S2170

What about the dignity of a single
mother from Las Vegas, Christina, who
is stuck living in her elderly grand-
mother’s living room because she and
her son were evicted when Christina’s
benefits were cut off? Perhaps Charles
and David Koch should spend their
nights sharing one air mattress, as
Christina and her son do, and see what
dignity there is living as Christina and
her boy do. The Koch brothers want
Americans to be dignified as they lose
their cars and homes and security.

The Koch brothers hide behind words
such as ‘‘respect.”” What about treating
the American voter with respect? In-
stead, the Koch brothers have dumped
hundreds of millions of dollars in dis-
honest ads about health care reform,
trying to fool American families into
thinking that affordable health care is
bad for them. It is good for them. If the
Affordable Care Act was so awful, why
did Koch Industries use it to their ad-
vantage? Koch Industries applied for
and participated in the temporary pro-
gram called the Early Retiree Reinsur-
ance Program, part of the Affordable
Care Act. This program helped the
company Koch Industries pay health
insurance costs to retirees who were
not covered by Medicare. In other
words, the government helped subsidize
health care which XKoch Industries
promised to its retiring employees. So
it is OK for Koch Industries to save
money through ObamaCare, but if an
American family wants a fair shot at
health care, they risk being labeled as
collectivists. That was all through the
article, the op-ed piece, ‘‘collectivists.”
Is that the new rightwing buzz word for
Communists? That doesn’t sound like
respect to me.

The Kochs throw around phrases such
as ‘‘equality under the law.” What
about equality for hard-working Amer-
ican women? Yet the Republicans in
Congress who carry water for the
Kochs are actively campaigning
against legislation that will ensure
that women are paid equally with their
male counterparts for doing the exact
same work.

I have a daughter. I have four sons.
My daughter, if she does the same work
as any of my four boys, should be paid
the same as they are, but that isn’t
how it is in America. She is paid only
76 or 77 cents on the dollar for what
men make doing the same work.

One of the Koch organizations is
ironically called the Independent Wom-
en’s Forum. They do this all the time.
They fund money for the Chamber of
Commerce, many other organizations,
but one of their organizations is called
the Independent Women’s Forum,
which is making the argument that the
disparity between men’s and women’s
salaries is a myth. But this tactic
shouldn’t surprise anyone, given the
Republicans’ utter disregard for women
that is on display here in Washington.

We are going to vote on Wednesday
on a fair pay piece of legislation, sim-
ply saying women should get the same
amount of money a man does doing the

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — SENATE

same work—not too absurd, not too
radical. That is what we are trying to
do. I repeat. This tactic shouldn’t sur-
prise anyone, given the Republicans’
disregard for women that is on display
here in Washington.

For example, on one of the Sunday
shows yesterday comments were made
by former Director of the CIA Michael
Hayden, who was there for a long time.
In responding to the Senate Intel-
ligence Committee’s attempts to shed
light on the CIA’s questionable interro-
gation methods, General Hayden con-
descendingly accused DIANNE FEINSTEIN
of being too emotional. How about
that—DIANNE FEINSTEIN being too emo-
tional. This woman has been an out-
standing leader of the Senate Intel-
ligence Committee. She has been fear-
less. She has been thorough and fair.
For this man to say that because she
criticizes tactics led by General Hay-
den as torture she was too emotional—
I don’t think so. Does this sound like a
person or a party who respects women?
So much for equality under the law as
seen by the Koch brothers.

Finally, the Koch brothers claim
they are fighting to restore a free soci-
ety—also some buzz words: ‘‘Free soci-
ety.” Free in what way? They single-
handedly turned the American elec-
toral ©process into a Dpay-to-play
scheme. The Koch brothers’ endgame is
to elect officials, to elect people who
will help overhaul our system of gov-
ernment and replace it with something
more to their liking to increase their
wealth. Even though they are the rich-
est people in the world, they want to be
richer.

So I again extend the invitation to
my colleagues, if you bear the logo of
the Koch brothers, come on down and
announce your affiliation openly. The
Koch brothers’ agenda is an agenda
that is not my agenda, it is not our
agenda, but is it your agenda, my Re-
publican friends? If it is, come and tell
your constituents that is the case. Let
this Nation know where you stand. As
for we Democrats, we will continue to
defend American families from these
oil baron bullies who want nothing
more than to enrich themselves. We
will continue to oppose their efforts to
buy our democracy because we work
for America, not just rich Americans.

——
RESERVATION OF LEADER TIME

Mr. REID. Would the Chair announce
the business for today.

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. Under the previous order, the
leadership time is reserved.

———

MORNING BUSINESS

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. Under the previous order, the
Senate will be in a period of morning
business until 5 p.m. with Senators
therein being permitted to speak for up
to 10 minutes each.

Mr. REID. I note the absence of a
quorum.
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The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. The clerk will call the roll.

The legislative clerk proceeded to
call the roll.

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

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. Without objection, it is so or-
dered.

——
ARCTIC DEVELOPMENT

Ms. MURKOWSKI. Mr. President, I
have come to the floor today to discuss
the opportunity we have as a nation to
truly take a leadership role when it
comes to responsible development of
the Arctic region. As we discuss the
great opportunities and the challenges
that face us, I think it is fair to say
that I will also be expressing some dis-
appointment with the general lack of
resources our Federal Government has
invested in this important issue, in-
cluding, just most recently, through
the President’s annual budget request.

Back in May 2013 the Obama adminis-
tration released its ‘‘National Strategy
for the Arctic Region.” The national
strategy was really designed to set
forth this government’s strategic prior-
ities for the Arctic—pretty important
to recognize what our priorities are
going forward. While that might sound
impressive—a national strategy for the
Arctic region—what we ended up seeing
was just an 11-page document, and it is
really hard to describe it as strategic.
Perhaps a more accurate description is
that it was a glorified memo, a general
outline, but there were a lot of gaps
that needed to be filled.

Recognizing that this is a new area
for us in terms of opportunities and,
really, for vision, I was prepared to sit
back and listen to what the adminis-
tration had to say and work with them
as they built this strategic vision. So
when they released their implementa-
tion plan for the national strategy in
late January, I was looking forward to
it. I was looking forward to what had
been gathered in meetings not only in
Alaska—the State of Alaska is what
makes the United States an Arctic na-
tion—but it was broader than just
Alaskans’ input; it was input from so
many of our agencies, so many of our
departments. Yet, when the implemen-
tation of our national strategy was re-
leased, I have to admit that, again, I
was underwhelmed.

I made certain the President and
members of the administration knew
my concerns, and I told him—these
were my words when I wrote to him—
my concern was that his plan does not
offer a vision to make the United
States a leader in the Arctic, particu-
larly as we prepare for the chairman-
ship of the Arctic Council in May 2015,
nor does it suggest that the Arctic is a
national priority. Instead, the plan
provides a snapshot of existing Arctic-
related programs and projects with nu-
merous assessments to be undertaken
but no real path of action.
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