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the Senate advise and consent to the
nomination of Joseph P. Mohorovic, of
Illinois, to be a Commissioner of the
Consumer Product Safety Commission
for a term of seven years from October
27, 2012?
The nomination was confirmed.
VOTE ON MCKEON NOMINATION

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under
the previous order, the question is, Will
the Senate advise and consent to the
nomination of Brian P. McKeon, of
New York, to be a Principal Deputy
Under Secretary of Defense?

The nomination was confirmed.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under
the previous order, the motions to re-
consider are considered made and laid
upon the table, and the President will
be immediately notified of the Senate’s
action.

Mr. REID. Mr. President, did we vote
on the Kaye nomination twice?

The PRESIDING OFFICER. We did
vote on the Kaye nomination twice.

———

LEGISLATIVE SESSION

BRING JOBS HOME ACT

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under
the previous order, the Senate will pro-
ceed to legislative session and resume
consideration of S. 2569, which the
clerk will report.

The bill clerk read as follows:

A bill (S. 2569) to provide an incentive for
businesses to bring jobs back to America.

AMENDMENT NO. 3693

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

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
clerk will report the amendment.

The bill clerk read as follows:

The Senator from Nevada [Mr. REID] pro-
poses an amendment numbered 3693.

The amendment is as follows:

At the end, add the following:

This Act shall become effective 1 day after
enactment.

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

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there a
sufficient second?

There is a sufficient second.

The yeas and nays were ordered.

AMENDMENT NO. 3694 TO AMENDMENT NO. 3693

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

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
clerk will report the amendment.

The bill clerk read as follows:

The Senator from Nevada [Mr. REID] pro-
poses an amendment numbered 3694 to
amendment No. 3693.

The amendment is as follows:

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

MOTION TO COMMIT WITH AMENDMENT NO. 3695

Mr. REID. Mr. President, I have a
motion to commit S. 25669, with instruc-
tions, which is at the desk.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
clerk will report the motion.

The bill clerk read as follows:

The Senator from Nevada [Mr. REID] moves
to commit the bill to the Committee on Fi-

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — SENATE

nance with instructions to report back forth-
with with the following amendment num-
bered 3695.

The amendment is as follows:

At the end, add the following:

This Act shall become effective 3 days
after enactment.

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

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there a
sufficient second?

There is a sufficient second.

The yeas and nays were ordered.

AMENDMENT NO. 3696

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

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
clerk will report the amendment.

The bill clerk read as follows:

The Senator from Nevada [Mr. REID] pro-
poses an amendment numbered 3696 to the
instructions of the motion to commit.

The amendment is as follows:

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

Mr. REID. Mr. President, I ask for
the yeas and nays.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there a
sufficient second?

There is a sufficient second.

The yeas and nays were ordered.

AMENDMENT NO. 3697 TO AMENDMENT NO. 3696

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

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
clerk will report the amendment.

The bill clerk read as follows:

The Senator from Nevada [Mr. REID] pro-
poses an amendment numbered 3697 to
amendment No. 3696.

The amendment is as follows:

In the amendment, strike ‘“4” and insert
g

CLOTURE MOTION

Mr. REID. Mr. President, I have a
cloture motion which has been filed
and ask that the Chair have it re-
ported.

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

The bill 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. 2569, a bill to
provide an incentive for businesses to bring
jobs back to America.

Harry Reid, John E. Walsh, Debbie Sta-
benow, Benjamin L. Cardin, Barbara
Boxer, Patrick J. Leahy, Kay R.
Hagan, Sheldon Whitehouse, Jack
Reed, Christopher A. Coons, Robert P.
Casey, Jr., Bill Nelson, John D. Rocke-
feller IV, Barbara A. Mikulski, Jeff
Merkley, Mazie K. Hirono, Tom Har-
kin.

Mr. REID. Mr. President, I ask unan-
imous consent that the mandatory
quorum required under rule XXII be
waived.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there
objection?

Without objection, it is so ordered.
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MAKING EMERGENCY SUPPLE-
MENTAL APPROPRIATIONS FOR
THE FISCAL YEAR ENDING SEP-
TEMBER 30, 2014—MOTION TO
PROCEED

Mr. REID. Mr. President, I now move
to proceed to Calendar No. 488.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
clerk will report the motion.

The bill clerk read as follows:

Motion to proceed to Calendar No. 488, S.
2648, a bill making emergency supplemental
appropriations for the fiscal year ending
September 30, 2014, and for other purposes.

CLOTURE MOTION

Mr. REID. Mr. President, 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 bill 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. 488, S. 2648, a bill
making emergency supplemental appropria-
tions for the fiscal year ending September 30,
2014, and for other purposes.

Harry Reid, Barbara A. Mikulski, Ben-
jamin L. Cardin, Barbara Boxer, Pat-
rick J. Leahy, Sheldon Whitehouse,
Jack Reed, Christopher A. Coons, Jeff
Merkley, Debbie Stabenow, Robert P.
Casey, Jr., Bill Nelson, John D. Rocke-
feller IV, Mazie K. Hirono, Tom Har-
kin, Bernard Sanders, Richard
Blumenthal.

Mr. REID. I ask unanimous consent
that the mandatory quorum under rule
XXII be waived.

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

The Senator from Minnesota.

UNANIMOUS CONSENT REQUEST—S. RES. 524

Ms. KLOBUCHAR. Mr. President, I
rise in support of a simple and
straightforward resolution cosponsored
by 20 of our colleagues that would sim-
ply express the sense of the Senate
that climate change is occurring and
that it will continue to pose ongoing
risks and challenges to our citizens and
to our country. That is all it says. We
know we have a problem. We don’t pre-
tend to give every solution in this reso-
lution; it simply gives us the point of
saying we have a problem.

I am pleased to be joined by two lead-
ers on this issue, Senator SHELDON
WHITEHOUSE as well as Chairman BAR-
BARA BOXER, the chair of the Environ-
ment and Public Works Committee.

We have an obligation to our con-
stituents and to this country to ad-
dress global climate change. We must
tackle the challenge head-on. This is
an issue facing all Americans—from
farmers struggling with extreme
weather from drought, to floods in sea-
side communities threatened by rising
waters, to habitat changes that are im-
pacting our hunting, fishing, and out-
door economy, to businesses trying to
mitigate the financial risks posed by
the effects of climate change.

It is clear climate change poses a
grave threat to food security, the envi-
ronment, and our national security, as
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well as to our businesses. Yet achieving
a commitment to at least admit this
problem is going on in the Senate has
fallen short. That is the point of our di-
rect resolution that simply states the
facts—the science—about climate
change and the impact it is having on
our country.

The resolution draws from the 2014
National Climate Assessment which
was drafted by 300 climate experts and
extensively reviewed by a 60-member
advisory committee and the National
Academy of Sciences. The National Cli-
mate Assessment states the science
very simply. The most recent decade
was the Nation’s warmest on record
and U.S. temperatures are expected to
continue to rise. The Department of
Defense of this country, of the United
States of America, our own Depart-
ment of Defense 2014 Quadrennial De-
fense Review reiterates climate change
has a destabilizing effect, stating: ““The
pressures caused by climate change
will influence resource competition
while placing additional burdens on
economies, societies, and governance
institutions around the world.”” And
the Defense Science Board report con-
cluded: ‘‘Climate change will only grow
in concern for the United States and
its security interests.”

All the resolution says is that it is
the sense of the Senate that global cli-
mate change is occurring and will con-
tinue to cause ongoing risks and chal-
lenges to the people and the Govern-
ment of the United States.

We know the costs. The 2012 drought
was the worst drought since 1956 and
caused over $30 billion in damage na-
tionwide. The current drought in the
Western and Southwestern States is es-
timated to cost billions and it remains
ongoing. Last week there was a news-
paper map showing that about 34 per-
cent of the contiguous United States
was in at least a moderate drought as
of July 22. Those are the numbers.
Those are the facts.

We have seen heavy downpours in-
creasing nationally. We have seen hur-
ricanes increasing in intensity. If we
continue on our current path, by the
year 2050, between $66 billion and $106
billion worth of existing coastal prop-
erties will likely be below sea level na-
tionwide, and $238 billion to $507 billion
worth of property will be below sea
level by the year 2100.

So what are we hearing from the
business community? We have conserv-
ative businesspeople such as former
U.S. Secretary of the Treasury under
George Bush, Hank Paulson, speaking
out. He, along with former New York
mayor Michael Bloomberg and eight
other prominent business and policy
leaders, recently released the first
comprehensive assessment of the eco-
nomic risks our Nation faces from the
changing climate, including increased
coastal storm damage, reduced produc-
tivity in some areas of the United
States because they have become too
hot for outdoor work, strained energy
networks, and expanding public health
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impacts. This report represents an im-
portant first step toward a true ac-
counting of the risks of climate change
so the American business community
can begin to work toward effective cli-
mate risk management.

Just this past Thursday, former Clin-
ton Treasury Secretary and cochair of
the Foreign Relations Council Bob
Rubin wrote an article in the Wash-
ington Post advocating that although
it is clear that the U.S. economy faces
enormous risks from unmitigated cli-
mate change, policy and business lead-
ers are not taking into account the
cost of inaction, which means decisions
are being made based on the broad pic-
ture posed by climate change on our
economy.

So now we have scientists, business
leaders, church groups, and outdoor
groups all out in front of this issue. In
fact, a recent poll found that 63 percent
of Americans believe this is occurring.
Sixty-three percent of Americans be-
lieve it is occurring. Yet where is the
Senate? Where are we?

We have an opportunity today, to
pass this simple resolution saying it is
the sense of the Senate that global cli-
mate change is occurring and will con-
tinue to pose ongoing challenges to the
people and the Government of the
United States.

It should not be that hard for this
Congress to simply say that. Think of
what the Senate has done in the past.
When we saw what was going on in
South Africa, it was the Senate that
overcame a Presidential veto to ap-
prove the Comprehensive Anti-Apart-
heid Act. It was the Senate that took
the lead on civil rights legislation. It
was the Senate that was willing to put
partisan issues aside and take on the
Watergate hearings. It was the Senate
that took on consumer issues. It was
the Senate that passed the Clean Air
Act approved by 43 Democrats and 30
Republicans.

We just have to take one step today;
that is, to simply tell the world we
know there is a problem. We are not
here trying to give all the solutions.
We know colleagues disagree with this
in terms of what we should do, depend-
ing on where they are from or what
States they represent. But to even
start having those discussions, we have
to admit there is a problem.

I urge my colleagues to support this
simple, straightforward resolution. I
urge them to support it because it is so
important to our country.

I ask unanimous consent that the
Senate proceed to the consideration of
S. Res. 524, expressing the sense of the
Senate regarding global climate
change which was submitted earlier
today; that the resolution be agreed to,
the preamble be agreed to, and the mo-
tions to reconsider be laid upon the
table, with no intervening action or de-
bate.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there
objection?

Mr. INHOFE. I reserve the right to
object.
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Oklahoma.

Mr. INHOFE. Mr. President, I have to
say this. The resolution by Senator
KLOBUCHAR clearly demonstrates the
vast political influence of the Presi-
dent’s global warming advocates and
what they have been doing over time.

This is not new. This started in this
Chamber—let’s see, 15 years ago—at
the time the Clinton-Gore effort took
place in South America and they
signed on to the treaty down there. Of
course, it never came up to be ratified.

This resolution cites 13 different gov-
ernment agencies that are colluding to-
gether to merge their policies to pro-
mote global warming, which under-
scores how effective the environmental
activists such as Tom Steyer have been
at getting their agenda into the Obama
administration.

While some Democrats may be con-
vinced global warming is continuing to
occur, the scientific record does not
agree. In fact, for the past 15 years
temperatures across the globe have not
increased. Let’s think about that. Is
anyone listening here? Temperatures
have not increased over the last 15
years. This isn’t just—a major maga-
zine had an article on it, “The Econo-
mist” did, and even the scientists at
the IPCC.

Let’s keep in mind that the whole
thing was started by the United Na-
tions. They started this group called
the IPCC—the Intergovernmental
Panel on Climate Change—and they
have been promoting it ever since.
Even the IPCC says we have had no
warming for the last 15 years. Senator
WICKER from Mississippi, at a hearing
last week, pointed out that some 31,000
American scientists, 9,000 of whom
have Ph.D.s, have signed a petition
noting there is a lack of scientific evi-
dence that greenhouse gases are caus-
ing global warming.

Looking at the political side of
things, the Senate has been debating
this issue for nearly 15 years. I can re-
member standing right here at this po-
dium, the first bill that came down was
the McCain-Lieberman bill. It was to
legislatively do a cap-and-trade bill. It
would have set up an economywide cap-
and-trade program. It failed by a vote
of 43 to 55. This is in the Senate. A
short while after that they had another
bill, which was in 2005, and it failed by
a larger margin. In 2008, the Warner-
Lieberman bill came up. It failed also.
Each time it fails, it fails by a larger
plurality, which leads me to question
how people can possibly say the major-
ity in this Senate has an interest in
this legislation because they fail every
time. The last time the bill was consid-
ered in Congress was in 2009. That was
the Waxman-Markey bill. It passed the
House but never got a vote in the Sen-
ate because they knew it was going to
fail.

One might ask, Why is that? What
changed from the time the polling
showed Americans were interested in
this issue? I will tell my colleagues
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when it was. I happened to be at that
time chairman of the air subcommittee
of the Environment and Public Works
Committee. They had at that time a
study that came out. It was by the sci-
entists from the Wharton School of Ec-
onomics talking about what the cost
would be if we were to pass cap and
trade. That figure was between $300 bil-
lion and $400 billion a year. Let’s keep
in mind that would constitute the larg-
est tax increase in the history of Amer-
ica.

It is not as if it is just one group.
MIT, Massachusetts Institute of Tech-
nology, came out and agreed with
those figures. They said $300 billion to
$400 billion. Then Charles Rivers came
out and said the same thing, about $300
billion to $400 billion a year.

Since that time there has been a
wake-up call for the American people. I
don’t know what my good friend from
Minnesota—maybe she will elaborate a
little bit on these polls. But I can re-
member back when the Gallup polls
used to say, some 15 years ago, that
global warming was either the first or
the second major concern people had. A
Gallup poll that came out just 2 weeks
ago said it was No. 14 out of 15. In other
words, they said: Name the 15 greatest
concerns we have, and No. 14 out of 15
was global warming.

The Pew Research Center came out
just the other day saying that 53 per-
cent of Americans who believe in glob-
al warming—these are the ones who
truly believe the globe is warming and
we are all going to die—when they
asked about the cause of global warm-
ing, either they said they don’t believe
there is enough evidence to blame
manmade gases—that is anthropogenic
gases—or they believe it is caused by
natural variation.

This probably explains why it has
been difficult for Tom Steyer to re-
engender a lot of interest in this issue.
He has committed to raising $100 mil-
lion. He promised to help Democrats
win elections this fall. He put $50 mil-
lion of his own money—this is Tom
Steyer talking; he admits he is doing
this—and he is going to raise the other
$50 million. We found out from an arti-
cle in Politico 2 weeks ago that the
most he has been able to raise of the
second $50 million is $1.2 million from
outside donors so far. Maybe over the
weekend he had a good weekend; I
don’t know. That is a possibility.

What we should be doing is learning
from the international community.
Just last week Australia repealed its
much hated carbon tax—the same
thing that is being promoted right
now. Either cap and trade or a tax on
carbon is what they passed in Aus-
tralia, and they did it overwhelmingly.
Then they realized the real cost. Tony
Abbott, the Prime Minister, should be
heralded as a hero for his courageous
leadership to help the poor and those
on fixed incomes who suffer when en-
ergy prices needlessly rise.

Upon passage of the bill to repeal the
tax, he told the Australian people—this
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is his quote; listen very carefully:
“Today the tax that you voted to get
rid of is finally gone. A useless destruc-
tive tax which damaged jobs, which
hurt families’ cost of living and which
didn’t actually help the environment is
finally gone.” He is talking about the
tax they passed in the country of Aus-
tralia and just recently rescinded that.

By the way, there is a guy, Senator
Cory Bernardi, who came out—I hap-
pened to see him 3 or 4 days ago in
Washington. He was here. He was one
of the senators who actually had pro-
moted this to start with and then
changed his mind and realized this is
something that is worth repealing. And
they did it.

So the Australian people are thank-
ing their Prime Minister. I believe we
will be able to protect the American
people from the senseless global warm-
ing policies here in the United States.
It is something they have tried for 15
years here. Every time they stand up
and say, oh, the science is settled, the
science is settled, then we come up
with more groups. I can remember the
first time they said the science is set-
tled. That was 12 years ago. Look at
my Web site. I named a handful of sci-
entists who had been intimidated by
the TIPCC—that is the United Nations—
into saying: Yes, we want you to par-
ticipate. But to do this, you have to be-
lieve this stuff on global warming. Of
course, it did not happen.

So we started listing, and we got sev-
eral hundred, then several thousand
scientists who we still have on the Web
site. You can access it. So it is not just
recently that scientists have changed
their mind on this, because they start-
ed a long time ago. By the way, I know
this is a fine person, Tom Steyer, and
we are reading from Politico. Later on
he made the statement:

It is true that we expect to be heavily in-
volved in the mid-term elections. We are
looking at a bunch of races. My guess is that
we will end up involved in eight or more
races.

This is a guy talking about what he
is going to do with $100 million. So it is
something that is not going to happen.
It sounds real good, standing up and
talking about the world coming to an
end, but that was not sellable back in
2003 when they had the first bill. It is
not sellable today.

It always bothers me when we have a
President who tries his best to get
things done legislatively, and then can-
not do it that way so he is trying to do
it through regulations. So having said
all of that, I object.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objec-
tion is heard.

The Senator from Rhode Island.

Mr. WHITEHOUSE. Mr. President, I
appreciate very much having had the
opportunity to hear those words from
what I can only describe as an alter-
nate reality from the one I inhabit, any
way. First, let me say the very first
paragraph of the resolution is this:
Whereas, the 2014 National Climate As-
sessment stated the most recent decade
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was the Nation’s warmest on record—
U.S. Temperatures are expected to con-
tinue to rise.

There is some evidence that certain
temperatures have been flat for a few
years—atmospheric temperatures.
What that 1little rhetorical device
omits to consider is two things: One, 93
percent of the heat that comes onto
the Earth from global warming goes
into the oceans. Maybe 3 or 4 percent
actually goes into the atmosphere—93
to 3. So if there is any change in the
ocean, which regulates the tempera-
ture of the Earth, then it is going to
have a pronounced effect on atmos-
pheric temperature. And the ocean con-
tinues to warm.

People will say: No, the Earth
stopped warming. It has not warmed
for 12 or 15 years—whatever they say.
No, if you actually look at it, the
oceans are continuing to warm. There
has been this step in atmospheric tem-
perature at a certain level. The other
thing that gets left out when our
friends say that is this is not the first
step. If you look at the history of how
this got to be the hottest decade on
record, over and over you can look at
the graphs and you see these steps. To
pretend that each step is the last one
runs completely against the science. So
to say we have no warming is just not
factual. To say that the government—
he wused the word colluding—is
colluding together, that is a fairly
tough word to use. Let me tell you
some of the government agencies that
are so-called colluding together and be-
lieve climate change is real and carbon
pollution is causing it.

How about NASA? We trust them to
send our astronauts into space. We
trust them to deliver a rover the size of
an SUV to the surface of Mars safely
and drive it around, sending data and
pictures back from Mars to us. You
think these people know what they are
talking about?

We trust NOAA with our weather pre-
dicting. That is what they tell us. No-
body is saying they are incompetent at
weather predicting. Do not listen when
people are warning you about storms.
But somehow when they talk about cli-
mate change, that is colluding.

How about the U.S. Navy? The Com-
mander in Chief of our Pacific Com-
mand, Admiral Locklear, has said the
No. 1 threat we face in the Pacific the-
atre comes from climate change. Is he
colluding when he says that? This is a
career Navy man whom the people of
America have trusted with the security
of our Pacific theater. It is exactly
consistent with what the Department
of Defense Quadrennial Defense Review
said both last time—4 years ago—and
most recently.

If you want to ignore the Federal
Government, if you live in a world in
which you think the Federal Govern-
ment colludes with itself to make up
things that are not true—OK, but look
at the property casualty insurance and
reinsurance industry. They are the peo-
ple with the biggest bet on this. They
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have billions of dollars riding on get-
ting it right. They say climate change
is real. Carbon pollution is causing it.
We have to do something about it.

So does the U.S. Conference of Catho-
lic Bishops, because they care about
the poor and the effect this will have
on the people who have the least. So
does every major U.S. scientific soci-
ety—every single one. So you can take
a poll or a petition and say it has 30,000
names on it. I am told that among the
names on that petition are the Spice
Girls and people from MASH such as
Dr. Frank Burns. It is almost a
comedic effort.

When you say there are 9,000 who
have degrees, that is—what—.00003 per-
cent of our population of 300 million?
Maybe I got a zero wrong there. The
idea that you cannot find 9,000 people
who think the Earth is flat is a bit of
a stretch. The idea that we should base
our policies on a petition that imagi-
nary people are on rather than on what
NASA, NOAA, the U.S. Navy, the U.S.
Conference of Catholic Bishops, every
major scientific society, and the entire
property casualty insurance and rein-
surance industry are telling us is just
extraordinary.

If you want to go into the private
sector, you have to look no further
than Coke and Pepsi. Look no further
than Walmart. Look no further than
Mars. You can go over there to the
candy drawer and you can get wonder-
ful Mars products. It is a huge com-
pany. They are going carbon neutral.
They are desperately concerned about
climate change. Look at Nike, look at
Google, look at Apple—American com-
pany after American company.

The only place, other than, of course,
the 9,000 people who joined the Spice
Girls and MAJ Frank Burns on this pe-
tition, where denial is anything cred-
ible any longer is here in Congress
where the money from the fossil fuel
industry still has such a pernicious ef-
fect. But even among the Repub-
licans—I will close by saying this and
yield to my distinguished chairman.
Even among the Republicans, they are
losing their young voters on this issue.
People know better. You poll Repub-
licans who are under the age of 35 and
a majority of them will say that some-
body who believes in climate denial is
ignorant, out of touch or crazy. That is
what the young Republicans think
about that position. So time is on our
side. The day will come when the Sen-
ate can face the fact that climate
change is real. I want to thank Senator
KLOBUCHAR and salute her effort to
bring such a noncontroversial propo-
sition to the floor in the form of a reso-
lution—such a noncontroversial and
factual proposition. It is a measure of
our times and a measure of this body
and a measure of the influence on it
that it was not adopted by unanimous
consent but was objected to by the Re-
publicans.

I yield the floor.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from California.
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Mrs. BOXER. Mr. President, I thank
Senator KLOBUCHAR from the bottom of
my heart for writing such a sensible
resolution. People who do not know
AMY KLOBUCHAR, as I know her, may
not know that she is terrific at bring-
ing both sides together. She does it
every day of the week. I could list all
of the issues, but I will not take the
time to do that. The record speaks for
itself.

But on this one, on this simple state-
ment of fact, our Republican friends
will not even let that go. This is amaz-
ing. This is not a document that says
this is how we should fix climate
change or this is how we should address
it. She does not get into that. She
stays away from that because there are
legitimate differences.

Some people say: Let’s keep on mak-
ing more electric cars. Some people
say: Let’s focus on energy efficiency in
our homes. Some people say: Shut
down the old coal powerplants. It is
dangerous to breathe that air. They are
adding to the problem.

She does not get into that. All she
does in this beautifully elegant and
simple resolution is state the facts.
First, the resolution acknowledges
that the National Climate Assessment
report, which is congressionally re-
quired—the Congress set it up—states
that serious impacts are happening all
around us. That report was drafted by
more than 300 experts. Guess what it
shows? This is what she points out.
There are more frequent heat waves,
wildfires, and droughts. Coming from
California, I can tell you, we are in a
terrible fire season. We go to bed at
night not knowing what we are going
to hear in the morning when we wake
up about the raging wildfires in our
great State.

We see them in all of our neighboring
States as well, whether it is Wash-
ington, or Oregon or Arizona. The least
we can do is acknowledge we have more
frequent fires, that we have a terrible
drought in the West, and that this is a
fact in evidence. It is not a fact not in
evidence.

Second, the resolution acknowledges
that our top military leaders at the
Pentagon have concluded the impacts
of climate change are a growing con-
cern. Sometimes when the military
makes a statement it is hard to under-
stand it. This one is really clear. Do
you know what they say? They say
that climate change is moving from a
threat multiplier to a catalyst for con-
flict. Let me say that again. They used
to think it was a threat multiplier. So
if there was a problem, say, in Syria,
where there is a horrific drought—and
some people think that whole conflict
has a lot of roots in that drought—
where it used to be a multiplier, now
they are saying it could actually be the
reason why there are conflicts.

Now, I cannot believe my Republican
friends would cast away the words of
our military leaders and stand up here
and object to this resolution. All it
says is: Climate change is happening.
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These are the people who say it is hap-
pening. It is a risk to the American
people if we do not address it.

Now, I will close with this. In our
committee Senator WHITEHOUSE had an
incredible hearing he organized. It was
amazing. I sat through the entire hear-
ing. He invited four former Republican
EPA Administrators who served under
the last four Republican Presidents:
Richard Nixon, Ronald Reagan, George
Herbert Walker Bush, and George W.
Bush. Now, listen to this. Richard
Nixon, Ronald Reagan, George Herbert
Walker Bush, and George W. Bush—all
of these former administrators said:
Climate change requires action now,
and it should not be a partisan issue. I
ask rhetorically: When did the environ-
ment become a partisan issue? When I
first got into politics—it was a while
ago—but it was completely bipartisan.

We addressed this issue together be-
cause the health of the American peo-
ple, the ability to go to work and
breathe clean air and not have an asth-
ma attack or a heart attack, the desire
to make sure our kids are swimming in
safe, clean water and drinking clean
water. This wasn’t partisan.

The latest thing we know—and this is
critical to put in the RECORD at this
time—is that when we clean up dirty,
filthy carbon pollution, we also make
sure the air is cleaner to breathe. This
is critical. That is why the administra-
tion’s plan is going to lead to healthier
communities. We can’t afford to sit
around here debating whether climate
change is real. We can’t afford that.

All we wanted to say in this resolu-
tion and all Senator KLOBUCHAR says is
that climate change is happening. The
experts are telling us. The peer review
scientists are telling us. The military
is telling us. Everybody is telling us.

Yes, as Senator WHITEHOUSE said,
there is a small group of people—there
always has been and there always will
be—but we didn’t wait before we pro-
tected our people from tobacco smoke
because 10 percent of the scientists
said: No, no, no, it doesn’t cause can-
cer.

I would love to be able to bring back
the lives of those lost when the tobacco
companies put their dirty money all
around the Capitol and stopped us from
acting.

I am proud to stand with my friends.

When history is written—trust me on
this one—they are going to look at us
and say: What did they do? What did
they do to step to the plate?

President Obama did, and we are pro-
tecting his rules here. But we have a
job to do. It all starts with acknowl-
edging that there is a problem. If you
don’t acknowledge that there is a prob-
lem, you will never fix it.

I thank my friend Senator KLO-
BUCHAR for her leadership, and I hope
she will not be deterred because I want
to be back on this floor with her, Sen-
ator WHITEHOUSE, and others as many
times as she is willing to put this for-
ward because it is that important.

I yield the floor.
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Ms. KLOBUCHAR. I thank Senator
BOXER.

We now have 21 cosponsors. We are
adding daily. We have cosponsors, of
course, from coastal States. States
such as Hawaii and Maine see the effect
of the water all around them. Inde-
pendent Senator ANGUS KING is a co-
sponsor of this resolution. We have Col-
orado, with Senator UDALL and Sen-
ator BENNET, who are cosponsors, who
understand the risk of wildfire and
what they see in their State with cli-
mate change. We have States in the
Midwest, such as Iowa, with Senator
HARKIN; Michigan, with Senator STA-
BENOW, the chair of the Agriculture
Committee. They understand what
drought means to farmers.

This is not just a coastal problem;
this is a problem across the United
States as we are seeing the disruptions
of climate change.

I ask unanimous consent to have
printed in the RECORD a link to a June
14 report called ‘‘Risky Business, The
Economic Risks of Climate Change in
the United States.”

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

http://riskybusiness.org/uploads/files/Risk
Business Report WEB 7 22 14.pdf

Ms. KLOBUCHAR. I wanted to follow
up on the good words not only of Sen-
ator BOXER but my good friend Senator
WHITEHOUSE, as he took on some of the
words we were hearing from our col-
league from Oklahoma, Senator
INHOFE, as he talked about collusion of
the people in this area—collusion. I
guess he meant with the President of
the United States.

I looked at some of the names on this
report—Hank Paulson, former TU.S.
Secretary of the Treasury under
George Bush. I am trying to imagine
him colluding with President Obama,
and I just can’t picture it right now.

Gregory Page is someone I know, the
former head of Cargill, the CEO of
Cargill, a multinational company—the
biggest company in the United States—
based in Minnesota. The executive
chairman of Cargill is a part of this re-
port warning the business community,
looking at what the risks are to the
business community. I can tell you he
is not colluding with the President of
the United States.

Olympia Snowe—talk about an inde-
pendent—the former Senator from the
State of Maine, is part of this group
issuing this report. She is not colluding
with the President of the TUnited
States.

As Senator WHITEHOUSE pointed out,
all of these military branches and peo-
ple from the branches of our military
who look at this as a security risk are
looking at this and literally following
the oath. They are doing what they are
supposed to do—their duty, their duty
to protect our country—and they see
this as a threat to national security, to
the United States, a threat to our
standing in the world and to the scarce
resources we are seeing with water not
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only in the United States but all across
the world—a threat.

This is not collusion. This is science.
These are facts. In my State we em-
brace science. We brought the world ev-
erything from the pacemaker to the
Post-it note. We are the home of the
Mayo Clinic. We believe in science.

What this resolution does is it simply
states the science, drafted by over 300
authors, the 2014 National Climate As-
sessment, extensively reviewed by the
National Academy of Sciences, with
support, with the facts.

From the Department of Defense, the
2014 Quadrennial Defense Review of the
Department of Defense states that ‘‘the
pressures caused by climate change
will influence resource competition
while placing additional burdens on
economies, societies, and governance
institutions around the world.”

All this says is let’s get the facts
straight. It is a sense of the Senate
that global climate change is occurring
and will continue to pose ongoing risks
and challenges to the people and the
government of the United States. That
is all it says.

We are going to have major debate on
how to solve this problem. That debate
is going on right now. But unless we
can at least get a vote and some sup-
port in the Senate for this problem
that is happening, when 63 percent of
Americans know it is happening, we
look silly. The people are in front of us
again. The businesses are in front of us.
The church groups are in front of us.
The scientists are in front of us. The
hunting groups in my State are in
front of us. It is time that we acknowl-
edge we have a problem and then move
on to fix it.

As Senator BOXER posed at the end of
her remarks, yes, we will be back. I am
someone who likes to get things done,
and I believe the first thing we need to
do is to get an agreement here on the
fact that we have a problem. Once we
have done that, we can move on and
work on those solutions.

Senator WHITEHOUSE has been a lead-
er in the Senate, has been to those
coastal communities not only in Rhode
Island but up and down the coast look-
ing at that damage, seeing what is hap-
pening in Virginia, and seeing what is
happening in Florida.

I yield for the Senator from Rhode Is-
land for closing remarks.

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

Mr. WHITEHOUSE. I thank Senator
KLOBUCHAR. It has been a Dpleasure
working with the Senator.

This was an important step today. It
was the most benign, factual, non-
controversial statement of virtually
undisputed facts that one could imag-
ine. Yet, here of all places it was un-
able to achieve consent.

Let me close by mentioning that this
is not something that happens off in
some other place; it is happening right
in our homes.

In Rhode Island, the tide gauge at
Naval Station Newport is up 10 inches
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since the 1930s. We have had big storms
before. We have had big hurricanes be-
fore. They do a lot of damage to our
State, adding 10 inches of more ocean
to our shores. That is serious for my
State. That is deadly serious for my
State. You can’t argue with a tide
gauge. It is not complicated; it is a
measurement.

We can look at the experience of
Rhode Island fishermen who are haul-
ing up fish such as tarpon and grouper.
Fishermen have told me they started
fishing on their granddad’s boat and
they finished on their dad’s boat and in
their lives they never saw these fish.
But because of the warming seas 1
talked about earlier, these tropical fish
are coming up into Rhode Island
waters. When the seas warm, they get
bigger. It is called the law of thermal
expansion. It is not a law we passed; it
is a law of God’s Earth. To deny that is
to deny the fundamental premises of
this planet.

If you think the Rhode Island gauge
is weird, go down to Fort Pulaski, GA,
where I went on my tour of the south-
ern coast. Tides are up there as well,
same thing. The ocean is warming, the
seas are rising, and it creates much
more risk for our coastal communities.

You can go as far away from Rhode
Island as you like. You can go to Utah;
how about that. The Park City Founda-
tion, which represents the skiing com-
munity—a lot of people go to Utah to
ski—says climate change is serious,
carbon pollution is causing it, and we
are going to lose a lot of business be-
cause we are not going to have as much
snow. It is going to shorten our season
and make life much more difficult.

It is the same in New Hampshire,
back on our coast. I went up to New
Hampshire a little while ago and met
with the ski industry. They are seeing
much more need to make snow because
they are not getting the snow they
used to. If you want to go cross-coun-
try skiing or if you want to go on a ski
mobile tour, they can’t make snow on
those trails, so they are getting clob-
bered.

What is really getting clobbered from
the lack of snow is that iconic New
Hampshire animal—the moose. Evi-
dently, the way ticks breed, snow Kkills
them off, and when the moose are
walking around on snow they are pro-
tected from ticks, but when the snow is
not there the ticks come at them.

I was told in New Hampshire about
young moose calves that had not 1 tick
on them, not 100 ticks on them, not
1,000 ticks on them—10,000 ticks on
them. Adult moose have been found
with 100,000 ticks on them. They are
sucking so much blood out of these ani-
mals that they can’t come up, they
sicken, and they die. That is from the
New Hampshire scientists, including
people at the University of New Hamp-
shire, State universities.

Utah Senators can deny this is real
and refuse to talk about it, but Utah
State universities both have climate
change programs, and they both have
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people studying climate change. How
can their State universities have pro-
grams and people studying climate
change in their home States and then
they come to Washington and pretend
it is not real? It doesn’t make any
sense.

How can a New Hampshire Senator
not come here and admit it is real
when the University of New Hampshire
is so active in all of this?

Florida—I will stop with Florida be-
cause Florida is probably the worst of
all. Florida is getting hugely hurt by
sea level rise. One of our great cities
floods at high tide in Florida.

I went down on my visit, and I
stopped at the Army Corps of Engi-
neers. People may think that the Army
Corps of Engineers is some liberal orga-
nization colluding with somebody to do
improper stuff and that they can’t be
trusted, but that is not the way people
behave around here on any other sub-
ject. When the Army Corps wants to
build lakes or dam rivers or build lev-
ees or anything else, we have 100 per-
cent confidence in them. We have con-
fidence in the Army Corps of Engi-
neers. So you have to take with a grain
of salt some of this skepticism about
the Army Corps of Engineers.

The Army Corps of Engineers expert
in Florida says that as the sea level
rises it shoves saltwater by pressure
into the limestone southern Florida is
made of. You can actually measure the
infiltration of saltwater into what used
to be freshwater wells, and the line
moves back from the coast as the sea
level rises and creates hydraulic pres-
sure. As they try to create counter-
hydraulic pressure, which they do with
freshwater to push back in this hard
limestone sponge, they raise the water
level for freshwater. They said Florida
is in a box. There is no way out. It is
either going to flood with sea level or
flood with freshwater. There is no way
out. This is the Army Corps of Engi-
neers expert in Jacksonville, FL. Why
won’t our colleague from Florida listen
to the Army Corps of Engineers expert
from his own State?

We have to get through this, and we
will, but it is going take pressure, it is
going to take leadership, and it is
going to take the kind of leadership
Senator KLOBUCHAR showed this
evening on the floor. I am immensely
grateful to her.

I yield the floor.

Ms. KLOBUCHAR. I suggest the ab-
sence of a quorum.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
clerk will call the roll.

The assistant bill clerk proceeded 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.

MORNING BUSINESS

Mr. REID. Mr. President, I ask unan-
imous consent that the Senate proceed
to a period of morning business, with
Senators allowed to speak for up to 10
minutes each.
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, it is so ordered.

RECOGNIZING JULIA ALVAREZ

Mr. LEAHY. Mr. President, today, at
a ceremony at the White House, Presi-
dent Obama awarded the National
Medal of Arts to a distinguished author
who calls the Green Mountains of
Vermont home: Julia Alvarez.

Born in the United States but raised
in the Dominican Republic, Julia Alva-
rez grew up under the brutal dictator-
ship of Rafael Trujillo. Fearing for
their lives after her father became in-
volved in the revolution to overthrow
Trujillo, Ms. Alvarez and her family
fled to the United States. Just months
later, three of the leaders of that un-
derground movement—Patria Mirabal
Reyes, Minerva Mirabel Reyes, and
Maria Mirabal Reyes—were brutally
murdered. It was this series of events
that compelled Ms. Alvarez to author,
“In the Time of the Butterflies.”” The
fiction novel based on real-life events
is a story incorporated into the cur-
riculum of schools around the world,
including many Vermont schools. Ms.
Alvarez’s novel explains the complex-
ities of family and cultural divide,
while celebrating strength in the face
of oppression.

Julia Alvarez has been a trailblazer
in Latino literature. When Julia start-
ed writing, Latino literature was only
considered an “‘ethnic  interest.”
Today, her work is well known in
America and around the world, thanks
to her passion and creativity.

Ms. Alvarez first came to Vermont as
a student at Middlebury College. She
graduated with a bachelor of arts,
summa cum laude. Years later, she has
returned to Middlebury College as the
author-in-residence. She continues to
mentor students and gives back to the
institution that nurtured her soul as a
writer.

Julia has now spent more time in
Vermont than anywhere else in the
world, and she calls our great State
““the mother of [her] soul.” I can think
of no more fitting recipient of the Na-
tional Medal of Arts than Julia Alva-
rez. Vermonters are proud of the cour-
age that her works display, and the
passion with which she weaves her own
personal history into compelling nov-
els.

———

UNITED STATES-ISRAEL
STRATEGIC PARTNERSHIP ACT

Mr. GRASSLEY. Mr. President, last
year, I cosponsored the United States-
Israel Strategic Partnership Act of
2013. The sponsor of the bill is reintro-
ducing the bill with some modifica-
tions. While I am again cosponsoring
this new bill, I wanted to remind my
colleagues of my concerns related to
the visa waiver section of the bill. The
Visa Waiver Program is a benefit to
other countries, and they are allowed
to participate after meeting certain
conditions, which are laid out in stat-
ute. A section in the United States-
Israel Strategic Partnership Act pro-
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vides authority to the Secretary of
Homeland Security to waive the re-
quirements and allow Israel to partici-
pate in the program. Specifically,
under the legislation, Israel would not
have to abide by the low nonimmigrant
visa refusal rate standard. As I stated
previously, I am concerned about this
section of the bill because it sets a
precedent for other countries not to
have to abide by all the terms of the
program. Neither Congress or the exec-
utive branch should be making excep-
tions to the rules. I support the bill be-
cause it reaffirms the United States’
partnership with Israel, however, we
need to be cautious in relaxing the
rules regarding the Visa Waiver Pro-
gram.

———

BRING JOBS HOME ACT

Ms. MIKULSKI. Mr. President, I rise
in support of the Bring Jobs Home Act.

I am a blue-collar Senator. I grew up
in a blue-collar neighborhood in Balti-
more during World War II where my fa-
ther had a small neighborhood grocery
store.

We were the neighborhood of mom-
and-pop businesses and factories. We
made liberty ships. We put out turbo
steel to make the tanks. Glenn L. Mar-
tin made the seaplanes that helped win
the battle of the Pacific. We were in
the manufacturing business. But the
blue-collar Baltimore of World War II,
Korea, and Vietnam just isn’t what it
used to be.

In the last decade, 2.4 million Amer-
ican jobs were shipped overseas. Where
did those jobs go? Those jobs are on a
slow boat to China and a fast track to
Mexico. And why did they go?

In some cases, they went because of
tax breaks that rewarded corporations
for moving manufacturing overseas. It
is wrong to give companies incentives
to send jobs to other countries, espe-
cially when millions of Americans are
looking for work.

The current Tax Code is putting com-
panies that keep their business here,
hire their workers at home, pay their
share of taxes, and provide health care
to their employees, at a disadvantage.

We should be rewarding these compa-
nies with ‘“‘good guy’” tax breaks for
hiring and building their businesses
right here in the United States.

I have been on a jobs tour of Mary-
land. I visited bakeries, microbrew-
eries, and factories of small machine
tool companies. I visited Main Street,
small streets, and rural communities.

I talked with business owners and
their employees. These are ‘‘good guy’’
businesses. They work hard and play by
the rules. They have jobs right here in
the United States. They want to ex-
pand. They want to hire. They need a
government on their side and at their
side.

That is why I am a proud cosponsor
of the Bring Jobs Home Act. This bill
ends the loophole that gives companies
a tax break for sending jobs overseas.

The Bring Jobs Home Act tells com-
panies: If you want to export jobs out
of America, you can’t file a deduction
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