
CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — SENATE S1087 February 25, 2015 
this can’t simply take the Social Secu-
rity number and plug it into unemploy-
ment insurance and say: Do you have 
this person’s name with this Social Se-
curity number? Are they receiving un-
employment insurance? Or vice versa. 
It ought to be the push of a button on 
a computer so that it is not all that 
costly and makes a great deal of sense. 

The worst they would have to do is 
pick up the phone and say: I have John 
Doe here whose Social Security num-
ber is X. He is applying for Social Secu-
rity Disability Insurance. Do you have 
him on the unemployment role? Or vice 
versa. I am sorry, Mr. Doe, but you 
can’t do both, and you are gaming the 
system. This duplication of benefits 
costs $5.7 billion. That is a pretty good 
savings. 

This is the first of what will be a 
weekly presentation of programs that 
are no longer needed, that are duplica-
tive, where there is fraud or waste in-
volved. I am going to bring this for-
ward every week, and we are going to 
try to add it all up. 

We start here with $5.7 billion, and I 
have my spending thermometer going 
up to $100 billion. I think we can go 
much higher than that. Tom Coburn 
said we could, through his Wastebook 
and the work he has done. 

So we have already inked it in here. 
We are going to start filling this in by 
coming here every week. 

People may say: Well, that is small 
change. Look, $5.7 billion is not small 
change. In comparison to our debt, 
does it solve the problem? Absolutely 
not. It is at least a start. Can we at 
least not come together in sensible 
things such as this and at least get 
started in the right direction? 

In the meantime, I think we are still 
going to be pushed into situations by 
crisis, when no longer the countenance 
of the investment world in America in 
terms of the rate of return is accept-
able, because the debt continues to ac-
cumulate. 

So here we are, back to 2010, back to 
where we were. I know it is not talked 
about very much at this stage. We have 
foreign policy issues and domestic 
issues we have to engage in. But the 
clock is ticking away, minute after 
minute, second after second, and it is a 
continued plunge of the deficit spend-
ing—borrowing money we don’t have in 
order to pay for things we need, but 
also paying for things we don’t need. 

So I will be here every week with a 
new proposal. We will be filling in this 
chart, and hopefully at least start us 
on the process once again of getting 
through to one major challenge we 
have here in this Senate, the Congress, 
and the executive branch, and that is 
dealing with our debt. It is genera-
tional theft. It is putting the burden on 
our children and grandchildren, and 
even on workers here today. It is hold-
ing down our economy. It is one of the 
major challenges this Congress has not 
successfully addressed and which this 
administration has not successfully ad-
dressed. It is kicking the can down the 

road to the extreme, and we do not 
need to forget that. We need to empha-
size it. This is my small step, after 
many large steps that have failed, to 
try to continue to alert the American 
people and alert my colleagues that 
there is money we can save and spend 
and run a much more efficient, effec-
tive government. 

I yield the floor. 
I suggest the absence of a quorum. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 

clerk will call the roll. 
The legislative clerk proceeded to 

call the roll. 
Mr. BARRASSO. Mr. President, I ask 

unanimous consent that the order for 
the quorum call be rescinded. 

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

f 

PRINCIPLED STEWARDSHIP OF 
THE AMERICAN WEST 

Mr. BARRASSO. Mr. President, over 
the past week while I was home in Wy-
oming traveling around our State, I 
had a chance to talk with students 
about their hopes for the future, and I 
talked with many small business own-
ers about their efforts in trying to cre-
ate jobs. 

The people of Wyoming work hard 
and take seriously the Western values 
of family and community. They are 
committed—they are committed—to 
preserving the West’s role in providing 
natural resources that improve the 
lives of millions of people all across 
America. 

This commitment is shared by the 
Senate Western Caucus—a caucus 
which I chair in the Senate—as well as 
is shared by the Congressional Western 
Caucus under the leadership of Wyo-
ming Congressman CYNTHIA LUMMIS. 

Recently, we released a joint report 
titled ‘‘Principled Stewardship of the 
American West.’’ This new report has 
details about specific things we should 
be doing right here in Congress, spe-
cific things Washington should let the 
people in the West do for themselves. 
The whole report is available on my 
Web site, Barrasso.senate.gov. 

Now I want to talk about four spe-
cific principles that guide the work of 
the Western Caucus that are contained 
in this very report. These principles 
are based on the idea that the people 
who live on the land are the best stew-
ards of the land. Our main goal is to 
empower the residents, the workers, 
and the leaders in the West and local 
leaders throughout the country to 
make the decisions that best serve 
their families and their communities. 
These principles stand in stark con-
trast to the failed approach Wash-
ington has taken for far too long. 

The first principle in our report has 
to do with energy. The members of the 
Western Caucus are united. We will 
promote access to our Nation’s abun-
dant, affordable, secure, diverse, and 
reliable energy and mineral resources. 
That means increasing energy security 
for the United States. We can do that 

by producing more energy responsibly 
right here at home. It also means open-
ing access to international markets so 
we can help the energy security of our 
allies as well. 

The second principle we talk about in 
the report ‘‘Principled Stewardship of 
the American West’’ focuses on envi-
ronmental stewardship in the West. We 
take very seriously our commitment to 
ensuring the health of the land, the 
wildlife, and the environment. Thou-
sands of people are working across the 
West to protect our communities. 
These are people who live in the West, 
not bureaucrats in Washington, DC. 
Nobody is better qualified than the 
people who actually walk the land and 
breathe the air they are trying to pro-
tect. 

Our report encourages locally led 
conservation partnerships to build on 
the work being done by people who rely 
on the health and the safety of the 
land. This means making sure regu-
lators base their decisions on science, 
not on personal ideology, and that 
their work is done out in the open. On 
this front I will be introducing legisla-
tion to stop the Environmental Protec-
tion Agency’s takeover of the waters of 
the United States. 

The third principle in this report fo-
cuses on agriculture and forestry. As 
an environmental stewardship, the 
Western Caucus believes the States are 
better equipped than Washington to de-
velop good farm policies. Crops, breeds 
of livestock, soil types, and the grow-
ing seasons vary greatly across this 
country. These factors come together 
in the West very differently from what 
might be seen in the Northeast or in 
the South. A bureaucrat in Washington 
simply cannot write regulations that 
cover every part of the country with 
any hope of success. Western States 
must be allowed to make these deci-
sions for themselves to help the farm-
ing and ranching way of life continue 
to thrive in America. 

One task we can do at the national 
level is to promote active management 
of our forests to ensure that our forests 
remain healthy. As many as 82 million 
acres of our National Forest System 
need treatment to deal with the 
threats of fire, insects, and invasive 
species. When forests deteriorate, they 
are more vulnerable to wildfire. Fires 
cause erosion and threaten water qual-
ity. When forests get overgrown and 
unhealthy, they stifle habitats critical 
for deer, elk, wild turkeys, and other 
animals. The members of the Western 
Caucus know how important it is to re-
sponsibly manage our national forests, 
and we will push for legislation to 
make sure that continues to happen. 

Finally, the report focuses on a West-
ern approach to judicial and regulatory 
reform. This includes stopping the law-
suit abuse that special interest groups 
have used to set public policy without 
the public actually being involved. It 
includes protecting private property 
owners from excessive Washington reg-
ulations. 
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Agencies such as the Environmental 

Protection Agency and the U.S. Forest 
Service have a history of interfering 
with the use of private property. These 
agencies have fined and bullied land-
owners throughout the West. Too often 
the goal of the bureaucrats is to pro-
tect their own turf, not to protect the 
land or to serve the people. Honest, 
hard-working taxpayers get crushed be-
neath the resources of a Federal legal 
system that operates without over-
sight. The Western Caucus favors con-
servation through local cooperation 
and partnership, not through intimida-
tion and an attitude that ‘‘Washington 
knows best.’’ 

This report’s four principles and the 
ideas it discusses are based on what 
members in the Western Caucus hear 
back home. These are the topics I hear 
from people as I travel around Wyo-
ming. These principles promote respon-
sible energy, food and timber produc-
tion, while preserving what makes the 
West a unique place in America. 

Last year more than 10 million peo-
ple from around the world visited Wyo-
ming. They are drawn by its beauty 
and natural splendor. The people of 
Wyoming and all Western States know 
they have a responsibility to manage 
and protect the land and waters in a 
way that allows all of us to enjoy 
them. The goal of the Senate and Con-
gressional Western Caucus is to pre-
serve and protect everything that is 
special about the West so that families 
who have lived there for generations 
can continue to live there for genera-
tions in the future. 

Thank you, Mr. President. 
I yield the floor. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The as-

sistant Democratic leader. 
f 

25TH ANNIVERSARY OF THE 
AIRLINE SMOKING BAN 

Mr. DURBIN. Mr. President, today 
marks the 25th anniversary of a law 
that has affected millions of Ameri-
cans. It was a law that came about be-
cause of a dare. It happened in an air-
port in Phoenix, AZ. I was catching a 
flight from Phoenix to St. Louis—I 
think to Chicago—and I was late. I ran 
up to the United Airlines counter, and 
the ticket agent started processing my 
ticket to get on the flight. 

She said to me, ‘‘Here is your board-
ing pass,’’ and I looked at it and no-
ticed she had put me in the smoking 
section on the airplane. 

I said to her, ‘‘I don’t want to sit in 
the smoking section. Isn’t there some-
thing you can do about this?’’ 

She said, ‘‘You came here too late. 
And incidentally, Congressman, there 
is something you can do about it.’’ 

I got on that airplane and got stuck 
in the middle seat in the smoking sec-
tion in the back of the plane, sur-
rounded by smokers, wedged in there, 
and I looked around the plane and 
thought: This makes no sense at all. 
There is an older person who may have 
a pulmonary problem. There is a moth-

er with a baby sitting in a nonsmoking 
section two rows away from me. And I 
thought to myself: I am going to do 
something to change this. 

I went back to the House of Rep-
resentatives. I was a relatively new 
Member of Congress. I introduced a bill 
to ban smoking on airplanes. My staff 
thought it was crazy. Nobody had ever 
beaten the tobacco lobby at anything. 
To take them and most of the airline 
industry on was a fool’s errand, but I 
did it anyway. I got a lot of help along 
the way from some amazing colleagues. 
I finally got a chance to bring it to the 
floor for a vote, and to the shock and 
surprise of the tobacco lobby, we won. 
We banned smoking on airplane flights 
of 2 hours or more. 

I called my friend Frank Lautenberg, 
who was a Senator from New Jersey, 
and I asked him if he would take up the 
cause in the U.S. Senate. He agreed to, 
and he passed the same measure. 

So this day marks the 25th anniver-
sary of the signing into law a ban on 
smoking on airplanes. It is obvious 
why it passed. Members of Congress are 
part of the largest frequent flyer pro-
gram in the world, and they hated it as 
much as I did on that flight from Phoe-
nix to Chicago. But it did something I 
never imagined. Malcolm Gladwell 
wrote a book called ‘‘The Tipping 
Point.’’ It turns out that moment was 
a tipping point because people all 
across America 25 years ago started 
asking a very basic question: If second-
hand smoke is dangerous in an air-
plane, isn’t it dangerous in a train, on 
a bus, in an office, in hospitals, in res-
taurants, in a tavern, in a bingo hall— 
and the list went on and on. All across 
the United States, States started 
changing laws and banning smoking. 

Today, if you walked into the doors 
of the Capitol here smoking a ciga-
rette, somebody would stop you and 
say: Wait a minute, we don’t do that 
here. In the old days, nobody would 
think twice and there were ashtrays all 
over. 

When I first came to the Senate, 
there were no rules when it came to 
smoking—none. We developed them 
after I made a few points to those in 
charge. But that was the culture and 
the situation 25 years ago. 

I think that effort to take smoking 
off airplanes has led to a lot of other 
dramatic efforts to protect Americans 
from secondhand smoke and from dan-
gerous situations. I think lives have 
been saved. There are so many of us 
who can tell family stories about losses 
related to lung cancer and pulmonary 
disease. I can tell my story. 

I was 14 years old when my father 
died of lung cancer. He was 53 years old 
and smoked two packs of Camels a day. 
He died an early death. I didn’t stand 
by his bed at the hospital and say ‘‘I 
will get even with that tobacco lobby,’’ 
but I remembered him as I started this 
ban. 

So I just wanted to make a note in 
the RECORD today in the Senate to sa-
lute the memory of my friend Frank 

Lautenberg, who was my partner in 
passing this important legislation, and 
to remind us there are other things we 
can do to make this world a little bet-
ter and a little safer. One of those 
things relates to e-cigarettes, a new in-
vention tobacco companies are jump-
ing up and down to market to children 
in America. We have seen in a short pe-
riod of time the number of kids using 
these electronic cigarettes double. It 
has a chemical in it, the same one that 
is in cigarettes—nicotine—that is ad-
dictive. Tobacco companies know that 
if they can lure children into cigarettes 
or e-cigarettes, they are going to cre-
ate an addiction in these young people 
that will be tough to break and won’t 
be healthy at all. 

I hope the Food and Drug Adminis-
tration will step up and do their job 
and regulate these products and these 
e-cigarette products to protect the 
children across America. 

f 

DEPARTMENT OF HOMELAND 
SECURITY FUNDING 

Mr. DURBIN. Mr. President, this 
week we are deciding whether we are 
going to shut down the Government of 
the United States of America again. 
Again. I think it was about a year and 
a half ago that the Senator from Texas 
on the other side of the aisle took to 
the floor and called for shutting down 
the Government of the United States of 
America, protesting President Obama’s 
Affordable Care Act. He did it, and the 
hardship that created for people all 
across the United States who relied on 
essential government services is well 
documented. The impact it had on the 
men and women who work in our gov-
ernment was also documented. It cost 
our economy. It was a bad thing to do. 
It was a political strategy which on re-
flection was the absolute worst, to shut 
down our government. 

Well, this week we face another shut-
down, and this time it is the Depart-
ment of Homeland Security. This De-
partment is the one Department that is 
charged with keeping America safe 
from the threat of terrorism. It was 
created after 9/11 because we wanted to 
make sure we put together 22 agencies 
that worked together to protect us. 
You see them in so many different 
places. This agency runs the Coast 
Guard. Its cutters are patrolling Lake 
Michigan and our coastline—the Atlan-
tic and Pacific and the Gulf of Mexico 
as well. You see them when you go to 
the airport—TSA is under the super-
vision of the Department of Homeland 
Security. You may not know it, but 
your local fire department is depending 
on grants from this same agency so 
they can buy new equipment and train 
the people who are responding to fires 
in their community. 

Over and over again the Department 
of Homeland Security invests in the 
safety of America. So why in God’s 
name would we have a political strat-
egy to stop funding the Department of 
Homeland Security? That is exactly 
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