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11,493 Americans. Come on—173 out of
100,000 compared to 11,493 people out of
100,000? What is wrong with the people
here in this country and in this body?

The United Kingdom experienced
tragedies that led their leaders to act.
In August of 1987, a lone gunman armed
with two legally-owned semi-auto-
matic rifles and a handgun went on a 6-
hour shooting spree roughly 70 miles
west of London, killing 16 people and
then himself. Britain expanded the list
of banned weapons, including certain
semi-automatic rifles. They increased
registration requirements for other
weapons. Since then, they have banned
all handguns, with a few exceptions.
The government instituted a buyback
program which many credit for taking
tens of thousands of illegal or un-
wanted guns out of supply. Their ac-
tions paid off. The UK’s gun murder
rate since passage of these laws is now
less than half of what it used to be.

In 2011 the UK had 0.23 gun deaths per
100,000 people, a fraction of the 10.3 gun
deaths per 100,000 in the United States
that year. They had 38 gun murders; we
had 11,101. What is going on? We have
to do some of this here. What are we so
scared of?

I said when I started this speech that
no one is safe in America because we
don’t take commonsense steps. I am
not saying we ban guns or we ban peo-
ple from having guns—no—but that we
have a system where they have to show
they need it. We can do the same
things here in America. We can start.
How about this: Pass measures that
have nearly unanimous support among
the American people, wherever they
live in our great Nation. Take back-
ground checks. Ninety percent of
Americans say they support back-
ground checks. Because one gun lobby
doesn’t like it, we turn our backs on 90
percent of the people. What is wrong
with us?

We have legislation to expand back-
ground checks. It has bipartisan sup-
port. We should take it up and pass it
and do the work of the people, 90 per-
cent of whom want us to pass back-
ground checks.

Assault weapons. Most Americans
support banning military-style assault
weapons: 81 percent of voters, 71 per-
cent of gun owners, and 60 percent of
NRA members. We should pass Senator
FEINSTEIN’s legislation now and do the
work the American people want us to
do.

How about high-capacity magazine
clips? Seventy-two percent of voters
say we should ban the sale of high-ca-
pacity ammunition magazines.

Mental health. Lawmakers on both
sides support taking action. Let’s do it
now.

School safety. I authored a bill with
Senator COLLINS to provide the re-
sources needed to make schools safer.
Take it up and pass it, and don’t load
it up with controversy. Pass the things
we need to pass. Do it for these fami-
lies and for God knows all the others
who are suffering and crying them-
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selves to sleep every single night, bear-
ing a loss that will never go away.

Here is the situation. In this par-
ticular case, we had the family of the
gunman who committed the massacre
call the police and say: We are very
worried about our son. It is haunting to
me that they had a feeling about it and
they called the police. The police went
to interview this troubled young man,
and they couldn’t see through his prob-
lems. They didn’t check the gun data-
base we have in California. If they had,
they would have seen that he had pur-
chased guns. If they knew that, we
would have been in a different cir-
cumstance.

So we are introducing legislation
called the Pause for Safety Act. This is
what it does. No. 1, families and others
who are very close to the suspected un-
stable individual can go to court and
seek a gun violence prevention order to
temporarily stop someone who poses a
danger to themselves or others from
purchasing a firearm. They can go to
court and seek a gun violence preven-
tion order. Let’s say it is a group of co-
workers who see that this person is
threatening or he has written some-
thing. They can actually make the case
before a judge and get an order, so the
person cannot buy guns.

No. 2, it would help ensure that fami-
lies and others close to the individual
can also seek a gun violence prevention
warrant which would allow law en-
forcement to take temporary posses-
sion of firearms that already have been
purchased. If those police officers had
known this individual had bought
those weapons—because we do have
that database—they could have gone
and gotten the warrant. But under our
bill, a family member could do this.
They could go to court and seek that
gun violence prevention warrant.

No. 3, if law enforcement gets a tip or
a warning or a request from a family
member, they can then make full use
of a gun registry if it exists in their
state. It is very important for law en-
forcement to make use of the gun reg-
istry if it exists.

I am very pleased that similar legis-
lation has been introduced in Cali-
fornia by Assemblywoman Nancy Skin-
ner, Assemblyman Das Williams, as
well as State Senator Hannah-Beth
Jackson.

We all remember the shock and out-
rage we felt after the Sandy Hook
shooting in Newtown, CT, where a gun-
man shot 20—babies, I call them—chil-
dren—schoolchildren and 6 adult staff
members. All of those lives lost, and we
said we would take action. We wore
ribbons and we came to the floor and
we cried. Well, since that shooting,
more than 28,000 Americans have died
from gun violence—90 people every day.
Imagine, if it was anything else that
caused the death of 28,000 Americans,
we would be on the Senate floor.

The shooting at Sandy Hook and the
shooting at UC Santa Barbara are a re-
minder that we have failed our chil-
dren. Call it what you want. We are
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failing our children. We have a basic
task to keep our children safe. They
look to us, and they believe we will
protect them. We have a function here,
which is to not allow someone who is
unstable and violent to get a weapon.
So we need to pull together, and we
need to show our children we love
them, not by making fancy speeches
but by doing the right thing, such as
this father said we have to do, Chris’s
dad. Don’t tell me how you love chil-
dren; don’t talk to me about how bad
you feel. Do something.

Children need to know they are safe
in school. People need to know they
are safe at work. People need to feel
safe in a restaurant—anyplace. Let us
honor these victims of gun violence by
working to end this epidemic. We look
at these faces, we look at their eyes,
and we know they were just at the
start of their adventures, at the height
of their productivity, in their twenties.

We have to do something so this
doesn’t happen again and again and
again.

CLIMATE CHANGE

Mrs. BOXER. Mr. President, in this
work we do so many issues need to be
discussed. One of them I have tried to
discuss, along with several colleagues,
is this incredible threat to our planet
caused by climate change. I have par-
ticipated with my colleagues, Senator
WHITEHOUSE, Senator MARKEY, Senator
CARDIN, and many others, in all-night
speeches and in hearings.

I am so proud to be the chairman of
the environment committee. It was
many years ago when I took the gavel
to become the chairman that I started
to really get involved in the details and
in the science and in the predictions of
scientists as to what could happen. We
came very close to doing something
important here in the Senate, but we
faced a filibuster, and although the
House passed a very important bill
years ago, we couldn’t get it done. We
fell six votes short.

At the time, the press said to me:
What are you going to do? Are you
going to do nothing about this? No, I
said. Actually, the most popular law
that has ever been passed—I believe it;
I haven’t taken a poll on it, but I can
tell my colleagues from looking at
studies that the Clean Air Act covers
all kinds of pollution, including carbon
pollution. I said that even though we
weren’t able to have a cap-and-trade
system which would put a price on car-
bon and let people get permits and
trade them, I felt that was a good way
to work in a capitalistic society, and
we didn’t go there. I said we have the
Clean Air Act. Once an endangerment
finding is made—it was started during
the Bush administration and completed
during the Obama administration—we
know the President has full authority
to act, with or without the deniers here
in the Senate and in the House.

Now, 40 percent of all the carbon is
emitted by powerplants, so power-
plants are a very important part of the
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problem we have to address. We al-
ready know the President and the Con-
gress worked together to reduce the
pollution coming out of our cars by
passing very important fuel economy
measures. But this is really the largest
problem—those powerplants and the
dangerous carbon.

The President understands and looks
at his kids and he knows if they are
going to have a world in which they
can thrive, we have to do something
about this problem, and we can’t just
put our heads in the sand and say the
scientists are wrong. Let’s not be like
the deniers who said smoking didn’t
cause cancer. Ninety-seven percent of
scientists said it did; 3 percent said it
didn’t. The tobacco lobby went on the
side of the bad guys and, for years, we
had to fight and prod and push. Guess
what happened? People got sick and a
lot of them died because there was ba-
sically a coverup by the tobacco indus-
try.

We are facing a similar situation.
The big special interests are trying to
tell the American people: Don’t worry
about this climate change. It is no big
deal. Well, here is the great news: The
President has stepped forward. He has
taken on carbon pollution from power-
plants.

Under current law there is no limit
to the amount of carbon pollution that
can be released into the air from pow-
erplants. The President’s carbon pollu-
tion reduction plan is going to change
all that. It will protect public health.
It will save thousands of lives. It will
avoid up to 6,600 premature deaths,
150,000 asthma attacks, 3,300 heart at-
tacks, 2,800 hospital admissions, and
490,000 missed days at school and work
will be prevented. Those benefits will
kick in.

Here is what is important about that.
When we clean up the carbon, we pro-
tect the air quality. That is why the
President went to a hospital when he
announced this. That is why 70 percent
of the people—including, as I recall, a
huge majority of Americans—support
regulating carbon from powerplants
and they are even willing to pay for it.
A lopsided and bipartisan majority of
Americans support Federal limits on
greenhouse gas emissions according to
this new poll. Fully 70 percent say the
Federal Government should require
limits to greenhouse gases from exist-
ing plants. What is so interesting: 57
percent of Republicans support it, 76
percent of Independents, and 79 percent
of Democrats. So this is a plan whose
time has come.

This plan will also create tens of
thousands of jobs as we move to a clean
energy economy. By reducing carbon
pollution, we can avert the most ca-
lamitous impacts of climate change,
such as rising sea levels, dangerous
heat waves, and economic disruption. If
we do not act, we could see a 10-degree
Fahrenheit rise in temperature, and
that is disastrous, really, for all of our
States.

I have been so privileged to work on
the Senate Climate Action Task Force.
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What is interesting is that I have lis-
tened to people from all over the coun-
try talk about what this climate
change means in their States. Coastal
States have a certain set of problems,
inland States, agricultural States, and
there are the forest fires that are burn-
ing out of control. I hope people will
watch the documentary ‘‘Years of Liv-
ing Dangerously.” It is really a wake-
up call if you have not already awak-
ened to this problem. It is happening
all over the world—fires that do not
stop, droughts that the Defense De-
partment is telling us are a real prob-
lem.

Do you know how the House of Rep-
resentatives deals with climate
change? They pass a bill that says the
Defense Department cannot act on
what they have already said, which is
that climate change is a real, serious
threat multiplier. They actually said
now it could be a cause of conflict. Be-
fore they said it was a threat multi-
plier. Now they say it is actually a—
they use the word ‘‘catalyst’ for con-
flict. But the House does not like that,
so they just said: It shall be so. We will
not talk about this anymore. Stamp
my foot—mno. Disregard 97 percent of
the scientists.

Here is the thing I like about the
President’s proposal: It is respectful of
States’ roles. It allows major flexi-
bility. Every State is going to have its
own plan. Some States may say: Coal-
fired plants, you can clean up a little
bit. We will get a little savings there.
But we will also do some energy effi-
ciency so you do not have to burn as
much coal. This is what is envisioned.

Eventually, we are going to see lower
prices for our folks. They say in about
15 years we are going to see an 8-per-
cent decrease. Let me say that again.
It is going to shrink electricity bills
roughly 8 percent, and that is going to
happen because we are going to have
increased energy efficiency and re-
duced demand.

So this poll is very clear. People
want action. And the Clean Air Act is
very clear.

I think it is important to note that
under George Bush we wasted 8 years
because they kept saying carbon pollu-
tion was not covered in the Clean Air
Act. But we had some very smart at-
torneys who went up there—and one of
them is sitting here—who said: No, no,
no. Just read it. If you read it, you will
see.

Thank goodness the Supreme Court
ruled and said that absolutely green-
house gas emissions can be regulated if
there is an endangerment finding. And
there certainly was that. So the Clean
Air Act has a proven track record.

I will close with this. To those people
who are in denial, I say: Wake up be-
cause it is not about you; it is about
your kids and your grandkids and their
kids. So get out of that phase because
you are hurting people—innocent peo-
ple. This is your time to do some-
thing—not to walk away.

For those people who say: Oh, the en-
vironment, that is not an important
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issue to the people—no. It is a big deal.
Every time my friends here try to re-
peal parts of the Clean Air Act, I come
to the floor with colleagues. We have
stopped them. The House voted 90
times with these terrible riders. We
have stopped them every time. Eighty
percent of the people support the Clean
Air Act. We have to protect our fami-
lies.

We have seen a country that has
thrown the environment under the bus.
Now they say they are changing, but
let’s see what a country looks like—in-
stead of listening to my words, let’s
look at a photo. As shown in this pic-
ture, this is what life is like in some
Chinese provinces. They do not care
about the environment. They do what
some of my friends say: Oh, repeal
this—they do not even have these laws
to repeal. They do not care. Just de-
velop, just develop, just develop. Do
not pay attention. Do not worry about
best technologies. Just throw the envi-
ronment under the bus.

Well, guess what. These people are
being thrown under the bus. They can-
not breathe. And if you cannot breathe,
you cannot work. So even China—they
are learning they have to do something
to clean up their environment.

But we cannot look like this in the
future. I am just telling you. People
think, oh, an exaggeration. I had one of
my Republican colleagues walk out on
me in a hearing because I showed this
picture. They said: We do not want
this.

I am not saying they want it. I am
saying that if you repeal all the provi-
sions of the Clean Air Act that they
are trying to repeal—and they want, by
the way, to stop us from this rule—that
is what is going to happen, not that
they want it to happen. Of course they
do not want it to happen. They do not
think it is going to happen. But this
has happened because in China, like us,
they have a very big economy, and
they are expanding. We want to ex-
pand, but we have to do it in a clean
way.

So the people of my home State of
California get this. They get this. The
0il companies came in and they put
millions of dollars to try to get us to
repeal our cap-and-trade system and
our rules and our laws. People said: No,
no, no, we are not going there with
you, Big Oil. Clean up your act.

My mother used to say: Clean up
your room. The room they are pol-
luting belongs to everybody. It is the
atmosphere. We all have to clean it up.
This is not something we take a pass
on. This is the planet Earth itself.
Somebody said the other day—some
scientist—that the Earth will survive.
It will look a lot different. The water
will be different. This will be different.
There will not be the same things
growing and forests will be elsewhere.
But what about the people? Well, that
was not a good story.

It is up to us. We have a lot on our
shoulders. We really do. I am not say-
ing it is easy. Nothing is easy. My dad
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used to say: Nothing good comes easy.
It is true. We have to try to figure it
out.

But I want to say to this President
tonight how proud I am that he has
stepped up to the plate. All the scream-
ing and the denials and the yelling and
the rest and the special interests,
which my colleague Senator WHITE-
HOUSE says has a barricade of lies
around the Capitol—and he is just
looking at his daughters and he is
looking at all the young people he
meets, and he is saying: You know
what, I have to do something. And he is
looking at the military. He is looking
at them and he is thinking: I am being
told—he is saying—by the Department
of Defense that climate change is mak-
ing this an unstable world.

Actually, there is a very strong case
to be made that was made in a docu-
mentary that a lot of the cause of the
Syrian war started out with the farm-
ers rebelling and revolting because
they cannot deal with what is hap-
pening to their lives—the farmers.

So whether it is climate change or
taking care of our veterans or all the
other things facing us—the violence—
we have a lot on our plate. I just hope
we can step up to the plate, with the
best of intentions, work across party
lines, do our best, stop playing politics.
President Obama says one thing. It
does not matter what he says, the
other side is all over it. How could that
be? How could every single thing a per-
son says be controversial? Sometimes I
think if the President said ‘‘Good
morning,” one of the Republicans
would say ‘It is not; how dare you say
it is a good morning?’’ That is what it
is getting to. We have to put that
aside. We are only here for a short
amount of time, and we have to do our
best to solve the problems the Amer-
ican people face.

So I took a long time tonight because
I feel there are so many things out
there that I am so privileged to be able
to talk about and, more important, I
can do something about. So I hope our
colleagues will come together on these
topics and we can make some progress
for the good of the American people.

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

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
clerk will call the roll.

The legislative clerk proceeded to
call the roll.

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

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

ENERGY POLICY

Ms. WARREN. Mr. President, I come
to the floor today to offer my strong
support of the Environmental Protec-
tion Agency’s clean power plan to cut
carbon pollution from existing power-
plants. The EPA’s proposal is a power-
ful step in the fight to protect our
health and our environment.

We face a crisis. We know that high
carbon dioxide levels in our atmos-
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phere are driving climate change. We
know these carbon dioxide levels are
increasing the acidity of our oceans,
disrupting already fragile marine eco-
systems. We know that powerplants
are responsible for about 40 percent of
America’s carbon pollution.

Add all that up and we have enough
to know that reducing carbon pollution
from powerplant emissions will make a
real difference in the fight against cli-
mate change. Pollution from power-
plants is also associated with other
dangerous chemicals.

A study led by the University of Syr-
acuse and Harvard University found
that reducing carbon dioxide emissions
from powerplants can also reduce emis-
sions of other pollutants such as sulfur

dioxide, nitrogen oxides, particulate
matter, and mercury.
These dangerous chemicals con-

tribute to acid rain, the destruction of
ecosystems, ozone damage to trees and
crops, and mercury in fish. These dan-
gerous chemicals are also a direct
threat to our health, increasing the
risk of heart attacks, asthma, and even
death. Add all that up and we have
enough to know that reducing power-
plant emissions will make a real dif-
ference in the health of our children,
our parents, and ourselves.

Scientists all around the world have
collected mountains of evidence about
the dangers of carbon pollution. Their
basic conclusions are no longer specu-
lative or debatable. Even so, some poli-
ticians respond to this evidence by de-
nying it is true, by rejecting scientific
evidence or by claiming they just can-
not understand the science.

This country was not built by people
who ignored facts. Sure, the deniers
can defend their friends in the pollu-
tion business, they can rail against
science or pretend it does not exist, but
the facts are catching up with us. This
pollution is killing people across this
country. According to the American
Lung Association, up to 100,000 asthma
attacks and 4,000 premature deaths will
be avoided in the first year the clean
power plan goes into effect.

Let the deniers deny the facts, but do
not let them deny our children clean
air to breathe or deny our parents long
and healthy lives. The EPA’s draft pro-
posal based on its authority under the
Clean Air Act is a commonsense ap-
proach that builds on work already un-
derway in States and cities across the
country. Under the proposal, States
will work with the EPA to reduce car-
bon pollution, and they can use a vari-
ety of tools to do it. The clean power
plan encourages States to be creative
and efficient, to partner with private
industry to give our children a safer,
healthier world.

In Massachusetts, we have seen how
effective those solutions can be, after
passing laws to increase energy effi-
ciency and encourage renewable energy
production. The Commonwealth joined
neighboring States as part of the Re-
gional Greenhouse Gas Initiative. We
called it RGGI, and since 2005 RGGI has
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helped member States cut carbon emis-
sions by 40 percent.

RGGI has shown results and it has
done so with bipartisan support and
the backing of many members of the
business community, members who un-
derstand that taking action against
pollution is not only good for our pub-
lic health and our environment, it is
also good for business.

The fight against carbon pollution is
about protecting our health, protecting
our communities, and protecting our
future. But make no mistake, this
fight is also about whether this coun-
try works only for big energy compa-
nies or whether it works for everyone
else too.

The terrible consequences of failing
to act are real. We cannot afford to
wait. But every time rules are proposed
to clean up our air and water or to pro-
tect our environment, powerful deep-
pocketed corporations line up to fight
these changes. These opponents and
their Republican friends are already at-
tacking the EPA’s proposed changes.
Their latest move is to argue that the
EPA’s efforts somehow are not legal.
That argument is laughable. Seven
years ago, my State of Massachusetts
led a multistate fight that went all the
way to the Supreme Court to force the
EPA to do its job to address carbon
pollution in this country. We won that
case and we started the process that re-
sulted in the Supreme Court ruling
that the EPA has the authority to reg-
ulate greenhouse gas emissions under
the Clean Air Act.

Instead of embracing change, instead
of working to develop rules to reduce
pollution and protect the air we
breathe, some companies and their Re-
publican friends have fought change at
every step. They loudly defend a world
where polluters cut their costs by
spewing dangerous chemicals and
greenhouse gases into our air and
water, leaving everyone else to deal
with the consequences of their pollu-
tion.

They loudly defend a world where
giant oil companies suck down billions
of dollars in subsidies every year, while
the green energy industries of the fu-
ture fight for every scrap of support.
They quietly work to tilt the playing
field against the technologies of the fu-
ture so that clean energy entre-
preneurs and innovators have a harder
time succeeding, while dirty energy
companies keep raking in the profits.

Climate change is real. More than 120
million Americans live in counties that
border the shoreline and a rising sea
that threatens their homes and their
communities. Millions more live in the
path of wildfires or will be caught in
the drought that will devastate our
land. But unlike big energy companies,
they do not have armies of lobbyists
and lawyers to protect their interests.
They see Washington ignore those
problems and they see a system that is
rigged against them. These millions of
Americans have only their voices, and
they call on us to fight for them, to
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