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The Senate met at 4:30 p.m. and was
called to order by the President pro
tempore (Mr. HATCH).

————
PRAYER

The Chaplain, Dr. Barry C. Black, of-
fered the following prayer:

Let us pray.

Eternal God, thank You for Your un-
failing love. Purify our hearts, making
us fit vessels for Your use.

Lord, You know the many challenges
that confront this legislative body, so
guide our Senators with Your wisdom.
Encourage them to live worthy of Your
Name. Remind them that ultimately
they will be judged by their produc-
tivity, for Your Word declares, ‘“‘By
their fruits You will know them.”
Today let Your presence continue to be
felt on Capitol Hill.

We pray in Your Holy Name. Amen.

———

PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE

The President pro tempore led the
Pledge of Allegiance, as follows:

I pledge allegiance to the Flag of the
United States of America, and to the Repub-
lic for which it stands, one nation under God,
indivisible, with liberty and justice for all.

———

RECOGNITION OF THE MAJORITY
LEADER

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mrs.
ERNST). The majority leader is recog-
nized.

————

KEYSTONE XL PIPELINE

Mr. MCcCCONNELL. This weekend
President Obama’s Chief of Staff la-
mented that the Senate has taken sev-
eral weeks to debate an infrastructure
project, the Keystone jobs bill. I agree
it is about time to bring the Keystone
debate to a positive conclusion, and we
will do that soon. We have had a lot of
floor discussion. We have considered
Democratic and Republican amend-
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ments. All in all, the last few weeks
have been time well spent. The debate
has been good for our country. But to-
night is our chance to notch another
win for the middle class by supporting
cloture and then actually passing this
bipartisan jobs bill.

We have heard rumors that some in
the Democratic leadership are pres-
suring rank-and-file Democrats—even
Democrats who cosponsored this bill—
to block Keystone’s jobs with a fili-
buster instead. This is really dis-
appointing when you consider all that
our friends on the other side have been
saying about the filibuster for so many
years.

What is most disappointing, though,
is the apparent reasoning for the Key-
stone filibuster. The Democratic lead-
ership is claiming that there haven’t
been enough opportunities to consider
amendments. Yet nine current Senate
Democrats voted for the Keystone
project just a few weeks ago without
having the opportunity to offer or de-
bate even a single amendment. Nine
current Senate Democrats just a cou-
ple of months ago voted for the Key-
stone project without having the op-
portunity to offer or debate even a sin-
gle amendment.

This time around, the new Repub-
lican majority allowed more amend-
ment rollcall votes on just this one
bill—this one bill—than the previous
leadership allowed on every single bill
from last year combined. Altogether,
there were more rollcall votes on this
bill than we got on amendments on the
Senate floor all of last year combined.

I would also note that a majority of
amendments we have taken rollcall
votes on were also offered by the mi-
nority, by the Democrats. We also of-
fered our friends on the other side an
opportunity to consider more amend-
ments just a few days ago. They ob-
jected to it at the time. Even so, it is
still my hope that we will be able to
consider more amendments from both
sides of the aisle. Instead of filibus-

tering this bill or blocking their own
amendments, which we experienced the
other night, I am asking my Demo-
cratic friends to work with the bill
manager, Senator MURKOWSKI—who
has done a fantastic job on this bill—to
get amendments lined up.

Let’s keep up the positive momen-
tum generated by a more open legisla-
tive process that actually clearly has
benefited both parties. A Keystone fili-
buster cannot succeed without the sup-
port of Democrats who voted for a Key-
stone bill just a few weeks ago without
any amendments—any amendments—
and who are cosponsoring the jobs bill
today. I truly hope these Democrats
won’t vote to block Keystone jobs now
just because a different party controls
the Senate. The American people voted
decisively against this type of partisan
gridlock back in November. They want
us to work together to get things done.
Why don’t we just continue to do that?

The debate over this bipartisan bill
has already had so many positive ef-
fects on the Senate as an institution. It
has shown Senators the benefits of a
more open process, it has given a real
voice to the minority, and it represents
a decisive change from the broken Sen-
ate of recent years.

Here is how the assistant Democratic
leader put it just a few days ago:

We are in a healthy environment on the
floor of the Senate where we are pursuing
amendments and active debate.

It is ‘‘great to see’” this happening,
he said. I couldn’t agree more. That is
exactly the way we ought to operate.

I would urge the Senate not to fall
into the old partisan habits. Let’s keep
working together. Let’s cooperate to
get this important infrastructure
project over the finish line and onto
the President’s desk.

I am calling on all of my colleagues—
especially the cosponsors of this bipar-
tisan bill, especially those who have
supported Keystone without any
amendments in the past—to vote for
jobs and progress tonight, not the kind
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of gridlock American voters rejected so
emphatically.

Madam President, I suggest the ab-
sence of a quorum.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
clerk will call the roll.

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

Mr. DURBIN. Madam President, I ask
unanimous that the order for the
quorum call be rescinded.

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

RECOGNITION OF THE ACTING
MINORITY LEADER

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The as-
sistant Democratic leader is recog-
nized.

——————

KEYSTONE PIPELINE

Mr. DURBIN. Madam President, in a
short period of time, less than an hour,
the Senate is going to vote on whether
to end the debate on Senate bill 1.

Senate bill 1 is the Republican’s No.
1 priority this year. They are new to
the majority in the Senate, and they
got to choose the first and most impor-
tant bill to call, and they chose this
bill, Senate bill 1.

This bill will override the President’s
authority when it comes to making a
decision on building the Keystone Ca-
nadian pipeline—Canadian pipeline.
You see, Keystone is a Canadian cor-
poration, and the Republicans in the
Senate decided the highest priority
when it comes to America’s economy is
to help this Canadian corporation.

There will certainly be construction
jobs involved in the construction of
this pipeline, but there will only be 35
permanent jobs that come out of this.
The No. 1 priority for the Senate Re-
publican majority is 35 permanent jobs.
Most McDonald’s hamburger franchises
have more than that number of jobs.

But, having said that, let’s talk
about where we are on the floor of the
Senate at this moment. In their new
role as majority party, the Republicans
asked us to take up this legislation,
and they said: We want to go to the
point we have made over and over dur-
ing the past several years—we should
have an open amendment process.

I am here to tell you that we have co-
operated. I was quoted—I am honored,
flattered—by the majority leader on
the floor as saying I think it is
healthy. I have said that for a long
time. What changed in the Senate is
not just the new majority but the new
minority. Our feeling on our side is we
need to be constructive, offer amend-
ments, offer different points of view,
offer different approaches, debate them
on the floor, accept the will of the Sen-
ate, and move forward on legislation.
That is what we have tried do on this
Keystone XL bill, and we have really
offered amendments on the Democratic
side that we think get to the heart of
this debate.

My Republican friends and Senators
like to characterize this as the Key-
stone jobs bill.
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We started off by saying: Here is an
idea. Let’s say that the Canadian tar
sands brought in through this pipeline
and refined in the United States—the
ultimate products, the o0il products
that come out of this refinery, are
going to be there for Americans first,
that Americans can use the gasoline
and diesel fuel and jet fuel. In other
words, it is going to stay in America.

The Republicans said no. We have to
be prepared, after we go through all of
this and build this Canadian pipeline,
that ultimately none of the products
will be used in the United States.

Then we said: OK, if we can’t use the
ultimate products coming out of this
pipeline to help the American econ-
omy, then let’s at least agree that we
will build this Canadian pipeline in the
United States with American-made
steel. Let’s put our steelworkers and
foundries to work fabricating the steel
to build the pipelines so we will create
good-paying American jobs supplying
the materials.

The Republicans voted no.

Then we said: Well, at the end of the
day, these refineries, after they have
processed Canadian tar sands, end up
with a miserable byproduct called
petcoke. It has some positive applica-
tions, but sadly, in many instances it
is piled up stories high—even in the
city of Chicago, within our city lim-
its—and blows all over the neighbor-
hood and into the lungs of children and
elderly people. So let’s at least have
standards for the storage and handling
of this byproduct that is going to come
out of this Canadian pipeline.

The Republicans voted no.

Then we had a vote on whether we
should be concerned with the environ-
ment. Using Canadian tar sands to
make o0il products puts more green-
house gases in the air, more carbon di-
oxide, and should we be mindful of this.

If you read the votes that took place
last week, it is unclear, uncertain as to
where the Republicans stand on this
issue. In fact, one Senator from North
Dakota offered what I thought was a
good amendment acknowledging this
issue and then at the very end voted
against his own amendment, which is
rare in the Senate annals, but it shows
you how conflicted many Republican
Members were on the basic environ-
mental issues.

Now let’s get to the procedure and
where we stand. Last Thursday night
was troubling. After the constructive
consideration of over a dozen different
amendments on both sides of the aisle,
the Republican majority leader said:
Now bring out the next group of
amendments. And we did. The Demo-
crats cooperated. We produced six
amendments we wanted up next, and
the Republicans produced six amend-
ments they wanted up next. An hour
later, within an hour after producing
the list, the Senate majority leader
came to floor and said: That is it; we
are not going to get this done as I
wanted to get it done. We are going to
start tabling the Democratic amend-
ments, one after the other.
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So the Members who offered the
amendments, who had worked on the
amendments stood at their desks as
each amendment came up and said: I
would like 60 seconds to just explain
the amendment I wrote that we are
about to vote on. Each and every time,
the Republicans objected to 60 seconds
of debate.

This is considered the world’s great-
est deliberative body. Yet the sponsors,
the authors of the amendments were
denied 60 seconds to even explain their
amendments. It didn’t leave a very
good taste in the mouths of many
Democrats—not even those who were
supporting this Keystone Canadian
Pipeline. Many of them think this is
unfair.

If we are going to have a good-faith,
bipartisan environment to consider
amendments, let’s go back and forth—
Democrat, Republican—and let’s con-
sider the major issues before us. There
are still major unresolved issues,
health and safety issues, with pending
amendments.

I approached the majority leader as
he was leaving the floor and I said:
Even if we do not invoke cloture this
evening, let’s work together on a bipar-
tisan basis. Let’s come up with these
lists of amendments. Let’s do this in a
conscientious, good-faith effort to com-
plete this bill.

I think we can achieve it. My hat is
off to Senator LISA MURKOWSKI, Repub-
lican Senator, who has come to the
floor, leading this effort on the floor
with the debate, but I have a special
place in my heart for the Democratic
side, where two other Senators have
been outstanding in bringing us to this
point on the issue. Senator MARIA
CANTWELL from Washington is leading
our effort on the Democratic side in
full partnership with Senator BARBARA
BOXER of California, and many others.

As was suggested by a Senator last
week, it is time for the boys to get off
the stage and let the ladies come back
in and consider these amendments and
bring us to the right conclusion of
thoughtful debate, important issues
considered, and a vote in the U.S. Sen-
ate on this legislation.

——————

REMEMBERING ERNIE BANKS

Mr. DURBIN. Madam President, last
week America lost a hero and Chicago
lost one of its greatest. Cubs Hall of
Famer Ernie Banks passed away Fri-
day night.

He was known as Mr. Cub. His love
for the game of baseball was matched
only by his passion for the city of Chi-
cago.

He was a Hall of Famer in every
sense of the word. He won the hearts of
not just Cubs fans but baseball fans
across the Nation with his power hit-
ting and Golden Glove performances,
and he endeared himself to everyone he
ever met with his humble approach to
the game of baseball and the game of
life.
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Before Hall of Famer Ernie Banks be-
came Mr. Cub, he was 17 years old play-
ing in a sandlot in Dallas, TX. That is
where Cool Papa Bell, one of the leg-
endary leaders in the Negro League,
discovered this young man and signed
him to play for the Kansas City Mon-
archs for $7 a game.

While playing for the Monarchs,
Ernie Banks was managed by another
legend, Buck O’Neil.

Playing for the Negro League legend
had a profound impact on young Ernie
Banks. Buck had so much love for ev-
erybody that Ernie decided to model
his life after him. It was with the Mon-
archs that Ernie learned to play with
boundless energy and enthusiasm. He
learned to express his joy for the game
and took to heart the message Buck
O’Neil, the manager, would often shout
at him: ‘“You gotta love this game to
play it!” Ernie Banks loved it, and it
showed.

Years later, O’Neil reunited with
Ernie Banks when O’Neil agreed to
manage the Cubs in 1962. Incidentally,
he was the first African-American
manager in Major League Baseball.

As one of the first African-American
baseball players in the Major Leagues,
Ernie Banks helped break down the
color barriers. The Hall of Fame slug-
ger and two-time MVP made his Major
League debut at Wrigley Field in 1953,
and he became the first African Amer-
ican to suit up for the Chicago Cubs.

He was only 180 pounds. He was not
the most intimidating batter at the
plate, but he had powerful wrists that
generated tremendous bat speed. He
whipped the bat through the ball, hit-
ting 512 home runs in his career, with
2,583 hits, 1,636 RBIs, and having a ca-
reer batting average of .274.

From 1955 to 1960, he was the most
prolific home run hitter in the game,
hitting more home runs than either
Hank Aaron, Willie Mays, or Mickey
Mantle during those years.

In 1958 and 1959, he was named the
most valuable player in the National
League. He was the first ever to win
the award in consecutive years.

He was also the first player to have
his jersey number retired by the Cubs,
and on game days his number 14 flies
proudly over the left field foul pole at
the friendly confines of Wrigley Field.

Not surprisingly, Ernie Banks was in-
ducted into Cooperstown the first year
he was eligible. But it wasn’t the num-
bers on the back of the baseball card
that made Mr. Cub a beloved member
of Chicago and the community. It was
his passion for the game and the appre-
ciation he showed to everyone he en-
countered.

Over the last several days, I have
heard from baseball fans sharing their
stories of meeting Mr. Cub. Nearly all
were humbled by the opportunity to
meet their hero, but even more im-
pressed to find that Ernie was just as
appreciative of his fans as they were of
him.

It is an understatement to say that
the Chicago Cubs had some tough sea-
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sons during Ernie’s 19-year career. The
Cubs had not won a World Series since
1908 or a National League title since
1945. But every day, win or lose, Ernie
would lace up his cleats, step on the
field, and smile for the whole world to
see. You could not help but love watch-
ing him play.

And for Ernie Banks, the eternal op-
timist, he always believed this was
going to be the year for the Cubs.
Every spring he predicted, without fail,
the Cubs were going to win the pen-
nant.

Well, Ernie never got to play in the
post season. But his love of the game
never wavered despite this. He became
famous for his contagiously positive
attitude. He often remarked: “It's a
great day for baseball. Let’s play two.”
That was the charm of Mr. Cub.

An 11-time All-Star, first-ballot Hall
of Famer, selected to baseball’s All-
Century team in 1999, it was never
about accolades or money for Ernie. He
played for the pure joy of the game.

After hitting his 500th home run, be-
coming only the 9th player to achieve
that feat, he summed up his feelings by
saying: ‘‘The riches of the game are in
the thrills, not the money.” That is an
inspiring message.

In 2013, I contacted some friends in
the White House and asked President
Obama to consider a Medal of Freedom
for Ernie Banks. I felt that his impres-
sive career with the Cubs and his cour-
age in breaking down the color barrier
in baseball were reason enough. But
more than these amazing achieve-
ments, Ernie’s spirit set him apart.

It was a special moment to be there
at the White House when Ernie Banks
received the Presidential Medal of
Freedom. I was honored to see it and
experience it.

After being awarded the Presidential
Medal of Freedom, we held a reception
for him in my office up here. I don’t
know if there have ever been so many
humbled politicians coming by my of-
fice looking for an autograph. He hap-
pened to sign this photo for me that
day that I have in the Chamber. I re-
member JOHNNY ISAKSON from Geor-
gia—a faithful Atlanta Braves fan—
made a point of being there to meet
Ernie Banks. And I remember HARRY
REID, when he met Ernie Banks, said:
“I used to play a little baseball.” Ernie
Banks said to him: ‘“Well, Senator
REID, what position did you play?’’ He
said: “I was a catcher.” Ernie Banks
said: “If you were truly a catcher, get
down in that catcher’s position.”
Somehow or another, HARRY REID got
down in that catcher’s position right in
my office to prove it to Ernie Banks.

Ernie could not have been more gra-
cious with his time, signing autographs
for everybody who showed up. He made
time for everybody.

The North Side of Chicago and
Wrigley Field will not be the same
without Ernie. ‘“Let’s play two” will
echo off the bricks and ivy for genera-
tions to come. His positive, hopeful,
Cub view of life filled every room and
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every baseball diamond he ever
touched.

And now it would seem they need to
find a new roster spot on the Field of
Dreams—and everyone better be ready
for daytime double-headers too.

Ernie Banks, your spirit, passion,
and sunny outlook on life will be
missed.

I yield the floor.

————
RESERVATION OF LEADER TIME

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under
the previous order, the leadership time
is reserved.

————
KEYSTONE XL PIPELINE ACT

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under
the previous order, the Senate will re-
sume consideration of S. 1, which the
clerk will report.

The assistant bill clerk read as fol-
lows:

A bill (S. 1) to approve the Keystone XL
Pipeline.

Pending:

Murkowski amendment No. 2, in the na-
ture of a substitute.

Vitter/Cassidy modified amendment No. 80
(to amendment No. 2), to provide for the dis-
tribution of revenues from certain areas of
the Outer Continental Shelf.

Murkowski (for Sullivan) amendment No.
67 (to amendment No. 2), to restrict the au-
thority of the Environmental Protection
Agency to arm agency personnel.

Cardin amendment No. 75 (to amendment
No. 2), to provide communities that rely on
drinking water from a source that may be af-
fected by a tar sands spill from the Keystone
XL pipeline an analysis of the potential risks
to public health and the environment from a
leak or rupture of the pipeline.

Murkowski amendment No. 98 (to amend-
ment No. 2), to express the sense of Congress
relating to adaptation projects in the United
States Arctic region and rural communities.

Flake amendment No. 103 (to amendment
No. 2), to require the evaluation and consoli-
dation of duplicative green building pro-
grams.

Cruz amendment No. 15 (to amendment No.
2), to promote economic growth and job cre-
ation by increasing exports.

Moran/Cruz amendment No. 73 (to amend-
ment No. 2), to delist the lesser prairie-
chicken as a threatened species under the
Endangered Species Act of 1973.

Daines amendment No. 132 (to amendment
No. 2), to express the sense of Congress re-
garding the designation of National Monu-
ments.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Indiana.

Mr. COATS. Madam President, I
came to the floor to speak about a
measure that is supported by Members
of both sides. I was listening to the re-
marks by the minority whip on who
commemorated the life of Ernie Banks.

REMEMBERING ERNIE BANKS

I began school in Chicago in the early
1960s, when Ernie Banks was playing,
and it is to be noted for the record that
my grade point average would have
been higher had I not spent so many
afternoons at Wrigley Field watching
the Cubs play. During that time all the
games were played during the day, and
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as such I missed a few classes to watch
our beloved Cubs.

But our beloved player—perhaps the
most beloved player in baseball his-
tory—Ernie Banks was a true delight.

I wish I had time to speak more on
that particular issue, but what I would
like to direct my attention to is a bi-
partisan-supported measure, S. 1. The
American people, in November, said:
Get back to Washington. Work to-
gether, and get things done. And one of
which was the Keystone Pipeline. It
has bipartisan support. In fact, on the
motion to proceed to this measure, 10
Democrats joined Republicans in this
effort. And that is what we are debat-
ing here.

MEDICAL DEVICE ACCESS AND INNOVATION

PROTECTION ACT

But I am here to talk about a second
bill that certainly deserves to be in the
top five of pieces of legislation that
have bipartisan support and will hope-
fully result in passage and then sent to
the President. And, hopefully, with a
number of Democrats joining Repub-
licans in these efforts, the President
will take a second look at his veto
threats on measures that have bipar-
tisan support.

It was Winston Churchill who said
that a nation trying to tax itself into
prosperity ‘‘is like a man standing in a
bucket and trying to lift himself up by
the handle.”

Unfortunately, one of Indiana’s most
vibrant, growing industries is stuck in
the bottom of the bucket because of a
small provision tucked away in the
2,000-page ObamaCare law, which im-
poses on them an excise tax, a 2.3-per-
cent excise tax on every sale they
make of medical devices, hindering in-
novation and job creation.

Medical device manufacturers in my
State directly employ over 20,000 Hoo-
siers and indirectly support thousands
of additional jobs. These are jobs that
pay well above the average—b56 percent
higher wages than the average wage
rate in Indiana. So these are top-qual-
ity jobs, providing significant employ-
ment for a significant number of Hoo-
siers.

We have more than 300 FDA-reg-
istered medical device manufacturers
in our State, and this is true of many
other States. This industry is boosting
our State’s economy, our Nation’s
economy, and producing technologies
that are changing and saving lives.

Products ranging from wheelchair
van lifts to artificial knees, hips, and
shoulders, to catheters used in heart
procedures, have improved or saved the
lives of many Hoosiers and countless
others not only in my State, not only
in America, but across the globe.

Since the implementation of this ex-
cise tax—passed in the ObamaCare Act
in 2010, imposed in 2013—this destruc-
tive tax has caused companies to freeze
hiring, lay off workers, and shelve
plans to expand and build new facili-
ties.

A survey by the Advanced Medical
Technology Association found that the
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device tax forced manufacturers to let
go of or avoid hiring 33,000 workers in
2013.

Look, I thought we were trying to
get people back to work. I thought we
were working to pass bipartisan legis-
lation that would benefit this country
and benefit those who are seeking em-
ployment.

Cook Medical of Bloomington was
forced to table plans for a major expan-
sion because of the device tax.

In 2013 testimony before the Senate
Budget Committee, Cook Medical
chairman Steve Ferguson stated:

Cook has made the difficult decision that
without repeal [of the medical device tax],
we will move important new product lines
outside of the U.S. Our previous plans to
open up five new manufacturing facilities in
American towns are now on hold as we use
capital intended for these projects to pay the
device tax.

The negative impact of this tax is
not only felt by large employers such
as Cook Medical, it also hurts gross
sales of companies that are not making
a profit but are developing innovative
new ways to find benefits for the
health and safety, and even the life, in
many cases, of those who need these
medical devices.

As a result, these companies are not
profitable because they are having to
pay the tax. They are struggling to
launch new innovations to save and im-
prove lives. For instance, a small War-
saw, Indiana-based manufacturer,
which develops and sells orthopedic im-
plants for children, had to shelve two
important projects simply because it
had to use its resources to pay the
medical device tax.

After the tax was implemented, an
employee of that company shared his
story with me. Because of this tax, he
said, the manufacturer is now largely
inhibited from working on important
new products, such as a device that re-
duces a wheelchair-bound child’s dis-
comfort.

How ironic that ObamaCare, which
the President said would increase the
health benefits for Americans in cov-
erage, is actually a barrier to improv-
ing lives and health outcomes.

Last week, I joined nine of my Sen-
ate colleagues, including five Demo-
crats, to introduce the Medical Device
Access and Innovation Protection Act.
Our legislation would eliminate this
tax and has strong bipartisan support.

During the last session of Congress,
79 Senators voted to pass a bipartisan
amendment to the fiscal year 2014 Sen-
ate budget resolution that called for
the repeal of this device tax—79 Mem-
bers, 34 Democrats and 45 Republicans.
It does not get much more bipartisan
than that.

So we are hoping that while this may
not be labeled S. 2, it certainly stands
in the top three or four issues that
have strong support and will respond to
the call of the American people in No-
vember to get back to Washington, get
together, work on things with bipar-
tisan support that are going to improve
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our economy and get people back to
work, and get it up to the President.

I hope my colleagues will see that
this egregious, harmful tax, tucked-
away in the Affordable Care Act, will
force us to move forward, repeal it, and
result in the kind of improvements the
American people are asking us to ad-
dress. It is long past time for Wash-
ington to stop punishing medical de-
vice innovators in Indiana and across
the country. I am urging my colleagues
to support this bill.

I yield the floor.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from California.

Mrs. BOXER. Madam President, we
are trying to figure out how to do a
fair division of the time that remains.
I ask unanimous consent that Senators
STABENOW and PETERS have 5 minutes
between them to discuss an amend-
ment they have been working on, fol-
lowed by Senator CARDIN, who would
have 3 minutes to explain his, followed
by myself having 212 minutes to discuss
my amendment, then Senator
HEITKAMP would have 5 minutes after
that, and then the remaining time for
Senator SESSIONS. Because that would
be equal. That would add to our having
as much time as Senators SESSIONS or
MURKOWSKI, whoever at that point
wants to speak.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there
objection?

Ms. MURKOWSKI.
right to object.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Alaska.

Ms. MURKOWSKI. Madam President,
I am seeking clarification. Is the Sen-
ator from California asking that these
respective Members have an oppor-
tunity to speak to amendments or to
get their amendments pending?

Mrs. BOXER. Well, some will ask for
amendments to be pending. I know I
will. Some will not ask that; they just
want to be heard. But there is 30 min-
utes left in the debate. Your side just
finished. Obviously, if we do not want
to be fair, somebody could grab the
time on our side now and talk for 30
minutes. We do not think that is right.
We are trying to divide it up between
our side and your side. So I have di-
vided about 15 minutes on our side and
given 15 minutes to Senator SESSIONS,
who wanted to be heard on the matter.

Reserving the

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr.
COATS). The Senator from Alaska.
Ms. MURKOWSKI. Mr. President,

again, I am seeking clarification here,
because up until this point in time,
what we have done, in order to get
amendments pending, is the ranking
member and I have kind of worked
back and forth in terms of what it was
that would come up as far as pending.

As far as Members just seeking to
speak to amendments, I certainly do
not have a problem with what the Sen-
ator from California has proposed. I am
trying to get some other under-
standing. I was also—my under-
standing is that I had the time begin-
ning at 5:15 p.m. reserved. I think there
is a little bit of confusion here.
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Mrs. BOXER. Reclaiming my time,
we have already wasted 4 minutes of
the 15. The Senator can object if she
does not want to allow us to have an
amendment pending, but I am going to
start off here. Is the Senator still ob-
jecting? Instead of Senator SESSIONS, I
will give—now it is about 12 minutes to
you at the end. Is that all right with
the Senator?

Ms. MURKOWSKI. Mr. President,
again, I am trying to understand. If
Members just want to speak to their
amendments, there is not a problem
with what the Senator has suggested.
It is just the question of whether we
are getting amendments pending, be-
cause we have been going back and
forth, side to side, up to this point in
time.

I will be happy to put the microphone
down and let the Senator from Cali-
fornia speak to her amendment while
Senator CANTWELL and I talk about
how we get more amendments pending.
That way she can get talking.

Mrs. BOXER. Well, if I might say
this: Every Senator has a right to ask
unanimous consent on anything. If the
Senator does not like it, she can say,
“I object.” I do intend to—I cannot
speak for anybody else. I want to make
my amendment pending because it is
germane. I want to make sure it is
heard. It is about public health. So if
my friend does not want to agree to
this unanimous consent, then I think
what we will do is I will hold the floor
and I will yield to colleagues for ques-
tions and they can make their points.

I do not understand my friend’s ob-
jection to the way we have it laid out.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there
objection?

Ms. MURKOWSKI. There continues
to be objection. I would like to meet
with the ranking member to continue a
process of back-and-forth to make
amendments pending. I have no objec-
tion to the Senator from California
speaking to her amendment at this
time.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objec-
tion is heard.

Mrs. BOXER. Well, I am going to
take the time now—the entire time—
and yield to colleagues for them to ask
me questions. So I will speak for 2 min-
utes or less and then I am going to ask
unanimous consent on my amendment.

We want to have a study of the sig-
nificant human health impacts of the
Keystone Canadian XL tar sands pipe-
line. I do not believe they were ade-
quately addressed in the supplemental
environmental impact report or com-
pletely analyzed.

I held a press conference with doctors
from Canada who spoke about the ad-
verse impact on the health of people
living near the pipeline. We have had
spills along the pipeline in Michigan,
in Arkansas. Those spills are not ade-
quately cleaned up as we speak.

As Senator CANTWELL informed me,
there have been an additional two
spills since the new Congress came into
session. From extraction to transpor-
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tation to refining to waste storage,
misery follows the tar sands. We know
there are dangerous air pollutants and
carcinogens that have been docu-
mented from tar sands refining—all of
this to help a Canadian private com-
pany make a whole bunch of money,
and we cannot even keep the oil in this
country.

Are you kidding me? Thirty-five per-
manent jobs. The least we can do is
have an in-depth health impact study
before we approve this pipeline.

I am very sad to say—you know, we
still have this kind of gag-athon going
on from the other side. They would not
even let people speak for 1 minute on
their amendment. That is why I am
grabbing the floor here. I could not
even get agreement to divide up the
time, so I am taking the time.

I will be happy to yield to my friend
from Michigan, through the Chair.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Michigan.

Ms. STABENOW. Thank you very
much to my friend and colleague and
leader from California.

I first want to say thank you to Sen-
ators MURKOWSKI and CANTWELL who
have worked so hard with Senator
BOXER moving forward a process that,
until Thursday night, was working
very well going back and forth.

Before we authorize the building of a
new oil pipeline in America, it is im-
portant for us to consider the safety of
pipelines we already have.

In 2010, a pipeline that runs from
Canada through Michigan spilled near-
ly a million gallons of tar sands oil
into the Kalamazoo River, causing the
largest inland oil spill in U.S. history.

That cleanup cost $1.2 billion.

Nine days ago, another pipeline
broke in Montana, and for the second
time in 4 years, tens of thousands of
gallons of oil emptied into the Yellow-
stone River, making that water unsafe
to drink.

Right now in Michigan, we have a 61-
year-old pipeline which runs along en-
vironmentally sensitive areas and goes
beneath the Straits of Mackinac and
our magnificent Great Lakes.

That pipeline carries 1.2 million gal-
lons of tar sands oil per day and has
undergone only a few upgrades since it
was first installed in 1953. A spill would
be devastating, not only to the region
but to all Americans—because the
Great Lakes are a vital source of our
Nation’s fresh water supply.

Yet none of the companies trans-
porting heavy tar sands crude are re-
quired to pay into the Oil Spill Liabil-
ity Trust Fund, which would ensure
that taxpayers are not footing the bill.

When we offered an amendment to fix
that, the Republicans said no.

America’s economy is only as strong
as our natural resources, and those re-
sources are threatened every time a
pipeline breaks.

Making matters worse, Republicans
said no to amendments that would
keep the oil in America, guarantee the
pipeline be built with American steel
and use American workers.
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So Americans take all of the risks
with very few, if any, rewards.

Because Republicans refuse to make
this Canadian oil company pay into the
oil spill fund, American taxpayers may
have to bailout the company if the
pipeline breaks.

So, before our Colleagues vote on be-
half of the oil companies to approve
the construction of the Keystone XL
Pipeline, it is critical that we pass the
amendment that my friend and partner
from Michigan and I have introduced.

This amendment ensures that we ad-
dress the safety of the pipelines that
we have now—before beginning con-
struction on Keystone. And it would
ensure that the heightened safety
standards being applied to Keystone
exist in pipelines around the Great
Lakes.

The Republican majority has prom-
ised an open amendment process, so I
certainly hope that when my colleague
from Michigan offers this amendment
in a few moments, the Republican ma-
jority will allow a vote on this critical
pipeline safety amendment—even
though Big Oil may not like it.

Again, the American people are tak-
ing all of the risks when the oil will
not even stay in America. The least
Congress can do is guarantee the pipe-
lines are safe.

I would ask my friends to join with
Senator PETERS and me in saying that
before we authorize the building of a
new oil pipeline in America that we
have to consider and strengthen the
safety of pipelines, the pipelines we al-
ready have. In 2010, a pipeline that runs
from Canada through Michigan spilled
nearly 1 million gallons of tar sands oil
into the Kalamazoo River—this has
been talked about before—causing the
largest inland oilspill in U.S. history.

So we need to vote on Senator
PETERS’ and my amendment. The
cleanup itself cost $1.2 billion. Nine
days ago, another pipeline broke in
Montana. For the second time in 4
years, tens of thousands of gallons of
oil emptied into the Yellowstone River,
making that water unsafe to drink. So
would my friend from California agree
with me and share concerns that under
the Straits of Mackinac—and our gor-
geous, beautiful Great Lakes—we have
a 6l-year old pipeline that runs
through environmentally sensitive
areas, goes right under the water, and
has only been upgraded a couple of
times since 1953?

Before we pass this Keystone Pipe-
line bill, we should make sure our
Great Lakes have the pipeline safety
we need, as well as all of our pipelines
across the country.

Would my colleague agree with that?

Mrs. BOXER. I could not agree more
with my friend. Her question is perti-
nent and to the point of this debate.
We are giving permission to a Canadian
company to come through and use
America as a passthrough. They are
going to leave behind petcoke, leave
behind spills—they have already done
it before with the tar sands pipeline.
This is the hardest oil to clean up.
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I absolutely know that my friend
Senator PETERS has a question as well.

Without losing my right to the floor,
I ask unanimous consent to set aside
the pending amendment so that I may
call up my amendment. I will wait for
the objection to be heard. I am not
going to plow through this.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there
objection?

Ms. MURKOWSKI. I object.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objec-
tion is heard.

Mrs. BOXER. That was my amend-
ment No. 128. I am very disappointed,
because what the Senator is talking
about, making sure the pipelines are
safe, and what I am talking about, a
health study, are quite related.

I know my friend from Michigan
wanted me to yield for a question. I am
happy to do so.

Mr. PETERS. I appreciate the Sen-
ator from California yielding for a
question, as I am listening to this de-
bate and hearing from my colleague,
the Senator from Michigan, as to the
importance of pipeline safety, as we
are now debating a very comprehensive
bill to give approval for one specific
pipeline in this country, which I think
is very much an unprecedented type of
vote in the Senate.

My question is: Why do we not have
an opportunity, or would the Senator
not agree that we should have an op-
portunity, to offer amendments? I
know I am new to the Senate, but I was
informed this would be an open amend-
ment process. My idea of an open
amendment process means you can ac-
tually offer amendments. It means you
can also actually debate amendments.
That is an open process, particularly
something as important as protecting
our Great Lakes, this incredible, im-
mense body of freshwater, one of the
largest bodies of freshwater in the
world. We have a pipeline that goes
through there, above the lakebed, that
could potentially be catastrophic if
there is a break.

As Senator STABENOW mentioned, in
Michigan we have already had the most
expensive pipeline break in history—4
years of cleanup of Canadian tar sands
oil, oil that sinks to the bottom of the
river. It is more expensive to clean
up—over $1.2 billion in cleanup. So you
can imagine if we had a pipeline break
in the middle of the Great Lakes. It
would be catastrophic to this country,
it would be catastrophic to the State of
Michigan, but really catastrophic to
the entire world. It is a risk we cannot
take.

That is why we have authored a com-
monsense amendment that says we
should ensure that there is adequate
inspection, that PHMSA has the re-
sources they need in order to inspect
this, and if there are special require-
ments to protect the Great Lakes, as
there were special requirements for
Keystone, it should also be available to
other pipelines, particularly in sen-
sitive areas such as the Great Lakes.

That is why, in the spirit of an open
amendment process, in the spirit of
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this great deliberative body, where peo-
ple are allowed to debate the big issues
affecting our world, I ask unanimous
consent to set aside the pending
amendment so that I may call up my
amendment No. 70.

Ms. MURKOWSKI. Objection.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objec-
tion is heard.

Mrs. BOXER. If I could answer the
question posed to me by my friend—he
asked do I think there ought to be an
open amendment process. Not only do I
think there should be, we were prom-
ised an open amendment process. What
occurred here at midnight on Thursday
night, before the Senate left—some of
our colleagues who are running for
President went out to my beautiful
State to make their case, as they have
every right to do. But instead of stay-
ing on Friday, we adjourned on Thurs-
day night. It was anything but an open
amendment process.

I see the Senator from Massachusetts
on the floor. He had a critically impor-
tant amendment. He asked for 60 sec-
onds to explain his amendment. I have
been here over 20 years. I have never
seen a situation, ever, where five Mem-
bers in a row, five great Senators rep-
resenting their great States, were told:
Sit down; we are gagging you. That is
what happened. This is wrong. So we
are going to be asked to proceed today
and shut down the amendment process
even further. I do not know how the
Senate is going to vote. However the
Senate votes, it votes. But the bottom
line is, this has been anything but an
open amendment process. My friend is
absolutely right.

I know the Senator from Maryland
wanted to ask me a question.

Mr. CARDIN. Mr. President, could I
ask my colleague from California to
yield for a question?

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Maryland.

Mr. CARDIN. The question I am
going to ask Senator BOXER to respond
to is: What are the consequences if we
invoke cloture about 15 minutes from
now when that comes up for a vote on
the floor?

There were many of my colleagues
who had amendments they wanted to
offer. They filed those amendments.

Unless those amendments become
pending, it is my understanding that—
and unless those amendments meet the
very narrow germaneness rule—they
may be relevant to debate—but the
germaneness rules are pretty tough so
that unless we defeat cloture, we may
not have an open amendment process.

I know the majority leader talked
about an open amendment process, but
many of my colleagues—including this
Member, who has additional amend-
ments I would like to have consid-
ered—will not be able to get those
amendments considered, if I under-
stand it, Senator BOXER, unless the clo-
ture motion is defeated.

Let me talk for one moment about
amendment 75, which I filed and is
pending, and I think is critically im-
portant.
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What that amendment would do is
allow our Governors and our county of-
ficials to be able to get information
about the risk to their drinking water
as a result of the potential spills on the
aquifers. This is not a hypothetical
question because the Ogallala Aquifer,
which is the country’s largest under-
ground freshwater resource, is crossed
by the proposed line of the Keystone.
Therefore, it is of major concern to the
Governors and local officials what a po-
tential spill could have with regard to
their drinking water supplies, to their
communities. At some of places the aq-
uifer is within 5 feet of the surface. So
a spill could have a dramatic impact on
the supply of safe drinking water.

As has already been pointed out by
my colleagues in Michigan, in July 2010
there was a pipeline rupture near Mar-
shall, MI, that released 843,000 gallons
of tar sands oil. It had a horrific im-
pact on the environment, and it is still
difficult to see the end in sight because
of the cleanup difficulties in this thick,
tar sands oil.

On March 29, 2013, there was a pipe-
line rupture in Mayflower, AR, that
caused an incredible challenge to the
cleanup.

So my amendment is pretty simple.
My amendment would allow that infor-
mation to be made available to our
Governors and our local officials so
that they could then notify the Presi-
dent that they have a concern on the
route and allow that to be considered
before the pipeline is constructed, giv-
ing our local governments the oppor-
tunity to be heard—to have the infor-
mation and then be heard on this very
important issue.

My question to the Senator from
California, Mrs. BOXER, is: If we are
going to have an open amendment
process, how can that be if the cloture
motion that was filed by the majority
leader were to become approved?
Wouldn’t that deny us that full, open
amendment process that we had heard
was going to be used in this Congress?

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from California.

Mrs. BOXER. I thank my friend for
the question.

Again, we were promised an open
amendment process.

I wish to make a point to my friend
who has worked so hard on the Envi-
ronment and Public Works Committee.
I am so appreciative of his work. Do
you know, if an amendment like yours
does not pass, what it means is that
American companies will be treated in
a much harsher fashion than a Cana-
dian foreign o0il company—in other
words, because the other side is just
saying: No more facts, no more infor-
mation, no more environmental impact
statement—even though we know there
are health impacts due to the tar
sands.

The Senator has pointed out the pos-
sibility of having a bad impact on
drinking water. We have seen what has
happened in West Virginia when we
don’t worry about that.
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So my friend is absolutely right, and
I am honored that he asked me to com-
ment on this particular amendment.
And I hope that he will ask—I know
you are pending. I hope that you are
going to get a vote on this amendment
one way or another.

I know some other colleagues may
want to ask a question.

Ms. HEITKAMP. Would the Senator
from California yield for a question?

Mrs. BOXER. I am pleased to yield to
the Senator.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from North Dakota.

Ms. HEITKAMP. I thank the Senator.

From the start, let me say that Sen-
ator BOXER and I are not on the same
side on the principal bill. I have long
been one of the staunchest supporters
of the Keystone XL Pipeline bill.

A lot of what we have heard today is
about the consequences of aging infra-
structure. So the question I have for
Senator BOXER is: Would it not make
sense, as we are talking about this
Keystone XL Pipeline bill, that we find
common ground that we all should
agree that we need the resources to
have the regulatory authority and the
regulatory personnel to go out and
make sure that aging infrastructure—
the infrastructure underneath the
Great Lakes and what happened now in
the Yellowstone River—that we have a
robust and very complete PHMSA or-
ganization that has the personnel to go
out and follow the pipeline, test the
pipeline, and review the results? But
even as important to me is PHMSA’s
role in making sure that our transpor-
tation of oil on the railroad is actually
adequate, that we have adequate regu-
lation.

So one of my amendments—not pend-
ing but filed—is, in fact, an amendment
that would address directly what I
would hope would be common ground
for everyone in the Senate, which is
making sure we are, in fact, regulating
interstate pipelines.

I also wish to talk about how we have
an ‘‘all of the above’ policy that every-
body talks about where we somehow
don’t seem to get to that point.

One of the amendments I have at the
desk, which I would dearly love to call
up and make sure that it gets a vote, is
an amendment that would provide a
long-term—just 5 years—glide path for
wind energy.

I think we have seen, as we have in-
cluded this in the tax extenders, this
stop-and-go policy that has, in fact,
not only put the companies’ lives on
hold but also their employees’ lives.

I am hopeful. We don’t know how the
vote is going to turn out. No one knows
until the vote is done, but I am hopeful
that we will be able to come back and
introduce so many of these amend-
ments that my colleagues have ad-
vanced—some of which I agree with
and some of which I don’t.

But that is the nature of the Sen-
ate—that we actually have a vote, be-
cause I think, as a believer, I have good
ideas but my ideas should have a de-
bate in the Senate.
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But wouldn’t the Senator agree that
one common area that we all share is
making sure that we have a robust reg-
ulatory environment to protect our wa-
terways, to protect our farmers’ soil
from any leaks, and to make sure that
any leaks, to the extent they are pre-
ventable, are prevented.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from California.

Mrs. BOXER. I say to my colleague
from North Dakota, of course, I agree
with her. We don’t agree on the tar
sands pipeline, but we do look for com-
mon ground, and she has found it. The
importance of inspecting the infra-
structure can’t be overstated.

I say to my friend, before she leaves
the floor, this is a picture of a recent
spill. Actually, it was 2013. It still has
not been cleaned up in Arkansas be-
cause the pipeline burst—200,000 gal-
lons of tar sands burst from the pipe-
line, and it spilled all over the streets
of a subdivision. Residents were ex-
posed to high levels of benzene, a
known carcinogen, and hydrogen sul-
fite. They suffered from dizziness, nau-
sea, and headaches—all classic symp-
toms of exposure to the chemicals
found in tar sands.

Rainfall causes oil to float to the top
of the soil and off gas. What is hap-
pening here is it still has not been
cleaned up.

My friend has an amendment that
would say: Let’s inspect the infrastruc-
ture to make sure things such as this
do not happen. Of course, I support it.
I hope she will vote her conscience and
hopefully vote to keep this amendment
process open.

I know my friend from Massachusetts
has a question, and I yield to him if he
does.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Massachusetts.

Mr. MARKEY. I thank the Senator
from California.

Mrs. BOXER. The Senator has to ask
if I would yield for a question.

Mr. MARKEY. I thank the Senator. I
thank the Senator for taking the time
to have this very important discussion
in the Senate this afternoon.

This past Thursday night the major-
ity leader decided they would not allow
for a debate on an amendment I was
propounding that would have imposed
a tax on the Canadian oil as it is being
transported through this proposed
pipeline. In the eventuality of an oil-
spill, the Canadians would have to have
contributed to.

The majority did not make it pos-
sible for me to speak for even 1 minute
on ensuring that the Canadians had to
pay the tax in the event there was an
oilspill with their oil in the United
States of America, while Americans
would have to do so.

This is the question I am going to
propound to the Senator from Cali-
fornia. Right now we know that there
is increasing carbon pollution in the
atmosphere, which stacks the decks,
increasing the chances that our coun-
try, our planet would draw an extreme
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weather joker that would have cata-
strophic consequences for our country
or for any other place in the world. We
know that while no one storm can be
attributed to climate change, sci-
entists agree there is an increase in the
intensity and the frequency of extreme
weather events. In fact, in the 2013 con-
sensus report bulletin of the American
Meteorological Society said: ‘‘The
number of severe regional snowstorms
that occurred since 1960 was more than
twice the number that occurred during
the preceding 60 years’ in the United
States of America. So my question to
the Senator from California is:
Shouldn’t we be debating this issue of
increased frequency of snowstorms, of
rain storms, of droughts, of extreme
weather conditions? And isn’t this
something that Members should be al-
lowed 1 minute, at least, to address, if
not a full debate of these issues that
have been triggered by the Republicans
deciding they wanted to bring this bill
onto the floor as their No. 1 priority
for the year 2015? Is that not the sub-
ject we should be discussing and should
it not be an open debate?

That is the question I propound to
the Senator from California.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from California.

Mrs. BOXER. I would say in response
to my friend’s question, I was so
shocked when the Senator asked for 1
minute to explain his amendment and
we heard multiple Republicans saying:
No, no, a thousand times no.

As Senator DURBIN said, this is sup-
posed to be the greatest deliberative
body in the world. I grew up thinking
that was true. I never saw this before
where colleague after colleague after
colleague after colleague was essen-
tially shouted down. I haven’t seen it
here.

It has reached a new low with a Re-
publican majority since. They abso-
lutely won a huge election victory.
There is no question about it. There
was the promise that it would be an
open process, and then we can’t even
have colleagues talk for 1 minute.

I know the Senator from New Jersey
has a question as well. I yield to the
Senator from New Jersey, because time
is running out at 5:30.

Mr. BOOKER. Will the Senator yield
for a question?

Mrs. BOXER. Yes, I will.

Mr. BOOKER. I am grateful that Sen-
ator BOXER will yield for a question.

This is a question I have of Senator
BOXER, and I wish to get her feedback
because of her years of experience, her
wisdom, and her depth of under-
standing on this issue. I think there
needs to be an amendment for critical
protection.

The need for regulation requires
agencies to supplement already issued
environmental impact statements
when significant new circumstances
come about. When there is information
about these new challenges to the envi-
ronmental impact of a project, some-
thing really has to happen.
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So this pending bill deems that the
final environmental impact statement
issued last January would fully satisfy
the NEPA, that this would remove the
obligation of permitting agencies to
supplement that EIS if any new cir-
cumstance or information is discov-
ered.

The amendment would change that
and would preserve the obligation of
agencies to supplement—if we had such
an amendment, it could really protect
that.

I was told by a lot of people that
NEPA is sort of referred to as the envi-
ronmental modern day Magna Carta. In
other words, it is such a critical set of
protections. If we have a circumstance
in which there is a significant change
in the pipeline—say they just decide to
change the direction or move it a little
bit and it goes through an entirely new
area—not to be able to take into con-
sideration new information, new cir-
cumstances where an environmental
impact statement abated, seems to be
wrong. It actually seems to be giving
this company, this foreign company,
more information, more opportunity
than our current American companies.

I would love for the Senator to com-
ment.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from California.

Mrs. BOXER. Senator BOOKER should
be proud of this contribution to this
debate and what he is doing in the en-
vironment committee.

Let me say quickly—because I know
we are running out of time—here is the
deal. You raised the golden standard—
NEPA, the National Environmental
Policy Act. The underlying bill says
everything is satisfied. All you want to
make sure of in your amendment is
that if there is new information which
shows this could harm the public—
maybe cause more cancer, cause more
asthma, and cause other problems—
that we need a supplemental EIS, that
we need a supplemental study before
we approve this pipeline. Right now,
they are not letting you offer that
amendment.

Mr. UDALL. Mr. President, today we
are voting to end debate on the Key-
stone Pipeline bill.

I want to be clear right from the
start. I do not support this bill. I will
vote against cloture and against final
passage of the Keystone Pipeline bill.
And I am disappointed about the way it
is being jammed through to a vote.

I supported the motion to proceed to
this bill for one reason and only one
reason—because we were assured there
would be an open amendment process.

We started that process last week.
We have worked back and forth be-
tween Republican and Democratic
amendments. Many of those amend-
ments are important. And I believe we
should continue until every Senator
who wants to amend this bill has had a
chance to make his or her case.

I have an amendment for a renewable
electricity standard which would cre-
ate hundreds of thousands of 21st-cen-
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tury American jobs in my State and
across the country. We owe it to all
Americans to consider this and other
amendments that would improve the
bill.

The bill as it stands is not acceptable
on many levels.

First, I am concerned that the new
leadership chose to begin with a bill
mandating a single pipeline for a for-
eign private company. This is a ques-
tionable use of the Senate’s time and
an unprecedented piece of legislation.
Congress has never gotten involved in
mandating a pipeline of this nature.
But that is where we are. Now we are
voting to cut off debate. The majority
leader moved last week—late in the
night—to set aside the Democratic
amendments and bring an end to de-
bate.

So we have a bill with a questionable
beginning and a regrettable ending.
The result is a missed opportunity to
seriously address the energy needs of
our country.

I said at the beginning of this debate
that we are faced with a choice, a pro-
found choice. We can deny that our cli-
mate is warming. We can fall behind
our economic competitors. We can ig-
nore the danger to our planet and to
our security. That is one choice. Or we
can move forward with a clean energy
economy, with an energy policy that
makes sense, that creates jobs, that
protects the environment, and that
will keep our Nation strong.

We had a good debate on climate
change during this bill about whether
or not humans significantly contribute
to it. Many Senators made it clear
where they stand. Many agree that yes
humans are significantly contributing
to climate change.

But while that is good for the record,
it doesn’t do much for the reality, be-
cause we have fallen short of taking
any real action to address this great
challenge. In fact, we are now
compounding the problem by trying to
pass this bill.

The bill lacks a comprehensive en-
ergy policy; it lacks even trying to set
one. This is not a ‘‘do it all” energy
bill. This isn’t even a ‘‘drill, baby,
drill” bill. This is a ‘drill, Canada’
bill.

I believe we should continue working
on the bill to address serious climate
solutions, like a renewable electricity
standard. The Keystone Pipeline is an
investment in doing things the old
way—importing foreign oil. Instead of
doubling down on foreign oil, we should
be talking about how we can move
America forward by investing in the
homegrown energy of the future.

A national renewable electricity
standard would combat global warm-
ing, while creating hundreds of thou-
sands of jobs across the country. It will
help maximize our energy potential,
while strengthening our economy and
our energy security.

Let’s vote on that, and let’s move
forward to meet the real energy needs
of American families.
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. All time
has expired.

Mrs. BOXER. My time has expired. I
thank the Chair very much for his pa-
tience.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Alaska.

Ms. MURKOWSKI. I ask unanimous
consent that the mandatory quorum
calls related to the cloture motions on
Senate amendment No. 2 and S. 1 be
waived.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there
objection?

Without objection, it is so ordered.

CLOTURE MOTION

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Pursuant
to rule XXII, the Chair lays before the
Senate the pending cloture motion,
which the clerk will state.

The assistant 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 Mur-
kowski amendment No. 2: the Keystone XL
pipeline approval act.

Mitch McConnell, Lisa Murkowski, Rich-
ard Burr, Jerry Moran, John Thune,
Marco Rubio, Johnny Isakson, Kelly
Ayotte, Ben Sasse, Deb Fischer, John
Boozman, David Vitter, Tim Scott,
Roger F. Wicker, Richard C. Shelby,
Michael B. Enzi, Roy Blunt.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. By unan-
imous consent, the mandatory quorum
call has been waived.

The question is, Is it the sense of the
Senate that debate on the Murkowski
amendment No. 2: the Keystone XL
pipeline approval act, shall be brought
to a close?

The yeas and nays are mandatory
under the rule.

The clerk will call the roll.

The assistant legislative clerk called
the roll.

Mr. CORNYN. The following Senators
are necessarily absent: the Senator
from Illinois (Mr. KIRK), the Senator
from Arizona (Mr. McCAIN), the Sen-
ator from Kansas (Mr. MORAN), and the
Senator from Florida (Mr. RUBIO).

Mr. DURBIN. I announce that the
Senator from Missouri (Mrs. MCCAS-
KILL), the Senator from Maryland (Ms.
MIKULSKI), the Senator from Nevada
(Mr. REID), and the Senator from Vir-
ginia (Mr. WARNER) are necessarily ab-
sent.

The yeas and nays resulted—yeas 53,
nays 39, as follows:

[Rollcall Vote No. 29 Leg.]

YEAS—53
Alexander Crapo Inhofe
Ayotte Cruz Isakson
Barrasso Daines Johnson
Bennet Donnelly Lankford
Blunt Enzi Lee
Boozman Ernst Manchin
Burr Fischer Murkowski
Capito Flake Paul
Cassidy Gardner Perdue
Coats Graham Portman
Cochran Grassley Risch
Collins Hatch Roberts
Corker Heitkamp Rounds
Cornyn Heller Sasse
Cotton Hoeven Scott
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Sessions Thune Vitter
Shelby Tillis Wicker
Sullivan Toomey
NAYS—39

Baldwin Gillibrand Nelson
Blumenthal Heinrich Peters
Booker Hirono Reed
Boxer Kaine Sanders
Brown King Schatz
Cantwell Klobuchar Schumer
Cardin Leahy Shaheen
Carper Markey Stabenow
Casey McConnell Tester
Coons Menendez Udall
Durbin Merkley Warren
Feinstein Murphy Whitehouse
Franken Murray Wyden

NOT VOTING—38
Kirk Mikulski Rubio
McCain Moran Warner
McCaskill Reid

The PRESIDING OFFICER. On this
vote, the yeas are 53, the nays 39.
Three-fifths of the Senators duly cho-
sen and sworn not having voted in the
affirmative, the motion is rejected.

The majority leader.

Mr. McCONNELL. Mr. President, I
enter a motion to reconsider the clo-
ture vote on the Murkowski substitute
amendment No. 2.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The mo-
tion is entered.

CLOTURE MOTION

Pursuant to rule XXII, the Chair lays
before the Senate the pending cloture
motion, which the clerk will state.

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 S. 1, a bill
to approve the Keystone XL pipeline.

Mitch McConnell, Lisa Murkowski, Rich-
ard Burr, Jerry Moran, John Thune,
Marco Rubio, Johnny Isakson, Kelly
Ayotte, Ben Sasse, Deb Fischer, John
Boozman, David Vitter, Tim Scott,
Roger Wicker, Richard Shelby, Michael
Enzi, Roy Blunt.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. By unan-
imous consent, the mandatory quorum
call has been waived.

The question is, Is it the sense of the
Senate that debate on S. 1, a bill to ap-
prove the Keystone XL pipeline, shall
be brought to a close?

The yeas and nays are mandatory
under the rule.

The clerk will call the roll.

The legislative clerk called the roll.

Mr. CORNYN. The following Senators
are necessarily absent: the Senator
from Illinois (Mr. KIRK), the Senator
from Arizona (Mr. McCAIN), the Sen-
ator from Kansas (Mr. MORAN), and the
Senator from Florida (Mr. RUBIO).

Mr. DURBIN. I announce that the
Senator from Missouri (Mrs. McCAS-
KILL), the Senator from Maryland (Ms.
MIKULSKI), the Senator from Nevada
(Mr. REID), and the Senator from Vir-
ginia (Mr. WARNER) are necessarily ab-
sent.

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr.
LANKFORD). Are there any other Sen-
ators in the Chamber desiring to vote?

The yeas and nays resulted—yeas 53,
nays 39, as follows:
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[Rollcall Vote No. 30 Leg.]

YEAS—53
Alexander Donnelly Murkowski
Ayotte Enzi Paul
Barrasso Ernst Perdue
Bennet Fischer Portman
Blunt Flake Risch
Boozman Gardner Roberts
gumft grahalm Rounds

apito rassley

Cassidy Hatch zasse

: cott
Coats Heitkamp Sessions
Cochran Heller
Collins Hoeven Shel]oy
Corker Inhofe Sullivan
Cornyn Isakson Thune
Cotton Johnson Tillis
Crapo Lankford Toomey
Cruz Lee Vitter
Daines Manchin Wicker

NAYS—39
Baldwin Gillibrand Nelson
Blumenthal Heinrich Peters
Booker Hirono Reed
Boxer Kaine Sanders
Brown King Schatz
Cantwell Klobuchar Schumer
Cardin Leahy Shaheen
Carper Markey Stabenow
Casey McConnell Tester
Coons Menendez Udall
Durbin Merkley Warren
Feinstein Murphy Whitehouse
Franken Murray Wyden

NOT VOTING—8

Kirk Mikulski Rubio
McCain Moran Warner
McCaskill Reid

The PRESIDING OFFICER. On this
vote, the yeas are 53, the nays are 39.
Three-fifths of the Senators duly cho-
sen and sworn not having voted in the
affirmative, the motion is rejected.

The majority leader.

Mr. McCONNELL. Mr. President, I
enter a motion to reconsider the clo-
ture vote on S. 1, the Keystone XL
Pipeline bill.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The mo-
tion is entered.

The Senator from Alaska.

Ms. MURKOWSKI. Mr. President, we
are here this evening, after the conclu-
sion of two cloture votes where we
have failed to get the sufficient 60
votes that are required to cut off de-
bate and move forward on this bill.

As the floor manager, I will be work-
ing with my counterpart on the energy
committee, Senator CANTWELL, to de-
fine a list of amendments and define
the universe we are talking about. Per-
haps we can work toward an agreement
that will allow for additional amend-
ments to be processed and ultimately
allow us to get to passage of the Key-
stone XL Pipeline.

This measure, S. 1, is a bipartisan
measure that will work to create jobs
for this country and will not only help
with our relationship with our friends
and allies to the north but is also wide-
ly supported by the American public. I
am hopeful that what we will be able to
do tonight—by working with col-
leagues—is to again define how we will
get to the final resolution of this very
important bill.

Last week we saw this measure in-
clude several important energy effi-
ciency bills—including the adoption of
the measure of the Senator from
Ohio—particularly the one provision
that relates to water heaters, which is
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very time sensitive. We were also able
to add two sense-of-the Senate provi-
sions to S. 1. One provision relates to
the oil spill liability trust fund and the
other provision is related to the issue
of climate change.

Here we are, more than 2 weeks into
debate on the Keystone XL Pipeline,
and we voted on a total of 24 amend-
ments to the bill. We voted on more
amendments last week than we did in
all of 2014. In fact, Thursday was a long
day for all of us. We moved out 15
amendments, and that was as many as
we had voted on in all of 2014. In 2014,
this Senate voted on 15 amendments.
This past Thursday, we voted on 15
amendments in one day on this Key-
stone bill. We are now up to 24 amend-
ments, and we have made some
progress.

I am very aware that not everyone is
fully happy with where we are right
now. We hit our first bump in the
road—back to regular order—but that
is the way we have to roll with some
things every now and again. I hope we
are at the point where we will be able
to get back on track, a track that will
allow for again closure of this very im-
portant measure.

I wish to remind Senators that we
are in this place where we had to vote
on cloture because we got to a point
last week where a unanimous consent
request to vote on the then-pending 12
amendments was blocked. I will also
remind colleagues that invoking clo-
ture on a bill does not end all debate.
We still have up to 30 hours of addi-
tional debate time left, and during that
time amendments that are germane to
the underlying bill can still be called
up, considered, and voted on. We have
quite a few of those left.

In fact, at last count the amend-
ments that have been filed to date—
there are 143 amendments that I have
on my tally today that have been filed.
I don’t know if that is a current, up-to-
the-minute accounting. We asked
Members to have their amendments in
by 3 this afternoon and second-degrees
filed by 5 p.m. My point to colleagues
is that there is still much to be done
with this bill if your interest is voting
on amendments.

I wish to repeat something that the
majority leader commented on when
we came into session just a little bit
ago. We were on this bill just 2 months
ago, and at that time there was a grand
total of zero amendments that we
voted on—zero. So now, as I mentioned,
we have at least three that have been
incorporated into the bill already—two
sense of the Senate, one on climate,
one on the oil spill liability trust fund,
and one on energy efficiency. Again,
there are some 140 to 150 amendments
that have been filed.

I am glad we have this process going
on. I am glad to see these amendments.
For those who suggest that somehow or
other the majority is closing down the
opportunity for debate or to offer
amendments, all we need to do is look
where we were 2 months ago. Two
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months ago this bill had zero amend-
ments. Fast forward to today, and we
have had votes on 24 amendments to
this bill. We have adopted at least 3 of
those amendments, and again there are
some 140-odd amendments that are out
there.

I want us to get through this meas-
ure, and I wish to do so in a way that
is respectful to the process, respectful
to Members, and that dignifies this in-
stitution. We have a lot out there, and
I recognize that.

I have had Members from both sides
of the aisle ask me: How do I get my
amendment pending? How do I get it to
the point so it can considered? We will
be working on that issue tonight and
into the morning.

I thank my colleague from Wash-
ington because I do think we have
truly been trying to work in good
faith.

My colleague from North Dakota has
a few words on the process, and then I
would like to reclaim my time for just
a few more moments, if I may.

With that, I turn the floor over to the
Senator from North Dakota.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from North Dakota.

Mr. HOEVEN. Mr. President, I thank
the bill manager on our side of the
aisle, the good Senator from Alaska, as
well as the bill manager on the Demo-
cratic side, the Senator from the State
of Washington, for working together
and trying to get a list of all of the
amendments and do everything pos-
sible to get them scheduled for a vote.

I ask that Members on both sides of
the aisle work with the bill managers
to try and get a list of amendments so
they can be scheduled for a vote. As
the Senator from Alaska said, we have
already had at least 19 amendments.
We know there are more amendments
that Senators would like to have a vote
on, and we appreciate and understand
that. There has been a real effort to try
to get those votes scheduled.

Again, I thank the bill managers for
their hard work and ask that Members
on both sides of the aisle work with the
bill managers to try and get those
amendments identified where they
need to have a vote and get them
scheduled so we can get to the votes in
a timely manner so Members can have
as much information as possible ahead
of time in order to consider their re-
spective issues and have a vote.

We have to remember that in trying
to go back to an open amendment proc-
ess and regular order, there is some
work on figuring out how to get that
going and to do so in a bipartisan way,
and of course we are working through
it on this legislation.

A final point: At the end of the day,
we will be discussing more about this
legislation, but it comes down to how
the individual Members of this body
feel about this underlying legislation.
It is about energy, jobs, economic
growth, and national security at a time
when energy security for our country
is so very important. Again, this goes
to the underlying merits.
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Let’s see if we can’t get these amend-
ments scheduled and vote on them and
move this along as well as we can this
week and get that done. It is not only
important for this legislation, but we
want to have that same kind of open
process with other legislation as well.
It is about getting the work done for
the American people.

With that, I yield back to the Sen-
ator from Alaska.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Alaska.

Ms. MURKOWSKI. I thank the Sen-
ator from North Dakota for his leader-
ship on this issue. He has been per-
sistent, diligent, and very articulate as
we have moved through the process,
and I appreciate that a great deal.

I thought I was going to be spending
the vast majority of my time this week
going through each of these many
amendments that Members have pre-
sented. As I mentioned, we have 140-
plus amendments. But my attention on
Keystone and the issues in front of us
was dramatically pulled away because
of an announcement by the administra-
tion which I learned of late on Friday
evening, and which was the first an-
nouncement today.

The fact is I am not in a very good
mood right now. I am not in a very
good mood, and I think it is probably
true to say that most Alaskans are not
in a very good mood, because folks
back home woke up Sunday morning to
the news that this President effectively
declared war on our economic future in
the State of Alaska.

I know those are pretty hard words.
It has been suggested by some in the
administration that perhaps I am over-
reacting. Let me tell my colleagues,
when our economic opportunities as a
State, which lie in our natural re-
sources, are denied us as a State and
the promises that were made when we
entered the Union—the compact we
made—we are now not able to see those
promises, then there is nothing else.
There is no other way to describe it
than that it is a war on our economic
future.

We have winter going on in Alaska
right now. In my hometown where I
went to high school, I think it was
about 30 below this weekend. Up on the
North Slope, temperatures are about 60
degrees below zero. It is pretty cold.

The President, in his video where he
made his announcement that he is
moving to put the Arctic Coastal Plain
in de facto wilderness, described the
area in the North Slope as fragile, that
the wildlife is fragile. I will tell my
colleagues, the area in the coastal
plain, the area in ANWR is an amazing
place. It is a special place, as are so
many places in Alaska. It is an amaz-
ing place. I am blessed to call it home.
But the President decided on Sunday
that this was the perfect day to an-
nounce his unilateral decision to man-
age the Arctic Coastal Plain as de facto
wilderness.

Now the coastal plain—and I don’t
have my maps, but we are going to be
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seeing a lot of maps of Alaska and
ANWR coming up here. The coastal
plain is the area on the very northern
part of the State, and it is part of the
nonwilderness portion of ANWR. Peo-
ple need to understand that ANWR is a
huge area. It is 19.7 million acres. It is
an area the size of the State of South
Carolina. There are portions of ANWR
that have been designated as wilder-
ness and they were designated as wil-
derness back in 1980, along with other
areas in the State of Alaska that were
designated as wilderness. In fact, so
much wilderness—close to 60 million
acres of wilderness designated in 1980—
so much so that there is actually a pro-
vision in the law, in ANILCA, that
says, that is enough. Alaska has given
enough, in the sense that more than
half of the wilderness area in the
United States of America is in Alaska.
That is, Alaska has more than half of
all of the other wilderness in all of the
remaining 49 states. Alaska has more
than half. So the sense was there will
be no more wilderness declarations in
Alaska. Yet, the President announces
Sunday that, in addition to the coastal
plain, effectively all of the balance of
ANWR will be managed as wilderness.

So what does this mean to a State
such as Alaska? Again, history is going
to be important in this discussion
going forward because the area in the
coastal plain—the 1002 area—and it is
designated as such because of a section
in the law—the coastal plain was spe-
cifically set aside in 1980 for further
study of its oil and gas potential. So a
decision was made back in 1980 where
we had more than 100 million acres in
Alaska that were turned into Federal
law, but it was recognized that this
area—that 1.57 million acres—was
unique because of its resource poten-
tial. It was identified in law as such.
And it said, We are going to reserve
this. We are going to study it for its oil
and gas potential.

Then, in the 1980s, the Reagan admin-
istration did just that. They studied
the coastal plain and they rec-
ommended that it be open to respon-
sible energy development. Ever since
then we have been seeking permission
to open up just 2,000 acres on the coast-
al plain for that very purpose—for oil
and gas exploration.

We are not talking about opening up
the full coastal plain. We are not talk-
ing about touching any of the area that
was designated as wilderness in 1980.
We are talking about a development
that would have an impact on an esti-
mated surface area of 2,000 acres in a
1.57-million acre area that has been set
aside specifically for this.

So when we think about what that
means, we learn that 2,000 acres is .1
percent of the entire 1002 area. It is .01
percent of ANWR. When we put it into
context, 99.9 percent of ANWR would
remain untouched if all we were seek-
ing to do was to access the 2,000 acres.

We also know that if we were able to
access this small area within the coast-
al plain that we can gain access to an
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estimated 10.3 billion barrels of oil. If
we produce oil at that rate of 1 million
barrels a day, it will last almost 30
years.

Right now we have an oil pipeline in
Alaska, the Trans-Alaska oil pipeline,
which bisects the State 800 miles from
the North Slope down to Valdez, and it
has been doing a fine job of providing
resource to the country in an environ-
mentally sound and safe manner. It is
an engineering miracle. It is fabulous.
What it lacks right now is more oil in
the pipe. We are less than half full. So
the State of Alaska is being aggressive
in looking for how we might not only
fill up the pipe to help Alaska and to
help the country and to bring about
jobs and bring about revenues, but how
we can do so in a responsible manner.

We think we have some pretty high
standards in Alaska, and we need to.
This is extreme environment. It is
tough working there right now, let me
tell my colleagues. They don’t shut
down because it is cold. In fact, this is
the only time of the year they can ex-
plore out there, because the environ-
mental safeguards are such that we
can’t take exploration rigs out on the
tundra in the summer where it might
leave a mark. No. We wait until it is
the coldest, the darkest, and the
ground is frozen as far as it possibly
can. So this is the time of year that we
are hoping to be able to do more.

But what this President is doing is
not only saying no to that 2,000 acres
we are seeking to access that will be
bringing us a million barrels a day, po-
tentially, for 30 years and allowing for
jobs and a resource—no to that 2,000
acres—he would say no forever. He
would not only say no to oil and gas de-
velopment, but no to anything else. No
road, no airstrip, no nothing.

The President is saying the Congress
has to make this decision, and in fair-
ness, that is true. It is only the Con-
gress that can make that decision to
convert the coastal plain to permanent
wilderness. But the reality is he has
made this decision, and he has made it
without us. What happens under this
comprehensive conservation plan—this
CCP—this area is now immediately
treated as wilderness, with or without
our approval. So that designation may
not be there, but how is it being treat-
ed? It is being treated as wilderness.

I would assert this is in clear viola-
tion of the ‘no more wilderness”
clause—the ‘‘no more” clause in
ANILCA. It is so frustrating. It is so in-
furiating to think that we acknowl-
edged that some 30 years ago, when
ANILCA was passed, and that recogni-
tion—when so much of the State of
Alaska was put off limits to any form
of development, to place it in wilder-
ness status and to have the Federal
Government agree that we had done
our part, that we had contributed
enough of our lands.

The Presiding Officer is from a State
that has wide open spaces. What do we
do as a State if we have so much of our
State—66 percent of the State of Alas-
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ka that is federally held? And we all
know there are different aspects to
Federal public lands. BLM lands mean
something, Park Service means some-
thing, refuge status means something,
and wilderness status means something
else altogether. So when we acknowl-
edged and the Federal Government ac-
knowledged no more in Alaska, we
thought that would be respected. We
thought that might be respected. But,
apparently, this President is going to
choose to ignore it.

My colleagues can tell this is an ar-
gument and a debate I feel very strong-
ly about, and I feel very strongly about
it because I have been living with it my
entire adult life. For as long as I can
remember, we have been talking about
how might it be possible to look into
these extraordinary reserves and re-
sources that we know are in the 1002
area. There have been highs and there
have been lows. Back in 1995, when it
was my father and Ted Stevens who
were working this issue, they were able
to successfully get it through the Con-
gress only to have it vetoed by Presi-
dent Clinton. And then 10 years later,
it was Senator Stevens and myself who
were able to get it so close; we were
one vote shy in the Senate. The House
has passed ANWR, I believe Congress-
man YOUNG told me today, on 12 sepa-
rate occasions. Now we are back yet
another 10 years later. So maybe this is
an issue that keeps coming back every
10 years.

This wasn’t the worst part of the
news I was dealing with this weekend.
At the same time I was given a heads-
up that the administration was going
to be releasing this CCP—this com-
prehensive conservation plan that will
treat ANWR as wilderness—I was told
that we are going to see the announce-
ment of the administration’s b5-year
lease/sale plan. That is substantial for
us. As folks know, we have been trying
to advance the leases that have been
sold in the Beaufort and in the Chukchi
for some period of time, and it has been
a tortured process, as many Dpeople
know. But what we are told is that
with the lease/sale that will be an-
nounced, portions of the Beaufort Sea
and the Chukchi Sea will be indefi-
nitely withdrawn from the next 5-year
plan for the Outer Continental Shelf
which, again, is due to be released.

I think it is important to know we
have had deferrals off of our coasts in
the Beaufort and the Chukchi, but
these are no longer going to be defer-
rals. They are going to be withdrawals,
which means that not only will they
not be included in this lease sale from
2017 to 2022, but they will stay in place
until such time—it is an indefinite
withdrawal—as the next President,
whoever he or she may be, should de-
cide to change it. It is different than a
withdrawal.

What it then says to us is, okay, no,
we are going to lock up ANWR perma-
nently so that the resources that may
be available to you—as much as a mil-
lion barrels a day coming down
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through your pipeline to supply this
country—no, put that off limits, and,
oh, the offshore you want to try to ad-
vance, we are going to make it a little
more difficult because we are going to
take these areas and we are not going
to include them in this b5-year lease
sale. In fact, we are going to indefi-
nitely withdraw them.

This could have significant impact on
our ability to access the estimated 23
billion barrels of oil of Alaska’s North
Slope. Again, when we are talking
about how we are going to fill up that
pipeline, we have been working toward
those opportunities offshore. But there
is a third gut punch to Alaska that is
coming—a third.

Remember, all these were supposed
to be unveiled this week. What a week.
First, close off ANWR permanently.

Second, make the offshore that much
more difficult.

And third is in the area where all
those who said no to wilderness, go
over to the National Petroleum Re-
serve, that is where you should be ac-
cessing this oil. Well, okay, that is
where folks are going. ConocoPhillips
is trying to access some leases in the
National Petroleum Reserve. These are
leases that were awarded in 1998, so
more than a few years to be working
through all of the issues here.

What we learned was that the terms
and conditions of the mitigation that
are going to be required by the Depart-
ment of the Interior to allow Conoco to
proceed with the alternative that
would allow for a short road to access
the pad, those mitigation costs and
other requirements are going to be so
much that the project will no longer be
economic.

Think about it. Years in the process
and the permitting and the cost that
goes into it, years to get there.

I don’t think most people know—do
you realize how much oil is produced
on Federal lands in Alaska? It is a real
easy answer because it is a big fat zero.
There is none. There is no oil that is
produced on Federal lands. We have
been trying to make it happen.

We have been going to the National
Petroleum Reserve because we have
been put off limits with ANWR. It
hasn’t been made permanent wilder-
ness. We haven’t been able to access it
because that too takes permission from
Congress. So the whole area where our
State has these resources—these re-
serves, ANWR to the east, Beaufort,
Chukchi offshore, National Petroleum
Reserve—Alaska—what this adminis-
tration is doing is saying this ‘‘all of
the above’ strategy for an energy plan
for America, we are starting to think
in Alaska that means everybody but
Alaska.

I just can’t articulate the anger, the
frustration. As I tried to convey my
thoughts to the Secretary, I said, I am
just not sure if this administration
doesn’t care about Alaska and its peo-
ple at all or whether you even think of
us. But I have come to the conclusion
that they still view us as a territory, a
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place where you could come in and do
what you will because you are a terri-
tory. Well, we are not a territory. We
are 1 of the 50 States. We are one of
those stars on that flag. Last time I
checked, we had just as many rights as
any other star on that flag.

What is coming at my State and the
arrogance with which this administra-
tion is treating us is unacceptable, and
it will not stand. Everybody wants to
know, what are you going to do about
it? What are you going to do about it?
I am going to make sure that people
understand who we are, that people un-
derstand that there are human beings
who live in the 1002 area. You are going
to take an area and declare it wilder-
ness. People live there. Children go to
school there. Yes, we actually have a
polar bear watch to make sure the kids
don’t leave their homes early in the
morning to go to school when it is still
dark, and there might be a polar bear
out there.

Things are different in Alaska, but
we still live there. We still want a qual-
ity of life for the people that is not un-
like what we would have here. We don’t
want to have communities where we
still have no sanitation facilities,
where people are hauling their human
waste in a bucket in the corner of the
house and dumping it in a lagoon. We
don’t want to be in that situation. But
you know what, it seems as though we
have to get permission to do anything,
and that permission is routinely de-
nied. Or if it is denied, they delay it in-
definitely so that it adds to your cost.

We pay more for our energy. We pay
more to keep warm in the State of
Alaska than you do anywhere else. You
might say, of course, it is colder up
there. You know, back here it is going
to be cold in New York. There is no-
body in New York who is paying $10 a
gallon for fuel like the people in Kobuk
are paying. There is nobody in Massa-
chusetts who is going to get hit by this
storm and it is going to be cold and is
paying $7.50 for fuel like the people in
Fort Yukon are paying.

We live there because we want to live
in Alaska. It is an amazing place. We
make a lot of sacrifices. But one of the
sacrifices that we won’t make, one of
the things we will not give up, is to be
treated like some second-class citizens,
to be treated like a territory that has
no rights. So when we are full partici-
pants and we say there are special
places in Alaska that should be wilder-
ness—and we signed off on that in
1980—then negotiate with us. Talk to
us about what happens next.

But I made the statement—again, it
is harsh words, but I have suggested
that this administration is one that is
willing to negotiate with Iran, but they
are not willing to negotiate with Alas-
kans. Those days are over. Those days
are over.

We have some issues to deal with in
front of us right now as we move
through the legislation in front of us.
We have been focused on energy for a
good couple of weeks-plus now. I am
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glad of that. I am glad we are going to
be able to work through a process
where we can move through some of
these amendments. But know that the
words I have spoken tonight on the
floor are words that come from my
heart as an Alaskan.

This is not about politics. This is not
about me being able to wield some
muscle because I have the gavel in the
interior appropriations committee.
This is about Alaska as a State and our
rights as a State. This is about a com-
pact that was made with the State of
Alaska, about how we would be able to
use and access our lands, how we would
be able to care for the people who call
Alaska home. This is pure passion that
drives my comments, and my com-
ments will be echoed not only by the
full Alaska delegation, as small as we
are, but by our Governor, by our legis-
lature, by our elected officials, by peo-
ple who live all around the State, in-
cluding the people who live in the
coastal plain in ANWR.

This is serious, and Alaskans are
going to take this very seriously. You
will be hearing a lot more from us.

With that, I thank my colleagues for
the indulgence of time.

I yield the floor.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Rhode Island.

Mr. WHITEHOUSE. May I first in-
quire of the distinguished bill manager
whether I may take a moment to seek
to call up an amendment or whether
they have present business they need
to attend to on the floor?

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Washington.

Ms. CANTWELL. I was going to give
some comments in addition to my col-
league from Alaska about the process
and where we are and respond to some
of the comments she has made. If the
Senator from Rhode Island could wait
a few minutes, is that possible?

Mr. WHITEHOUSE. Happily.

Ms. MURKOWSKI. Point of inquiry:
Do I understand that the Senator from
Rhode Island wishes to make his
amendment pending or just speak to
the amendment?

Mr. WHITEHOUSE. I simply wish to
make my amendment pending, and at a
convenient time I would like to do
that. There was a bit of an aura of good
feeling on the floor when the distin-
guished chairman of the energy com-
mittee and distinguished Senator from
North Dakota were discussing an or-
derly approach for getting the amend-
ments pending. Since then, we have
heard a good deal about frustration and
anger and a bad mood, so I am not
sure—maybe a little time to revert to
that previous aura might not be in
order, but I am only seeking to get my
amendment pending.

Ms. MURKOWSKI. Mr. President, I
do know the Senator from Washington
and I were hoping to get a plan and a
proposal for colleagues so that they
would better understand how we might
proceed tomorrow. And because we
haven’t had that opportunity to do
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that as of yet, I would like the chance
to consult with Senator CANTWELL
here. My concern is that if we start
getting all these amendments pending
right now before we reach some Kind of
a path forward, it could get com-
plicated.

Mr. WHITEHOUSE. Rather than face
an objection to my unanimous consent
request, I will defer it until the chair-
man and her ranking member have a
chance to go through that process, and
I will come back at an appropriate
time.

I yield the floor.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Washington.

Ms. CANTWELL. I thank the Senator
from Rhode Island. We are here tonight
because we haven’t ended debate on the
Keystone Pipeline bill. We haven’t
ended debate because our colleagues
voted to not end debate on this impor-
tant measure, and I think for good rea-
son.

Our colleagues from both sides of the
aisle got to offer amendments last
week, to discuss them, and have a
chance to vote on them. I would say
this is a very different process from
what happened in December, where ba-
sically an up-or-down vote was going to
be given on a process.

So I am glad my colleagues—like
from Michigan where they had a major
tar sands spill in their State—who
want to offer amendments on pipeline
safety can do so. I want my colleagues
to be able to offer amendments as it re-
lates to security and safety, particu-
larly when it relates to safe drinking
water and the issues of the pipeline.

Since this bill has been introduced,
two major pipeline spills have been dis-
covered. So just within the time we
have been on this bill, 3 million gallons
of brine spilled from a pipeline in
North Dakota. That was discovered on
January 6, the same day we started
with this bill being introduced.

On Friday North Dakota officials dis-
covered that the contamination from
the spill reached the Missouri River. So
on January 17, 30,000 gallons of oil were
spilled into the Yellowstone River, a
different incident, from a pipeline that
broke in Eastern Montana. It tempo-
rarily shut down drinking water serv-
ices for 6,000 people in Glendive, MT.
So you bet these issues are important
to me, and they are important to my
colleagues. I hope we do not have to
rush through the process of having a
vote on these amendments. I think all
of my colleagues see the Thursday
night event, where the discussion was,
let’s get four or five amendments or six
pending amendments and then coming
back 1 hour later to table them is not
the kind of legislative process we are
used to here.

I hope in the next couple of days my
colleague and I can work on these in a
much more productive fashion, with
the list of amendments that Members
want to offer and a timely way to de-
bate them. Hopefully my colleague
from Alaska and I could actually work
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with our colleagues, and either get
some of them accepted or work for a
vote schedule that would actually
allow us to have the vote and have the
debate as opposed to tabling.

This Senator is not arguing that any
side does not have a right to table an
amendment. I am simply saying: I
think colleagues want to know what
the process is going to be and whether
they can discuss this.

I ask unanimous consent to have
printed in the RECORD a story that is
about one of those pipeline spills. It is
about the Federal Government issuing
warnings to the pipeline company in
November about the concerns regard-
ing those spills.

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

[From EnergyWire, Jan. 23, 2015]

FEDS ISSUED WARNING TO PIPELINE COMPANY
IN NOVEMBER
(By Mike Soraghan)

Federal officials issued a warning late last
year to the owner of the Montana pipeline
that contaminated a city’s drinking water
for keeping poor records about the condition
of the system.

And the owners of the Poplar pipeline have
had at least seven pipeline spills since early
2008, records show, along with other spills at
production facilities.

Bridger Pipeline LLC officials say the
warning letter from the Pipeline and Haz-
ardous Materials Safety Administration is
unrelated to the leak of 50,000 gallons of oil
into the Yellowstone River.

“I don’t believe there is a link between
that letter and what we’re dealing with,”
said Bridger spokesman Bill Salvin. ‘“That
seems to be a difficult connection to make.”

A thick layer of ice on the river is ham-
pering cleanup efforts centered on Glendive,
Mont., where the water treatment plant was
shut down after cancer-causing benzene was
detected in supplies.

Crews have recovered about 10,000 gallons
of oil from the rupture directly beneath the
river, about 50 feet from the south shore.

The spill’s cause remains unclear, but oil
sheens have been reported as far away as
Williston, N.D.

The warning letter last year resulted from
a 2012 inspection by federal officials. Chris
Hoidal, director of PHMSA’s Western Re-
gion, wrote that the company had conducted
24 inspection digs for external anomalies, but
then employees failed to note the condition
of the pipeline as required.

Salvin said that ‘‘steps have been taken”
to address the concerns laid out in the letter.

“We take all requirements very seriously,”
he said.

Federal officials have undertaken another
inspection in connection with the record-
keeping, in addition to the spill investiga-
tion.

The warning came about six years after a
spill that led to a more serious enforcement
action by PHMSA. The agency said that the
company failed to accurately update its re-
ports on a May 2008 spill from the pipeline.

In the same enforcement action, PHMSA
charged that Bridger failed to perform a
pressure test on tubing installed at a pipe-
line station in 2007 and 2008.

The agency also alleged that the company
was too slow to review its emergency oper-
ations manuals and failed to keep up on in-
spections. The company paid a $45,000 fine.

This image was taken from a drone sur-
veying the ice slotting o0il containment
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trench carved in the ice of the Yellowstone
River near Crane, Mont. Photo courtesy of
Unified Spill Command.

The company also paid a $100,000 fine in an
enforcement action brought in 2005 regarding
the qualifications of its personnel.

PHMSA inspections also led to two other
enforcement actions in September 2005 and
February 2007 that did not lead to fines.

Montana records show that Bridger Pipe-
line had two spills in 2009, another in 2010
and a fourth in 2012. The total released in the
four spills was about 3,300 gallons of crude
oil.

In August, a gasket failure caused a
Bridger pipeline to spill about 4,000 gallons
of crude in Mountrail County, N.D.

In addition, another company’s 6-inch fuel
line was broken during excavation of a new
pipeline by Bridger on Sept. 1, 2014, in
McKenzie County, N.D. Dry natural gas was
released to the atmosphere, but inspectors
noted that it could have led to an explosion.

Bridger is part of Casper, Wyo.-based True
0Oil LLC. In May 2014, True’s Belle Fourche
pipeline ruptured, spilling 25,000 gallons of
crude oil into an ephemeral drainage near
Casper, according to federal records. The oil
traveled about 3 miles in the drainage.

True Oil’s production operations have had
at least 16 spills since early 2009 in Montana,
Wyoming, Colorado and North Dakota, ac-
cording to state records. The largest was a
spill of more than 30,000 gallons of oil and
wastewater in 2011 in Campbell County, Wyo.

Ms. CANTWELL. To me this is an
issue where we have had some debate
about the pipeline and the oilspill li-
ability trust fund. I would hope we
would come back to that issue because
these issues about spills and safety and
security should be part of the debate.
But I go back to the larger issue which
is T hope we turn down this legislation
overall.

To me all of the issues we are talking
about, whether it is about safe drink-
ing water, whether it is about oilspills
and the requirements on these compa-
nies or if it is about whether Trans-
Canada can take U.S. property under
eminent domain or whether it is about
the route itself, all of these questions
in my mind are premature for us, the
Congress, to decide.

Over 60 percent of the American peo-
ple say they want this pipeline decided
in a normal process. They want the
State Department, in this instance be-
cause it crosses a border, to be the en-
tity that determines national interest.
So I do not want to predetermine that
when there are so many important
issues to be negotiated. The very com-
pany that wanted to negotiate with the
State Department on this pipeline was
negotiating some of the original rout-
ing. Yet at the very time the State De-
partment was telling them the original
routing would not work, they were here
trying to persuade Members to vote for
the authority to override the President
and to give that routing, which we now
know was flawed.

I do not want to be premature about
this. I do not want to be premature
about cutting off debate. I want to get
to these amendments before us and get
the bill done with the input of my col-
leagues, given that the debate was
brought up to the floor.

If you ask me what I want to debate,
I would be debating some other legisla-
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tion because I do not think this bill is
going to be signed by the President of
the United States.

I would be debating energy tax policy
on clean energy items. I would be de-
bating other things that I think would
be impacting more our energy strategy
for the future, our economy, and job
creation. I think there are a lot of
those out there. I hope my colleague
from Alaska and I, once this debate is
over with, will be able to sit down and
talk about these issues, in a bipartisan
fashion, and work with the committee.

In 2007, we passed the Energy Inde-
pendence and Security Act out of the
energy committee on a Dbipartisan
basis. It was landmark legislation that
unleashed a lot of investment. It un-
leashed investment in making sure we
had higher fuel efficiency cars in our
country, which was good for the con-
sumer because they got a car that got
more mileage. It made investments in
things such as the smart grid and other
energy infrastructure.

I hope that is what we will get back
to, because when I look at what is hap-
pening—I know my colleague from
Alaska just talked about some of these
issues as it related to Alaska. I know
she means what she says when she says
she is speaking from the heart and
working hard for Alaskans. I visited
Alaska with her and my colleague,
then-Senator-from-Alaska Mark
Begich. I visited many parts of Alaska.

I understand. Alaskans want to have
an economic opportunity. They want
their energy to be cheaper. I would say
I am empathetic to the issue because
we have five refineries in the State of
Washington. We are the fifth largest
refining State in the Nation. A lot of
our oil comes from Alaska. So I can
tell you that people in the Northwest
are furious that even though we have
those refineries—so a lot of refining ca-
pacity and the oil comes from Alaska—
we still have some of the highest gas
prices in the Nation. Many times we
have asked for various investigations
about why we have the highest gas
prices in the Nation and why this issue
continues to plague us.

I know my colleague, when she
speaks about the Arctic National Wild-
life Refuge or ideas about more drill-
ing, that it is about getting more oil
supply. But more oil supply from Alas-
ka has not helped Washington con-
sumers have cheaper gasoline prices.

So I want to continue to diversify
our economy off of fossil fuels and onto
other things. I hope we will get a
chance to work on an energy bill that
does that. If I could just address for a
couple of minutes the issue of the
President’s decision to move forward
on a plan that would help preserve the
Arctic wildlife refuge as wilderness. My
colleague from Alaska mentioned this
issue is something that has been going
on for some time. She is right.

The predecessors that she and I—the
former chair of the energy committee,
Scoop Jackson, and the former late
Senator Ted Stevens—everybody has
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been a part of this. I actually was here
at a pretty dramatic floor debate on
this issue in 2005, in which some people
wanted to open the Arctic National
Wildlife Refuge for drilling, even to the
degree that they put that as a rider on
the Defense bill. We were able to stop
that. I think that was the will of Con-
gress, that they did not want to see
drilling in the Arctic National Wildlife
Refuge.

But we have had this discussion since
1960, when Dwight Eisenhower set aside
originally 9 million acres, and in 1980,
thanks to the work of Scoop Jackson,
Congress passed the Alaska National
Interest Lands Conservation Act,
which expanded the refuge to 19 million
acres.

I have visited the refuge. I do believe
it is a critical habitat for wildlife and
the Gwich’in people who called this the
sacred place where life begins. It is
truly special. I do think we have had
many discussions about this. This ac-
tion probably will not be the last of
them, but I do applaud the President
for taking the Arctic refuge, which is
habitat for 45 different species of land
animals, 36 different species of fish, 180
species of birds—and has the greatest
variety of plant and animal life of any
park or refuge in the polar Arctic. I do
believe it is an ecosystem and an eco-
system that is unlike anything else we
have in the United States.

So I am proud the President has
taken what has been a refuge that was
lacking a plan and has now put a wil-
derness plan in place or the elements of
what it will take to preserve those var-
ious species and animals and that very
special place.

I know my colleague feels very
strongly about the President’s an-
nouncement. I think a refuge plan that
is based on science and public com-
ment—we have had a plan, but this is
the first plan to say we are going to
protect this area. It recommends 12
million acres of refuge, including the
coastal plain as wilderness. It is one of
the most pristine and unique public
places.

I am confident America can meet our
energy needs without opening the Arc-
tic National Wildlife Refuge. I am con-
vinced we can come up with an energy
strategy that is much more compelling
for the future of the United States, one
in which we can lead and one in which
we can help other countries, whether it
is what the President did with China in
getting an agreement or working with
India or all the things we are doing to
try to be a leader in what is energy ef-
ficiency and ways to impact the mar-
ketplace so consumers can look for
cleaner, more efficient uses of fuel.

So this is going to be a continuing
debate in this Congress between a 19th
century view of energy policy and a
21st century view of energy policy. I
would ask my colleagues to think
about these countries the President
has just recently visited. He went to
China. No one thinks China’s air stand-
ard is what we should have in the
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United States. India has had its own
challenges. They have hundreds of mil-
lions of people who are without elec-
tricity needs.

So the question is whether these
sources of energy are going to be that
solution, whether a dirty source of fos-
sil fuel is going to be the solution or
whether we can work together on
cleaner energy solutions. I think we
can do that.

In fact, I am excited the United
States can be a leader in these tech-
nologies, which will result in more job
growth, just as those previous energy
bills did when we worked together for
higher fuel efficiency standards, for
more energy efficiency, to come up
with more sources of diversified fuel. I
am very confident we are going to, in
the next few years, usher in a new era
of aviation.

We have already proven we can fly
airplanes with a 50-50 drop in jet fuel.
We now have to prove we can manufac-
ture those large sources and get planes
flying on that. What a great accom-
plishment that will be in reducing car-
bon emissions and giving the flying
public and those airlines something
that is much more affordable than
what we have been dealing with for the
last 10 or 15 years.

I look forward to my colleague and I
working tomorrow—some tonight and
a little bit starting early tomorrow—
on how we move forward with this leg-
islation. I know my colleague and I see
a path forward. Similar to any two peo-
ple who are trying to manage a bill on
the floor, we also know we have all of
our colleagues to work with because
nothing in the Senate operates unless
it operates through our process and
working collaboratively or, I should
say, it can work, it is just going to
take a very long time.

So we pledge to work in the next few
days to try to get an amendment proc-
ess that will not be prematurely cut off
after 1 hour of a pending bill but will
come to terms, and hopefully our col-
leagues will work with us to limit the
number of those amendments and we
can move forward to legislation that
we think will help our economy grow.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Alaska.

Ms. MURKOWSKI. Mr. President, I
know our colleague from Delaware is
wishing to speak. If I may just proceed
to do the closeout and he would be able
to speak after that.

———————

MORNING BUSINESS

Ms. MURKOWSKI. Mr. President, I
ask unanimous consent that the Sen-
ate proceed to a period of morning
business, with Senators permitted to
speak therein for up to 10 minutes
each.

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

———
CENTRAL ILLINOIS XPRESS
BASKETBALL TEAM

Mr. DURBIN. Mr. President, I wish to
recognize the remarkable strength and
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spirit of the Central Illinois Xpress
basketball team and its coach Tariq
Toran.

As the only team of girls in an all-
boys fifth grade basketball league in
Springfield, IL, the Central Illinois
Xpress has defied the odds and emerged
as a powerhouse in the Illinois AAU
boys’ league. With an impressive record
of 8 wins and 2 losses in the first half of
the season, Coach Toran and the Cen-
tral Illinois Xpress girls have made a
name for themselves not just back at
home, but across the Nation.

Strong, confident, and determined,
the team comprised of nine girls ages
10 and 11 years old do not shy away
from hard work and tough competition
on the basketball court. With a series
of two-on-one drills coupled with push-
ups and sprints, these girls know how
to practice hard and play hard. The
Xpress girls use their summers to com-
pete in a higher division comprised of
older girls, which helps prepare them
to play against tough teams during the
season.

This tireless preparation and fearless
attitude brought Coach Toran to sign
the girls up for the all-boys’ league this
year. So far, the team’s success has
been undeniable. With their dribble
drives, crisp passes, and methodical
game play, the Central Illinois Xpress
players have racked up more than
enough wins to show the boys, and the
community, that they are a force to be
reckoned with this season.

These girls know what it means to
push themselves for excellence, to fight
for something against the odds, and to
prove themselves to those, including
some of the boys they are playing, who
don’t expect a girls team to be strong
and play smart, aggressive ball.

It is my pleasure to wish these fifth-
grade girls in Springfield the best of
luck in the second half of this season.

———

RECOGNIZING THE VERMONT
STATE POLICE

Mr. LEAHY. Mr. President, during
the closing days of the 112th Congress,
and for the duration of the 113th Con-
gress, I had the privilege of serving the
Senate as the President pro tempore. It
of course was a great honor, and a
humbling one, to serve the Senate and
to represent Vermont in this position.
With this designation, because of the
matter of presidential succession pro-
cedures, I was assigned a security de-
tail. I have spoken before about the
outstanding work of the U.S. Capitol
Police, and about how much Marcelle
and I appreciate the sacrifices they
made in the course of their service.

Today I want to thank the Vermont
State Police for their outstanding serv-
ice and steadfast support during my
time as President pro tempore. With
their extensive and comprehensive
knowledge of Vermont’s unique land-
scape and communities, the Vermont
State Police coordinated with the U.S.
Capitol Police and provided essential
guidance, information and support. I
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thank them for their professionalism
and dedication.

I would like to thank in particular
Lieutenant Garry Scott who commands
the Traffic Safety Unit of the Vermont
State Police Department; Corporal
Owen Ballinger, who was an integral
part of the everyday operations; Ser-
geant Teresa Randall; Sergeant Mark
Perkins; Sergeant Trevor Carbo;
Trooper Jerry Partin; and Trooper
Dustin Robinson. These law enforce-
ment officers were able to blend the re-
quirement of a full security detail in
unobtrusive ways that enabled us to go
about our daily lives and to perform
our responsibilities. These dedicated
and courteous officers went above and
beyond the call of duty, and for that
Marcelle and I are infinitely grateful.

I also thank Colonel Thomas
L’Esperance and Lieutenant Colonel
Matt Birmingham for their constant
support.

————
SELECTION OF HAROLD “HAL”
COLSTON AS THE 2014 BUR-
LINGTON FREE PRESS

VERMONTER OF THE YEAR

Mr. LEAHY. Mr. President, it is a de-
light to call the Senate’s attention to
an outstanding Vermonter who was re-
cently recognized for his work to help
Vermonters who have struggled with
social and economic injustice.

Since 1997, the Burlington Free Press
has invited readers to nominate a
Vermont resident to be recognized as
Vermonter of the Year. Those nomi-
nated are among the best doers and vi-
sionaries the Green Mountain State
has to offer, and each nominee has
made a difference in his or her commu-
nity. Previous winners have included
philanthropists, college presidents, a
former Governor and a winner of the
Nobel Peace Prize. On the eve of the
New Year, the Burlington Free Press
named Hal Colston the 2014 Vermonter
of the Year.

Hal is a resident of Winooski and cer-
tainly deserves this honor. Since relo-
cating to Vermont 25 years ago, Hal’s
dedication to social, economic, and ra-
cial justice has served his community
well. He has maintained a steadfast
voice for those unable to be heard on
their own.

Hal is well known for his entrepre-
neurial spirit, and he has successfully
created and led numerous nonprofit
initiatives. In announcing Hal’s selec-
tion, the Free Press aptly calls him a
““‘serial do-gooder.” He received na-
tional recognition after founding Good
News Garage, which enables individ-
uals and families to move away from
poverty by providing reliable transpor-
tation. Similarly, he recognized that
those in poverty are often without the
support networks necessary to move
beyond such vulnerable circumstances.
As a result, he established
NeighborKeepers, an organization that
focuses on building supportive commu-
nity networks that direct families to-
ward the resources they need to suc-
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ceed. Today he leads the Partnership
for Change, a diverse group of commu-
nity stakeholders seeking to remodel
the Burlington and Winooski School
Districts by establishing a student-cen-
tered learning system.

As communities work to overcome
the challenges of poverty and individ-
uals pursue more prosperous lives for
themselves and their families, it is the
passionate dedication to serve by lead-
ers such as Hal Colston that makes the
greatest difference.

In recognition of Hal Colston’s serv-
ice, I ask unanimous consent that Aki
Soga’s article from the December 31,
2014, edition of the Burlington Free
Press be printed in the RECORD.

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

[From the Burlington Free Press, Dec. 31,

2014]
VERMONTER OF THE YEAR: HAL COLSTON

You might call Hal Colston a serial do-
gooder.

The Winooski resident has laid down a
track record of work to improve the lives of
people in the community during his 25-year
tenure in Vermont.

Colston is best known as the founder of
Good News Garage, the nonprofit that fixes
donated vehicles for low-income people.

He also is known for launching
NeighborKeepers, an initiative to help fami-
lies in need build relationships with those
who can provide the support they need.

He was instrumental in forcing Vermont to
confront the issue of racial profiling by the
police.

Colston says he sees every day as an oppor-
tunity to make a difference.

‘“We get them one at a time with no guar-
antee for tomorrow,” he said. ‘“‘May all of us
spend our days wisely to improve the com-
mon good.”’

Colston’s understated demeanor often be-
lies his passion. He works to give voice to
those who are unable to be heard on their
own. He has shown the courage to tackle dif-
ficult issues.

Colston’s quiet devotion to bringing the
people together and looking out for those
who find themselves in unfortunate cir-
cumstances especially stand out in a year
that saw the streets of this country fill with
protest—both peaceful and violent—against
injustice.

For his years of service to the community
in the name of social and economic justice,
the Burlington Free Press editorial board
names Hal Colston 2014 Vermonter of the
Year.

In nominating Colston for Vermonter of
the Year, Laban Hill of Winooski writes,
‘“‘Hal has spent his life devoted to our com-
munity and making a difference in both
small and large ways.”’

Colston’s work with Good News Garage has
earned him national recognition, including
an appearance on the Oprah show. The idea
is simple. For many, one of the bigger bar-
riers to economic independence is the lack of
reliable transportation. Good News Garage
tackles that problem in the most direct way
possible by awarding reliable cars to those in
need.

Colston founded the organization in 1996
after meeting a Lutheran minister he had
heard in Philadelphia shortly before moving
to Vermont. That chance encounter led to
developing an idea and seed funding from
what he calls a pan-Lutheran organization.
He launched the nonprofit under the wing of
the Lutheran Social Services New England.
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Nearly two decades later, Good News Ga-
rage has awarded more than 4,000 vehicles.

SECOND CAREER

His career in community service also in-
cludes a stint as associate director of Com-
munity Action in Burlington, now Cham-
plain Valley Office of Economic Opportunity,
as executive director of the Vermont Com-
mission on National and Community Service
and as diversity coordinator for the social
services nonprofit HowardCenter.

Colston also spoke out clearly and firmly
when African-Americans in the community
charged that local police were using racial
profiling in stops.

In an April 2007 My Turn piece in the Free
Press, Colston wrote, ‘I believe that racial
profiling in Vermont is an epidemic,” going
on to recount his own experience with ‘‘driv-
ing while black.”

Colston did more than complain. He
worked to open a dialogue within the com-
munity, including the police, that allowed
people to talk openly about issues sur-
rounding race.

“We’re building trust,” he said. “I don’t
believe we will ever eradicate racism, but
how do we heal from the wounds?”’

All this was a major shift for a man who
had made a career as a chef and
restauranteur in Philadelphia, and arrived in
Vermont in 1989 to become the director of ca-
tering at the New England Culinary Insti-
tute in Essex.

Colston called his career change a midlife
crisis, but said the work put him in touch
with his core values, ‘‘truth and justice.”

Today, Colston is engaged in what is per-
haps his biggest challenge to date. He serves
as director of Partnership for Change, a col-
laboration between the Burlington and
Winooski school districts. The mission is to
re-imagine public education to better pre-
pare students from diverse social, economic
and cultural backgrounds to succeed in
school, in their careers and as members of
their communities.

‘“The reason I love Vermont is it’s got its
challenges. But it’s really on a human scale.
You can have a conversation,” he said.

For his steady faith in the ability of each
person to make a difference, and putting
that faith to work in the service of his com-
munity, Hal Colston is the 2014 Vermonter of
the Year.

A NOMINATING LETTER

I would like to nominate Hal Colston for
Vermonter of the Year.

Hal is director of Partnership for Change,
which is remodeling Burlington and
Winooski school districts by establishing a
student-centered learning system that en-
ables all learners to develop skills, knowl-
edge, and relationships necessary to become
confident, motivated, and self-sufficient
learners who are successful in college and ca-
reers and are engaged in their communities.

Hal and his team are changing the way
education is delivered in our communities so
that it is more rigorous and more equitable.

Over the years Hal has been an integral
and essential part of our community. He
founded Good News Garage, which is one of
the first nonprofit social enterprise car dona-
tion programs in the U.S. He also founded
NeighborKeepers, which was a community
nonprofit that helped the generational poor
become financially secure.

Hal has spent his life devoted to our com-
munity and making a difference in both
small and large ways. He seems like the ideal
candidate for the Burlington Free Press’s
Vermonter of the Year. In addition, there
has never been a person of color who has
been recognized as Vermonter of the Year.
It’s about time.
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There are so many people of color in
Vermont who are making important con-
tributions to our community. Now is the
time to begin recognizing them.

LABAN HILL,

———

TRIBUTE TO LORENZO GOCO

Mrs. FEINSTEIN. Mr. President, I
wish to pay tribute and thank a dedi-
cated and capable individual, Lorenzo
Goco, who retired from the Senate on
Friday after 20 years of expert service.

For the past 6 years, Lorenzo has
served as the deputy staff director of
the Senate Select Committee on Intel-
ligence, SSCI. He has worked on the
committee since 1995, when he was
brought over by Senator Bob Kerrey.
He has seen the highs and the lows of
Senate life, and has made a valued con-
tribution to the committee, to the Sen-
ate, and to the national security of the
United States.

Since the beginning of my chairman-
ship of the committee in 2009, Lorenzo
has been the heart of the Democratic
staff. Without drawing attention to
himself, he has gotten things done—
whether it meant setting the schedule
and wrangling agency witnesses to at-
tend on short notice, assisting the in-
telligence community to see the wis-
dom of the committee’s approach, or
bridging the divide between the major-
ity and minority in the rare case of dis-
agreement, Lorenzo Kkept the com-
mittee on track and headed in the
right direction.

As the deputy staff director, Lorenzo
is responsible for everything but gets
the credit for nothing. He has rep-
resented the SSCI at the weekly meet-
ing of Democratic staff directors more
often than the actual staff director,
and he has had my full faith in rep-
resenting the committee and me count-
less times. Often, a line of committee
staffers will build in front of his door
as people seek his advice on how to
handle an issue or ask a question about
a program.

Classification prevents me from re-
lating on the Senate floor most of the
projects that Lorenzo has contributed
to or overseen in his time on the com-
mittee staff. But they include numer-
ous reviews of CIA covert actions, re-
views of acquisition programs by the
National Security Agency and the Na-
tional Reconnaissance Office, and the
budget review of the Defense Intel-
ligence Agency.

Due to CIA’s declassification of the
underlying information, I can say that
Lorenzo was part of the committee’s
excellent work in investigating CIA’s
role in a shootdown of a missionary
plane in Peru. He was instrumental in
the committee’s report on the prewar
intelligence assessments of Iraq’s
weapons of mass destruction, and a
constant force behind the staff’s work
on the Study of CIA’s Detention and
Interrogation Program.

The committee’s success in enacting
six intelligence authorization bills in
the past 6 years is in good measure a
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result of Lorenzo’s work in drafting the
legislation and the classified annexes
the contain, working with other com-
mittees in the Senate and the House,
and negotiating provisions with the ex-
ecutive branch.

There are plenty of congressional
staff that are passionate advocates for
aggressive action for this cause or
that. Other staff focus on protecting
their boss and as a result are more ju-
dicious and deliberate. Some are ex-
perts on process; some are experts on
substance. Liorenzo is all of the above.
His depth of experience on intelligence
matters is unparalleled today in the
Senate. He fights strongly for what he
believes in, and has at times pushed me
to be stronger on a cause than I might
otherwise be. But he is always cool,
calm, and collected, and manages to
navigate the buffeting winds and tem-
pestuous times that we face all too
often.

I am sorry to see a key part of my
team go, but I wish Lorenzo the best of
luck. I have no doubt that he will have
more time to spend with his wonderful
wife Audrey and his three boys, whom
I know are the source of unending
pride, and perhaps the occasional bout
of parental frustration. With any luck,
they’ll grow up like their father.

Thank you, Lorenzo, for your stead-
fast service.

RESTORING FULL TIME TO FORTY
HOURS

Mr. ALEXANDER. Mr. President, I
ask unanimous consent that a copy of
my remarks from last week’s Senate
Health, Education, Labor and Pensions
Committee hearing be printed in the
RECORD.

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

RESTORING FULL-TIME TO FORTY HOURS

Let me start by telling some stories of
what’s happening in Tennessee:

In Murfreesboro, Tennessee, Middle Ten-
nessee State University has started limiting
hours for part-time workers. This means stu-
dents can no longer accept multiple on-cam-
pus work assignments. And graduate assist-
ants might have to wait tables instead of
picking up extra on-campus grant-funded re-
search projects that would better further
their careers.

From its headquarters in Knoxville, Regal
Entertainment Group, the nation’s largest
movie theatre chain, announced last year
that it was cutting employee hours from 40
to below 30 in order to comply with
Obamacare. According to a news report,
‘“‘One Regal theatre manager [said] the move
has sparked a wave of resignations from full-
time managers who have seen their hours
cut by 25 percent or more.”’

In Johnson City, Pam Cox, the director of
finance for Johnson City Public Schools, told
a local news outlet about a year ago that her
district will have to hire more people to
work fewer hours. She said, “‘It’ll be chal-
lenging to find people and it’ll also hurt the
employees because where they’ve been able
to work as much as they wanted in these
types of positions with no benefits attached
to it now we’re going to be saying, ‘we can’t
let you work . . . even though you want to
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and you’re good at your job, we can’t give
you the hours, give you the pay, because we
can’t afford to give you the insurance.’”’

So why are these things happening in Ten-
nessee—and in every other state across the
nation?

Obamacare requires businesses with 50 or
more full-time employees to provide health
insurance to those employees or pay a pen-
alty at tax time. That penalty is $2,000 for
each employee whom the government says
should have been covered by an employer
plan and $3,000 for every employee who re-
ceives a subsidy in the exchange.

The law, passed without any Republican
support, defined full-time as an employee
who works more than 30 hours a week. It is
a strange definition—one that sounds more
like France than the United States.

The average American between the ages of
25649 works 8.8 hours per day, or 44 hours per
week, according to the American Time of
Use Survey published by the Bureau of Labor
Statistics.

The Obamacare definition of full-time is
nearly one-third lower.

Many businesses can’t afford Obamacare’s
mandate and must reduce their number of
full-time employees.

The result of all this is that thousands of
workers are getting a pay cut. Their work
schedules are being reduced to 29 hours a
week and below.

This is not enough money for these work-
ers to earn a living. Many must take second
jobs.

A Hoover Institution study found the 30-
hour definition puts 2.6 million working-age
Americans with a median income under
$14,333 for individuals and $30,000 for families
at risk of losing jobs and hours. The study
found:

89 percent of those affected don’t have a
college degree.

60 percent are between the ages of 19 and
34.

63 percent of those most at risk of lost
hours are women, of which half have a high
school diploma or less.

These are Americans who are often work-
ing one of their first jobs, trying to work
their way up the economic ladder. You have
to start with a lower-paying job, a job that
doesn’t require as many skills, and hope that
someday your hard work will lead to a high-
er-paying one.

Many of these Americans are working in
service industries, such as hospitality, retail
and restaurants. But the Obamacare provi-
sion is affecting all kinds of employers.

In September 2014, Investor’s Business
Daily reported that at least 451 employers,
county governments, public schools, commu-
nity colleges and universities across the
country have laid off staff or reduced em-
ployee work hours to comply with the new
Obamacare definition of full time.

Our public schools can’t charge higher
prices to cover these mandates. They have to
cut services like special education, coaches
and bus drivers.

Three surveys published by Federal Re-
serve Banks in August found employers are
increasing their proportion of part-time
workers.

The Federal Reserve Banks of New York
and Philadelphia specifically asked manufac-
turers what changes they had made because
of Obamacare, and in both cities, nearly 1 in
5 respondents reported that they had in-
creased their proportion of part-time work-
ers.

The Federal Reserve Bank of Atlanta also
surveyed businesses about changes in part-
time employment and found that 25 percent
of respondents currently have a higher share
of part-time workers primarily because
“full-time employee compensation costs
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have increased relative to those of part-time
employees.”” More troubling is that 31 per-
cent of respondents believe they will have
more part-time workers 2 years from now.

There is bipartisan support for repealing
this provision. This bill has 34 cosponsors—
mostly Republicans, including every Repub-
lican member of this committee—but Sen-
ator DONNELLY and Senator MANCHIN of West
Virginia, also a Democrat, support it.

Republicans have talked a lot about want-
ing to repair the damage of Obamacare. We
have also talked about wanting to get re-
sults.

This bipartisan bill should be an important
step to doing both.

In fact, this reminds me of why so many of
us like being on this committee—because the
issues we work on affect so many Americans.

When we talk about fixing No Child Left
Behind, we're talking about 50 million chil-
dren in 100,000 public schools.

When we talk about making it simpler to
apply for a Pell Grant to go to college, we're
talking about simplifying a form that 20 mil-
lion families fill out each year.

When we talk about modernizing the Food
and Drug Administration and making it easi-
er for Americans to access lifesaving drugs,
we’re talking about something that affects
nearly every American.

But today we are focused on 2.6 million
Americans who are mostly low-income and
at risk of losing jobs and hours.

I look forward to hearing what our wit-
nesses have to say.

———————

TRIBUTE TO COMMEMORATE THE
ANNIVERSARY OF THE RELEASE
OF THE IRAN HOSTAGES

Mr. ISAKSON. Mr. President, I wish
to commemorate in the RECORD the an-
niversary of the release of the Iran hos-
tages on this date in 1981.

Soon the Senate will be consumed by
a great debate regarding the proper
strategic approach our Nation must
take to ensure that Iran does not de-
velop a nuclear weapons capability. To-
morrow, the Senate Foreign Relations
Committee will hear testimony from
both State Department and the U.S.
Treasury about the current state of
play in negotiations with Iran. Next
week, the Senate Banking Committee
is meeting to consider perspectives on
the strategic necessity of Iran sanc-
tions that will further the debate. I, for
one, welcome that important discus-
sion, although I recognize that some of
my colleagues hold views that are dif-
ferent from my own on how best to
contain Iran.

There is, however, yet another im-
portant policy matter related to Iran
that not only deserves but also de-
mands the unified, bipartisan support
of every Senator. Thirty-four years ago
today, January 20, 1981, 52 of our fellow
American citizens returned home after
a harrowing 444-day ordeal of being il-
legally held hostage in Iran. We sent
these diplomats, Foreign Service per-
sonnel, along with officers and enlisted
members of our Armed Forces, to Iran
in service to our Nation as they were
seeking only to strengthen ties be-
tween our two countries. There was
even an American businessman in-
volved. Nevertheless, they all paid
dearly for this service by being forced
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to endure humiliating treatment, bru-
tal interrogations, mental and physical
torture, and even mock firing squad
executions while their families suffered
endless waiting and genuine fear of
their loved ones’ imminent demise.

Although their return was a joyous
occasion for our entire Nation and we
celebrated as one people honoring our
heroes, those 444 days took a toll not
only on the hostages but also on their
family members—a toll that continues
for many to this day. Unfortunately,
we failed to recognize both the long-
term impact their incarceration expe-
rience and ill treatment would have on
many of them and the support they
would need. In many instances, the re-
sults have been tragic. Among the
former hostages and their families,
there have been suicides, advanced
PTSD-type depression, divorces, alco-
holism, and drug dependency. Unfortu-
nately, Phil Ward, a communications
officer from Virginia who committed
suicide in the fall of 2012, was one who
never fully recovered from the cruelty
of those events.

We must help to ease this burden and
provide these brave Americans with
the same measure of justice and heal-
ing our courts have already awarded to
other hostage victims and their fami-
lies. While the Algiers Accords, the
document which secured the release,
bars the former hostages and their
families from legal action against Iran
for the brutality they endured, to this
day they remain not only the first vic-
tims of modern hostage-taking but the
only Americans barred from seeking
justice from Iran. The former hostages
and their families have already waited
more than three decades to experience
the full support of the government
they so heroically served and to see
some accountability by their captors.
Therefore, I will soon introduce legisla-
tion to compensate the hostages and
their families by assessing penalties on
those who continue to do business with
Iran in violation of U.S. sanctions pol-
icy. This legislation, however, rep-
resents but one solution to an issue
that is three decades overdue. Another
or perhaps an additional option would
be to strongly recommend that as a
condition of the ongoing nuclear nego-
tiations, such compensation come di-
rectly from ‘‘frozen’ assets that for
more than a year now have been re-
leased to Iran at the rate of $700 mil-
lion a month.

Accordingly, I look forward to right-
ing this injustice by working with any
or all of my colleagues as we stand
united in support of the former hos-
tages and their families.

———

PENN STATE UNIVERSITY
WOMEN’S VOLLEYBALL

Mr. TOOMEY. Mr. President, I wish
to recognize the Penn State University
Nittany Lions Women’s Volleyball pro-
gram for winning the 2014 National Col-
legiate Athletic Association, NCAA
Championship.
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Led by four returning starters and
legendary coach Russ Rose, the Penn
State University Nittany Lions con-
cluded the 2014 season by defeating the
Brigham Young University Cougars in
straight sets to win the NCAA Cham-
pionship. The Nittany Lions finished
with a record of 36 wins and only 3
losses.

With the 2014 championship, the
Nittany Lions have claimed six of the
last eight NCAA Championships and
seven overall in women’s volleyball,
setting the record for the most wom-
en’s volleyball championships by a sin-
gle program in history.

The 2014 Nittany Lions Women’s
Volleyball team brought together a
group of student-athletes who excelled
both on the court and in the classroom.
For their efforts on the court, four
Nittany Lions were selected to the
AVCA Division I All-America team,
with Senior Micha Hancock earning
both First-Team All-American honors
and becoming the fourth Nittany Lion
in program history to earn AVCA DI
National Player of the Year honors.

Special congratulations go to Junior
Megan Courtney who was selected as
the 2014 NCAA Tournament Most Out-
standing Player and to Freshman Ali
Frantti, who earned AVCA DI National
Freshman of the Year honors.

Not to be outdone in the classroom,
six Nittany Lions earned spots on the
Fall Academic All-Big Ten list for
their academic performances this sea-
son.

Today I want to recognize the signifi-
cant contributions that the Penn State
University Women’s Volleyball team
has made to collegiate athletics and to
the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania
with Coach Russ Rose at the helm. I
wish them all the best as they continue
to lead by example for student-athletes
everywhere and set the stage for the
program’s continued success into the
future.

Mr. KAINE. Mr. President, today the
United States ranks 12th in the world
in the percentage of 25-34 year olds
achieving post-high school degrees. We
need to make changes that help keep
students engaged in their futures while
also ensuring our educational programs
are adequately preparing students for
the jobs of the 21st century.

Career and technical education, CTE,
programs are proven to help keep stu-
dents more engaged in the classroom
and less likely to drop out of high
school, and to help meet the needs of
high-growth, skill-intensive industries
looking for the next generation of
workers. The U.S. Department of Edu-
cation announced that the average U.S.
high school graduation rate is 80 per-
cent, while the graduation rate for stu-
dents in CTE concentrations is higher
than 90 percent. 81 percent of high
school dropouts say real-world learning
opportunities would have kept them in
school.

The Carl D. Perkins Career and Tech-
nical Education Act is a major source
of Federal support for the development
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of career and technical skills among
secondary and postsecondary students.
Last reauthorized in 2006, the Carl D.
Perkins Career and Technical Edu-
cation Act needs to be modernized to
meet the demands of the 21st century
workforce and ensure that students
have access to the highest-quality CTE
programs.

This is why I am pleased to introduce
with my colleagues, Senator PORTMAN
and Senator BALDWIN, the Educating
Tomorrow’s Workforce Act, which
would amend the Carl D. Perkins Ca-
reer and Technical Education Act to
raise the quality of CTE programs.
This legislation defines what con-
stitutes a rigorous CTE curriculum and
requires Perkins grant recipients to in-
corporate key high-quality elements in
their programs including credit-trans-
fer opportunities; academic and tech-
nical skills assessments; training tools
that align with today’s industries;
CTE-focused professional development
for teachers, administrators, and coun-
selors; and CTE curriculum alignment
with local, regional, and State work-
force demands. Additionally, the bill
improves links between high school
and postsecondary education to help
ease attainment of an industry recog-
nized credential, license, apprentice-
ship, or postsecondary certificate to
obtain a job in a high-demand career
field and promotes partnerships be-
tween local businesses, and other com-
munity stakeholders to create path-
ways for students through work-based
learning opportunities.

When I was Governor of the Common-
wealth of Virginia, I worked on a num-
ber of educational issues, but one that
I was most proud of was starting the
Governor’s Career and Technical Acad-
emies. At the start of my term as Gov-
ernor we had nine academies. The Re-
publican Governor who followed me
continued the academies, and at the
end of his term there were 23. The Edu-
cating Tomorrow’s Workforce Act en-
courages these models and allows
states and localities to use Perkins
grant funding to establish CTE-focused
academies.

I am proud to introduce this com-
monsense, bipartisan legislation to
raise the quality of CTE programs and
ensure that high-quality career and
technical education helps students de-
velop skills that meet the needs of 21st
century employers.

———

ADDITIONAL STATEMENTS

REMEMBERING DALTON VERNON
MARTIN

® Mr. CASSIDY. Mr. President, I wish
to honor the memory and service of
Dalton Vernon Martin, chief petty offi-
cer, U.S. Navy, Retired, and sherriff’s
deputy, East Baton Rouge Sherriff’s
Department, who passed away 4 years
ago, on January 23, 2011. Mr. Martin de-
voted his life and career to the service
of others which was evident in his com-
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bined 61 years of military and civil
service to our great Nation and the
Baton Rouge community.

Born in St. Francisville, LA, Mr.
Martin first excelled as a high school
boxer, compiling a record of 63 vic-
tories in 65 bouts. He dedicated that re-
solve and fighting spirit towards serv-
ing and defending his country, enlist-
ing in the U.S. Navy to fight in World
War II and the Korean war, including
the Pacific battles of the Gilbert and
Marshall Islands, Tarawa, and OKi-
nawa. Mr. Martin served onboard the
USS Charleston, USS Taswell, and the
USS Indianapolis.

After a distinguished 38-year career
in the Armed Forces, Mr. Martin re-
tired from active duty and embarked
on a new mission of service as a deputy
of the East Baton Rouge Sherriff’s Of-
fice. Here, Mr. Martin spent 23 years
protecting his fellow citizens and up-
holding the rule of law.

Mr. Martin lived a life of service, but
he never sought to label himself as the
hero he truly was. He spoke honestly
and openly about the fear and sadness
that are inseparable from the glory and
honor of serving in combat. He was
grateful for the opportunities afforded
by his service to visit the farthest
reaches of the world, but he served for
no other reason than to defend his
country and one day return home to
his beloved Louisiana.

If the measure of a person is by what
they leave behind, then Mr. Martin sets
a standard to which we should all as-
pire. His life’s story is yet another tes-
tament to the strength and legacy of
the ‘‘greatest generation.” And for his
wife Christy, his children Paul, John,
and Susan, and his grandchildren Erin,
Tristan, Madeleine, Jack, Lauren, and
Caroline, his spirit and legacy live on.
The country he helped to preserve as
the greatest beacon for freedom and op-
portunity in the world remains forever
grateful.e

————
TRIBUTE TO MATTHEW J. WATTS

e Mr. MANCHIN. Mr. President, I wish
to honor Pastor Matthew Watts, a dear
friend and a truly inspiring West Vir-
ginian whose ministry career spans
more than three decades.

I have personally known Reverend
Watts for many years now, and he
truly embodies what it means to be a
great West Virginian. He is a man of
deep conviction and unwavering pas-
sion for justice. He is an uplifting force
to many and a role model to many
more.

I have known Pastor Watts for many
years, and as the former Governor, the
reverend would visit often and bring
me his thoughts, suggestions, and
ideas. I always appreciated his sincere
candor and genuine interest in improv-
ing our state.

As a native of Mount Hope, located in
beautiful Fayette County, Pastor
Watts currently serves as senior pastor
of the Grace Bible Church of Charles-
ton. He is a graduate of the West Vir-
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ginia Institute of Technology with a
bachelor of science in civil engineering,
which led to a 20-year career with the
Union Carbide Corporation. His theo-
logical study and training from the
Moody Bible Institute of Chicago and
the Christian Research and Develop-
ment Center in Philadelphia, combined
with his years of experience in cor-
porate America, have blessed him with
a vitally unique perspective on eco-
nomic development.

In December of 1996, he left Union
Carbide to pursue his ministry and
focus on community service projects. A
year later, he established the HOPE
Community Development Corporation,
a nonprofit organization with the mis-
sion of empowering inner-city commu-
nities through spiritual renewal, edu-
cation, employment training and eco-
nomic development.

With this perspective, he developed
Kingdom Management Consultants,
which assists minority owned busi-
nesses with startup and expansion, as
well as provides supportive strategies
to those seeking employment.

His active community involvement
has truly set the standard in West Vir-
ginia throughout the years. Much of
his community service is still done
through the HOPE Community Devel-
opment Corporation, which now has a
branch specifically for youth.

Reverend Watts always amazes me
with his unique ability to relate to
strangers. While he is strong in stature
and his voice is so commanding, his ap-
proach is dynamic, sincere, and com-
posed.

His years of unwavering service and
leadership have certainly not gone un-
recognized. In 1996, he received the
West Virginia Small Business Adminis-
tration’s Small Business Advocate of
the Year Award. In 2002, Pastor Watts
was awarded the Washington Times
Foundation Leadership Award for
Faith Based Organization of the Year.
He was also the 2004 recipient of the
Crown of Peace Award for Exemplary
Leadership in Reconciliation and
Peacemaking from the Inter-religious
and International Peace Council.

Pastor Watts is a strong leader, men-
tor, and friend to so many within West
Virginia. It takes a truly remarkable
individual to accomplish so much in
community service. Particularly now,
having just celebrated Dr. Martin Lu-
ther King, Jr. Day and as we near
Black History Month, it is fitting that
we should celebrate such an inspiring
individual as Pastor Watts. His com-
munity service programs have empow-
ered countless minority groups within
our State and are sure to continue the
tradition of excellence for many years
to come.®

——————

MESSAGES FROM THE PRESIDENT

Messages from the President of the
United States were communicated to
the Senate by Mr. Pate, one of his sec-
retaries.
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EXECUTIVE MESSAGES REFERRED

As in executive session the Presiding
Officer laid before the Senate messages
from the President of the TUnited
States submitting sundry nominations
which were referred to the appropriate
committees.

(The messages received today are
printed at the end of the Senate pro-
ceedings.)

———

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE

At 4:33 p.m., a message from the
House of Representatives, delivered by
Mrs. Cole, one of its reading clerks, an-
nounced that the House has passed the
following bill, in which it requests the
concurrence of the Senate:

H.R. 7. An act to prohibit taxpayer funded
abortions.

The message also announced that
pursuant to 15 U.S.C. 1024(a), and the
order of the House of January 6, 2015,
the Speaker appoints the following
Members of the House of Representa-
tives to the Joint Economic Com-
mittee: Mr. AMASH of Michigan, Mr.
PAULSEN of Minnesota, Mr. HANNA of
New York, Mr. SCHWEIKERT of Arizona,
and Mr. GROTHMAN of Wisconsin.

———————

MEASURES REFERRED

The following bill was read the first
and the second times by unanimous
consent, and referred as indicated:

H.R. 7. An act to prohibit taxpayer funded
abortions; to the Committee on Finance.

———

EXECUTIVE AND OTHER
COMMUNICATIONS

The following communications were
laid before the Senate, together with
accompanying papers, reports, and doc-
uments, and were referred as indicated:

EC-371. A communication from the Direc-
tor, Office of Management and Budget, Exec-
utive Office of the President, transmitting,
pursuant to law, a report entitled ‘“OMB
Final Sequestration Report to the President
and Congress for Fiscal Year 2015 ; to the
Special Committee on Aging; Agriculture,

Nutrition, and Forestry; Appropriations;
Armed Services; Banking, Housing, and
Urban Affairs; the Budget; Commerce,

Science, and Transportation; Energy and
Natural Resources; Environment and Public
Works; Select Committee on Ethics; Fi-
nance; Foreign Relations; Health, Education,
Labor, and Pensions; Homeland Security and
Governmental Affairs; Indian Affairs; Select
Committee on Intelligence; the Judiciary;
Rules and Administration; Small Business
and Entrepreneurship; and Veterans’ Affairs.

EC-372. A communication from the Execu-
tive Analyst (Political), Office of the Sec-
retary, Department of Health and Human
Services, transmitting, pursuant to law, a
report relative to a vacancy in the position
of Assistant Secretary for Children and Fam-
ilies (Family Support), Department of
Health and Human Services, received in the
Office of the President of the Senate on Jan-
uary 22, 2015; to the Committee on Health,
Education, Labor, and Pensions.

EC-373. A communication from the Deputy
Bureau Chief, Wireline Competition Bureau,
Federal Communications Commission, trans-
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mitting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule
entitled ‘‘Connect America Fund, ETC An-
nual Reports and Certifications, Petition of
USTelecom for Forbearance Pursuant to 47
U.S.C. 160(c) from Obsolete ILEC Regulatory
Obligations that Inhibit Deployment of
Next-Generation Networks” ((RIN3060-AF85)
(FCC 14-190)) received in the Office of the
President of the Senate on January 21, 2015;
to the Committee on Commerce, Science,
and Transportation.

EC-374. A communication from the Acting
Chief, Wireline Competition Bureau, Federal
Communications Commission, transmitting,
pursuant to law, the report of a rule entitled
“Rural Call Completion” ((RIN3060-AJ89)
(FCC 14-175)) received in the Office of the
President of the Senate on January 21, 2015;
to the Committee on Commerce, Science,
and Transportation.

EC-375. A communication from the Asso-
ciate Bureau Chief, Wireline Competition
Bureau, Federal Communications Commis-
sion, transmitting, pursuant to law, the re-
port of a rule entitled ‘‘Modernizing the E-
rate Program for Schools and Libraries, Con-
nect America Fund” ((RIN3060-AF85) (FCC
14-189)) received in the Office of the Presi-
dent of the Senate on January 21, 2015; to the
Committee on Commerce, Science, and
Transportation.

EC-376. A communication from the Man-
agement and Program Analyst, Federal
Aviation Administration, Department of
Transportation, transmitting, pursuant to
law, the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Airworthi-
ness Directives; Bombardier, Inc. Airplanes”
((RIN2120-AA64) (Docket No. FAA-2014-0567))
received in the Office of the President of the
Senate on January 22, 2015; to the Com-
mittee on Commerce, Science, and Transpor-
tation.

EC-377. A communication from the Acting
Director, Office of Sustainable Fisheries, De-
partment of Commerce, transmitting, pursu-
ant to law, the report of a rule entitled
“Fisheries of the Northeastern United
States; Summer Flounder Fishery; Quota
Transfer” (RIN0648-XD656) received in the
Office of the President of the Senate on Jan-
uary 22, 2015; to the Committee on Com-
merce, Science, and Transportation.

EC-378. A communication from the Deputy
Assistant Administrator, Office of Sustain-
able Fisheries, Department of Commerce,
transmitting, pursuant to law, the report of
a rule entitled ‘“‘Framework Action to Mod-
ify the Commercial Annual Catch/Limit An-
nual Catch Target Regulations for Three In-
dividual Fishing Quota Species Complexes’’
(RIN0648-BE23) received in the Office of the
President of the Senate on January 22, 2015;
to the Committee on Commerce, Science,
and Transportation.

EC-379. A communication from the Deputy
Assistant Administrator, Office of Sustain-
able Fisheries, Department of Commerce,
transmitting, pursuant to law, the report of
a rule entitled ‘‘Atlantic Highly Migratory
Species; Transshipment, Port Inspection,
and Vessel Identification’” (RIN0648-BE12) re-
ceived in the Office of the President of the
Senate on January 22, 2015; to the Com-
mittee on Commerce, Science, and Transpor-
tation.

EC-380. A communication from the Acting
Director, Office of Sustainable Fisheries, De-
partment of Commerce, transmitting, pursu-
ant to law, the report of a rule entitled
“Fisheries of the Exclusive Economic Zone
Off Alaska; Inseason Adjustment to the 2015
Gulf of Alaska Pollock and Pacific Cod Total
Allowable Catch Amounts’” (RIN0648-XD688)
received in the Office of the President of the
Senate on January 22, 2015; to the Com-
mittee on Commerce, Science, and Transpor-
tation.

EC-381. A communication from the Chief of
the Recovery and State Grants Branch, Fish
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and Wildlife Service, Department of the Inte-
rior, transmitting, pursuant to law, the re-
port of a rule entitled ‘‘Endangered and
Threatened Wildlife and Plants; Endangered
Status for the Mexican Wolf”’ (RIN1018-AY00)
received in the Office of the President of the
Senate on January 22, 2015; to the Com-
mittee on Environment and Public Works.

EC-382. A communication from the Chief of
the Recovery and State Grants Branch, Fish
and Wildlife Service, Department of the Inte-
rior, transmitting, pursuant to law, the re-
port of a rule entitled ‘‘Endangered and
Threatened Wildlife and Plants; Revision to
the Regulations for the Nonessential Experi-
mental Population of the Mexican Wolf”’
(RIN1018-AY46) received in the Office of the
President of the Senate on January 22, 2015;
to the Committee on Environment and Pub-
lic Works.

EC-383. A communication from the Acting
Chief of the Listing Branch, Fish and Wild-
life Service, Department of the Interior,
transmitting, pursuant to law, the report of
a rule entitled ‘‘Endangered and Threatened
Wildlife and Plants; Determination of
Threatened Status for the Western Distinct
Population Segment of the Yellow-billed
Cuckoo (Coccyzus americanus)” (RIN1018-
AY53) received in the Office of the President
of the Senate on January 22, 2015; to the
Committee on Environment and Public
Works.

EC-384. A communication from the Acting
Chief of the Foreign Species Branch, Fish
and Wildlife Service, Department of the Inte-
rior, transmitting, pursuant to law, the re-
port of a rule entitled ‘“Endangered and
Threatened Wildlife and Plants; Listing the
Straight-Horned Markhor as Threatened
With a Rule Under Section 4(d) of the ESA”
(RIN1018-AY42) received in the Office of the
President of the Senate on January 22, 2015;
to the Committee on Environment and Pub-
lic Works.

EC-385. A communication from the Wild-
life Biologist, Fish and Wildlife Service, De-
partment of the Interior, transmitting, pur-
suant to law, the report of a rule entitled
“Migratory Bird Hunting; Late Seasons and
Bag and Possession Limits for Certain Mi-
gratory Game Birds” (RIN1018-AZ80) re-
ceived in the Office of the President of the
Senate on January 22, 2015; to the Com-
mittee on Environment and Public Works.

EC-386. A communication from the Wild-
life Biologist, Fish and Wildlife Service, De-
partment of the Interior, transmitting, pur-
suant to law, the report of a rule entitled
“Migratory Bird Hunting; Final Frameworks
for Late-Season Migratory Bird Hunting
Regulations’” (RIN1018-AZ80) received in the
Office of the President of the Senate on Jan-
uary 22, 2015; to the Committee on Environ-
ment and Public Works.

EC-387. A communication from the Wild-
life Biologist, Fish and Wildlife Service, De-
partment of the Interior, transmitting, pur-
suant to law, the report of a rule entitled
“Migratory Bird Hunting; Migratory Bird
Hunting Regulations on Certain Federal In-
dian Reservations and Ceded Lands for the
2014-15 Late Season’ (RIN1018-AZ80) received
in the Office of the President of the Senate
on January 22, 2015; to the Committee on En-
vironment and Public Works.

EC-388. A communication from the Chief of
the Endangered Species Listing Branch, Fish
and Wildlife Service, Department of the Inte-
rior, transmitting, pursuant to law, the re-
port of a rule entitled ‘‘Endangered and
Threatened Wildlife and Plants; Designation
of Critical Habitat for Gunnison Sage-
grouse’’ (RIN1018-AXT71) received in the Of-
fice of the President of the Senate on Janu-
ary 22, 2015; to the Committee on Environ-
ment and Public Works.

EC-389. A communication from the Chief of
the Endangered Species Listing Branch, Fish
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and Wildlife Service, Department of the Inte-
rior, transmitting, pursuant to law, the re-
port of a rule entitled ‘“‘Endangered and
Threatened Wildlife and Plants; Threatened
Status for Gunnison Sage-grouse’ (RIN1018-
AZ20) received in the Office of the President
of the Senate on January 22, 2015; to the
Committee on Environment and Public
Works.

———

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES

The following reports of committees
were submitted:

By Ms. MURKOWSKI, from the Committee
on Energy and Natural Resources, without
amendment:

S. Res. 39. An original resolution author-
izing expenditures by the Committee on En-
ergy and Natural Resources.

———————

INTRODUCTION OF BILLS AND
JOINT RESOLUTIONS

The following bills and joint resolu-
tions were introduced, read the first
and second times by unanimous con-
sent, and referred as indicated:

By Mr. HATCH (for himself and Mrs.
FEINSTEIN):

S. 250. A Dbill to amend title 18, United
States Code, to prohibit threats against
former Vice Presidents and members of their
families, and for other purposes; to the Com-
mittee on the Judiciary.

By Mr. REED (for himself, Mr. GRASS-
LEY, Ms. STABENOW, Mr. MARKEY, and
Ms. WARREN):

S. 251. A bill to aid and support pediatric
involvement in reading and education; to the
Committee on Health, Education, Labor, and
Pensions.

By Mr. CORNYN:

S. 252. A Dbill to prohibit the consideration
of any bill by Congress unless a statement on
tax transparency is provided in the bill; to
the Committee on Rules and Administration.

By Mr. HELLER:

S. 263. A bill to amend the Communica-
tions Act of 1934 to consolidate the reporting
obligations of the Federal Communications
Commission in order to improve congres-
sional oversight and reduce reporting bur-
dens; to the Committee on Commerce,
Science, and Transportation.

By Mr. PORTMAN (for himself, Ms.
AYOTTE, Mr. McCAIN, and Mr. SCOTT):

S. 254. A bill to lower health premiums and
increase choice for small businesses; to the
Committee on Finance.

By Mr. PAUL:

S. 255. A bill to restore the integrity of the
Fifth Amendment to the Constitution of the
United States, and for other purposes; to the
Committee on the Judiciary.

——————

SUBMISSION OF CONCURRENT AND
SENATE RESOLUTIONS

The following concurrent resolutions
and Senate resolutions were read, and
referred (or acted upon), as indicated:

By Ms. MURKOWSKI:

S. Res. 39. An original resolution author-
izing expenditures by the Committee on En-
ergy and Natural Resources; from the Com-
mittee on Energy and Natural Resources; to
the Committee on Rules and Administration.

By Mrs. FEINSTEIN (for herself, Mr.
MUuUrRPHY, Mr. LEAHY, Mr. WHITE-
HOUSE, Mr. TESTER, Mr. CARPER, Mr.
HEINRICH, Mr. FRANKEN, Mr. DURBIN,
Mr. MERKLEY, and Mr. KING):

S. Res. 40. A resolution expressing the
sense of the Senate regarding efforts by the
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United States and others to prevent Iran
from developing a nuclear weapon; to the
Committee on Foreign Relations.
By Mr. HOEVEN (for himself and Ms.
HEITKAMP):

S. Res. 41. A resolution congratulating the
North Dakota State University football
team for winning the 2014 National Colle-
giate Athletic Association Division I Foot-
ball Championship Subdivision title; consid-
ered and agreed to.

———

ADDITIONAL COSPONSORS

s. 11
At the request of Mr. BLUNT, the
names of the Senator from Georgia
(Mr. PERDUE) and the Senator from
Idaho (Mr. RIscH) were added as co-
sponsors of S. 11, a bill to protect the
separation of powers in the Constitu-
tion of the United States by ensuring
that the President takes care that the
laws be faithfully executed, and for
other purposes.
S. 48
At the request of Mr. VITTER, the
names of the Senator from Texas (Mr.
CRUZ) and the Senator from South Da-
kota (Mr. THUNE) were added as co-
sponsors of S. 48, a bill to prohibit dis-
crimination against the unborn on the
basis of sex or gender, and for other
purposes.
S. 73
At the request of Mr. VITTER, the
names of the Senator from Texas (Mr.
CRUZ) and the Senator from Montana
(Mr. DAINES) were added as cosponsors
of S. 73, a bill to prohibit the Federal
Government from mandating,
incentivizing, or coercing States to
adopt the Common Core State Stand-
ards or any other specific academic
standards, instructional content, cur-
ricula, assessments, or programs of in-
struction.
S. 85
At the request of Mr. BURR, the
names of the Senator from New Hamp-
shire (Ms. AYOTTE) and the Senator
from West Virginia (Mrs. CAPITO) were
added as cosponsors of S. 85, a bill to
amend the Higher Education Act of
1965 to establish a simplified income-
driven repayment plan, and for other
purposes.
S. 108
At the request of Mr. ALEXANDER, the
names of the Senator from Illinois (Mr.
KIRK), the Senator from Utah (Mr.
HATCH) and the Senator from Georgia
(Mr. PERDUE) were added as cosponsors
of S. 108, a bill to amend the Higher
Education Act of 19656 to improve ac-
cess for students to Federal grants and
loans to help pay for postsecondary,
graduate, and professional educational
opportunities, and for other purposes.
S. 143
At the request of Mr. WICKER, the
name of the Senator from Utah (Mr.
HATCH) was added as a cosponsor of S.
143, a bill to allow for improvements to
the United States Merchant Marine
Academy and for other purposes.
S. 158
At the request of Mr. CASSIDY, the
name of the Senator from West Vir-
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ginia (Mrs. CAPITO) was added as a co-
sponsor of S. 158, a bill to authorize
health insurance issuers to continue to
offer for sale current group health in-
surance coverage in satisfaction of the
minimum essential health insurance
coverage requirement, and for other
purposes.
S. 165
At the request of Ms. AYOTTE, the
name of the Senator from Georgia (Mr.
ISAKSON) was added as a cosponsor of S.
165, a bill to extend and enhance prohi-
bitions and limitations with respect to
the transfer or release of individuals
detained at United States Naval Sta-
tion, Guantanamo Bay, Cuba, and for
other purposes.
S. 167
At the request of Mr. BLUMENTHAL,
the names of the Senator from Florida
(Mr. NELSON) and the Senator from
Delaware (Mr. COONS) were added as co-
sponsors of S. 167, a bill to direct the
Secretary of Veterans Affairs to pro-
vide for the conduct of annual evalua-
tions of mental health care and suicide
prevention programs of the Depart-
ment of Veterans Affairs, to require a
pilot program on loan repayment for
psychiatrists who agree to serve in the
Veterans Health Administration of the
Department of Veterans Affairs, and
for other purposes.
S. 168
At the request of Mr. ROBERTS, the
names of the Senator from Kansas (Mr.
MORAN) and the Senator from Georgia
(Mr. PERDUE) were added as cosponsors
of S. 168, a bill to codify and modify
regulatory requirements of Federal
agencies.
S. 178
At the request of Mr. CORNYN, the
names of the Senator from North Da-
kota (Ms. HEITKAMP) and the Senator
from South Carolina (Mr. SCOTT) were
added as cosponsors of S. 178, a bill to
provide justice for the victims of traf-
ficking.
S. 183
At the request of Mr. BARRASSO, the
name of the Senator from Arizona (Mr.
McCAIN) was added as a cosponsor of S.
183, a bill to repeal the annual fee on
health insurance providers enacted by
the Patient Protection and Affordable
Care Act.
S. 200
At the request of Mr. PORTMAN, the
name of the Senator from Georgia (Mr.
PERDUE) was added as a cosponsor of S.
200, a bill to amend the Congressional
Budget Act of 1974 to provide for mac-
roeconomic analysis of the impact of
major revenue legislation.
S. 203
At the request of Mr. HATCH, the
name of the Senator from Idaho (Mr.
CRAPO) was added as a cosponsor of S.
203, a bill to restore Americans’ indi-
vidual liberty by striking the Federal
mandate to purchase insurance.
S. 207
At the request of Mr. MORAN, the
name of the Senator from Minnesota
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(Ms. KLOBUCHAR) was added as a co-
sponsor of S. 207, a bill to require the
Secretary of Veterans Affairs to use ex-
isting authorities to furnish health
care at non-Department of Veterans
Affairs facilities to veterans who live
more than 40 miles driving distance
from the closest medical facility of the
Department that furnishes the care
sought by the veteran, and for other
purposes.
S.J. RES. 5

At the request of Mr. UDALL, the
name of the Senator from Florida (Mr.
NELSON) was added as a cosponsor of
S.J. Res. b, a joint resolution proposing
an amendment to the Constitution of
the United States relating to contribu-
tions and expenditures intended to af-
fect elections.

S. RES. 35

At the request of Ms. MIKULSKI, the
names of the Senator from New Hamp-
shire (Mrs. SHAHEEN), the Senator from
California (Mrs. BOXER), the Senator
from New York (Mrs. GILLIBRAND), the
Senator from Ohio (Mr. BROWN), the
Senator from Idaho (Mr. RISCH), the
Senator from Illinois (Mr. DURBIN), the
Senator from South Dakota (Mr.
ROUNDS), the Senator from New Jersey
(Mr. BOOKER), the Senator from Dela-
ware (Mr. COONS), the Senator from
Kansas (Mr. MORAN), the Senator from
Utah (Mr. HATCH), the Senator from
Oregon (Mr. WYDEN), the Senator from
Florida (Mr. NELSON) and the Senator
from Hawaii (Mr. SCHATZ) were added
as cosponsors of S. Res. 35, a resolution
commemorating the 70th anniversary
of the liberation of the Auschwitz ex-
termination camp in Nazi-occupied Po-
land.

AMENDMENT NO. 48

At the request of Mrs. GILLIBRAND,
the name of the Senator from Cali-
fornia (Mrs. FEINSTEIN) was added as a
cosponsor of amendment No. 48 in-
tended to be proposed to S. 1, a bill to
approve the Keystone XL Pipeline.

AMENDMENT NO. 92

At the request of Mr. BURR, the
names of the Senator from Michigan
(Mr. PETERS), the Senator from Dela-
ware (Mr. COONS), the Senator from
Washington (Mrs. MURRAY), the Sen-
ator from Montana (Mr. TESTER), the
Senator from Connecticut (Mr. MUR-
PHY) and the Senator from Indiana (Mr.
DONNELLY) were added as cosponsors of
amendment No. 92 intended to be pro-
posed to S. 1, a bill to approve the Key-
stone XL Pipeline.

———

STATEMENTS ON INTRODUCED
BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTIONS

By Mr. REED (for himself, Mr.
GRASSLEY, Ms. STABENOW, Mr.
MARKEY, and Ms. WARREN):

S. 251. A bill to aid and support pedi-
atric involvement in reading and edu-
cation; to the Committee on Health,
Education, Labor, and Pensions.

Mr. REED. Mr. President, today I in-
troduce with my colleague, Senator
GRASSLEY, the Prescribe a Book Act I
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thank Senators MARKEY, STABENOW,
and WARREN for joining us as original
cosponsors of this bipartisan bill.

Literacy skills are the foundation for
success in school and in life. Devel-
oping and building these skills begins
at home, with parents as the first
teachers. Children who are read to fre-
quently at home are more likely to be-
come frequent readers themselves in
later years. Indeed, according to Scho-
lastic’s Kids and Families Reading Re-
port, among children ages 6-11, 60 per-
cent of frequent readers, those who
read 57 days per week for fun, were
read to aloud by a parent 5-7 times per
week before they entered kindergarten.
This highlights the important role that
parents play in building their chil-
dren’s literacy skills.

To help support the parental role in
literacy, the Prescribe a Book Act
would create a federal pediatric early
literacy grant initiative based on the
long-standing, successful Reach Out
and Read program. The program would
award grants on a competitive basis to
high-quality nonprofit entities to train
doctors and nurses to discuss with par-
ents the importance of reading aloud to
their children and to give books to
children at pediatric check-ups from 6
months to 5 years of age, with a pri-
ority for children from low-income
families. It builds on the relationship
between parents and medical providers
and helps families and communities en-
courage early literacy skills so chil-
dren enter school prepared for success
in reading.

I was pleased to see last year that
the American Academy of Pediatrics,
AAP, recognized the important role
that pediatric providers play in en-
hancing children’s literacy skills In a
policy statement, AAP recommended
that pediatric providers promote early
literacy development for children from
birth to at least kindergarten entry,
including by counseling parents on the
importance of reading to their children
and through providing age-appropriate
books to high-risk, low-income young
children.

Evidence shows that that the pedi-
atric literacy model works. Research
published in peer-reviewed, scientific
journals has found that parents who
have participated in the Reach out and
Read program are significantly more
likely to read to their children and in-
clude more children’s books in their
home, and that children served by the
program show an increase of 4-8 points
on vocabulary tests. I have seen up
close the positive impact of this pro-
gram on children and their families
when visiting a number of Rhode Is-
land’s Reach Out and Read sites. Build-
ing on existing efforts, which in the
past have been supported by Federal
funding included in the appropriations
process and distributed by the Depart-
ment of Education, and matched by
tens of millions of dollars from the pri-
vate sector and State governments, the
Prescribe a Book Act would establish a
formal authorization modeled on this
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type of successful public-private part-
nership. By so doing, it would leverage
Federal dollars to expand pediatric lit-
eracy initiatives so that more young
children reap the developmental bene-
fits of having books at home and being
read to by their parents.

I urge our colleagues to join us in co-
sponsoring the Prescribe a Book Act,
and to work to include its provisions in
the upcoming reauthorization of the
Elementary and Secondary Education
Act.

By Mr. CORNYN:

S. 252. A bill to prohibit the consider-
ation of any bill by Congress unless a
statement on tax transparency is pro-
vided in the bill; to the Committee on
Rules and Administration.

Mr. CORNYN. Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent that the text of the
bill be printed in the RECORD.

There being no objection, the text of
the bill was ordered to be printed in
the RECORD, as follows:

S. 252

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives of the United States of America in
Congress assembled,

SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE.

This Act may be cited as the ‘“‘Tax Trans-
parency Act of 2015°.

SEC. 2. TAX EFFECT TRANSPARENCY.

(a) IN GENERAL.—Chapter 2 of title 1,
United States Code, is amended by inserting
after section 102 the following:

“§102a. Tax effect transparency

‘“(a) IN GENERAL.—Each Act of Congress,
bill, resolution, conference report thereon, or
amendment there to, that modifies Federal
tax law shall contain a statement describing
the general effect of the modification on
Federal tax law.

“(b) FAILURE TO COMPLY.—

‘(1) IN GENERAL.—A failure to comply with
subsection (a) shall give rise to a point of
order in either House of Congress, which may
be raised by any Senator during consider-
ation in the Senate or any Member of the
House of Representatives during consider-
ation in the House of Representatives.

‘(2) NONEXCLUSIVITY.—The availability of a
point of order under this section shall not af-
fect the availability of any other point of
order.

¢“(c) DISPOSITION OF POINT OF ORDER IN THE
SENATE.—

‘(1) IN GENERAL.—Any Senator may raise a
point of order that any matter is not in order
under subsection (a).

“(2) WAIVER.—

‘“(A) IN GENERAL.—AnNy Senator may move
to waive a point of order raised under para-
graph (1) by an affirmative vote of three-
fifths of the Senators duly chosen and sworn.

‘‘(B) PROCEDURES.—For a motion to waive
a point of order under subparagraph (A) as to
a matter—

‘(i) a motion to table the point of order
shall not be in order;

‘(ii) all motions to waive one or more
points of order under this section as to the
matter shall be debatable for a total of not
more than 1 hour, equally divided between
the Senator raising the point of order and
the Senator moving to waive the point of
order or their designees; and

‘‘(iii) a motion to waive the point of order
shall not be amendable.

¢‘(d) DISPOSITION OF POINT OF ORDER IN THE
HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES.—

‘(1) IN GENERAL.—If a Member of the House
of Representatives makes a point of order
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under this section, the Chair shall put the
question of consideration with respect to the
proposition of whether any statement made
under subsection (a) was adequate or, in the
absence of such a statement, whether a
statement is required under subsection (a).

‘“(2) CONSIDERATION.—For a point of order
under this section made in the House of Rep-
resentatives—

‘‘(A) the question of consideration shall be
debatable for 10 minutes, equally divided and
controlled by the Member making the point
of order and by an opponent, but shall other-
wise be decided without intervening motion
except one that the House of Representatives
adjourn or that the Committee of the Whole
rise, as the case may be;

‘‘(B) in selecting the opponent, the Speaker
of the House of Representatives should first
recognize an opponent from the opposing
party; and

‘(C) the disposition of the question of con-
sideration with respect to a measure shall be
considered also to determine the question of
consideration under this section with respect
to an amendment made in order as original
text.

‘() RULEMAKING AUTHORITY.—The provi-
sions of this section are enacted by the Con-
gress—

‘(1) as an exercise of the rulemaking power
of the House of Representatives and the Sen-
ate, respectively, and as such they shall be
considered as part of the rules of each House,
respectively, or of that House to which they
specifically apply, and such rules shall su-
persede other rules only to the extent that
they are inconsistent therewith; and

‘(2) with full recognition of the constitu-
tional right of either House to change such
rules (so far as relating to such House) at
any time, in the same manner, and to the
same extent as in the case of any other rule
of such House.”".

(b) CLERICAL AMENDMENT.—The table of
sections at the beginning of chapter 2 of title
1, United States Code, is amended by insert-
ing after the item relating to section 102 the
following new item:

¢“102a. Tax effect transparency.”.

——————

SUBMITTED RESOLUTIONS

SENATE RESOLUTION 39—AUTHOR-

IZING EXPENDITURES BY THE
COMMITTEE ON ENERGY AND
NATURAL RESOURCES

Ms. MURKOWSKI submitted the fol-
lowing resolution; from the Committee
on Energy and Natural Resources;
which was referred to the Committee
on Rules and Administration:

S. RES. 39

Resolved,

SECTION 1. GENERAL AUTHORITY.

In carrying out its powers, duties, and
functions under the Standing Rules of the
Senate, in accordance with its jurisdiction
under rule XXV of the Standing Rules of the
Senate, including holding hearings, report-
ing such hearings, and making investiga-
tions as authorized by paragraphs 1 and 8 of
rule XXVI of the Standing Rules of the Sen-
ate, the Committee on Energy and Natural
Resources (in this resolution referred to as
the ‘‘committee’) is authorized from March
1, 2015 through February 28, 2017, in its dis-
cretion, to—

(1) make expenditures from the contingent
fund of the Senate;

(2) employ personnel; and

(3) with the prior consent of the Govern-
ment department or agency concerned and
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the Committee on Rules and Administration,
use on a reimbursable or nonreimbursable
basis the services of personnel of any such
department or agency.

SEC. 2. EXPENSES.

(a) EXPENSES FOR PERIOD ENDING SEP-
TEMBER 30, 2015.—The expenses of the com-
mittee for the period March 1, 2015 through
September 30, 2015 under this resolution
shall not exceed $3,219,522.

(b) EXPENSES FOR FISCAL YEAR 2016 PE-
RIOD.—The expenses of the committee for the
period October 1, 2015 through September 30,
2016 under this section shall not exceed
$5,519,181.

(c) EXPENSES FOR PERIOD ENDING FEBRUARY
28, 2017.—The expenses of the committee for
the period October 1, 2016 through February
28, 2017 under this section shall not exceed
$2,299,659.

SEC. 3. REPORTING LEGISLATION.

The committee shall report its findings,
together with such recommendations for leg-
islation as it deems advisable, to the Senate
at the earliest practicable date, but not later
than February 28, 2017.

SEC. 4. EXPENSES AND AGENCY CONTRIBUTIONS.

(a) EXPENSES OF THE COMMITTEE.—

(1) IN GENERAL.—Except as provided in
paragraph (2), expenses of the committee
under this resolution shall be paid from the
contingent fund of the Senate upon vouchers
approved by the chairman of the committee.

(2) VOUCHERS NOT REQUIRED.—Vouchers
shall not be required for—

(A) the disbursement of salaries of employ-
ees paid at an annual rate;

(B) the payment of telecommunications
provided by the Office of the Sergeant at
Arms and Doorkeeper;

(C) the payment of stationery supplies pur-
chased through the Keeper of the Stationery;

(D) payments to the Postmaster of the
Senate;

(E) the payment of metered charges on
copying equipment provided by the Office of
the Sergeant at Arms and Doorkeeper;

(F) the payment of Senate Recording and
Photographic Services; or

(G) the payment of franked and mass mail
costs by the Sergeant at Arms and Door-
keeper.

(b) AGENCY CONTRIBUTIONS.—There are au-
thorized to be paid from the appropriations
account for ‘‘Expenses of Inquiries and Inves-
tigations’ of the Senate such sums as may
be necessary for agency contributions re-
lated to the compensation of employees of
the committee—

(1) for the period March 1, 2015 through
September 30, 2015;

(2) for the period October 1, 2015 through
September 30, 2016; and

(3) for the period October 1, 2016 through
February 28, 2017.

—————

SENATE RESOLUTION 40—EX-
PRESSING THE SENSE OF THE
SENATE REGARDING EFFORTS
BY THE UNITED STATES AND
OTHERS TO PREVENT IRAN
FROM DEVELOPING A NUCLEAR
WEAPON

Mrs. FEINSTEIN (for herself, Mr.
MURPHY, Mr. LEAHY, Mr. WHITEHOUSE,
Mr. TESTER, Mr. CARPER, Mr. HEINRICH,
Mr. FRANKEN, Mr. DURBIN, Mr.
MERKLEY, and Mr. KING) submitted the
following resolution; which was re-
ferred to the Committee on Foreign
Relations:

S. RES. 40

Whereas any acquisition by the Govern-

ment of the Islamic Republic of Iran of a nu-

January 26, 2015

clear weapon would pose a grave threat to
international peace and stability and the na-
tional security of the United States and
United States allies, including Israel;

Whereas the Government of the Islamic
Republic of Iran is a leading state sponsor of
terrorism, continues to materially support
the regime of Bashar al-Assad, and is respon-
sible for continuing and gross violations of
the human rights of the people of Iran;

Whereas, since 2006, the United Nations Se-
curity Council has adopted multiple resolu-
tions demanding an end to the Government
of the Islamic Republic of Iran’s illicit nu-
clear activities and Iran’s full cooperation
with the International Atomic Energy Agen-
cy (IAEA) regarding its nuclear program and
international commitments;

Whereas the United States Government
has led the international community in im-
posing costly economic sanctions against the
Islamic Republic of Iran, which have contrib-
uted to the decision of the Government of
the Islamic Republic of Iran to return to the
negotiating table and provided leverage to
press Iran’s leaders to agree to end Iran’s il-
licit nuclear activities;

Whereas the Government of the Islamic
Republic of Iran entered the present negotia-
tion with the five permanent Member States
of the United Nations Security Council, plus
Germany (the ‘‘P5+1’’), having previously
violated its commitments under the Treaty
on the Non-Proliferation of Nuclear Weap-
ons, done at Washington, London, and Mos-
cow July 1, 1968, and not complied with mul-
tiple United Nations Security Council Reso-
lutions;

Whereas the Joint Plan of Action, also
known as the interim agreement, was en-
tered into by the P5+1 and Iran on November
24, 2013, in order to facilitate good faith ne-
gotiations toward a final comprehensive
agreement that prevents Iran from devel-
oping a nuclear weapon;

Whereas, under the Joint Plan of Action,
the Government of the Islamic Republic of
Iran has ceased enrichment of near-20 per-
cent uranium gas, eliminated its stockpile of
near-20 percent uranium gas, halted signifi-
cant construction activities at the Arak nu-
clear reactor, halted the installation of addi-
tional centrifuges and not operated its most
advanced centrifuges to accumulate enriched
uranium, agreed to more intrusive inter-
national inspections of its enrichment sites
and provided managed access to its cen-
trifuge assembly workshops, centrifuge rotor
production workshops and storage facilities,
and uranium mines and mills;

Whereas the International Atomic Energy
Agency concluded in a January 20, 2015, re-
port that Iran has not enriched uranium
above 5 percent at any of its declared facili-
ties, has not made ‘“‘any further advances’ to
its activities at the Natanz and Fordow fuel
enrichment plants or the Arak reactor, and
has continued to provide managed access to
uranium mines and mills, daily access to the
enrichment facilities at Natanz and Fordow,
and managed access to centrifuge assembly
workshops, rotor production workshops, and
storage facilities;

Whereas the P5+1 and Iran have extended
the terms of the Joint Plan of Action and
have set a target date for reaching a polit-
ical framework agreement by the end of
March 2015 and a deadline of July 1, 2015, to
reach a final comprehensive agreement, in-
cluding relevant technical annexes;

Whereas, in a public speech on January 12,
2015, United States Permanent Representa-
tive to the United Nations Samantha Power
stated that, ‘‘increasing sanctions would dra-
matically undermine our efforts to reach
this shared goal . . . of getting Iran to give
up its nuclear program’’;



January 26, 2015

Whereas, during a press conference on Jan-
uary 16, 2015, Prime Minister David Cameron
stated that, ‘‘it’s the opinion of the United
Kingdom that further sanctions [against
Iran] or further threat of sanctions at this
point won’t actually help to bring the talks
to a successful conclusion and they could
fracture the international unity that there’s
been, which has been so valuable in pre-
senting a united front to Iran’’;

Whereas, during a press conference on Jan-
uary 16, 2015, President Barack Obama stat-
ed, “On Iran, we remain absolutely com-
mitted to ensuring that Iran cannot develop
a nuclear weapon. The best way to achieve
that now is to create the space for negotia-
tions to succeed. We should not impose fur-
ther sanctions now; that would be counter-
productive and it could put at risk the valu-
able international unity that has been so
crucial to our approach.”’;

Whereas any final comprehensive agree-
ment with the Government of the Islamic
Republic of Iran must prevent Iran from de-
veloping a nuclear weapon in any manner;

Whereas any final comprehensive agree-
ment with the Government of the Islamic
Republic of Iran must allow for the prompt
reimposition of sanctions if the Government
of the Islamic Republic of Iran fails to com-
ply with the final comprehensive agreement;
and

Whereas Congress retains the sole author-
ity to repeal statutory sanctions against the
Government of the Islamic Republic of Iran:
Now, therefore, be it

Resolved, That it is the sense of the Senate
that the Senate—

(1) reaffirms that it is the policy of the
United States that the Government of the Is-
lamic Republic of Iran will not be allowed to
develop a nuclear weapon and that all instru-
ments of United States power and influence
must remain on the table to prevent this
outcome;

(2) supports the ongoing diplomatic efforts
of the United States Government and the
members of the P5+1 countries to reach a
comprehensive agreement with Iran that
prevents Iran from acquiring a nuclear weap-
on;

(3) affirms that support for the prompt re-
imposition of suspended sanctions as well as
the imposition of additional sanctions
against Iran would be strong and widespread
in the Senate in the event—

(A) negotiations fail to achieve a com-
prehensive agreement;

(B) Iran violates the Joint Plan of Action;
or

(C) Iran violates any final comprehensive
agreement on its nuclear program;

(4) agrees that future new sanctions
against Iran may include measures further
targeting Iran’s energy, financial, and stra-
tegic economic sectors, and its foreign cur-
rency transactions, as well as the designa-
tion of additional Government of the Islamic
Republic of Iran officials linked to its illicit
nuclear program and sanctions evasion; and

(5) supports the universal rights and demo-
cratic aspirations of the people of Iran.

———

SENATE RESOLUTION 41—CON-
GRATULATING THE NORTH DA-
KOTA STATE UNIVERSITY FOOT-
BALL TEAM FOR WINNING THE
2014 NATIONAL COLLEGIATE ATH-
LETIC ASSOCIATION DIVISION I
FOOTBALL CHAMPIONSHIP SUB-
DIVISION TITLE
Mr. HOEVEN (for himself and Ms.

HEITKAMP) submitted the following res-

olution; which was considered and

agreed to:
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S. RES. 41

Whereas the North Dakota State Univer-
sity (referred to in this preamble as
“NDSU”’) Bison won the 2014 National Colle-
giate Athletic Association (referred to in
this preamble as the ‘“NCAA’’) Division I
Football Championship Subdivision title
game in Frisco, Texas, on January 10, 2015, in
a hard-fought victory over the Illinois State
Redbirds by a score of 29 to 27;

Whereas NDSU has won 12 NCAA Football
Championships;

Whereas NDSU has now won 4 consecutive
NCAA Football Championships since 2011, an
unprecedented achievement in Football
Championship Subdivision history;

Whereas the NDSU Bison have displayed
tremendous resilience and skill over the past
4 seasons, with 58 wins to only 3 losses, in-
cluding a streak of 33 consecutive winning
games;

Whereas an estimated 17,000 Bison fans at-
tended the Championship game, reflecting
the tremendous spirit and dedication of
Bison Nation that has helped propel the suc-
cess of the team; and

Whereas the 2014 NCAA Division I Football
Championship Subdivision title was a vic-
tory not only for the NDSU football team,
but also for the entire State of North Da-
kota: Now, therefore, be it

Resolved, That the Senate—

(1) congratulates the North Dakota State
University football team as the 2014 cham-
pion of the National Collegiate Athletic As-
sociation Division I Football Championship
Subdivision;

(2) commends the North Dakota State Uni-
versity players, coaches, and staff for their
hard work and dedication; and

(3) recognizes the students, alumni, and
loyal fans that supported the Bison in their
successful quest to capture another Division
I trophy for North Dakota State University.

——
AMENDMENTS SUBMITTED AND
PROPOSED
SA 144. Mrs. SHAHEEN submitted an

amendment intended to be proposed by her
to the bill S. 1, to approve the Keystone XL
Pipeline; which was ordered to lie on the
table.

SA 145. Mr. MANCHIN submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed by him
to the bill S. 1, supra; which was ordered to
lie on the table.

SA 146. Mr. MANCHIN submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed by him
to the bill S. 1, supra; which was ordered to
lie on the table.

SA 147. Mrs. SHAHEEN submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed to
amendment SA 2 proposed by Ms. MUR-
KOWSKI (for herself, Mr. HOEVEN, Mr. BAR-
RASSO, Mr. RISCH, Mr. LEE, Mr. FLAKE, Mr.
DAINES, Mr. MANCHIN, Mr. CASSIDY, Mr.
GARDNER, Mr. PORTMAN, Mr. ALEXANDER, and
Mrs. CAPITO) to the bill S. 1, supra; which
was ordered to lie on the table.

SA 148. Mr. WHITEHOUSE (for himself,
Mr. LEAHY, Mrs. BOXER, Mr. DURBIN, Mr.
BROWN, Mr. UDALL, Mrs. SHAHEEN, Ms. BALD-
WIN, Mr. MURPHY, and Mr. HEINRICH) sub-
mitted an amendment intended to be pro-
posed by him to the bill S. 1, supra; which
was ordered to lie on the table.

SA 149. Mrs. GILLIBRAND submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed by her
to the bill S. 1, supra; which was ordered to
lie on the table.

SA 150. Mr. CARDIN submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by him to the
bill S. 1, supra; which was ordered to lie on
the table.

SA 151. Mr. CARDIN submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed to amendment
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SA 75 proposed by Mr. CARDIN to the amend-
ment SA 2 proposed by Ms. MURKOWSKI (for
herself, Mr. HOEVEN, Mr. BARRASSO, Mr.
RISCH, Mr. LEE, Mr. FLAKE, Mr. DAINES, Mr.
MANCHIN, Mr. CASSIDY, Mr. GARDNER, Mr.
PORTMAN, Mr. ALEXANDER, and Mrs. CAPITO)
to the bill S. 1, supra; which was ordered to
lie on the table.

SA 1562. Mr. WICKER submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed to amendment
SA 2 proposed by Ms. MURKOWSKI (for herself,
Mr. HOEVEN, Mr. BARRASSO, Mr. RISCH, Mr.
LEE, Mr. FLAKE, Mr. DAINES, Mr. MANCHIN,
Mr. CASSIDY, Mr. GARDNER, Mr. PORTMAN,
Mr. ALEXANDER, and Mrs. CAPITO) to the bill
S. 1, supra; which was ordered to lie on the
table.

SA 153. Mr. WICKER submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed to amendment
SA 2 proposed by Ms. MURKOWSKI (for herself,
Mr. HOEVEN, Mr. BARRASSO, Mr. RISCH, Mr.
LEE, Mr. FLAKE, Mr. DAINES, Mr. MANCHIN,
Mr. CASSIDY, Mr. GARDNER, Mr. PORTMAN,
Mr. ALEXANDER, and Mrs. CAPITO) to the bill
S. 1, supra; which was ordered to lie on the
table.

SA 154. Mr. LEAHY (for himself, Ms. CANT-
WELL, Mr. CoONS, and Mrs. FEINSTEIN) sub-
mitted an amendment intended to be pro-
posed to amendment SA 2 proposed by Ms.
MURKOWSKI (for herself, Mr. HOEVEN, Mr.
BARRASSO, Mr. RISCH, Mr. LEE, Mr. FLAKE,
Mr. DAINES, Mr. MANCHIN, Mr. CASSIDY, Mr.
GARDNER, Mr. PORTMAN, Mr. ALEXANDER, and
Mrs. CAPITO) to the bill S. 1, supra; which
was ordered to lie on the table.

SA 155. Mr. BOOKER submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed to amendment
SA 2 proposed by Ms. MURKOWSKI (for herself,
Mr. HOEVEN, Mr. BARRASSO, Mr. RISCH, Mr.
LEE, Mr. FLAKE, Mr. DAINES, Mr. MANCHIN,
Mr. CASSIDY, Mr. GARDNER, Mr. PORTMAN,
Mr. ALEXANDER, and Mrs. CAPITO) to the bill
S. 1, supra; which was ordered to lie on the
table.

SA 156. Mr. REED (for himself and Ms.
COLLINS) submitted an amendment intended
to be proposed by him to the bill S. 1, supra;
which was ordered to lie on the table.

SA 157. Ms. MURKOWSKI submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed by her
to the bill S. 1, supra; which was ordered to
lie on the table.

SA 158. Ms. MURKOWSKI submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed by her
to the bill S. 1, supra; which was ordered to
lie on the table.

SA 159. Ms. MURKOWSKI submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed by her
to the bill S. 1, supra; which was ordered to
lie on the table.

SA 160. Ms. MURKOWSKI submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed by her
to the bill S. 1, supra; which was ordered to
lie on the table.

SA 161. Ms. MURKOWSKI submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed by her
to the bill S. 1, supra; which was ordered to
lie on the table.

SA 162. Ms. MURKOWSKI submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed by her
to the bill S. 1, supra; which was ordered to
lie on the table.

SA 163. Ms. MURKOWSKI submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed by her
to the bill S. 1, supra; which was ordered to
lie on the table.

SA 164. Ms. MURKOWSKI submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed by her
to the bill S. 1, supra; which was ordered to
lie on the table.

SA 165. Ms. MURKOWSKI submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed by her
to the bill S. 1, supra; which was ordered to
lie on the table.

SA 166. Ms. MURKOWSKI (for herself and
Mr. SULLIVAN) submitted an amendment in-
tended to be proposed by her to the bill S. 1,
supra; which was ordered to lie on the table.
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SA 167. Ms. MURKOWSKI (for herself and
Mr. SULLIVAN) submitted an amendment in-
tended to be proposed by her to the bill S. 1,
supra; which was ordered to lie on the table.

SA 168. Ms. MURKOWSKI submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed by her
to the bill S. 1, supra; which was ordered to
lie on the table.

SA 169. Ms. MURKOWSKI submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed to
amendment SA 2 proposed by Ms. MUR-
KOWSKI (for herself, Mr. HOEVEN, Mr. BAR-
RASSO, Mr. RISCH, Mr. LEE, Mr. FLAKE, Mr.
DAINES, Mr. MANCHIN, Mr. CASSIDY, Mr.
GARDNER, Mr. PORTMAN, Mr. ALEXANDER, and
Mrs. CAPITO) to the bill S. 1, supra; which
was ordered to lie on the table.

SA 170. Mr. MARKEY submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by him to the
bill S. 1, supra; which was ordered to lie on
the table.

SA 171. Mrs. BOXER submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by her to the
bill S. 1, supra; which was ordered to lie on
the table.

SA 172. Mrs. BOXER submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by her to the
bill S. 1, supra; which was ordered to lie on
the table.

SA 173. Mr. MERKLEY submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed to
amendment SA 98 proposed by Ms. MUR-
KOWSKI to the amendment SA 2 proposed by
Ms. MURKOWSKI (for herself, Mr. HOEVEN, Mr.
BARRASSO, Mr. RIscH, Mr. LEE, Mr. FLAKE,
Mr. DAINES, Mr. MANCHIN, Mr. CASSIDY, Mr.
GARDNER, Mr. PORTMAN, Mr. ALEXANDER, and
Mrs. CAPITO) to the bill S. 1, supra; which
was ordered to lie on the table.

SA 174. Mr. MERKLEY submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed to
amendment SA 2 proposed by Ms. MUR-
KOWSKI (for herself, Mr. HOEVEN, Mr. BAR-
RASSO, Mr. RISCH, Mr. LEE, Mr. FLAKE, Mr.
DAINES, Mr. MANCHIN, Mr. CASSIDY, Mr.
GARDNER, Mr. PORTMAN, Mr. ALEXANDER, and
Mrs. CAPITO) to the bill S. 1, supra; which
was ordered to lie on the table.

SA 175. Mrs. FEINSTEIN submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed to
amendment SA 2 proposed by Ms. MUR-
KOWSKI (for herself, Mr. HOEVEN, Mr. BAR-
RASSO, Mr. RISCH, Mr. LEE, Mr. FLAKE, Mr.
DAINES, Mr. MANCHIN, Mr. CASSIDY, Mr.
GARDNER, Mr. PORTMAN, Mr. ALEXANDER, and
Mrs. CAPITO) to the bill S. 1, supra; which
was ordered to lie on the table.

SA 176. Mr. DAINES submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed to amendment
SA 2 proposed by Ms. MURKOWSKI (for herself,
Mr. HOEVEN, Mr. BARRASSO, Mr. RISCH, Mr.
LEE, Mr. FLAKE, Mr. DAINES, Mr. MANCHIN,
Mr. CASSIDY, Mr. GARDNER, Mr. PORTMAN,
Mr. ALEXANDER, and Mrs. CAPITO) to the bill
S. 1, supra; which was ordered to lie on the
table.

SA 177. Ms. MURKOWSKI submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed by her
to the bill S. 1, supra; which was ordered to
lie on the table.

SA 178. Mr. MARKEY submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by him to the
bill S. 1, supra; which was ordered to lie on
the table.

SA 179. Mr. DAINES submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed to amendment
SA 2 proposed by Ms. MURKOWSKI (for herself,
Mr. HOEVEN, Mr. BARRASSO, Mr. RISCH, Mr.
LEE, Mr. FLAKE, Mr. DAINES, Mr. MANCHIN,
Mr. CASSIDY, Mr. GARDNER, Mr. PORTMAN,
Mr. ALEXANDER, and Mrs. CAPITO) to the bill
S. 1, supra; which was ordered to lie on the
table.

SA 180. Ms. MURKOWSKI submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed to
amendment SA 142 submitted by Mr. MAR-
KEY and intended to be proposed to the
amendment SA 2 proposed by Ms. MUR-
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KOWSKI (for herself, Mr. HOEVEN, Mr. BAR-
RASSO, Mr. RISCH, Mr. LEE, Mr. FLAKE, Mr.
DAINES, Mr. MANCHIN, Mr. CASSIDY, Mr.
GARDNER, Mr. PORTMAN, Mr. ALEXANDER, and
Mrs. CAPITO) to the bill S. 1, supra; which
was ordered to lie on the table.

SA 181. Ms. MURKOWSKI submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed to
amendment SA 146 submitted by Mr.
MANCHIN and intended to be proposed to the
bill S. 1, supra; which was ordered to lie on
the table.

SA 182. Ms. MURKOWSKI submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed to
amendment SA 149 submitted by Mrs. GILLI-
BRAND and intended to be proposed to the bill
S. 1, supra; which was ordered to lie on the
table.

SA 183. Ms. MURKOWSKI submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed to
amendment SA 170 submitted by Mr. MAR-
KEY and intended to be proposed to the bill
S. 1, supra; which was ordered to lie on the
table.

SA 184. Ms. MURKOWSKI submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed to
amendment SA 178 submitted by Mr. MAR-
KEY and intended to be proposed to the bill
S. 1, supra; which was ordered to lie on the
table.

SA 185. Ms. MURKOWSKI submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed to
amendment SA 141 submitted by Mr. MAR-
KEY and intended to be proposed to the
amendment SA 2 proposed by Ms. MUR-
KOWSKI (for herself, Mr. HOEVEN, Mr. BAR-
RASSO, Mr. RISCcH, Mr. LEE, Mr. FLAKE, Mr.
DAINES, Mr. MANCHIN, Mr. CASSIDY, Mr.
GARDNER, Mr. PORTMAN, Mr. ALEXANDER, and
Mrs. CAPITO) to the bill S. 1, supra; which
was ordered to lie on the table.

SA 186. Ms. MURKOWSKI submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed to
amendment SA 140 submitted by Mr. MAR-
KEY and intended to be proposed to the
amendment SA 2 proposed by Ms. MUR-
KOWSKI (for herself, Mr. HOEVEN, Mr. BAR-
RASSO, Mr. RISCH, Mr. LEE, Mr. FLAKE, Mr.
DAINES, Mr. MANCHIN, Mr. CASSIDY, Mr.
GARDNER, Mr. PORTMAN, Mr. ALEXANDER, and
Mrs. CAPITO) to the bill S. 1, supra; which
was ordered to lie on the table.

SA 187. Ms. MURKOWSKI submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed to
amendment SA 139 submitted by Mr. MAR-
KEY and intended to be proposed to the
amendment SA 2 proposed by Ms. MUR-
KOWSKI (for herself, Mr. HOEVEN, Mr. BAR-
RASSO, Mr. RISCH, Mr. LEE, Mr. FLAKE, Mr.
DAINES, Mr. MANCHIN, Mr. CASSIDY, Mr.
GARDNER, Mr. PORTMAN, Mr. ALEXANDER, and
Mrs. CAPITO) to the bill S. 1, supra; which
was ordered to lie on the table.

SA 188. Ms. MURKOWSKI submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed to
amendment SA 138 submitted by Mr. MAR-
KEY and intended to be proposed to the
amendment SA 2 proposed by Ms. MUR-
KOWSKI (for herself, Mr. HOEVEN, Mr. BAR-
RASSO, Mr. RISCH, Mr. LEE, Mr. FLAKE, Mr.
DAINES, Mr. MANCHIN, Mr. CASSIDY, Mr.
GARDNER, Mr. PORTMAN, Mr. ALEXANDER, and
Mrs. CAPITO) to the bill S. 1, supra; which
was ordered to lie on the table.

SA 189. Ms. MURKOWSKI submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed to
amendment SA 137 submitted by Mr. MAR-
KEY and intended to be proposed to the
amendment SA 2 proposed by Ms. MUR-
KOWSKI (for herself, Mr. HOEVEN, Mr. BAR-
RASSO, Mr. RISCH, Mr. LEE, Mr. FLAKE, Mr.
DAINES, Mr. MANCHIN, Mr. CASSIDY, Mr.
GARDNER, Mr. PORTMAN, Mr. ALEXANDER, and
Mrs. CAPITO) to the bill S. 1, supra; which
was ordered to lie on the table.

SA 190. Ms. MURKOWSKI submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed to
amendment SA 134 submitted by Mr. MAR-
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KEY and intended to be proposed to the bill
S. 1, supra; which was ordered to lie on the
table.

SA 191. Ms. MURKOWSKI submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed to
amendment SA 130 submitted by Mrs. BOXER
(for herself and Ms. CANTWELL) and intended
to be proposed to the amendment SA 2 pro-
posed by Ms. MURKOWSKI (for herself, Mr.
HOEVEN, Mr. BARRASSO, Mr. RISCH, Mr. LEE,
Mr. FLAKE, Mr. DAINES, Mr. MANCHIN, Mr.
CASSIDY, Mr. GARDNER, Mr. PORTMAN, Mr.
ALEXANDER, and Mrs. CAPITO) to the bill S. 1,
supra; which was ordered to lie on the table.

SA 192. Ms. MURKOWSKI submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed to
amendment SA 128 submitted by Mrs. BOXER
and intended to be proposed to the bill S. 1,
supra; which was ordered to lie on the table.

SA 193. Ms. MURKOWSKI submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed to
amendment SA 121 submitted by Mr. CARPER
to the amendment SA 2 proposed by Ms.
MURKOWSKI (for herself, Mr. HOEVEN, Mr.
BARRASSO, Mr. RIscH, Mr. LEE, Mr. FLAKE,
Mr. DAINES, Mr. MANCHIN, Mr. CASSIDY, Mr.
GARDNER, Mr. PORTMAN, Mr. ALEXANDER, and
Mrs. CAPITO) to the bill S. 1, supra; which
was ordered to lie on the table.

SA 194. Ms. MURKOWSKI submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed to
amendment SA 9 submitted by Mr. SCHATZ
and intended to be proposed to the amend-
ment SA 2 proposed by Ms. MURKOWSKI (for
herself, Mr. HOEVEN, Mr. BARRASSO, Mr.
RIScH, Mr. LEE, Mr. FLAKE, Mr. DAINES, Mr.
MANCHIN, Mr. CASSIDY, Mr. GARDNER, Mr.
PORTMAN, Mr. ALEXANDER, and Mrs. CAPITO)
to the bill S. 1, supra; which was ordered to
lie on the table.

SA 195. Ms. MURKOWSKI submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed to
amendment SA 10 submitted by Mr. SCHATZ
and intended to be proposed to the amend-
ment SA 2 proposed by Ms. MURKOWSKI (for
herself, Mr. HOEVEN, Mr. BARRASSO, Mr.
RIScH, Mr. LEE, Mr. FLAKE, Mr. DAINES, Mr.
MANCHIN, Mr. CASSIDY, Mr. GARDNER, Mr.
PORTMAN, Mr. ALEXANDER, and Mrs. CAPITO)
to the bill S. 1, supra; which was ordered to
lie on the table.

SA 196. Ms. MURKOWSKI submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed to
amendment SA 37 submitted by Mr. MANCHIN
and intended to be proposed to the bill S. 1,
supra; which was ordered to lie on the table.

SA 197. Ms. MURKOWSKI submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed to
amendment SA 54 submitted by Mr. MARKEY
and intended to be proposed to the amend-
ment SA 2 proposed by Ms. MURKOWSKI (for
herself, Mr. HOEVEN, Mr. BARRASSO, Mr.
RIScH, Mr. LEE, Mr. FLAKE, Mr. DAINES, Mr.
MANCHIN, Mr. CASSIDY, Mr. GARDNER, Mr.
PORTMAN, Mr. ALEXANDER, and Mrs. CAPITO)
to the bill S. 1, supra; which was ordered to
lie on the table.

SA 198. Ms. MURKOWSKI submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed to
amendment SA 55 submitted by Mr. PETERS
(for himself and Ms. STABENOW) and intended
to be proposed to the amendment SA 2 pro-
posed by Ms. MURKOWSKI (for herself, Mr.
HOEVEN, Mr. BARRASSO, Mr. RISCH, Mr. LEE,
Mr. FLAKE, Mr. DAINES, Mr. MANCHIN, Mr.
CASSIDY, Mr. GARDNER, Mr. PORTMAN, Mr.
ALEXANDER, and Mrs. CAPITO) to the bill S. 1,
supra; which was ordered to lie on the table.

SA 199. Ms. MURKOWSKI submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed to
amendment SA 57 submitted by Mrs. BOXER
and intended to be proposed to the bill S. 1,
supra; which was ordered to lie on the table.

SA 200. Ms. MURKOWSKI submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed to
amendment SA 82 submitted by Mr.
MERKLEY and intended to be proposed to the
amendment SA 2 proposed by Ms. MUR-
KOWSKI (for herself, Mr. HOEVEN, Mr. BAR-
RASSO, Mr. RISCH, Mr. LEE, Mr. FLAKE, Mr.
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DAINES, Mr. MANCHIN, Mr. CASSIDY, Mr.
GARDNER, Mr. PORTMAN, Mr. ALEXANDER, and
Mrs. CAPITO) to the bill S. 1, supra; which
was ordered to lie on the table.

SA 201. Ms. MURKOWSKI submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed to
amendment SA 81 submitted by Mr.
MERKLEY and intended to be proposed to the
amendment SA 2 proposed by Ms. MUR-
KOWSKI (for herself, Mr. HOEVEN, Mr. BAR-
RASSO, Mr. RISCH, Mr. LEE, Mr. FLAKE, Mr.
DAINES, Mr. MANCHIN, Mr. CASSIDY, Mr.
GARDNER, Mr. PORTMAN, Mr. ALEXANDER, and
Mrs. CAPITO) to the bill S. 1, supra; which
was ordered to lie on the table.

SA 202. Ms. MURKOWSKI submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed to
amendment SA 70 submitted by Mr. PETERS
(for himself and Ms. STABENOW) and intended
to be proposed to the amendment SA 2 pro-
posed by Ms. MURKOWSKI (for herself, Mr.
HOEVEN, Mr. BARRASSO, Mr. RISCH, Mr. LEE,
Mr. FLAKE, Mr. DAINES, Mr. MANCHIN, Mr.
CASSIDY, Mr. GARDNER, Mr. PORTMAN, Mr.
ALEXANDER, and Mrs. CAPITO) to the bill S. 1,
supra; which was ordered to lie on the table.

SA 203. Ms. MURKOWSKI submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed to
amendment SA 131 submitted by Ms. CANT-
WELL (for herself and Mrs. BOXER) and in-
tended to be proposed to the amendment SA
2 proposed by Ms. MURKOWSKI (for herself,
Mr. HOEVEN, Mr. BARRASSO, Mr. RISCH, Mr.
LEE, Mr. FLAKE, Mr. DAINES, Mr. MANCHIN,
Mr. CASSIDY, Mr. GARDNER, Mr. PORTMAN,
Mr. ALEXANDER, and Mrs. CAPITO) to the bill
S. 1, supra; which was ordered to lie on the
table.

SA 204. Ms. MURKOWSKI submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed to
amendment SA 59 submitted by Mr. SCHATZ
and intended to be proposed to the bill S. 1,
supra; which was ordered to lie on the table.

SA 205. Ms. MURKOWSKI submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed to
amendment SA 59 submitted by Mr. SCHATZ
and intended to be proposed to the bill S. 1,
supra; which was ordered to lie on the table.

SA 206. Ms. MURKOWSKI submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed to
amendment SA 59 submitted by Mr. SCHATZ
and intended to be proposed to the bill S. 1,
supra; which was ordered to lie on the table.

SA 207. Ms. MURKOWSKI submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed to
amendment SA 116 submitted by Mr. COONS
and intended to be proposed to the amend-
ment SA 2 proposed by Ms. MURKOWSKI (for
herself, Mr. HOEVEN, Mr. BARRASSO, Mr.
RISCH, Mr. LEE, Mr. FLAKE, Mr. DAINES, Mr.
MANCHIN, Mr. CASSIDY, Mr. GARDNER, Mr.
PORTMAN, Mr. ALEXANDER, and Mrs. CAPITO)
to the bill S. 1, supra; which was ordered to
lie on the table.

SA 208. Ms. MURKOWSKI submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed to
amendment SA 60 submitted by Mr. MENEN-
DEZ and intended to be proposed to the
amendment SA 2 proposed by Ms. MUR-
KOWSKI (for herself, Mr. HOEVEN, Mr. BAR-
RASSO, Mr. RISCH, Mr. LEE, Mr. FLAKE, Mr.
DAINES, Mr. MANCHIN, Mr. CASSIDY, Mr.
GARDNER, Mr. PORTMAN, Mr. ALEXANDER, and
Mrs. CAPITO) to the bill S. 1, supra; which
was ordered to lie on the table.

SA 209. Ms. MURKOWSKI submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed to
amendment SA 60 submitted by Mr. MENEN-
DEZ and intended to be proposed to the
amendment SA 2 proposed by Ms. MUR-
KOWSKI (for herself, Mr. HOEVEN, Mr. BAR-
RASSO, Mr. RISCcH, Mr. LEE, Mr. FLAKE, Mr.
DAINES, Mr. MANCHIN, Mr. CASSIDY, Mr.
GARDNER, Mr. PORTMAN, Mr. ALEXANDER, and
Mrs. CAPITO) to the bill S. 1, supra; which
was ordered to lie on the table.

SA 210. Ms. MURKOWSKI submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed to
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amendment SA 60 submitted by Mr. MENEN-
DEZ and intended to be proposed to the
amendment SA 2 proposed by Ms. MUR-
KOWSKI (for herself, Mr. HOEVEN, Mr. BAR-
RASSO, Mr. RISCcH, Mr. LEE, Mr. FLAKE, Mr.
DAINES, Mr. MANCHIN, Mr. CASSIDY, Mr.
GARDNER, Mr. PORTMAN, Mr. ALEXANDER, and
Mrs. CAPITO) to the bill S. 1, supra; which
was ordered to lie on the table.

SA 211. Ms. MURKOWSKI submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed to
amendment SA 31 submitted by Mr. KAINE
and intended to be proposed to the bill S. 1,
supra; which was ordered to lie on the table.

SA 212. Ms. MURKOWSKI submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed to
amendment SA 31 submitted by Mr. KAINE
and intended to be proposed to the bill S. 1,
supra; which was ordered to lie on the table.

SA 213. Ms. MURKOWSKI submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed to
amendment SA 31 submitted by Mr. KAINE
and intended to be proposed to the bill S. 1,
supra; which was ordered to lie on the table.

SA 214. Ms. MURKOWSKI submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed to
amendment SA 114 submitted by Mr. COONS
and intended to be proposed to the amend-
ment SA 2 proposed by Ms. MURKOWSKI (for
herself, Mr. HOEVEN, Mr. BARRASSO, Mr.
RISCH, Mr. LEE, Mr. FLAKE, Mr. DAINES, Mr.
MANCHIN, Mr. CASSIDY, Mr. GARDNER, Mr.
PORTMAN, Mr. ALEXANDER, and Mrs. CAPITO)
to the bill S. 1, supra; which was ordered to
lie on the table.

SA 215. Ms. MURKOWSKI submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed to
amendment SA 114 submitted by Mr. COONS
and intended to be proposed to the amend-
ment SA 2 proposed by Ms. MURKOWSKI (for
herself, Mr. HOEVEN, Mr. BARRASSO, Mr.
RIscH, Mr. LEE, Mr. FLAKE, Mr. DAINES, Mr.
MANCHIN, Mr. CASSIDY, Mr. GARDNER, Mr.
PORTMAN, Mr. ALEXANDER, and Mrs. CAPITO)
to the bill S. 1, supra; which was ordered to
lie on the table.

SA 216. Ms. MURKOWSKI submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed to
amendment SA 114 submitted by Mr. COONS
and intended to be proposed to the amend-
ment SA 2 proposed by Ms. MURKOWSKI (for
herself, Mr. HOEVEN, Mr. BARRASSO, Mr.
RISCH, Mr. LEE, Mr. FLAKE, Mr. DAINES, Mr.
MANCHIN, Mr. CASSIDY, Mr. GARDNER, Mr.
PORTMAN, Mr. ALEXANDER, and Mrs. CAPITO)
to the bill S. 1, supra; which was ordered to
lie on the table.

SA 217. Ms. MURKOWSKI submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed to
amendment SA 115 submitted by Mr. COONS
and intended to be proposed to the amend-
ment SA 2 proposed by Ms. MURKOWSKI (for
herself, Mr. HOEVEN, Mr. BARRASSO, Mr.
Ri1scH, Mr. LEE, Mr. FLAKE, Mr. DAINES, Mr.
MANCHIN, Mr. CASSIDY, Mr. GARDNER, Mr.
PORTMAN, Mr. ALEXANDER, and Mrs. CAPITO)
to the bill S. 1, supra; which was ordered to
lie on the table.

SA 218. Ms. MURKOWSKI submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed to
amendment SA 115 submitted by Mr. COONS
and intended to be proposed to the amend-
ment SA 2 proposed by Ms. MURKOWSKI (for
herself, Mr. HOEVEN, Mr. BARRASSO, Mr.
Ri1scH, Mr. LEE, Mr. FLAKE, Mr. DAINES, Mr.
MANCHIN, Mr. CASSIDY, Mr. GARDNER, Mr.
PORTMAN, Mr. ALEXANDER, and Mrs. CAPITO)
to the bill S. 1, supra; which was ordered to
lie on the table.

SA 219. Ms. MURKOWSKI submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed to
amendment SA 11 submitted by Mr.
MERKLEY and intended to be proposed to the
amendment SA 2 proposed by Ms. MUR-
KOWSKI (for herself, Mr. HOEVEN, Mr. BAR-
RASSO, Mr. RISCH, Mr. LEE, Mr. FLAKE, Mr.
DAINES, Mr. MANCHIN, Mr. CASSIDY, Mr.
GARDNER, Mr. PORTMAN, Mr. ALEXANDER, and
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Mrs. CAPITO) to the bill S. 1, supra; which
was ordered to lie on the table.

SA 220. Ms. MURKOWSKI submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed to
amendment SA 11 submitted by Mr.
MERKLEY and intended to be proposed to the
amendment SA 2 proposed by Ms. MUR-
KOWSKI (for herself, Mr. HOEVEN, Mr. BAR-
RASSO, Mr. RISCH, Mr. LEE, Mr. FLAKE, Mr.
DAINES, Mr. MANCHIN, Mr. CASSIDY, Mr.
GARDNER, Mr. PORTMAN, Mr. ALEXANDER, and
Mrs. CAPITO) to the bill S. 1, supra; which
was ordered to lie on the table.

SA 221. Ms. MURKOWSKI submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed to
amendment SA 11 submitted by Mr.
MERKLEY and intended to be proposed to the
amendment SA 2 proposed by Ms. MUR-
KOWSKI (for herself, Mr. HOEVEN, Mr. BAR-
RASSO, Mr. RISCH, Mr. LEE, Mr. FLAKE, Mr.
DAINES, Mr. MANCHIN, Mr. CASSIDY, Mr.
GARDNER, Mr. PORTMAN, Mr. ALEXANDER, and
Mrs. CAPITO) to the bill S. 1, supra; which
was ordered to lie on the table.

SA 222. Ms. MURKOWSKI submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed to
amendment SA 8 submitted by Mr. SCHATZ
and intended to be proposed to the amend-
ment SA 2 proposed by Ms. MURKOWSKI (for
herself, Mr. HOEVEN, Mr. BARRASSO, Mr.
RiscH, Mr. LEE, Mr. FLAKE, Mr. DAINES, Mr.
MANCHIN, Mr. CASSIDY, Mr. GARDNER, Mr.
PORTMAN, Mr. ALEXANDER, and Mrs. CAPITO)
to the bill S. 1, supra; which was ordered to
lie on the table.

SA 223. Ms. MURKOWSKI submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed to
amendment SA 8 submitted by Mr. SCHATZ
and intended to be proposed to the amend-
ment SA 2 proposed by Ms. MURKOWSKI (for
herself, Mr. HOEVEN, Mr. BARRASSO, Mr.
RIScH, Mr. LEE, Mr. FLAKE, Mr. DAINES, Mr.
MANCHIN, Mr. CASSIDY, Mr. GARDNER, Mr.
PORTMAN, Mr. ALEXANDER, and Mrs. CAPITO)
to the bill S. 1, supra; which was ordered to
lie on the table.

SA 224. Ms. MURKOWSKI submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed to
amendment SA 8 submitted by Mr. SCHATZ
and intended to be proposed to the amend-
ment SA 2 proposed by Ms. MURKOWSKI (for
herself, Mr. HOEVEN, Mr. BARRASSO, Mr.
RiscH, Mr. LEE, Mr. FLAKE, Mr. DAINES, Mr.
MANCHIN, Mr. CASSIDY, Mr. GARDNER, Mr.
PORTMAN, Mr. ALEXANDER, and Mrs. CAPITO)
to the bill S. 1, supra; which was ordered to
lie on the table.

SA 225. Ms. MURKOWSKI submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed to
amendment SA 7 submitted by Mr. SCHATZ
and intended to be proposed to the amend-
ment SA 2 proposed by Ms. MURKOWSKI (for
herself, Mr. HOEVEN, Mr. BARRASSO, Mr.
RISCH, Mr. LEE, Mr. FLAKE, Mr. DAINES, Mr.
MANCHIN, Mr. CASSIDY, Mr. GARDNER, Mr.
PORTMAN, Mr. ALEXANDER, and Mrs. CAPITO)
to the bill S. 1, supra; which was ordered to
lie on the table.

SA 226. Ms. MURKOWSKI submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed to
amendment SA 7 submitted by Mr. SCHATZ
and intended to be proposed to the amend-
ment SA 2 proposed by Ms. MURKOWSKI (for
herself, Mr. HOEVEN, Mr. BARRASSO, Mr.
RISCH, Mr. LEE, Mr. FLAKE, Mr. DAINES, Mr.
MANCHIN, Mr. CASSIDY, Mr. GARDNER, Mr.
PORTMAN, Mr. ALEXANDER, and Mrs. CAPITO)
to the bill S. 1, supra; which was ordered to
lie on the table.

SA 227. Ms. MURKOWSKI submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed to
amendment SA 7 submitted by Mr. SCHATZ
and intended to be proposed to the amend-
ment SA 2 proposed by Ms. MURKOWSKI (for
herself, Mr. HOEVEN, Mr. BARRASSO, Mr.
RISCH, Mr. LEE, Mr. FLAKE, Mr. DAINES, Mr.
MANCHIN, Mr. CASSIDY, Mr. GARDNER, Mr.
PORTMAN, Mr. ALEXANDER, and Mrs. CAPITO)
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to the bill S. 1, supra; which was ordered to
lie on the table.

SA 228. Ms. MURKOWSKI submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed to
amendment SA 12 submitted by Mr.
MERKLEY and intended to be proposed to the
amendment SA 2 proposed by Ms. MUR-
KOWSKI (for herself, Mr. HOEVEN, Mr. BAR-
RASSO, Mr. RISCH, Mr. LEE, Mr. FLAKE, Mr.
DAINES, Mr. MANCHIN, Mr. CASSIDY, Mr.
GARDNER, Mr. PORTMAN, Mr. ALEXANDER, and
Mrs. CAPITO) to the bill S. 1, supra; which
was ordered to lie on the table.

SA 229. Ms. MURKOWSKI submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed to
amendment SA 12 submitted by Mr.
MERKLEY and intended to be proposed to the
amendment SA 2 proposed by Ms. MUR-
KOWSKI (for herself, Mr. HOEVEN, Mr. BAR-
RASSO, Mr. RISCcH, Mr. LEE, Mr. FLAKE, Mr.
DAINES, Mr. MANCHIN, Mr. CASSIDY, Mr.
GARDNER, Mr. PORTMAN, Mr. ALEXANDER, and
Mrs. CAPITO) to the bill S. 1, supra; which
was ordered to lie on the table.

SA 230. Ms. MURKOWSKI submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed to
amendment SA 12 submitted by Mr.
MERKLEY and intended to be proposed to the
amendment SA 2 proposed by Ms. MUR-
KOWSKI (for herself, Mr. HOEVEN, Mr. BAR-
RASSO, Mr. RIScH, Mr. LEE, Mr. FLAKE, Mr.
DAINES, Mr. MANCHIN, Mr. CASSIDY, Mr.
GARDNER, Mr. PORTMAN, Mr. ALEXANDER, and
Mrs. CAPITO) to the bill S. 1, supra; which
was ordered to lie on the table.

SA 231. Ms. MURKOWSKI submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed to
amendment SA 6 submitted by Mr. SCHATZ
and intended to be proposed to the amend-
ment SA 2 proposed by Ms. MURKOWSKI (for
herself, Mr. HOEVEN, Mr. BARRASSO, Mr.
RiscH, Mr. LEE, Mr. FLAKE, Mr. DAINES, Mr.
MANCHIN, Mr. CASSIDY, Mr. GARDNER, Mr.
PORTMAN, Mr. ALEXANDER, and Mrs. CAPITO)
to the bill S. 1, supra; which was ordered to
lie on the table.

SA 232. Ms. MURKOWSKI submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed to
amendment SA 6 submitted by Mr. SCHATZ
and intended to be proposed to the amend-
ment SA 2 proposed by Ms. MURKOWSKI (for
herself, Mr. HOEVEN, Mr. BARRASSO, Mr.
RiIscH, Mr. LEE, Mr. FLAKE, Mr. DAINES, Mr.
MANCHIN, Mr. CASSIDY, Mr. GARDNER, Mr.
PORTMAN, Mr. ALEXANDER, and Mrs. CAPITO)
to the bill S. 1, supra; which was ordered to
lie on the table.

SA 233. Ms. MURKOWSKI submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed to
amendment SA 6 submitted by Mr. SCHATZ
and intended to be proposed to the amend-
ment SA 2 proposed by Ms. MURKOWSKI (for
herself, Mr. HOEVEN, Mr. BARRASSO, Mr.
RISCH, Mr. LEE, Mr. FLAKE, Mr. DAINES, Mr.
MANCHIN, Mr. CASSIDY, Mr. GARDNER, Mr.
PORTMAN, Mr. ALEXANDER, and Mrs. CAPITO)
to the bill S. 1, supra; which was ordered to
lie on the table.

SA 234. Ms. MURKOWSKI submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed to
amendment SA 115 submitted by Mr. COONS
and intended to be proposed to the amend-
ment SA 2 proposed by Ms. MURKOWSKI (for
herself, Mr. HOEVEN, Mr. BARRASSO, Mr.
RiscH, Mr. LEE, Mr. FLAKE, Mr. DAINES, Mr.
MANCHIN, Mr. CASSIDY, Mr. GARDNER, Mr.
PORTMAN, Mr. ALEXANDER, and Mrs. CAPITO)
to the bill S. 1, supra; which was ordered to
lie on the table.

SA 235. Ms. MURKOWSKI submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed to
amendment SA 145 submitted by Mr.
MANCHIN and intended to be proposed to the
bill S. 1, supra; which was ordered to lie on
the table.

SA 236. Ms. MURKOWSKI submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed to
amendment SA 145 submitted by Mr.
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MANCHIN and intended to be proposed to the
bill S. 1, supra; which was ordered to lie on
the table.

SA 237. Ms. MURKOWSKI submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed to
amendment SA 145 submitted by Mr.
MANCHIN and intended to be proposed to the
bill S. 1, supra; which was ordered to lie on
the table.

SA 238. Ms. MURKOWSKI submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed to
amendment SA 55 submitted by Mr. PETERS
(for himself and Ms. STABENOW) and intended
to be proposed to the amendment SA 2 pro-
posed by Ms. MURKOWSKI (for herself, Mr.
HOEVEN, Mr. BARRASSO, Mr. RISCH, Mr. LEE,
Mr. FLAKE, Mr. DAINES, Mr. MANCHIN, Mr.
CASSIDY, Mr. GARDNER, Mr. PORTMAN, Mr.
ALEXANDER, and Mrs. CAPITO) to the bill S. 1,
supra; which was ordered to lie on the table.

SA 239. Ms. MURKOWSKI submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed to
amendment SA 75 proposed by Mr. CARDIN to
the amendment SA 2 proposed by Ms. MUR-
KOWSKI (for herself, Mr. HOEVEN, Mr. BAR-
RASSO, Mr. RISCH, Mr. LEE, Mr. FLAKE, Mr.
DAINES, Mr. MANCHIN, Mr. CASSIDY, Mr.
GARDNER, Mr. PORTMAN, Mr. ALEXANDER, and
Mrs. CAPITO) to the bill S. 1, supra; which
was ordered to lie on the table.

SA 240. Ms. MURKOWSKI submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed to
amendment SA 59 submitted by Mr. SCHATZ
and intended to be proposed to the bill S. 1,
supra; which was ordered to lie on the table.

SA 241. Mr. CARDIN submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by him to the
bill S. 1, supra; which was ordered to lie on
the table.

SA 242. Mr. CARDIN submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by him to the
bill S. 1, supra; which was ordered to lie on
the table.

———

TEXT OF AMENDMENTS

SA 144. Mrs. SHAHEEN submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed by
her to the bill S. 1, to approve the Key-
stone XL Pipeline; which was ordered
to lie on the table; as follows:

At the appropriate place, insert the fol-
lowing:

SEC. = . FOREST CARBON
GRAM.

(a) DEFINITIONS.—In this section:

(1) CLIMATE MITIGATION CONTRACT; CON-
TRACT.—The term ‘‘climate mitigation con-
tract’” or ‘‘contract’” means a 15-year con-
tract that specifies—

(A) the eligible practices that will be un-
dertaken;

(B) the acreage of eligible land on which
the practices will be undertaken;

(C) the agreed rate of compensation per
acre; and

(D) a schedule to verify that the terms of
the contract have been fulfilled.

(2) CONSERVATION EASEMENT AGREEMENT;
AGREEMENT.—The term ‘‘conservation ease-
ment agreement’” or ‘‘agreement’” means a
permanent conservation easement that—

(A) covers eligible land that will not be
converted for development;

(B) is enrolled under a climate mitigation
contract; and

(C) is consistent with the guidelines for—

(i) the Forest Legacy Program established
under section 7 of the Cooperative Forestry
Assistance Act of 1978 (16 U.S.C. 2103c); or

(ii) any other program approved by the
Secretary for use under this section to pro-
vide consistency with Federal legal require-
ments for permanent conservation ease-
ments.

(3) ELIGIBLE LAND.—The term ‘‘eligible
land” means forest land in the United States
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that is privately owned at the time of initi-
ation of a climate mitigation contract or
conservation easement agreement.

(4) ELIGIBLE PRACTICE.—The term ‘‘eligible
practice’” means a forestry practice, includ-
ing improved forest management that pro-
duces marketable forest products, that is de-
termined by the Secretary to provide meas-
urable increases in carbon sequestration and
storage beyond customary practices on com-
parable land.

(6) FOREST CARBON INCENTIVES PROGRAM;
PROGRAM.—The term ‘‘forest carbon incen-
tives program’ or ‘‘program’ means the for-
est carbon incentives program established
under subsection (b)(1).

(6) SECRETARY.—The term ‘‘Secretary’’
means the Secretary of Agriculture.

(b) SUPPLEMENTAL GREENHOUSE GAS EMIS-
SION REDUCTIONS IN UNITED STATES.—

(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall estab-
lish a forest carbon incentives program to
achieve supplemental greenhouse gas emis-
sion reductions and carbon sequestration on
private forest land of the United States
through—

(A) climate mitigation contracts; and

(B) conservation easement agreements.

(2) PRIORITY.—In selecting projects under
this subsection, the Secretary shall provide a
priority for contracts and agreements—

(A) that sequester the most carbon on a per
acre basis; and

(B) that create forestry jobs or protect
habitats and achieve significant other envi-
ronmental, economic, and social benefits.

(3) ELIGIBILITY.—

(A) IN GENERAL.—To participate in the pro-
gram, an owner of eligible land shall enter
into a climate mitigation contract.

(B) RELATIONSHIP TO OTHER PROGRAMS.—AnN
owner or operator shall not be prohibited
from participating in the program due to
participation of the owner or operator in
other Federal or State conservation assist-
ance programs.

(4) REVERSALS.—In developing regulations
for climate mitigation contracts under this
subsection, the Secretary shall specify re-
quirements to address intentional or unin-
tentional reversal of carbon sequestration
during the contract and agreement period.

(¢c) INCENTIVE PAYMENTS.—

(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall pro-
vide to owners of eligible land financial in-
centive payments for—

(A) eligible practices that measurably in-
crease carbon sequestration and storage over
a designated period on eligible land, as speci-
fied through a climate mitigation contract;
and

(B) subject to paragraph (2), conservation
easements on eligible land covered under a
conservation easement agreement.

(2) NO CONSERVATION EASEMENT AGREEMENT
REQUIRED.—Eligibility for financial incentive
payments under a climate mitigation con-
tract described in paragraph (1)(A) shall not
require a conservation easement agreement.

(d) REGULATIONS.—Not later than 1 year
after the date of enactment of this Act, the
Secretary shall issue regulations that speci-
fy eligible practices and related compensa-
tion rates, standards, and guidelines as the
basis for entering into the program with
owners of eligible land.

(e) SET-ASIDE OF FUNDS FOR CERTAIN PUR-
POSES.—

(1) IN GENERAL.—At the discretion of the
Secretary, a portion of program funds made
available under this program for a fiscal year
may be used—

(A) to develop forest carbon modeling and
methodologies that will improve the projec-
tion of carbon gains for any forest practices
made eligible under the program;

(B) to provide additional incentive pay-
ments for specified management activities
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that increase the adaptive capacity of land
under a climate mitigation contract; and

(C) for the Forest Inventory and Analysis
Program of the Forest Service to develop im-
proved measurement and monitoring of for-
est carbon stocks.

(2) PROGRAM COMPONENTS.—In establishing
the program, the Secretary shall provide
that funds provided under this section shall
not be substituted for, or otherwise used as a
basis for reducing, funding authorized or ap-
propriated under other programs to com-
pensate owners of eligible land for activities
that are not covered under the program.

(f) PROGRAM MEASUREMENT, MONITORING,
VERIFICATION, AND REPORTING.—

(1) MEASUREMENT, MONITORING, AND
VERIFICATION.—The Secretary shall establish
and implement protocols that provide moni-
toring and verification of compliance with
the program, including both direct and indi-
rect effects and any reversal of sequestra-
tion.

(2) REPORTING REQUIREMENT.—At least an-
nually, the Secretary shall submit to Con-
gress a report that contains—

(A) an estimate of annual and cumulative
reductions achieved as a result of the pro-
gram, determined using standardized meas-
ures, including measures of economic effi-
ciency;

(B) a summary of any changes to the pro-
gram that will be made as a result of pro-
gram measurement, monitoring, and
verification;

(C) the total number of acres enrolled in
the program by method; and

(D) a State-by-State summary of the data.

(3) AVAILABILITY OF REPORT.—Each report
required by this subsection shall be available
to the public through the website of the De-
partment of Agriculture.

(4) PROGRAM ADJUSTMENTS.—At least once
every 2 years the Secretary shall adjust eli-
gible practices and compensation rates for
future climate mitigation contracts based on
the results of monitoring under paragraph (1)
and reporting under paragraph (2).

(g) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.—
There are authorized to be appropriated to
carry out this section such sums as are nec-
essary.

SA 145. Mr. MANCHIN submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed by
him to the bill S. 1, to approve the
Keystone XIL. Pipeline; which was or-
dered to lie on the table; as follows:

At the appropriate place, insert the fol-
lowing:

SEC. . SENSE OF CONGRESS REGARDING
CLIMATE CHANGE.

It is the sense of Congress that—

(1) Congress is in agreement with the opin-
ion of virtually the entire worldwide sci-
entific community and a growing number of
top national security experts, economists,
and others that—

(A) climate change is real;

(B) human activities contribute to climate
change; and

(C) climate change has already begun to
cause problems in the United States and
around the world;

(2) the Energy Information Administration
projects that fossil fuels could continue to
produce 68 percent of the electricity in the
United States through 2040; and

(3) it is imperative that the United States
invest in research and development for clean
fossil fuel technology.

SA 146. Mr. MANCHIN submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed by
him to the bill S. 1, to approve the
Keystone XL Pipeline; which was or-
dered to lie on the table; as follows:
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On page 2, line 3, insert ¢, on the condition
that any steel purchased or used for the con-
struction, operation, or maintenance of the
pipeline and cross-border facilities after the
date of enactment of this Act shall be manu-
factured in the United States, or, if the steel
purchased or used is not manufactured in the
United States, TransCanada Keystone Pipe-
line, L.P. shall certify that no such steel is
available for purchase’’ before the period.

SA 147. Mrs. SHAHEEN submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed to
amendment SA 2 proposed by Ms. MUR-
KOWSKI (for herself, Mr. HOEVEN, Mr.
BARRASSO, Mr. RIsScH, Mr. LEE, Mr.
FLAKE, Mr. DAINES, Mr. MANCHIN, Mr.
CASSIDY, Mr. GARDNER, Mr. PORTMAN,
Mr. ALEXANDER, and Mrs. CAPITO) to
the bill S. 1, to approve the Keystone
XL Pipeline; which was ordered to lie
on the table; as follows:

After section 2, insert the following:

Section . Sense of Congress Regarding Green
Building Programs.

(a) FINDINGS.—Congress finds that—

(1) The U.S. building sector consumes near-
1y 40 percent of the nation’s energy.

(2) Investments in building efficiency are
among the most cost-effective, energy-sav-
ing measures the federal government can de-
ploy to save money for taxpayers, families
and businesses, grow the domestic economy,
create jobs, reduce emissions and make the
United States more energy secure.

i. The State Energy Program converts
every dollar of federal finding into $7.22 in
energy cost savings, according to a study by
Oak Ridge National Laboratory. The study
also found that for every $1 of State Energy

Program federal funding, the program
leverages $10.71 in state and non-federal
funds.

ii. The Weatherization Assistance Program
saves low-income families up to 22.9 percent
on their home energy costs.

iii. From 2009 to 2011, the Federal Energy
Management Program arranged energy sav-
ings performance contracts that leveraged
almost $1.2 billion in private-sector invest-
ment to save the federal government and
taxpayers more than $3.5 billion in energy
and water costs.

iv. A 2012 analysis of federal appliance and
equipment efficiency standards prepared by
the American Council for an Energy Effi-
cient Economy and the Appliance Standards
Awareness Project found that federal effi-
ciency standards already established would
save consumers about $27 billion in 2010, in-
creasing to $61 billion in 2025.

(3) Federal building energy efficiency pro-
grams related to the construction and oper-
ations and maintenance of buildings play a
key role in cost-effectively reducing energy
and water waste in both the private and pub-
lic sector.

(4) Reducing energy and water use in build-
ings requires a network of federal programs
that strategically target different segments
of the diverse building sector and use a vari-
ety of approaches.

(5) The Government Accountability Office
report, entitled ‘2012 Annual Report: Oppor-
tunities to Reduce Duplication, Overlap and
Fragmentation, Achieve Savings, and En-
hance Revenue” recommends enhanced co-
ordination between agencies to increase ef-
fectiveness of complimentary programs. This
report did not find any specific instances of
program duplication and it did not rec-
ommend the elimination of any green build-
ing programs.

(b) Sense of Congress—It is the sense of
Congress that—

1. The federal government successfully em-
ploys a variety of federal green building pro-
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grams to address the complex challenge of
reducing energy and water waste in build-
ings.

2. Federal green building programs save
U.S. families, taxpayers and businesses en-
ergy and money, boost domestic job creation
and strengthen the U.S. economy.

3. The federal government should encour-
age enhanced coordination between agencies,
State and local governments, tribes and the
private-sector to increase continued effec-
tiveness and avoid unnecessary duplication
of federal green building programs.

SA 148. Mr. WHITEHOUSE (for him-
self, Mr. LEAHY, Mrs. BOXER, Mr. DUR-
BIN, Mr. BROWN, Mr. UDALL, Mrs. SHA-
HEEN, Ms. BALDWIN, Mr. MURPHY, and
Mr. HEINRICH) submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by him
to the bill S. 1, to approve the Key-
stone XL Pipeline; which was ordered
to lie on the table; as follows:

At the end, add the following:

SEC. . CAMPAIGN FINANCE DISCLOSURES BY
THOSE PROFITING FROM TAR SANDS
DEVELOPMENT.

Section 304 of the Federal Election Cam-
paign Act of 1974 (52 U.S.C. 30104) is amended
by adding at the end the following new sub-
section:

“(j) DISCLOSURE BY TAR SANDS BENE-
FICIARIES.—

(1) IN GENERAL.—

“‘(A) INITIAL DISCLOSURE.—Every covered
entity which has made covered disburse-
ments and received covered transfers in an
aggregate amount in excess of $10,000 during
the period beginning on December 1, 2012,
and ending on the date that is 165 days after
the date of the enactment of this subsection
shall file with the Commission a statement
containing the information described in
paragraph (2) not later than the date that is
180 days after the date of the enactment of
this subsection.

‘‘(B) SUBSEQUENT DISCLOSURES.—Every cov-
ered entity which makes covered disburse-
ments (other than covered disbursement re-
ported under subparagraph (A))and received
covered transfers (other than a covered
transfer reported under subparagraph (A)) in
an aggregate amount in excess of $10,000 dur-
ing any calendar year shall, within 48 hours
of each disclosure date, file with the Com-
mission a statement containing the informa-
tion described in paragraph (2).

¢“(2) CONTENTS OF STATEMENT.—Each state-
ment required to be filed under this sub-
section shall be made under penalty of per-
jury and shall contain the following informa-
tion:

‘“(A) The identification of the person mak-
ing the disbursement or receiving the trans-
fer, of any person sharing or exercising direc-
tion or control over the activities of such
person, and of the custodian of the books and
accounts of the person making the disburse-
ment or receiving the transfer.

‘(B) The principal place of business of the
person making the disbursement or receiving
the transfer, if not an individual.

‘(C) The amount of each disbursement or
transfer of more than $200 during the period
covered by the statement and the identifica-
tion of the person to whom the disbursement
was made or from whom the transfer was re-
ceived.

‘(D) The elections to which the disburse-
ments or transfers pertain and the names (if
known) of the candidates involved.

“(BE) If the disbursements were paid out of
a segregated bank account which consists of
funds contributed solely by individuals who
are United States citizens or nationals or
lawfully admitted for permanent residence
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(as defined in section 101(a)(20) of the Immi-
gration and Nationality Act (8 U.S.C.
1101(a)(20))) directly to this account for elec-
tioneering communications, the names and
addresses of all contributors who contributed
an aggregate amount of $1,000 or more to
that account during—

‘(i) in the case of a statement under para-
graph (1)(A), during the period described in
such paragraph, and

‘“(ii) in the case of a statement under para-

graph (1)(B), the period beginning on the
first day of the preceding calendar year and
ending on the disclosure date.
Nothing in this subparagraph is to be con-
strued as a prohibition on the use of funds in
such a segregated account for a purpose
other than covered disbursements.

‘“(F) If the disbursements were paid out of
funds not described in subparagraph (E), the
names and addresses of all contributors who
contributed an aggregate amount of $1,000 or
more to the person making the disbursement
during—

‘(i) in the case of a statement under para-
graph (1)(A), during the period described in
such paragraph, and

‘‘(ii) in the case of a statement under para-
graph (1)(B), the period beginning on the
first day of the preceding calendar year and
ending on the disclosure date.

‘(3) COVERED ENTITY.—For purposes of this
subsection—

‘“(A) IN GENERAL.—The term ‘covered enti-
ty’ means—

‘(i) any person who is described in sub-
paragraph (B), and

‘(ii) any person who owns 5 percent or
more of any person described in subpara-
graph (B).

‘‘(B) PERSON DESCRIBED.—A person is de-
scribed in this subparagraph if such person—

‘(i) holds one or more tar sands leases, or

‘“(ii) has received revenues or stands to re-
ceive revenues of $1,000,000 or greater from
tar sands production, including revenues re-
ceived in connection with—

“(I) exploration of tar sands;

“(IT) extraction of tar sands;

“(I1I) processing of tar sands;

“(IV) building, maintaining, and upgrading
the Keystone XL pipeline and other related
pipelines used in connection with tar sands;

(V) expanding refinery capacity or build-
ing, expanding, and retrofitting import and
export terminals in connection with tar
sands;

‘(VI) transportation by pipeline, rail, and
barge of tar sands;

“(VII) refinement of tar sands;

‘(VIII) importing crude, refined oil, or by-
products derived from tar sands crude;

“(IX) exporting crude, byproducts, or re-
fined oil derived from tar sands crude; and

“(X) use of production byproducts from tar
sands, such as petroleum coke for energy
generation.

‘“(C) TAR SANDS.—For purposes of this
paragraph, the term ‘tar sands’ means bitu-
men from the West Canadian Sedimentary
Basin.

‘‘(4) COVERED DISBURSEMENT.—For purposes
of this subsection, the term ‘covered dis-
bursement’ means a disbursement for any of
the following:

““(A) An independent expenditure.

‘“(B) A broadcast, cable, or satellite com-
munication (other than a communication de-
scribed in subsection (£)(3)(B)) which—

‘(i) refers to a clearly identified candidate
for Federal office;

“(ii) is made—

“(I) in the case of a communication which
refers to a candidate for an office other than
President or Vice President, during the pe-
riod beginning on January 1 of the calendar
year in which a general or runoff election is
held and ending on the date of the general or
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runoff election (or in the case of a special
election, during the period beginning on the
date on which the announcement with re-
spect to such election is made and ending on
the date of the special election); or

‘“(IT) in the case of a communication which
refers to a candidate for the office of Presi-
dent or Vice President, is made in any State
during the period beginning 120 days before
the first primary election, caucus, or pref-
erence election held for the selection of dele-
gates to a national nominating convention of
a political party is held in any State (or, if
no such election or caucus is held in any
State, the first convention or caucus of a po-
litical party which has the authority to
nominate a candidate for the office of Presi-
dent or Vice President) and ending on the
date of the general election; and

‘“(iii) in the case of a communication
which refers to a candidate for an office
other than President or Vice President, is
targeted to the relevant electorate (within
the meaning of subsection (f)(3)(C)).

“(C) A transfer to another person for the
purposes of making a disbursement described
in subparagraph (A) or (B).

‘“(5) COVERED TRANSFER.—For purposes of
this subsection, the term ‘covered transfer’
means any amount received by a covered en-
tity for the purposes of making a covered
disbursement.

‘“(6) DISCLOSURE DATE.—For purposes of
this subsection, the term ‘disclosure date’
means—

‘“(A) the first date during any calendar
yvear by which a person has made covered dis-
bursements and received covered transfers
aggregating in excess of $10,000; and

‘“(B) any other date during such calendar
year by which a person has made covered dis-
bursements and received covered transfers
aggregating in excess of $10,000 since the
most recent disclosure date for such calendar
year.

““(7) CONTRACTS TO DISBURSE; COORDINATION
WITH OTHER REQUIREMENTS; ETC,.—Rules simi-
lar to the rules of paragraphs (5), (6), and (7)
of subsection (f) shall apply for purposes of
this subsection.”.

SA 149. Mrs. GILLIBRAND submitted
an amendment intended to be proposed
by her to the bill S. 1, to approve the
Keystone XL Pipeline; which was or-
dered to lie on the table; as follows:

At the appropriate place, insert the fol-
lowing:

SEC. . EFFECTIVE DATE.

This Act shall not take effect until the
date that, pursuant to an Act of Congress,
the limit on liability for oil spills at onshore
facilities is modified to be unlimited.

SA 150. Mr. CARDIN submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed by
him to the bill S. 1, to approve the
Keystone XL Pipeline; which was or-
dered to lie on the table; as follows:

At the appropriate place, insert the fol-
lowing:

SEC. . COMMUNITY RIGHT TO PROTECT
LOCAL WATER SUPPLIES.

(a) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 60 days
after the date of enactment of this Act and
prior to construction of the pipeline de-
scribed in section 2(a), the President, or the
designee of the President, shall provide to
each municipality or county that relies on
drinking water from a source that may be af-
fected by a tar sands spill from the pipeline
an analysis based on the Final Supplemental
Environmental Impact Statement referred
to in section 2(b) of the potential risks to
public health and the environment from a
leak or rupture of that pipeline.

January 26, 2015

(b) NOTIFICATION TO GOVERNORS.—The
President shall provide a copy of the anal-
ysis described in subsection (a) to the Gov-
ernor of each State in which an affected mu-
nicipality or county is located.

(¢c) EFFECT ON CONSTRUCTION.—Construc-
tion of the pipeline described in section 2(a)
may not begin if the Governor of a State
with an affected municipality or county sub-
mits, not later than 30 days after receiving
an analysis under subsection (b), a petition
to the President requesting that the pipeline
not be located in the affected municipality
or county.

(d) WITHDRAWAL.—A petitioner may with-
draw a petition submitted by that petitioner
under subsection (¢) at any time.

SA 151. Mr. CARDIN submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed to
amendment SA 75 proposed by Mr.
CARDIN to the amendment SA 2 pro-
posed by Ms. MURKOWSKI (for herself,
Mr. HOEVEN, Mr. BARRASSO, Mr. RISCH,
Mr. LEE, Mr. FLAKE, Mr. DAINES, Mr.
MANCHIN, Mr. CASSIDY, Mr. GARDNER,
Mr. PORTMAN, Mr. ALEXANDER, and
Mrs. CAPITO) to the bill S. 1, to approve
the Keystone XL, Pipeline; which was
ordered to lie on the table; as follows:

Strike all after the first word and, insert
the following:

. COMMUNITY RIGHT TO PROTECT LOCAL
WATER SUPPLIES.

(a) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 60 days
after the date of enactment of this Act and
prior to construction of the pipeline de-
scribed in section 2(a), the President, or the
designee of the President, shall provide to
each municipality or county that relies on
drinking water from a source that may be af-
fected by a tar sands spill from the pipeline
an analysis based on the Final Supplemental
Environmental Impact Statement referred
to in section 2(b) of the potential risks to
public health and the environment from a
leak or rupture of that pipeline.

(b) NOTIFICATION TO GOVERNORS.—The
President shall provide a copy of the anal-
ysis described in subsection (a) to the Gov-
ernor of each State in which an affected mu-
nicipality or county is located.

(¢c) EFFECT ON CONSTRUCTION.—Construc-
tion of the pipeline described in section 2(a)
may not begin if the Governor of a State
with an affected municipality or county sub-
mits, not later than 30 days after receiving
an analysis under subsection (b), a petition
to the President requesting that the pipeline
not be located in the affected municipality
or county.

(d) WITHDRAWAL.—A petitioner may with-
draw a petition submitted by that petitioner
under subsection (¢) at any time.

SA 152. Mr. WICKER submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed to
amendment SA 2 proposed by Ms. MUR-
KOWSKI (for herself, Mr. HOEVEN, Mr.
BARRASSO, Mr. RIscH, Mr. LEE, Mr.
FLAKE, Mr. DAINES, Mr. MANCHIN, Mr.
CASSIDY, Mr. GARDNER, Mr. PORTMAN,
Mr. ALEXANDER, and Mrs. CAPITO) to
the bill S. 1, to approve the Keystone
XL Pipeline; which was ordered to lie
on the table; as follows:

At the appropriate place, insert the fol-
lowing:

SEC. . THIRD-PARTY CERTIFICATION UNDER
ENERGY STAR PROGRAM.

Section 324A of the Energy Policy and Con-
servation Act (42 U.S.C. 6294a) is amended by
adding at the end the following:

‘‘(e) THIRD-PARTY CERTIFICATION.—
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‘(1) IN GENERAL.—Subject to paragraph (2),
not later than 180 days after the date of en-
actment of this subsection, the Adminis-
trator shall revise the certification require-
ments for the labeling of consumer, home,
and office electronic products for program
partners that have complied with all require-
ments of the Energy Star program for a pe-
riod of at least 18 months.

‘(2) ADMINISTRATION.—In the case of a pro-
gram partner described in paragraph (1), the
new requirements under paragraph (1)—

“‘(A) shall not require third-party certifi-
cation for a product to be listed; but

“(B) may require that test data and other
product information be submitted to facili-
tate product listing and performance
verification for a sample of products.

¢“(3) THIRD PARTIES.—Nothing in this sub-
section prevents the Administrator from
using third parties in the course of the ad-
ministration of the Energy Star program.

‘“(4) TERMINATION.—

‘“(A) IN GENERAL.—Subject to subparagraph
(B), an exemption from third-party certifi-
cation provided to a program partner under
paragraph (1) shall terminate if the program
partner is found to have violated program re-
quirements with respect to at least 2 sepa-
rate models during a 2-year period.

‘(B) RESUMPTION.—A termination for a
program partner under subparagraph (A)
shall cease if the program partner complies
with all Energy Star program requirements
for a period of at least 3 years.”.

SA 153. Mr. WICKER submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed to
amendment SA 2 proposed by Ms. MUR-
KOWSKI (for herself, Mr. HOEVEN, Mr.
BARRASSO, Mr. RiIscH, Mr. LEE, Mr.
FLAKE, Mr. DAINES, Mr. MANCHIN, Mr.
CASSIDY, Mr. GARDNER, Mr. PORTMAN,
Mr. ALEXANDER, and Mrs. CAPITO) to
the bill S. 1, to approve the Keystone
XL Pipeline; which was ordered to lie
on the table; as follows:

At the appropriate place, insert the fol-
lowing:

SEC. . FEDERAL BUILDING ENERGY EFFI-
CIENCY PERFORMANCE STANDARDS.

Section 305(a)(3)(D) of the Energy Con-
servation and Production Act (42 U.S.C.
6834(a)(3)(D)) is amended—

(1) in clause (i), by striking subclause (III)
and inserting the following:

““(III) SUSTAINABLE DESIGN PRINCIPLES.—

‘“‘(aa) IN GENERAL.—Sustainable design
principles shall be applied to the siting, de-
sign, and construction of buildings covered
by this clause.

“(bb) SELECTION OF CERTIFICATION SYS-
TEMS.—The Secretary, after reviewing the
findings of the Federal Director under sec-
tion 436(h) of the Energy Independence and
Security Act of 2007 (42 U.S.C. 17092(h)), in
consultation with the Administrator of Gen-
eral Services, and in consultation with the
Secretary of Defense relating to those facili-
ties under the custody and control of the De-
partment of Defense, shall determine those
certification systems for green commercial
and residential buildings that the Secretary
determines to be the most likely to encour-
age a comprehensive and environmentally
sound approach to certification of green
buildings.

‘‘(cc) BASIS FOR SELECTION.—The deter-
mination of the certification systems shall
be based on ongoing review of the findings of
the Federal Director under section 436(h) of
the Energy Independence and Security Act of
2007 (42 U.S.C. 17092(h)) and the criteria de-
scribed in clause (iii).

‘(dd) ADMINISTRATION.—In determining
certification systems under this subclause,
the Secretary shall—
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““(AA) make a separate determination for
all or part of each system;

“(BB) use criteria that does not prohibit,
disfavor, or discriminate against any specific
technology, brand, product, or material
based on a hazard characteristic or other ar-
bitrary measure and is based on an objective
assessment of relevant technical data; and

‘“(CC) use environmental and health cri-
teria that are based on risk assessment
methodology that is generally accepted by
the applicable scientific disciplines.”’;

(2) in clause (iii), by striking ‘‘identifying
the green building certification system and
level” and inserting ‘‘determining the green
building certification systems’’;

(3) by redesignating clauses (vi) and (vii) as
clauses (vii) and (viii), respectively;

(4) by striking clauses (iv) and (v) and in-
serting the following:

‘“(iv) REVIEW.—The Secretary shall conduct
an ongoing review to evaluate and compare
private sector green building certification
systems, taking into account—

“(I) the criteria described in clause (iii);
and

‘“(IT) the identification made by the Fed-
eral Director under section 436(h) of the En-
ergy Independence and Security Act of 2007
(42 U.S.C. 17092(h)).

““(v) EXCLUSIONS.—

‘“(I) IN GENERAL.—Subject to subclause (II),
if a certification system fails to meet the re-
view requirements of clause (i)(III), the Sec-
retary shall—

‘‘(aa) identify the portions of the system,
whether prerequisites, credits, points, or
otherwise, that meet the review criteria of
clause (i)(III);

““(bb) determine the portions of the system
that are suitable for use; and

‘“(cc) exclude all other portions of the sys-
tem from identification and use.

‘“(II) ENTIRE SYSTEMS.—The Secretary shall
exclude an entire system from use if an ex-
clusion under subclause (I)—

‘‘(aa) impedes the integrated use of the
system;

‘“(bb) creates disparate review criteria or
unequal point access for competing mate-
rials; or

‘‘(cc) increases agency costs of the use.

¢“(vi) INTERNAL CERTIFICATION PROCESSES.—
The Secretary may by rule allow Federal
agencies to develop internal certification
processes, using certified professionals, in
lieu of certification by certification entities
identified under clause (i)(III).”’; and

(5) by adding at the end the following:

“(ix) EFFECTIVE DATE.—

“(I) DETERMINATIONS MADE AFTER DECEM-
BER 31, 2015.—The amendments made by sec-
tion of the Keystone XL Pipeline Ap-
proval Act shall apply to any determination
made by a Federal agency after December 31,
2015.

“(II) DETERMINATIONS MADE ON OR BEFORE
DECEMBER 31, 2015.—This subparagraph (as in
effect on the day before the date of enact-
ment of the Keystone XL Pipeline Approval
Act) shall apply to any determination made
by a Federal agency on or before December
31, 2015.”.

SEC. . HIGH-PERFORMANCE GREEN FED-
ERAL BUILDINGS.

Section 436(h) of the Energy Independence
and Security Act of 2007 (42 U.S.C. 17092(h)) is
amended—

(1) in the subsection heading, by striking
“SYSTEM’’ and inserting ‘“‘SYSTEMS’’;

(2) by striking paragraph (1) and inserting
the following:

‘(1) IN GENERAL.—Based on an ongoing re-
view, the Federal Director shall identify and
shall provide to the Secretary pursuant to
section 305(a)(3)(D) of the Energy Conserva-
tion and Production Act (42 TU.S.C.
6834(a)(3)(D)), a list of those certification
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systems that the Director identifies as the
most likely to encourage a comprehensive
and environmentally sound approach to cer-
tification of green buildings.’’; and

(3) in paragraph (2)—

(A) in the matter preceding subparagraph
(A), by striking ‘‘system’ and inserting
“‘systems’’;

(B) by striking subparagraph (A) and in-
serting the following:

‘““(A) an ongoing review provided to the
Secretary pursuant to section 305(a)(3)(D) of
the Energy Conservation and Production Act
(42 U.S.C. 6834(a)(3)(D)), which shall—

‘(i) be carried out by the Federal Director
to compare and evaluate standards; and

‘“(ii) allow any developer or administrator
of a rating system or certification system to
be included in the review;’’;

(C) in subparagraph (E)(v), by striking
“and” after the semicolon at the end;

(D) in subparagraph (F), by striking the pe-
riod at the end and inserting a semicolon;
and

(E) by adding at the end the following:

‘(G) a finding that, for all credits address-
ing grown, harvested, or mined materials,
the system promotes the use of domestic
products that have obtained certifications of
responsible sourcing; and

‘“(H) a finding that the system incor-
porates life-cycle assessment as a credit
pathway.”.

SA 154. Mr. LEAHY (for himself, Ms.
CANTWELL, Mr. COONS, and Mrs. FEIN-
STEIN) submitted an amendment in-
tended to be proposed to amendment
SA 2 proposed by Ms. MURKOWSKI (for
herself, Mr. HOEVEN, Mr. BARRASSO,
Mr. RISCH, Mr. LEE, Mr. FLAKE, Mr.
DAINES, Mr. MANCHIN, Mr. CASSIDY, Mr.
GARDNER, Mr. PORTMAN, Mr. ALEX-
ANDER, and Mrs. CAPITO) to the bill S.
1, to approve the Keystone XL, Pipe-
line; which was ordered to lie on the
table; as follows:

On page 2, strike line 24 and all that fol-
lows through page 3, line 9, and insert the
following:

(d) JUDICIAL REVIEW.—Nothing in this Act
shall be construed to affect—

(1) the availability or scope of judicial re-
view under chapter 7 of title 5, United States
Code, or any other provision of law, of any
agency action relating to—

(A) the pipeline or cross-border facilities
described in subsection (a); or

(B) any related facility in the United
States; or

(2) the form or venue of any proceeding for,
or the court with jurisdiction of an action
seeking, judicial review of an agency action
described in paragraph (1).

SA 155. Mr. BOOKER submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed to
amendment SA 2 proposed by Ms. MUR-
KOWSKI (for herself, Mr. HOEVEN, Mr.
BARRASSO, Mr. RISCH, Mr. LEE, Mr.
FLAKE, Mr. DAINES, Mr. MANCHIN, Mr.
CASSIDY, Mr. GARDNER, Mr. PORTMAN,
Mr. ALEXANDER, and Mrs. CAPITO) to
the bill S. 1, to approve the Keystone
XL Pipeline; which was ordered to lie
on the table; as follows:

At the end of section 2, add the following:
(f) ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT
SAVINGS CLAUSE.—Nothing in subsection (b)
relieves any Federal agency of the obligation
of the Federal agency to comply with the
National Environmental Policy Act of 1969
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(42 U.S.C. 4321 et seq.), including the obliga-
tion of the Federal agency to prepare a sup-
plement to the Final Supplemental Environ-
mental Impact Statement described in sub-
section (b) in connection with the issuance of
any permit or authorization needed to con-
struct, connect, operate, or maintain the
pipeline and cross-border facilities described
in subsection (a) if there are significant new
circumstances or information relevant to en-
vironmental concerns and bearing on the en-
vironmental impacts resulting from the con-
struction, connection, operation, and main-
tenance of the pipeline and cross-border fa-
cilities, including from greenhouse gas emis-
sions associated with the crude oil being
transported by the pipeline.

SA 156. Mr. REED (for himself and
Ms. COLLINS) submitted an amendment
intended to be proposed by him to the
bill S. 1, to approve the Keystone XL
Pipeline; which was ordered to lie on
the table; as follows:

At the appropriate place, insert the fol-

lowing:

SEC. . FINDINGS AND SENSE OF THE SENATE.
(a) FINDINGS.—The Senate finds the fol-

lowing:

(1) The Low-Income Home Energy Assist-
ance Program (referred to in this section as
“LIHEAP”) is the main Federal program
that helps low-income households and senior
citizens with their energy bills, providing
vital assistance during both the cold winter
and hot summer months.

(2) Recipients of LIHEAP assistance are
among the most vulnerable individuals in
the country, with about 90 percent of
LIHEAP households having at least one
member who is a child, a senior citizen, or
disabled, and approximately 20 percent of
LIHEAP households including at least one
veteran.

(3) The number of households eligible for
LIHEAP assistance continues to exceed
available funding, with current funding
reaching just 20 percent of the eligible popu-
lation.

(4) The average LIHEAP grant covers just
a fraction of home energy costs, leaving
many low-income families and senior citi-
zens struggling to pay their energy bills and
with fewer resources available to meet other
essential needs.

(5) Access to affordable home energy is a
matter of health and safety for many low-in-
come households, children, senior citizens,
individuals with disabilities, and veterans.

(6) Funding LIHEAP at $4,700,000,000 annu-
ally would ensure that more low-income
households, households with children, senior
citizens, individuals with disabilities, and
veterans can meet basic home energy needs.

(b) SENSE OF THE SENATE.—It is the sense
of the Senate that LIHEAP should be funded
at not less than $4,700,000,000 annually.

(¢c) DATE OF ENACTMENT.—This section
takes effect on the day after the date of en-
actment of this Act.

SA 157. Ms. MURKOWSKI submitted
an amendment intended to be proposed
by her to the bill S. 1, to approve the
Keystone XL Pipeline; which was or-
dered to lie on the table; as follows:

At the appropriate place, insert the fol-
lowing:

SEC. . REPORT ON ENERGY SECURITY.

Not later than 1 year after the date on
which the pipeline and cross-border facilities
described in section 2(a) begin operating and
annually thereafter for the next 10 years, the
Secretary of Energy shall submit to the ap-
propriate committees of Congress a report on
the effect of the pipeline and cross-border fa-
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cilities with respect to the energy matters of
the United States considered in section 1.4 of
the Final Supplemental Environmental Im-
pact Statement for the Keystone XL Pipe-
line project.

SA 158. Ms. MURKOWSKI submitted
an amendment intended to be proposed
by her to the bill S. 1, to approve the
Keystone XL Pipeline; which was or-
dered to lie on the table; as follows:

At the appropriate place, insert the fol-
lowing:
SEC. . REPORT ON FEDERAL PERMITTING EF-

FICIENCY.

Not later than 30 days after the date of en-
actment of this Act, the President shall sub-
mit to the appropriate committees of Con-
gress a report that identifies—

(1) whether the more than 2,300-day process
associated with the approval of the applica-
tion described in section 2(a) meets the goal
of Executive Order 13337 (3 U.S.C. 301 note;
relating to issuance of permits with respect
to certain energy-related facilities and land
transportation crossings on the inter-
national boundaries of the United States) to
“‘expedite reviews of permits as necessary to
accelerate the completion of energy and
transmission projects’’; and

(2) a full accounting for the hours of Fed-
eral employees, and all associated costs to
taxpayers, that were devoted to the review of
the cross-border permit application for the
Keystone XL Pipeline during the period be-
ginning on September 19, 2008, and ending on
the date of enactment of this Act.

SA 159. Ms. MURKOWSKI submitted
an amendment intended to be proposed
by her to the bill S. 1, to approve the
Keystone XL Pipeline; which was or-
dered to lie on the table; as follows:

At the end of section 2 of the amendment,
add the following:

(f) REPORT ON THE MOST ENVIRONMENTALLY
BENEFICIAL MODE OF TRANSPORTING OIL BE-
TWEEN THE UNITED STATES AND CANADA.—Not
later than 30 days after the date of enact-
ment of this Act, the President shall, based
on a review of the final environmental im-
pact statement described in subsection (b),
submit to the appropriate committees of
Congress a report that identifies the mode of
transportation for oil between the United
States and Canada that is estimated to re-
sult in—

(1) the lowest number of injuries and fa-
talities;

(2) the lowest volume of oil spilled; and

(3) the lowest transportation-related green-
house gas emissions.

SA 160. Ms. MURKOWSKI submitted
an amendment intended to be proposed
by her to the bill S. 1, to approve the
Keystone XL Pipeline; which was or-
dered to lie on the table; as follows:

At the end of section of 2 of the amend-
ment, add the following:

(f) PROHIBITION OF ADDITIONAL FEDERAL
MITIGATION MEASURES FOR CONNECTED AC-
TIONS.—

(1) IN GENERAL.—No Federal agency shall
require mitigation measures with respect to
any of the specific projects identified in sec-
tion 4.8.5 of the final environmental state-
ment described in subsection (b) that are in
addition to the mitigation measures de-
scribed in that subsection.

(2) SAVINGS CLAUSE.—Nothing in paragraph
(1) prevents a State or local agency from re-
quiring mitigation measures with respect to
the projects referred to in that paragraph
under applicable State or local law.
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SA 161. Ms. MURKOWSKI submitted
an amendment intended to be proposed
by her to the bill S. 1, to approve the
Keystone XL Pipeline; which was or-
dered to lie on the table; as follows:

In section 2 of the amendment, strike sub-
section (¢) and insert the following:

(¢) PERMITS.—

(1) IN GENERAL.—Any Federal permit or au-
thorization issued before the date of enact-
ment of this Act for the pipeline and cross-
border facilities referred to in subsection (a)
shall remain in effect.

(2) PERMITTING CERTAINTY.—On the comple-
tion of the permitting process with respect
to the pipeline and cross-border facilities de-
scribed in subsection (a), the Administrator
of the Environmental Protection Agency
shall not restrict activities allowed under a
permit issued under section 404(c) of the Fed-
eral Water Pollution Control Act (33 U.S.C.
1344(c)) with respect to the pipeline.

SA 162. Ms. MURKOWSKI submitted
an amendment intended to be proposed
by her to the bill S. 1, to approve the
Keystone XL Pipeline; which was or-
dered to lie on the table; as follows:

At the appropriate place, insert the fol-
lowing:

SEC. . GOVERNMENT ACCOUNTABILITY OF-
FICE STUDY.

Not later than 1 year after the date of en-
actment of this Act, the Comptroller General
of the United States shall conduct a study
that determines the number of construction
jobs and permanent jobs that are projected
to be associated with—

(1) the project for the pipeline and cross-
border facilities described in section 2(a);

(2) the renewable energy and transmission
projects that have been approved by the Sec-
retary of the Interior as of the date of enact-
ment of this Act; and

(3) the renewable energy and transmission
projects provided assistance under the tem-
porary loan guarantee program of the De-
partment of Energy under section 1705 of the
Energy Policy Act of 2005 (42 U.S.C. 16516).

SA 163. Ms. MURKOWSKI submitted
an amendment intended to be proposed
by her to the bill S. 1, to approve the
Keystone XL Pipeline; which was or-
dered to lie on the table; as follows:

At the appropriate place, insert the fol-
lowing:

SEC. . REPORT ON THE DEPENDENCE OF
THE UNITED STATES ON OIL AND
NATURAL GAS PRODUCED IN CER-
TAIN FOREIGN COUNTRIES.

Not later than 60 days after the date of en-
actment of this Act, the Administrator of
the Energy Information Administration, in
coordination with the Director of National
Intelligence, shall submit to the appropriate
committees of Congress a report that as-
sesses—

(1) whether potential, continued, or grow-
ing instability in Yemen, Venezuela, Iraq,
Saudi Arabia, and other energy-producing
countries is likely to impact world oil and
natural gas production during the 20-year pe-
riod beginning on the date of enactment of
this Act; and

(2) whether the construction of the Key-
stone XL Pipeline would reduce the pro-
jected dependence of the United States on oil
and natural gas from any of the countries de-
scribed in paragraph (1) or the regions in
which those countries are located.

SA 164. Ms. MURKOWSKI submitted
an amendment intended to be proposed
by her to the bill S. 1, to approve the
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Keystone XL Pipeline; which was or-
dered to lie on the table; as follows:

At the appropriate place, insert the fol-
lowing:
SEC. . SENSE OF CONGRESS ACKNOWL-
EDGING THE ENVIRONMENTAL IM-
PACT FINDINGS OF THE KEYSTONE
XL PIPELINE PROJECT.

It is the sense of Congress that Congress is
in agreement with the following findings of
the Final Supplemental Environmental Im-
pact Statement issued by the Secretary of
State for the Keystone XL Project (referred
to in this section as the “FSEIS”):

(1) “The analyses of potential impacts as-
sociated with construction and normal oper-
ation of the proposed Project suggest that
significant impacts to most resources are
not expected along the proposed Project
route” (FSEIS page 4.16-1, section 4.16).

(2) “The total annual GHG [greenhouse
gas] emissions (direct and indirect) attrib-
uted to the No Action scenarios range from
28 to 42 percent greater than for the proposed

Project” (FSEIS page ES-34, section
ES.5.4.2).
(3) ““. .. approval or denial of any one crude

oil transport project, including the proposed
Project, is unlikely to significantly impact
the rate of extraction in the oil sands or the
continued demand for heavy crude oil at re-
fineries in the United States based on ex-
pected oil prices, oil-sands supply costs,
transport costs, and supply-demand sce-
narios” (FSEIS page ES-16, section ES.4.1.1).

SA 165. Ms. MURKOWSKI submitted
an amendment intended to be proposed
by her to the bill S. 1, to approve the
Keystone XL Pipeline; which was or-
dered to lie on the table; as follows:

At the appropriate place, insert the fol-
lowing:
SEC. . SENSE OF THE SENATE ON ENERGY

COSTS AND SUPPLIES.

It is the sense of the Senate that Congress
should—

(1) reject efforts to impose economy-wide
taxes, fees, mandates, or regulations that
will—

(A) increase the cost of energy for families
and businesses of the United States; or

(B) destroy jobs; and

(2) prioritize policies that encourage and
enable innovation in the United States that
might lead to energy supplies that are more
abundant, affordable, clean, diverse, and se-
cure.

SA 166. Ms. MURKOWSKI (for herself
and Mr. SULLIVAN) submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed by
her to the bill S. 1, to approve the Key-
stone XI. Pipeline; which was ordered
to lie on the table; as follows:

At the appropriate place, insert the fol-
lowing:

SEC. . RELEASE OF CERTAIN WILDERNESS
STUDY AREAS.

(a) BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT LAND.—
With respect to Bureau of Land Management
land identified as a wilderness study area
and recommended for a wilderness designa-
tion under section 603(a) of the Federal Land
Policy and Management Act of 1976 (43
U.S.C. 1782(a)), if, within 1 year of receiving
the recommendation, Congress has not des-
ignated the wilderness study area as wilder-
ness, the area shall no longer be subject to—

(1) section 603(c) of that Act; or

(2) Secretarial Order No. 3310 issued by the
Secretary of the Interior on December 22,
2010.

(b) FISH AND WILDLIFE SERVICE LAND.—
With respect to land administered by the
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United States Fish and Wildlife Service that
has been recommended by the President or
the Secretary of the Interior for designation
as wilderness under the Wilderness Act (16
U.S.C. 1131 et seq.), if, within 1 year of re-
ceiving the recommendation, Congress has
not designated the land as wilderness, the
land shall no longer be managed in a manner
that protects the wilderness character of the
land.

SA 167. Ms. MURKOWSKI (for herself
and Mr. SULLIVAN) submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed by
her to the bill S. 1, to approve the Key-
stone XL, Pipeline; which was ordered
to lie on the table; as follows:

At the appropriate place, insert the fol-
lowing:

SEC. . ARCTIC NATIONAL WILDLIFE REFUGE.

No area of the coastal plain (as defined in
section 1002 of the Alaska National Interest
Lands Conservation Act (16 U.S.C. 3142))
shall be managed as a wilderness study area
without the express authorization of Con-
gress.

SA 168. Ms. MURKOWSKI submitted
an amendment intended to be proposed
by her to the bill S. 1, to approve the
Keystone XL Pipeline; which was or-
dered to lie on the table; as follows:

Beginning on page 2, strike line 7 and all
that follows through line 23 on page 3 and in-
sert the following:

cross-border facilities described in the ap-
plication filed on May 4, 2012, by Trans-
Canada Corporation to the Department of
State (including any subsequent revision to
the pipeline route within the State of Ne-
braska required or authorized by the State of
Nebraska).

(b) PERMITS.—Any Federal permit or au-
thorization issued before the date of enact-
ment of this Act for the cross-border facili-
ties referred to in subsection (a) shall remain
in effect.

(c) JUDICIAL REVIEW.—Except for review in
the Supreme Court of the United States, the
United States Court of Appeals for the Dis-
trict of Columbia Circuit shall have original
and exclusive jurisdiction over any civil ac-
tion for the review of an order or action of a
Federal agency regarding the cross-border
facilities described in subsection (a), and the
related facilities in the United States, that
are approved by this Act (including any
order granting a permit or right-of-way, or
any other agency action taken to construct
or complete the project pursuant to Federal
law).

(d) PRIVATE PROPERTY SAVINGS CLAUSE.—
Nothing in this Act alters any Federal,
State, or local process or condition in effect
on the date of enactment of this Act that is
necessary to secure access from an owner of
private property to construct the cross-bor-
der facilities described in subsection (a).

SA 169. Ms. MURKOWSKI submitted
an amendment intended to be proposed
to amendment SA 2 proposed by Ms.
MURKOWSKI (for herself, Mr. HOEVEN,
Mr. BARRASSO, Mr. RIScH, Mr. LEE, Mr.
FLAKE, Mr. DAINES, Mr. MANCHIN, Mr.
CASSIDY, Mr. GARDNER, Mr. PORTMAN,
Mr. ALEXANDER, and Mrs. CAPITO) to
the bill S. 1, to approve the Keystone
XL Pipeline; which was ordered to lie
on the table; as follows:

Beginning on page 1, strike line 9 and all
that follows through the end of the amend-
ment and insert the following:

cross-border facilities described in the ap-
plication filed on May 4, 2012, by Trans-
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Canada Corporation to the Department of
State (including any subsequent revision to
the pipeline route within the State of Ne-
braska required or authorized by the State of
Nebraska).

(b) PERMITS.—Any Federal permit or au-
thorization issued before the date of enact-
ment of this Act for the cross-border facili-
ties referred to in subsection (a) shall remain
in effect.

(c) JUDICIAL REVIEW.—Except for review in
the Supreme Court of the United States, the
United States Court of Appeals for the Dis-
trict of Columbia Circuit shall have original
and exclusive jurisdiction over any civil ac-
tion for the review of an order or action of a
Federal agency regarding the cross-border
facilities described in subsection (a), and the
related facilities in the United States, that
are approved by this Act (including any
order granting a permit or right-of-way, or
any other agency action taken to construct
or complete the project pursuant to Federal
law).

(d) PRIVATE PROPERTY SAVINGS CLAUSE.—
Nothing in this Act alters any Federal,
State, or local process or condition in effect
on the date of enactment of this Act that is
necessary to secure access from an owner of
private property to construct the cross-bor-
der facilities described in subsection (a).

SA 170. Mr. MARKEY submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed by
him to the bill S. 1, to approve the
Keystone XL, Pipeline; which was or-
dered to lie on the table; as follows:

At the end of section 2, add the following:

(f) LIMITATION.—

(1) IN GENERAL.—Subject to paragraph (2),
none of the crude oil and bitumen trans-
ported into the United States by the oper-
ation of the Keystone XL pipeline under the
authority provided by subsection (a), and
none of the refined petroleum fuel products
originating from that crude oil or bitumen,
may be exported from the United States.

(2) WAIVERS AUTHORIZED.—The President
may waive the limitation described in para-
graph (1) if—

(A) the President determines that a waiver
is in the national interest because it—

(i) will not lead to an increase in domestic
consumption of crude oil or refined petro-
leum products obtained from countries hos-
tile to the interests of the United States or
with political and economic instability that
compromises energy supply security; and

(ii) will not lead to higher gasoline costs to
consumers than consumers would pay in the
absence of the waiver;

(B) an exchange of crude oil or refined
product provides for no net loss of crude oil
or refined product consumed domestically;
or

(C) a waiver is necessary under the Con-
stitution, a law, or an international agree-
ment.

SA 171. Mrs. BOXER submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed by
her to the bill S. 1, to approve the Key-
stone XL, Pipeline; which was ordered
to lie on the table; as follows:

At the appropriate place, insert the fol-
lowing:

SEC. . SENSE OF CONGRESS.

(a) SENSE OF CONGRESS.—It is the sense of
Congress that—

(1) Congress supports the permanent pro-
tection of public land as National Monu-
ments and other appropriate designations for
the preservation and benefit of future gen-
erations;

(2) National Monuments should focus on
historic and natural features and cultural
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sites on Federal land deserving of protection;
and

(3) public input from local communities,
bipartisan elected leaders, and interested
stakeholders, existing land use rights, and
existing criteria enumerated in established
law should be considered in making rec-
ommendations for potential National Monu-
ments.

SA 172. Mrs. BOXER submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed by
her to the bill S. 1, to approve the Key-
stone XIL. Pipeline; which was ordered
to lie on the table; as follows:

At the appropriate place, insert the fol-
lowing:
SEC.

ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION
AGENCY LAW ENFORCEMENT OFFI-
CERS.

(a) FINDINGS.—The Senate finds that—

(1) Federal law enforcement officers pro-
tect the public and put their lives at risk
every day;

(2) it is necessary for officers to carry fire-
arms to protect themselves in dangerous sit-
uations;

(3) Federal law enforcement officers are re-
quired to follow detailed guidelines on the
use of their firearms; and

(4) Environmental Protection Agency law
enforcement officers are required to—

(A) follow guidelines originally established
by the attorney general of President George
H.W. Bush; and

(B) complete the same training as all other
Federal law enforcement officers, including
officers for the Secret Service, Immigrations
and Customs Enforcement, the Federal Pro-
tective Service, and the United States Mar-
shals Service.

(b) SENSE OF THE SENATE.—It is the sense
of the Senate that—

(1) Environmental Protection Agency law
enforcement officers should follow all appli-
cable Federal laws (including regulations),
policies, and practices; and

(2) if an Environmental Protection Agency
law enforcement officer fails to follow appli-
cable laws (including regulations), policies,
and practices, or is found to engage in illegal
or improper conduct, the officer should be
held fully accountable under applicable laws.

SA 173. Mr. MERKLEY submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed to
amendment SA 98 proposed by Ms.
MURKOWSKI to the amendment SA 2
proposed by Ms. MURKOWSKI (for her-
self, Mr. HOEVEN, Mr. BARRASSO, Mr.
RiIscH, Mr. LEE, Mr. FLAKE, Mr. DAINES,
Mr. MANCHIN, Mr. CASSIDY, Mr. GARD-
NER, Mr. PORTMAN, Mr. ALEXANDER,
and Mrs. CAPITO) to the bill S. 1, to ap-
prove the Keystone XL Pipeline; which
was ordered to lie on the table; as fol-
lows:

On page 1, strike line 3 and all that follows
through the end of the amendment and in-
sert the following:

It is the sense of Congress that—

(1) President Obama has committed
$3,000,000,000 from the United States to the
Green Climate Fund, with the objective of
helping developing countries deal with the
impacts of climate change and advancing
mitigation efforts;

(2) many communities in the United
States, including many rural and indigenous
communities, face social and economic chal-
lenges that rival those in developing coun-
tries and are also being impacted by climate
change;

(3) these communities include indigenous
and traditional communities in the Arctic
region of the United States;
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(4) similar opportunities for adaptation
projects exist across rural and other vulner-
able communities in the United States; and

(5) the United States should prioritize and
fund adaptation projects in vulnerable com-
munities in the United States, including
rural and indigenous communities, while
also helping to fund climate change adapta-
tion and mitigation in developing countries.

SA 174. Mr. MERKLEY submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed to
amendment SA 2 proposed by Ms. MUR-
KOWSKI (for herself, Mr. HOEVEN, Mr.
BARRASSO, Mr. RISCH, Mr. LEE, Mr.
FLAKE, Mr. DAINES, Mr. MANCHIN, Mr.
CASSIDY, Mr. GARDNER, Mr. PORTMAN,
Mr. ALEXANDER, and Mrs. CAPITO) to
the bill S. 1, to approve the Keystone
XL Pipeline; which was ordered to lie
on the table; as follows:

At the appropriate place, insert the fol-
lowing:
SEC.

SENSE OF CONGRESS REGARDING
FUNDING OF CLIMATE CHANGE AD-
APTATION PROGRAMS.

It is the sense of Congress that—

(1) President Obama has committed
$3,000,000,000 from the United States to the
Green Climate Fund, with the objective of
helping developing countries deal with the
impacts of climate change and advancing
mitigation efforts;

(2) many communities in the United
States, including many rural and indigenous
communities, face social and economic chal-
lenges that rival those in developing coun-
tries and are also being impacted by climate
change;

(3) these communities include indigenous
and traditional communities in the Arctic
region of the United States;

(4) similar opportunities for adaptation
projects exist across rural and other vulner-
able communities in the United States; and

(5) the United States should prioritize and
fund adaptation projects in vulnerable com-
munities in the United States, including
rural and indigenous communities, while
also helping to fund climate change adapta-
tion and mitigation in developing countries.

SA 175. Mrs. FEINSTEIN submitted
an amendment intended to be proposed
to amendment SA 2 proposed by Ms.
MURKOWSKI (for herself, Mr. HOEVEN,
Mr. BARRASSO, Mr. RIScH, Mr. LEE, Mr.
FLAKE, Mr. DAINES, Mr. MANCHIN, Mr.
CASSIDY, Mr. GARDNER, Mr. PORTMAN,
Mr. ALEXANDER, and Mrs. CAPITO) to
the bill S. 1, to approve the Keystone
XL Pipeline; which was ordered to lie
on the table; as follows:

At the appropriate place, insert the fol-
lowing:

SEC. . CERTIFICATION REGARDING USE OF
FIREARMS BY EPA EMPLOYEES.

Section 3063 of title 18, United States Code,
is amended—

(1) in subsection (a), in the matter pre-
ceding paragraph (1), by inserting ‘‘certifi-
cation under subsection (c¢) and” after
“Upon’’; and

(2) by adding at the end the following:

‘“(c) Prior to authorizing a law enforce-
ment officer of the Environmental Protec-
tion Agency to carry firearms under sub-
section (a), the Administrator of the Envi-
ronmental Protection Agency shall certify
that—

‘(1) the officer has been trained in the
proper use of a firearm; and

‘“(2) carrying a firearm is necessary for the
officer to carry out the duties of the officer
under paragraphs (2) and (3) of subsection
(a).”.
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SA 176. Mr. DAINES submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed to
amendment SA 2 proposed by Ms. MUR-
KOWSKI (for herself, Mr. HOEVEN, Mr.
BARRASSO, Mr. RISCH, Mr. LEE, Mr.
FLAKE, Mr. DAINES, Mr. MANCHIN, Mr.
CASSIDY, Mr. GARDNER, Mr. PORTMAN,
Mr. ALEXANDER, and Mrs. CAPITO) to
the bill S. 1, to approve the Keystone
XL Pipeline; which was ordered to lie
on the table; as follows:

In section 2 of the amendment, strike sub-
section (b) and insert the following:

(b) ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT.—
The Final Supplemental Environmental Im-
pact Statement issued by the Secretary of
State in January 2014, regarding the pipeline
referred to in subsection (a), and the envi-
ronmental analysis, consultation, and review
described in that document (including appen-
dices)—

(1) shall be considered to fully satisfy—

(A) all requirements of the National Envi-
ronmental Policy Act of 1969 (42 U.S.C. 4321
et seq.); and

(B) any other provision of law that re-
quires Federal agency consultation or review
(including the consultation or review re-
quired under section 7(a) of the Endangered
Species Act of 1973 (16 U.S.C. 15636(a))) with
respect to the pipeline and facilities referred
to in subsection (a); and

(2) shall be modified to include a provision
requiring that the designation of National
Monuments in any States in which the pipe-
line or cross-border facilities described in
subsection (a) is to be located shall be sub-
ject to—

(A) consultation with each unit of local
government within the boundaries of which
the proposed National Monument is to be lo-
cated; and

(B) the approval by the Governor and legis-
lature of each State within the boundaries of
which the proposed National Monument is to
be located.

SA 177. Ms. MURKOWSKI submitted
an amendment intended to be proposed
by her to the bill S. 1, to approve the
Keystone XL Pipeline; which was or-
dered to lie on the table; as follows:

At the appropriate place, insert the fol-
lowing:

SEC. . REPORT ON FEDERAL PERMITTING EF-
~ FICIENCY.

Not later than 30 days after the date of en-
actment of this Act, the President shall sub-
mit to the appropriate committees of Con-
gress a report that identifies whether the
more than 2,300-day process associated with
the approval of the application described in
section 2(a) meets the goal of Executive
Order 13337 (3 U.S.C. 301 note; relating to
issuance of permits with respect to certain
energy-related facilities and land transpor-
tation crossings on the international bound-
aries of the United States) to ‘‘expedite re-
views of permits as necessary to accelerate
the completion of energy and transmission
projects’.

SA 178. Mr. MARKEY submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed by
him to the bill S. 1, to approve the
Keystone XL, Pipeline; which was or-
dered to lie on the table; as follows:

At the appropriate place, insert the fol-
lowing:

SEC. . INCLUSION OF OIL DERIVED FROM
TAR SANDS AS CRUDE OIL.

This Act shall not take effect prior to 10
days following the date that diluted bitumen
and other bituminous mixtures derived from
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tar sands or oil sands are treated as crude oil
for purposes of section 4612(a)(1) of the Inter-
nal Revenue Code of 1986.

SA 179. Mr. DAINES submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed to
amendment SA 2 proposed by Ms. MUR-
KOWSKI (for herself, Mr. HOEVEN, Mr.
BARRASSO, Mr. RISCH, Mr. LEE, Mr.
FLAKE, Mr. DAINES, Mr. MANCHIN, Mr.
CASSIDY, Mr. GARDNER, Mr. PORTMAN,
Mr. ALEXANDER, and Mrs. CAPITO) to
the bill S. 1, to approve the Keystone
XL Pipeline; which was ordered to lie
on the table; as follows:

At the appropriate place, insert the fol-
lowing:

SEC. . PIPELINE INSPECTIONS.

Notwithstanding any other provision of
law, no activities may restrict the pipeline
safety inspections described in the preven-
tion and mitigation measures section of the
Executive Summary to the Final Supple-
mental Environmental Impact Statement
issued by the Secretary of State in January
2014, including aerial surveillance and inte-
grated sensors within the pipeline.

SA 180. Ms. MURKOWSKI submitted
an amendment intended to be proposed
to amendment SA 142 submitted by Mr.
MARKEY and intended to be proposed to
the amendment SA 2 proposed by Ms.
MURKOWSKI (for herself, Mr. HOEVEN,
Mr. BARRASSO, Mr. RISCH, Mr. LEE, Mr.
FLAKE, Mr. DAINES, Mr. MANCHIN, Mr.
CASSIDY, Mr. GARDNER, Mr. PORTMAN,
Mr. ALEXANDER, and Mrs. CAPITO) to
the bill S. 1, to approve the Keystone
XL Pipeline; which was ordered to lie
on the table; as follows:

At the end of the section, add the fol-
lowing:

() APPLICATION.—This section shall not
apply until the date the Secretary of Energy
certifies to Congress that—

(1) at least 12 consecutive editions of the
Monthly Energy Review of the Energy Infor-
mation Administration report that domestic
crude o0il production has exceeded domestic
crude oil consumption for the applicable
month; and

(2) the Reference Case of the Annual En-
ergy Outlook for the applicable year projects
that domestic crude oil production will ex-
ceed domestic crude oil consumption during
the subsequent 10-year period.

SA 181. Ms. MURKOWSKI submitted
an amendment intended to be proposed
to amendment SA 146 submitted by Mr.
MANCHIN and intended to be proposed
to the bill S. 1, to approve the Key-
stone XI. Pipeline; which was ordered
to lie on the table; as follows:

At the end of the section, add the fol-
lowing:

(_ ) APPLICATION.—This section shall not
apply until the date the Secretary of Energy
certifies to Congress that—

(1) at least 12 consecutive editions of the
Monthly Energy Review of the Energy Infor-
mation Administration report that domestic
crude oil production has exceeded domestic
crude o0il consumption for the applicable
month; and

(2) the Reference Case of the Annual En-
ergy Outlook for the applicable year projects
that domestic crude oil production will ex-
ceed domestic crude oil consumption during
the subsequent 10-year period.

SA 182. Ms. MURKOWSKI submitted
an amendment intended to be proposed
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to amendment SA 149 submitted by
Mrs. GILLIBRAND and intended to be
proposed to the bill S. 1, to approve the
Keystone XL Pipeline; which was or-
dered to lie on the table; as follows:

At the end of the section, add the fol-
lowing:

() APPLICATION.—This section shall not
apply until the date the Secretary of Energy
certifies to Congress that—

(1) at least 12 consecutive editions of the
Monthly Energy Review of the Energy Infor-
mation Administration report that domestic
crude oil production has exceeded domestic
crude oil consumption for the applicable
month; and

(2) the Reference Case of the Annual En-
ergy Outlook for the applicable year projects
that domestic crude oil production will ex-
ceed domestic crude oil consumption during
the subsequent 10-year period.

SA 183. Ms. MURKOWSKI submitted
an amendment intended to be proposed
to amendment SA 170 submitted by Mr.
MARKEY and intended to be proposed to
the bill S. 1, to approve the Keystone
XL Pipeline; which was ordered to lie
on the table; as follows:

At the end of the section, add the fol-
lowing:

(_ ) APPLICATION.—This section shall not
apply until the date the Secretary of Energy
certifies to Congress that—

(1) at least 12 consecutive editions of the
Monthly Energy Review of the Energy Infor-
mation Administration report that domestic
crude oil production has exceeded domestic
crude oil consumption for the applicable
month; and

(2) the Reference Case of the Annual En-
ergy Outlook for the applicable year projects
that domestic crude oil production will ex-
ceed domestic crude oil consumption during
the subsequent 10-year period.

SA 184. Ms. MURKOWSKI submitted
an amendment intended to be proposed
to amendment SA 178 submitted by Mr.
MARKEY and intended to be proposed to
the bill S. 1, to approve the Keystone
XL Pipeline; which was ordered to lie
on the table; as follows:

At the end of the section, add the fol-
lowing:

(_ ) APPLICATION.—This section shall not
apply until the date the Secretary of Energy
certifies to Congress that—

(1) at least 12 consecutive editions of the
Monthly Energy Review of the Energy Infor-
mation Administration report that domestic
crude oil production has exceeded domestic
crude oil consumption for the applicable
month; and

(2) the Reference Case of the Annual En-
ergy Outlook for the applicable year projects
that domestic crude oil production will ex-
ceed domestic crude oil consumption during
the subsequent 10-year period.

SA 185. Ms. MURKOWSKI submitted
an amendment intended to be proposed
to amendment SA 141 submitted by Mr.
MARKEY and intended to be proposed to
the amendment SA 2 proposed by Ms.
MURKOWSKI (for herself, Mr. HOEVEN,
Mr. BARRASSO, Mr. RISCH, Mr. LEE, Mr.
FLAKE, Mr. DAINES, Mr. MANCHIN, Mr.
CASSIDY, Mr. GARDNER, Mr. PORTMAN,
Mr. ALEXANDER, and Mrs. CAPITO) to
the bill S. 1, to approve the Keystone
XL Pipeline; which was ordered to lie
on the table; as follows:
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At the end of the section, add the fol-
lowing:

(_ ) APPLICATION.—This section shall not
apply until the date the Secretary of Energy
certifies to Congress that—

(1) at least 12 consecutive editions of the
Monthly Energy Review of the Energy Infor-
mation Administration report that domestic
crude oil production has exceeded domestic
crude oil consumption for the applicable
month; and

(2) the Reference Case of the Annual En-
ergy Outlook for the applicable year projects
that domestic crude oil production will ex-
ceed domestic crude oil consumption during
the subsequent 10-year period.

SA 186. Ms. MURKOWSKI submitted
an amendment intended to be proposed
to amendment SA 140 submitted by Mr.
MARKEY and intended to be proposed to
the amendment SA 2 proposed by Ms.
MURKOWSKI (for herself, Mr. HOEVEN,
Mr. BARRASSO, Mr. RISCH, Mr. LEE, Mr.
FLAKE, Mr. DAINES, Mr. MANCHIN, Mr.
CASSIDY, Mr. GARDNER, Mr. PORTMAN,
Mr. ALEXANDER, and Mrs. CAPITO) to
the bill S. 1, to approve the Keystone
XL Pipeline; which was ordered to lie
on the table; as follows:

At the end of the section, add the fol-
lowing:

() APPLICATION.—This section shall not
apply until the date the Secretary of Energy
certifies to Congress that—

(1) at least 12 consecutive editions of the
Monthly Energy Review of the Energy Infor-
mation Administration report that domestic
crude o0il production has exceeded domestic
crude oil consumption for the applicable
month; and

(2) the Reference Case of the Annual En-
ergy Outlook for the applicable year projects
that domestic crude oil production will ex-
ceed domestic crude oil consumption during
the subsequent 10-year period.

SA 187. Ms. MURKOWSKI submitted
an amendment intended to be proposed
to amendment SA 139 submitted by Mr.
MARKEY and intended to be proposed to
the amendment SA 2 proposed by Ms.
MURKOWSKI (for herself, Mr. HOEVEN,
Mr. BARRASSO, Mr. RISCH, Mr. LEE, Mr.
FLAKE, Mr. DAINES, Mr. MANCHIN, Mr.
CASSIDY, Mr. GARDNER, Mr. PORTMAN,
Mr. ALEXANDER, and Mrs. CAPITO) to
the bill S. 1, to approve the Keystone
XL Pipeline; which was ordered to lie
on the table; as follows:

At the end of the section, add the fol-
lowing:

() APPLICATION.—This section shall not
apply until the date the Secretary of Energy
certifies to Congress that—

(1) at least 12 consecutive editions of the
Monthly Energy Review of the Energy Infor-
mation Administration report that domestic
crude o0il production has exceeded domestic
crude oil consumption for the applicable
month; and

(2) the Reference Case of the Annual En-
ergy Outlook for the applicable year projects
that domestic crude oil production will ex-
ceed domestic crude oil consumption during
the subsequent 10-year period.

SA 188. Ms. MURKOWSKI submitted
an amendment intended to be proposed
to amendment SA 138 submitted by Mr.
MARKEY and intended to be proposed to
the amendment SA 2 proposed by Ms.
MURKOWSKI (for herself, Mr. HOEVEN,
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Mr. BARRASSO, Mr. RISCH, Mr. LEE, Mr.
FLAKE, Mr. DAINES, Mr. MANCHIN, Mr.
CASSIDY, Mr. GARDNER, Mr. PORTMAN,
Mr. ALEXANDER, and Mrs. CAPITO) to
the bill S. 1, to approve the Keystone
XL, Pipeline; which was ordered to lie
on the table; as follows:

At the end of the section, add the fol-
lowing:

() APPLICATION.—This section shall not
apply until the date the Secretary of Energy
certifies to Congress that—

(1) at least 12 consecutive editions of the
Monthly Energy Review of the Energy Infor-
mation Administration report that domestic
crude o0il production has exceeded domestic
crude oil consumption for the applicable
month; and

(2) the Reference Case of the Annual En-
ergy Outlook for the applicable year projects
that domestic crude oil production will ex-
ceed domestic crude oil consumption during
the subsequent 10-year period.

SA 189. Ms. MURKOWSKI submitted
an amendment intended to be proposed
to amendment SA 137 submitted by Mr.
MARKEY and intended to be proposed to
the amendment SA 2 proposed by Ms.
MURKOWSKI (for herself, Mr. HOEVEN,
Mr. BARRASSO, Mr. RiscH, Mr. LEE, Mr.
FLAKE, Mr. DAINES, Mr. MANCHIN, Mr.
CASSIDY, Mr. GARDNER, Mr. PORTMAN,
Mr. ALEXANDER, and Mrs. CAPITO) to
the bill S. 1, to approve the Keystone
XL Pipeline; which was ordered to lie
on the table; as follows:

At the end of the section, add the fol-
lowing:

(_ ) APPLICATION.—This section shall not
apply until the date the Secretary of Energy
certifies to Congress that—

(1) at least 12 consecutive editions of the
Monthly Energy Review of the Energy Infor-
mation Administration report that domestic
crude oil production has exceeded domestic
crude o0il consumption for the applicable
month; and

(2) the Reference Case of the Annual En-
ergy Outlook for the applicable year projects
that domestic crude oil production will ex-
ceed domestic crude oil consumption during
the subsequent 10-year period.

SA 190. Ms. MURKOWSKI submitted
an amendment intended to be proposed
to amendment SA 134 submitted by Mr.
MARKEY and intended to be proposed to
the bill S. 1, to approve the Keystone
XL Pipeline; which was ordered to lie
on the table; as follows:

At the end of the section, add the fol-
lowing:

(_ ) APPLICATION.—This section shall not
apply until the date the Secretary of Energy
certifies to Congress that—

(1) at least 12 consecutive editions of the
Monthly Energy Review of the Energy Infor-
mation Administration report that domestic
crude oil production has exceeded domestic
crude oil consumption for the applicable
month; and

(2) the Reference Case of the Annual En-
ergy Outlook for the applicable year projects
that domestic crude oil production will ex-
ceed domestic crude oil consumption during
the subsequent 10-year period.

SA 191. Ms. MURKOWSKI submitted
an amendment intended to be proposed
to amendment SA 130 submitted by
Mrs. BOXER (for herself and Ms. CANT-
WELL) and intended to be proposed to
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the amendment SA 2 proposed by Ms.
MURKOWSKI (for herself, Mr. HOEVEN,
Mr. BARRASSO, Mr. RISCH, Mr. LLEE, Mr.
FLAKE, Mr. DAINES, Mr. MANCHIN, Mr.
CASSIDY, Mr. GARDNER, Mr. PORTMAN,
Mr. ALEXANDER, and Mrs. CAPITO) to
the bill S. 1, to approve the Keystone
XL Pipeline; which was ordered to lie
on the table; as follows:

At the end of the section, add the fol-
lowing:

() APPLICATION.—This section shall not
apply until the date the Secretary of Energy
certifies to Congress that—

(1) at least 12 consecutive editions of the
Monthly Energy Review of the Energy Infor-
mation Administration report that domestic
crude oil production has exceeded domestic
crude oil consumption for the applicable
month; and

(2) the Reference Case of the Annual En-
ergy Outlook for the applicable year projects
that domestic crude oil production will ex-
ceed domestic crude 0il consumption during
the subsequent 10-year period.

SA 192. Ms. MURKOWSKI submitted
an amendment intended to be proposed
to amendment SA 128 submitted by
Mrs. BOXER and intended to be pro-
posed to the bill S. 1, to approve the
Keystone XL Pipeline; which was or-
dered to lie on the table; as follows:

At the end of the section, add the fol-
lowing:

(_ ) APPLICATION.—This section shall not
apply until the date the Secretary of Energy
certifies to Congress that—

(1) at least 12 consecutive editions of the
Monthly Energy Review of the Energy Infor-
mation Administration report that domestic
crude oil production has exceeded domestic
crude oil consumption for the applicable
month; and

(2) the Reference Case of the Annual En-
ergy Outlook for the applicable year projects
that domestic crude oil production will ex-
ceed domestic crude oil consumption during
the subsequent 10-year period.

SA 193. Ms. MURKOWSKI submitted
an amendment intended to be proposed
to amendment SA 121 submitted by Mr.
CARPER to the amendment SA 2 pro-
posed by Ms. MURKOWSKI (for herself,
Mr. HOEVEN, Mr. BARRASSO, Mr. RISCH,
Mr. LEE, Mr. FLAKE, Mr. DAINES, Mr.
MANCHIN, Mr. CASSIDY, Mr. GARDNER,
Mr. PORTMAN, Mr. ALEXANDER, and
Mrs. CAPITO) to the bill S. 1, to approve
the Keystone XL, Pipeline; which was
ordered to lie on the table; as follows:

At the end of the section, add the fol-
lowing:

(_ ) APPLICATION.—This section shall not
apply until the date the Secretary of Energy
certifies to Congress that—

(1) at least 12 consecutive editions of the
Monthly Energy Review of the Energy Infor-
mation Administration report that domestic
crude oil production has exceeded domestic
crude o0il consumption for the applicable
month; and

(2) the Reference Case of the Annual En-
ergy Outlook for the applicable year projects
that domestic crude oil production will ex-
ceed domestic crude oil consumption during
the subsequent 10-year period.

SA 194. Ms. MURKOWSKI submitted
an amendment intended to be proposed
to amendment SA 9 submitted by Mr.
SCHATZ and intended to be proposed to
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the amendment SA 2 proposed by Ms.
MURKOWSKI (for herself, Mr. HOEVEN,
Mr. BARRASSO, Mr. RISCH, Mr. LEE, Mr.
FLAKE, Mr. DAINES, Mr. MANCHIN, Mr.
CASSIDY, Mr. GARDNER, Mr. PORTMAN,
Mr. ALEXANDER, and Mrs. CAPITO) to
the bill S. 1, to approve the Keystone
X1, Pipeline; which was ordered to lie
on the table; as follows:

At the end of the section, add the fol-
lowing:

() APPLICATION.—This section shall not
apply until the date the Secretary of Energy
certifies to Congress that—

(1) at least 12 consecutive editions of the
Monthly Energy Review of the Energy Infor-
mation Administration report that domestic
crude o0il production has exceeded domestic
crude oil consumption for the applicable
month; and

(2) the Reference Case of the Annual En-
ergy Outlook for the applicable year projects
that domestic crude oil production will ex-
ceed domestic crude oil consumption during
the subsequent 10-year period.

SA 195. Ms. MURKOWSKI submitted
an amendment intended to be proposed
to amendment SA 10 submitted by Mr.
SCHATZ and intended to be proposed to
the amendment SA 2 proposed by Ms.
MURKOWSKI (for herself, Mr. HOEVEN,
Mr. BARRASSO, Mr. RiscH, Mr. LEE, Mr.
FLAKE, Mr. DAINES, Mr. MANCHIN, Mr.
CASSIDY, Mr. GARDNER, Mr. PORTMAN,
Mr. ALEXANDER, and Mrs. CAPITO) to
the bill S. 1, to approve the Keystone
XL Pipeline; which was ordered to lie
on the table; as follows:

At the end of the section, add the fol-
lowing:

(_ ) APPLICATION.—This section shall not
apply until the date the Secretary of Energy
certifies to Congress that—

(1) at least 12 consecutive editions of the
Monthly Energy Review of the Energy Infor-
mation Administration report that domestic
crude oil production has exceeded domestic
crude o0il consumption for the applicable
month; and

(2) the Reference Case of the Annual En-
ergy Outlook for the applicable year projects
that domestic crude oil production will ex-
ceed domestic crude oil consumption during
the subsequent 10-year period.

SA 196. Ms. MURKOWSKI submitted
an amendment intended to be proposed
to amendment SA 37 submitted by Mr.
MANCHIN and intended to be proposed
to the bill S. 1, to approve the Key-
stone XL, Pipeline; which was ordered
to lie on the table; as follows:

At the end of the section, add the fol-
lowing:

(_ ) APPLICATION.—This section shall not
apply until the date the Secretary of Energy
certifies to Congress that—

(1) at least 12 consecutive editions of the
Monthly Energy Review of the Energy Infor-
mation Administration report that domestic
crude oil production has exceeded domestic
crude oil consumption for the applicable
month; and

(2) the Reference Case of the Annual En-
ergy Outlook for the applicable year projects
that domestic crude oil production will ex-
ceed domestic crude oil consumption during
the subsequent 10-year period.

SA 197. Ms. MURKOWSKI submitted
an amendment intended to be proposed
to amendment SA 54 submitted by Mr.
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MARKEY and intended to be proposed to
the amendment SA 2 proposed by Ms.
MURKOWSKI (for herself, Mr. HOEVEN,
Mr. BARRASSO, Mr. RISCH, Mr. LEE, Mr.
FLAKE, Mr. DAINES, Mr. MANCHIN, Mr.
CASSIDY, Mr. GARDNER, Mr. PORTMAN,
Mr. ALEXANDER, and Mrs. CAPITO) to
the bill S. 1, to approve the Keystone
XL Pipeline; which was ordered to lie
on the table; as follows:

At the end of the section, add the fol-
lowing:

(_ ) APPLICATION.—This section shall not
apply until the date the Secretary of Energy
certifies to Congress that—

(1) at least 12 consecutive editions of the
Monthly Energy Review of the Energy Infor-
mation Administration report that domestic
crude oil production has exceeded domestic
crude oil consumption for the applicable
month; and

(2) the Reference Case of the Annual En-
ergy Outlook for the applicable year projects
that domestic crude oil production will ex-
ceed domestic crude oil consumption during
the subsequent 10-year period.

SA 198. Ms. MURKOWSKI submitted
an amendment intended to be proposed
to amendment SA 55 submitted by Mr.
PETERS (for himself and Ms. STABENOW)
and intended to be proposed to the
amendment SA 2 proposed by Ms. MUR-
KOWSKI (for herself, Mr. HOEVEN, Mr.
BARRASSO, Mr. RISCcH, Mr. LEE, Mr.
FLAKE, Mr. DAINES, Mr. MANCHIN, Mr.
CASSIDY, Mr. GARDNER, Mr. PORTMAN,
Mr. ALEXANDER, and Mrs. CAPITO) to
the bill S. 1, to approve the Keystone
XL, Pipeline; which was ordered to lie
on the table; as follows:

At the end of the section, add the fol-
lowing:

() APPLICATION.—This section shall not
apply until the date the Secretary of Energy
certifies to Congress that—

(1) at least 12 consecutive editions of the
Monthly Energy Review of the Energy Infor-
mation Administration report that domestic
crude o0il production has exceeded domestic
crude oil consumption for the applicable
month; and

(2) the Reference Case of the Annual En-
ergy Outlook for the applicable year projects
that domestic crude oil production will ex-
ceed domestic crude oil consumption during
the subsequent 10-year period.

SA 199. Ms. MURKOWSKI submitted
an amendment intended to be proposed
to amendment SA 57 submitted by Mrs.
BOXER and intended to be proposed to
the bill S. 1, to approve the Keystone
XL Pipeline; which was ordered to lie
on the table; as follows:

At the end of the section, add the fol-
lowing:

(_ ) APPLICATION.—This section shall not
apply until the date the Secretary of Energy
certifies to Congress that—

(1) at least 12 consecutive editions of the
Monthly Energy Review of the Energy Infor-
mation Administration report that domestic
crude oil production has exceeded domestic
crude o0il consumption for the applicable
month; and

(2) the Reference Case of the Annual En-
ergy Outlook for the applicable year projects
that domestic crude oil production will ex-
ceed domestic crude oil consumption during
the subsequent 10-year period.

SA 200. Ms. MURKOWSKI submitted
an amendment intended to be proposed
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to amendment SA 82 submitted by Mr.
MERKLEY and intended to be proposed
to the amendment SA 2 proposed by

Ms. MURKOWSKI (for herself, Mr.
HOEVEN, Mr. BARRASSO, Mr. RISCH, Mr.
LEE, Mr. FLAKE, Mr. DAINES, Mr.

MANCHIN, Mr. CASSIDY, Mr. GARDNER,
Mr. PORTMAN, Mr. ALEXANDER, and
Mrs. CAPITO) to the bill S. 1, to approve
the Keystone XL Pipeline; which was
ordered to lie on the table; as follows:

At the end of the section, add the fol-
lowing:

(_ ) APPLICATION.—This section shall not
apply until the date the Secretary of Energy
certifies to Congress that—

(1) at least 12 consecutive editions of the
Monthly Energy Review of the Energy Infor-
mation Administration report that domestic
crude oil production has exceeded domestic
crude oil consumption for the applicable
month; and

(2) the Reference Case of the Annual En-
ergy Outlook for the applicable year projects
that domestic crude oil production will ex-
ceed domestic crude oil consumption during
the subsequent 10-year period.

SA 201. Ms. MURKOWSKI submitted
an amendment intended to be proposed
to amendment SA 81 submitted by Mr.
MERKLEY and intended to be proposed
to the amendment SA 2 proposed by

Ms. MURKOWSKI (for herself, Mr.
HOEVEN, Mr. BARRASSO, Mr. RISCH, Mr.
LEE, Mr. FLAKE, Mr. DAINES, Mr.

MANCHIN, Mr. CASSIDY, Mr. GARDNER,
Mr. PORTMAN, Mr. ALEXANDER, and
Mrs. CAPITO) to the bill S. 1, to approve
the Keystone XL Pipeline; which was
ordered to lie on the table; as follows:

At the end of the section, add the fol-
lowing:

(_ ) APPLICATION.—This section shall not
apply until the date the Secretary of Energy
certifies to Congress that—

(1) at least 12 consecutive editions of the
Monthly Energy Review of the Energy Infor-
mation Administration report that domestic
crude oil production has exceeded domestic
crude oil consumption for the applicable
month; and

(2) the Reference Case of the Annual En-
ergy Outlook for the applicable year projects
that domestic crude oil production will ex-
ceed domestic crude oil consumption during
the subsequent 10-year period.

SA 202. Ms. MURKOWSKI submitted
an amendment intended to be proposed
to amendment SA 70 submitted by Mr.
PETERS (for himself and Ms. STABENOW)
and intended to be proposed to the
amendment SA 2 proposed by Ms. MUR-
KOWSKI (for herself, Mr. HOEVEN, Mr.
BARRASSO, Mr. RISCH, Mr. LEE, Mr.
FLAKE, Mr. DAINES, Mr. MANCHIN, Mr.
CASSIDY, Mr. GARDNER, Mr. PORTMAN,
Mr. ALEXANDER, and Mrs. CAPITO) to
the bill S. 1, to approve the Keystone
XL Pipeline; which was ordered to lie
on the table; as follows:

At the end of the section, add the fol-
lowing:

(_ ) APPLICATION.—This section shall not
apply until the date the Secretary of Energy
certifies to Congress that—

(1) at least 12 consecutive editions of the
Monthly Energy Review of the Energy Infor-
mation Administration report that domestic
crude oil production has exceeded domestic
crude o0il consumption for the applicable
month; and
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(2) the Reference Case of the Annual En-
ergy Outlook for the applicable year projects
that domestic crude oil production will ex-
ceed domestic crude oil consumption during
the subsequent 10-year period.

SA 203. Ms. MURKOWSKI submitted
an amendment intended to be proposed
to amendment SA 131 submitted by Ms.
CANTWELL (for herself and Mrs. BOXER)
and intended to be proposed to the
amendment SA 2 proposed by Ms. MUR-
KOWSKI (for herself, Mr. HOEVEN, Mr.
BARRASSO, Mr. RISCH, Mr. LEE, Mr.
FLAKE, Mr. DAINES, Mr. MANCHIN, Mr.
CASSIDY, Mr. GARDNER, Mr. PORTMAN,
Mr. ALEXANDER, and Mrs. CAPITO) to
the bill S. 1, to approve the Keystone
XL Pipeline; which was ordered to lie
on the table; as follows:

At the end of the section, add the fol-
lowing:

(_ ) APPLICATION.—This section shall not
apply until the date the Secretary of Energy
certifies to Congress that—

(1) at least 12 consecutive editions of the
Monthly Energy Review of the Energy Infor-
mation Administration report that domestic
crude o0il production has exceeded domestic
crude oil consumption for the applicable
month; and

(2) the Reference Case of the Annual En-
ergy Outlook for the applicable year projects
that domestic crude oil production will ex-
ceed domestic crude oil consumption during
the subsequent 10-year period.

SA 204. Ms. MURKOWSKI submitted
an amendment intended to be proposed
to amendment SA 59 submitted by Mr.
SCHATZ and intended to be proposed to
the bill S. 1, to approve the Keystone
XL Pipeline; which was ordered to lie
on the table; as follows:

In lieu of the matter proposed to be in-
serted, insert the following:

SEC. . SENSE OF THE SENATE ON ENERGY
COSTS AND SUPPLIES.

It is the sense of the Senate that Congress
should—

(1) reject efforts to impose economy-wide
taxes, fees, mandates, or regulations that
will—

(A) increase the cost of energy for families
and businesses of the United States; or

(B) destroy jobs; and

(2) prioritize policies that encourage and
enable innovation in the United States that
might lead to energy supplies that are more
abundant, affordable, clean, diverse, and se-
cure.

SA 205. Ms. MURKOWSKI submitted
an amendment intended to be proposed
to amendment SA 59 submitted by Mr.
SCHATZ and intended to be proposed to
the bill S. 1, to approve the Keystone
XL Pipeline; which was ordered to lie
on the table; as follows:

In lieu of the matter proposed to be in-
serted, insert the following:

SEC. . SENSE OF CONGRESS.

It is the sense of Congress that—

(1) President Obama has committed
$3,000,000,000 from the United States to the
Green Climate Fund of the United Nations
Framework Convention on Climate Change;

(2) any payments the United States ulti-
mately makes to the Green Climate Fund
will be redistributed to finance adaptation
and mitigation efforts in developing coun-
tries that are parties to the Convention;

(3) none of the eligible developing country
parties to the Convention is an Arctic na-
tion;
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(4) the residents of the Arctic, many of
whom represent vibrant indigenous and tra-
ditional cultures, too often face social and
economic challenges that rival those in de-
veloping countries;

(5) despite the fact that the United States
is an Arctic nation, President Obama has
made no similar effort to provide financial
assistance to the residents of the United
States Arctic region, even though many of
those communities have opportunities for
adaptation projects;

(6) similar opportunities for adaptation
projects exist across rural communities in
the United States;

(7) the United States should prioritize ad-
aptation projects in the United States Arctic
region and rural communities before allo-
cating any taxpayer dollars to the Green Cli-
mate Fund; and

(8) to the extent that Congress appro-
priates any taxpayer dollars for adaptation,
those funds should first be applied to known
and anticipated adaptation needs of commu-
nities within the United States.

SA 206. Ms. MURKOWSKI submitted
an amendment intended to be proposed
to amendment SA 59 submitted by Mr.
SCHATZ and intended to be proposed to
the bill S. 1, to approve the Keystone
XL Pipeline; which was ordered to lie
on the table; as follows:

In lieu of the matter proposed to be in-
serted, insert the following:

SEC. . SENSE OF CONGRESS ACKNOWL-
EDGING THE ENVIRONMENTAL IM-
PACT FINDINGS OF THE KEYSTONE
XL PIPELINE PROJECT.

It is the sense of Congress that Congress is
in agreement with the following findings of
the Final Supplemental Environmental Im-
pact Statement issued by the Secretary of
State for the Keystone XL, Project (referred
to in this section as the “FSEIS”):

(1) ““The analyses of potential impacts as-
sociated with construction and normal oper-
ation of the proposed Project suggest that
significant impacts to most resources are
not expected along the proposed Project
route” (FSEIS page 4.16-1, section 4.16).

(2) “The total annual GHG [greenhouse
gas] emissions (direct and indirect) attrib-
uted to the No Action scenarios range from
28 to 42 percent greater than for the proposed

Project” (FSEIS page ES-34, section
ES.5.4.2).
(3) ““. .. approval or denial of any one crude

oil transport project, including the proposed
Project, is unlikely to significantly impact
the rate of extraction in the oil sands or the
continued demand for heavy crude oil at re-
fineries in the United States based on ex-
pected oil prices, oil-sands supply costs,
transport costs, and supply-demand sce-
narios” (FSEIS page ES-16, section ES.4.1.1).

SA 207. Ms. MURKOWSKI submitted
an amendment intended to be proposed
to amendment SA 116 submitted by Mr.
CooNs and intended to be proposed to
the amendment SA 2 proposed by Ms.
MURKOWSKI (for herself, Mr. HOEVEN,
Mr. BARRASSO, Mr. RISCH, Mr. LEE, Mr.
FLAKE, Mr. DAINES, Mr. MANCHIN, Mr.
CASSIDY, Mr. GARDNER, Mr. PORTMAN,
Mr. ALEXANDER, and Mrs. CAPITO) to
the bill S. 1, to approve the Keystone
XL Pipeline; which was ordered to lie
on the table; as follows:

In lieu of the matter proposed to be in-
serted, insert the following:

SEC. . SENSE OF THE SENATE ON ENERGY
COSTS AND SUPPLIES.

It is the sense of the Senate that Congress

should—
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(1) reject efforts to impose economy-wide
taxes, fees, mandates, or regulations that
will—

(A) increase the cost of energy for families
and businesses of the United States; or

(B) destroy jobs; and

(2) prioritize policies that encourage and
enable innovation in the United States that
might lead to energy supplies that are more
abundant, affordable, clean, diverse, and se-
cure.

SA 208. Ms. MURKOWSKI submitted
an amendment intended to be proposed
to amendment SA 60 submitted by Mr.
MENENDEZ and intended to be proposed
to the amendment SA 2 proposed by

Ms. MURKOWSKI (for herself, Mr.
HOEVEN, Mr. BARRASSO, Mr. RISCH, Mr.
LEE, Mr. FLAKE, Mr. DAINES, Mr.

MANCHIN, Mr. CASSIDY, Mr. GARDNER,
Mr. PORTMAN, Mr. ALEXANDER, and
Mrs. CAPITO) to the bill S. 1, to approve
the Keystone XL Pipeline; which was
ordered to lie on the table; as follows:

In lieu of the matter proposed to be in-
serted, insert the following:

SEC. . SENSE OF THE SENATE ON ENERGY
COSTS AND SUPPLIES.

It is the sense of the Senate that Congress
should—

(1) reject efforts to impose economy-wide
taxes, fees, mandates, or regulations that
will—

(A) increase the cost of energy for families
and businesses of the United States; or

(B) destroy jobs; and

(2) prioritize policies that encourage and
enable innovation in the United States that
might lead to energy supplies that are more
abundant, affordable, clean, diverse, and se-
cure.

SA 209. Ms. MURKOWSKI submitted
an amendment intended to be proposed
to amendment SA 60 submitted by Mr.
MENENDEZ and intended to be proposed
to the amendment SA 2 proposed by

Ms. MURKOWSKI (for herself, Mr.
HOEVEN, Mr. BARRASSO, Mr. RISCH, Mr.
LEE, Mr. FLAKE, Mr. DAINES, Mr.

MANCHIN, Mr. CASSIDY, Mr. GARDNER,
Mr. PORTMAN, Mr. ALEXANDER, and
Mrs. CAPITO) to the bill S. 1, to approve
the Keystone XL Pipeline; which was
ordered to lie on the table; as follows:

In lieu of the matter proposed to be in-
serted, insert the following:

SEC. . SENSE OF CONGRESS ACKNOWL-
EDGING THE ENVIRONMENTAL IM-
PACT FINDINGS OF THE KEYSTONE
XL PIPELINE PROJECT.

It is the sense of Congress that Congress is
in agreement with the following findings of
the Final Supplemental Environmental Im-
pact Statement issued by the Secretary of
State for the Keystone XL, Project (referred
to in this section as the “FSEIS):

(1) “The analyses of potential impacts as-
sociated with construction and normal oper-
ation of the proposed Project suggest that
significant impacts to most resources are
not expected along the proposed Project
route’’ (FSEIS page 4.16-1, section 4.16).

(2) “The total annual GHG [greenhouse
gas] emissions (direct and indirect) attrib-
uted to the No Action scenarios range from
28 to 42 percent greater than for the proposed

Project” (FSEIS page ES-34, section
ES.5.4.2).
(3) ‘... approval or denial of any one crude

oil transport project, including the proposed
Project, is unlikely to significantly impact
the rate of extraction in the oil sands or the
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continued demand for heavy crude oil at re-
fineries in the United States based on ex-
pected o0il prices, oil-sands supply costs,
transport costs, and supply-demand sce-
narios” (FSEIS page ES-16, section ES.4.1.1).

SA 210. Ms. MURKOWSKI submitted
an amendment intended to be proposed
to amendment SA 60 submitted by Mr.
MENENDEZ and intended to be proposed
to the amendment SA 2 proposed by

Ms. MURKOWSKI (for herself, Mr.
HOEVEN, Mr. BARRASSO, Mr. RISCH, Mr.
LEE, Mr. FLAKE, Mr. DAINES, Mr.

MANCHIN, Mr. CASSIDY, Mr. GARDNER,
Mr. PORTMAN, Mr. ALEXANDER, and
Mrs. CAPITO) to the bill S. 1, to approve
the Keystone XL, Pipeline; which was
ordered to lie on the table; as follows:

In lieu of the matter proposed to be in-

serted, insert the following:
SEC. . SENSE OF CONGRESS.

It is the sense of Congress that—

(1) President Obama has committed
$3,000,000,000 from the United States to the
Green Climate Fund of the United Nations
Framework Convention on Climate Change;

(2) any payments the United States ulti-
mately makes to the Green Climate Fund
will be redistributed to finance adaptation
and mitigation efforts in developing coun-
tries that are parties to the Convention;

(3) none of the eligible developing country
parties to the Convention is an Arctic na-
tion;

(4) the residents of the Arctic, many of
whom represent vibrant indigenous and tra-
ditional cultures, too often face social and
economic challenges that rival those in de-
veloping countries;

(5) despite the fact that the United States
is an Arctic nation, President Obama has
made no similar effort to provide financial
assistance to the residents of the United
States Arctic region, even though many of
those communities have opportunities for
adaptation projects;

(6) similar opportunities for adaptation
projects exist across rural communities in
the United States;

(7) the United States should prioritize ad-
aptation projects in the United States Arctic
region and rural communities before allo-
cating any taxpayer dollars to the Green Cli-
mate Fund; and

(8) to the extent that Congress appro-
priates any taxpayer dollars for adaptation,
those funds should first be applied to known
and anticipated adaptation needs of commu-
nities within the United States.

SA 211. Ms. MURKOWSKI submitted
an amendment intended to be proposed
to amendment SA 31 submitted by Mr.
KAINE and intended to be proposed to
the bill S. 1, to approve the Keystone
XL Pipeline; which was ordered to lie
on the table; as follows:

In lieu of the matter proposed to be in-
serted, insert the following:

SEC. . SENSE OF CONGRESS ACKNOWL-
EDGING THE ENVIRONMENTAL IM-
PACT FINDINGS OF THE KEYSTONE
XL PIPELINE PROJECT.

It is the sense of Congress that Congress is
in agreement with the following findings of
the Final Supplemental Environmental Im-
pact Statement issued by the Secretary of
State for the Keystone XL Project (referred
to in this section as the “FSEIS”):

(1) “The analyses of potential impacts as-
sociated with construction and normal oper-
ation of the proposed Project suggest that
significant impacts to most resources are
not expected along the proposed Project
route’” (FSEIS page 4.16-1, section 4.16).
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(2) “The total annual GHG [greenhouse
gas] emissions (direct and indirect) attrib-
uted to the No Action scenarios range from
28 to 42 percent greater than for the proposed

Project” (FSEIS page ES-34, section
ES.5.4.2).
(3) ““. .. approval or denial of any one crude

oil transport project, including the proposed
Project, is unlikely to significantly impact
the rate of extraction in the oil sands or the
continued demand for heavy crude oil at re-
fineries in the United States based on ex-
pected oil prices, oil-sands supply costs,
transport costs, and supply-demand sce-
narios” (FSEIS page ES-16, section ES.4.1.1).

SA 212. Ms. MURKOWSKI submitted
an amendment intended to be proposed
to amendment SA 31 submitted by Mr.
KAINE and intended to be proposed to
the bill S. 1, to approve the Keystone
XL Pipeline; which was ordered to lie
on the table; as follows:

In lieu of the matter proposed to be in-
serted, insert the following:

SEC. . SENSE OF CONGRESS.

It is the sense of Congress that—

(1) President Obama has committed
$3,000,000,000 from the United States to the
Green Climate Fund of the United Nations
Framework Convention on Climate Change;

(2) any payments the United States ulti-
mately makes to the Green Climate Fund
will be redistributed to finance adaptation
and mitigation efforts in developing coun-
tries that are parties to the Convention;

(3) none of the eligible developing country
parties to the Convention is an Arctic na-
tion;

(4) the residents of the Arctic, many of
whom represent vibrant indigenous and tra-
ditional cultures, too often face social and
economic challenges that rival those in de-
veloping countries;

(5) despite the fact that the United States
is an Arctic nation, President Obama has
made no similar effort to provide financial
assistance to the residents of the United
States Arctic region, even though many of
those communities have opportunities for
adaptation projects;

(6) similar opportunities for adaptation
projects exist across rural communities in
the United States;

(7) the United States should prioritize ad-
aptation projects in the United States Arctic
region and rural communities before allo-
cating any taxpayer dollars to the Green Cli-
mate Fund; and

(8) to the extent that Congress appro-
priates any taxpayer dollars for adaptation,
those funds should first be applied to known
and anticipated adaptation needs of commu-
nities within the United States.

SA 213. Ms. MURKOWSKI submitted
an amendment intended to be proposed
to amendment SA 31 submitted by Mr.
KAINE and intended to be proposed to
the bill S. 1, to approve the Keystone
XL Pipeline; which was ordered to lie
on the table; as follows:

In lieu of the matter proposed to be in-
serted, insert the following:

SEC. = . SENSE OF THE SENATE ON ENERGY
COSTS AND SUPPLIES.

It is the sense of the Senate that Congress
should—

(1) reject efforts to impose economy-wide
taxes, fees, mandates, or regulations that
will—

(A) increase the cost of energy for families
and businesses of the United States; or

(B) destroy jobs; and

(2) prioritize policies that encourage and
enable innovation in the United States that
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might lead to energy supplies that are more
abundant, affordable, clean, diverse, and se-
cure.

SA 214. Ms. MURKOWSKI submitted
an amendment intended to be proposed
to amendment SA 114 submitted by Mr.
CooNS and intended to be proposed to
the amendment SA 2 proposed by Ms.
MURKOWSKI (for herself, Mr. HOEVEN,
Mr. BARRASSO, Mr. RISCcH, Mr. LEE, Mr.
FLAKE, Mr. DAINES, Mr. MANCHIN, Mr.
CASSIDY, Mr. GARDNER, Mr. PORTMAN,
Mr. ALEXANDER, and Mrs. CAPITO) to
the bill S. 1, to approve the Keystone
XL Pipeline; which was ordered to lie
on the table; as follows:

In lieu of the matter proposed to be in-
serted, insert the following:

SEC. . SENSE OF THE SENATE ON ENERGY
COSTS AND SUPPLIES.

It is the sense of the Senate that Congress
should—

(1) reject efforts to impose economy-wide
taxes, fees, mandates, or regulations that
will—

(A) increase the cost of energy for families
and businesses of the United States; or

(B) destroy jobs; and

(2) prioritize policies that encourage and
enable innovation in the United States that
might lead to energy supplies that are more
abundant, affordable, clean, diverse, and se-
cure.

SA 215. Ms. MURKOWSKI submitted
an amendment intended to be proposed
to amendment SA 114 submitted by Mr.
CooNS and intended to be proposed to
the amendment SA 2 proposed by Ms.
MURKOWSKI (for herself, Mr. HOEVEN,
Mr. BARRASSO, Mr. RISCH, Mr. LEE, Mr.
FLAKE, Mr. DAINES, Mr. MANCHIN, Mr.
CASSIDY, Mr. GARDNER, Mr. PORTMAN,
Mr. ALEXANDER, and Mrs. CAPITO) to
the bill S. 1, to approve the Keystone
XL Pipeline; which was ordered to lie
on the table; as follows:

In lieu of the matter proposed to be in-
serted, insert the following:

SEC. . SENSE OF CONGRESS.

It is the sense of Congress that—

(1) President Obama has committed
$3,000,000,000 from the United States to the
Green Climate Fund of the United Nations
Framework Convention on Climate Change;

(2) any payments the United States ulti-
mately makes to the Green Climate Fund
will be redistributed to finance adaptation
and mitigation efforts in developing coun-
tries that are parties to the Convention;

(3) none of the eligible developing country
parties to the Convention is an Arctic na-
tion;

(4) the residents of the Arctic, many of
whom represent vibrant indigenous and tra-
ditional cultures, too often face social and
economic challenges that rival those in de-
veloping countries;

(5) despite the fact that the United States
is an Arctic nation, President Obama has
made no similar effort to provide financial
assistance to the residents of the United
States Arctic region, even though many of
those communities have opportunities for
adaptation projects;

(6) similar opportunities for adaptation
projects exist across rural communities in
the United States;

(7) the United States should prioritize ad-
aptation projects in the United States Arctic
region and rural communities before allo-
cating any taxpayer dollars to the Green Cli-
mate Fund; and
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(8) to the extent that Congress appro-
priates any taxpayer dollars for adaptation,
those funds should first be applied to known
and anticipated adaptation needs of commu-
nities within the United States.

SA 216. Ms. MURKOWSKI submitted
an amendment intended to be proposed
to amendment SA 114 submitted by Mr.
CooNSs and intended to be proposed to
the amendment SA 2 proposed by Ms.
MURKOWSKI (for herself, Mr. HOEVEN,
Mr. BARRASSO, Mr. RISCH, Mr. LEE, Mr.
FLAKE, Mr. DAINES, Mr. MANCHIN, Mr.
CASSIDY, Mr. GARDNER, Mr. PORTMAN,
Mr. ALEXANDER, and Mrs. CAPITO) to
the bill S. 1, to approve the Keystone
XL Pipeline; which was ordered to lie
on the table; as follows:

In lieu of the matter proposed to be in-
serted, insert the following:

SEC. . SENSE OF CONGRESS ACKNOWL-
EDGING THE ENVIRONMENTAL IM-
PACT FINDINGS OF THE KEYSTONE
XL PIPELINE PROJECT.

It is the sense of Congress that Congress is
in agreement with the following findings of
the Final Supplemental Environmental Im-
pact Statement issued by the Secretary of
State for the Keystone XL Project (referred
to in this section as the “FSEIS”):

(1) “The analyses of potential impacts as-
sociated with construction and normal oper-
ation of the proposed Project suggest that
significant impacts to most resources are
not expected along the proposed Project
route” (FSEIS page 4.16-1, section 4.16).

(2) “The total annual GHG [greenhouse
gas] emissions (direct and indirect) attrib-
uted to the No Action scenarios range from
28 to 42 percent greater than for the proposed

Project” (FSEIS page ES-34, section
ES.5.4.2).
(3) ““. .. approval or denial of any one crude

oil transport project, including the proposed
Project, is unlikely to significantly impact
the rate of extraction in the oil sands or the
continued demand for heavy crude oil at re-
fineries in the United States based on ex-
pected o0il prices, oil-sands supply costs,
transport costs, and supply-demand sce-
narios” (FSEIS page ES-16, section ES.4.1.1).

SA 217. Ms. MURKOWSKI submitted
an amendment intended to be proposed
to amendment SA 115 submitted by Mr.
CooNS and intended to be proposed to
the amendment SA 2 proposed by Ms.
MURKOWSKI (for herself, Mr. HOEVEN,
Mr. BARRASSO, Mr. RISCH, Mr. LEE, Mr.
FLAKE, Mr. DAINES, Mr. MANCHIN, Mr.
CASSIDY, Mr. GARDNER, Mr. PORTMAN,
Mr. ALEXANDER, and Mrs. CAPITO) to
the bill S. 1, to approve the Keystone
XL Pipeline; which was ordered to lie
on the table; as follows:

In lieu of the matter proposed to be in-
serted, insert the following:

SEC. = . SENSE OF THE SENATE ON ENERGY
COSTS AND SUPPLIES.

It is the sense of the Senate that Congress
should—

(1) reject efforts to impose economy-wide
taxes, fees, mandates, or regulations that
will—

(A) increase the cost of energy for families
and businesses of the United States; or

(B) destroy jobs; and

(2) prioritize policies that encourage and
enable innovation in the United States that
might lead to energy supplies that are more
abundant, affordable, clean, diverse, and se-
cure.

SA 218. Ms. MURKOWSKI submitted
an amendment intended to be proposed
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to amendment SA 115 submitted by Mr.
CooNSs and intended to be proposed to
the amendment SA 2 proposed by Ms.
MURKOWSKI (for herself, Mr. HOEVEN,
Mr. BARRASSO, Mr. RISCH, Mr. LEE, Mr.
FLAKE, Mr. DAINES, Mr. MANCHIN, Mr.
CASSIDY, Mr. GARDNER, Mr. PORTMAN,
Mr. ALEXANDER, and Mrs. CAPITO) to
the bill S. 1, to approve the Keystone
XL Pipeline; which was ordered to lie
on the table; as follows:

In lieu of the matter proposed to be in-
serted, insert the following:
SEC. . SENSE OF CONGRESS.

It is the sense of Congress that—

(1) President Obama has committed
$3,000,000,000 from the United States to the
Green Climate Fund of the United Nations
Framework Convention on Climate Change;

(2) any payments the United States ulti-
mately makes to the Green Climate Fund
will be redistributed to finance adaptation
and mitigation efforts in developing coun-
tries that are parties to the Convention;

(3) none of the eligible developing country
parties to the Convention is an Arctic na-
tion;

(4) the residents of the Arctic, many of
whom represent vibrant indigenous and tra-
ditional cultures, too often face social and
economic challenges that rival those in de-
veloping countries;

(5) despite the fact that the United States
is an Arctic nation, President Obama has
made no similar effort to provide financial
assistance to the residents of the United
States Arctic region, even though many of
those communities have opportunities for
adaptation projects;

(6) similar opportunities for adaptation
projects exist across rural communities in
the United States;

(7) the United States should prioritize ad-
aptation projects in the United States Arctic
region and rural communities before allo-
cating any taxpayer dollars to the Green Cli-
mate Fund; and

(8) to the extent that Congress appro-
priates any taxpayer dollars for adaptation,
those funds should first be applied to known
and anticipated adaptation needs of commu-
nities within the United States.

SA 219. Ms. MURKOWSKI submitted
an amendment intended to be proposed
to amendment SA 11 submitted by Mr.
MERKLEY and intended to be proposed
to the amendment SA 2 proposed by

Ms. MURKOWSKI (for herself, Mr.
HOEVEN, Mr. BARRASSO, Mr. RISCH, Mr.
LEE, Mr. FLAKE, Mr. DAINES, Mr.

MANCHIN, Mr. CASSIDY, Mr. GARDNER,
Mr. PORTMAN, Mr. ALEXANDER, and
Mrs. CAPITO) to the bill S. 1, to approve
the Keystone XL, Pipeline; which was
ordered to lie on the table; as follows:

In lieu of the matter proposed to be in-
serted, insert the following:

SEC. . SENSE OF THE SENATE ON ENERGY
COSTS AND SUPPLIES.

It is the sense of the Senate that Congress
should—

(1) reject efforts to impose economy-wide
taxes, fees, mandates, or regulations that
will—

(A) increase the cost of energy for families
and businesses of the United States; or

(B) destroy jobs; and

(2) prioritize policies that encourage and
enable innovation in the United States that
might lead to energy supplies that are more
abundant, affordable, clean, diverse, and se-
cure.
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SA 220. Ms. MURKOWSKI submitted
an amendment intended to be proposed
to amendment SA 11 submitted by Mr.
MERKLEY and intended to be proposed
to the amendment SA 2 proposed by

Ms. MURKOWSKI (for herself, Mr.
HOEVEN, Mr. BARRASSO, Mr. RISCH, Mr.
LEE, Mr. FLAKE, Mr. DAINES, Mr.

MANCHIN, Mr. CASSIDY, Mr. GARDNER,
Mr. PORTMAN, Mr. ALEXANDER, and
Mrs. CAPITO) to the bill S. 1, to approve
the Keystone XL, Pipeline; which was
ordered to lie on the table; as follows:

In lieu of the matter proposed to be in-

serted, insert the following:
SEC. . SENSE OF CONGRESS.

It is the sense of Congress that—

(1) President Obama has committed
$3,000,000,000 from the United States to the
Green Climate Fund of the United Nations
Framework Convention on Climate Change;

(2) any payments the United States ulti-
mately makes to the Green Climate Fund
will be redistributed to finance adaptation
and mitigation efforts in developing coun-
tries that are parties to the Convention;

(3) none of the eligible developing country
parties to the Convention is an Arctic na-
tion;

(4) the residents of the Arctic, many of
whom represent vibrant indigenous and tra-
ditional cultures, too often face social and
economic challenges that rival those in de-
veloping countries;

(5) despite the fact that the United States
is an Arctic nation, President Obama has
made no similar effort to provide financial
assistance to the residents of the United
States Arctic region, even though many of
those communities have opportunities for
adaptation projects;

(6) similar opportunities for adaptation
projects exist across rural communities in
the United States;

(7) the United States should prioritize ad-
aptation projects in the United States Arctic
region and rural communities before allo-
cating any taxpayer dollars to the Green Cli-
mate Fund; and

(8) to the extent that Congress appro-
priates any taxpayer dollars for adaptation,
those funds should first be applied to known
and anticipated adaptation needs of commu-
nities within the United States.

SA 221. Ms. MURKOWSKI submitted
an amendment intended to be proposed
to amendment SA 11 submitted by Mr.
MERKLEY and intended to be proposed
to the amendment SA 2 proposed by

Ms. MURKOWSKI (for herself, Mr.
HOEVEN, Mr. BARRASSO, Mr. RISCH, Mr.
LEE, Mr. FLAKE, Mr. DAINES, Mr.

MANCHIN, Mr. CASSIDY, Mr. GARDNER,
Mr. PORTMAN, Mr. ALEXANDER, and
Mrs. CAPITO) to the bill S. 1, to approve
the Keystone XL Pipeline; which was
ordered to lie on the table; as follows:

In lieu of the matter proposed to be in-
serted, insert the following:

SEC. . SENSE OF CONGRESS ACKNOWL-
EDGING THE ENVIRONMENTAL IM-
PACT FINDINGS OF THE KEYSTONE
XL PIPELINE PROJECT.

It is the sense of Congress that Congress is
in agreement with the following findings of
the Final Supplemental Environmental Im-
pact Statement issued by the Secretary of
State for the Keystone XL, Project (referred
to in this section as the “FSEIS):

(1) “The analyses of potential impacts as-
sociated with construction and normal oper-
ation of the proposed Project suggest that
significant impacts to most resources are
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not expected along the proposed Project
route” (FSEIS page 4.16-1, section 4.16).

(2) “The total annual GHG [greenhouse
gas] emissions (direct and indirect) attrib-
uted to the No Action scenarios range from
28 to 42 percent greater than for the proposed

Project” (FSEIS page ES-34, section
ES.5.4.2).
(3) ““. .. approval or denial of any one crude

oil transport project, including the proposed
Project, is unlikely to significantly impact
the rate of extraction in the oil sands or the
continued demand for heavy crude oil at re-
fineries in the United States based on ex-
pected oil prices, oil-sands supply costs,
transport costs, and supply-demand sce-
narios’” (FSEIS page ES-16, section ES.4.1.1).

SA 222, Ms. MURKOWSKI submitted
an amendment intended to be proposed
to amendment SA 8 submitted by Mr.
SCHATZ and intended to be proposed to
the amendment SA 2 proposed by Ms.
MURKOWSKI (for herself, Mr. HOEVEN,
Mr. BARRASSO, Mr. RISCH, Mr. LEE, Mr.
FLAKE, Mr. DAINES, Mr. MANCHIN, Mr.
CASSIDY, Mr. GARDNER, Mr. PORTMAN,
Mr. ALEXANDER, and Mrs. CAPITO) to
the bill S. 1, to approve the Keystone
XL Pipeline; which was ordered to lie
on the table; as follows:

In lieu of the matter proposed to be in-
serted, insert the following:

SEC. . SENSE OF THE SENATE ON ENERGY
COSTS AND SUPPLIES.

It is the sense of the Senate that Congress
should—

(1) reject efforts to impose economy-wide
taxes, fees, mandates, or regulations that
will—

(A) increase the cost of energy for families
and businesses of the United States; or

(B) destroy jobs; and

(2) prioritize policies that encourage and
enable innovation in the United States that
might lead to energy supplies that are more
abundant, affordable, clean, diverse, and se-
cure.

SA 223. Ms. MURKOWSKI submitted
an amendment intended to be proposed
to amendment SA 8 submitted by Mr.
SCHATZ and intended to be proposed to
the amendment SA 2 proposed by Ms.
MURKOWSKI (for herself, Mr. HOEVEN,
Mr. BARRASSO, Mr. RISCH, Mr. LEE, Mr.
FLAKE, Mr. DAINES, Mr. MANCHIN, Mr.
CASSIDY, Mr. GARDNER, Mr. PORTMAN,
Mr. ALEXANDER, and Mrs. CAPITO) to
the bill S. 1, to approve the Keystone
XL Pipeline; which was ordered to lie
on the table; as follows:

In lieu of the matter proposed to be in-
serted, insert the following:

SEC.  .SENSE OF CONGRESS.

It is the sense of Congress that—

(1) President Obama has committed
$3,000,000,000 from the United States to the
Green Climate Fund of the United Nations
Framework Convention on Climate Change;

(2) any payments the United States ulti-
mately makes to the Green Climate Fund
will be redistributed to finance adaptation
and mitigation efforts in developing coun-
tries that are parties to the Convention;

(3) none of the eligible developing country
parties to the Convention is an Arctic na-
tion;

(4) the residents of the Arctic, many of
whom represent vibrant indigenous and tra-
ditional cultures, too often face social and
economic challenges that rival those in de-
veloping countries;

(5) despite the fact that the United States
is an Arctic nation, President Obama has
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made no similar effort to provide financial
assistance to the residents of the United
States Arctic region, even though many of
those communities have opportunities for
adaptation projects;

(6) similar opportunities for adaptation
projects exist across rural communities in
the United States;

(7) the United States should prioritize ad-
aptation projects in the United States Arctic
region and rural communities before allo-
cating any taxpayer dollars to the Green Cli-
mate Fund; and

(8) to the extent that Congress appro-
priates any taxpayer dollars for adaptation,
those funds should first be applied to known
and anticipated adaptation needs of commu-
nities within the United States.

SA 224, Ms. MURKOWSKI submitted
an amendment intended to be proposed
to amendment SA 8 submitted by Mr.
SCHATZ and intended to be proposed to
the amendment SA 2 proposed by Ms.
MURKOWSKI (for herself, Mr. HOEVEN,
Mr. BARRASSO, Mr. RISCH, Mr. LEE, Mr.
FLAKE, Mr. DAINES, Mr. MANCHIN, Mr.
CASSIDY, Mr. GARDNER, Mr. PORTMAN,
Mr. ALEXANDER, and Mrs. CAPITO) to
the bill S. 1, to approve the Keystone
XL Pipeline; which was ordered to lie
on the table; as follows:

In lieu of the matter proposed to be in-
serted, insert the following:

SEC. . SENSE OF CONGRESS ACKNOWL-
EDGING THE ENVIRONMENTAL IM-

PACT FINDINGS OF THE KEYSTONE
XL PIPELINE PROJECT.

It is the sense of Congress that Congress is
in agreement with the following findings of
the Final Supplemental Environmental Im-
pact Statement issued by the Secretary of
State for the Keystone XL Project (referred
to in this section as the “FSEIS”):

(1) “The analyses of potential impacts as-
sociated with construction and normal oper-
ation of the proposed Project suggest that
significant impacts to most resources are
not expected along the proposed Project
route” (FSEIS page 4.16-1, section 4.16).

(2) “The total annual GHG [greenhouse
gas] emissions (direct and indirect) attrib-
uted to the No Action scenarios range from
28 to 42 percent greater than for the proposed

Project” (FSEIS ©page ES-34, section
ES.5.4.2).
(3) *“. . . approval or denial of any one crude

oil transport project, including the proposed
Project, is unlikely to significantly impact
the rate of extraction in the oil sands or the
continued demand for heavy crude oil at re-
fineries in the United States based on ex-
pected o0il prices, oil-sands supply costs,
transport costs, and supply-demand sce-
narios” (FSEIS page ES-16, section ES.4.1.1).

SA 225. Ms. MURKOWSKI submitted
an amendment intended to be proposed
to amendment SA 7 submitted by Mr.
SCHATZ and intended to be proposed to
the amendment SA 2 proposed by Ms.
MURKOWSKI (for herself, Mr. HOEVEN,
Mr. BARRASSO, Mr. RIscH, Mr. LEE, Mr.
FLAKE, Mr. DAINES, Mr. MANCHIN, Mr.
CASSIDY, Mr. GARDNER, Mr. PORTMAN,
Mr. ALEXANDER, and Mrs. CAPITO) to
the bill S. 1, to approve the Keystone
XL Pipeline; which was ordered to lie
on the table; as follows:

In lieu of the matter proposed to be in-
serted, insert the following:

SEC. . SENSE OF THE SENATE ON ENERGY
COSTS AND SUPPLIES.

It is the sense of the Senate that Congress

should—
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(1) reject efforts to impose economy-wide
taxes, fees, mandates, or regulations that
will—

(A) increase the cost of energy for families
and businesses of the United States; or

(B) destroy jobs; and

(2) prioritize policies that encourage and
enable innovation in the United States that
might lead to energy supplies that are more
abundant, affordable, clean, diverse, and se-
cure.

SA 226. Ms. MURKOWSKI submitted
an amendment intended to be proposed
to amendment SA 7 submitted by Mr.
SCHATZ and intended to be proposed to
the amendment SA 2 proposed by Ms.
MURKOWSKI (for herself, Mr. HOEVEN,
Mr. BARRASSO, Mr. RISCH, Mr. LEE, Mr.
FLAKE, Mr. DAINES, Mr. MANCHIN, Mr.
CASSIDY, Mr. GARDNER, Mr. PORTMAN,
Mr. ALEXANDER, and Mrs. CAPITO) to
the bill S. 1, to approve the Keystone
XL Pipeline; which was ordered to lie
on the table; as follows:

In lieu of the matter proposed to be in-
serted, insert the following:

SEC. . SENSE OF CONGRESS.

It is the sense of Congress that—

(1) President Obama has committed
$3,000,000,000 from the United States to the
Green Climate Fund of the United Nations
Framework Convention on Climate Change;

(2) any payments the United States ulti-
mately makes to the Green Climate Fund
will be redistributed to finance adaptation
and mitigation efforts in developing coun-
tries that are parties to the Convention;

(3) none of the eligible developing country
parties to the Convention is an Arctic na-
tion;

(4) the residents of the Arctic, many of
whom represent vibrant indigenous and tra-
ditional cultures, too often face social and
economic challenges that rival those in de-
veloping countries;

(5) despite the fact that the United States
is an Arctic nation, President Obama has
made no similar effort to provide financial
assistance to the residents of the United
States Arctic region, even though many of
those communities have opportunities for
adaptation projects;

(6) similar opportunities for adaptation
projects exist across rural communities in
the United States;

(7) the United States should prioritize ad-
aptation projects in the United States Arctic
region and rural communities before allo-
cating any taxpayer dollars to the Green Cli-
mate Fund; and

(8) to the extent that Congress appro-
priates any taxpayer dollars for adaptation,
those funds should first be applied to known
and anticipated adaptation needs of commu-
nities within the United States.

SA 227. Ms. MURKOWSKI submitted
an amendment intended to be proposed
to amendment SA 7 submitted by Mr.
SCHATZ and intended to be proposed to
the amendment SA 2 proposed by Ms.
MURKOWSKI (for herself, Mr. HOEVEN,
Mr. BARRASSO, Mr. RISCH, Mr. LEE, Mr.
FLAKE, Mr. DAINES, Mr. MANCHIN, Mr.
CASSIDY, Mr. GARDNER, Mr. PORTMAN,
Mr. ALEXANDER, and Mrs. CAPITO) to
the bill S. 1, to approve the Keystone
XL Pipeline; which was ordered to lie
on the table; as follows:

In lieu of the matter proposed to be in-
serted, insert the following:
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. SENSE OF CONGRESS ACKNOWL-
EDGING THE ENVIRONMENTAL IM-
PACT FINDINGS OF THE KEYSTONE
XL PIPELINE PROJECT.

It is the sense of Congress that Congress is
in agreement with the following findings of
the Final Supplemental Environmental Im-
pact Statement issued by the Secretary of
State for the Keystone XL Project (referred
to in this section as the “FSEIS”):

(1) “The analyses of potential impacts as-
sociated with construction and normal oper-
ation of the proposed Project suggest that
significant impacts to most resources are
not expected along the proposed Project
route’” (FSEIS page 4.16-1, section 4.16).

(2) “The total annual GHG [greenhouse
gas] emissions (direct and indirect) attrib-
uted to the No Action scenarios range from
28 to 42 percent greater than for the proposed
Project” (FSEIS ©page ES-34, section
ES.5.4.2).

(3) *“. . . approval or denial of any one crude
oil transport project, including the proposed
Project, is unlikely to significantly impact
the rate of extraction in the o0il sands or the
continued demand for heavy crude oil at re-
fineries in the United States based on ex-
pected o0il prices, oil-sands supply costs,
transport costs, and supply-demand sce-
narios” (FSEIS page ES-16, section ES.4.1.1).

SEC.

SA 228. Ms. MURKOWSKI submitted
an amendment intended to be proposed
to amendment SA 12 submitted by Mr.
MERKLEY and intended to be proposed
to the amendment SA 2 proposed by

Ms. MURKOWSKI (for herself, Mr.
HOEVEN, Mr. BARRASSO, Mr. RISCH, Mr.
LEE, Mr. FLAKE, Mr. DAINES, Mr.

MANCHIN, Mr. CASSIDY, Mr. GARDNER,
Mr. PORTMAN, Mr. ALEXANDER, and
Mrs. CAPITO) to the bill S. 1, to approve
the Keystone XL, Pipeline; which was
ordered to lie on the table; as follows:

In lieu of the matter proposed to be in-
serted, insert the following:

SEC. = . SENSE OF THE SENATE ON ENERGY
COSTS AND SUPPLIES.

It is the sense of the Senate that Congress
should—

(1) reject efforts to impose economy-wide
taxes, fees, mandates, or regulations that
will—

(A) increase the cost of energy for families
and businesses of the United States; or

(B) destroy jobs; and

(2) prioritize policies that encourage and
enable innovation in the United States that
might lead to energy supplies that are more
abundant, affordable, clean, diverse, and se-
cure.

SA 229. Ms. MURKOWSKI submitted
an amendment intended to be proposed
to amendment SA 12 submitted by Mr.
MERKLEY and intended to be proposed
to the amendment SA 2 proposed by

Ms. MURKOWSKI (for herself, Mr.
HOEVEN, Mr. BARRASSO, Mr. RISCH, Mr.
LEE, Mr. FLAKE, Mr. DAINES, Mr.

MANCHIN, Mr. CASSIDY, Mr. GARDNER,
Mr. PORTMAN, Mr. ALEXANDER, and
Mrs. CAPITO) to the bill S. 1, to approve
the Keystone XL, Pipeline; which was
ordered to lie on the table; as follows:

In lieu of the matter proposed to be in-

serted, insert the following:
SEC.  .SENSE OF CONGRESS.

It is the sense of Congress that—

(1) President Obama has committed
$3,000,000,000 from the United States to the
Green Climate Fund of the United Nations
Framework Convention on Climate Change;
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(2) any payments the United States ulti-
mately makes to the Green Climate Fund
will be redistributed to finance adaptation
and mitigation efforts in developing coun-
tries that are parties to the Convention;

(3) none of the eligible developing country
parties to the Convention is an Arctic na-
tion;

(4) the residents of the Arctic, many of
whom represent vibrant indigenous and tra-
ditional cultures, too often face social and
economic challenges that rival those in de-
veloping countries;

(5) despite the fact that the United States
is an Arctic nation, President Obama has
made no similar effort to provide financial
assistance to the residents of the United
States Arctic region, even though many of
those communities have opportunities for
adaptation projects;

(6) similar opportunities for adaptation
projects exist across rural communities in
the United States;

(7) the United States should prioritize ad-
aptation projects in the United States Arctic
region and rural communities before allo-
cating any taxpayer dollars to the Green Cli-
mate Fund; and

(8) to the extent that Congress appro-
priates any taxpayer dollars for adaptation,
those funds should first be applied to known
and anticipated adaptation needs of commu-
nities within the United States.

SA 230. Ms. MURKOWSKI submitted
an amendment intended to be proposed
to amendment SA 12 submitted by Mr.
MERKLEY and intended to be proposed
to the amendment SA 2 proposed by

Ms. MURKOWSKI (for herself, Mr.
HOEVEN, Mr. BARRASSO, Mr. RISCH, Mr.
LEE, Mr. FLAKE, Mr. DAINES, Mr.

MANCHIN, Mr. CASSIDY, Mr. GARDNER,
Mr. PORTMAN, Mr. ALEXANDER, and
Mrs. CAPITO) to the bill S. 1, to approve
the Keystone XL, Pipeline; which was
ordered to lie on the table; as follows:

In lieu of the matter proposed to be in-
serted, insert the following:

SEC. . SENSE OF CONGRESS ACKNOWL-
EDGING THE ENVIRONMENTAL IM-
PACT FINDINGS OF THE KEYSTONE
XL PIPELINE PROJECT.

It is the sense of Congress that Congress is
in agreement with the following findings of
the Final Supplemental Environmental Im-
pact Statement issued by the Secretary of
State for the Keystone XL Project (referred
to in this section as the “FSEIS”):

(1) “The analyses of potential impacts as-
sociated with construction and normal oper-
ation of the proposed Project suggest that
significant impacts to most resources are
not expected along the proposed Project
route” (FSEIS page 4.16-1, section 4.16).

(2) “The total annual GHG [greenhouse
gas] emissions (direct and indirect) attrib-
uted to the No Action scenarios range from
28 to 42 percent greater than for the proposed

Project” (FSEIS ©page ES-34, section
ES.5.4.2).
(3) *“. . . approval or denial of any one crude

oil transport project, including the proposed
Project, is unlikely to significantly impact
the rate of extraction in the o0il sands or the
continued demand for heavy crude oil at re-
fineries in the United States based on ex-
pected o0il prices, oil-sands supply costs,
transport costs, and supply-demand sce-
narios” (FSEIS page ES-16, section ES.4.1.1).

SA 231. Ms. MURKOWSKI submitted
an amendment intended to be proposed
to amendment SA 6 submitted by Mr.
SCHATZ and intended to be proposed to
the amendment SA 2 proposed by Ms.
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MURKOWSKI (for herself, Mr. HOEVEN,
Mr. BARRASSO, Mr. RISCH, Mr. LEE, Mr.
FLAKE, Mr. DAINES, Mr. MANCHIN, Mr.
CASSIDY, Mr. GARDNER, Mr. PORTMAN,
Mr. ALEXANDER, and Mrs. CAPITO) to
the bill S. 1, to approve the Keystone
XL Pipeline; which was ordered to lie
on the table; as follows:

In lieu of the matter proposed to be in-
serted, insert the following:

SEC. . SENSE OF THE SENATE ON ENERGY
COSTS AND SUPPLIES.

It is the sense of the Senate that Congress
should—

(1) reject efforts to impose economy-wide
taxes, fees, mandates, or regulations that
will—

(A) increase the cost of energy for families
and businesses of the United States; or

(B) destroy jobs; and

(2) prioritize policies that encourage and
enable innovation in the United States that
might lead to energy supplies that are more
abundant, affordable, clean, diverse, and se-
cure.

SA 232. Ms. MURKOWSKI submitted
an amendment intended to be proposed
to amendment SA 6 submitted by Mr.
SCHATZ and intended to be proposed to
the amendment SA 2 proposed by Ms.
MURKOWSKI (for herself, Mr. HOEVEN,
Mr. BARRASSO, Mr. RISCH, Mr. LEE, Mr.
FLAKE, Mr. DAINES, Mr. MANCHIN, Mr.
CASSIDY, Mr. GARDNER, Mr. PORTMAN,
Mr. ALEXANDER, and Mrs. CAPITO) to
the bill S. 1, to approve the Keystone
XL Pipeline; which was ordered to lie
on the table; as follows:

In lieu of the matter proposed to be in-
serted, insert the following:
SEC. . SENSE OF CONGRESS.

It is the sense of Congress that—

(1) President Obama has committed
$3,000,000,000 from the United States to the
Green Climate Fund of the United Nations
Framework Convention on Climate Change;

(2) any payments the United States ulti-
mately makes to the Green Climate Fund
will be redistributed to finance adaptation
and mitigation efforts in developing coun-
tries that are parties to the Convention;

(3) none of the eligible developing country
parties to the Convention is an Arctic na-
tion;

(4) the residents of the Arctic, many of
whom represent vibrant indigenous and tra-
ditional cultures, too often face social and
economic challenges that rival those in de-
veloping countries;

(5) despite the fact that the United States
is an Arctic nation, President Obama has
made no similar effort to provide financial
assistance to the residents of the United
States Arctic region, even though many of
those communities have opportunities for
adaptation projects;

(6) similar opportunities for adaptation
projects exist across rural communities in
the United States;

(7) the United States should prioritize ad-
aptation projects in the United States Arctic
region and rural communities before allo-
cating any taxpayer dollars to the Green Cli-
mate Fund; and

(8) to the extent that Congress appro-
priates any taxpayer dollars for adaptation,
those funds should first be applied to known
and anticipated adaptation needs of commu-
nities within the United States.

SA 233. Ms. MURKOWSKI submitted
an amendment intended to be proposed
to amendment SA 6 submitted by Mr.
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SCHATZ and intended to be proposed to
the amendment SA 2 proposed by Ms.
MURKOWSKI (for herself, Mr. HOEVEN,
Mr. BARRASSO, Mr. RiscH, Mr. LEE, Mr.
FLAKE, Mr. DAINES, Mr. MANCHIN, Mr.
CASSIDY, Mr. GARDNER, Mr. PORTMAN,
Mr. ALEXANDER, and Mrs. CAPITO) to
the bill S. 1, to approve the Keystone
XL Pipeline; which was ordered to lie
on the table; as follows:

In lieu of the matter proposed to be in-
serted, insert the following:

SEC. . SENSE OF CONGRESS ACKNOWL-
EDGING THE ENVIRONMENTAL IM-
PACT FINDINGS OF THE KEYSTONE
XL PIPELINE PROJECT.

It is the sense of Congress that Congress is
in agreement with the following findings of
the Final Supplemental Environmental Im-
pact Statement issued by the Secretary of
State for the Keystone XL Project (referred
to in this section as the “FSEIS”):

(1) ““The analyses of potential impacts as-
sociated with construction and normal oper-
ation of the proposed Project suggest that
significant impacts to most resources are
not expected along the proposed Project
route” (FSEIS page 4.16-1, section 4.16).

(2) “The total annual GHG [greenhouse
gas] emissions (direct and indirect) attrib-
uted to the No Action scenarios range from
28 to 42 percent greater than for the proposed

Project” (FSEIS page ES-34, section
ES.5.4.2).
(3) *“. .. approval or denial of any one crude

oil transport project, including the proposed
Project, is unlikely to significantly impact
the rate of extraction in the oil sands or the
continued demand for heavy crude oil at re-
fineries in the United States based on ex-
pected oil prices, oil-sands supply costs,
transport costs, and supply-demand sce-
narios” (FSEIS page ES-16, section ES.4.1.1).

SA 234. Ms. MURKOWSKI submitted
an amendment intended to be proposed
to amendment SA 115 submitted by Mr.
CooONS and intended to be proposed to
the amendment SA 2 proposed by Ms.
MURKOWSKI (for herself, Mr. HOEVEN,
Mr. BARRASSO, Mr. RISCH, Mr. LEE, Mr.
FLAKE, Mr. DAINES, Mr. MANCHIN, Mr.
CASSIDY, Mr. GARDNER, Mr. PORTMAN,
Mr. ALEXANDER, and Mrs. CAPITO) to
the bill S. 1, to approve the Keystone
XL Pipeline; which was ordered to lie
on the table; as follows:

In lieu of the matter proposed to be in-
serted, insert the following:

SEC. . SENSE OF CONGRESS ACKNOWL-
EDGING THE ENVIRONMENTAL IM-
PACT FINDINGS OF THE KEYSTONE
XL PIPELINE PROJECT.

It is the sense of Congress that Congress is
in agreement with the following findings of
the Final Supplemental Environmental Im-
pact Statement issued by the Secretary of
State for the Keystone XL, Project (referred
to in this section as the “FSEIS”):

(1) ““The analyses of potential impacts as-
sociated with construction and normal oper-
ation of the proposed Project suggest that
significant impacts to most resources are
not expected along the proposed Project
route” (FSEIS page 4.16-1, section 4.16).

(2) “The total annual GHG [greenhouse
gas] emissions (direct and indirect) attrib-
uted to the No Action scenarios range from
28 to 42 percent greater than for the proposed

Project” (FSEIS page ES-34, section
ES.5.4.2).
(3) ““. .. approval or denial of any one crude

oil transport project, including the proposed
Project, is unlikely to significantly impact
the rate of extraction in the oil sands or the
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continued demand for heavy crude oil at re-
fineries in the United States based on ex-
pected o0il prices, oil-sands supply costs,
transport costs, and supply-demand sce-
narios” (FSEIS page ES-16, section ES.4.1.1).

SA 235. Ms. MURKOWSKI submitted
an amendment intended to be proposed
to amendment SA 145 submitted by Mr.
MANCHIN and intended to be proposed
to the bill S. 1, to approve the Key-
stone XL Pipeline; which was ordered
to lie on the table; as follows:

In lieu of the matter proposed to be in-
serted, insert the following:

SEC. . SENSE OF THE SENATE ON ENERGY
COSTS AND SUPPLIES.

It is the sense of the Senate that Congress
should—

(1) reject efforts to impose economy-wide
taxes, fees, mandates, or regulations that
will—

(A) increase the cost of energy for families
and businesses of the United States; or

(B) destroy jobs; and

(2) prioritize policies that encourage and
enable innovation in the United States that
might lead to energy supplies that are more
abundant, affordable, clean, diverse, and se-
cure.

SA 236. Ms. MURKOWSKI submitted
an amendment intended to be proposed
to amendment SA 145 submitted by Mr.
MANCHIN and intended to be proposed
to the bill S. 1, to approve the Key-
stone XL Pipeline; which was ordered
to lie on the table; as follows:

In lieu of the matter proposed to be in-
serted, insert the following:

SEC. . SENSE OF CONGRESS.

It is the sense of Congress that—

(1) President Obama has committed
$3,000,000,000 from the United States to the
Green Climate Fund of the United Nations
Framework Convention on Climate Change;

(2) any payments the United States ulti-
mately makes to the Green Climate Fund
will be redistributed to finance adaptation
and mitigation efforts in developing coun-
tries that are parties to the Convention;

(3) none of the eligible developing country
parties to the Convention is an Arctic na-
tion;

(4) the residents of the Arctic, many of
whom represent vibrant indigenous and tra-
ditional cultures, too often face social and
economic challenges that rival those in de-
veloping countries;

(5) despite the fact that the United States
is an Arctic nation, President Obama has
made no similar effort to provide financial
assistance to the residents of the United
States Arctic region, even though many of
those communities have opportunities for
adaptation projects;

(6) similar opportunities for adaptation
projects exist across rural communities in
the United States;

(7) the United States should prioritize ad-
aptation projects in the United States Arctic
region and rural communities before allo-
cating any taxpayer dollars to the Green Cli-
mate Fund; and

(8) to the extent that Congress appro-
priates any taxpayer dollars for adaptation,
those funds should first be applied to known
and anticipated adaptation needs of commu-
nities within the United States.

SA 237. Ms. MURKOWSKI submitted
an amendment intended to be proposed
to amendment SA 145 submitted by Mr.
MANCHIN and intended to be proposed
to the bill S. 1, to approve the Key-
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stone XL Pipeline; which was ordered
to lie on the table; as follows:

In lieu of the matter proposed to be in-
serted, insert the following:

SEC. . SENSE OF CONGRESS ACKNOWL-
EDGING THE ENVIRONMENTAL IM-
PACT FINDINGS OF THE KEYSTONE
XL PIPELINE PROJECT.

It is the sense of Congress that Congress is
in agreement with the following findings of
the Final Supplemental Environmental Im-
pact Statement issued by the Secretary of
State for the Keystone XL Project (referred
to in this section as the “FSEIS”’):

(1) ““The analyses of potential impacts as-
sociated with construction and normal oper-
ation of the proposed Project suggest that
significant impacts to most resources are
not expected along the proposed Project
route’”’ (FSEIS page 4.16-1, section 4.16).

(2) “The total annual GHG [greenhouse
gas] emissions (direct and indirect) attrib-
uted to the No Action scenarios range from
28 to 42 percent greater than for the proposed
Project”” (FSEIS page ES-34, section
ES.5.4.2).

(3) ““. .. approval or denial of any one crude
oil transport project, including the proposed
Project, is unlikely to significantly impact
the rate of extraction in the oil sands or the
continued demand for heavy crude oil at re-
fineries in the United States based on ex-
pected oil prices, oil-sands supply costs,
transport costs, and supply-demand sce-
narios” (FSEIS page ES-16, section ES.4.1.1).

SA 238. Ms. MURKOWSKI submitted
an amendment intended to be proposed
to amendment SA 55 submitted by Mr.
PETERS (for himself and Ms. STABENOW)
and intended to be proposed to the
amendment SA 2 proposed by Ms. MUR-
KOWSKI (for herself, Mr. HOEVEN, Mr.
BARRASSO, Mr. RISCH, Mr. LEE, Mr.
FLAKE, Mr. DAINES, Mr. MANCHIN, Mr.
CASSIDY, Mr. GARDNER, Mr. PORTMAN,
Mr. ALEXANDER, and Mrs. CAPITO) to
the bill S. 1, to approve the Keystone
XL Pipeline; which was ordered to lie
on the table; as follows:

Beginning on page 1 of the amendment,
strike line 4 and all that follows through
page 2, line 6, and insert the following:

Not later than 90 days after the date of en-
actment of this Act, the Administrator of
the Environmental Protection Agency and
the Secretary of Energy shall compile and
make available to the public on the Internet
third party studies assessing the potential
environmental, energy, and economic im-
pacts of by-products generated from the re-
fining of oil transported through the pipeline
referred to in section 2(a), including petro-
leum coke.

SA 239. Ms. MURKOWSKI submitted
an amendment intended to be proposed
to amendment SA 75 proposed by Mr.
CARDIN to the amendment SA 2 pro-
posed by Ms. MURKOWSKI (for herself,
Mr. HOEVEN, Mr. BARRASSO, Mr. RISCH,
Mr. LEE, Mr. FLAKE, Mr. DAINES, Mr.
MANCHIN, Mr. CASSIDY, Mr. GARDNER,
Mr. PORTMAN, Mr. ALEXANDER, and
Mrs. CAPITO) to the bill S. 1, to approve
the Keystone XL Pipeline; which was
ordered to lie on the table; as follows:

Beginning on page 2 of the amendment,
strike line 24 and all that follows through
page 4, line 13, and insert the following:

(b) ANALYSIS OF LOCAL WATER SUPPLIES.—
Not later than 60 days after the date of en-
actment of this Act, the President, or the
designee of the President, shall provide to
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each municipality or county that relies on
drinking water from a source that may be af-
fected by a tar sands spill from the pipeline
an analysis of the potential risks to public
health and the environment from a leak or
rupture of that pipeline.

SA 240. Ms. MURKOWSKI submitted
an amendment intended to be proposed
to amendment SA 59 submitted by Mr.
SCHATZ and intended to be proposed to
the bill S. 1, to approve the Keystone
XL Pipeline; which was ordered to lie
on the table; as follows:

On page 2 of the amendment, line 2, insert
before the period the following: *‘, recog-
nizing that the National Environmental Pol-
icy Act of 1969 (42 U.S.C. 4321 et seq.) requires
only a ‘hard look’ at alternatives and that
the factual basis for the referenced rec-
ommendations are subject to change’’.

SA 241. Mr. CARDIN submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed by
him to the bill S. 1, to approve the
Keystone XL Pipeline; which was or-
dered to lie on the table; as follows:

At the appropriate place, insert the fol-
lowing:
SEC.

. COMMUNITY RIGHT TO PROTECT
LOCAL WATER SUPPLIES.

(a) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 60 days
after the date of enactment of this Act and
prior to construction of the pipeline de-
scribed in section 2(a), the President, or the
designee of the President, shall provide to
each municipality or county that relies on
drinking water from a source that may be af-
fected by a tar sands spill from the pipeline,
and to the Governors of each State in which
an affected municipality or county is lo-
cated, an analysis based on the Final Supple-
mental Environmental Impact Statement
described in section 2(b) of the potential
risks to public health and the environment
from a leak or rupture of that pipeline.

(b) EFFECT ON CONSTRUCTION.—Construc-
tion of the pipeline described in section 2(a)
may not begin if the Governor of a State
with an affected municipality or county sub-
mits, not later than 30 days after receiving
an analysis under subsection (a), a petition
to the President requesting additional re-
view of the pipeline.

(c) WITHDRAWAL.—A Governor may with-
draw a petition submitted under subsection
(b) at any time.

SA 242, Mr. CARDIN submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed by
him to the bill S. 1, to approve the
Keystone XL Pipeline; which was or-
dered to lie on the table; as follows:

In lieu of the matter proposed to be in-
serted, insert the following:

SEC. . COMMUNITY RIGHT TO PROTECT
LOCAL WATER SUPPLIES.

(a) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 60 days
after the date of enactment of this Act and
prior to construction of the pipeline de-
scribed in section 2(a), the President, or the
designee of the President, shall provide to
each municipality or county that relies on
drinking water from a source that may be af-
fected by a tar sands spill from the pipeline,
and to the Governors of each State in which
an affected municipality or county is lo-
cated, an analysis based on the Final Supple-
mental Environmental Impact Statement
described in section 2(b) of the potential
risks to public health and the environment
from a leak or rupture of that pipeline.

(b) EFFECT ON CONSTRUCTION.—Construc-
tion of the pipeline described in section 2(a)
may not begin if the Governor of a State




S488

with an affected municipality or county sub-
mits, not later than 30 days after receiving
an analysis under subsection (a), a petition
to the President requesting additional re-
view of the pipeline.

(c) WITHDRAWAL.—A petitioner may with-
draw a petition submitted by that petitioner
under subsection (b) at any time.

———

CONGRATULATING THE NORTH DA-
KOTA STATE UNIVERSITY FOOT-
BALL TEAM FOR WINNING THE
2014 NATIONAL COLLEGIATE ATH-
LETIC ASSOCIATION DIVISION I
FOOTBALL CHAMPIONSHIP SUB-
DIVISION TITLE

Ms. MURKOWSKI. Mr. President, I
ask unanimous consent that the Sen-
ate proceed to the consideration of S.
Res. 41, submitted earlier today.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
clerk will report the resolution by
title.

The legislative clerk read as follows:

A resolution (S. Res. 41) congratulating the
North Dakota State University football
team for winning the 2014 National Colle-
giate Athletic Association Division I Foot-
ball Championship Subdivision title.

There being no objection, the Senate
proceeded to consider the resolution.

Ms. MURKOWSKI. Mr. President, I
ask unanimous consent that the reso-
lution be agreed to, the preamble be
agreed to, and the motions to recon-
sider be laid upon the table with no in-
tervening action or debate.

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

The resolution (S. Res. 41) was agreed
to.

The preamble was agreed to.

(The resolution, with its preamble, is
printed in today’s RECORD under ‘‘Sub-
mitted Resolutions.”’)

————

APPOINTMENTS

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
Chair announces, on behalf of the Com-
mittee on Finance, pursuant to section
8002 of title 26, U.S. Code, the designa-
tion of the following Senators as mem-
bers of the Joint Committee on Tax-
ation: the Senator from Utah, Mr.
HATCH, the Senator from Iowa, Mr.
GRASSLEY, the Senator from Idaho, Mr.
CRAPO, the Senator from Oregon, Mr.
WYDEN, and the Senator from Michi-
gan, Ms. STABENOW.

———

ORDERS FOR TUESDAY, JANUARY
27, 2015

Ms. MURKOWSKI. Mr. President, I
ask unanimous consent that when the
Senate completes its business today, it
adjourn until 11 a.m., Tuesday, Janu-
ary 27; that following the prayer and
pledge, the morning hour be deemed
expired, the Journal of proceedings be
approved to date, and the time for the
two leaders be reserved for their use
later in the day; and the Senate resume
consideration of S. 1. I ask that the
time until 12:30 p.m. be equally divided,
with the Democrats controlling the

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — SENATE

first half and the Republicans control-
ling the final half. I further ask that
the Senate recess from 12:30 p.m. until
2:15 p.m. to allow for the weekly con-
ference meetings.

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

PROGRAM

Ms. MURKOWSKI. Mr. President, we
continue to talk to Members on both
sides of the aisle to set up a path to-
ward passage on this bill that will in-
clude some amendment votes on pend-
ing amendments and others that are
waiting in the queue. We will look to
set some of those votes tomorrow after
lunch.

————

ORDER FOR ADJOURNMENT

Ms. MURKOWSKI. Mr. President, if
there is no further business to come be-
fore the Senate, I ask unanimous con-
sent that it stand adjourned under the
previous order, following the remarks
of Senator COONS.

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

The Senator from Delaware.

————

KEYSTONE XL PIPELINE

Mr. COONS. Mr. President, I come to
the floor this evening to speak about
our ongoing debate about the Keystone
XL Pipeline and the need for this de-
bate to shift to a much larger con-
versation.

Tonight, as we are continuing in
what has been 1%2 weeks of debate in
our Senate about this single, foreign-
owned pipeline, it is my hope that we
will begin a larger, broader conversa-
tion about America’s energy and cli-
mate needs.

We have so far voted on amendments
confirming that climate change is real,
on the future of natural gas and oil ex-
ports, on energy efficiency provisions,
on rules to ensure that we buy Amer-
ican, and on funding for the Land and
Water Conservation Fund and the oil-
spill fund.

I, myself, have an amendment, No.
115, that I am hoping we will have a
chance to take up, debate, vote on, and
pass—one that recognizes that given
that the Senate has acknowledged the
reality of climate change, we must now
move forward to take action to prepare
to adapt to those changes—changes
that have already begun.

I come from the State of Delaware,
the lowest mean-elevation State in
America, where our Governor, Jack
Markell, has led a community-driven
process of preparing for adapting to the
coming impact on our infrastructure—
our public, private, State, local, and
Federal infrastructure in Delaware.

We have to recognize that our Fed-
eral Government will have financial li-
abilities to help State, local, and tribal
governments prepare for the impacts of
climate change on their infrastructure
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and to prepare for the impacts of cli-
mate change on our Federal infrastruc-
ture.

My amendment, I hope, will be taken
up, debated, and passed, but the larger
point I want to make is this is just the
beginning of the much larger debate we
need to have about our Nation’s energy
and climate future.

Energy has long been and will remain
central to a strong, diverse, and vi-
brant economy for our Nation.
Throughout our history, Americans
have benefited greatly from abundant
sources of energy at home. From coal
to o0il to natural gas, we have been
blessed by natural resources that have
powered our economy. But new chal-
lenges today require new approaches.
As human-generated greenhouse gas
pollution wreaks havoc on our global
climate, we need to come together to
create a cleaner and lower-carbon en-
ergy future.

There is no single pathway to stop
climate change or to deal with it, but
there are a number of approaches we
need to look at and that I hope we will
consider taking.

Tonight I wish to briefly mention
four different areas where there were
bipartisan bills in the last Congress—
areas that I hope, in the spirit of com-
ity and debate in the Senate, we could
reconsider and make them part of this
broader energy and climate debate.

First, we could start by establishing
and implementing a national quadren-
nial energy review which would ensure
that every administration, current and
future, takes a hard look at our Na-
tion’s energy landscape, the challenges
that we face, and to build a blue print
for how we will deal with these chal-
lenges and overcome them.

Today we already conduct these
kinds of quadrennial reviews for the
Pentagon, for the State Department,
and for the Department of Homeland
Security. They allow us to take a big
picture and strategic look at our poli-
cies, our challenges, and to chart a pre-
dictable, longer term path forward.

It is time we did the same for our
country’s energy challenges. This ad-
ministration is already at work doing
this, but Congress needs to act to en-
sure that future administrations will
continue this practice.

Second, we can invest in clean and
renewable energy and in energy effi-
ciency technology so that we can out-
innovate the rest of the world and lay
the groundwork for job creation, not
only for today but for tomorrow. We
can do this through sustained, annual
program funding and through smart
and innovative financing models that
lower the cost of clean energy, such as
expanded master limited partnerships.

Third, we can improve the way our
national labs collaborate with the pri-
vate sector so that the innovation pipe-
line that takes ideas from the lab to
the market is smooth, efficient, and
predictable so that today’s discoveries
are tomorrow’s world-changing prod-
ucts.
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And, fourth, we can improve STEM
education and skills training through-
out America so that every day we are

training tomorrow’s future energy
innovators.

We can do this. We need to do these
things.

I will admit that at times it can seem
quite daunting. But in this country we
should have no doubt that if we focus
our greatest minds on these challenges,
there is no limit to what we can
achieve. The bottom line to all this is
that we don’t have a choice. Pre-
tending otherwise is an exercise in de-
nial.

We need to curb emissions from
transportation. We need to reduce pol-
lution from powerplants. We need to
better finance clean energy solutions.
We need to strengthen our infrastruc-
ture so we are more resilient in the
face of coming climate challenges. We
need to address the real challenges of
energy and water demand. We need to
improve our regulations so that we do
more to protect and conserve our land.
And we need to invest in research, de-
velopment, and the demonstration of
new and innovative technologies. Over-
all, we can and should institute smart
and market-based regional and na-
tional policies that will lower carbon
pollution and send businesses and
households the signal that the future is
in cleaner not in dirtier energy tech-
nology.

We need to do all this and bring the
rest of the world along as well because
our national energy and climate chal-
lenges are not just ours, they are the
world’s, and we need to come together
around the world to get this done. The
administration’s clean power plan rules
and the recently announced accord
with China are all great initial steps in
this direction. It is my hope as we con-
tinue this debate that we will come to-
gether in the Senate to show we are
willing to rise to these challenges as a
nation as well.

Mr. President, for me, all of this ulti-
mately comes down to our obliga-
tions—yes, of course, to our Nation, to
our constituents, to our home States,
but particularly as parents to our chil-
dren and to future generations. Every
day when I get to return home from
the train station after taking what is
often a late-evening train from Wash-
ington to Delaware, I get to see my
family, and it is my children who leave
me most concerned about the question
of whether I will be leaving them a
safer and healthier world than we re-
ceived.

My daughter Maggie in particular is
passionate about the environment and
is concerned about whether what we do
here is not just helping to create jobs
today—although that is an important
issue for us to turn to—but whether we
are helping to preserve our world for
tomorrow. Maggie helps keep me fo-
cused not just on this quarter, this
month, this election, or this term, but
on the next 50 years and on whether
what we do here leaves to our children
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and their children a cleaner and a bet-
ter and brighter future. That is what
our focus should be—on the future, on
what we are doing not just for today
but for tomorrow and all the days after
that.

I hope when the debate about this
one pipeline is over we will refocus our
energies on the bigger picture and on
the great and big challenges we face to-
gether. That is what we get elected to
do, and that is what our time demands.

———

AFRICAN GROWTH AND OPPOR-
TUNITY ACT REAUTHORIZATION

Mr. COONS. Mr. President, I would
like to speak for a few minutes about
our Nation’s economic relationship
with Africa and one area of concern I
have as we work toward further
strengthening our ties.

Since its passage under President
Clinton, the African Growth and Op-
portunity Act, known as AGOA, has
been a powerful tool for increasing
trade and boosting economies across
the African Continent, and no country
has taken greater advantage of the op-
portunities provided through AGOA
than South Africa.

Over the past 4 years, as the chair-
man of the African Affairs Sub-
committee of the Committee on For-
eign Relations, I have worked closely
with African leaders and know the im-
portance of AGOA to their economies
and to their growing middle classes.
Just last week I met with a group of
African trade ministers who empha-
sized to me how important prompt re-
authorization of AGOA is to them, to
their nations, and to tens of thousands
of men and women who work in reli-
ance upon AGOA.

AGOA is not a partisan issue. I have
worked closely with my Republican
colleague and friend from Georgia Sen-
ator ISAKSON on its reauthorization.
But, as I have also long believed, trade
must be fair, and with increased trade
comes a responsibility by both parties
to play by the same set of rules.

I am concerned because I fear that
South Africa’s refusal to drop its anti-
dumping duties that prevent American
poultry from having free and fair ac-
cess to the South African market will
have negative repercussions for our re-
lationship and South Africa’s economy.

Much of the time, nations will use
antidumping duties to prevent other
countries from exporting artificially
cheap goods into their economies, put-
ting their own businesses at an unfair
disadvantage. But what South Africa
has done for years in this area lacks
any merit. They are using the same
justification that China has used to
ban American poultry imports. They
claim our poultry is being sold below
market value. Not only is this claim
false, the World Trade Organization re-
cently deemed China’s nearly identical
ban to be illegal.

American companies want the chance
to sell healthy, affordable, and safe
poultry to South Africa and at a fair
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market value. So during the Africa
leaders summit last August, which
brought the heads of state of more
than 50 African nations here to Wash-
ington and to our Capitol, I had the op-
portunity to meet with President
Zuma of South Africa as well as other
South African senior officials. During
our meeting we discussed their coun-
try’s policies toward our country, the
importance of renewing AGOA, and
also my concerns about their unfair
practices with regard to our poultry in-
dustry. I was optimistic that following
our constructive conversations, we
could work together with them and
with South Africa’s poultry industry to
get rid of this inappropriate trade bar-
rier. In September we also had con-
structive meetings where our Ambas-
sador and their Ambassador were
present, and leaders of both poultry
sectors began constructive conversa-
tion. But soon thereafter their willing-
ness to engage abruptly stopped. They
apparently think they can continue to
benefit from AGOA and shirk their
most basic trade responsibilities.

In my home State of Delaware the
poultry industry supports more than
13,000 jobs and has long been the back-
bone of our agriculture sector. I have
made clear to our friends and partners
in South Africa that although I deeply
believe in their nation’s promise and
future, my first responsibility is and
always will be to my home State and
my constituents. Across the country—
and Senator ISAKSON’s State of Georgia
is the single biggest poultry-growing
State in the country—the United
States supports 1.8 million American
jobs, contributing more than $470 bil-
lion to our Nation’s economy.

So I want to be clear about this to-
night, as I have been before. I support
AGOA’s reauthorization, and I hope we
can negotiate a fair path forward. But
South Africa cannot expect to continue
to reap the benefits of increased trade
without following fair trade rules.
They can’t expect us to open up our
markets wide to duty-free and quota-
free access for South African goods if
they will not fairly open theirs. If they
insist on maintaining their long-
standing and illegal antidumping du-
ties on American poultry, I will do ev-
erything in my power to ensure they do
not continue to benefit from AGOA.
The choice is theirs.

Senator ISAKSON of Georgia and I
communicated this concern to Presi-
dent Zuma back in December in writ-
ing, and this week we will write to the
Senate Finance Committee with the
same message. We only have a short
period of time where we can get a long-
term extension of AGOA done, and I
will work hard to reauthorize and im-
prove AGOA so its benefits are even
more widely felt on the continent of
Africa, but I won’t allow it to include
countries that violate fair trade rules,
which means an important ally and
partner of the United States—South
Africa—won’t be included if they are
not willing to play by the rules. There
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are too many jobs at stake, too much
work to do to allow a critical trading
partner such as South Africa to con-
tinue its unfair treatment of American
industry.

I hope and pray we can still resolve
this needless impasse, but if we don’t,
my commitment and my path forward
is clear.

Mr. President, I yield the floor.

ADJOURNMENT UNTIL 11 A.M.
TOMORROW

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under
the previous order, the Senate stands
adjourned until 11 a.m. tomorrow.

Thereupon, the Senate, at 7:29 p.m.,
adjourned until Tuesday, January 27,
2015, at 11 a.m.

———

NOMINATIONS

Executive nominations received by
the Senate:

UNITED STATES ADVISORY COMMISSION ON
PUBLIC DIPLOMACY

SIM FARAR, OF CALIFORNIA, TO BE A MEMBER OF THE
UNITED STATES ADVISORY COMMISSION ON PUBLIC DI-
PLOMACY FOR A TERM EXPIRING JULY 1, 2015. (RE-
APPOINTMENT)

SIM FARAR, OF CALIFORNIA, TO BE A MEMBER OF THE
UNITED STATES ADVISORY COMMISSION ON PUBLIC DI-
PLOMACY FOR A TERM EXPIRING JULY 1, 2018. (RE-
APPOINTMENT)

WILLIAM JOSEPH HYBL, OF COLORADO, TO BE A MEM-
BER OF THE UNITED STATES ADVISORY COMMISSION ON
PUBLIC DIPLOMACY FOR A TERM EXPIRING JULY 1, 2015.
(REAPPOINTMENT)

WILLIAM JOSEPH HYBL, OF COLORADO, TO BE A MEM-
BER OF THE UNITED STATES ADVISORY COMMISSION ON
PUBLIC DIPLOMACY FOR A TERM EXPIRING JULY 1, 2018.
(REAPPOINTMENT)

FARM CREDIT ADMINISTRATION

DALLAS P. TONSAGER, OF SOUTH DAKOTA, TO BE A
MEMBER OF THE FARM CREDIT ADMINISTRATION
BOARD, FARM CREDIT ADMINISTRATION, FOR A TERM
EXPIRING MAY 21, 2020, VICE JILL LONG THOMPSON,
TERM EXPIRED.

IN THE COAST GUARD

THE FOLLOWING NAMED OFFICERS FOR APPOINTMENT
TO THE GRADE INDICATED IN THE UNITED STATES
COAST GUARD UNDER TITLE 14, U.S.C., SECTION 271(E):

To be lieutenant commander

GEORGE F. ADAMS
JOHN E. ADKINS
WILLIAMS C. ALBRIGHT
HILLARY A. ALLEGRETTI
DOUGLAS W. APPERSON
PATRICK N. ARMSTRONG
STEVEN B. ARNWINE
CHRISTOPHER P. ARTAC
CHRISTOPHER A. AUMENT
JPHILIP J. BALEM
CHRISTIAN J. BARGER
JEFFERY C. BARNUM
ERIKA F. E. BARRON
NICHOLAS A. BARROW
SEAN H. BARTONICEK
JAMES A. BATES JR.
EILEEN BECK
MATTHEW M. BECK
WILLIAM W. BELCHER
MICHAEL S. BELL
NATALIA M. BEST
BRENDAN A. BLAIN
TOLAN J. BLANCHARD
ORION R. BLOOM

SARA BOOTH

AMALIA D. BOYER
SARAH E. BRENNAN
DAKATA B. BRODIE
MARK H. BROWN
STEVEN R. BRUGMANN
BRIAN J. BRUNS
BRADLY T. BURNESS
DEREK J. BURRILL
ERIN M. CALDWELL
MATTHEW B. CAPON
KYRA N. CARBAJAL
JANE N. CARLEY
MICHAEL A. CARR
MICHAEL J. CARROLL
LENELL J. CARSON

REY F. CASTILLO
STEPHEN A. CHAINE
WILLIAM R. CHEW
MICHAEL A. CHOCHOLAK

JOEL C. COITO

JUDSON A. COLEMAN
MICHELLE COMEAUX
CHRISTOPHER M. CONDIT
JAMES O. CONNER
MICHAEL P. CORTESE
WILLIAM F. COTY IIT
TIMOTHY N. CRONIN
BEN W. CROWELL
CHRISTOPHER K. CUMBERLAND
KRISTEN A. CURRAN
CAREN C. DAMON

LEO T. DANAHER
JOSHUA J. DAUBENSPECK
HOLLY J. DEAL

CHAD E. DEJOURNETT
ANTHONY M. DESTEFANO
ANTHONY E. DEWINTER
EDWARD L. DIPTERRO
JOSHUA M. DIPIETRO
ADAM J. DISQUE
MICHAEL J. DOUGHERTY
MEGAN L. DREWNIAK
BENJAMIN J. DUARTE
JAYME L. DUBINSKY
MICHAEL S. DYKEMA
CHAD A. ECKHARDT
DONALD W. EDMON II
SARA M. ELLIS-SANBORN
PATTON J. EPPERSON
JUSTIN M. ERDMAN
RYAN R. ERICKSON
VINCENT E. ESCOBEDO
DANIEL W. EUSTACE
SCOTT L. FARR
BOBBIE-JEAN FELIX
JOHN A. FERREIRA
BRIAN M. FINN

SUSAN M. FISCHER
KIRK C. FISTICK

ARI D. FITZWATER
DONALD F. FLUSCHE
JUSTIN M. FORBES
KARYN S. FORSYTH
PETER F. FRANCISCO
ROCCO W. FRANCO
ZACHARY D. FUENTES
LAUREN U. FULLAM
JEFFREY M. GARVEY
ELIZABETH A. GILLIS
DANIEL A. GONZALES
SARAH P. GRAHAM
SIMON C. GREENE

MARK C. HAINES

JARED A. HARLOW
JONATHAN R. HARRIS
COURTNEY A. HARRISON
ANNA M. HART-WILKINS
WILLIAM K. HAYWOOD
CORYDON F. HEARD
JAMES L. HELLER
KIMBERLY A. HESS
GORDON A. HOOD

SCOTT R. HOULE
ROBERT M. HUNTER
THOMAS J. HUNTLEY
JEFFERY B. HUSTACE
JESSE E. HYLES
KENNETH R. INGRAM
CHRISTOPHER A. JASNOCH
ROXANNE B. JENSEN
ERIC S. JESIONOWSKI
TIFFANY A. JOHNSON
JENNIFER M. JOJOLA
LEE H. JONES

ERICA KELLY
MATTHEW V. KEMPE
ANDREW A. KENNEDY
HAROLD J. KIFFER
BRUCE W. KIMMELL
RAYMOND 8. KINGSLEY
JOHN M. KIRK

SCOTT R. KOSER

BRIAN A. KUDRLE
FRANK R. KULESA
GRAHAM E. LANZ
DEWEY E. LAWSON

JAN J. LEAGUE
NICHOLAS D. LEITER
JOHN M. LISKO

AMY M. LOCKWOOD
MICHAEL A. MAAS
JONATHAN R. MACKIN
ANDREW P. MADJESKA
HEATHER M. MAJESKA
BRETT A. MAJOR
ROBERTSON MARQUARDT
THOMAS E. MARSH
MICHAEL T. MARTIN
JUSTIN M. MATEJKA
BENJAMIN D. MAZYCK
CHRISTOPHER N. MCANDREW
JON M. MCCAMISH
MICHAEL D. MCCARTY
KATHRYN A. MCCORMACK
MARC R. MCDONNELL
TYLER J. MCGILL
MICHAEL S. MCGRAIL
JEREMY M. MCKENZIE
RENEE V. MCKINNON
DAVID M. MCLOUGHLIN
JACOB T. MCMILLAN
BRIAN K. MEADOWCROFT
JOSE A. MERCADO
RUSSELL P. MERRICK
MARCUS R. MERRIMAN
PAUL J. MILLER
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RYAN C. MILLER

GARY R. MILLS
MATTHEW J. MITCHELL
DANIEL P. MOCHEN
JASON M. MOLINARI
JEREMY J. MONTES
MICHAEL C. MORGAN
FRANKLIN J. MORRISON
SEAN F. MORRISON
MATTHEW K. MOTHANDER
ELLEN M. MOTOI

LISA T. MOTOI

DENNIS R. MOULDER
MICHAEL T. MYERS
GINNY R. NADOLNY
AARON G. NELSON
NATHAN L. NOYES
WAYNE T. O'DONNELL
ANDERSON J. 0GG

ERIC D. OLIPHANT
JEFFREY S. OLK
ROLAND T. ORR
BRIERLEY K. OSTRANDER
JEFFREY K. PADILLA
JON P. PARKER

STARR E. PARMLEY
TREVOR E. PARRA
ANDREW L. PASZKIEWICZ
MICHAEL A. PATTERSON
JENNIFER G. PAULSON
KRYSTYN E. PECORA
PIERO A. PECORA
KENNETH E. PEPPER
KRYSIA V. POHL
BRITTANY C. POLEY
RYAN B. POPIEL
CHRISTOPHER D. PRESNELL
MATTHEW J. PRESS
STEVEN L. PUFFER
NICHOLAS O. RAMIREZ
HECTOR R. RAMOS
JEDEDIAH A. RASKIE
DARYL J. REED
RAYMOND J. REICHL
PATRICK S. REID
BENJAMIN M. ROBINSON
MICHAEL T. ROSS
SARAH K. ROUSSEAU
ERIC E. ROY

KYLE T. RUSSELL
JOSHUA H. SAGERS
LARRY J. SANTOS
NATHANIEL F. SARGENT
DERRICK D. SAUNDERS
SHANNON F. SCAFF
MICHELLE M. SCHOPP
MAEGAN R. SCHWARTZ
JOSEPH R. SEMKE
NICHOLAS C. SENIUK
BROOK I. SERBU

BONNIE M. SHANER
REBECCA B. SHULTS
JARED L. SILVERMAN
RICHARD S. SLOCUM
CLINTON P. SMITH
DALLAS D. SMITH

JACK B. SMITH

JUSTIN C. SMITH

KELLY L. SMITH

LAURA M. SPRINGER
ERIC D. STAHL

ROBERT C. STARR
PARRIS R. STRATTON
JUSTIN W. STROCK
RACHEL A. STRYKER
RACHEL A. STUTT
COLLEEN A. SYMANSKY
MICHAEL C. THOMAS
TIMOTHY S. TILGHMAN
JONATHAN T. TILLMAN
GERALYN M. VAN DE KROL
JUSTIN O. VANDENHEUVEL
STEVEN B. VANDERLASKE
ERIC J. VELEZ

OSVALDO E. VERA
GABRIEL T. VIGIL DIAZ
PHILIP C. WADE
JEREMY A. WEISS
JONATHAN I. WELCH
KEITH R. WILKINS
SCOTT K. WILLIAMS
BRADLY G. WINANS
KEITH D. WOOLDRIDGE
MARK L. WYCKOFF
CHRISTOPHER T. YANE
CARLTON D. YOUNG
JEFFREY S. ZAMARIN
JOSHUA L. ZIKE
ANDREW H. ZUCKERMAN

IN THE AIR FORCE

THE FOLLOWING NAMED OFFICERS FOR APPOINTMENT
TO THE GRADE INDICATED IN THE RESERVE OF THE AIR
FORCE UNDER TITLE 10, U.S.C., SECTION 12203:

To be colonel

KOREY E. AMUNDSON

MICHELE MARIE E. ARMENTROUT
JOHN D. BEATTY

BRUCE M. BENDER

VICKEN ALBERT BEZJIAN
JEANNE E. BISESI

SEAN C. BITTNER

AMY JEANETTE BOEHLE

DANIEL R. BOURQUE

JUDAH C. BRADLEY
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WILLIAM M. BRANDT, JR.
WILLIAM R. BRIDGEMOHAN
SCOTT B. CALVERT
MAUREEN B. CARROLL
DAVID M. CASTANEDA
ROBERT D. CHURCHILL, JR.
HOWARD T. CLARK IIT
LAWRENCE ANDREW COLBY
STEPHEN P. COLVIN
MARK A. DEATON
LAURIE A. DICKSON
MATTHEW A. DORNAN
JOHN L. DOUCET III
GEORGE M. DOUGHERTY
BRIAN A. DOYLE

PETER C. DRAHEIM
PATRICK LAWRENCE DUFRAINE
DENISE J. EDWARDS
ANDREW J. ELBERT
DAVID ANDREW EMERY
STEVEN GREGORY ENGLAND
PATRICK L. ERDMAN
JIM FABIO

WILLIAM J. FRIDAY, JR.
CADE C. GIBSON

JAMES L. GREENWALD
ERIKA L. GRIFFITH
DAVID S. HALES
EDWARD G. HAMILL
GREGORY P. HAYNES
DENIS A. HEINZ

GARY ALAN HELFELDT
CHRISTOPHER J. HOBBS
CHRISTINE FRANCIS HOLLIDAY
RANDALL I. HONKE
RHYS WILLIAM HUNT
PATRICK E. JOCHEM
MAXIE G. JOLLEY II
LORI C. JONES

LYNN E. JUI

AMBER R. KASBEER
THOMAS K. KERR
CHRISTINE P. KLINK
DAVID J. KNOLMAYER
JASON M. KNUDSEN
GREGORY T. LARGEN
ROGER S. LAW

MICHAEL J. LEE
LELAND K. LEONARD
MICHAEL F. LESMAN
DAVID DONALD LESSICK
DAVID E. LINEBACK
DAREL L. LONGYEAR
BRUCE K. LYMAN

CARL J. MAGNUSSON
LISA M. MALONEY

LISA MARIE MANION
TIMOTHY H. MARTZ
JOHN T. MASER
PRESTON J. MCCONNELL
PRESTON F. MCFARREN
JENNIFER B. MCGONIGLE
JEROME MCLIN

THOMAS J. MCNAMARA
CRAIG MCPIKE

KEVIN J. MERRILL
TIMOTHY J. MICHEL
JAMES THOMAS MOORE
DANA N. NELSON
STEPHEN D. NELSON
ANDREW H. NICHOLS
JADE B. NORSTROM
RODERICK C. OWENS
TIMOTHY EARL OWENS
BELINDA A. PETERSEN
JAMES B. PETTIGREW
SEAN P. PIERCE

LAURA J. RADLEY
ESTEBAN L. RAMIREZ
JOSHUA C. REDDEN
KIRSTIN J. REIMANN
MICHAEL JOE REMUALDO
ERIC T. RIVERA
WILLIAM A. ROCK
CHERIE E. ROFF

SARAH HELEN RUSS
CHARLES E. SARGENT
JOSEPH H. SAVAGE, JR.
ANDREW D. SCHAD
MICHAEL T. SCHULTZ
JAMAR D. SCOTT
GERARD K. SIMON
NICOLE C. SLOMINSKI
EUGENE B. SMITH IIT
RYAN S. SPAULDING
DOUGLAS A. STOUFFER
TIMOTHY I. STRETCH
DIANA F. STRIEDIECK
MICHAEL C. THODE
TODD R. TRUMPOLD
LANCE F. TURNER
SANDRA I. VANDIVIERE
MICHAEL J. VANZO

ERIC A. VITOSH

KENT A. WATSON

JAMES CAMERON WEST
THOMAS W. WHITE

GIL BRADLEY WILLIAMS
NOEL F. WILLIAMS
BRUCE M. WINHOLD
BRIAN E. WISH

PETER A. WOJCIECHOWSKI
KENNETH P. WOODCOCK
WILLIAM A. WOOLF
ANNE E. YELDERMAN
CHRISTOPHER L. YOUNG

THE FOLLOWING NAMED OFFICER FOR APPOINTMENT
TO THE GRADE INDICATED IN THE RESERVE OF THE AIR
FORCE UNDER TITLE 10, U.S.C., SECTION 12203:

To be colonel

MARK E. HEATHERLY

THE FOLLOWING NAMED OFFICERS FOR APPOINTMENT
TO THE GRADE INDICATED IN THE RESERVE OF THE AIR
FORCE UNDER TITLE 10, U.S.C., SECTION 12203:

To be colonel

KARIS K. GRAHAM
CHARLES T. TOWERY
MARVIN WILLIAMS

THE FOLLOWING NAMED OFFICERS FOR APPOINTMENT
TO THE GRADE INDICATED IN THE RESERVE OF THE AIR
FORCE UNDER TITLE 10, U.S.C., SECTION 12203:

To be colonel

JESUS A. FLORES
ROBERT C. GOLDTRAP

THE FOLLOWING NAMED OFFICERS FOR APPOINTMENT
TO THE GRADE INDICATED IN THE RESERVE OF THE AIR
FORCE UNDER TITLE 10, U.S.C., SECTION 12203:

To be colonel

ERICA R. AUSTIN
WILLIAM C. AUSTIN
DIANE CAROL BOLDT
ROBERT A. BORICH, JR.
ROBIN L. BRODRICK
PETER J. CAMP, JR.
STEPHEN P. DELANGE
STEPHEN A. GONTIS
KENNETH P. GORNIC
GAYLE L. HELLINGER
JOSEPH S. KIEFER
CATHERINE J. MCSWAIN
LAURA J. MEGAN POSCH
JULIO A. OCAMPO
JONATHAN M. POLK
SLOAN M. PYE

RICHARD G. STEPHENSON

THE FOLLOWING NAMED OFFICERS FOR APPOINTMENT
TO THE GRADE INDICATED IN THE RESERVE OF THE AIR
FORCE UNDER TITLE 10, U.S.C., SECTION 12203:

To be colonel

GERARD IRVELT BAZILE
JUNE M. COOK

PAUL B. DESCHNER
TERRY A. HAAG

CHAD M. HIVNOR
GREGORY S. HSU

JOSEPH C. LAWLOR
REINALDO MORALES, JR.
GREGORY A. PINNELL
RICHARD D. QUINTANA
ALFRED CHARLES ROSSUM
EUGENE M. SHUSTERMAN
JEFFERSON R. THURLBY
GRISELDA E. TIU
KENNETH J. WRIGHT
FREDERICK L. YOST

THE FOLLOWING NAMED OFFICER FOR APPOINTMENT
TO THE GRADE INDICATED IN THE RESERVE OF THE AIR
FORCE UNDER TITLE 10, U.S.C., SECTION 12203:

To be colonel

STEPHEN L. NELSON, JR.

THE FOLLOWING NAMED OFFICERS FOR APPOINTMENT
TO THE GRADE INDICATED IN THE RESERVE OF THE AIR
FORCE UNDER TITLE 10, U.S.C., SECTION 12203:

To be colonel

MARY J. ABERNETHY
MAUREEN ANN ALLEN
MONSITA J. FALEY
THERESE JULIA KERN
CHERYL A. KNIGHT
JOSEPH MICHAEL MATSON
MATTHEW D. SOMMER
KAREN B. STEINER

THE FOLLOWING NAMED OFFICERS FOR APPOINTMENT
TO THE GRADE INDICATED IN THE RESERVE OF THE AIR
FORCE UNDER TITLE 10, U.S.C., SECTION 12203:

To be colonel

MICHAEL D. AYRES
TAMMY LYNN BURTSCHI
JULIE M. CLEMENT
MICHAEL D. NELSON
JOHN G. OLMEDO
MICHELLE L. WAGNER

THE FOLLOWING NAMED OFFICERS FOR APPOINTMENT
TO THE GRADE INDICATED IN THE RESERVE OF THE AIR
FORCE UNDER TITLE 10, U.S.C., SECTION 12203:

To be colonel

LAURA J. MCWHIRTER
DENISE J. THOMPSON
GREGG E. WENTWORTH

THE FOLLOWING NAMED INDIVIDUAL FOR APPOINT-
MENT IN THE GRADE INDICATED IN THE REGULAR AIR
FORCE UNDER TITLE 10, U.S.C., SECTIONS 531 AND 716:

To be major

NICHOLAS J. ZIMMERMAN

THE FOLLOWING NAMED INDIVIDUAL FOR APPOINT-
MENT IN THE GRADE INDICATED IN THE REGULAR AIR
FORCE UNDER TITLE 10, U.S.C., SECTION 531:
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To be lieutenant colonel

ERIC M. CHUMBLEY

THE FOLLOWING NAMED INDIVIDUAL FOR APPOINT-
MENT IN THE GRADE INDICATED IN THE REGULAR AIR
FORCE UNDER TITLE 10, U.S.C., SECTION 531:

To be major
SCOTT L. WILSON
IN THE ARMY

THE FOLLOWING NAMED OFFICER FOR APPOINTMENT
TO THE GRADE INDICATED IN THE UNITED STATES ARMY
AND AS PERMANENT PROFESSOR AT THE UNITED
STATES MILITARY ACADEMY UNDER TITLE 10, U.S.C.,
SECTIONS 4333(B) AND 4336(A):

To be colonel
JOHN P. HARTKE
IN THE NAVY

THE FOLLOWING NAMED OFFICERS FOR TEMPORARY
APPOINTMENT TO THE GRADE INDICATED IN THE
UNITED STATES NAVY UNDER TITLE 10, U.S.C., SECTION
5721:

To be lieutenant commander

ALYSSA B. Y. ARMSTRONG
CHARLES S. BARRS III
BURNES C. W. BROWN
GRANT T. BRYAN

BRYAN J. CARLSON
PATRICK M. CERONE
FRANCIS E. ECLEVIA, JR.
ROBERT 8. FAIRLIE
CHRISTIANA M. FLOECK
JASON L. FREDERICK
JESSE W. GASKELL
BRIAN S. GIBSON
BRANDON R. GILESSUMMERS
JOHN W. GILLIGAN
WILLIAM S. GREEN
ROBERT V. HEINZE
KEVIN F. HENDERSON
JOHN E. HOLTHAUS
BENJAMIN K. JONES
AARON K. JORDAN
TOWNEY G. KENNARD IIT
KEVIN M. KERNO
LEANDRA N. KISSINGER
MATTHEW R. LEWIS

KEN H. LUSK

THOMAS C. MANEMEIT
JOSHUA L. NORVILLE
JOSEPH W. NUTTING
ROBERT W. PERRIS
DWIGHT D. ROBERTS
ANDREW B. SAMPLE
ANTONIA K. SHEY
JEREMY J. SHIPLOV
SCOTT J. TEDRICK
ARTURO TREJO
CHRISTOPHER A. WILLIAMS
KARI E. YAKUBISIN

THE FOLLOWING NAMED OFFICER FOR APPOINTMENT
TO THE GRADE INDICATED IN THE UNITED STATES NAVY
UNDER TITLE 10, U.S.C., SECTION 624:

To be lieutenant commander

MIRIAM BEHPOUR

THE FOLLOWING NAMED OFFICER FOR APPOINTMENT
TO THE GRADE INDICATED IN THE UNITED STATES NAVY
UNDER TITLE 10, U.S.C., SECTION 624:

To be captain
THOMAS P. MURPHY
IN THE MARINE CORPS

THE FOLLOWING NAMED LIMITED DUTY OFFICERS FOR
APPOINTMENT TO THE GRADE INDICATED IN THE
UNITED STATES MARINE CORPS UNDER TITLE 10, U.S.C.,
SECTION 624:

To be major

JERMAINE M. CADOGAN
MICHEAL J. CORBIN
AUSTIN E. WREN

THE FOLLOWING NAMED LIMITED DUTY OFFICERS FOR
APPOINTMENT TO THE GRADE INDICATED IN THE
UNITED STATES MARINE CORPS UNDER TITLE 10, U.S.C.,
SECTION 624:

To be major

ANTHONY K. ALEJANDRE
NATHANIEL W. BAKER III
TRACY G. DENMARK
HERMAN E. HOLLEY
KYLE L. HOLLIS

BRIAN E. KELLY
JONATHAN R. RISSER

THE FOLLOWING NAMED LIMITED DUTY OFFICERS FOR
APPOINTMENT TO THE GRADE INDICATED IN THE
UNITED STATES MARINE CORPS UNDER TITLE 10, U.S.C.,
SECTION 624:

To be major

PAUL M. HERRLE
ROBERT R. KONO
JAIMEY L. POLK
ROBERT W. PUCKETT

THE FOLLOWING NAMED LIMITED DUTY OFFICER FOR
APPOINTMENT TO THE GRADE INDICATED IN THE
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UNITED STATES MARINE CORPS UNDER TITLE 10, U.S.C.,
SECTION 624:

To be major

REBECCA L. WILKINSON

THE FOLLOWING NAMED LIMITED DUTY OFFICERS FOR
APPOINTMENT TO THE GRADE INDICATED IN THE
UNITED STATES MARINE CORPS UNDER TITLE 10, U.S.C.,
SECTION 624:

To be major

JAY B. DURHAM
ANDREW K. LAW

THE FOLLOWING NAMED LIMITED DUTY OFFICERS FOR
APPOINTMENT TO THE GRADE INDICATED IN THE
UNITED STATES MARINE CORPS UNDER TITLE 10, U.S.C.,
SECTION 624:

To be major

DANIEL H. CUSINATO
DONALD E. PILCHER
EDUARDO QUIROZ
JOSE C. SOTO
HENRY W. SOUKUP
WILLIAM C. VOLZ

THE FOLLOWING NAMED LIMITED DUTY OFFICER FOR
APPOINTMENT TO THE GRADE INDICATED IN THE
UNITED STATES MARINE CORPS UNDER TITLE 10, U.S.C.,
SECTION 624:

To be major

RYAN M. CLEVELAND

THE FOLLOWING NAMED LIMITED DUTY OFFICERS FOR
APPOINTMENT TO THE GRADE INDICATED IN THE
UNITED STATES MARINE CORPS UNDER TITLE 10, U.S.C.,
SECTION 624:

To be major

NICHOLAS K. ELLIS
MARIO A. ORTEGA
ANTHONIE L. SCOTT
JAMES M. WEATHERS
KOLLEEN L. YOUNG

THE FOLLOWING NAMED OFFICER FOR APPOINTMENT
TO THE GRADE INDICATED IN THE UNITED STATES MA-
RINE CORPS UNDER TITLE 10, U.S.C., SECTION 624:

To be lieutenant colonel

JONATHAN L. RIGGS

THE FOLLOWING NAMED OFFICERS FOR APPOINTMENT
TO THE GRADE INDICATED IN THE UNITED STATES MA-
RINE CORPS UNDER TITLE 10, U.S.C., SECTION 624:

To be major

BRETT D. ABBAMONTE
THOMAS R. ABBOTT
BRETT E. ACKERBAUER
JASON D. ACTIS
GREGORY P. ADAMS
AKEEM O. ADELAGUN
JEFF W. ADUSEI

ROY AGILA

ARTEM S. AGOULNIK
FRANK ALBA, JR.
JOSHUA D. AMBROSE
JAYME M. ARENAS
ANDREW H. ARMSTRONG
ERIC R. ARMSTRONG
JAMES N. ARRASMITH
JEFFREY W. ARROYO
HAMILTON N. ASHWORTH
ORLANDO L. ASHWORTH
CHRISTOPHER T. ATHANAS
JOSHUA M. AVINA
BRIAN M. BAGLEY
COLTER J. BAHLAU
MATTHEW D. BAILEY
DAVID B. BAIN

RAMON BALLESTER IIT
LUKE I. BALTHAZAR
MATTHEW P. BANKS
NICOLE A. BARBAREE
ROBERT D. BARBAREE IIT
JEFFREY J. BARNES
RYAN M. BARRY
MICHAEL G. BASHARA
NICOLE V. BASTIAN
JONATHAN R. BEARCE
THOMAS J. BECK

JAMES E. BEESON
SCOTT A. BEIMER
BLAZE A. BELOBRAJDIC
AMY L. BERNARD
JENNIE L. BERNIER
BESSIE L. BERNSTEIN
ANDREW S. BIDDELL
GARY R. BILLINGS
SCOTTY E. BLACK
JARED D. BLAKE
GARRETT A. BLAKELY
PATRICK E. BLANKENSHIP
BRIAN T. BLOCK
MATTHEW E. BLOSE
DAVID J. BLOSSOM II
GEOFFREY T. BLUMENFELD
TODD B. BOESE II

JARED E. BOMBACI
LUKE A. BORGAN
NICHOLAS K. BORNS
STEPHEN W. BORRETT
DREW T. BOSSART
BRIAN R. BOSTON

JOSHUA BOURNE
STEVEN P. BRADFORD
JAMES R. BRAME
CHRISTOPHER E. BRANDT
JOHN A. BRENNAN
DERRICK F. BREVILLE
JEFFREY M. BREWER
PAUL A. BRILLANT

PAUL M. BRISKER

JASON W. BRITAIN

REX L. BROOKS IIT
EDWARD C. BROWN
TYLER G. BRUMMOND
AARON A. BRUSCH
JONATHAN L. BRYANT
ERIC C. BRYE

JESSAMY J. BUBAN
CHAD A. BUCKEL
THOMAS A. BUIJTEN
CODY P. BURAS

CLINT J. BURBACH
JAMES A. BURKART
RODNEY L. BURKS
TYLER E. BURNHAM
CHRISTOPHER J. BUSCEMI
DAMIEN M. BUTEL
JUSTIN G. BUTLER

EBEN C. BUXTON

ADAM M. CAMPBELL
DAVID M. CAMPBELL
JUSTIN C. CAMPBELL
NELSON F. CANDELARIO, JR.
CHRISTIAN S. CARLSON
RICHARD F. CARMEAN
SARAH A. CARRASCO
JEREMY L. CARROLL
JONATHAN C. CARTRETT
CHARLES A. CASEY
MATTHEW A. CAVE
CHRISTOPHER J. CAYERE
BRIAN M. CLEGG

PAUL B. CLIFFORD II
JAVIER V. COBA

JOHN C. COLEMAN II
CRAIG W. COLLINGS
STEVEN T. CONTRASCERE
DEREK A. COOK

JODY L. COOLEY

JAMES R. CORRINGTON
PATRICK W. COSGROVE
STEVEN W. COULON
MARC E. COUVILLON
JAMES M. COVEY, JR.
JAMES E. COVINGTON IIT
NATHAN H. COX

THOMAS A. COYLE
JOSHUA J. CRAVENS
BRADLEY S. CREEDON
JACOB V. CRESPIN
MATTHEW T. CROMPTON
WILLIAM W. CRONKRIGHT
DAVID R. CROOKHAM
JAVIER CRUZ, JR.
DOMINIC J. DALY
JOSHUA J. DARBY
JAYSON M. DAVIDSON
JEREMY L. DAVIS
ARMANDO A. DAVIU
MATTHEW S. DECOURSEY
JAMES E. DEE

MATTHEW D. DEFFENBAUGH
ANTHONY J. DEFURIO
PATRICK C. DEGRAAF
CHRISTOPHER M. DEMARS
JASON R. DEMPSEY
SALVATORE A. DEPAOLA
JARROD T. DEPASQUALE
WALTER R. DICKSON
NICHOLAS R. DIMITRUK
MATTHEW P. DINEEN
ROBERT J. DOLEZAL
MICHAEL R. DONLIN
DAMON A. DOYKOS
JAROD A. DRENNAN
ADAM W. DREXLER

ANIA V. DRISCOLL

DAVID J. DRISCOLL
THOMAS E. DRISCOLL
WALTER C. DRIVER III
NOLAN P. DUCHATEAU
KELSEY L. DUCKWORTH
GREGORY M. DUESTERHAUS
TIMOTHY DUEY
MICHAEL S. DUFFY
PATRICK E. DUNCAN
JOEL D. DUNIVANT

IAN G. DUNLAP

DAVID C. DUNSWORTH
JEREMY B. DURRETTE
GREGORY W. DYSON, JR.
BENJAMIN D. EARLY
NATHANIEL M. EARLY
MATTHEW E. EARNHARDT
ANDREW C. ECKERT
JOSHUA S. EDWARDS
BUDDY J. ELLIS
WILLIAM B. ERDEL
ADAM K. ERNST
MATTHEW T. ESPOSITO
ADRIAN R. EVANGELISTA
BRIAN T. EVERETT
BLAIR W. FAULK
ADORJAN S. FERENCZY
BURR FERGUSON, JR.
LEO FERGUSON IIT

SEAN J. FERN

CHARLES D. FERREIRA

ADAM J. FERRONE
MATTHEW J. FICHTNER
JASON H. FINCHER
JOHN P. FINKEN

BRIAN J. FISHER
CRAIG T. FITZHUGH
AUSTIN C. FLETCHER
VICTOR V. FLORES
JUSTIN D. FLOYD
SEAN P. FOLEY
CHRISTOPHER J. FOOTE
JOHN F. FORSHTAY
JAMEY D. FOSTER
JOSEPH D. FOSTER
MICHAEL A. FOX
DAVID C. FRANK

JOHN C. FRASER
BRETON A. FREDERICK
TIMOTHY C. FRETWELL
CHRISTOPHER M. FREY
THOMAS A. FREY
LUCAS C. FROKJER
JOSEPH A. FRY

JOHN A. FULTON
MATTHEW C. GAEDE
ALBERT GARCIA IV
ADAM C. GARDNER
MICHAEL L. GARDNER
GARRON J. GARN

ROSS A. GARNETT
PAUL J. GATES, JR.
MATTHEW D. GAYLER
ANITA J. GENETTI
MICHAEL A. GERSON
BRIAN J. GILBERT
MARCUS D. GILLETT
MICHAEL J. GLEESON
JUSTIN P. GOGEL
BRAD A. GOLDVARG
NATHAN L. GOLIKE
RACHEL A. GONZALES
JOSHUA K. GORDON
PATRICK G. GRAHAM
SCOTT D. GRANIERO
JOEL W. GRAVES
JACOB 0. GRAY
SAMUEL P. GRAY
JAMES M. GREEN
MATTHEW J. GREEN
ANDREW B. GREER
JOSHUA D. GREER
NICHOLAS S. GREGSON
DANIEL W. GRINER
DUANE M. GROSS
FELIX GUERRA III
PHILLIP L. GUILLORY II
ANDREA N. GULLIKSEN
NATHAN J. GULOSH
JONATHAN D. GURFEIN
SCOTT D. GURLEY
JORDAN M. GWIAZDON
DAVID K. HAGLUND
REBECCA R. HAGNER
MATTHEW HALTON
AARON M. HAMBLIN
BRIAN HANSELL
NOLAN G. HARDAGE
BRIAN J. HARP
THOMAS M. HARRIS
BRIAN M. HART
GREGORY A. HARTFELDER
BENJAMIN D. HARTLEY
LESLIE A. HARVEY
NICHOLAS J. HARVEY
REBECCA M. HARVEY
KURT R. HASSELL
ANTHONY R. HATALA
NATHAN W. HATFIELD
RORY J. HAYDEN
DALLAS J. HAYES
MICHAEL K. HAYES
RICHARD W. HEASER, JR.
RYAN T. HEIDER

CARL J. HEIM

SCOTT H. HELMINSKI
MATTHEW L. HENDRICKSON
NICHOLAS S. HENRY
LUCAS F. HERNANDEZ
PETER J. HICKSON
EMMALINE J. HILL
MARK J. HODGES
JASEN L. HOFFMAN
MARCUS A. HOFFMAN
KERRY A. HOGAN
JUSTIN P. HOOD
JUSTIN A. HOOKER
TRAVIS L. HORD

ADAM A. HORNE

JACOB E. HOSKINS
WILLIAM R. HOUCK
ALISTAIR E. HOWARD
JOHN HUDOCK IV

JOHN C. HUENEFELD II
JACOB M. HUMMITZSCH
JUSTIN D. HUNTER
CHARLES R. IBATUAN II
HEATHER A. ICHORD
KARL E. IGLER
FREDRICK M. INGRAM
LUIS 0. IZQUIERDO
BLAKE JACKSON, JR.
RUSSELL J. JACKSON
NATHAN D. JACOB
PAUL N. JAENICHEN
RICHARD S. JAHELKA
ANTHONY N. JANSEN
ANDREW M. JAROSZ
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TANZANIA R. JAYSURA
CEDRIC A. JEFFERSON
MICHAEL F. JIABIA
ESTEBAN JIMENEZ
COLE W. JOHNS

DANIEL J. JOHNSON
JEROMY R. JOHNSON
MATTHEW B. JOHNSON
SAMUEL A. JOHNSON
BLAKE G. JOHNSTON
JACOB P. JONES
MACKENZIE R. JONES
PORTER B. JONES
SAMUEL P. JONES, JR.
ZACHARY P. JONES
PATRICK H. JOSEPH
JOSE A. JURADO IIT
JESSICA J. KARLIN
ERIC T. KAUFFMAN
ELIZABETH R. KEALEY
GARY A. KEEFER
RUSSELL H. KEENE
ELISHA D. KELLER
JOHN G. KENNEDY
WILLIAM T. KERRIGAN
BRENT L. KERSHAW
MICHAEL J. KIBLER
JASON M. KIKTA
BENJAMIN J. KILEY
DOMINIC F. KIMZEY
ANDREW D. KINGSBURY
JARROD L. KLEMENT
JARED P. KLUSMANN
LUKE B. KNORRA
DANIEL R. KOCAB
ANDREW W. KOCH
DUANE H. KORTMAN, JR.
ASHLEY A. KOSAVANNA
RYAN T. KREBSBACH
JARED A. KROGH
AARON M. KRUDWIG
THOMAS A. KULISZ
LUCAS T. KUNCE
CHRISTOPHER A. KURKA
SHELLEY R. KURTZ
STEPHEN A. LACOVARA
BART P. LAMBERT
KYLE E. LARISH
ANTHONY L. LAVISTA II
NICHOLAS B. LAW

LISA Y. LAWRENCEAROCHO
CHRISTOPHER G. LEASE
EVERETT D. LEDMAN, JR.
BRAD A. LEEMAN
JOSEPH R. LENNOX
MARK A. LENZI
BRANDON G. LEV
JONATHAN M. LEWENTHAL
DANIEL D. LEWIS
ANDREW J. LINCOLN
MICHAEL T. LIPPERT
JOHN P. LLOYD

GAVIN K. LOGAN

JOEL M. LOMASNEY
CARRICK T. LONGLEY
MICHAEL A. LOWE
PAUL M. LOWMAN
MATTHEW A. LUKE
CLAYTON C. MACALONEY
ANDREW A. MACDOUGALL
MICHAEL C. MADDOCK
MICHAEL B. MAGEE
CHAD J. MAGRO
GABRIEL M. MAGUIRE
PATRICK R. MAHONEY
ADAN A. MALDONADO
KENNETH W. MALONE
PAUL A. MANN

SHANE M. MANN

DAVID S. MANWILLER
DANIEL A. MARQUEZ
CORBETT B. MARTIN
SAMUEL J. MARTIN
MATTHEW D. MARTINEZ
NICOLAS L. MARTINEZ
BRAXTON H. MASHBURN
KARI N. MATTHEWS
WESLEY J. MATTHEWS
NATHAN T. MCANDREWS
LABARRON L. MCBRIDE
EMILY C. MCCABE
THOMAS G. MCCABE
BRIAN L. MCCARTHY
MICHATAH M. MCCOLLUM
KEITH J. MCGILVRAY
DAVID R. MCGRATH, JR.
ELIZABETH A. MCKEON
JAMES G. MCKEON
JOHN P. MCLAUGHLIN
JAMES S. MCLEAN
STEPHEN M. MCNEIL
MATTHEW S. MCNERNEY
MICHAEL R. MCNICOLL
JOHN A. MCNULTY
WESTON S. MCPHEE
JILL A. MCQUISTAN
DANIEL W. MECKLEY
ALEXANDER M. MELLMAN
BENJAMIN T. MENCKE
JOHN R. MENZEL

SCOTT R. MERCER
WILLIAM T. MESSMER
CHARLES R. MICHALK
AARON E. MIDDLETON
BRIAN W. MILLER
JONATHAN R. MILLICAN
BRANDON L. MILLS

ERIC L. MITCHELL
JUSTIN M. MOEYKENS
RAZY MOLINA

MAIA MOLINASCHAEFER
ARNOLD R. MOLLETTE
ROBERT A. MONROE
WILLIAM J. MORAN
ANDREW L. MUELLER
GRAHAM E. MUELLER
JONATHAN M. MUELLER
NICHOLAS W. MULL
ANDREW D. MYERS
DANIEL J. NARDIELLO
EMILY J. NASLUND

JOHN B. NAUGHTON II
BRIAN J. NAWROCKI
TIMOTHY C. NEDER
ANGELA M. NELSON
DAVID C. NELSON
WILLIAM D. NELSON
ROBERT J. NEMAN
COLIN J. NEWBOLD
ANDREW C. NEWBRANDER
ANTHONY J. NGUYEN
ANDREW D. NICHOLSON
NICOLE F. NICHOLSON
SETH A. NICHOLSON
THOMAS L. NICHOLSON IIT
JARON M. NIX

THANE A. NORMAN
RICHARD S. NORTON
MARK P. NOSTRO

EDWIN D. NUNEZ

JAMES P. OBRIEN, JR.
CHARLES M. OLMSTED
TOMMY L. OLSON
KIERAN R. ONEIL
JOSHUA J. ONUSKA

JANE R. OREN
CHRISTOPHER T. ORR
IZAC E. OSSIANDER
GREGORY D. OSTRIN
JAROD N. OVERTON
DOUGLAS B. PACK
GEOFF S. PALMER

JAY M. PALMER
PANAGIOTIS A. PAPADOPOULOS
MATTHEW J. PARENTE
BRIAN PARK

FRANCIS M. PASCUCCI
CHRISTOPHER A. PASSERELLA
TIMOTHY L. PATRICK
MARK R. PATRIDGE
WILLIAM T. PAXTON
EUGENE G. PAYNE IV
JERRY E. PEACOCK
QUINCY R. PEARSON
MARK S. PECKHAM
STEPHEN F. PENNY, JR.
ALEJANDRO C. PEREZ
CHRISTOPHER G. PERGOLA
TODD A. PETERSON
KYLE A. PETKOVSEK
MARK M. PHELPS

HEATH A. PHILLIPS
KENNETH N. PHILLIPS
HANSON W. PITCHFORD
MARIA C. PLOSKI
JOSEPH A. PLOT

AARON K. POLANCO
ANTHONY G. POLLMAN
WILLIAM J. POMEROY
TRAVIS R. POST

AARON R. POWELL
DOUGLAS T. PUGH
JEFFREY P. PULLINGER
SHEREL D. QUINONEZAVILA
JOSEPH D. QUIRK
MICHAEL D. RADIGAN
ANTHONY D. RAMEY
AUGUSTO D. RAMIREZVALDEZ
ADRIAN J. RANKINEGALLOWAY
LECHELLE D. RAPALLINI
DOUGLASS L. RAUSCHELBACH
ANDREW R. REAVES
KEVIN M. RECTOR
JARED L. REDDINGER
STEPHEN N. REIFF
THOMAS M. RICE
SAMUEL A. RICHARD
PATRICK W. RICHARDSON
TODD B. RICHARDSON
TIMOTHY F. RIEMANN
PHILIPP E. RIGAUT
JOSEPH T. ROBERTSON
JEFFERY H. ROBICHAUX
GAVIN T. ROBILLARD
JOHN C. ROCK

SALOMON RODRIGUEZ
CHRISTOPHER T. ROGERS
ERIC S. ROGERS
MICHAEL Y. ROGERS
NATHAN M. ROLLINS
CARL J. RONHAAR

JOHN D. ROTH

BRADLEY K. ROTHMAN
JARROD C. ROTHMAN
CURTIS R. RUBECK
RICHARD RUIZ

ZANE M. RUNNING
JEFFREY A. RZASA
GEORGE A. SAENZ, JR.
ANTHONY N. SAMA
GARY J. SAMPSON

TAJ T. SAREEN

JOHN A. SAUTTER
ANTHONY B. SCARCELLA
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STUART P. SCHELLER, JR.
WILL A. SCHMITT
JASON C. SCHNEIDER
ROBERT C. SCHOTTER
CHRISTOPHER E. SCHREINER
JOHN T. SCHREINER
JASON T. SCHULZE
JESSE P. SCHWEIG
CAROLINE A. SCUDDER
REGINALD M. SEALEY IT
JUSTIN M. SHARPE
TAYLOR E. SHENKMAN
WAYNE SHEW

WAN J. SHO

STEVEN J. SICLARI
SCOTT M. SILVA
WILLIAM B. SIMI
DWANE SIMS

JOHN R. SISSON

ERIC J. SKOCZENSKI
COURTNEY E. SLAFTER
JOSEPH L. SLUSSER
KEVIN T. SMALLEY
CHRISTOPHER M. SMITH
JASON L. SMITH
JEREMY B. SMITH

JOHN K. SMITH

JUSTIN G. SMITH
KENNETH W. SMITH
KEVIN A. SMITH
MATTHEW T. SMITH
JASON M. SNOOK

ADAM M. SNYDER
KEVIN M. SOEDER
JARROD M. SOKOLOWSKI
GUNNAR A. SPAFFORD
JAMES J. STANFORD
NICHOLAS B. STATS
MICAH A. STEINPFAD
JASON T. STEPHENSON
CAYCE M. STEVENS
RYAN A. STEVENS
ROBERT L. STEVENSON IIT
NICKOLAS A. STEWARD
RYAN C. STEWART
ANDREW W. STGEORGE
JESSE C. STICE
WILLIAM H. STROM
BRIAN J. SULLIVAN
PATRICK C. SULLIVAN
CHAD SUMMERVILLE
JUSTIN E. SUMNER
EARL A. SWEIGART, JR.
ADDISON T. TAFEL

HOI W. TAM

BILL C. TAMAYO, JR.
DILLON C. TAYLOR
EVAN E. TAYLOR
MICHAEL A. TAYLOR
ERIKA M. TEICHERT
BRYCESON K. TENOLD
JEFFREY M. THARP
ADAM B. THOMAS
CRAIG W. THOMAS II
JAMES C. THOMPSON, JR.
STEVEN K. THOMPSON
CHARLENE L. THOREEN
GABRIEL W. TIGGS
WILLIAM M. TOMASZEK, JR.
DAVID L. TRAN

VIET B. TRAN

CHAD E. TUCKER

SETH E. TUFVESSON
RAYMOND J. TUNG
PETER C. TUNIS
DANIEL T. TURAJ

RYAN J. TUTTLE
NICHOLAS A. TVERDOSI
NICHOLAS R. TYSON
DONALD W. UNDERWOOD
GEORGE M. UREKE
KATELYN M. VANDAM
GRAHAM C. VANDUSEN
GREGORY A. VAUGHAN
DOUGLAS J. VERBLAAUW
MATTHEW D. VERDIN
RYAN E. VONREMBOW
RICHARD J. WAGNER
MORGAN J. WALKER
MICHAEL T. WALLACE
MICHAEL P. WALLS
MICHAEL L. WATKINS
JOSEPH J. WEAKLEY
MICHAEL R. WEBB
NEVILLE A. WELCH
ADAM D. WELLINGTON
RICHARD J. WHALEN IIT
PATRICK J. WHERRY
JONATHAN G. WHITE
MICHAEL D. WHITEFORD
JASON P. WHITTAKER
ROBERT W. WICKHAM
JOSEPH T. WIDMAYER
JOSEF H. WIESE
MATTHEW D. WILCKENS
CHRISTOPHER F. WILDT
ADAM S. WILKIE

JON K. WILKINS

JOHN L. WILLIAMS II
CURTIS A. WILLIAMSON
MICHAEL W. WILLIAMSON
NATHAN S. WILLIS
LOGAN K. WILLMAN
SEAN D. WILLS

KYLE S. WILT

ANDREW G. WIMSATT
ERIC P. WINKOFSKY
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CHRISTOPHER D. WINN
DAVID J. WINSLOW
JAMES J. WISSMANN
MARK A. WLASCHIN
JAVIER W. WONG
LISA 8. WOO
DOUGLAS A. WOODCOCK
BRANDON H. WOODS
JOSHUA W. WORT
ADAM YANG
DAVID M. YORCK
PETER J. YOUNG
KENNETH M. ZEBLEY
JASON E. ZELLEY
THE FOLLOWING NAMED OFFICERS FOR APPOINTMENT
TO THE GRADE INDICATED IN THE UNITED STATES MA-
RINE CORPS RESERVE UNDER TITLE 10, U. S.C., SECTION
12203:

To be colonel

MATTHEW F. AMIDON
THOMAS M. ARMAS
MARK C. BOONE

ERIC A. BORSONI
CHARLES W. BREWER
BRIAN T. CASKEY
ALEXANDER J. CHOTKOWSKI
RICHARD J. CREVIER
SEAN N. DAY

DOMINIC J. DEFAZIO
KYLE R. DEWAR

STEFAN M. DIRGHALLI
RICHARD G. ERICKSON
PRISCILLA P. FAILMEZGER
PHILIP B. FARR
SPENCER T. FARRAR
KEITH M. FULLER

MARK J. HENDERSON
JON 8. HETLAND
MARGARET M. JOHNSON
JOHN F. KELLIHER IIT
JOHN G. KERWOOD
ALBERT K. KIM
PATRICIA S. KLOP

MARK A. LAMELZA
AMBER M. LEHNING

KIM J. MAHONEY
MATTHEW A. MCGARVEY
ARTHUR B. MCKEEL
EDWARD D. MCNULTY
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SETH M. MILSTEIN
JOHN E. MOORE
KYLE J. MOORE
PAUL R. OUELLETTE
JOHN F. PETERSON
CATHLEEN M. REYNOLDS
BENJAMIN P. RICHMOND
JOAQUIN A. SALAS
MATTHEW C. SHORTAL
KENT E. WALSH
DANIEL P. WHISNANT
JOHN A. WRIGHT
THE FOLLOWING NAMED OFFICER FOR APPOINTMENT
TO THE GRADE INDICATED IN THE UNITED STATES MA-
RINE CORPS UNDER TITLE 10, U.S.C., SECTION 624:

To be colonel

DAVID C. WALSH

THE FOLLOWING NAMED OFFICER FOR APPOINTMENT
TO THE GRADE INDICATED IN THE UNITED STATES MA-
RINE CORPS UNDER TITLE 10, U.S.C., SECTION 624:

To be lieutenant colonel

SCOTT W. ZIMMERMAN

THE FOLLOWING NAMED OFFICERS FOR APPOINTMENT
TO THE GRADE INDICATED IN THE UNITED STATES MA-
RINE CORPS UNDER TITLE 10, U.S.C., SECTION 624:

To be colonel

DAWN R. ALONSO
JAMES H. BAIN
THOMAS P. BAJUS IT
DAVID G. BARDORF
JOHN B. BARRANCO, JR.
ANDREW J. BERGEN
ANTHONY C. BOLDEN
RICHARD T. BRADY
TIMOTHY G. BURTON
CURTIS W. CARLIN
ADAM L. CHALKLEY
DARIN J. CLARKE
JOSEPH R. CLEARFIELD
MARK H. CLINGAN
ERIC D. CLOUTIER
SCOTT E. CONWAY
ELMER K. COUCH
JOSEPH E. DELANEY
STEVEN J. DELAZARO
WILLIAM L. DEPUE, JR.

January 26, 2015

JONATHAN P. DUNNE
KYLE B. ELLISON
CHRISTOPHER R. ESCAMILLA
JAMES P. FALLON
PETER C. FARNUM
WALKER M. FIELD
DOM D. FORD

SCOTT A. GONDEK
THOMAS D. GORE
WENDY J. GOYETTE
RYAN R. GUTZWILLER
ROBERT J. HALLETT
ANDRE T. HARRELL
GARRETT R. HOFFMAN
BRIAN M. HOWLETT
MIKEL R. HUBER
LAWRENCE K. HUSSEY
EDWARD L. JEEP
SCOTT R. JOHNSON
TERRY M. JOHNSON
CRAIG C. LEFLORE
RAUL LIANEZ

GEORGE W. MARKERT V
JAMES C. MCARTHUR
PATRICK S. MCDONIEL
MARIA S. MCMILLEN
HALSTEAD MEADOWS IIT
ROBERT 8. MORGAN
CHANDLER S. NELMS
KEVIN A. NORTON
KEVIN T. OROURKE
BRIAN R. PETERSON
FORREST C. POOLE IIT
MATTHEW S. REID
ERIC J. ROPELLA
RICHARD J. SCHMIDT
TIMOTHY A. SHEYDA
FARRELL J. SULLIVAN
JOHN P. SULLIVAN, JR.
LELAND W. SUTTEE
MICHAEL C. TAYLOR
DONALD J. TOMICH
CARLOS O. URBINA
NICHOLAS P. VAVICH
ROBERT S. WHITE
STEVEN J. WHITE
ZACHARY M. WHITE
JOHN J. WIENER
VINCENT J. YASAKI
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