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The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under
the previous order requiring 60 votes
for the adoption of this amendment,

the amendment is rejected.

The bill was ordered to a third read-
ing and was read the third time.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under
the previous order, the bill having been
read the third time, the question is,
Shall the bill pass?

Ms. MIKULSKI. I ask for the yeas

and nays.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there a
sufficient second?

There is a sufficient second.

The clerk will call the roll.

The assistant legislative clerk called

the roll.

Mr. DURBIN. I announce that the
Senator from Maine (Mr. KING) and the
Senator from Washington (Mrs. MUR-
RAY) are necessarily absent.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Are there
any other Senators in the Chamber de-
siring to vote?

The result was announced—yeas 62,
nays 36, as follows:

Alexander
Baldwin
Baucus
Begich
Bennet
Blumenthal
Boxer
Brown
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Collins
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Donnelly
Durbin
Feinstein
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King

YEAS—62
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Kaine
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Klobuchar
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Levin
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Menendez
Merkley
Mikulski
Murkowski
Murphy

NAYS—36
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Lee
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[Rollcall Vote No. 4 Leg.]

Nelson
Pryor

Reed

Reid
Rockefeller
Sanders
Schatz
Schumer
Shaheen
Shelby
Stabenow
Tester
Udall (CO)
Udall (NM)
Vitter
Warner
Warren
Whitehouse
Wicker
Wyden

McCain
McConnell
Moran
Paul
Portman
Risch
Roberts
Rubio
Scott
Sessions
Thune
Toomey

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 60-
vote threshold having been achieved,

the bill (H.R. 152) is passed.

———

MORNING BUSINESS

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from New York.

Mr. SCHUMER. Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent the Senate proceed
to a period of morning business, with
Senators permitted to speak for up to
10 minutes each.

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

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

The PRESIDING OFFICER.
clerk will call the roll.

The assistant legislative clerk pro-
ceeded to call the roll.

Ms. MURKOWSKI. I ask unanimous
consent that the quorum call be re-
scinded.

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

———

FISHERIES DISASTER FUNDING

Ms. MURKOWSKI. Mr. President, the
bill we just passed out of the Senate, a
bill to aid the victims of Superstorm
Sandy, is important. It is important
when we are faced with a disaster—
whether it is a hurricane, whether it is
an earthquake, whether it is a drought,
whether it is a flood—that we step for-
ward and find those ways that we can
help citizens who have faced immeas-
urable loss. The effort that has gone
back and forth between two bodies
now, and will, hopefully, move forward,
is one which will certainly help to ad-
dress the needs of those families who
lost so much in Superstorm Sandy.

I think we all recognize this was not
the only disaster this country faced
last year. In my State of Alaska we
faced a fish disaster. For those of you
who are from States that do not rely
on your fisheries as a source of income,
a source of jobs or a source of daily
sustenance, you might think: Fish dis-
asters; well, that is not really much to
talk about. That is not a true disaster.

In my State, when fisheries have de-
clined to the extent we have seen—the
loss of the Chinook salmon on the
Yukon River, the Kuskokwim River,
the Upper Cook Inlet—this has a dra-
matic impact on our State’s economy,
a dramatic impact on the livelihoods of
so many Alaskans. Whether they be
commercial fishermen, sport fisher-
men, our subsistence-based fisheries,
our fisheries communities, those busi-
nesses that are dependent on our salm-
on fisheries, these were all impacted
this past year.

As I had gone around the State, basi-
cally from about midsummer through
the end of the year, everywhere I went,
whether I was in an urban center such
as Anchorage, Homer, or down in Sew-
ard, up in the Matanuska Valley, or
out in the rural parts of the State up
along the Yukon, out along the
Kuskokwim out in the southwest, peo-
ple were talking about two things: Peo-
ple were talking about our cost of en-
ergy because our energy costs re-
mained the highest in the Nation, but
they were also talking about fish. Pret-
ty basic stuff: fuel, fish, and food. When
we had a disaster this summer, it was
an imperative around our State.

The

S323

We, in September of this past year,
had an official declaration from the
Secretary of Commerce—actually the
Acting Secretary of Commerce, Re-
becca Blank—that recognized this fish
disaster, and this is a disaster that is
statutorily authorized by section 308 of
the Interjurisdictional Fisheries Act
and section 31 of the Magnuson-Stevens
Fishery Conservation and Management
Act.

These are designations that are
statutorily authorized. These are not
earmarks. They are not to be labeled as
pork or something special for an area.
These are disasters subject to a statu-
tory authorization, a process that has
been clearly laid out. They are author-
ized in law for fish failures that require
affirmative action from the Secretary
of Commerce. The Secretary has taken
that action. Congress then needs to do
its part by funding for these disasters.

I mentioned at the outset that some
of my colleagues might not appreciate
the importance of these fish disasters.
But, again, these disasters are no less
important than disasters for which we
provide for other industries, such as
drought disaster or drought assistance
for our farmers. I think the Acting Sec-
retary, when she signed these fisheries
designations, recognized them for es-
sentially what they are: fish droughts,
fish droughts in our rivers and our
oceans. She responded to the fisheries
disasters not only in my State of Alas-
ka, but she also moved forward with
disaster determinations for Rhode Is-
land, for New York, for Maine, Massa-
chusetts, New Hampshire, Connecticut,
and Mississippi. The disaster declara-
tion the Acting Secretary advanced
opens the door, then, for the financial
assistance from the Federal Govern-
ment.

You might notice those funds were
not included in this disaster relief bill.
That does not mean I will back down
from attempting to do my best to
make sure the disaster that Alaska
faced with its fisheries, and that so
many of our other States faced with
their fisheries, that these needs will
not be addressed.

We didn’t advance it in this package.
It is important that the Sandy provi-
sion move forward, and that is why I
eventually cast my vote in support of
it. I know many of my colleagues—the
Senator from Rhode Island is with me
tonight. I know the Senator from New
Hampshire is very concerned about it.
The Senator from Maine is very con-
cerned about it. I think it is fair to say
we will continue our efforts to ensure
the disasters that our fishermen have
faced will be addressed as is statutorily
provided in law. We will work to find
that funding to make sure that disas-
ters, however they present themselves
in this country—whether it is storm,
flood, drought, hurricane, or earth-
quake—are addressed.

I commit to working with my col-
leagues to continue to find those
sources of funding so we address these
revenues.
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