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Her nickname was ‘‘4.0’’ because she 

was such a good student. ‘‘She always 
smiled. She gave people smiles, and she 
was joyful and kind. She had a gen-
erous spirit,’’ said Molly’s mother. 

Molly, John, and Javier are just 
three of the voices of victims we need 
to start talking about on the floor, be-
cause if the statistics don’t seem to be 
moving people to action, maybe the 
stories will. 

As I hope we will this year, let’s be 
realistic about what we can and can’t 
do. I have come here every week to 
talk about the stories of the people 
who have died at the hands of guns. I 
understand there is no law that is 
going to completely eradicate gun vio-
lence, and I understand that there is no 
one solution at hand which will have a 
radical transformation overnight. 

I believe this is about gun laws. But 
I also understand it is about better 
mental health treatment. I also under-
stand it is about a culture of violence. 
I also understand it is about a sense of 
hopelessness felt by a lot of kids in 
poor neighborhoods which leads them 
to violence as a way of solving com-
mon, everyday disputes. 

So I am ready on the floor of the Sen-
ate to have a real, sober, dispassionate 
argument about what we can do to-
gether this year to try to make sure 
this number in 2014 is just a little bit 
lower than it was in 2013. 

With that in mind, I will leave us 
with this one last story, and that is the 
story of Zina Daniel. 

Zina Daniel took out a restraining 
order on her husband after years of vio-
lence and abuse. Police were reportedly 
called to this home dozens of times. 
Her husband was upset about that re-
straining order, and knowing that he 
couldn’t get a gun at a retailer because 
he wouldn’t pass a background check, 
he went online to Armslist. Within 
hours he found a seller who would sup-
ply to him a .40 caliber Glock handgun, 
which he picked up in a McDonald’s 
parking lot for $500 cash. The next day, 
he went into Zina’s workplace, and he 
murdered her and two other women. He 
injured four others. 

Zina’s brother said this: 
I’m a gun owner, a hunter and a member of 

the National Rifle Association. I believe in 
the Second Amendment, but I also believe in 
sensible gun laws. I’ve seen how devastating 
gun violence can be. And I know that Rad-
cliffe never should have been able to buy a 
gun online without a background check. A 
background check would have saved my sis-
ter’s life. 

I don’t know what we will be able to 
get done this year. I don’t know if 
there are 60 votes in the Senate for the 
kind of expansion of background 
checks that many of us, including 
Zina’s brother, would like to see. But 
let’s not let the whole year go by with-
out at least some attempt among Sen-
ators of good will on both sides of the 
aisle, so that when this number does 
come back up at the end of 2014, it is 
just a little bit lower. 

I yield the floor. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-

ator from Nevada. 

UNEMPLOYMENT COMPENSATION 
Mr. HELLER. Madam President, I 

rise today to discuss an issue that has 
been in the forefront of the minds of 
many Americans ringing in the new 
year; that is, extending benefits for the 
unemployed—something that is impor-
tant, of course, for a lot of Americans. 

Before I begin, I wish to thank my 
colleague, my friend from Rhode Is-
land, Senator JACK REED, for his hard 
work and effort on this behalf as we 
and our staffs worked together to get 
this proposal moved forward for to-
day’s vote. 

I hope that my friends and colleagues 
in the Senate enjoyed their holidays 
and that everyone returned refreshed 
and ready to tackle some of the tough 
issues we have here in 2014. 

Unfortunately, while Congress was in 
recess, approximately 17,000 Nevadans 
greeted the new year not with opti-
mistic expectations of a fresh start but 
with the anxiety of how they are going 
to feed their families and perhaps even 
pay their utility bills. When Congress 
left Washington, DC, in December, a 
lot of important matters were left un-
done and expired. As a result, millions 
of Americans were left with no idea 
whether their unemployment benefits 
were going to be fixed retroactively— 
something that has become, of course, 
all too common for this Congress to do. 

Helping those in need should not be a 
partisan issue. Providing a limited so-
cial safety net is one of the responsibil-
ities of the Federal Government. Un-
fortunately, instead of planning ahead 
and figuring out the best way to do 
that, we are now forced to decide 
whether to reinstate these benefits 
after they have expired. 

We should provide some relief to the 
millions of Americans who were left 
hanging when Congress went home in 
December and temporarily extend un-
employment benefits for the next 3 
months. It is the right thing to do. 
That short period will help these fami-
lies whose benefits expired abruptly 
while Congress works out a long-term 
solution that provides Americans with 
some certainty and is fiscally respon-
sible. 

I understand my colleagues’ concerns 
about the cost and their desire to pay 
for this extension. I too want to see our 
Federal debt brought under control. I 
think my voting record is proof of that 
concern. 

I too believe Congress should be more 
focused on passing laws that actually 
help create jobs. Growing our economy 
should be the primary focus and con-
cern of this body. As a Senator of the 
State that leads the Nation in unem-
ployment, believe me, I understand the 
importance of refocusing on jobs. I 
would rather be down here today dis-
cussing innovative ways to create jobs 
instead of the need to extend unem-
ployment benefits yet again. But be-
cause of this administration and even 
some of the choices of this body, unfor-
tunately, our economy is not growing 
quickly enough and many Americans 

are still hurting, including a lot of Ne-
vadans. 

My State is struggling. I have re-
peated often on this floor that Nevada 
consistently tops the chart in unem-
ployment, bankruptcies, and fore-
closures. The statistics are surely re-
vealing. But more startling is the obvi-
ous increase in impoverished Nevadans 
whom I meet when I go home. I would 
like to share an example. 

Every Thanksgiving one or two of my 
children join me in serving Thanks-
giving dinner to folks in Reno who are 
in need and cannot cook a Thanks-
giving meal for themselves. This year 
my daughter Emmy, who is in her 
freshman year in college, joined me in 
this experience. Every year that dinner 
sees more and more attendees. Every 
year the number of individuals and 
families who need help increases. This 
year the venue was absolutely packed. 
When my daughter and I arrived, the 
line outside the venue was four blocks 
long. It is such an obvious example of 
how so many Nevadans are unable to 
provide for their basic needs, and this 
cannot be ignored. 

I know many economists point to a 
national unemployment rate that is 
improving, but at home we do not feel 
it. The unemployment rate in Nevada 
has consistently far exceeded the na-
tional average. In fact, the Silver State 
has led the Nation for the past 3 years 
in unemployment. The result is, of 
course, that people in Nevada are real-
ly hurting. 

It is difficult to stand here in the Na-
tion’s Capital—an area that has largely 
felt little negative impact of the reces-
sion—and describe just how tough 
times are for so many of my constitu-
ents. At these Thanksgiving dinners, I 
hear about the choices individuals are 
forced to make—whether to buy gas for 
their car or pay for heat in the frigid 
northern Nevada winters or buy school 
supplies for their children or perhaps 
save for the future. 

These are hard-working individuals 
who rely on these benefits. They are 
trying to find jobs. They want to pro-
vide for their children. But for these 
benefits to simply vanish without giv-
ing families the time to plan or figure 
out alternatives to help them get by is 
just not right. 

I too understand the concerns about 
the cost of these benefits. I would pre-
fer to see them paid for in a manner 
that does not burden our Nation with 
more debt. I have previously intro-
duced legislation that would do just 
that, legislation that would extend un-
employment benefits while still paying 
for them. At the time I introduced my 
legislation as an alternative to a more 
costly bill because I think it is impor-
tant to bring down our Nation’s debt. 

I am ready to work with my col-
leagues to introduce similar legislation 
again this year, but in the meantime I 
propose that we pass this short-term 
extension now. That would allow Con-
gress the opportunity to spend the next 
3 months debating how to pay for these 
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benefits in the future or perhaps how 
much longer they should be extended. 
Those are important questions worthy 
of more debate. But in the meantime, 
Congress simply must provide some 
temporary relief for those who are un-
employed. 

Paying for these benefits would be 
the best approach. Congress could have 
taken the harder road to figure out the 
way to do that before departing for the 
holiday break and leaving millions of 
Americans hanging, but it did not. So 
let’s pass this short-term extension and 
focus on a more fiscally responsible so-
lution for the longer term. 

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

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will call the roll. 

The bill clerk proceeded to call the 
roll. 

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

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

The Senator from Oklahoma. 
GLOBAL WARMING 

Mr. INHOFE. Madam President, I 
think we are going to have a lot of dis-
cussions on the floor concerning a 
number of things that happened in the 
last couple of weeks, not the least of 
which is what is going on in Antarctica 
right now, and the fact that some peo-
ple had to be lifted out of there. 

It is kind of interesting, and I don’t 
want anyone to misunderstand me and 
think that I am reviving a lot of the 
previous interest concerning the issue 
of global warming for any reason other 
than the fact that right now, after it 
has been determined, without any 
doubt, that the House and Senate 
would never pass anything like cap and 
trade, the President is attempting to 
do through regulation what he could 
not do through legislation. What I am 
concerned about is the expense, and in 
a minute I will talk about the cost of 
these issues. 

We have a real serious problem in 
this country. People are concerned 
about the spending and about what is 
happening with our military. They are 
concerned about a lot of issues, but the 
cost of the overregulation that has 
taken place in our society is over-
looked quite often. 

If you ask anyone associated with 
the farm bureau or anyone in the agri-
cultural community what their major 
problem is, they will tell you it is the 
overregulation by the Environmental 
Protection Agency that is really mak-
ing it difficult for them to survive. It is 
the same thing with manufacturers, 
producers, and others. When we look at 
the crown jewel of all regulations, it is 
cap and trade. Cap and trade would 
constitute the largest tax increase in 
the history of this country. 

I think it is kind of interesting that 
what is happening right now up in the 
Antarctic is something that has been 
happening for quite a long period of 
time. While there has been a concerted 

effort of people who believe that global 
warming is taking place and that we 
are all going to die, and all of that, at 
the same time the evidence out there is 
almost laughable. 

In January of 2004, when Al Gore held 
a global warming rally in New York 
City, I remember that it was one of the 
coldest days in New York City in its 
history. In March of 2007, a Capitol Hill 
media briefing on the Senate climate 
bill was canceled due to a snowstorm. 
In April of 2007, global warming rallies 
were greeted by unseasonable snow, 
and as a result several of them were 
canceled. In October of 2007, Gore’s 
global warming speech at Harvard Uni-
versity coincided with temperatures 
that nearly broke a 125-year tempera-
ture record. In October of 2007, the 
British House of Commons held a mar-
athon debate on global warming during 
London’s first October snowfall since 
1932. 

In December 2008, Al Gore spoke to 
an audience in Milan, Italy—by the 
way, I attended that meeting—about 
global warming, and outside it was 
snowing, which is a rare event for that 
area. Snow and freezing rain also 
struck Rome, Naples, Palermo, and 
Sicily. 

A lot of people are not aware that 
among those who were responsible for 
the whole global warming movement 
was the United Nations. It was an ef-
fort—I will not go into it now unless it 
becomes appropriate and I have more 
time to talk about it. But the United 
Nations has one big party every year— 
usually in December—and it is what we 
call the global warming party. It is 
where all the countries come to attend, 
and they have all-you-can-eat and all- 
you-can-drink. It is the biggest party 
of the year. 

I can remember going to one of these 
annual parties when there was someone 
from Benin, which is a Sub-Saharan Af-
rican country. I went up to this person 
and said: You can’t tell me you believe 
all this stuff. The whole idea was to 
have the 192 countries that go to this 
party every year believe global warm-
ing is taking place, and we are all 
going to have to stop doing things to 
try to preclude it from happening, and 
that would destroy our economies. His 
response was: Oh, no, but this is the 
biggest party of the year. 

That took place, as I said, in Milan, 
Italy in 2008. I always remember that 
one because they had my picture on 
telephone poles saying ‘‘Wanted.’’ I 
saved several of those and brought 
them back to the United States so I 
could distribute it to the people who 
were enjoying it quite a bit. Anyway, 
the meeting in Milan was about global 
warming. Yet there were records set on 
snowfall and freezing rain. 

In March of 2009, NANCY PELOSI—at 
that time she was the Speaker of the 
House—had a big global warming rally 
that was supposed to be the largest one 
that had ever taken place in this coun-
try, and it was snowed out. 

In February of 2010, the Senate EPW, 
Environment and Public Works Com-

mittee—at that time I was the ranking 
member of the Environment and Public 
Works Committee—had a hearing enti-
tled ‘‘The Global Warming Impacts, In-
cluding Public Health, in the United 
States,’’ and it was canceled due to a 
major snowstorm. This goes on and on. 

One thing that is not on the list, 
which should be on this list, is what 
happened in Copenhagen in 2009, and 
that was the annual party of the 
United Nations. I remember it so well 
because people were trying to go over 
there and say that the United States of 
America was going to pass cap and 
trade, and that we would encourage all 
of them to do it. I am going from mem-
ory now, but I am quite sure that Sec-
retary of State Hillary Clinton, NANCY 
PELOSI, Barack Obama, and John Kerry 
were all there. At that time, John 
Kerry was a Member of the Senate. All 
of them assured these people—these 191 
countries—that we were going to pass 
cap and trade. 

I went all the way over and all the 
way back to spend 3 hours on the 
ground—and I have to say it was prob-
ably the most enjoyable 3 hours I ever 
spent—to tell them that under no cir-
cumstance was the United States going 
to pass the largest tax increase in his-
tory based on trying to stop—some-
thing they were calling at that time— 
global warming. The 191 countries 
which attended that meeting had one 
thing in common, and that was that 
they all hated me. 

Nonetheless, I was telling them the 
truth, and they tried to pass it again 
and again. There probably aren’t 35 
votes in the Senate right now that 
would vote for a cap-and-trade bill 
which would constitute the largest tax 
increase in the history of this country. 

All of that had taken place over a 
long period of time, and now we are up 
to 2013 and 2014. In November, Presi-
dent Obama issued an executive order 
on climate change stating ‘‘excessively 
high temperatures’’ are ‘‘already’’ 
harming natural resources, economies, 
and public health nationwide. 

I guess if you say something long 
enough, sooner or later people are 
going to believe it because they assume 
if the President says it, it must be 
true. 

On January 6, AccuWeather issued a 
warning that a ‘‘blast of arctic air will 
deliver some of the coldest weather in 
20 years’’ to the midsection of the 
United States. 

Meteorologist Ryan Maue of Florida 
said about the historic cold outbreak: 
‘‘If you’re under 40 [years old], you’ve 
not seen this stuff before.’’ 

The National Weather Service re-
ported that the temperature at Chi-
cago’s O’Hare International Airport hit 
16 degrees below zero on January 6, 
breaking the negative 14-degree record 
in 1884. This makes Chicago colder 
than the South Pole where it was 11 de-
grees below zero. The average tempera-
ture in the United States on January 6 
was 12.8 degrees. 

I say all of this because this is kind 
of a predicate to what is happening 
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