There are a lot of empty dinner ta-
bles and a lot of children going to bed
hungry. Democrats have voted against
reopening our government 13 times.
Thirteen times they have voted to deny
children food, sending families to food
banks instead.

I am told that food banks will not be
able to keep up. Federal workers, sin-
gle parents with young children, walk-
ing into empty food banks. That is
coming from a party that regularly
claims that they are the party of chil-
dren, families, and vulnerable commu-
nities.

Republicans and the Trump adminis-
tration are working hard to mitigate
the worst parts of the shutdown. Presi-
dent Trump found the money to pay
our troops through the generosity of a
patriotic American. Senate Repub-
licans voted for a bill to pay all Fed-
eral employees, including air traffic
controllers who are working without
pay now. Democrats blocked it.

They are the party of ‘“no.” And the
bizarre part is no one is quite sure why,
until one of their leaders said the quiet
part out loud. The House Democratic
whip acknowledged that Democrats are
allowing people to suffer because of the
shutdown but said:

There will be families that are going to
suffer . . . but it is one of the few leverage
times that we have.

This is the second highest ranking
House Democrat openly confirming
that working families are being used as
political leverage.

This is all about politics, not what is
best for the people of our country.
Now, they will tell you it is about
healthcare, but their position crumbles
under scrutiny. If it were about
healthcare costs, why would they make
people suffer more in order to change
healthcare policy rather than reopen
the government and negotiate with Re-
publicans on solutions which actually
lower healthcare costs?

Republicans have repeatedly said we
will negotiate to lower healthcare
costs, just not while Americans suffer.
Our position is clear: End the shut-
down, and then let’s talk about
healthcare. It seems reasonable.

You might ask why they are still
voting against reopening the govern-
ment. It is because they know that
their proposals on healthcare won’t ac-
tually lower healthcare costs.

Under Democrats’ current plan, pre-
miums still go up next year, not to
mention their proposed solution is just
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aimed at papering over the mess that
ObamaCare created because the facts
are clear: The Affordable Care Act did
not make care affordable.

All of this seems like one elaborate
attempt to save face. Well, it is not
working, and, more importantly,
Americans are suffering. I repeat: Re-
open the government, then let’s have a
conversation about the areas in
healthcare we can address to actually
lower premium costs and out-of-pocket
costs for middle-income Americans.

By the way, the Democrats’ current
plan will only affect 7 percent of the
people on ObamaCare. Their plan ig-
nores 93 percent of Americans who will
also see costs go up. We need to help all
Americans by fixing our healthcare
system, not just paper over the failures
of ObamaCare to help a few.

I will add, for as much as they talk
about healthcare, the Democrat shut-
down is defunding important
healthcare programs.

As chairman of the Health, Edu-
cation, Labor, and Pensions Com-
mittee, I led a bipartisan effort to pro-
tect Americans’ access to affordable
over-the-counter drugs. The members
of my committees worked together to
remodify the Over-the-counter Mono-
graph Drug User Fee Program, some-
times referred to as OMUFA. This
funds the review process to bring over-
the-counter drugs to market.

Because of the shutdown, because of
my Democratic colleagues refusing to
vote to open the government, for the
first time in history, a user fee pro-
gram has expired, meaning patient ac-
cess to new over-the-counter treat-
ments for common ailments is in jeop-
ardy.

I am a doctor. I want to tackle the
numerous issues facing our healthcare
system. I spent my whole career fight-
ing for patients. Let’s have a conversa-
tion about lowering costs for all Amer-
icans like those on Medicare, those
with employer-sponsored insurance,
and small business owners who provide
insurance to their workers.

If Democrats are interested in low-
ering healthcare costs, as they say
they are, reopen the government, pay
our troops, and stop taking food from
children. I am tired of hearing people
say there is no off-ramp or way out of
the shutdown. Here it is, the way for-
ward: Open the government.

NATIONAL FLOOD INSURANCE PROGRAM

Mr. President, I spoke on this floor a
month ago about the consequences of a
government shutdown on our country
and upon Louisiana, particularly the
half million Louisianans enrolled in
the National Flood Insurance Program
or the NFIP.

I called on Senate Democrats to join
me and Republican colleagues in keep-
ing the government open and Congress
working. Unfortunately, the Senate
minority leader shut the government
down nearly a month ago to appease a
radical base. That is nearly a month
that many people in Louisiana on the
NFIP that have gone without the trust,
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certainty, and stability that the pro-
gram is designed to provide.

Families are unable to close on a new
house because they can’t purchase a
new flood insurance policy. Home-
owners are vulnerable during hurricane
season because they cannot renew ex-
isting policies, and that raises a ques-
tion the American people are asking
every day: How can they trust a gov-
ernment that isn’t even open?

Now, by the way, NFIP is not perfect.
It faces financial challenges. Some re-
forms are needed. But shutting it down
makes the problem worse, not better.

The Democratic leader said that
every day the shutdown gets better for
them. Well, I can tell you every day
the government is shut down, it gets
worse for the Americans in my State
who are worried about flooding and los-
ing everything.

The American people want solutions.
They want a government that works.
They want flood insurance that pro-
tects their homes, families, and liveli-
hoods. That is why I am working on
legislation that would automatically
reauthorize the NFIP if there is any
lapse in government funding; in other
words, prevent any future shutdown
from interrupting the NFIP.

It fixes the damage caused by the
Schumer shutdown and ensures sta-
bility going forward. My colleague
JOHN KENNEDY from Louisiana and I
have introduced two bills, one to ex-
tend NFIP in the short term, another
to provide a full year of coverage.

We are also working toward broader
reforms that keep premiums affordable
and the program sustainable for gen-
erations to come.

We must reopen the government im-
mediately. Democrats have voted
against doing so 13 times. Thirteen op-
portunities they have been given to end
their shutdown, and they have thrown
it back in the face of all Americans.

Government services might be on
pause, but hurricane season is not. Re-
open the government, restore certainty
to the American people, protect homes,
protect families, protect livelihoods.
Republicans are working to prevent the
worst effects of the Schumer shutdown
from taking place, but Democrats keep
blocking our efforts.

We want to pay the troops. We want
to fund SNAP. We want to extend
NFIP. The American people deserve
better. They deserve more than the
Democratic Party is willing to give.

I yield the floor.

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. JUS-
TICE). The Senator from Louisiana.

———

MORNING BUSINESS

Mr. CASSIDY. Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent that the Senate be
in a period of morning business, with
Senators permitted to speak therein
for up to 10 minutes each.

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