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CLOTURE MOTION 

We, the undersigned Senators, in accord-
ance with the provisions of rule XXII of the 
Standing Rules of the Senate, do hereby 
move to bring to a close debate on the nomi-
nation of Executive Calendar No. 33, 
Kymberly Kathryn Evanson, of Washington, 
to be United States District Judge for the 
Western District of Washington. 

Charles E. Schumer, Richard J. Durbin, 
Richard Blumenthal, Christopher A. 
Coons, Benjamin L. Cardin, Tina 
Smith, Christopher Murphy, Mazie K. 
Hirono, Tammy Baldwin, Margaret 
Wood Hassan, John W. Hickenlooper, 
Sheldon Whitehouse, Catherine Cortez 
Masto, Brian Schatz, Gary C. Peters, 
Alex Padilla, Michael F. Bennet. 

f 

LEGISLATIVE SESSION 

Mr. SCHUMER. Mr. President, I 
move to proceed to legislative session. 

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

The motion was agreed to. 
f 

EXECUTIVE SESSION 

EXECUTIVE CALENDAR 

Mr. SCHUMER. Mr. President, I 
move to proceed to executive session to 
consider Calendar No. 8. 

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

The motion was agreed to. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 

clerk will report the nomination. 
The senior assistant legislative clerk 

read the nomination of Tiffany M. 
Cartwright, of Washington, to be 
United States District Judge for the 
Western District of Washington. 

CLOTURE MOTION 

Mr. SCHUMER. Mr. President, I send 
a cloture motion to the desk. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The clo-
ture motion having been presented 
under rule XXII, the Chair directs the 
clerk to read the motion. 

The legislative clerk read as follows: 
CLOTURE MOTION 

We, the undersigned Senators, in accord-
ance with the provisions of rule XXII of the 
Standing Rules of the Senate, do hereby 
move to bring to a close debate on the nomi-
nation of Executive Calendar No. 8, Tiffany 
M. Cartwright, of Washington, to be United 
States District Judge for the Western Dis-
trict of Washington. 

Charles E. Schumer, Richard J. Durbin, 
Margaret Wood Hassan, Brian Schatz, 
Tina Smith, Elizabeth Warren, Tim 
Kaine, Ron Wyden, Patty Murray, 
Richard Blumenthal, Chris Van Hollen, 
Martin Heinrich, Jack Reed, Chris-
topher A. Coons, Alex Padilla, Chris-
topher Murphy, Sheldon Whitehouse, 
Benjamin L. Cardin. 

Mr. SCHUMER. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the manda-
tory quorum calls for the cloture mo-
tions filed today, June 22, be waived. 

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

Mr. SCHUMER. I suggest the absence 
of a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will call the roll. 

The senior assistant legislative clerk 
proceeded to call the roll. 

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

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

UNANIMOUS CONSENT REQUEST—H.R. 4004 
Mr. WYDEN. Mr. President, in a mo-

ment I am going to put forward a unan-
imous consent request to pass a trade 
bill cosponsored by all the Democrats 
and Republicans on the relevant com-
mittee in the other body—the Ways 
and Means Committee—and was ulti-
mately passed by the other body—the 
House—by voice vote. So there was no 
opposition in the other body. In fact, it 
was put forward by the Republican 
Chair JASON SMITH and the Democratic 
Ranking Member RICHARD NEAL, as 
well as Senator CRAPO and myself over 
here. 

I think it would be fair to say that 
this kind of unanimity over in the 
House, where sometimes they can’t 
agree to order a 7–Up, is pretty amaz-
ing—that they passed a trade bill 
unanimously. 

Before I make the UC request on this 
bipartisan, bicameral bill called the 
United States-Taiwan Initiative on 
21st-Century Trade First Agreement 
Implementation, I am just going to 
talk briefly about why the bill is so im-
portant. 

The basic proposition is this: First 
and foremost, the U.S. Congress fully 
supports deepening our trading rela-
tionship with Taiwan and wants to en-
sure the recent agreement covering 
trade facilitation, anti-corruption, and 
small business is durable and legally 
sound. Not only is Taiwan a critical 
market for U.S. exporters, it is also a 
democracy that shares our values and 
has strong ties with Oregonians and 
Americans across the land. 

Next, this body wants to be clear 
that trade and trade agreements are 
within the constitutional authority of 
the Congress. One of the ways the Sen-
ate demonstrates this is by approving 
trade agreements just like this one. 

Finally, this bill requires greater 
transparency and consultation, as well 
as public review, for future Taiwan 
trade agreements. These ideas can 
sound a little abstract, so I will put it 
in real-world terms. 

In a few hours, I am heading to rural 
Oregon to meet with my constituents 
and hold town hall meetings. Farmers 
and ranchers in Grant, Harney, and 
Malheur counties care a lot about 
trade. They want new markets to sell 
wheat and potatoes and the like. 

I am never going to tell a farmer in 
Ontario or La Grande that they don’t 
deserve the right to read a trade agree-
ment and understand how it affects 
them before it is signed and wrapped 
up. 

Trade agreements that affect mil-
lions of Americans can’t be done in the 
dark. Congress and the American peo-
ple need to know what is in these deals 
and how they benefit American inter-
ests. 

I look forward to working with the 
USTR as it negotiates the bigger ticket 
items with Taiwan—issues like digital 
trade, labor, environment, and agri-
culture, as outlined in the negotiating 
mandate. Future agreements need to 
bulldoze barriers to trade for Oregon 
exporters, including red tape like label-
ing rules and technical standards that 
make it hard for exporters to sell their 
goods. Involving Congress and the pub-
lic is going to help the administration 
break down these barriers. 

This is a proposal that brings both 
sides together. As I said, every Member 
of the Ways and Means Committee— 
every Democrat, every Republican—is 
on board. So the glide path to passage 
here was no accident. My colleagues, 
Ranking Member CRAPO, as well as 
Chair SMITH and Ranking Member 
NEAL worked with me to hammer out a 
bill that could receive that kind of at-
tention. 

My colleagues are eager to get back 
home, so here’s the bottom line: Pass-
ing the Taiwan trade agreement bill is 
a can’t-miss opportunity for the Senate 
to support Taiwan, clarify Congress’s 
role in trade, and call for more trans-
parency and consultation. 

In a moment, I am going to make a 
unanimous consent request. 

In fact, I ask unanimous consent to 
have printed in the RECORD my good 
friend from Idaho Senator CRAPO’s 
statement. 

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

Mr. CRAPO. Mr. President, I rise in strong 
support of Senator Wyden’s request for unan-
imous consent for the Senate to proceed to 
consideration of H.R. 4004, the U.S.-Taiwan 
Initiative Implementation Act. 

This is a short bipartisan bill—but the 
principles it defends are immense. The U.S.- 
Taiwan Initiative Implementation Act pro-
vides a firm ‘‘no’’ to attempts to take away 
power from where it properly belongs. 

First, it says ‘‘no’’ to China’s demand that 
the United States ‘‘immediately revoke’’ the 
agreement that the bill approves. The agree-
ment itself is very limited—and based on a 
small subset of commitments in the United 
States-Mexico-Canada Agreement. 

Many in this chamber correctly wanted 
something far more ambitious. Yet, even 
this narrow agreement is too much for 
China. China has no right to interfere in Tai-
wan’s trade policy. 

For decades, Taiwan participated inde-
pendently of China at the World Trade Orga-
nization and negotiated trade agreements. 
This bill rejects China’s attempt to deny the 
people of Taiwan their right to deepen eco-
nomic relations with their trading partners. 

Second, this bill says ‘‘no’’ to the attempts 
made by the executive branch to usurp the 
constitutional authority Congress has over 
trade. This Administration wrongly asserts 
that it can conclude trade agreements if 
changes to existing law are ‘‘unnecessary.’’ 
It is Congress that constitutionally leads on 
trade. 

Finally, this bill says ‘‘no’’ to denying 
Congress and the American people a fair un-
derstanding of our trade policy. It requires 
the Administration to share negotiating 
texts with Congress and make public any 
subsequent agreement under this initiative 
for at least 60 days before the Administra-
tion signs it. 
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The Senate should join me in saying ‘‘yes’’ 

to this bill, as did every single one of our col-
leagues in the House of Representatives. I 
second Senator Wyden’s request and ask the 
Senate to agree. 

Mr. WYDEN. I am going to yield now 
to Chairman MENENDEZ, the chair of 
the Senate Foreign Relations Com-
mittee, because he and I work very 
closely together on all of these kinds of 
issues, on the Foreign Relations Com-
mittee and the Finance Committee, 
and I have the good fortune of having 
Senator MENENDEZ, essentially, sit 
next to me in the Finance Committee. 

So we are going to be working to-
gether. I am going to make the unani-
mous consent request in a minute. But 
I want to yield to Chairman MENENDEZ. 

Thank you for the fact that we are 
working together today. We have got 
lots to do in the future and we are 
going to work together. 

I yield to my colleague. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The sen-

ior Senator from New Jersey. 
Mr. MENENDEZ. I thank the Sen-

ator. Mr. President, I love your boom-
ing voice. 

I just want to come to the floor very 
quickly. I look forward to working 
with Chairman WYDEN so we can forge 
even stronger economic ties between 
the United States and Taiwan. As 
Chairman of the Foreign Relations 
Committee and the Democratic cochair 
of the Senate-Taiwan caucus, I can tell 
you that such efforts are deeply impor-
tant to U.S. businesses and our eco-
nomic and national security. 

I reviewed the United States-Taiwan 
21st Century Trade First Agreement 
Implementation Act. It reasserts im-
portant Congressional prerogatives 
with which I agree, and I appreciate 
Chairman WYDEN’s leadership in this 
regard. 

I want to just add this point: If we 
truly want to help our businesses and if 
we are committed to taking our eco-
nomic ties with Taiwan to the next 
level, we have to pass the Taiwan tax 
agreement. 

Taiwan has made clear that they 
want a tax agreement with the United 
States, and U.S. businesses want a tax 
agreement with Taiwan, but there is a 
gap in the law that means there can be 
no agreement unless there is some new 
legislation. The Taiwan Tax Agree-
ment Act eliminates this gap. It sets 
into motion an agreement with Taiwan 
that matches the substance of the com-
mitments we have with our partners 
around the world, and it does so con-
sistent with our Taiwan Relations Act. 

I know that Chairman WYDEN has 
also another aspect of this, and I look 
forward to working together so we can 
come to a mutually agreeable conclu-
sion to achieve it. 

Mr. WYDEN. Mr. President, before I 
make my unanimous consent request, I 
just want to reiterate that Senator 
MENENDEZ and I are going to be work-
ing together on these issues. He made 
this point with respect to taxes, and we 
are going to be able to find common 
ground, I believe, with Senator CRAPO, 

who can’t be here today but who is 
very, very strongly in support of this 
effort. 

Let me repeat that, colleagues. Sen-
ator CRAPO, the ranking member on 
the Finance Committee, is very strong 
for this effort. 

Mr. President, I ask unanimous con-
sent that the Senate proceed to the im-
mediate consideration of H.R. 4004, 
which was received from the House and 
is at the desk. I further ask that the 
bill be considered read a third time and 
passed and that the motion to recon-
sider be considered made and laid upon 
the table with no intervening action or 
debate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there 
objection? 

The Senator from Arkansas. 
Mr. COTTON. Mr. President, in re-

serving the right to object, I will object 
to this bill and to the process by which 
we have reached this point. 

Several of my colleagues and I are 
studying this matter. This is a highly 
complicated, 70-page agreement. It 
only passed out of the House last night. 
It has only been on the Senate floor for 
barely a day. We were supposed to have 
15 minutes ago gone to a joint meeting 
of Congress. The Senate should not be 
ramming through such agreements at 
the very last minute without our hav-
ing had the time to review them. There 
is more than enough time for Senators 
and their aides, over the next 2 weeks 
of recess, to review this 70-page, com-
plicated agreement and then address it 
in the month of July. 

So I object. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objec-

tion is heard. 
Mr. WYDEN. Mr. President, I will be 

brief because I know my colleagues 
want to go to the other body. 

I think this is very unfortunate. This 
is an extraordinary opportunity for our 
country, and this is a great oppor-
tunity for the world. 

The fact is that there has been an ex-
tensive review of this particular agree-
ment. The administration talked to a 
number of Members of Congress on 
both sides of the aisle. This legislation 
went through the House of Representa-
tives unanimously, and that was after 
every member of the relevant com-
mittee—the House Ways and Means 
Committee—cosponsored the legisla-
tion. They didn’t just vote for it; they 
cosponsored it. 

I think it is very unfortunate for my 
colleagues on the other side of the aisle 
to object. The chair of the Ways and 
Means Committee, Congressman 
SMITH, the ranking member of the 
Ways and Means Committee, Congress-
man NEAL, and the ranking Republican 
on the Finance Committee, Senator 
CRAPO—all of us—have been working 
for months now on this particular pro-
posal, and I think it is very unfortu-
nate that our colleague from Arkansas 
has decided to object. It is his right, 
but I think it is very unfortunate for 
our country because this could have 
been a very, very special day with the 
passage of this. 

We are going to be back here, work-
ing together, as you have heard—Chair-
man MENENDEZ from the Foreign Rela-
tions Committee and I and Senator 
CRAPO. We are going to work together 
with every Member of this body to get 
this very important trade initiative en-
acted into law. 

f 

RECESS SUBJECT TO THE CALL OF 
THE CHAIR 

Mr. WYDEN. With that, Mr. Presi-
dent, I ask unanimous consent that the 
Senate recess subject to the call of the 
Chair. 

There being no objection, the Senate, 
at 3:49 p.m., recessed subject to the call 
of the Chair and reassembled at 5:17 
p.m. when called to order by the Pre-
siding Officer (Mr. KAINE). 

f 

EXECUTIVE CALENDAR—Continued 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ma-
jority leader. 

f 

LEGISLATIVE SESSION 

MORNING BUSINESS 

Mr. SCHUMER. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the Senate 
proceed to legislative session and be in 
a period of morning business, with Sen-
ators permitted to speak therein for up 
to 10 minutes each. 

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

f 

OSWALDO PAYÁ 

Mr. DURBIN. Mr. President, last 
week the Senate passed legislation I 
helped lead with Senators CRUZ, 
MENENDEZ, and others that renames 
the street in front of the Cuban Em-
bassy for Oswaldo Payá. 

Payá led a heroic and decades-long 
effort to bring basic democratic re-
forms to Cuba, which resulted in years 
of harassment that culminated in his 
death in 2012 when his car was run off 
the road by government thugs. 

And also last week, after years of 
urging by me and several colleagues, 
the InterAmerican Commission on 
Human Rights released its verdict on 
this tragic event, confirming what we 
suspected all along, that the Cuban 
Government was responsible for his 
tragic death. 

This important judgement is a re-
minder that Payá’s work and that of so 
many other brave Cubans fighting for 
basic freedoms remains a work in 
progress, one which I will continue to 
support. 

f 

REMEMBERING MARY ANN LAMM 

Mr. DURBIN. Mr. President, earlier 
this month, my state of Illinois lost 
one of our most dedicated public serv-
ants. Her name was Mary Ann Lamm. 
She was a trailblazer and a change-
maker in Illinois politics. Most impor-
tantly, she was a dear friend of mine. 
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