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One day I went up to MIKE ENZI and
I said: Well, how is it that you and Sen-
ator Kennedy, with such diametrically
opposing views on what the Congress
ought to do and how to solve these
problems, can actually work produc-
tively together?

Senator ENZI said: That is easy. It is
the 80-20 rule. The 80 percent we can
agree on, we do. The 20 percent we can-
not, we don’t; we put off for another
day.

That strikes me as eminently prac-
tical and a way for us to begin to get
back to work again.

When I talk about the easy stuff we
can do, I am referring to the bipartisan
majority that supports things such as
the Keystone XIL. Pipeline authoriza-
tion, increasing our natural gas ex-
ports not only for the job creation and
economic boost it gives us here in
America but also because it changes
the geopolitics of the world, where peo-
ple such as Vladimir Putin cannot put
a bootheel on the gas supply to Europe
or Ukraine and use that for their own
purposes.

I am confident we can find common-
sense safeguards from an overreaching
Federal bureaucracy. We can agree on
things such as improving workforce
training programs and do things that
make it much easier to launch new in-
frastructure and construction projects.
We can do things we should have done
last year or this year, such as reform-
ing our broken patent system to dis-
courage abusive and costly litigation.
We actually had a bipartisan bill in the
Judiciary Committee, but it did not
come to the floor because the majority
leader would not bring it up because
one of his constituencies simply ob-
jected to it. Well, no one should have a
trump card when it comes to good, bi-
partisan legislation, and they will not
next year. We will vote on patent re-
form.

Then there are things such as miti-
gating some of the burdens of
ObamaCare, restoring the 40-hour
workweek, and repealing the medical
device tax, and there is strong bipar-
tisan support for repealing that tax
which has driven medical device manu-
facturers and their jobs overseas. I
have constituents, for example, in Dal-
las in that business, and they say they
are building their business in Costa
Rica because of the impact of this med-
ical device tax and its negative impact
on medical innovation and job creation
here.

I do know there is bipartisan support
for abolishing the Independent Pay-
ment Advisory Board under Medicare.
This is 15 bureaucrats who basically
get to decide who gets medical care
and who does not, with no real appeal
or recourse. In the Judiciary Com-
mittee, on which I serve, we have had
very impressive bipartisan support for
things such as prison reform and even
sentencing reform.

Those are important issues of sub-
stance the Senate ought to be dis-
cussing, debating, voting on, and try-
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ing to find ways we can work together
to achieve solutions. Each of the things
I have mentioned has bipartisan sup-
port. If we can pass these measures
with strong support on both sides of
the aisle and send them to the Presi-
dent for his signature, it will be much
easier to establish the trust and co-
operation necessary to do the harder
stuff. So starting with the easy stuff
we have already identified that has bi-
partisan support—demonstrating we
can actually do that—then I think we
will have confidence in ourselves, and
the American people will have con-
fidence in us and their government to
begin to tackle some of the more chal-
lenging issues.

Senator MCcCONNELL, the Republican
leader, mentioned this, but it bears re-
peating: that the President is still
threatening to go around Congress and
use an Executive order to implement a
new, radical change in our Federal
Government’s immigration policy, and
I think it is a terrible mistake.

At this same luncheon that the Sen-
ator from Kentucky mentioned, a num-
ber of us went down the line and said:
Mr. President, please don’t do this be-
cause if you do, it will make it even
harder for us to take a step-by-step ap-
proach to immigration reform that en-
joys bipartisan support. It will poison
the well-—not to mention the fact that
what the President is proposing to do
is unlawful and it will also make it
harder for us to do the other things I
have mentioned already that have bi-
partisan support. It will poison the
well.

Why in the world would the Presi-
dent want to do that at the start of a
new Congress in the last 2 years of his
term in office? Don’t you think he
would want to have some legacy that
he could point to in those last 2 years,
saying: Well, I might have been dealt a
tough political hand with Republican
majorities in the House and the Sen-
ate, but we were actually able to be
productive.

I think that is why most Senators
have come here—to be productive.

So I would urge the President, as
others have done, in the very strongest
of terms to abandon his plan for this
Executive amnesty and to heed the
message—the very clear message—vot-
ers sent last Tuesday. After a 6-year
experiment in unfettered Iliberalism
and big-government policies, the Amer-
ican people are asking for a new direc-
tion. I am not under any illusion that
all of a sudden they have fallen in love
with my side of the aisle. That is not
true. But what they are willing to do is
put us on probation and give us all a
chance to demonstrate that we can
change our course, we can listen to the
American people, and we can do things
together that they want to see us do.

My constituents—6.5 million Tex-
ans—are sick and tired of watching the
Federal Government waste their
money, selectively enforce the law, and
try to micromanage their lives as if the
Federal Government knows better than
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they do what is good for them and
their families. It is not true, and they
know it, but that has not stopped the
efforts over the last 6 years.

What my constituents want, I be-
lieve—and I believe it because they
have told me this—they want leaders
who will respond to their practical day-
to-day concerns, leaders who appre-
ciate and will address the biggest
threats to the American dream, leaders
who will uphold the timeless principles
of our Constitution.

I believe there is a nascent, bipar-
tisan, emerging consensus here that we
can actually do this. This is not too
hard for us to do. Yes, I have read what
some of the pundits have said. They
said it is going to be even worse with
Republicans in charge. Well, it better
not be worse or there will be a heavy
price to pay, and most of that will be
paid by the American people, who will
not be well-served if we simply refuse
to change and if we refuse to listen.
And that goes for the President, that
goes for Republicans, and that goes for
Democrats.

So for my part and I believe for our
part on this side of the aisle, we are
eager to work together to solve our
country’s problems, to help unleash
this great American job-creating en-
gine known as our economy, and to re-
store the rule of law and constitutional
government. As for President Obama,
we can only hope he decides to work
with us rather than against us and
against the best intentions and desires
of the American people.

Mr. President, I yield the floor.

RESERVATION OF LEADER TIME

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under
the previous order, the leadership time
is reserved.

—————

MORNING BUSINESS

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under
the previous order, the Senate will be
in a period of morning business, with
Senators permitted to speak therein
for up to 10 minutes each, with the
time equally divided and controlled be-
tween the two leaders or their des-
ignees.

The Senator from Louisiana.

Ms. LANDRIEU. Mr. President, I
would like to speak for up to 10 min-
utes.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator is recognized.

———

KEYSTONE XL PIPELINE

Ms. LANDRIEU. Mr. President, I was
hoping to catch the Senator before he
left the floor because I wanted to ask
him—and I am not sure he is going to
slip back in here, but I was going to
ask him if he thought maybe—because
I agree with him that that new ap-
proach to bipartisanship could start
today. I do not think we have to nec-
essarily wait until January. There are
some of us who have been ready, who
have worked in a bipartisan way, lit-
erally for years, getting very impor-
tant things done for our Nation. I am
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sorry the Senator slipped away. I am
sure he has some other pressing busi-
ness. I wanted to ask him—and I abso-
lutely agree with him on the priorities
he just laid out. I think he just said the
American people want us to act and to
act together in their interests.

I think I heard him say that on the
top of his list, what he is particularly
anxious to work on is the Keystone XL
Pipeline, the expedited export of nat-
ural gas. I think he said it was impor-
tant for jobs in America, helping to
strengthen the middle class, sending a
very positive signal to them that we
heard them in this election; that he
was troubled about the falling median
household income and wants to do
something to raise it. And I think I
heard him say he was concerned or
that he was—how shall I say it?—he
was thinking that some of these things
would really push Putin back on his
heels. I have been one of the ones sanc-
tioned by President Putin, and there
are a few others who are on that list, so
I have been of that mind for a while.

I think he also referred to Ted Ken-
nedy, one of our dear friends who
mentored many of us—not just Demo-
crats but Republicans as well—with his
straightforwardness, his honesty, his
passion, his capacity for extraordinary
work, and his willingness to work
across party lines. As the Senator from
Texas pointed out, there was a great
partnership between Senator Kennedy
and Senator ENZI, and he talked about
the 80-20 rule; let’s agree on 80 percent.
“We might not agree on everything,
but let’s move forward’” I think were
his words on the 80 percent on which
we do agree.

So I want to come to the floor today
to ask Senator CORNYN from Texas par-
ticularly and Senator MCCONNELL and
Senator REID and others if they will
join me in moving forward on the Key-
stone XL Pipeline.

This has been a project that has lin-
gered far too long. It is clearly sup-
ported by 60 or more Members of this
body. It is a piece of legislation that
has been endorsed by the new to-be ma-
jority leader, as a cosponsor and a lead-
ing cosponsor of the legislation.

There are a significant number of
Democrats on that legislation. I be-
lieve with a significant push in the
next few hours we could actually get
the votes we need to pass the Keystone
Pipeline. In an hour or so, at the re-
quest of the minority, I am going to
wait for about an hour and then I am
going to propose a unanimous consent
to do exactly that—to set up 2 hours of
debate tonight after the vote and then
have a vote on the Keystone Pipeline
tomorrow. I believe it is the time to
act.

I believe we should take the new ma-
jority leader at his word and stop
blocking legislation that is broadly
supported by the American public and
has been for quite some time. I want to
say yes to the new majority leader
MITCH MCCONNELL. The time to start is
now. The public has clearly spoken. I
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believe we can move forward on several
important pieces of legislation.

Senator REID mentioned the Market-
place Fairness Act. That is another
very important piece of legislation
that I believe needs to be moved
through. With a little push right now,
it could get done. It would be a signifi-
cant boost to businesses and retail that
are being hurt every day by our inac-
tion. My comments are going to be
about the Keystone Pipeline because I
am chair of the energy committee for
the Senate. I am going to do every-
thing in my power, here and at home
on the campaign trail where I am still
in a runoff, as you know, to get this
project moving forward.

One of the extraordinary facts about
the Keystone Pipeline is not what it is.
I am going to talk about that in a
minute and what it does. One of the
most extraordinary pieces of argument
for why we should pass it is the unprec-
edented coalition that supports it.
There are other bills that have a longer
list of supporters. There are bills that
have pages and pages of lists. This par-
ticular bill has a relatively short list of
organizations, but they are extremely
powerful and diverse, which makes it
compelling and I think it makes us—or
should make us—want to understand
and respond to this coalition.

I am going to read their names. I
have some time to do this before I call
for unanimous consent to pass the
original Hoeven-Landrieu Keystone
bill, which is a stand-alone Keystone
bill as originally introduced with 45
Republican cosponsors. Every Member
of the Republican caucus is already a
cosponsor of this bill, and we have on
that bill about 12 Democratic cospon-
sors. I am confident we have the addi-
tional votes necessary to pass it.

The American Chemistry Council,
the American Concrete Pipe Associa-
tion, the American Exploration and
Production Council, the American
Highway Users Alliance, the American
Petroleum Institute, the American
Road & Transportation Builders, Amer-
ican Truckers Association, Associated
General Contractors of America, Asso-
ciation of Oil Pipelines, Concrete Rein-
forcing Steel Institute, Distribution
Contractors Association, Independent
Petroleum Association of America, In-
dustrial Minerals Association of North
America, Institute for 21st Century En-
ergy, International Brotherhood of
Electrical Workers, Laborers Inter-
national Union of North America.

Let me stop there and make a point.
Many bills passed here or attempted to
pass here either have a list of all busi-
ness organizations or all labor organi-
zations or all environmental organiza-
tions or all highway contractors.

This bill has such an extraordinary,
diverse group of some of the strongest
business leaders in the country. I want
to underscore to my Democratic col-
leagues who are supporting this piece

of legislation, tremendous support
from labor unions because labor
unions, like business leaders, want
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jobs. They want profits. They want
success. They want more investment in
business, creating good middle-class
jobs. The difference between the oil and
gas industry, which I have been pleased
to be a strong advocate for in many dif-
ferent facets, is that industry does
produce the kinds of jobs Americans
truly want, not minimum wage jobs,
not just slightly above minimum wage
but jobs that in my State—the Senator
knows this because he is well aware of
this—start at $60,000, $70,000, $85,000 for
a young man or a young woman com-
ing out of high school or trade school,
let alone college.

These are very important jobs. That
is why labor unions are represented
here. Along with Portland Cement As-
sociation, the plastics industry, the
United Association of Journeymen and
Apprentices of the Plumbing and Pipe
Fitting Industry, the Business Round-
table, American Supply Association,
American Iron and Steel Institute, Na-
tional Association of Manufacturers,
National Electrical Contractors Asso-
ciation, National Roofing Contractors.

Why would roofing contractors be
supporting the Keystone Pipeline?
There are no roofs on a pipelines, but
there are thousands of roofs over work-
ers needed to build a pipeline. All along
the route of this pipeline will be in-
creases in populations of housing, in-
dustrial sites, retail, residential, sup-
porting over 40,000 workers to build
this pipeline. The North American Die
Casting Association, the National Util-
ity Contractors—again, associated
businesses—the U.S. 0il & Gas Associa-
tion and, finally, Steel Manufacturers
Association and Western Alliance.

This is an extraordinary coalition
that has come together to support the
Hoeven-Landrieu bill. The bill I am
going to call up in a few minutes for
unanimous consent to pass because I
believe what the new majority leader
has said. I believe what Senator COR-
NYN has just said. I believe what the
current majority leader said, soon to
be minority leader in the next Con-
gress, that we need to work together
and that we can work together, and we
need to begin to do that today—not to-
morrow, not in January, not in Feb-
ruary, not in March, not around the
corner, not next week but today. That
would send the most positive signal. I
am not asking to have unanimous con-
sent on 10 bills that are controversial.
I am not asking us to do the impos-
sible. I am not asking us to do some-
thing that just came up last week. I am
asking us to move forward on a bill
that has labor support, business sup-
port, general contractor support, and
most importantly the American people.
The latest polls on the Keystone Pipe-
line, not just in my state—I see my col-
league from West Virginia—and not
just in West Virginia but polls in this
country from California to New York,
to Michigan, to Pennsylvania, to Ohio,
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to Florida, and to Texas. Overwhelm-
ingly Democrats, Republicans—not ev-
eryone—but there is overwhelming sup-
port to build the Keystone Pipeline be-
cause Americans want jobs. American
families deserve good-paying jobs. In
addition, Americans are tired of bow-
ing to Mideast powers or to Russian
dictators about what our future is
going to be. Americans are proud. We
want to stand proud. We believe the
Keystone Pipeline is an important first
step. It is a signal. It is a symbol that
represents American energy power. It
is a symbol moving past gridlock. It is
a deliverable on promises we have all
made. Yes, we will work together. Yes,
but that will start later. Yes, we will
work together, but it will be next year.
Yes, we will work together, but it will
be in the spring. Yes, we will work to-
gether, but we can’t pass Keystone un-
less we pass these 10 other things.

There is always going to be tomor-
row. There is always going to be 10
other things. Let’s act today, tomor-
row. We can do this. We can pass the
Keystone Pipeline and answer the frus-
trations of the American people so
they can rest next week and say: Oh,
my gosh. The Senators of the United
States of America have ears. They have
brains. They have hearts. They heard
what we said and we can do this. We
have a bill that is on the calendar.

I have also passed a similar bill
through my committee, but I am not
even asking you to pass the bill I
passed through my committee, which I
think is slightly better than the one on
the calendar, but we can all com-
promise here. I am also the cosponsor
of the bill, lead sponsor of the bill, that
is on the Senate calendar. It doesn’t
have to go through a committee. It ba-
sically technically already has. It is
ready for a vote. We have the 60 votes
to pass it.

I am going to recognize in just a
minute the Senator from West Vir-
ginia. I will ask the Senator a question
because only the Chair can recognize,
but I would like to ask the Senator
from West Virginia, does any of this
make sense to him. I don’t know if he
was down here. Although I am sure he
was in his office listening to the com-
ments of the majority leader, the soon-
to-be majority leader, and the good
Senator from Texas saying now is the
time to work together. I don’t know if
the Senator heard that. Does the Sen-
ator think that maybe this bill would
be the bill to start moving us from
gridlock to doing the job for the Amer-
ican people?

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator of West Virginia.

Mr. MANCHIN. I thank the Chair.

My good friend, the Senator from
Louisiana, has been working on this for
many years—I think even before I
came up. I have been here 4 years now.
When I first came, I talked to Senator
LANDRIEU, my friend from Louisiana,
and asked her about this and basically
I think she explained to me at the time
that first of all the sovereign nation of

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — SENATE

Canada, the country, was going to
produce it so we had no say in the pro-
duction of this product. It is going to
be produced. Next of all, it is going to
go somewhere because there is demand
for the product in the marketplace.
There is a demand for it.

With all that being said, it didn’t
take me too long to reply to the Sen-
ator, she will recall, 4 years ago, that
in West Virginia we have common
sense and we have good people like
Louisiana and we felt if this product is
going to be sold and we are buying this
type of a product around the world,
then why wouldn’t we buy from our
friends versus the enemies we have sup-
plied resources to, to be used against
us? That is the one that resonates with
West Virginians. I know it resonates
with Louisianians. The other thing is I
understand there are 1,000 American
companies in West Virginia—not to say
what you have been able to do and help
the people in Louisiana, all the jobs
they have gotten from this, it would be
a tremendous windfall for all of us if it
is something we can count on.

I can’t for the life of me understand
why we haven’t to date been able to
move this piece of legislation forward.
I did hear both the minority leader and
the majority leader and the minority
whip and majority whip talk about it is
time for us to start working together.

There is not a better piece of legisla-
tion to show that we heard the results
of Tuesday’s election. We heard. If we
heard nothing more from that roar of
Americans, whether they voted or
didn’t vote, they basically told us do
something. Start doing what we are
supposed to do. Start governing. Do
something. We may not agree with
you, but we would like to see this open
dialogue, this transparency, this beau-
tiful body, the Senate, that the whole
world watches. But when they see us
doing nothing—it is not something we
are very good at or look very good
doing. That day is gone.

I would ask my Senate colleagues
that if they would be so kind as to give
us a chance to show me we are starting
anew.

We are going to have a piece of legis-
lation that is going to help us be more
secure as a nation, and that is why I
am here. I wish to hear the Senator’s
comments.

The security of our Nation—the Sen-
ator has been here. She has been seeing
what has been going on, the demand we
had for foreign oil, what it has done to
us, the areas of the world it has taken
us to, and the amount of resources we
have spent in blood and treasure fight-
ing for resources—whether people be-
lieve it or not. This is a chance for us
to secure that. So if the Senator could
talk to us about that.

Ms. LANDRIEU. The Senator from
West Virginia is so right in focusing
this debate at this moment on the sub-
ject of national security because Vet-
erans Day was just celebrated by all of
us yesterday. We all participated in
Veterans Day events.
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So it pains me to say this, but I am
going to give us all of the facts—and
the Senator knows this—that this
country imports 340 million barrels
today. Iraq exports 340,000 barrels of oil
per day. That is Irag—blood and treas-
ure. We have left men and women—not
left them on the battlefield—but they
have died there, and we have many sol-
diers here at home.

Canada—which is a friendly country,
an ally of ours—with the Keystone
Pipeline, would bring in 870,000 barrels
into the United States. So the Amer-
ican people sit here and think: OK,
what is wrong with this picture? We
could be taking oil from our friend,
Canada, creating jobs in North Amer-
ica—good-paying jobs—not only build-
ing the pipeline but maintaining the
pipeline.

This pipeline doesn’t come to Lou-
isiana. I fought for it like a tiger, and
the pipeline doesn’t even come to my
State. It goes to Texas. Now, I have re-
fineries in Louisiana, and Louisiana
most certainly and the companies in
Louisiana will benefit. This pipeline
doesn’t connect Canada and Louisiana;
it connects Canada and Texas.

I am sorry that the majority leader
and the Senator from Texas had to
scamper off the floor. I am sure he had
a meeting to go to. But this is really
about refineries in Texas that are wait-
ing for this oil and about moving this
oil, as the Senator knows, through the
most safe means possible to these re-
fineries—off of the highways, off of the
railroads, and supporting a relation-
ship with Canada as opposed to coun-
tries in other parts of the world that
don’t always share our values and that
we have to spend a lot of our defense
money protecting.

So this makes no sense, and that is
why I think this pipeline has such
overwhelming bipartisan support
across the country.

Mr. MANCHIN. I think that basically
the Senator touched on something very
important and we want to go back to
that—transportation of the oil today.
The oil is coming down into the refin-
eries anyway. We have had some explo-
sions by our rail carriers. It is coming
by truck, and it is coming in so many
different forms. We have been told this
is the safest way to transport.

When people talk about safe trans-
port, we know this was not the first
pipeline we have in America. I think if
you ever look at a map—the Senator
has had the map on the floor—there is
a crisscross. We have pipelines all
across America, and I think that is the
perfect map to see.

So the bottom line is it is something
we have done. If we take it in the
harshest environment in Alaska, the
Alaskan pipeline—that means so much
to us in America—it has been done in
the harshest of environments and has
been done safely. So I am concerned
about that.

I am also concerned with—the Sen-
ator talked about it directly going to
Texas, but you all benefit; everyone
benefits.
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Ms. LANDRIEU. Everyone benefits.

Mr. MANCHIN. The other thing I
wanted to say is this. I know the Sen-
ator was in parades yesterday, and I
can only imagine her schedule. It has
to be unbelievable. But with all that
said, people still want jobs. All they
want is jobs and an opportunity to
work with certainty. This gives Ameri-
cans a lot of certainty about jobs and
future economic growth in our coun-
try.

Ms. LANDRIEU. Absolutely.

This morning, to prepare for offering
this unanimous consent request—which
I will do in a very short period of time
and ask for a couple of hours of debate
tonight and then tomorrow—I spoke to
the leader of the building trades coun-
cil for the United States of America.
He was very strong in his words to me
about how disappointed he has been
with some Members who have not
stood up for building trades.

These are men and women who work
in every State. All they want to do is
go to work and have jobs. He was ex-
tremely disappointed in the gridlock
over this piece of legislation, and that
is exactly what he said to me. He said:
Senator, we are about fed up with elec-
tions and politics because what my
members want are jobs. That is what
their families want, and they are tired
of fooling around with some common-
sense projects that would bring so
much wealth to middle-class families.

I know that the majority leader on
our side is concerned about the flat
line of middle-class income in this
country, and I know his heart is work-
ing toward increasing income for all
families. This is the first step. Not only
is the project itself going to generate
huge amounts of jobs and economic ac-
tivity—and I am going to put that
amount in the record. It is estimated
to be $20 billion. It is slightly less than
the size of the entire State of
Vermont’s GDP. This one project is
like the output of one of our States—
albeit a small State—but Vermont is
an important State. I have never in my
life seen a project with so much eco-
nomic benefit.

I have never seen an infrastructure
project supported from a broader
base—from the left to the center to the
right. I have never seen labor and busi-
ness come together in my life as they
have on this issue. I have never seen so
many Senators cosponsor a bill and
yet—because of something I can’t quite
put my finger on—we haven’t yet
passed. We can do that now, today or
tomorrow, and that would send a very
positive signal that we have heard the
voters, that we do understand this cry
for breaking the gridlock, moving for-
ward together, and getting the job
done.

I could not think of a better bill that
symbolizes what we are trying to do in
terms of jobs, economic security, en-
ergy security, and looking to the fu-
ture in our country than this bill. It
would build this pipeline, get this oil—
which is going to be produced any-
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way—off of the rails, off of our high-
ways, and into refineries.

May I say, as the Senator from West
Virginia knows, and the Senator from
North Dakota, who is my right hand
with the Senator from West Virginia,
we have additional pipelines to build
because we have to build these east-
west. The real need for the supply is
the west coast and the east coast.

As the Senator knows, you could
produce all the oil and gas you want or
all the energy, and produce and gen-
erate the power, but if you can’t move
it to the places where it needs to be, it
is as if you haven’t produced it.

I know something about this subject
as chair of the energy committee. So
after we do Keystone, which we are
going to do tomorrow, we have to build
some other pipelines that go east and
west.

This is only to take 10 percent of
North Dakota’s supply. North Dakota
has become the leading supplier of oil
and gas in the country. I wish to talk
about North Dakota for 1 minute. I
can’t do it justice, such as Senator
HEITKAMP can do it, but I heard her
give this speech enough to be able to
repeat it, and it is worth repeating.

The Senator from Texas just came to
the floor and lamented: Oh, my gosh,
what can we do to lift the middle class?
How can we lift their economic out-
look?

The Senators, all three of them,
came and asked that question. I gave
them an answer: Build the Keystone
Pipeline. Do they know what is hap-
pening in North Dakota? It might be a
sparsely populated State, but it has
now surpassed every State in the pro-
duction of oil.

The other thing they do is they took
their energy production, No. 36 on a
scale of 1 to 50—they were the poorest
State. The Senator from West Virginia
would know where they are today. Do
we know where they are in 4 years?
They have moved from 36 to 6. Think
about that. I want to let that sink in
for just 1 minute. North Dakota moved
their number from 36 out of 50 to 6 out
of 50 in 4 years.

Now, I challenge any Senator from
any part of this country or any polit-
ical leaning to come down to this floor
in the next 24 hours and show me one
piece of legislation, one tax cut, one
jobs bill that could move a State in 4
years or a group of States from 36 to 6.
That is the power of this industry, and
we are standing in its way.

It is shameful, it is wrong, and it
must stop today. If people want to
hide, they are going to have a hard
time.

I want everybody to hear clearly this
is not a time to hide, not a time to sit
down, and not a time to play games. It
is a time to stand. We already have
enough votes to pass this bill. We have
45—we have every single Republican,
none of whom are on the floor now.
Every single Republican of this Cham-
ber is a cosponsor of this bill on which
I am going to ask unanimous consent.
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So I would think very carefully before
anyone objects because they are all co-
sponsors on the bill. Think hard before
you do.

Mr. MANCHIN. Senator, if I could
just touch on one thing because we
have here our good friend Senator
TESTER of Montana, who also knows a
thing or two about an energy-pro-
ducing State.

I think on the environment, you
touched on that. Most people believe
that people who come from energy
States throw caution to the wind on
environmental issues. There is no one
in this body—I don’t believe on either
side of the aisle—who doesn’t want the
best for themselves, their children,
families, and future generations.

With that being said, I think this
pipeline has passed every hurdle the
environmental community—rightfully
so—has put out so that we should make
sure we were protecting the environ-
ment and trying to find a balance be-
tween the environment and the eco-
nomics, if you will. The economy is so
vitally important. I don’t know if there
is any environmental impact study
standing in the way that would prevent
this.

Ms. LANDRIEU. I agree with the
Senator. I think he is absolutely cor-
rect. The Senator from Montana knows
this as well. The Senator from Mon-
tana also has an issue that I will ask
him to explain in just a moment—he
knows it better than I do—about pri-
vate property rights, because he nego-
tiated the language in the bill.

But responding to the question of the
Senator from West Virginia about the
environment, that is what is so excit-
ing about this project, so compelling
for us to move forward. Not only did
the international study that was done
say it is in our international interests,
of course, to trade with our best and
most friendly trading partner closest
to us that enjoys the same high quality
standard of life that we do and even
higher environmental standards, but
the environmental study that came in,
conducted by the President’s own ad-
ministration—this wasn’t done pre-
viously—came back and concluded this
is the safest way to move it and it is
the most environmentally friendly way
to move it, and that is the record.

So the Senator is right. Not only
does it have a compelling economic ar-
gument, but it has a compelling envi-
ronmental argument from that per-
spective.

I would ask the Senator from Mon-
tana if he could explain the very im-
portant language that is in the Lan-
drieu-Hoeven bill that is cosponsored
by every single Republican and this
chairman and that is about the lan-
guage he negotiated on private prop-
erty rights, because this is a very im-
portant principle for many Republicans
but also for many Democrats, particu-
larly in Louisiana, where we have a lot
of private property. In West Virginia
you have a lot of private property. In
Montana you have a lot of private but
also some public lands.
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Would the Senator answer that ques-
tion if he would.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Montana.

Mr. TESTER. I thank the Senator
from Louisiana and the Senator from
West Virginia. I have a few things to
say, and I will do so very quickly. But
since this is the first time we have
been on the floor since the election, I
think the American people are frus-
trated with the ways things work in
Washington—enough political games.

They told us that Americans want
lawmakers to compromise, to work to-
gether, and to get things done.

Americans told us they want a
stronger economy with good-paying
jobs. It shouldn’t have taken an elec-
tion to get this message through, but it
did. Nationwide, including my State of
Montana, it is fair to say the unem-
ployment rate is down, but it is also
fair to say wages are not where they
need to be. Too many Americans and
too many Montanans are struggling to
make ends meet.

The Keystone XL Pipeline can help
address some of those issues. But now
we have another attempt to block con-
sideration of this bipartisan bill writ-
ten here by Senators LANDRIEU and
HOEVEN. The votes are there. We know
that. If there is one way we can create
good-paying jobs right away, it is by
approving and building this Keystone
XL Pipeline. Building the pipeline
would tell the American public that
Washington is ready to turn the page.
It will tell them we heard them, that
their voices matter, and that Wash-
ington is reacting appropriately.

Building the pipeline will strengthen
our economy and our infrastructure.
First, according to the State Depart-
ment, building the pipeline will create
16,000 jobs and support another 26,000
more. Those are jobs that will help
working-class Americans provide for
their families.

Secondly, the pipeline will include an
on ramp for oil from the Bakken region
of Montana and North Dakota, and let
more energy go from our country to
the marketplace, which is where it
needs to go. With production in the
Bakken continuing to boom, we need
more options to get that American oil
where it needs to be, and the XL Pipe-
line is where that needs to be.

Third, shipping oil by pipeline is the
safest way to ship it. That is a fact.
And the safety of American families
and communities must come first.

Fourth, building the pipeline means
more business with Canada, our friend
to the north, and less business with the
Middle East—folks who don’t like us.
Our country continues to be involved
in conflicts in the Middle East. By con-
tinuing to do more business with our
neighbors to the north, as opposed to
countries that don’t share our world
view, we can help cut off the funds to
those who work against us. I think the
Keystone Pipeline is a big step toward
creating that energy security.

The pipeline must be built right. I
will get to the point Senator LANDRIEU
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talked about. It must be constructed
with respect to private property rights.
We cannot have foreign corporations
using eminent domain to run rough-
shod over the fields of a farmer in Mon-
tana or a business owner in Nebraska
or over sacred tribal lands. The respect
for private property rights is in the
Landrieu-Hoeven bill. It is not in the
House bill. It is a critical component.
It has to be, otherwise we are making
a huge mistake.

This pipeline also must be built to
the highest safety standards. There can
be no corners cut. Leaks and spills
don’t make anybody any money. They
are unacceptable. The most modern
safety systems must be employed, in-
cluding double piping, if necessary.
That is a fundamental difference be-
tween the Landrieu-Hoeven bill—what
they have drafted in the House and the
good work we have done in the Senate.
The House bill contains no protections
for landowners. None. Zip.

The House bill says: Good luck, land-
owners. You are subject to eminent do-
main by a foreign corporation. You
have no spill prevention protections.
The Landrieu-Hoeven bill, on the other
hand, protects rural America, protects
private property rights.

Senator LANDRIEU has been working
on this effort for years. This bill will
give the pipeline the Senate’s seal of
approval and it will send a signal to all
Americans that Congress is working
together creating good jobs, supporting
our economy, and that we are able to
make responsible decisions.

But as this debate moves forward, I
will continue to push to make sure the
oil shipped through this pipeline stays
in America. I have heard the argu-
ments on all sides, but North Amer-
ica’s oil should stay in North America.
It will make our country more energy
secure. It will lead to cheaper energy
that will be more affordable for our
homes, for our businesses, and for our
working families. That will lead to
more good manufacturing jobs in this
country. Because of our energy costs,
we will be able to recruit that manu-
facturing base back to our country
that we gave up some 20 or 30 years
ago.

There are a lot of reasons to approve
and build the Keystone XL Pipeline. It
will support our middle class—and we
need to support our middle class—it
will make us more energy secure; and
it will strengthen our transportation
and infrastructure system.

But America needs a sign. It needs a
reason to trust that Congress and
Washington as a whole are listening.
Approving the pipeline with the needed
protections and with respect to private
property rights is that sign. I, like the
American people, am tired of the grid-
lock and tired of kicking the can down
the road. I didn’t come here to delay
and push our problems to the future. I
came here to work for commonsense
solutions we can enact today and move
this country forward today. The Key-
stone XL Pipeline is one of those solu-
tions.
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Passing this bill and building this
pipeline is one of those very important
things we need to do for our infrastruc-
ture, for our energy security, and for
the country as a whole. I encourage my
colleagues to support and help us re-
build our trust with the American peo-
ple.

With that, I turn it back to the good
Senator from West Virginia, Mr.
MANCHIN.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from West Virginia.

Mr. MANCHIN. Let me say the Sen-
ator from Montana, and all of us—
there are quite a few of us—are on this
bill for a reason. It is about the oppor-
tunities for jobs that we have. And it
doesn’t have an environmental det-
riment to our country. That has al-
ready been proven. So with all of this,
what is the hangup? Why can’t we get
this vote we are hoping to get by to-
morrow at the latest?

I can only talk about the jobs with
the thousand American companies that
are providing the goods it takes to
build this pipeline. I have a chance in
West Virginia—we are doing an awful
lot of the work right now because we
come from an energy State that does
an awful lot of the support work for
any type of energy throughout the
country and around the world. But the
bottom line is, again, if you are going
to have a secure nation, you have to
have control of your own destiny. This
gives us the control we don’t have, it
gives us the ability to say, listen, we
may not have to go around the world
and engage in the different conflicts we
see going on right now. That is what
we are talking about.

So the security of the Nation, I
think, is the most important thing
Keystone does, is it helps us be more
secure with the greatest trading part-
ner we have. Canada is the best and the
largest trading partner for 35 States
out of the 50. People take jaunts all
over the world trying to develop a mar-
ket here and there. But when it comes
down to it, the No. 1 trading partner
for 35 States is Canada. And Canada is
working with us.

I know Canada has pressure from
around the world to go somewhere else.
So if we have the best partner—the
best outlook we have ever had or can
imagine—working with us to help de-
velop this product the whole world
seems to need and want and we need in
America, why not have control?

The Senator from Louisiana talked
about this. Why shouldn’t we bring
that oil into America and do all the
heavy lifting and then ship it some-
where else? It is supply and demand.
When you have control of supply, when
you have the supply in your own back
yard—and there might be demand, but
you have a need also within our coun-
try—that gives a pretty good hand to
play. That is what we are saying. Why
would we let any of these advantages
be turned to a disadvantage?

The only thing I can do is hope we
can get this vote. And I would say to
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my good friends on the other side of
the aisle, my Republican colleagues,
this would be the best gesture to move
the ball forward. This would be the
best gesture they could make, coming
off of the changes, the shift we saw
from Tuesday’s election. People are
speaking. They want us to work. It is
the same for the Senator from Mon-
tana, the same for the Presiding Offi-
cer. They want us to do something.
They want us to work.

We are not going to agree all the
time with people. The best we can do is
try. We had a football game we played
the other day at WVU. We played TCU.
We were ahead. We should have won
the game. Going into the last half of
the fourth quarter, for some reason the
play calling wasn’t as aggressive as it
had been the first three quarters. We
sat on the ball and we got beat 31 to 30.
People don’t want us to sit on the ball
in the Senate.

It is time for us to do something. It
is time for us to move forward. After
Tuesday’s election, we can work to-
gether. We have heard you loud and
clear. We are willing to take a vote. We
know the environment will be pro-
tected. We know we can find a balance
between the environment and the econ-
omy. We know we can reap thousands
and thousands and thousands of jobs
and put millions and millions of dollars
into the economy. That is what we do
know.

There will still be some people who
don’t support this piece of legislation,
and they have all their reasons to
speak about that. But give us a reason
to vote for something that will help
America and help our States individ-
ually. That is what we are asking for.
That is what the good Senator has been
fighting for since the day I have been
here.

Senator LANDRIEU being the chair-
man of the energy committee has made
a difference from my standpoint, look-
ing at our energy policy as a whole.
But how do we keep the United States
of America secure and out of troubled
spots in the world? I appreciate her ef-
forts on this, and I look forward to
working with her on this. I endorsed
the bill, I am a cosponsor, and I will
definitely proudly vote for this piece of
legislation as soon as we can get it on
the floor.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Louisiana.

Ms. LANDRIEU. Mr. President, I see
the Senator from North Dakota has ar-
rived, and of course she wants to speak
and can do so beautifully because this
pipeline comes through her State, as I
said. But I do want to respond to a few
things and thank the Senator from
West Virginia.

I have heard colleagues, particularly
my colleague from California, say this
often, and she says it in committee and
on the floor. And even though she and
I are on opposite sides of this debate,
we have worked together on some im-
portant legislation for our country,
and I have such respect for her leader-
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ship on the RESTORE Act, which was
an amazing piece of environmental leg-
islation for our gulf coast States. With-
out her leadership it would not have
happened. But I have heard her say
over and over and over again that elec-
tions have consequences, and this one
does, just as they all do. And one of the
consequences of this election is that a
clear path for Keystone has been
opened up.

The reporters following this legisla-
tion, which they have followed very
carefully, know exactly what I am
talking about when I say a path for
passage has been cleared. In my view,
that path will never, ever be clearer
than it is today. Now in order for the
path to stay clear, and it is crystal
clear today, politics must be set aside.
Gamesmanship has to be set aside. We
must come together to do what is right
for the country, for the American peo-
ple, and to vote.

There are strong feelings, I know,
against this bill. There have been for
many years. But the overwhelming ma-
jority of this body—60-plus Members—
has indicated support for this legisla-
tion. And the Senate bill, from the per-
spective we just heard—from private
property rights, for clarity, for sim-
plicity—is far superior to the House
bill that has been passed.

The House is very agile—very agile.
They can do lots of things quickly that
the Senate can’t do. So the House may
decide to take the language of this bill,
pass it, and call it something else. I un-
derstand that. I don’t know if that is
what they will do, but there is a clear
path for victory on Keystone.
Whoever’s name is on the bill does not
matter to me as long as it gets done. I
want to say that again. The name on
the bill does not matter to me as long
as this gets done. And it needs to get
done right now—not in January, not in
February, not in March.

It doesn’t need to be combined with
anything else. It needs to get done on
its own, because it is standing alone. It
will go to the President’s desk as a
stand-alone. I believe the President
will have to make an important deci-
sion. I am hoping he will sign it. But if
he doesn’t, that is the process. I hope
he will, and I will be urging him to do
so because his administration—his
State Department, his EPA, and his
Transportation Department—has urged
him to support this piece of legislation
for the strength of our economy, a sig-
nal to our allies, and to strengthen
America here and abroad. I would
strongly urge him to sign it.

We have a job to do in the Senate,
the President has a job to do, and the
House has a job to do. But if everybody
would stop playing games with this bill
and think about what the American
people said on election day and stop
trying to push one philosophy or one
person ahead of the other, we can get
this done.

My name is not even first on this
bill. Senator HOEVEN’s name is first. It
is a Hoeven bill. I am the lead Demo-
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cratic sponsor because I am the chair
of the energy committee, and I will be
until January 2. If my voters send me
back, I will be here for 6 more years.
That is why my name is on the bill, be-
cause I chair the committee. But if
they want to take my name off, put
somebody’s else name on it and pass it,
so be it. I didn’t come here to see my
name in lights. I came here to create
jobs for my State and for this country,
and I believe I have done an excellent
job in the 18 years I have been here,
through very difficult circumstances,
and will continue should the voters
want me to.

Today we need to talk about the Key-
stone Pipeline, and nobody can speak
better of this than the Senator from
North Dakota. I wish to line this up be-
fore she speaks, because she was trav-
eling and she just landed. She might
not have heard what all three leaders
said when they came to the floor. Sen-
ator REID, Senator CORNYN, and Sen-
ator MCCONNELL said their No. 1 goal
was to break gridlock, and they wanted
to start now. Their second goal was to
expand middle-class job opportunities
and create wealth in America.

So I am hoping the Senator from the
State that has created the most wealth
in the shortest period of time of any
State of the Union might express to
the rest of us actually how that hap-
pened and why she thinks this Key-
stone Pipeline and other pipelines—be-
cause she and I agree, this is just the
first of several we are going to have to
lay down to make America a super-
energy power. We don’t become a
superenergy power by just wishing it;
we become a superenergy power by put-
ting in the infrastructure that makes
it possible. Even kids in second grade
understand this. We have to put up
windmills, we have to put up solar pan-
els, we have to put in pipelines, we
have to put in highways.

The Senator from North Dakota, who
has a very sparsely populated State,
understands the issue of this infra-
structure I think better than any Sen-
ator in this body. So I am going to ask
her if she would respond to that and
maybe elaborate on the question: How
did her State get so wealthy in the last
few years?

My State is doing well. I am not here
complaining. My State is doing beau-
tifully. Our unemployment in south
Louisiana is 3 percent, so we are
blessed because we are an energy State.
We are proud of it. We are creating jobs
hand over fist. But there are places
such as Detroit, there are places in
Ohio, there are places in Pennsylvania
and New York and New Mexico and
other places where people are unem-
ployed, begging for work, willing to
work. Three leaders came to the floor
and said: It is time to break gridlock.
Here is a project that can do it. So I
hope to see them sometime before close
of business tonight.

Would the Senator expound on that?

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr.
HEINRICH). The Senator from North Da-
kota.
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Ms. HEITKAMP. Mr. President, I
stand with my great colleague and a
great champion of this energy renais-
sance—probably the greatest champion
of the energy renaissance here in the
Senate, the Senator from Louisiana.

I wish to speak first about the elec-
tion. I think all of us have had some
time now to reflect, and I think the
clearest message this entire body, as
well as the entire U.S. Congress, re-
ceived is: Stop fighting. Get your work
done. I don’t think it could have been
any clearer.

We have an opportunity today to
demonstrate we got that message, not
in a partisan way, but in a bipartisan
way—in a nonpartisan way—to say: We
heard you loud and clear. It is time to
do the job we were sent here to do, and
that is to move legislation which
moves this country forward.

Senator LANDRIEU has expounded on
the great opportunity of this energy
renaissance, not just for this country
but for the entire world. So let’s start
with what is happening in North Da-
kota.

We have had an explosion of oil and
gas production. In fact, we have rapidly
moved to second place in this country
in oil production. We produce oil from
oil shale.

What does that mean? It means noth-
ing if we can’t move the oil. It means
nothing if we can’t get this product to
the refineries and this product to mar-
ket. We can produce all the oil we
want, but part of what we need to ad-
dress as we look at an energy infra-
structure is how we move energy prod-
ucts.

Today in America, and actually in
Canada, how we are moving this prod-
uct is by rail, which has created tre-
mendous stress on our agricultural in-
frastructure. It has created tremendous
stress on manufacturers who need to
use those rails to haul their finished
products. It has created tremendous
stress for the railroads. Are they glad
for the business? You bet. And has that
created and opened up new markets for
the oil production in my State? You
bet. But the bottom line is, the best
way we know how to move oil and
move this product is in a pipe, and that
is essential to building all this energy
infrastructure.

Why is it important? Let’s start first
with the fact that we now are moving
toward North American energy self-
sufficiency. A lot of people talk about
America, and that is a great goal. But
if we include our friends to the north—
the people I grew up with, the people 1
know—I have been to the oil sands, I
have been all over Alberta, I have been
all over Saskatchewan. This is a very
friendly country which has the longest
contiguous border with which there has
never been a conflict. We celebrate this
in North Dakota with Peace Garden,
which is a lovely park on both sides of
the border where one can easily cross.
We celebrate that. These are our
friends. And if we are going to continue
to build out this energy renaissance in
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North America, we had better be pre-
pared to move this product.

We all know some of the opposition
to this has very little to do with the
pipeline. It has to do with a concern
about the increased availability of fos-
sil fuels. This is still an economy that
runs on fossil fuels. We have done tre-
mendous work with fuel efficiency. We
have done tremendous work with en-
ergy efficiency. But we are going to
continue to use gasoline in our cars, we
are going to continue to use diesel in
our heavy equipment, and we are going
to continue to use this product.

Who do we want to buy this product
from? If we ask any American person:
Would you rather buy this product
from Venezuela or would you rather
buy this product from our friends to
the north, Canada, I am pretty sure
what their answer will be.

So let’s talk a little bit about why
the United States, at a time when we
are seeing a global slowdown in eco-
nomic progress for many of the other
countries throughout the world—why
is the United States seeming to go far-
ther? Why are we producing and gener-
ating more wealth in our country than
other places? I would tell you, it is be-
cause of this energy renaissance. We
are doing something no one else is
doing—we are producing our own oil
and gas, we are developing the tech-
niques to get this oil and gas out of the
ground, and we are taking that as a
raw material which is providing a ren-
aissance, not just in the oil area but
also in natural gas as a feedstock for
many of our manufacturing processes.
So we have a real opportunity here.
But all of that goes away if we don’t
move the product, if we don’t figure
out a way to make sure our product
gets to market.

I will talk a little bit also about what
this development in our country means
to the world, when we are confronting
great challenges in dealing with Rus-
sia, in looking at what is happening in
the Middle East. We are confronting all
of these challenges throughout the
world. We know we can not only deploy
our humanitarian efforts, our efforts
by supporting through air strikes some
of the work that is being done on the
ground, but perhaps the single most
important thing we can do is help pro-
vide oil and gas to Europe and to those
countries dependent on people or on
countries that are not our friends.

We look at what our opportunities
are today, and we know those opportu-
nities are in the energy renaissance.

So how do we move this product?
How do we send a signal that we are
ready to take advantage, both globally
and domestically, of this product, of
this renaissance in North America? We
approve the Keystone Pipeline.

A lot of people talk about what the
Keystone Pipeline means to my State.
It doesn’t exactly go into my State,
but the Governor of Montana made
sure when he was providing the permits
that there wasn’t what I call an on
ramp. There is a place where we can in
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fact access the Keystone Pipeline. We
anticipate about 100,000 barrels a day of
North Dakota crude will be able to be
placed into the Keystone Pipeline and
sent down to refineries in Louisiana.
That may sound like a lot, but it is less
than 10 percent of our current produc-
tion.

For me, the Keystone is so much
more than this particular pipeline. It is
a national discussion about our failing
energy transportation infrastructure.
That is what this is. And if we do not
move this project forward, if we say no,
what is the next thing? What is the
next project that is essential? A 22-
mile pipeline in Massachusetts that
would provide huge stability for the
northeast in terms of their heat pro-
duction. Twenty-two miles could be a
huge benefit to our friends in Maine in
terms of stabilizing their home heating
costs this winter, but yet we fight the
pipeline.

Keystone is a huge advantage we
have in this country because we are an
oil and gas producer, and could poten-
tially be an oil exporter, providing that
source of soft power across the world.
What do we do? We turn our back on
the infrastructure that moves this
product. So we have got to do every-
thing we can to get this approved.

I wish to turn briefly to the politics.
A lot of people come here and talk poli-
tics. I believe this is the place to talk
policy, and that is what I try to do. But
for a moment, I wish to talk about the
respect we should have for voters. I
wish to talk about elections, and elec-
tions have consequences. One of the
things we can do to begin to restore
the public faith in our democracy and
in the institution of the U.S. Congress
is to do something bold to begin with:
Actually move legislation that people
have been waiting for for a long time,
and actually respond to concerns.

Maybe we get the votes, maybe we
don’t. But let’s take a vote. Take a
vote and get it done. Show the Amer-
ican public we are willing to come to
this body, debate the great issues of
the time, and bring things to a vote so
they actually see us doing something;
they actually get results. They pay our
salary. We came here to vote. We came
here to work. We came here to do
something for the American public.

We don’t all agree; there is no doubt
about that. But the thing we should all
agree on is it is essential in terms of
providing certainty to the American
public, confidence that the American
public has in this body—that they see
us on this floor, not 2 years or 2
months from now, not 3 months from
now, not 4 months from now, but
today—the first day we are back in ses-
sion after an election, a hard-fought
election with pretty dire consequences
for our side of the aisle, but a hard
election. It is essential we send a mes-
sage that we got the message and we
take a vote.

I am so proud of my colleague from
Louisiana for coming back when, argu-
ably, she should be back in her State
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doing a little campaigning. But she is
back here fighting for what she be-
lieves in and what she has always be-
lieved in, which is an energy infra-
structure which makes a difference for
North America, makes a difference for
not just States such as mine but con-
sumers of energy.

I thank the Senator from Louisiana
for her tremendous leadership on this
and her willingness to basically come
here and say: I don’t care who gets the
credit. I don’t care if my name is on it
or not. Let’s get the Keystone Pipeline
approved.

Now I want to make one final point
and then I will close. If you have driven
the route of the Keystone Pipeline,
what you will see stockpiled every so
many miles is thousands and thousands
and thousands of dollars of pipe wait-
ing—6 years waiting—infrastructure
that needs to go today. So when people
say we can wait to take this vote, you
are wrong. The sooner the better. The
sooner we take this vote and get it ap-
proved, the sooner we are going to see
those resources deployed and we will
not yet miss another construction sea-
son in the North Country.

Mr. President, I yield the floor and
express great gratitude for the oppor-
tunity to speak.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Louisiana.

Ms. LANDRIEU. I know the Senator
from Tennessee is on the floor and I
would like to take 2 or 3 minutes. I
know we can go back and forth but I
want to conclude a little bit of this de-
bate we have had.

First, I want to submit for the
RECORD—Dbecause I am going to remain
on the floor and speak after the Sen-
ator from Tennessee—but I want to put
into the RECORD the list of Republican
cosponsors of S. 2280, the date they be-
came cosponsors, and the name of
every single Member, including the
Senator from Tennessee, who is a co-
sponsor of the Hoeven-Landrieu bill
that is pending on the Senate Calendar,
S. 2280. I ask unanimous consent that
the list be printed in the RECORD.

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

LIST OF REPUBLICAN CO-SPONSORS OF S. 2280
AND THE DATE THEY BECAME CO-SPONSORS
Sen Alexander, Lamar [R-TN]—5/1/2014
Sen Ayotte, Kelly [R-NH]—5/1/2014
Sen Barrasso, John [R-WY]—5/1/2014
Sen Blunt, Roy [R-M0O]—5/1/2014
Sen Boozman, John [R-AR]—5/1/2014
Sen Burr, Richard [R-NC]—5/1/2014
Sen Chambliss, Saxby [R-GA]—5/1/2014
Sen Coats, Daniel [R-IN]—5/1/2014
Sen Coburn, Tom [R-OK]—5/1/2014
Sen Cochran, Thad [R-MS]—5/1/2014
Sen Collins, Susan M. [R-ME]—5/1/2014
Sen Corker, Bob [R-TN]—5/1/2014
Sen Cornyn, John [R-TX]—5/1/2014
Sen Crapo, Mike [R-ID]—5/1/2014
Sen Cruz, Ted [R-TX]—5/1/2014
Sen Enzi, Michael B. [R-WY]—5/1/2014
Sen Fischer, Deb [R-NE]—5/1/2014
Sen Flake, Jeff [R-AZ]—5/1/2014
Sen Graham, Lindsey [R-SC]—5/1/2014
Sen Grassley, Chuck [R-TA]—5/1/2014
Sen Hatch, Orrin G. [R-UT]—5/1/2014
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Sen Heller, Dean [R-NV]—5/1/2014

Sen Inhofe, James M. [R-OK]—5/1/2014

Sen Isakson, Johnny [R-GA]—5/1/2014

Sen Johanns, Mike [R-NE]—5/1/2014

Sen Johnson, Ron [R-WI]—5/1/2014

Sen Kirk, Mark Steven [R-IL]—5/1/2014

Sen Lee, Mike [R-UT]—5/1/2014

Sen McCain, John [R-AZ]—5/1/2014

Sen McConnell, Mitch [R-KY]—5/1/2014

Sen Moran, Jerry [R-KS]—5/1/2014

Sen Murkowski, Lisa [R-AK]—5/1/2014

Sen Paul, Rand [R-KY]—5/1/2014

Sen Portman, Rob [R-OH]—5/1/2014

Sen Risch, James E. [R-ID]—5/1/2014

Sen Roberts, Pat [R-KS]—5/1/2014

Sen Rubio, Marco [R-FL]—5/1/2014

Sen Scott, Tim [R-SC]—5/1/2014

Sen Sessions, Jeff [R-AL]—5/1/2014

Sen Shelby, Richard C. [R-AL]—5/1/2014

Sen Thune, John [R-SD]—5/1/2014

Sen Toomey, Pat [R-PA]—5/1/2014

Sen Vitter, David [R-LA]—5/1/2014

Sen Wicker, Roger F. [R-MS]—5/1/2014

Ms. LANDRIEU. I also want to put
into the RECORD the 35-plus very pow-
erful organizations that range from
business to labor to manufacturers
that have been a strong and powerful
and vocal coalition for over 5 years in
their efforts to bring us together. They
have come together. The question is
whether the Members of Congress will
come together. These groups have
come together. It is not often that you
see the laborers, pipefitters, boiler-
makers, and builders and trades all to-
gether sitting down with the Chamber
of Commerce and the American Petro-
leum Institute, but they managed to
find common ground at a common
table, and America will be best served
when the Members of this body and the
House do the same.

I also want to put into the RECORD
two short statements, and this is di-
rected to those who are on the other
side of this issue and who are wavering
or are not sure. I want to put into the
RECORD that the environmental review
process has been conducted over 512
yvears. The review process has been
thorough. Five studies have been con-
ducted, as required by law, and are
complete.

I want to repeat that. The five envi-
ronmental studies that are required by
law have been conducted. They are
completed. I ask unanimous consent
that material be printed in the
RECORD.

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

SUPPORT FOR KEYSTONE XL

American Chemistry Council, American
Concrete Pressure Pipe Association, Amer-
ican Exploration & Production Council,
American Highway Users Alliance, American
Petroleum Institute, American Road &
Transportation Builders Association, Amer-
ican Trucking Association, Associated Gen-
eral Contractors of America, Association of
0il Pipe Lines, Concrete Reinforcing Steel
Institute.

Distribution Contractors Association,
Independent Petroleum Association of Amer-
ica, Industrial Minerals Association-North
America, Institute for 21st Century Energy,
International Brotherhood of Electrical
Workers, Laborers’ International Union of
North America, National Asphalt Pavement
Association, National Association of Whole-
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saler-Distributors, National Ready Mixed
Concrete Association, National Stone, Sand,
and Gravel Association.

North America’s Building Trades Unions,
Petroleum Equipment Suppliers Association,
Portland Cement Association, SPI: The Plas-
tic Industry Trade Association, The United
Association of Journeymen and Apprentices
of the Plumbing and Pipe Fitting Industry of
the United States and Canada, American
Concrete Pavement Association, American
Council of Engineering Companies.

American Fuel & Petrochemical Manufac-
turers, American Iron and Steel Institute,
American Rental Association, American
Supply Association, Associated Equipment
Distributors, Association of Equipment Man-
ufacturers, Business Roundtable, Consumer
Energy Alliance, Energy Equipment & Infra-
structure Alliance, Industrial Fasteners In-
stitute.

Industrial Union of Operating Engineers,
Institute of Makers of Explosives, Inter-
national Union of Operating Engineers, Man-
ufacturers Alliance for Productivity and In-
novation, National Association of Manufac-
turers, National Electrical Contractors Asso-
ciation, National Roofing Contractors Asso-
ciation, National Utility Contractors Asso-
ciation, North American Die Casting Asso-
ciation, Petroleum Marketers Association of
America, Small Business and Entrepreneur-
ship Council, Steel Manufacturers Associa-
tion, US 0il & Gas Association, Western En-
ergy Alliance.

BACKGROUND INFO

Review Process: Five and a half years since
it was first proposed in 2008, we are still re-
viewing it. The review process has been thor-
ough. The five studies that have been con-
ducted, as required by law, are complete.

1. April 16, 2010—Department of State
issues its Draft Environmental Impact
Statement. It opens a 45-day comment pe-
riod, which it extends for additional days.

2. April 15, 2011—Department of State
issues a Supplemental Draft Environmental
Impact Statement and opens another 45-day
comment period. More than 280,000 com-
ments are received.

3. August 26, 2011—Department of State
issues its Final Environmental Impact
Statement and opens up a 90-day review pe-
riod. The agency continues accepting public
comments.

4. March 1, 2013—The U.S. State Depart-
ment issued its Supplemental Environ-
mental Impact Statement for the Keystone
XL Presidential Permit application, which
includes the proposed new route through Ne-
braska. The SEIS findings are similar to the
Department’s FEIS issued last August,
which found the pipeline will have limited
adverse environmental impacts.

5. January 31, 2014—The U.S. State Depart-
ment issued its Final Supplemental Environ-
mental Impact Statement for the permit ap-
plication, confirming the project is safe and
will have limited environmental impacts.
The report reflects that TransCanada has
agreed to incorporate 59 special safety condi-
tions.

Ms. LANDRIEU. In addition, the only
other requirement is from the State
Department, and I want to put this
into the RECORD. But the bottom line is
the last statement of the State Depart-
ment finds ‘‘there will be no significant
impact on the environment from the
[Keystone XIL.] project.” I ask unani-
mous consent that it be printed in the
RECORD.

There being no objection, the mate-
rial was ordered to be printed in the
RECORD, as follows:
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LATEST ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STUDY FROM
STATE DEPARTMENT

The EIS finds that there will be no signifi-
cant impact on the environment from the
project.

State Department finds that crude oil from
the pipeline is unlikely to be exported, be-
cause the transport cost of getting it to the
U.S. combined with transport overseas would
be uneconomical.

The study also finds that the failure to
construct the pipeline will not negatively af-
fect the rate at which oil is extracted from
the oil sands—that is, State Department pre-
dicts that rail transport expansion will be
able to support additional production.

Ms. LANDRIEU. The path today is
crystal clear. Today it is crystal clear.
There is no guarantee that next week
or next month or when the Republicans
take the majority that the path could
be as clear as it is today. Let us not
miss this opportunity. Let us get our
work done on the Keystone XI. Pipe-
line, an important project in this coun-
try, and send a message that we have
heard the voters and show that trust
with us begins today on their behalf.

I yield the floor.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Tennessee.

Mr. ALEXANDER. I thank the Pre-
siding Officer and the Senator from
Louisiana.

———

CHILD CARE AND DEVELOPMENT
BLOCK GRANT

Mr. ALEXANDER. Tomorrow at 2:15
we will have a vote on the Child Care
and Development Block Grant of 2014.

I want to take a few minutes and ex-
plain why it is important to end the de-
bate on the Child Care and Develop-
ment Block Grant and vote on whether
we want to turn it into a law.

When I talk about why it is impor-
tant, I think of a young woman from
Memphis who attended LeMoyne Col-
lege. This woman had a young child
and was able to qualify for a child care
voucher from the State of Tennessee.
There are about 900,000 families across
the country that take advantage of
this Federal voucher program. She was
able to get $500 or $600 a month in order
to provide daycare for her child while
she pursued a business degree from
LeMoyne-Owen College. With the help
of this program she graduated with her
degree and earned a position as an as-
sistant manager at Walmart. With her
new position, she is now able to pay for
the child care for her second child
without help from the Federal Govern-
ment. This is exactly the kind of legis-
lating we should be doing at the Fed-
eral level.

What is the appropriate role of the
Federal Government on an issue such
as childcare? The answer this bill gives
is that we should enable this young
mother and 21,000 other families in
Tennessee to take a Federal voucher,
choose their own childcare center, and
help them to financial independence
through work or continued education
or training programs. It has been an
enormously successful program. The

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — SENATE

program has worked for over 20 years
and was inaugurated in the administra-
tion of George H.W. Bush and was a bi-
partisan product of Congress. It follows
the example of other successful Federal
programs by enabling American fami-
lies to help themselves.

We follow the same model when we
deal with Federal Pell grants and loans
that help students pay for college. Last
year the Presiding Officer will remem-
ber we had an agreement in this body
on huge changes to the student loan
program. President Obama became in-
volved and Secretary Arne Duncan led
a bipartisan working group to develop
a solution. The Republican House of
Representatives came along, and we
created new rules for the $100 billion of
loans the Federal Government makes
to students every year. The result was
a market-based system that is revenue-
neutral for the taxpayers, and lowered
the interest rates on student loans to
undergraduates by about one-half that
year. We first used the idea of Federal
vouchers for education with the pas-
sage of the GI bill in 1944. Recipients
can take a voucher and then choose
among educational institutions of their
choice, such as the University of Notre
Dame, University of New Mexico, Uni-
versity of Tennessee, Vanderbilt Uni-
versity, Yeshiva College, or whichever
accredited college they so choose. This
idea has worked very well and the GI
bill may be the most successful piece of
social legislation ever passed.

The Child Care and Development
Block Grant is a good example of the
government working as an enabler
rather than simply prescribing man-
dates. The program provides $5.3 billion
for childcare services for children
under the age of 13, with plenty of
flexibility. While it has broad bipar-
tisan support, Republican particularly
appreciate the flexibility the act pro-
vides to States through block grants.
States are then able to provide parents
with vouchers so that they can select a
provider that best meets their needs. It
is a model that has proven successful
since 1944 and one I hope we continue.

Now we have the chance to move this
bill forward by voting to end debate.
The cloture vote that we will have to-
morrow will reflect that we debated
the bill fully and that at least 60 of us
believe it is time to move forward and
vote yes or no.

Have we all had our say? I believe so.
Senator HARKIN, Senator MIKULSKI,
and Senator BURR, have worked on this
for several years as well as several oth-
ers of us. It was approved 1 year ago by
the Senate Health, Education, Labor,
and Pensions Committee on a bipar-
tisan basis. Then in March of this year,
2014, the bill was debated and discussed
in this very chamber over a 2-day pe-
riod.

We have had a lot of discussion in the
Senate about whether we get to offer
amendments. That concern has come
from the Senator who is presiding
today, that concern has come from me,
it has come from the Senator from
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Oklahoma, who is here. It is not easy
to be elected to the Senate and it is not
easy to stay in office. And once elected,
senators want their voices to be heard,
whether it is on the Keystone Pipeline
or the Child Care and Development
Block Grant. The Child Care and Devel-
opment Block Grant went through a
model process that began with the Sen-
ate Health, Education, Labor and Pen-
sions Committee, then to the Senate
floor on March 12 through unanimous
consent. There was no motion for clo-
ture, no filling of the tree, and anyone
who offered a relevant amendment was
able to share and debate that amend-
ment.

Senators offered 50 different amend-
ments. Then we considered and agreed
to 18 of those amendments. This body
approved 4 by recorded vote and 14 by
voice vote. Senators ENZI, LANDRIEU,
FRANKEN, COBURN, BOXER, LEE,
PORTMAN, TESTER, SCOTT, THUNE, BEN-
NET, WARREN, VITTER, and SANDERS all
had amendments to this bill. They
were allowed to offer them, speak on
them, and they were either voted on or
accepted, and then the bill was passed
by the Senate.

The bill then went to the House of
Representatives, was amended and ap-
proved and then sent back to us. Again,
here we have an example of a good
process.

I think part of the reason for the
quality of the process is the bipartisan
appreciation for early childhood edu-
cation. I think it is time to stop talk-
ing and vote on the Child Care and De-
velopment Block Grant.

I ask our colleagues on both sides of
the aisle to vote for it.

I think all of us can support the idea
of early childhood education. I am the
product of one of the first early learn-
ing programs in the State of Ten-
nessee. When I was a child, my mother
started one of the two early preschool
education programs in our county. She
held class in a converted garage in our
back yard with 24 3-year-olds in the
morning and 25 5-year-olds in the after-
noon. It is hard to imagine a single
mother dealing with that many chil-
dren all at one time, but she did. As
her son, I was able to experience kin-
dergarten for 5 years. I may be the only
U.S. Senator who can say that.

I had an appreciation for early child-
hood education instilled in me by both
my mother and father. Many of us in
this chamber have a very similar ap-
preciation. We may have different ways
of trying to get to that goal, but this
legislation, the Child Care and Devel-
opment Block Grant, provides $5.3 bil-
lion to families across the country,
namely mothers, who are going to
school so they can get a job, or who are
working so like the young woman in
Memphis I mentioned earlier, can
stand on their own two feet. This pro-
gram helps them get started.

It is an important bill. I congratulate
Senators HARKIN and BURR and MIKUL-
SKI for their hard work on this. I urge
my colleagues tomorrow afternoon to
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