
 

August 6, 2018 

 
 

Congressional Section 232 Legislation  
 

Per Section 232 of the Trade Expansion Act of 1962, any department or agency head, or any “interested 
party,” may request Commerce to launch an investigation into the effects of a specific import on 
national security (Commerce can also self-initiate investigations).1 Agricultural organizations in D.C. have 
turned their attention to the 232 process due to the effects of retaliatory tariffs stemming from steel 
and aluminum tariffs imposed on trading partners after a 232 investigation. The following legislation has 
been introduced to restrict the president’s use of Section 232:  
 
Senate:  

• “Portman Bill” - Sen. Rob Portman (R-OH), Sen. Joni Ernst (R-IA), and Sen. Doug Jones (D-AL) 
introduced legislation the week of July 30 to put the Department of Defense in more of a 
leadership role in the 232 process as it removes the Secretary of Commerce from several layers 
of the investigative process. The legislation would expand Congress’s ability to overturn 232 
enforcement beyond just the current petroleum/petroleum products exemption currently in the 
law. However, the Portman bill wouldn’t retroactively repeal the Section 232 steel and 
aluminum tariffs put in place earlier this spring by the administration.  
 

• “Corker Bill” - Sen. Bob Corker (R-TN), Sen. Jeff Flake (R-AZ), and Sen. Pat Toomey (R-PA) have 
also introduced legislation to curb the president’s Section 232 authority. Their legislation would 
require Congressional approval before the adjustment by the president of import tariff levels. If 
passed, the legislation would require the current Section 232 steel and aluminum tariffs to come 
under Congressional approval as it’s retroactive unlike the Portman legislation.  
 

• “Bennet Bill” – On June 21, Sen. Michael Bennet (D-CO) introduced legislation to reverse the 
Section 232 steel and aluminum tariffs. The text of the bill would revert the import tariff rate for 
steel and aluminum to March 22 levels, the day before the tariffs went into effect. The bill 
would also require the president to consult with Senate Finance, House Ways and Means and if 
the proposed tariffs affect agriculture, to consult with Senate and House Ag. Committees before 
announcing or issuing any new or additional duty or quota.  

House:  
On July 11, Rep. Costello (R-PA-06), Rep. Gallagher (R-WI), Rep. Kind (D-WI), Rep. Sanford (R-SC), 
Rep. Panetta (D-CA), and Rep. Lance (R-NJ) introduced legislation that would require the 
President to submit to Congress any proposal to adjust imports stemming from a 232 
investigation. Congress would have 60 days to review the president’s proposal and issue a 
recommendation. Moreover, any legislation to approve the president’s proposal would qualify 
for expedited consideration in both chambers with these new requirements applying to all 
future Section 232 actions as well as those taken in the last two years.  

                                                           
1 “Section 232 of the Trade Expansion Act of 1962,” Congressional Research Service – February 23, 2018 

https://www.portman.senate.gov/public/index.cfm?a=files.serve&File_id=E3C62945-6E3E-409A-B017-F8888799A150
https://www.congress.gov/115/bills/s3013/BILLS-115s3013is.pdf
https://www.scribd.com/document/382295645/Bennet-Bill-to-Reverse-Harmful-Tariffs-on-Allies
https://gallagher.house.gov/sites/gallagher.house.gov/files/GALLWI_061_xml%5B3%5D.pdf

