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Like President Trump, I think it is 

right to say, ‘‘America first,’’ but I 
don’t want America alone. I don’t want 
an America pushing aside its long-
standing allies who have stood with us. 
Canada stood with us on 9/11. Canada 
has stood side by side with U.S. troops 
in every war we have been in. They 
have fought with our troops. They have 
bled with our troops. They have died 
with our troops in every war since the 
War of 1812. Yet we are going to treat 
them like an enemy, and we are going 
to make them go through an emer-
gency exit through a library. 

This calls up to my mind memories 
that I have of a South, when I was 
born, where a certain kind of people 
couldn’t go in the same doors as other 
kinds of people. This is no way to treat 
an ally. This is no way to treat a 
friend. 

As I conclude—I see other colleagues 
here, ready to speak—I am happy to 
say that the S.J. Res. 37 has picked up 
the support of a whole lot of people 
who I think are pretty important peo-
ple outside this Chamber. This morn-
ing, the U.S. Chamber of Commerce 
weighed in, in support of S.J. Res. 37. I 
am going to read from the letter that 
they have sent to Senators: 

[T]he tariffs being imposed on imports 
from Canada and Mexico, America’s two top 
trading partners, are inflicting real harm on 
American workers, companies, and farmers. 
Tariffs are taxes—paid by Americans—and 
they will quickly increase prices at a time 
when many are struggling with the cost of 
living. These import taxes are also harming 
U.S. manufacturers and drawing retaliatory 
duties, worsening their impact on our econ-
omy. [Further], these tariffs are at odds with 
commitments the United States made in the 
landmark USMCA, which was negotiated by 
the first Trump administration. 

The U.S. Chamber of Commerce sup-
ports S.J. Res. 37, and they join a num-
ber of other organizations: the AFL– 
CIO. That is threading a needle when I 
get the AFL–CIO and the U.S. Chamber 
of Commerce on the same page on a 
matter of such importance. We have 
the United Steelworkers; the Inter-
national Association of Machinists and 
Aerospace Workers; the International 
Federation of Professional and Tech-
nical Engineers; the National Retail 
Federation. Retailers don’t want to see 
costs of products increase; North 
America’s Building Trades Unions; 
Sheet Metal Workers; the U.S. Con-
ference of Mayors; Foreign Policy for 
America; the National Taxpayers 
Union. Tariffs are a tax; and Advancing 
American Freedom, a think tank that 
was established by former Vice Presi-
dent Mike Pence. They all have 
weighed in to support S.J. Res. 37. Tar-
iffs are a tax. Tariffs will hurt our fam-
ilies. Canada is not an enemy. 

Let’s act together to fight fentanyl. 
We can do that. We have done that. We 
have shown it with the HALT Fentanyl 
that we passed 2 weeks ago. Let’s not 
label an ally as an enemy. Let’s not 
impose punishing costs on American 
families at a time they can’t afford it. 
Let’s not hurt American small busi-

nesses. Let’s not make our national se-
curity investments and ships and subs 
more expensive. 

I earnestly request that colleagues 
support S.J. 37 when we vote on it later 
today. 

I yield the floor. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. 

SHEEHY). The Senator from Oregon. 
UNANIMOUS CONSENT REQUEST—S. 1185 

Mr. WYDEN. Mr. President, I rise to 
support my colleague Senator KAINE’s 
joint resolution to terminate the 
Trump order placing blanket tariffs on 
products Americans buy from Canada. 

I am going to start by saying, as the 
Ranking Democrat on the Senate Fi-
nance Committee, I am always struck 
by how much doubletalk there is about 
trade. So let’s be clear as we start this 
part of the discussion. 

Tariffs are taxes on things we buy 
from other countries. The bottom line 
is, those taxes make it more expensive 
for Americans to buy those products. 
No other country pays the tariffs. Let 
me repeat that. No other country pays 
the tariffs. The consumer pays the tar-
iff. So if somebody tells you they can 
do tariffs and do it without raising 
prices—I am sorry, but anybody who 
says that with a straight face is basi-
cally taking advantage of you. 

Every credible economist, every 
automaker, every business on the 
record has said that Trump’s trade 
taxes are going to make things more 
expensive for Americans. 

Ronald Reagan’s favorite economist, 
Art Laffer, just released a study show-
ing auto tariffs are going to raise car 
prices by $4,700. The Yale Budget Lab 
estimates that the full Trump tariff 
scheme is going to cost an average 
family thousands of dollars a year. 

It is one thing if tariffs are imposed 
with a good strategy, like decreasing 
sales in the United States by raising 
prices to punish countries that cheat 
on trade and changing their behavior 
so that U.S. workers get a fair shake. 

I have consistently supported tar-
geted tariffs in the past as a tool to 
fight back against trade cheating, espe-
cially by China. When China was steal-
ing America’s trade secrets, subsidizing 
cheap solar panels, and then dumping 
them here to drive U.S. manufacturers 
out of business, we were shouting from 
the rooftops for more tariffs on Chinese 
goods. 

But Canada is not China. Canada is 
America’s closest ally, not a rival. 
Making everything Americans buy 
from Canada more expensive for some 
bogus reason is, in the words of the 
Wall Street Journal ‘‘the dumbest 
trade war in history.’’ 

There are 8 million American jobs 
that depend on trade with Canada. Can-
ada is the biggest export market for 32 
States. It provides raw materials and 
potash that so often farmers need to 
grow their crops. U.S. farmers can’t re-
place 90 percent of potash that comes 
from Canada, definitely not overnight. 
The only choice is higher prices— 
again, higher prices paid for by Ameri-
cans. 

So the stuff we buy from Canada gets 
more expensive. And on top of that, in 
response, Canada has already slapped 
tariffs on a whole host of crops, ag 
products, dairy, alcohol, manufactured 
goods. The list goes on and on. 

Canadian grocery stores pulled U.S. 
products off the shelves. Our small 
businesses and farmers are losing sales 
as we speak because of the weird obses-
sion in the Trump administration with 
attacking our northern neighbor. 

Plunging our economy into a reces-
sion because of the Trump desire to 
annex Canada is just bizarre—bizarre 
even by Washington, DC, standards. 

Congress has delegated far too much 
of its authority to the executive 
branch, and it is far past time for the 
Congress to take it back. In 1962 and 
1974, Congress passed laws handing the 
President major portions of our con-
stitutional power over tariffs. It is 
time to reverse that trend. Those dates 
I mentioned were before my time, but I 
want everybody to know, on our watch, 
I think this has got to be a bipartisan 
concern. We have got to take these 
powers back, because if Republicans 
say it is not their fault that Trump is 
destroying our economy, why not do 
something like this to restore the 
power of Congress to set tariffs? 

I am going to close by addressing the 
bogus claim of the Trump administra-
tion that tariffs are actually intended 
to stop fentanyl trafficking from Can-
ada. Let me be clear. Our immigration 
system needs reform, and the fentanyl 
crisis is a serious issue. 

Oregon is no stranger to the dev-
astating effects it has wreaked on our 
economy communities. The reality is, 
there is no crisis at the northern bor-
der. Less than 0.1 percent of fentanyl 
entering the United States comes from 
Canada. Fentanyl seizures at the 
northern border are down over 97 per-
cent from July 2024. 

I think almost everybody under-
stands that Canada is not the issue 
here. Instead of coming up with real so-
lutions to get fentanyl off the streets 
and out of our communities, Donald 
Trump has decided he would rather 
make threats and tariff our closest al-
lies. 

My colleague from Alabama is on the 
floor, and we are going to have a little 
bit of a discussion. We just talked 
about how we are going to handle it. 
But I want to be clear. If Donald 
Trump and the Republicans wanted to 
address fentanyl in an effective way, 
they would pass my bill to limit the 
millions of low-value packages that 
come into the United States from 
China and elsewhere. Getting a handle 
on these so-called ‘‘de minimis’’ im-
ports will help our border agents detect 
the illicit imports of things like 
fentanyl and pill presses before they 
reach communities in the United 
States. 

So with that, Mr. President, as in 
legislative session, I ask unanimous 
consent that the Committee on Fi-
nance be discharged from further con-
sideration of S. 1185 and the Senate 
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proceed to its immediate consider-
ation, the bill be considered read a 
third time and passed, and the motion 
to reconsider be considered made and 
laid upon the table. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there 
objection? 

The Senator from Alabama. 
Mr. TUBERVILLE. Reserving the 

right to object. The media, for some 
reason, is in full meltdown mode after 
President Trump declared today ‘‘Lib-
eration Day.’’ Only my Democratic col-
leagues and the media, the globalist 
media, would find a reason to be mad 
about that. 

I am sadly convinced that my col-
leagues and the woke media would 
rather President Trump fail than 
achieve a goal to help the United 
States of America and the taxpayers. 

President Trump’s views on tariffs, 
they aren’t complicated. He believes, 
as I do, that America has been ripped 
off by unfair trade deals for decades 
and simply wants a level playing field. 
We have to change directions. What we 
are doing is not working. 

U.S. catfish and shrimp producers 
have faced some of the worst blows, for 
example. Vietnam is dumping bil-
lions—I repeat, billions—of pounds of 
catfish, and India is dumping billions 
of pounds of shrimp every year into 
U.S. markets, flooding the markets and 
reducing the price for our quality do-
mestic products. It is devastating. 

We need to put a reciprocal tariff on 
these countries to protect our Amer-
ican producers. 

I get calls every day. Whether it is 
cabinets, whether it is produce, wheth-
er it is fish, it makes no difference. Our 
people are going broke. 

I recognize that tariff actions may 
cause reciprocal tariffs from other 
countries. We need to take that in 
stride. 

In this country, we had a party for 
249 years. The United States has put 
that party on. The party needs to con-
tinue, but all the other countries that 
have been built off the American tax-
payers, such as the Middle East, such 
as Europe, such as China, they need to 
start bringing gifts to the party be-
cause the American taxpayer can’t af-
ford it any longer. 

We are $37 trillion in debt, and the 
only way to pay that down is to force 
other people to help us. The American 
taxpayer can’t afford it. As a result, 
American jobs have been sent overseas 
because of all the domestic problems 
that we are having for labor, for things 
that stand out for our manufacturers. 

We have to get manufacturing back 
in this country. The days are over. 
President Trump is 100 percent com-
mitted, folks—100 percent. He is going 
to do whatever it takes to usher in a 
golden age for the American economy. 

By the way, just the threat of Presi-
dent Trump’s tariffs has already led 
India, Vietnam, and Israel to 
proactively drop significantly and 
lower tariffs against the United States 
before it has really even started. 

It doesn’t matter if you are a Repub-
lican or a Democrat; we should all be 
united in wanting economic policies 
that put American farmers, producers, 
businesses, and manufacturers first. 

So, Mr. President, for that reason, I 
object. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objec-
tion is heard. 

The Senator from Oregon. 
Mr. WYDEN. Mr. President, I lis-

tened very carefully to my colleague 
from Alabama, and I don’t believe my 
colleague used the word ‘‘fentanyl,’’ 
and that is what we are concerned 
about in the Pacific Northwest. We are 
concerned that fentanyl has hit our 
country and our region like a wrecking 
ball. 

So maybe when this all gets sorted 
out, he will support my bill to crack 
down on fentanyl everywhere through 
reforms of this de minimis issue. And I 
would just say, for purposes of our dis-
cussion now, I understand—and we all 
await the announcement, I gather, 
sometime late this afternoon—the 
Trump administration only is going to 
address de minimis shipments from 
China and nowhere else. 

We have to make this comprehensive. 
My colleague serving as the Presiding 
Officer knows what it is like in the 
West with fentanyl hitting us so hard. 
If you just do it with China, Chinese 
companies are going to circumvent the 
rules and transship through other 
countries. 

That is why I felt so strongly about a 
comprehensive solution to get at this 
fentanyl, this poison, that has hit us so 
hard, because if you just go to one 
country, what you are going to have is 
something called merchandise laun-
dering. We saw it when we did an inves-
tigation in the committee. 

A Chinese company ships its product 
through an intermediary in Vietnam or 
another third country. The inter-
mediary then slaps a ‘‘Made in Viet-
nam’’ sticker on the Chinese product 
and falsely labels the product, and they 
can easily evade the Chinese product 
restrictions. And with millions of ship-
ments coming in from China, there is 
no way for Customs and Border Protec-
tion to police Chinese products trans-
shipped through third companies. 

This is not a new gimmick. Chinese 
companies have been circumventing 
tariffs all this time with products like 
steel and solar panels. I have been bird- 
dogging this issue since I passed the 
Enforce and Protect Act nearly a dec-
ade ago. 

My de minimis bill that I hope to get 
bipartisan support for would stop the 
flood of low-value packages from all 
countries on a global scale. That is the 
only way to deal with this problem— 
not create, as my colleague from Ala-
bama would do, a gigantic game of 
Whack-A-Mole. 

So I hope we will be back on this 
floor doing something comprehensive 
to fight the scourge of fentanyl, and I 
proposed it with legislation. 

I yield the floor. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
Democratic whip. 

TARIFFS 
Mr. DURBIN. Mr. President, since 

taking office 72 days ago, the Trump 
administration has created chaos in 
our economy. The President, if you will 
remember, campaigned on lowering 
prices for American families. Unfortu-
nately, his policies and actions have 
done the opposite. 

Many families are worse off today 
than when he was sworn in. In Feb-
ruary, egg prices, which has become a 
political standard bearer, hit a new all-
time high in the United States. Just 
last week, a typical U.S. homeowner’s 
monthly mortgage payment also 
reached an alltime high. And now Don-
ald Trump’s ill-conceived, foolish trade 
war with one of our top allies is the 
latest example of this continued pain 
for Americans’ wallets. 

On February 1, the President an-
nounced he was imposing a 10-percent 
tariff on energy imports from Canada 
as well as a 25-percent tariff on all 
other goods. Unsurprisingly, Canada 
answered and announced retaliatory 
tariffs. Just like that, a trade war with 
our second largest trading partner and 
closest ally is underway. 

So how did the President justify such 
an unprecedented, counterproductive, 
and harmful move? He cited the Inter-
national Emergency Economic Powers 
Act to declare an emergency at our 
northern border, stating that fentanyl 
and undocumented migration con-
stituted a national emergency in our 
relationship with Canada that justified 
the use of tariffs. 

The only problem: The justification 
just doesn’t hold water. This Inter-
national Emergency Economic Powers 
Act is intended for use in extraor-
dinary cases related to foreign threats, 
such as placing sanctions on dictators. 
Trump’s Executive order declared a so- 
called emergency at our Canadian bor-
der and tied it to Canada’s failure to 
prevent illicit drugs from being traf-
ficked across the border, but Canada is 
openly willing to address this shared 
challenge and has cooperated with the 
United States. 

Let me be clear. Preventing the traf-
ficking of fentanyl is a bipartisan pri-
ority. The fact remains that less than 1 
percent of fentanyl intercepted at the 
U.S. border comes from Canada—less 
than 1 percent—and Canada made it 
clear long ago they are willing to work 
with us to reduce that amount. 

The President’s use of IEEPA to at-
tempt to justify these tariffs is a shod-
dy excuse to ram through an unpopular 
agenda and bully yet another close ally 
of the United States. 

The President is manufacturing a 
fake emergency as a guise to enact bil-
lions of dollars in taxes on American 
consumers to fund massive tax cuts for 
his billionaire buddies. That is unac-
ceptable. 

The consequences of this trade war 
will be painful and avoidable. Everyday 
Americans will feel it. If fully enacted, 
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