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a fundamental part of the modern
economy, and it has some great re-
sources. First is its presence all over
the country. One of the things we are
doing—we worked on this with Senator
SANDERS and others—in the substitute,
we will create an advisory commission,
a new commission which will be
charged with the responsibility of not
only reviewing the operations of the
Postal Service to make sure it is being
managed and run most efficiently but
for looking for a new business model,
for new ways to use the great assets of
the Postal Service—one, that it is all
over the country in the post offices;
and, two, that no one else can cover
the last mile of delivery to everybody’s
house or business in the country re-
gardless of where you live, including
the iconic burros that help deliver the
mail in the Grand Canyon and the
mailmen on snowshoes who deliver it
in rural parts of Alaska. Right now,
FedEx, UPS, and others use that serv-
ice of the last mile to complete their
delivery to their customers.

We want to see if we can figure out
how the Postal Service can make more
money so it can stay alive. This is a
great American institution which I be-
lieve has a great future, but it is not
going to have it unless we help.

So here we are challenged again. Are
we going to fall into ideological rigid-
ity or partisan conflict and let this
great institution slide and fall into a
deep crisis or are we going to work to-
gether, as I believe our committee has,
to present a bipartisan solution which
will guarantee, in a very different time
in American history, that the post of-
fice—the U.S. Postal Service—can play
as vital a role as it has throughout all
the rest of our history.

I yield the floor.

I suggest the absence of a quorum.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
clerk will call the roll.

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

Mr. REID. Mr. President, I ask unan-
imous consent that the order for the
quorum call be rescinded.

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

Under the previous order, the motion
to proceed to S. 2204 is agreed to.

—————

UNANIMOUS CONSENT REQUEST—
S. 2204

Mr. REID. Mr. President, I ask unan-
imous consent that if cloture is in-
voked on the motion to proceed to S.
1789, which is the postal reform bill,
and the motion to proceed is later
adopted, the Senate resume consider-
ation of S. 2204, which is the Repeal Big
0il Subsidies Act, at a time to be de-
termined by the majority leader, fol-
lowing consultation with the Repub-
lican leader.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there
objection?

The Republican leader.

Mr. McCCONNELL. Mr. President, re-
serving the right to object, I share the
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majority leader’s view that we ought
to turn to the postal reform bill. What
I intend to do is to ask that we modify
the consent that the majority leader
just offered—modify his request so that
on Monday, April 16, we proceed to the
consideration of S. 1769, the postal re-
form bill.

That would give us an opportunity to
further debate and discuss the Menen-
dez proposal, which we just invoked
cloture on yesterday, for the remainder
of the week. So I object.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ma-
jority leader.

Mr. REID. Mr. President, reserving
the right to object, I think most people
know I worked here as a police officer
for most of the time I was going to law
school. T also worked for a period of
time in the post office. I am not an ex-
pert on the post office, but I know the
importance of post offices.

I know what is going to happen in the
State of Nevada if we do not make
some arrangement to help the Postal
Service survive. Scores of small post
offices in Nevada will go out of busi-
ness. There will be distribution centers
that may not exist after a few months.
So I wish to get to the postal bill as
much as anyone in this Chamber, hav-
ing worked for the Postal Service,
through the House Post Office.

I wish to move to the postal bill. But
I am not going to be forced into doing
it at a time that may not work out just
right for our schedule; that is, the Sen-
ate. So I will move to that shortly
after the recess as quickly as I can, but
I am not going to agree to a specific
time.

I object to the modification.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The re-
quest of the initial modification is ob-
jected to.

Mr. McCONNELL. Mr. President, I
object to the initial request.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objec-
tion is heard to the initial request.

———

21ST CENTURY POSTAL SERVICE
ACT OF 2011

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under
the previous order, pursuant to rule
XXII, the clerk will report the motion
to invoke cloture.

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, hereby move
to bring to a close debate on the motion to
proceed to Calendar No. 296, S. 1789, the 21st
Century Postal Service Act.

Harry Reid, Thomas R. Carper, Sherrod
Brown, Mark Begich, Bill Nelson,
Frank R. Lautenberg, Jeanne Shaheen,
Richard Blumenthal, Christopher A.
Coons, Dianne Feinstein, Patrick J.
Leahy, Richard J. Durbin, Joseph I.
Lieberman, Patty Murray, Charles E.
Schumer, Mark L. Pryor.

———
POSTAL REFORM

Mr. DURBIN. Mr. President, there is
no question the Postal Service faces se-
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rious challenges, and it needs to work
with Congress and the American people
to address them.

There are some who say that the
Postal Service can cut its way out of
its financial hole.

The plan put forth by the Postmaster
General would do just that. It would
have a heavy impact on my State, with
at least 8 processing facility closures
and perhaps more than 250 post office
closures. Under that plan, mail from
Springfield—the State capital—would
be shipped all the way to St. Louis,
just to come back to Springfield once
again.

And these facilities are key hubs of
commerce throughout the State.

Take Quincy, IL, for example. The
Postal Service had already studied
Quincy for consolidation in 2009. At
that time, the Postal Service found
that the facility in Quincy was effi-
cient and closing it would not create
new efficiencies. Despite that finding,
the Postmaster General decided to
press ahead with the closure of the
Quincy facility this year. The facts are
in Quincy’s favor, but it seems that the
Postal Service only wants to cut its
way to death.

This bill is about jobs too. The Postal
Service employs more than 30,000 peo-
ple in my State, from clerks, to driv-
ers, to postmasters, to letter carriers,
and so many more. These are not high-
paying jobs, they are not glamorous.
These are middle-class jobs that sup-
port the world’s best postal delivery
network. Nationwide, the Postal Serv-
ice employs more than half a million
people. Millions more in this country
are employed in businesses that depend
on the Postal Service.

Given the wide-reaching impact of
the Postal Service, it is clear to me
that cutting to the bone is the wrong
approach. It will lead to a death spiral
and the eventual end of the Postal
Service as we know it.

The Postal Service must grow and re-
form its way into 21st century competi-
tiveness. This bill is a first step toward
achieving that goal. Brought to the
floor under the leadership of Senators
LIEBERMAN and COLLINS, this bill be-
gins the process of addressing some of
the serious challenges facing the Post-
al Service. This will help USPS reduce
long-term costs, increase efficiency,
and grow into a 21st century service
provider. I think these steps can be
taken while maintaining a world-class
level of service.

There is no question there will be
some short-term and long-term pain
associated with reforming the Postal
Service. Without tough choices, I can
assure you there will be bankruptcy
and the demise of the Postal Service.

I believe that measured steps now,
though painful, are worthwhile to pre-
serve and improve the Postal Service
for generations to come.

I urge my colleagues to join me in
voting for cloture on the motion to
proceed to this important legislation.
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And I look forward to an open and hon-
est debate and to working with my col-
leagues to strengthen the bill.

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 motion to
proceed to S. 1789, a bill to improve,
sustain, and transform the TUnited
States Postal Service, shall be brought
to a close?

The yeas and nays are mandatory
under the rule.

The clerk will call the roll.

The assistant bill clerk called the
roll.

Mr. KYL. The following Senators are
necessarily absent: the Senator from
Utah (Mr. HATCH), the Senator from Il-
linois (Mr. KIRK), and the Senator from
Alabama (Mr. SESSIONS).

Further, if present and voting, the
Senator from Utah (Mr. HATCH) would
have voted ‘“‘nay.”

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

The yeas and nays resulted—yeas 51,
nays 46, as follows:

[Rollcall Vote No. 60 Leg.]

YEAS—51
Akaka Gillibrand Murray
Begich Hagan Nelson (NE)
Bennet Harkin Nelson (FL)
Bingaman Hoeven Pryor
Blumenthal Inouye Reed
Boxer Johnson (SD) Sanders
Brown (MA) Kerry Schumer
Brown (OH) Klobuchar Shaheen
Cantwell Kohl Snowe
Carper Landrieu Stabenow
Casey Lautenberg Tester
Collins Leahy Udall (CO)
Conrad Levin Udall (NM)
Coons Lieberman Warner
Durbin McCaskill Webb
Feinstein Menendez Whitehouse
Franken Moran Wyden

NAYS—46
Alexander Enzi Mikulski
Ayotte Graham Murkowski
Barrasso Grassley Paul
Baucus Heller Portman
Blunt Hutchison Reid
Boozman Inhofe Risch
Burr Isakson Roberts
Cardin Johanns N
Chambliss Johnson (WI) gz;]f:fenel
Coats Kyl
Coburn Lee Shelby
Cochran Lugar Thune
Corker Manchin Toomey
Cornyn McCain Vitter
Crapo McConnell Wicker
DeMint Merkley

NOT VOTING—3

Hatch Kirk Sessions

The PRESIDING OFFICER. On this
vote, the yeas are 51, the nays are 46.
Three-fifths of the Senators duly cho-
sen and sworn not having voted in the
affirmative, the motion is rejected.

The majority leader is recognized.

Mr. REID. Madam President, I enter
a motion to reconsider the vote on
which cloture was not invoked on the
motion to proceed to Calendar No. 296,
S. 1789.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The mo-
tion is entered.
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REPEAL BIG OIL TAX SUBSIDIES
ACT

Mr. REID. Would the Chair be kind
enough to announce the pending busi-
ness?

The PRESIDING OFFICER. S. 2204 is
the pending business, which the clerk
will report.

The assistant legislative clerk read
as follows:

A bill (S. 2204) to eliminate unnecessary
tax subsidies and promote renewable energy
and energy conservation.

AMENDMENT NO. 1968

Mr. REID. I have an amendment at
the desk.

The PRESIDING OFFICER.
clerk will report.

The assistant legislative clerk read
as follows:

The Senator from Nevada [Mr. REID] pro-
poses an amendment numbered 1968.

The amendment is as follows:

At the end, add the following:

This Act shall become effective 1 day after
enactment.

Mr. REID. I ask for the yeas and nays
on that amendment.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there a
sufficient second?

There appears to be a sufficient sec-
ond.

The yeas and nays were ordered.

AMENDMENT NO. 1969 TO AMENDMENT NO. 1968

Mr. REID. I have a second-degree
amendment that has also been filed at
the desk.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
clerk will report.

The assistant legislative clerk read
as follows:

The Senator from Nevada [Mr. REID] pro-
poses an amendment numbered 1969 to
amendment No. 1968.

The amendment is as follows:

In the amendment, strike ‘‘1 day’’ and in-
sert ‘2 days’’.

MOTION TO COMMIT WITH AMENDMENT NO. 1970

Mr. REID. I have a motion to commit
the bill with instructions, which is at
the desk.

The PRESIDING OFFICER.
clerk will report the motion.

The assistant legislative clerk read
as follows:

The Senator from Nevada [Mr. REID] moves
to commit the bill to the Committee on Fi-
nance with instructions to report back forth-
with with an amendment numbered 1970.

The amendment is as follows:

At the end, add the following:

This Act shall become effective 3 days
after enactment.

Mr. REID. I ask for the yeas and nays
on that motion.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there a
sufficient second?

There appears to be a sufficient sec-
ond.

The yeas and nays were ordered.

AMENDMENT NO. 1971

Mr. REID. I have an amendment to
the instructions at the desk.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
clerk will report.

The assistant legislative clerk read
as follows:

The

The
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The Senator from Nevada [Mr. REID] pro-
poses an amendment numbered 1971 to the
instructions on the motion to commit S. 2204
to the Committee on Finance.

The amendment is as follows:

In the amendment, strike ‘3 days” and in-
sert ‘4 days’’.

Mr. REID. I ask for the yeas and nays
on that amendment.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there a
sufficient second?

There appears to be a sufficient sec-
ond.

The yeas and nays were ordered.

AMENDMENT NO. 1972 TO AMENDMENT NO. 1971

Mr. REID. I have a second-degree
amendment at the desk.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
clerk will report.

The assistant legislative clerk read
as follows:

The Senator from Nevada [Mr. REID] pro-
poses an amendment No. 1972 to amendment
No. 1971.

The amendment is as follows:

In the amendment, strike ‘4 days” and in-
sert “‘b days’’.

Mr. REID. I have a cloture motion at
the desk.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The clo-
ture motion having been presented
under rule XXII, the Chair directs the
clerk to read the motion.

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, hereby move
to bring to a close debate on S. 2204, a bill to
eliminate unnecessary tax subsidies and pro-
mote renewable energy and energy conserva-
tion.

Harry Reid, Robert Menendez, Benjamin
L. Cardin, Jeff Merkley, Patrick J.
Leahy, Michael F. Bennet, John F.
Kerry, Al Franken, Tom Udall, Jeanne
Shaheen, Bill Nelson, Daniel K. Akaka,

Claire  McCaskill, Christopher A.
Coons, Jack Reed, Richard Blumen-
thal.

Mr. REID. Madam President, I ask
unanimous consent that the manda-
tory quorum call under rule XXII be
waived.

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

PROPOSING A MINIMUM EFFEC-
TIVE TAX RATE FOR HIGH-IN-
COME TAXPAYERS—MOTION TO
PROCEED

Mr. REID. I now move to proceed to
Calendar No. 339, the Paying a Fair
Share Act, which is S. 2230.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
clerk will report.

The assistant legislative clerk read
as follows:

Motion to Proceed to S. 2230, a bill to re-
duce the deficit by proposing a minimum ef-
fective tax rate for high-income taxpayers.

Mr. REID. Madam President, I sug-
gest the absence of a quorum.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
clerk will call the roll.

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