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Four years ago, Montana and British
Columbia reached a historic agreement
to protect the river on both sides of the
border. Two years ago Canada upheld
its end of the bargain. Today, the U.S.
Congress has the opportunity to do the
same. The entire Montana congres-
sional delegation is in bipartisan
agreement that the North Fork de-
serves to be withdrawn permanently
from future mineral development.
Montanans of all stripes have endorsed
this action, including the local cham-
bers of commerce and energy compa-
nies such as ConocoPhillips.

In fact, the primary interest in more
than 80 percent of existing Federal
leases in the watershed have volun-
tarily been relinquished. Everyone rec-
ognizes how important it is to keep the
North Fork pristine. It is just the right
thing to do.

The Senate Energy and Natural Re-
sources Committee passed the North
Fork Watershed Protection Act with
no opposition last June. The House
passed the North Fork Watershed Pro-
tection Act by voice vote last month.
This bill is our chance to leave a jewel
in the crown of the continent in better
shape than we found it.

I ask my colleagues to join me and
all Montanans in that effort. We can
send this bill to the President to sign
today.

Mr. TESTER. Madam President, will
the junior Senator from Montana yield
for a question?

Mr. WALSH. I will.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The sen-
ior Senator from Montana.

Mr. TESTER. Madam President,
when my colleague’s motion was ob-
jected to, the good Senator from Penn-
sylvania, Senator TOOMEY, said he un-
derstood Senators COBURN and CRUZ
wished to have further conversation.
Has my colleague had a chance to visit
with Senators COBURN and CRUZ al-
ready about this bill?

Mr. WALSH. Yes, I have.

Mr. TESTER. So that has already
been done.

I want to thank my colleague Sen-
ator WALSH for attempting to bring up
the North Fork Watershed Protection
Act for a vote. I also want to echo his
frustration that once again politics is
trumping good policy.

The North Fork bill is a Montana-
made bill. Folks back home who sup-
port this bill are from all political
sides of the spectrum. It has wide bi-
partisan support. Members of both par-
ties, as Senator WALSH pointed out,
voted it out of the Energy and Natural
Resources Committee. Yet today two
Senators—whom I would challenge to
find the North Fork on a map—have
decided to hold this bill up.

Let me remind them what this bill
does. It ensures access along the North
Fork for hunters and anglers who con-
tribute to Montana’s $6 billion outdoor
economy. If you want to talk about
economic development, this is an in-
credible driver.

The bill also honors a commitment
to our neighbor to the north, Canada.

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — SENATE

Three years ago British Columbia
signed an agreement to retire oil and
gas leases on their side of the border,
expecting us to protect the region as
well. This bill guarantees we hold up
our end of the bargain, and it ensures
we pass along our outdoor way of life.

I should also point out that Exxon
and Conoco both have also given up
their leases in this region. Why? Be-
cause this drainage feeds Flathead
Lake, which is the largest freshwater
body of water west of the Mississippi.
It is an incredible ecosystem.

I think what has happened today is a
loss not only for Montana, not only for
America’s great outdoors, but for this
entire country.

This fight is not over. For far too
long in this body we have had people
who obstruct just because they can. It
is time to start working together and
doing what is right, whether we are
talking about conservation issues, tax
issues, unemployment issues, or what-
ever it might be. It is time to start
moving the country forward because
people are suffering out there.

I thank the Chair, and I yield the
floor.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The jun-
ior Senator from Montana.

Mr. WALSH. Madam President, I am
so disappointed my colleagues on the
other side of the aisle are blocking the
desire of Montanans to protect the
North Fork. This bill is a no-brainer. I
invite my colleagues to visit Montana
and see the North Fork for themselves.
Their actions today show why Wash-
ington is broken. Despite years of bi-
partisan hard work, narrow interests
can trump responsible leadership.

I yield the floor, and I suggest the ab-
sence of a quorum.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
clerk will call the roll.

The legislative clerk proceeded to
call the roll.

Mrs. MURRAY. Madam President, I
ask unanimous consent that the order
for the quorum call be rescinded.

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

——————

GREEN MOUNTAIN LOOKOUT
HERITAGE PROTECTION ACT

Mrs. MURRAY. Madam President, I
come to the floor this afternoon to re-
quest unanimous consent to pass a bill
that is a very small step in what will
be a very long recovery process for a
community in my home State of Wash-
ington that was devastated by a land-
slide less than two weeks ago.

This is the Green Mountain Lookout
bill, which will be passed shortly. It is
not going to rebuild anybody’s home—
which needs to be done—or provide des-
perately needed human aid that we are
supporting through our recent Federal
disaster designation. What this small,
little bill does is provide a glimmer of
hope for the long-term recovery of this
region, and in particularly of the com-
munity of Darrington.

For years now, along with Senator
CANTWELL, I have fought to pass this
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bill through procedural and political
hurdles because I know what it means
to Snohomish County and that region
of my State. The Green Mountain
Lookout is more than a hiking destina-
tion. It is part of the Pacific Northwest
heritage. It is a cherished historical
landmark. It is a place where parents
have brought their kids for generations
to appreciate the splendor of the great
outdoors in the Northwest, and it is a
place that has been a vital source of
tourism-related income for the people
who have been impacted by this deadly
landslide that struck this region.

I was in Darrington this weekend and
had an opportunity to sit down with
the mayor and many of the town offi-
cials—a town of about 1200 people—and
they told me tremendous stories about
the families that have been lost, about
people who had driven to the store on
that Saturday morning and now only
had what they wore when they left
their homes a few hours earlier. I heard
about the needs this community is
going to have for a long time and the
emotional impact.

After finishing our official meetings,
the mayor took us aside and told me,
Senator CANTWELL, and Congress-
woman DELBENE that the one glimmer
of hope he thought he could provide for
this community was passage of this
Green Mountain Lookout bill that we
are going to pass in just a few mo-
ments.

So I want to extend truly heartfelt
thanks to both Senator LANDRIEU and
Senator MURKOWSKI, who have been in-
credibly understanding, and to all the
Members of the Senate who have been
helpful in going through the process of
getting the bill to the floor today.
They know what it means when com-
munities large or small are impacted
by a disaster of this size, and both of
them know that the Federal Govern-
ment needs to be there quickly to pro-
vide support.

Madam President, the people of Oso,
Arlington, and Darrington have a very
long road to recovery ahead, so I was
very pleased when the President grant-
ed a major disaster declaration just
last night which will be vital to meet-
ing many of the immediate human
needs that we are going to be facing.

It is important that these commu-
nities know we are in it for the long
term as well. Even a small step like
this one that supports the region’s
tourist economy and brings that little
bit of hope is critical to showing them
that all of us and the Federal Govern-
ment will be there for them. So as they
mourn their loved ones and work hard
to recover and ultimately rebuild, I am
proud that we will not forget them.

With that, Madam President, I ask
unanimous consent that the Senate
proceed to the consideration of Cal-
endar No. 338, S. 404.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
clerk will report the bill by title.

The assistant legislative clerk read
as follows:

A bill (S. 404) to preserve the Green Moun-
tain Lookout in the Glacier Peak Wilderness
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of the Mount Baker-Snoqualmie National
Forest.

There being no objection, the Senate
proceeded to consider the bill, which
had been reported from the Committee
on Energy and Natural Resources, with
an amendment.

(Insert the part printed in italic.)

S. 404

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 ‘“‘Green Moun-
tain Lookout Heritage Protection Act”.

SEC. 2. CLARIFICATION OF LEGAL AUTHORITY OF
GREEN MOUNTAIN LOOKOUT.

(a) LEGAL AUTHORITY OF LOOKOUT.—Sec-
tion 4(b) of the Washington State Wilderness
Act of 1984 (Public Law 98-339; 98 Stat. 300; 16
U.S.C. 1131 note) is amended by striking the
period at the end and inserting the following:
¢, and except that with respect to the lands
described in section 3(b), the designation of
such lands as a wilderness area shall not pre-
clude the operation and maintenance of
Green Mountain Lookout.”

(b) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments
made by this section shall take effect as if
included in the enactment of the Washington
State Wilderness Act of 1984.

SEC. 3. PRESERVATION OF GREEN MOUNTAIN
LOOKOUT LOCATION.

The Secretary of Agriculture, acting
through the Chief of the Forest Service, may
not move Green Mountain Lookout from its
current location on Green Mountain in the
Mount Baker-Snoqualmie National Forest
unless the Secretary determines that moving
Green Mountain Lookout is necessary to pre-
serve the Lookout or to ensure the safety of
individuals on or around Green Mountain. If
the Secretary makes such a determination,
the Secretary shall move the Green Moun-
tain Lookout to a location outside of the
lands described in section 3(5) of the Wash-
ington State Wilderness Act of 1984 and des-
ignated as a wilderness area in section 4(b) of
such Act.

SEC. 4. ALASKA NATIVE VETERAN ALLOTMENT.

(a) DEFINITIONS.—In this section:

(1) APPLICATION.—The term ‘‘application’
means the Alaska Native Veteran Allotment ap-
plication numbered AA-084021-B.

(2) FEDERAL LAND.—The term ‘‘Federal land’’
means the 80 acres of Federal land that is—

(A) described in the application; and

(B) depicted as Lot 2 in U.S. Survey No. 13957,
Alaska, that was officially filed on October 9,
2009.

(3) SECRETARY.—The term ‘‘Secretary’ means
the Secretary of the Interior.

(b) ISSUANCE OF PATENT.—Notwithstanding
section 41 of the Alaska Native Claims Settle-
ment Act (43 U.S.C. 1629g) and subject to sub-
section (c), the Secretary shall—

(1) approve the application; and

(2) issue a patent for the Federal land to the
person that submitted the application.

(c¢) TERMS AND CONDITIONS.—

(1) IN GENERAL.—The patent issued under sub-
section (b) shall—

(A4) only be for the surface rights to the Fed-
eral land; and

(B) be subject to the terms and conditions of
any certificate issued under section 41 of the
Alaska Native Claims Settlement Act (43 U.S.C.
16299), including terms and conditions providing
that—

(i) the patent is subject to wvalid existing
rights, including any right of the United States
to income derived, directly or indirectly, from a
lease, license, permit, right-of-way, or easement
on the Federal land; and

(ii) the United States shall reserve an interest
in deposits of oil, gas, and coal on the Federal
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land, including the right to explore, mine, and
remove the minerals on portions of the Federal
land that the Secretary determines to be pro-
spectively valuable for development.

(2) ADDITIONAL TERMS AND CONDITIONS.—The
Secretary may require any additional terms and
conditions for the issuance of the patent under
subsection (a) that the Secretary determines to
be appropriate to protect the interests of the
United States.

Mrs. MURRAY. I ask unanimous con-
sent that the committee-reported
amendment be agreed to, the bill, as
amended, be read a third time and
passed, and the motion to reconsider be
laid upon the table, with no inter-
vening action or debate.

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

The committee-reported amendment
was agreed to.

The bill (S. 404), as amended, was or-
dered to be engrossed for a third read-
ing, was read the third time, and
passed.

Mrs. MURRAY. Thank you, Madam
President.

I know the town of Darrington will
thank you as well.

———————

PROTECTING VOLUNTEER FIRE-
FIGHTERS AND EMERGENCY RE-
SPONDERS ACT OF 2014—Contin-
ued

Mrs. MURRAY. I yield the floor, and
I suggest the absence of a quorum.

The PRESIDING OFFICER.
clerk will call the roll.

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

Mr. SESSIONS. I ask unanimous con-
sent that the order for the quorum call
be rescinded.

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr.
CooNSs). Without objection, it is so or-
dered.

The

RODRIGUEZ NOMINATION

Mr. SESSIONS. Mr. President, the
Judiciary Committee, of which I am a
member, voted out the nomination of
Leon Rodriguez to be Director of the
U.S. Citizenship and Immigration Serv-
ices, also known as USCIS. This agency
has been at the center of the collapse
of immigration enforcement in Amer-
ica, and Mr. Rodriguez, if confirmed,
will—it seems certain—continue to ac-
celerate that collapse. I think it is an
important issue for all of us to talk
about. It is not so much about him per-
sonally, but it is what he is going to be
asked to do.

This is about what has been hap-
pening at Homeland Security—and
USCIS is an important part of that—
and how it is impacting the rule of law
in America and immigration enforce-
ment in America—or nonenforcement.
It is a very serious matter. What I am
going to say today is based on my best
judgment of how and why it is hap-
pening and why this Congress needs to
speak up about it.

I have an article from the Wash-
ington Post, which is dated December
18, a few months ago. The article in the
Washington Post is headlined ‘‘Federal
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Workers’ Job Satisfaction Falls, with
Homeland Security Depart. Ranking
Lowest Again.”

It goes on to say:

Federal employees who deal with home-
land security matters remain some of the
government’s least-satisfied, as overall
workforce morale hit its lowest point in a
decade, according to a report that began
ranking agencies on such issues in 2003.

It goes on to say:

The Department of Homeland Security, a
perennial bottom-dweller in the ‘‘Best Places
to Work in the Federal Government”
rankings, marked its third consecutive year
of decline and its second straight year of
being last among the 19 largest agencies.
This is not acceptable, and I raised that
issue with Secretary Napolitano repeatedly
at the hearings.

I will remind my colleagues that the
officers association of another one of
the three core immigration agencies—
the Immigration and Customs Enforce-
ment Service—unanimously voted no
confidence in their then-Director John
Norton mainly because he refused to
allow them to comply with their duty
under the law to enforce immigration
laws in America. We had the Director
of ICE and—you will learn—the Direc-
tor of USCIS, and I suggest the Home-
land Security Director, investing their
time and effort in seeing that the laws
of the United States were not enforced
rather than being enforced.

This gentleman is not prepared to
lead this job if he were to be supported
in his activity, but, in fact, he was sent
here because he will not rock the boat.
He will be given this position to con-
tinue this policy of nonenforcement,
even against the will of the officers
who serve under him.

The last thing we should do is put
someone in a critical law enforcement
position, as these are, who doesn’t
know anything about it, No. 1, and who
is going to carry out President
Obama’s policies, which is fundamen-
tally not to enforce the law. I know
there are people who think that is an
exaggeration, but I am going to talk
about it, and we are going to keep talk-
ing about it, and we are going to show
what the facts are. This is a serious
matter.

Mr. Rodriguez is not a trained admin-
istrator. He has never led a police de-
partment. He has never led and man-
aged a real law enforcement agency. He
has been a prosecutor of white-collar
crime cases. He served for several years
in the civil rights part of Homeland Se-
curity, but he has not managed the of-
ficers out there on the ground who are
trying to deal with violent criminal
aliens and get them deported and all
the gimmicks that they use to get
around that. He was a chief of staff to
Mr. Perez, the head of the civil rights
division in the Department of Justice.
Mr. Perez is nearly a radical pro-am-
nesty nonenforcement leader himself.
They were both members of CASA de
Maryland, which is very much a pro-
amnesty activist group that proposes
ideas that are outside the mainstream.

I assume Majority Leader REID will
bring this nomination up for a vote in
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