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the quorum call be rescinded.

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

RECESS

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under
the previous order, the Senate stands
in recess until 2:15 p.m.

Thereupon, the Senate, at 12:39 p.m.,
recessed until 2:15 p.m. and reassem-
bled when called to order by the Pre-
siding Officer (Mr. PORTMAN).

CLOTURE MOTION

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under
the previous order, the time until 2:30
p.m. will be equally divided in the
usual form.

The Senator from Colorado.

Mr. GARDNER. Thank you,
President.

In just a few minutes, we will be
holding a vote on whether to invoke
cloture to cut off debate and move to
the trade promotion authority bill,
granting trade promotion authority to
the President—a very important con-
versation this country needs to have in
terms of what we are going to do to ex-
pand our opportunities in a region of
the world that represents 50 percent of
the population of this world and that
represents 40 percent of our trade op-
portunities. It is a great opportunity
for this Congress, this Senate, to show
how serious we are about truly rebal-
ancing our efforts with Asian nations.

In Colorado alone, we exported near-
ly $8.4 billion in goods in 2014. In Colo-
rado, 48 percent of all goods were ex-
ported in 2014.

Over 260,000 jobs are derived from
trade with nations represented by the
Trans-Pacific Partnership negotiating
group. The TPP represents an oppor-
tunity for Colorado to create nearly
4,000 new jobs, and that is just a start.

So today’s conversation is not just a
vote on whether we will have more
delay on an important bill; this is
about something that represents far
greater opportunity than that. The
fact is, over the past several years we
have focused our time on the Middle
East, and rightfully so, but as our day-
to-day attention gets grabbed by the
Middle East, our long-term interests
lie in Asia and the Trans-Pacific Part-
nership region.

So I hope today that Members will
put aside tendencies to decide they
want to play politics with the trade
promotion authority and instead, in-
deed, pursue policies that will give us a
chance to grow our economy, to make
more products representative with the
symbol and the label ‘“‘Made in Amer-
ica.” That is the chance we have
today—to give our workers a competi-
tive advantage, to create an oppor-
tunity for increased trade in an area of
the world where we face increasing
competition and regional threats, to
show that the United States will in-
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deed be a part of a region in the world
that represents so much opportunity.

As we have seen increases in Colo-
rado and beyond in trade and trade op-
portunities, this bill represents a
chance for us to continue improving
our ability to grow Colorado’s economy
and Colorado trade.

So to our colleagues across the Sen-
ate, I indeed hope that we will invoke
cloture today, that we will move for-
ward on debate, and that we will have
an opportunity to continue our work to
support trade and to move toward pas-
sage of the final TPP.

Thank you, Mr. President.

I yield the floor.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Ohio.

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

The trade package we are considering
today is missing important provisions
that support American companies and
American workers. We cannot have
trade promotion without trade enforce-
ment. Even supporters of fast-track
and TPP—those cheerleaders, the most
outspoken cheerleaders for free trade—
even those supporters acknowledge
there will be winners and losers from
this agreement.

Past deals show how widespread the
losses will be. Travel the State the Pre-
siding Officer and I represent in the
Senate and look at what NAFTA has
done, look at what PNTR with China
has done, look at what the Central
America Free Trade Agreement has
done, and look at what the South
Korea trade agreement has done to us.

It would be a tragedy if the Senate
acted and failed to help the American
companies and the American workers
and the communities that we acknowl-
edge will be hurt by TPP. In other
words, we take an action in this body,
working with the administration, and
there are losers and winners from this
action. The losers are those who lose
their jobs, the small businesses that go
out of business, and the communities
that get hurt by this. Those are the
losers. How do you ignore them when it
comes to these trade agreements?

By excluding two of the four bills
from the initial trade package, we are
excluding critical bipartisan provisions
that protect workers and ensure strong
trade enforcement.

We need to make sure that our steel
manufacturers and other companies in
our country are protected from unfair
dumping. That is why I introduced—
along with my colleagues, Senators
PORTMAN, CASEY, BURR, BENNET, and
CoATs—the Leveling the Playing Field
Act. We included it in the Customs and
Border Protection reauthorization with
bipartisan support. It would strengthen
enforcement of trade laws. It would in-
crease the ability of industries—such
as the steel industry, which is so im-
portant in my State—to fight back
against unfair trade practices. It
passed the Senate Finance Committee,
but in the majority leader’s package
and Senator HATCH’S package, it is no-
where to be found on the floor today.
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We need to make sure strong cur-
rency provisions are included. The Fi-
nance Committee overwhelmingly sup-
ported my amendment 18 to 8. We had
the support of Republican colleagues:
Senators PORTMAN, GRASSLEY, CRAPO,
ROBERTS, BURR, ISAKSON—who is sit-
ting in the Chamber—and SCOTT.
Again, this provision, which passed the
Finance Committee overwhelmingly,
ensures a level playing field for Amer-
ican businesses. It is nowhere to be
found in the majority leader’s package
on the floor today.

Finally, any trade package needs to
ensure we are not importing products
made with child labor. That is why the
Finance Committee passed an amend-
ment with overwhelming bipartisan
support to close a 7b-year-old loophole
that allowed products made with forced
labor and child labor into this country.
For 75 years, that loophole stood. We
passed that amendment 21 to 5. We had
the support of Republican colleagues:
Senators GRASSLEY, CRAPO, ROBERTS,
CORNYN, THUNE, TOOMEY, PORTMAN,
COATS, and HELLER. But, again, this bi-
partisan provision is nowhere to be
found in the majority leader’s package.

That is why I call on my Republican
colleagues—many of whom I have
named; almost every one on them on
the Finance Committee—who have
voted for either the currency amend-
ment or the level the playing field
amendment or the prohibition on child
labor amendment. Some Republican
members of the Finance Committee
voted for all three of those amend-
ments, but they are not in the package.

I am hopeful my Republican col-
leagues will join Democratic colleagues
to vote no on cloture so we can bring a
package to the floor that does trade
promotion authority, that takes cares
of workers, and also takes care of en-
forcing trade rules.

The trade package which passed out
of the Finance Committee is far from
perfect. I still have grave concerns
about fast-track. I know what bad
trade rules have done to my State.
There is a reason these provisions were
included in the trade package. The
Senate should consider all four of
them. Majority Leader MCCONNELL
says he wants to respect committee
work on legislation. Well, here is his
chance.

The only way to get these important
provisions to the President’s desk is to
combine all four into one. We have
done it in the past. Keep in mind, every
time Congress does major trade laws—
2002 fast-track included provisions on
enforcement, and it included provisions
to help workers through trade adjust-
ment assistance; the same thing in 1988
in the trade package; the same thing in
1974 in the trade package. Why would
we bifurcate this? Why would we take
out enforcement when that is a very
important part of trade?

We should not move forward with
any trade package that does not in-
clude all four bills. I ask my colleagues
in both parties, those who supported
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