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working together and investing in our 
future, we can do great things for this 
country, and that is what the THUD 
bill is about. 

Yesterday, the FAA announced seven 
airports in our State would receive a 
total of $4.8 million from the FAA for 
infrastructure upgrades. That is part of 
what the bill is about. Some of these 
are runway rehabilitations, some are 
new lighting systems, some may be 
drainage improvements. These not only 
promote safety—and certainly they 
make air travel safer in this country, 
and that is extremely important—but 
also they are a way to spur economic 
activity. It is a great way to reinvest 
Federal tax dollars into my State and 
into the other 49 States to create jobs. 
Let me give Arkansas as an example of 
this. 

In Arkansas—and I know we are only 
about 1 percent of the population, so 
you can kind of do the math here— 
commercial and general aviation air-
ports actually support 29,000 jobs and 
contribute $2.5 billion every year in 
economic activity. 

Our airports are important, but it is 
only actually a piece of the puzzle. We 
need to remember that we have other 
great infrastructure we need to invest 
in, such as waterways and ports and 
highways, and rural communities—we 
have to make sure they are not left be-
hind—such as rural housing, but also 
rural broadband. 

So there are a lot of ways we can in-
vest to make this country stronger. 
That is why I believe it is very impor-
tant to support this THUD appropria-
tions bill. 

The bill passed in committee on a bi-
partisan vote 22 to 8. I was proud to 
vote for it. I was glad to see it get such 
a large bipartisan vote in the Senate 
subcommittee. I certainly hope my col-
leagues will do this again on the floor 
in a very bipartisan way. 

This bill includes things such as the 
Federal-Aid Highway Program. This is 
a program that helps support inter-
state maintenance, bridge repairs, 
highway safety. After all, how many 
reports do we have to read that talk 
about the distressed infrastructure of 
our highways? So if we want to replace 
these bridges that are beyond their 
lifespan, this is the way to do it. 

Every $1 billion in Federal highway 
and transit investment supports 13,000 
American jobs. 

This bill also includes popular pro-
grams that have been put to good use, 
such as TIGER. I could go through sev-
eral of the TIGER grants my State has 
received, but one of those I am proud of 
is the TIGER grant for West Memphis, 
AR, to develop their port. It is an 
intermodal facility on the Mississippi 
River, right across from Memphis, 
which is crowded. West Memphis has 
all the same attributes that Memphis 
has, it just happens to be on the Arkan-
sas side of the river, and that invest-
ment there is going to explode develop-
ment and do great things up and down 
the Mississippi River. 

The Airport Improvement Program is 
also part of this, the Contract Tower 
Program, the Community Development 
Block Grants. Every mayor, every 
elected official in the counties, the 
Governors—they all know how impor-
tant the CDBG money is. 

The other great thing about sup-
porting this legislation is that it is one 
step in the right direction headed back 
to what we call regular order, trying to 
get things done in the Senate the way 
they ought to be done, with us working 
together, going through the committee 
process, coming to the floor with a bill, 
having amendments, having debate, 
sometimes fussing and fighting with 
one another, but nonetheless getting it 
done, and this is a great way to do 
that. 

I believe moving our country forward 
with new jobs and a stronger economy 
is something we all should be able to 
agree on. All of us should be able to 
agree on this, maybe with a little dif-
ference here and there. But I hope a big 
number of Senators will support this 
legislation. 

Lastly, let me say a few words about 
Chairwoman MIKULSKI and her ranking 
member Senator SHELBY. Senator MI-
KULSKI has been amazing in her leader-
ship of the Appropriations Committee. 
Everybody on the committee knows 
she is a breath of fresh air. She is so 
energetic and so knowledgeable and so 
good at what she does. We are so ex-
cited to have her there as chair of that 
committee. She is going to go down in 
history as one of the all-time greats. 
We are so proud she is pushing so hard 
to get these bills out of the committee 
and get them to the Senate floor and, 
hopefully, get them done on the Senate 
floor, so we can send them over to the 
House and get them conferenced. 

Also, I have to say thank you to Sen-
ator MURRAY, who is the chair of this 
subcommittee, and also Senator COL-
LINS. I think Senator COLLINS is a great 
legislator. She knows how to get it 
done. She knows how all the bits and 
pieces work around here. She knows 
the process. She has great relations on 
both sides of the aisle. One thing I like 
about SUSAN COLLINS is a lot of times 
she will take on the hard items. She 
gets the hard work done. We need more 
Senators like her around here. 

Certainly Senator MURRAY is incred-
ible. She does so much good in the Sen-
ate and for the country and for her 
State. 

With that, I encourage my colleagues 
to look at this bill. I know we are 
going to have some amendments, we 
are going to have some more debate. 
That is part of it. That is great. But 
let’s get up-or-down votes and let’s get 
this through the system. 

With that, I yield the floor. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-

ator from Rhode Island. 
f 

CLIMATE CHANGE 

Mr. WHITEHOUSE. Mr. President, I 
am here once again, actually now for 

the 40th time, to urge my colleagues to 
wake up to the threat of climate 
change. 

I am very pleased to be joined today 
by our colleague Senator BRIAN SCHATZ 
of Hawaii, who is a champion of renew-
able energy and energy efficiency. As 
Hawaii’s Lieutenant Governor, he co-
authored his State’s net metering rule, 
which encourages renewable energy, 
and he led the design of the State’s Re-
newable Energy Portfolio, which is on 
track to be No. 1 in the Nation. He has 
pushed commonsense ways to boost en-
ergy security and battle climate 
change, and it is no wonder he has been 
called Hawaii’s ‘‘Ambassador of En-
ergy.’’ 

We are here today in the wake of a 
hearing last week in the Committee on 
Environment and Public Works. The 
premise of that hearing was simple— 
‘‘Climate Change: It’s Happening 
Now.’’ Disappointingly, again, allies of 
the fossil fuel industry attempted to 
discount or downplay that straight-
forward call to action. 

Of the climate scientists on hand, ev-
eryone—even the minority witnesses— 
agreed that carbon dioxide causes cli-
mate change. That is physics 101. And 
all but one agreed that climate change 
is a real problem. The only academic 
who did not, Dr. Roy Spencer, is affili-
ated with the industry-backed George 
C. Marshall Institute and the Heart-
land Institute. 

Regrettably, Dr. Spencer played a 
tried-and-true trick of the climate 
deniers: deselecting data that does not 
support your conclusions. Scientists 
around the world have been collecting 
high-quality surface temperature data 
for more than 100 years. To Dr. Spen-
cer, however, the only data that mat-
ters are satellite and balloon readings 
of atmospheric temperatures in the 
tropics. Why ignore data outside the 
tropics? Why ignore surface tempera-
ture data? Why ignore ocean data, 
when the oceans cover two-thirds of 
the globe? Well, when you look at all 
the data, it shows the Earth warming 
at a much faster rate than his data in 
isolation. 

Other minority witnesses played 
similar games. 

Ms. Furchtgott-Roth, who is not a 
climate scientist, testified. She ap-
pears to be a sort of all-purpose wit-
ness-of-all-trades for the Republicans 
on topics that range from job training 
to health insurance to constitutional 
law, even to Samoan fisheries. She 
claimed that climate change has 
stopped. 

Well, if you look at the past decade, 
you can convince yourself that climate 
change has stopped. Actually, on this 
chart I have in the Chamber, you can 
convince yourself that climate change 
has stopped five different times. But 
when you look at the whole picture, 
the only conclusion is that the Earth is 
getting warmer. The past 10 years were 
warmer than the 10 years before that. 
In fact, the past 10 years were warmer 
than any other 10 years in recorded his-
tory. 
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The continued, now-near-fraudulent 

denial of climate change is pernicious. 
Dr. Jennifer Francis of Rutgers called 
out in her testimony what she calls 
‘‘climate misleaders.’’ She explained— 
and I will quote her— 

These are people who [are] deliberately ig-
noring and misconstruing the science in an 
attempt to convince [lawmakers] and the 
public that either human-caused climate 
change isn’t happening, or that it’s nothing 
to worry about. 

Well, I am sure Senator SCHATZ is 
aware that observations around the 
world, including in his home State, 
show climate change is indeed real and 
already happening. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Hawaii. 

Mr. SCHATZ. Thank you, Mr. Presi-
dent. 

I want to thank the Senator from 
Rhode Island for his kind words. He is 
a real expert and a leader on climate 
change, and I look forward to con-
tinuing to work together with him and 
our colleagues on this important issue. 
He has just discussed the overwhelming 
evidence that global temperatures are 
rising. I would like to build on his re-
marks and add that temperature is not 
the only indicator that climate change 
is real and it is happening now. 

We see the changes in Hawaii and all 
over the world. One only need to look 
to the top of the world, where Arctic 
Sea ice is melting faster than sci-
entists had predicted originally. Just 
last summer, the ice covering the Arc-
tic Ocean retreated to its smallest size 
in recorded history, shrinking by 
350,000 square miles—an area about the 
size of Venezuela. 

Glaciers continue to retreat. The 
Greenland ice sheet provides a stark 
example of the rapid recession of the 
world’s ice. For several days in July of 
2012, Greenland’s surface ice cover 
melted more than at any time in 30 
years of satellite observation. During 
that month an estimated 97 percent of 
the ice sheet thawed. 

Some types of severe weather are 
also on the rise. While climate sci-
entists are extremely careful not to at-
tribute any single weather event to cli-
mate change, there is no doubt that in-
creased climate change has ‘‘loaded the 
dice,’’ which means extreme weather 
events are increasingly likely. 

Extreme weather events cost us in 
lives and in money. Of course, the sea 
level continues to rise. As water 
warms, its volume expands. Scientists 
have observed that the top layer of the 
world’s oceans has stored an enormous 
amount of heat, raising sea levels in 
many parts of the world. This ocean 
warming has contributed to an esti-
mated one-third to one-half of the in-
crease in sea level rise to date. 

Sea level rise is a serious challenge 
for my home State of Hawaii in par-
ticular. Just a 3-foot rise in sea level, 
which scientists project for this cen-
tury, will flood many parts of Hono-
lulu, including the iconic hotels and 
businesses along Waikiki Beach, leav-

ing beaches eroded and hotels, busi-
nesses, and homes possibly inundated 
by the ocean. 

My colleague from Rhode Island, an 
ocean State, is especially aware of 
these changes. 

Mr. WHITEHOUSE. Mr. President, 
tide gauges in Newport, RI, show an in-
crease in average sea level of nearly 10 
inches since 1930. That is a big deal for 
Rhode Islanders when we think about 
how devastating our great hurricane of 
1938 was and what worse would now be-
fall us with 10 more inches of sea for 
storms to hammer against our shores. 

Those measurements show that the 
rate of sea level rise is also increasing. 
This matches reports that since 1990, 
sea level has been rising faster than 
the rate predicted by the Intergovern-
mental Panel on Climate Change. Part 
of what has caused sea level rise is 
ocean warming, as described by Sen-
ator SCHATZ. 

When fluids get warm, including 
ocean water, they expand and therefore 
rise. During last week’s EPW hearing, 
we heard about the heat, significant 
amounts of heat, that oceans are now 
absorbing. Even if atmospheric warm-
ing had hit another temporary level, 
the ocean is still warming, and ocean 
warming hits ocean ecosystems. 

Dr. Margaret Leinin testified at the 
hearing last week about a study that 
showed economically important species 
such as cod, haddock, yellowtail, and 
winter flounder shifting northward 
over the last four decades. The study 
suggests that the fish are moving to lo-
cations within their preferred tempera-
ture range. 

Scientists have begun to tease out 
how what seem like small changes in 
average temperature are important to 
fish and other animals in the ocean. In 
Narragansett Bay, we have a contin-
uous temperature record going back to 
1959, along with data on what is living 
in the water. We know water tempera-
ture is rising. One study found on aver-
age winter temperatures are up almost 
4 degrees since the 1960s in Narragan-
sett Bay, and that is not good for the 
winter flounder. 

NOAA scientists working in Rhode 
Island found that winter flounder incu-
bated in warmer water are smaller 
when they hatch than those incubated 
in colder water. Juvenile winter floun-
der need time to settle to the bottom 
of the bay and to grow larger before 
abundant bottom feeders such as the 
sand shrimp arrive. It looks like warm-
er water brings the shrimp in earlier 
while the flounder are still small 
enough to eat, making them easier 
prey. 

So the evidence is that warmer 
waters load the dice against winter 
flounder in Narragansett Bay, and the 
fisherman who relied upon this fishery 
paid the price. Catches are down to less 
than one-tenth of what they once were. 
Fishermen in Hawaii are paying the 
price as well. 

Mr. SCHATZ. As Senator WHITE-
HOUSE has described, our oceans show 

the effect of climate change by absorb-
ing much of the heat from our warming 
planet. But they do more than that; 
our oceans absorb almost 25 percent of 
the carbon that humans release into 
the atmosphere. If they did not, even 
more greenhouse gasses would warm 
our planet at an even faster pace. Our 
oceans and the life in them pay a price 
for all of this carbon. 

Increasing carbon dioxide creates a 
chemical reaction that raises the acid-
ity of the sea water. This is called 
ocean acidification. So that is a tech-
nical term, but what does it mean as a 
practical matter? In plain terms, ocean 
acidification makes it difficult for 
shellfish, corals, sea urchins, and other 
creatures to form the shells that they 
need in order to live. As a result, fewer 
survive, which means entire popu-
lations are put at risk. Acidification 
negatively affects crucial parts of the 
ocean food chain from shellfish and 
coral reefs to fisheries. 

So what does this mean for human 
beings? Ocean acidification has real 
economic consequences for commu-
nities that depend on the ocean for 
food, for jobs, and for tourism, such as 
my home State of Hawaii. Further 
acidification and warming will hurt 
our local fishing and tourism indus-
tries, industries that make up the 
backbone of our economy. All the fish 
and the seafood we depend upon may 
become scarcer and likely more expen-
sive. 

If we continue to burn fossil fuels at 
our current rate, our oceans may be-
come 150 percent more acidic by the 
end of this century. That is a higher 
level of acidity than has been seen in 
the last 20 million years. 

Today, more than 1 billion people 
worldwide rely on food from the ocean 
as their primary source of protein. So 
without solving the problem of ocean 
acidification, we will leave people, in-
dustries and entire economies, vulner-
able, especially in developing coun-
tries. Climate change is threatening 
the basic foundation of many of our 
economies and especially the State of 
Hawaii. The Hawaii economy, culture, 
and history are derived from the ocean. 
So any dramatic changes to our ocean 
environment will impact our lives es-
pecially. 

As I mentioned before, sea level rise 
threatens our beachfront property from 
Waikiki to Ka’anapali to the North 
Shore of Kauai. These beaches are im-
portant for Hawaii tourism and our 
economy and to local people across the 
State. Each year, Hawaii hosts an esti-
mated 8 million visitors, with many of 
them drawn to our beaches. Tourist re-
ceipts alone made up almost $12 billion 
in revenues last year. So climate 
change could also usher in a period of 
more frequent and severe weather, 
which could make Hawaii’s commu-
nities increasingly vulnerable to flood-
ing and storm damage. 

Climate change threatens more than 
our economy. Our national security in-
stitutions face a similar risk from sea 
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level rise and ocean acidification. The 
2010 Quadrennial Defense Review, an 
assessment produced every 4 years by 
the Department of Defense, concluded 
that climate change will affect the 
military and its mission. In particular, 
low-lying naval installations, such as 
Joint Base Pearl Harbor-Hickam, face 
similar threats from sea level rise that 
could leave parts of the base flooded, 
requiring millions of dollars in costly 
upgrades. 

With the United States rebalancing 
to the Asia-Pacific region, sustaining 
our naval capabilities and ensuring 
that they too can weather the effect of 
climate change will be increasingly im-
portant for Hawaii and for our Nation. 

I know the Senator from Rhode Is-
land has concerns about his own State. 
I yield to him. 

Mr. WHITEHOUSE. As the Senator 
from Hawaii said, it is not just Hawaii, 
it is not just Rhode Island actually, it 
is all of our States that will be af-
fected. Dr. Leinin, who testified at our 
EPW hearing, is from Florida Atlantic 
University. She highlighted how sen-
sitive Florida will be to climate 
change. 

In her testimony, Dr. Leinin said: 
The Caribbean/Florida region has shown 

sea surface temperature increases of about 
. . . [2 degrees Fahrenheit] per decade con-
current with losses of viable coral reef area 
of between 5.5 percent and 9.2 percent per 
year. Western Atlantic reefs have the high-
est percentage area affected by bleaching of 
any reefs worldwide. 

Not so great for Florida’s diving and 
snorkeling economy. Dr. Leinin point-
ed out that Florida’s population ‘‘is 
heavily concentrated, with almost 14 
million people living along our coast. 
In South Florida, Miami, the seventh 
largest city in the country, the Florida 
Keys, coastal and inland portions of 
Broward County, the Florida Ever-
glades and Ft. Lauderdale are all below 
2 feet in elevation.’’ 

The effects of sea level rise that we 
discussed for Hawaii and Rhode Island 
appear to be more evident in Florida. 
Dr. Leinin told us: Although sea level 
rise has only risen these few inches in 
50 years, that rise has been sufficient 
to prevent drainage systems from 
working during lunar high tides and 
during storms. The streets of Miami 
Beach are now routinely flooded at 
peak high tide. The addition of storm 
surges to these higher sea levels means 
that drainage systems no longer work 
reliably, causing seawater to move into 
storm sewer systems forcing water in-
land. 

So South Florida is ground zero for 
sea level rise. As Senator SCHATZ said 
earlier, this is one of the effects of cli-
mate change. Sea level rise has not 
stopped or slowed down, especially not 
in South Florida. It is time to wake up 
and get to work slowing these changes 
where we can, and adapting our com-
munities to their inevitable effects. 

Mr. SCHATZ. Commonsense solu-
tions to the threat of climate change 
are everywhere. We have been talking a 

lot about the risks of climate change, 
but let’s talk a little bit about the op-
portunities—the opportunities to fight 
climate change, to transform how we 
produce and consume energy, and to 
grow a clean energy economy. 

We know what we need to do. We also 
know how to do it. Congress may not 
enact comprehensive climate legisla-
tion this year, but it can still take ac-
tion to make a difference. As I see it, 
we have an opportunity for common 
ground in three areas: energy effi-
ciency, tax incentives, and innovative 
financing structures to promote clean 
energy deployment. 

Perhaps the greatest opportunity for 
compromise is in energy efficiency, the 
commonsense idea that we ought to 
save money and reduce pollution at the 
same time by simply consuming less 
energy to perform the same tasks. Sen-
ators SHAHEEN and PORTMAN have 
taken this up and are writing excellent 
legislation to improve and enhance en-
ergy efficiency across the Nation. 

Their bill includes sensible measures 
that will help to achieve significant re-
duction in energy use. Buildings use 
close to 40 percent of the energy used 
in the United States. This bill will con-
tain provisions that will update the 
building codes, increase efficiency 
goals for Federal facilities, and provide 
incentives to industrial facilities, com-
mercial buildings, and homes. 

In recent weeks, we have been hear-
ing that Shaheen-Portman may come 
to the floor. We are encouraged by 
that. We encourage both the majority 
leader and the minority leader, as well 
as the managers of this legislation, to 
move it to the floor expeditiously so 
that we can take care of it before the 
August break. 

Second, I urge my colleagues to sup-
port tax incentives for clean energy, 
many of which expire at the end of this 
year. Senators on both sides of the 
aisle have repeatedly worked together 
to extend these incentives, especially 
the wind credit. We can build on this 
common ground to support sensible so-
lutions. We not only have the oppor-
tunity to extend clean energy incen-
tives as a part of tax reform but to im-
prove upon them. We should focus on 
creating credits that reward perform-
ance and innovation and do not pick 
winners and losers. They should help 
industries scale up, bring costs down, 
and become competitive on their own. 

Finally, the Federal Government 
must do more to help new and innova-
tive technologies reach the market-
place. New technologies face signifi-
cant barriers to market entry; barriers 
that focused government intervention 
such as loan guarantees and other fi-
nancing mechanisms can help over-
come. 

The Senator from Rhode Island may 
also have thoughts on other common-
sense solutions. I yield to him for any 
comments he may have. 

Mr. WHITEHOUSE. Mr. President, 
Rhode Island is preparing for climate 
change. We are doing it in common-

sense ways. Along our coasts, we are 
identifying areas that are vulnerable to 
sea level rise. The University of Rhode 
Island Graduate School of Oceanog-
raphy is a world leader in measuring 
and understanding the effects of cli-
mate change on our waters. 

Rhode Island’s Department of Health, 
with a grant from the Centers for Dis-
ease Control and Prevention, is pre-
paring us for the health effects associ-
ated with climate change. But it is not 
enough for individual States to have to 
act alone. That is why Senator SCHATZ 
and I, along with our colleagues in the 
House, Representatives WAXMAN and 
BLUMENAUER, have put forward a dis-
cussion draft for a fee on carbon pollu-
tion. 

It is clear when we consider the dam-
age climate change will cause, indeed 
already has begun to cause, there is a 
social cost of carbon pollution. It is not 
factored into the price of fossil fuel. 

That is a market failure, and our ap-
proach would correct that market fail-
ure. 

We wish to discuss with our Demo-
cratic and Republican colleagues how 
best to implement this solution, what 
the price should be, how fast it should 
rise, and how to return the proceeds 
back to Americans. A market solution 
like this should be right up Repub-
licans’ alley. This is why Republicans 
such as Art Laffer and George Shultz 
are talking about it. 

A fee on carbon can reduce emissions. 
One option, to use the proceeds to re-
duce taxes, should be attractive to our 
Republican colleagues. 

To give one example, with the major-
ity of the carbon pollution fee pro-
ceeds, setting a little reserve aside for 
the lowest income people, putting the 
rest of it to work lowering corporate 
income taxes, and just with that you 
can reduce the top of the American 
corporate income tax rate from 35 to 28 
percent, that is a pretty considerable 
value to those businesses that are still 
considering paying the top rate, and 
that should be worth something during 
negotiations. 

As I have said before in these talks, 
it is time to wake up. It is time to get 
to work. 

I wish to thank my friend Senator 
SCHATZ for his leadership in the effort 
to protect Americans from the harms 
of climate change. 

I turn to him now for his final re-
marks and welcome Senator 
BLUMENTHAL, who will be joining us in 
this colloquy. 

Mr. SCHATZ. I wish to thank Sen-
ator WHITEHOUSE for being a leader for 
so long, for being so forceful and so fac-
tual on this issue. I applaud his leader-
ship and look forward to continuing to 
work together on this important issue. 

Climate change is real. Climate 
change is caused by humans, and cli-
mate change is solvable. 

I wish to end on a note of optimism. 
The urgency of this situation creates a 
real opportunity. We have a chance to 
start a second Industrial Revolution 
that will drive our economy for decades 
to come. 
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We have the chance and the responsi-

bility to transition into a clean energy 
economy and leave our world in better 
shape than we found it. 

I yield the floor for Senator 
BLUMENTHAL. 

Mr. BLUMENTHAL. I wish to join 
with my two very good friends and col-
leagues who have highlighted an issue 
that concerns the whole country, not 
just Hawaii, Rhode Island—and no two 
States are farther apart geographi-
cally—but we share this very dire and 
dangerous problem, often characterized 
as climate change. I think it is climate 
disruption. It is global destruction. 

One of the myths that surrounds this 
area that my two colleagues have 
sought to expose is the supposed in-
compatibility of reducing destruction 
of our planet and, at the same time, 
growing our economy. Often, economic 
growth is thought to be in conflict 
with environmental protection and re-
sponsibility. 

In fact, ecology and economy go to-
gether. We can expand our economy by 
developing new sources of fuel, renew-
ables such as wind and solar, but also 
fuel cells, which in my State of Con-
necticut are a growing source of energy 
responsibility and economic growth. 

Far from being incompatible, these 
two goals are complementary. More 
jobs, more economic growth, can be the 
result of controlling carbon pollution. 

In fact, the President’s program for 
controlling carbon pollution, which 
would dramatically cut the magnitude 
of our air contamination and make us 
a more responsible nation, will in-
crease jobs and economic growth. It 
will also put us in a position of leader-
ship around the globe and enable us to 
regain the position of trust and leader-
ship that we have exercised on so many 
other issues. We cannot be a leader if 
we don’t lead ourselves. 

We cannot tell others what to do 
when we don’t follow the example that 
we should be setting. It should be and 
it must be leadership by example. 

My colleague Senator MURPHY and 
I—and he will be shortly speaking 
about another subject—brought to-
gether a very powerful coalition in 
Connecticut last week to highlight this 
issue of climate change and to drama-
tize how many different interests and 
ages have commonality in this goal: 
labor leaders, environmental activists, 
young people wearing T-shirts and car-
rying signs. 

They get it. They know. The science 
is there. The reality is pressing, ur-
gent, and we must address it. 

I wish to thank all of my colleagues 
who are uniting on this historic cause. 
I hope we can join together in col-
loquies going forward. 

The Presiding Officer has been a 
leader in the House and will be now in 
the Senate; most especially, my friend 
and colleague Senator WHITEHOUSE, 
who literally week after week, in many 
different themes and widely diverse 
ways, has brought our attention, riv-
eting our minds, on this very impor-

tant subject. I congratulate him on the 
40th speech, and I look forward to par-
ticipating more with him. 

Mr. WHITEHOUSE. I look forward to 
that. 

I yield the floor. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. 

HEINRICH). The Senator from Con-
necticut. 

f 

GUN VIOLENCE 
Mr. MURPHY. On July 20, a few days 

ago, we had a pretty somber anniver-
sary in this country. Senator BENNET 
came down to acknowledge the occa-
sion. It was the 1-year anniversary of 
the shooting in Aurora, CO, in which a 
young man killed 12 individuals and 
wounded 58 others when he walked into 
a crowded movie theater at a midnight 
showing of ‘‘The Dark Knight Rises.’’ 
This, once again, showed the vulnera-
bility of this Nation when the Congress 
refuses to act on the issue of pre-
venting gun violence. 

I have come down virtually every 
week—not, frankly, as often or as regu-
larly as Senator WHITEHOUSE has on 
the issue of climate change, but in the 
short time I have been in the Senate I 
have tried to come down to the floor 
virtually every week to talk about the 
victims of gun violence. Today it is an 
apt moment to recognize the victims in 
Aurora, who now have been lost for 
over a year. 

This number represents something 
different. On December 14, our world in 
Connecticut was absolutely shattered 
by a global tragedy in which 26 people, 
adults and children, including 7-year- 
olds, died in a splatter of gunfire at 
Sandy Hook Elementary School, as 
well as six of the professionals who 
were charged with protecting them. 

What has happened since December 
14 is, frankly, in a lot of ways even 
more egregious, even more unconscion-
able, even more difficult to swallow 
than what happened on that day, and 
that is that 6,497 people have died from 
guns since December 14 in, frankly, 
every manner. 

There have been more mass shoot-
ings, accidental deaths, and suicides. 
There have been instances of one-on- 
one urban violence, suburban violence, 
and family-on-family violence. What 
has happened is this country has be-
come kind of numb to it. We have to 
accept that every day we are going to 
be able to pick up a paper, and some-
where across this country there is 
going to be upward of 30 or 40 people 
who have died at the hands of guns at 
a rate that we can’t find anywhere else 
in the civilized world. We just kind of 
accept it. 

The number is startling. Since De-
cember 14, almost 6,500 people have 
died of gun violence. But we just can’t 
settle on that number. We have to talk 
about who these people are. I am try-
ing to lend some voice to the victims of 
gun violence every week on the floor of 
the Senate to try to spur the Senate to 
action because I have become resolved 
that the numbers aren’t enough. 

Apparently, this number isn’t big 
enough for the Senate to do something 
so that maybe if we humanize these 
tragedies, that might do the trick. 

A.J. Boik was described as a ball of 
joy by his friend Jordan. He had just 
graduated from high school, and he was 
looking forward to attending the 
Rocky Mountain College of Art and De-
sign in the fall. He wanted to be an art 
teacher and wanted to teach others the 
joy he felt for art. 

He was known as a big personality, so 
much so that after he was killed in 
that movie theater in Aurora, over 
1,000 people came to his funeral. Among 
those mourners were his girlfriend who 
was there in the theater the day he was 
shot. 

Matthew McQuinn was one of the he-
roes that day. He was there with his 
girlfriend Samantha and her brother 
Nick Yowler. When the shooter came 
into the theater and started spraying 
bullets, Matthew, as well as Nick, at-
tempted to shield Samantha from the 
bullets. 

Samantha survived but Matthew did 
not. He was working in a Target, which 
is where he actually met his girlfriend 
when they were working at another 
Target. He was remembered by his co-
workers very fondly. He died that day 
saving a life. 

Also a victim that day was PO3 John 
Thomas Larimer. He was one of two 
Active-Duty servicemembers who died 
as a result of that mass shooting. His 
girlfriend Kelley Vojtsek, whose life 
was saved, said this: 

John and I were seated in the middle area. 
When the violence occurred, John imme-
diately and instinctively covered me and 
brought me to the ground in order to protect 
me from any danger. 

In that act, he saved his girlfriend, 
but he was struck with a bullet that 
ended his life. 

Alex Sullivan was 27 years old. His 
friends called him a gentle giant. He 
was ringing in his 27th birthday, in 
fact, by going to the premier of ‘‘The 
Dark Knight Rises.’’ His family said he 
always had a glowing smile on his face. 
He made friends with everybody. He 
was a huge movie buff, a comic book 
geek—as his family called him—and 
the New York Mets. The Sunday fol-
lowing his attack would have been his 
1-year wedding anniversary. 

Micayla Medek was called Cayla by 
her friends. She loved her friends and 
going out with her friends. That is 
what she was doing when she went out 
that evening to see this movie. Her 
family didn’t find out she had been 
killed that day until 20 hours after the 
shooting. They had spent that evening 
and morning driving from hospital to 
hospital hoping to get news she had 
survived. 

Veronica Moser-Sullivan was the 
youngest of the 12 people who were 
shot. She was 6 years old, not unlike 
the 20 6-year-old and 7-year-old chil-
dren killed in Newtown. She was de-
scribed as beautiful and innocent, ex-
cited about life. She was there that 
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