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there is also bipartisan support for
other bills reported by the Finance
Committee.

Now, I know we have heard some con-
cern that these bills might get left be-
hind. I don’t think that was anybody’s
intent. I expect to have a robust
amendment process that will allow
trade-related amendments to be offered
and considered, including on the sub-
ject matters that the committee dealt
with. The underlying substitute will be
a compromise between the two parties,
marrying TAA and TPA.

But let me repeat so there is no mis-
understanding: The measure before us
will be open for amendment, and I ex-
pect that other trade policies consid-
ered by the committee—and possibly
even more—will be debated on the
floor. I also expect that Chairman
HATCH and Senator WYDEN will be
working hard to get as much done as
they can on all of these proposals.

I know that Chairman HATCH wants
to find a path forward on all of these
bills. I know that Senator WYDEN and
Chairman RYAN spent a lot of time
working through TAA, and, despite the
objections of many on our side, it is
likely to be included in any trade bill
that passes the Senate.

I am confident that an enduring
agreement can be found if the Senate is
allowed to work its will and debate
openly. That is what we intend to have
happen on this bill. So I repeat: All we
are voting on today is whether to have
that debate at all.

If there are Senators with concerns
about particular details of the trade
agenda before us, that is all the more
reason to vote to debate it. Let’s have
these conversations in an open and
transparent way. Let’s give the Amer-
ican people a full-throated debate on
an important issue.

But we can’t debate any of the provi-
sions Senators want to consider if they
vote to filibuster even getting on the
bill. So I am calling on colleagues to
prove they are serious—prove they are
serious about wanting to pass this leg-
islation—rather than simply looking
for new and creative ways to defeat it.
Voting to proceed is the way we have
an opportunity to prove we want to
pass trade promotion authority.

All the good committee work I men-
tioned demonstrates a real hunger to
process bipartisan trade legislation. So
let’s vote to build on that today. Let’s
vote to open debate on a 21st century
American trade agenda. Let’s not slam
the door on even the opportunity of
having that debate.

RECOGNITION OF THE MINORITY
LEADER

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The mi-
nority leader is recognized.

WASHINGTON, DC, NFL. TEAM
NAME CHANGE

Mr. REID. Mr. President, yesterday
the National Football League punished
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one of its most recognizable players for
allegedly having tampered with game
balls. I find it stunning that the Na-
tional Football League is more con-
cerned about how much air is in a foot-
ball than with a racist franchise name
that denigrates Native Americans
across the country. The Redskins name
is a racist name. So I wish the commis-
sioner would act as swiftly and deci-
sively in changing the name of the
Washington, DC, team as he did about
not enough air in a football.
———

TRADE

Mr. REID. Mr. President, we know
that later today the Senate will vote
on whether to move forward with con-
sideration of trade legislation. What we
do not know, other than what the lead-
er just said, is what is going to be in
the matter before us. It seems to me he
said that there will be TPA and TAA in
the bill, and that dealing with Africa
and these other provisions dealing with
customs won’t be in the bill. That is
unfortunate.

In April, the Senate Finance Com-
mittee reported four bills out of the
committee. Each of these four bills ad-
dressed different trade issues. Several
of these bills contain amendments that
the Senate spent months and years
working to pass.

As I stand here today, Senate Demo-
crats still don’t know for sure the pro-
cedure of the Republican leader. And I
would say to my friend the Republican
leader, and to everyone who hears me
say this, that using the logic of the Re-
publican leader, he should move to
these four bills. If he wants a robust
amendment process, which he talks
about all the time, why doesn’t he put
this legislation before this body and we
will have a robust amendment process.

The ranking member of the Finance
Committee is here. He is an experi-
enced legislator and he knows—he was
here before the Republicans put skids
on doing any legislation for 4 years. He
knows what the process was before
then. He knows what the process is
today, and he knows that the reason a
few things are being accomplished this
work period—and I mean a few—is be-
cause we have cooperated with Repub-
licans. We still want to do that.

But if the Republican leader is con-
cerned about a robust amendment
process, then, put everything the com-
mittee reported out. That is why we
have been led by the good senior Sen-
ator from Oregon the way we have
been.

I have been very clear. I am not a fan
of fast track. But it is important to re-
member that the Senate’s ongoing de-
bate about trade is not limited to legis-
lation granting President Obama fast-
track trade authority.

One of the bills reported out of the
committee provides worker assistance
for American workers who lose their
jobs because of trade—important.
Trade adjustment helps American
workers to be trained, to look for new
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jobs, and to reenter the workplace. It is
a program that has worked well.

The second bill helps developing
countries export their products to the
United States.

The third bill started out as a cus-
toms bill and now includes bipartisan
provisions fighting currency manipula-
tion and includes provisions on the im-
portation of goods made with forced
labor. It also ensures that American
manufacturers can enforce trade laws
against foreign companies that refuse
to play by the rules.

Simply put, these three other bills
include many provisions to make sure
that trade is fair for American workers
and the American economy.

My views on trade—I repeat—are well
known. I don’t support these trade pro-
visions. But if the Senate is going to
talk about trade, we must consider its
impact on the American workers and
the middle class, and that is what the
customs provision does. That is why I
support combining these four bills into
one piece of legislation—so no Amer-
ican will be left behind by the Senate
Republicans.

It is essential that if we move to fast-
track, we consider these other bills as
part of the process. In past years,
Democrats and Republicans joined to-
gether to pass other important trade
legislation with fast-track. For exam-
ple, in 2002, when that passed, Congress
adopted in that trade adjustment as-
sistance, customs and trade enforce-
ment and an extension of our pref-
erence programs. If we did it in 2002,
why can’t we do it today?

My friend the majority leader talks
about the motion to proceed as a way
to move forward. There is also a way to
move forward that would be less dis-
ruptive, and it would work a lot better;
that is, have the majority leader put
all these four bills together and then
begin—his words—a ‘‘robust amend-
ment process.”’

The absence of assurance that these
four bills are together is a signal that
some will be left behind, and the people
left behind, of course, are the American
middle class. I urge the majority leader
to take the necessary steps to merge
these four bills reported out of the Fi-
nance Committee into one piece of leg-
islation; otherwise, we risk hurting
every American whom we talk about
protecting so much here; namely, the
middle class.

Again, logically, if you use the state-
ments of the Republican leader, we
should put all four of them together.
We would move forward on this legisla-
tion. We could have a process—again,
using his words, a ‘‘robust amendment
process.” Last time those words came
out—‘‘robust amendment process’’—we
had two amendments. That was the
Iran bill, two amendments. That is ro-
bust? That is not very robust, in my es-
timation.

I wish my friend the ranking member
of the Finance Committee the very
best in this legislation. It is a huge re-
sponsibility for his caucus. We, at this
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