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(Ms. MURKOWSKI) were added as cospon-
sors of S. 192, a bill to reauthorize the
Older Americans Act of 1965, and for
other purposes.

S.J. RES. 2

At the request of Mr. LEE, the name
of the Senator from Iowa (Mr. GRASS-
LEY) was added as a cosponsor of S.J.
Res. 2, a joint resolution proposing an
amendment to the Constitution of the
United States requiring that the Fed-
eral budget be balanced.

AMENDMENT NO. 19

At the request of Mrs. FISCHER, the
name of the Senator from Idaho (Mr.
CrAPO) was added as a cosponsor of
amendment No. 19 intended to be pro-
posed to S. 1, a bill to approve the Key-
stone XL Pipeline.

AMENDMENT NO. 24

At the request of Mr. SANDERS, the
name of the Senator from Vermont
(Mr. LEAHY) and the Senator from Con-
necticut (Mr. MURPHY) were added as
cosponsors of amendment No. 24 in-
tended to be proposed to S. 1, a bill to
approve the Keystone XL Pipeline.

AMENDMENT NO. 27

At the request of Mr. WYDEN, the
name of the Senator from Virginia (Mr.
WARNER) was added as a cosponsor of
amendment No. 27 intended to be pro-
posed to S. 1, a bill to approve the Key-
stone XL Pipeline.

AMENDMENT NO. 29

At the request of Mr. WHITEHOUSE,
the names of the Senator from West
Virginia (Mr. MANCHIN) and the Sen-
ator from Vermont (Mr. LEAHY) were
added as cosponsors of amendment No.
29 proposed to S. 1, a bill to approve
the Keystone XL, Pipeline.

At the request of Mr. INHOFE, his
name was added as a cosponsor of
amendment No. 29 proposed to S. 1,
supra.

AMENDMENT NO. 30

At the request of Mr. LEAHY, the
names of the Senator from Delaware
(Mr. CooNs) and the Senator from
Rhode Island (Mr. WHITEHOUSE) were
added as cosponsors of amendment No.
30 intended to be proposed to S. 1, a bill
to approve the Keystone XL Pipeline.

AMENDMENT NO. 50

At the request of Mr. HATCH, the
name of the Senator from Idaho (Mr.
CrAPO) was added as a cosponsor of
amendment No. 50 intended to be pro-
posed to S. 1, a bill to approve the Key-
stone XL Pipeline.

AMENDMENT NO. 58

At the request of Mr. SCHATZ, the
name of the Senator from West Vir-
ginia (Mr. MANCHIN) as added as a co-
sponsor of amendment No. 58 intended
to be proposed to S. 1, a bill to approve
the Keystone XL, Pipeline.

AMENDMENT NO. 73

At the request of Mr. MORAN, the
name of the Senator from Texas (Mr.
CORNYN) was added as a cosponsor of
amendment No. 73 intended to be pro-
posed to S. 1, a bill to approve the Key-
stone XL Pipeline.

AMENDMENT NO. 74

At the request of Mr. REED, the

names of the Senator from New York
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(Mrs. GILLIBRAND), the Senator from
West Virginia (Mr. MANCHIN), the Sen-
ator from New Hampshire (Ms.
AYOTTE), the Senator from Wisconsin
(Ms. BALDWIN), the Senator from Maine
(Mr. KING), the Senator from Vermont
(Mr. LEAHY), and the Senator from
Connecticut (Mr. MURPHY) were added
as cosponsors of amendment No. 74 in-
tended to be proposed to S. 1, a bill to
approve the Keystone XL Pipeline.
AMENDMENT NO. 77

At the request of Mr. UDALL, the
name of the Senator from Maryland
(Mr. CARDIN) was added as a cosponsor
of amendment No. 77 intended to be
proposed to S. 1, a bill to approve the
Keystone XL, Pipeline.

—————

STATEMENTS ON INTRODUCED
BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTIONS

By Mr. CORNYN:

S. 202. A bill to provide for a tech-
nical change to the Medicare long-term
care hospital moratorium exception; to
the Committee on Finance.

Mr. CORNYN. Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent that the text of the
bill be printed in the RECORD.

There being no objection, the text of
the bill was ordered to be printed in
the RECORD, as follows:

S. 202

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives of the United States of America in
Congress assembled,

SECTION 1. TECHNICAL CHANGE TO THE MEDI-
CARE LONG-TERM CARE HOSPITAL
MORATORIUM EXCEPTION.

(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 114(d) of the
Medicare, Medicaid, and SCHIP Extension
Act of 2007 (42 U.S.C. 1395ww note), as amend-
ed by sections 3106(b) and 10312(b) of Public
Law 111-148, section 1206(b)(2) of the Pathway
for SGR Reform Act of 2013 (division B of
Public Law 113-67), and section 112 of the
Protecting Access to Medicare Act of 2014
(Public Law 113-93), is amended, in para-
graph (7), by striking ‘The moratorium
under paragraph (1)(A)” and inserting ‘‘Any

moratorium under paragraph (1) in the
matter preceding subparagraph (A).
(b) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendment

made by subsection (a) shall take effect as if
included in the enactment of section 112 of
the Protecting Access to Medicare Act of
2014 (Public Law 113-93).

By Mr. WHITEHOUSE (for him-
self, Mr. UDALL, Ms. WARREN,
Mr. CARPER, Mr. COONS, Mr.
MARKEY, Mr. LEAHY, Mr. DUR-
BIN, Mrs. MURRAY, Mr. BENNET,
Mrs. BOXER, Ms. HIRONO, Mrs.
GILLIBRAND, Mrs. SHAHEEN, Mr.

CARDIN, Ms. STABENOW, Mr.
MERKLEY, Ms. BALDWIN, Mr.
MURPHY, Mr. NELSON, Mr.

CASEY, Mr. BROWN, Mr. REED,
Ms. HEITKAMP, Mr. MANCHIN,
Mrs. MCCASKILL, Mr. WARNER,
Mr. FRANKEN, Mr. SANDERS, Mr.
MENENDEZ, Mr. HEINRICH, Mr.
TESTER, Mr. SCHUMER, Mr.
KAINE, Ms. KLOBUCHAR, Ms. MI-
KULSKI, Mr. KING, Mr.
BLUMENTHAL, Mrs. FEINSTEIN,

Mr. BOOKER, and Mr. PETERS).
S. 229. A bill to amend the Federal
Election Campaign Act of 1971 to pro-
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vide for additional disclosure require-
ments for corporations, labor organiza-
tions, Super PACs and other entities,
and for other purposes; to the Com-
mittee on Rules and Administration.

Mr. WHITEHOUSE. Mr. President, I
rise today to introduce the DISCLOSE
Act of 2015.

Simply put, this bill would end the
massive undisclosed spending in elec-
tions that is undermining public faith
in our democracy, creating what one
newspaper called ‘‘a tsunami of slime.”’

Today marks the 5-year anniversary
of the Supreme Court’s disastrous 5-4
decision in Citizens United v. FEC.
With that feat of judicial activism,
which will likely go down with Lochner
v. New York as one of the Supreme
Court’s worst decisions, the conserv-
ative bloc of the Supreme Court over-
turned the laws of Congress protecting
our elections’ integrity, thwarted the
will of the American people, and al-
lowed unlimited anonymous corporate
money to flood into our elections.

Worse still, even though the justices
decided 8-1 that laws promoting disclo-
sure of outside spending were necessary
and appropriate, everything that has
happened since has shown a concerted
effort to prevent and frustrate disclo-
sure. So the billionaires and corpora-
tions spending tens and even hundreds
of millions of dollars on elections can
continue to do so with no public knowl-
edge and no accountability.

The Citizens United decision hangs
on a series of irretrievably flawed as-
sertions. Among them is the premise
that unlimited corporate expenditures
would be fine because there would be a
regime of ‘‘effective disclosure’ that
would ‘‘provide shareholders and citi-
zens with the information needed to
hold corporations and elected officials
accountable for their positions and
supporters.”’

However, following Citizens United,
that regime of ‘‘effective disclosure”’
has completely broken down, with bil-
lionaires and corporations spending un-
limited secret money in elections. In
the 2014 elections, the most expensive
midterm elections in our history, with
over $3.6 billion spent, the Washington
Post reported that at least 31 percent
of all independent spending was spent
by groups that are not required to dis-
close their donors. And that doesn’t
even count spending on so-called ‘‘issue
ads,” which is also not reported.

The first line of defense for campaign
finance laws is supposed to be the Fed-
eral Election Commission. However, 5
years after the fact, the FEC just held
a public meeting to consider rules to
implement the Court’s decision in Citi-
zens United, and incredibly, the com-
missioners did not even consider rules
to require disclosure.

That has left the problem largely to
the Internal Revenue Service, because
so many of the offending organizations
are non-profits. And they mangled this.
First, they failed to investigate big
non-profit groups spending hundreds of
millions of dollars on elections making
what appeared to be illegal, material
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false statements about election spend-
ing on these IRS forms. Then the IRS
singled out organizations for scrutiny
based on words in their names sug-
gesting that they were politically ac-
tive. Recently, the Treasury Depart-
ment and the IRS proposed new rules
to require disclosure by 501(c)(4)
groups. Along with fifteen of my col-
leagues, I commended the effort to en-
sure disclosure by these non-profits.
However, the IRS withdrew the pro-
posed rules, and the latest reporting
says that new rules won’t be ready for
the 2016 elections, another failure of
disclosure.

The DISCLOSE Act would put some
transparency into the ‘‘tsunami of
slime.”” The bill, which is unchanged
from the version introduced last Con-
gress, would require organizations
spending money in elections—including
super PACS and tax-exempt 501(c)(4)
groups—to promptly disclose donors
who have given $10,000 or more during
an election cycle. The bill includes ro-
bust transfer provisions to prevent po-
litical operatives from using complex
webs of entities to game the system
and hide donor identities. This is not a
new idea. Many Republicans, including
several in the Senate, used to support
disclosure.

Senator ALEXANDER has said, ‘I sup-
port campaign finance reform, but to
me that means individual contribu-
tions, free speech, and full disclosure.”

“I don’t like it when a large source of
money is out there funding ads and is
unaccountable,”” said Senator SES-
SIONS. ‘‘“T'o the extent we can, I tend to
favor disclosure.”

Or as Senator CORNYN put it, “I think
the system needs more transparency,
s0 people can more easily reach their
own conclusions.”

Senator MCCONNELL once summed it
up nicely: ‘“Virtually everybody in the
Senate is in favor of enhanced disclo-
sure, greater disclosure. That’s really
hardly a controversial subject.”

And he was right—until Citizens
United. Suddenly Republicans are
fighting to keep the American people
in the dark to protect their wealthy
funders.

The high disclosure threshold and
other provisions in the bill protect
membership organizations from having
to disclose their member lists, and
from having to disclose any donor who
does not wish his or her contribution to
be used for political purposes.

Our campaign finance system is bro-
ken. Immediate action is required to
fix it. Americans of all political stripes
are disgusted by the influence of un-
limited, anonymous corporate cash in
our elections, and by campaigns that
succeed or fail depending on how many
billionaires the candidates have in
their pockets.

Passing this law would remove the
dark cloud of unlimited, anonymous
money from our elections, and would
prove to the American people that Con-
gress is committed to fairness, equal-
ity, and the fundamental principle of a
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government ‘‘of the people, by the peo-
ple, and for the people.”” As Republican
former Federal Election Commission
Chairman Trevor Potter has said, the
DISCLOSE Act is ‘‘appropriately tar-
geted, narrowly tailored, clearly con-
stitutional and desperately needed.”

I thank our 35 cosponsors of this bill
so far, and Representative VAN HOLLEN
for introducing in the House, and I
urge my colleagues to support the DIS-
CLOSE Act of 2015.

Mr. President, I ask unanimous con-
sent that the text of the bill be printed
in the RECORD.

There being no objection, the text of
the bill was ordered to be printed in
the RECORD, as follows:

S. 229

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives of the United States of America in
Congress assembled,

SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE.

This Act may be cited as the ‘‘Democracy
Is Strengthened by Casting Light On Spend-
ing in Elections Act of 2015 or the “DIS-
CLOSE Act of 2015,

SEC. 2. CAMPAIGN DISBURSEMENT REPORTING.

(a) INFORMATION REQUIRED TO BE RE-
PORTED.—

(1) TREATMENT OF FUNCTIONAL EQUIVALENT
OF EXPRESS ADVOCACY AS INDEPENDENT EX-
PENDITURE.—Subparagraph (A) of section
301(17) of the Federal Election Campaign Act
of 1971 (52 U.S.C. 30101(17)) is amended to read
as follows:

‘“(A) that expressly advocates the election
or defeat of a clearly identified candidate, or
is the functional equivalent of express advo-
cacy because, when taken as a whole, it can
be interpreted by a reasonable person only as
advocating the election or defeat of a can-
didate, taking into account whether the
communication involved mentions a can-
didacy, a political party, or a challenger to a
candidate, or takes a position on a can-
didate’s character, qualifications, or fitness
for office; and”.

(2) EXPANSION OF PERIOD DURING WHICH COM-
MUNICATIONS ARE TREATED AS ELECTIONEERING
COMMUNICATIONS.—Section 304(f)(3)(A)(i) of
such Act (52 U.S.C. 30104(f)(3)(A)(1)) is amend-
ed—

(A) by redesignating subclause (III) as sub-
clause (IV); and

(B) by striking subclause (II) and inserting
the following:

‘“(IT) in the case of a communication which
refers to a candidate for an office other than
the President or Vice President, is made dur-
ing the period beginning on January 1 of the
calendar year in which a general or runoff
election is held and ending on the date of the
general or runoff election (or in the case of
a special election, during the period begin-
ning on the date on which the announcement
with respect to such election is made and
ending on the date of the special election);

‘(IIT) in the case of a communication
which refers to a candidate for the office of
President or Vice President, is made in any
State during the period beginning 120 days
before the first primary election, caucus, or
preference election held for the selection of
delegates to a national nominating conven-
tion of a political party is held in any State
(or, if no such election or caucus is held in
any State, the first convention or caucus of
a political party which has the authority to
nominate a candidate for the office of Presi-
dent or Vice President) and ending on the
date of the general election; and”’.

(3) EFFECTIVE DATE; TRANSITION FOR ELEC-
TIONEERING COMMUNICATIONS MADE PRIOR TO
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ENACTMENT.—The amendment made by para-

graph (2) shall apply with respect to commu-

nications made on or after January 1, 2016,

except that no communication which is

made prior to such date shall be treated as
an electioneering communication under sub-
clause (II) or (III) of section 304(f)(3)(A)(1) of

the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971

(as amended by paragraph (2)) unless the

communication would be treated as an elec-

tioneering communication under such sec-

tion if the amendment made by paragraph (2)

did not apply.

(b) DISCLOSURE REQUIREMENTS FOR COR-
PORATIONS, LABOR ORGANIZATIONS, AND CER-
TAIN OTHER ENTITIES.—

(1) IN GENERAL.—Section 324 of the Federal
Election Campaign Act of 1971 (52 U.S.C.
30126) is amended to read as follows:

“SEC. 324. DISCLOSURE OF CAMPAIGN-RELATED
DISBURSEMENTS BY COVERED OR-
GANIZATIONS.

‘‘(a) DISCLOSURE STATEMENT.—

‘(1) IN GENERAL.—Any covered organiza-
tion that makes campaign-related disburse-
ments aggregating more than $10,000 in an
election reporting cycle shall, not later than
24 hours after each disclosure date, file a
statement with the Commission made under
penalty of perjury that contains the infor-
mation described in paragraph (2)—

“(A) in the case of the first statement filed
under this subsection, for the period begin-
ning on the first day of the election report-
ing cycle and ending on the first such disclo-
sure date; and

‘“(B) in the case of any subsequent state-
ment filed under this subsection, for the pe-
riod beginning on the previous disclosure
date and ending on such disclosure date.

‘(2) INFORMATION DESCRIBED.—The infor-
mation described in this paragraph is as fol-
lows:

‘‘(A) The name of the covered organization
and the principal place of business of such
organization.

‘“(B) The amount of each campaign-related
disbursement made by such organization
during the period covered by the statement
of more than $1,000, and the name and ad-
dress of the person to whom the disburse-
ment was made.

‘(C) In the case of a campaign-related dis-
bursement that is not a covered transfer, the
election to which the campaign-related dis-
bursement pertains and if the disbursement
is made for a public communication, the
name of any candidate identified in such
communication and whether such commu-
nication is in support of or in opposition to
a candidate.

‘(D) A certification by the chief executive
officer or person who is the head of the cov-
ered organization that the campaign-related
disbursement is not made in cooperation,
consultation, or concert with or at the re-
quest or suggestion of a candidate, author-
ized committee, or agent of a candidate, po-
litical party, or agent of a political party.

‘“(E) If the covered organization makes
campaign-related disbursements using exclu-
sively funds in a segregated bank account
consisting of funds that were paid directly to
such account by persons other than the cov-
ered organization that controls the account,
for each such payment to the account—

‘(i) the name and address of each person
who made such payment during the period
covered by the statement;

‘‘(ii) the date and amount of such payment;
and

‘“(iii) the aggregate amount of all such
payments made by the person during the pe-
riod beginning on the first day of the elec-
tion reporting cycle and ending on the dis-
closure date;

but only if such payment was made by a per-
son who made payments to the account in an
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aggregate amount of $10,000 or more during
the period beginning on the first day of the
election reporting cycle and ending on the
disclosure date.

‘“(F) If the covered organization makes
campaign-related disbursements using funds
other than funds in a segregated bank ac-
count described in subparagraph (E), for each
payment to the covered organization—

‘(i) the name and address of each person
who made such payment during the period
covered by the statement;

‘‘(ii) the date and amount of such payment;
and

‘“(iii) the aggregate amount of all such
payments made by the person during the pe-
riod beginning on the first day of the elec-
tion reporting cycle and ending on the dis-
closure date;

but only if such payment was made by a per-
son who made payments to the covered orga-
nization in an aggregate amount of $10,000 or
more during the period beginning on the first
day of the election reporting cycle and end-
ing on the disclosure date.

“(G) Such other information as required in
rules established by the Commission to pro-
mote the purposes of this section.

*“(3) EXCEPTIONS.—

“(A) AMOUNTS RECEIVED IN ORDINARY
COURSE OF BUSINESS.—The requirement to in-
clude in a statement filed under paragraph
(1) the information described in paragraph
(2) shall not apply to amounts received by
the covered organization in commercial
transactions in the ordinary course of any
trade or business conducted by the covered
organization or in the form of investments
(other than investments by the principal
shareholder in a limited liability corpora-
tion) in the covered organization.

‘(B) DONOR RESTRICTION ON USE OF FUNDS.—
The requirement to include in a statement
submitted under paragraph (1) the informa-
tion described in subparagraph (F) of para-
graph (2) shall not apply if—

‘‘(i) the person described in such subpara-
graph prohibited, in writing, the use of the
payment made by such person for campaign-
related disbursements; and

‘(ii) the covered organization agreed to
follow the prohibition and deposited the pay-
ment in an account which is segregated from
any account used to make campaign-related
disbursements.

¢(C) AMOUNTS RECEIVED FROM AFFILIATES.—
The requirement to include in a statement
submitted under paragraph (1) the informa-
tion described in subparagraph (F) of para-
graph (2) shall not apply to any amount
which is described in subsection (f)(3)(A)().

‘‘(4) OTHER DEFINITIONS.—For purposes of
this section:

‘“(A) DISCLOSURE DATE.—The term ‘disclo-
sure date’ means—

‘(i) the first date during any election re-
porting cycle by which a person has made
campaign-related disbursements aggregating
more than $10,000; and

‘(ii) any other date during such election
reporting cycle by which a person has made
campaign-related disbursements aggregating
more than $10,000 since the most recent dis-
closure date for such election reporting
cycle.

*(B) ELECTION REPORTING CYCLE.—The term
‘election reporting cycle’ means the 2-year
period beginning on the date of the most re-
cent general election for Federal office.

‘“(C) PAYMENT.—The term ‘payment’ in-
cludes any contribution, donation, transfer,
payment of dues, or other payment.

“(b) COORDINATION WITH OTHER PROVI-
SIONS.—

‘(1) OTHER REPORTS FILED WITH THE COM-
MISSION.—Information included in a state-
ment filed under this section may be ex-
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cluded from statements and reports filed
under section 304.

“(2) TREATMENT AS SEPARATE SEGREGATED
FUND.—A segregated bank account referred
to in subsection (a)(2)(E) may be treated as a
separate segregated fund for purposes of sec-
tion 527(f)(3) of the Internal Revenue Code of
1986.

‘(c) FILING.—Statements required to be
filed under subsection (a) shall be subject to
the requirements of section 304(d) to the
same extent and in the same manner as if
such reports had been required under sub-
section (c) or (g) of section 304.

¢“(d) CAMPAIGN-RELATED DISBURSEMENT DE-
FINED.—In this section, the term ‘campaign-
related disbursement’ means a disbursement
by a covered organization for any of the fol-
lowing:

‘(1) An independent expenditure consisting
of a public communication.

‘“(2) An electioneering communication, as
defined in section 304(f)(3).

‘“(8) A covered transfer.

‘“(e) COVERED ORGANIZATION DEFINED.—In
this section, the term ‘covered organization’
means any of the following:

‘(1) A corporation (other than an organiza-
tion described in section 501(c)(3) of the In-
ternal Revenue Code of 1986).

‘“(2) An organization described in section
501(c) of such Code and exempt from taxation
under section 501(a) of such Code (other than
an organization described in section 501(c)(3)
of such Code).

““(3) A labor organization (as defined in sec-
tion 316(b)).

‘“(4) Any political organization under sec-
tion 527 of the Internal Revenue Code of 1986,
other than a political committee under this
Act.

¢(f) COVERED TRANSFER DEFINED.—

‘(1) IN GENERAL.—In this section, the term
‘covered transfer’ means any transfer or pay-
ment of funds by a covered organization to
another person if the covered organization—

‘“(A) designates, requests, or suggests that
the amounts be used for—

‘(1) campaign-related disbursements (other
than covered transfers); or

‘(i) making a transfer to another person
for the purpose of making or paying for such
campaign-related disbursements;

‘(B) made such transfer or payment in re-
sponse to a solicitation or other request for
a donation or payment for—

‘(i) the making of or paying for campaign-
related disbursements (other than covered
transfers); or

‘(i) making a transfer to another person
for the purpose of making or paying for such
campaign-related disbursements;

‘(C) engaged in discussions with the recipi-
ent of the transfer or payment regarding—

‘(i) the making of or paying for campaign-
related disbursements (other than covered
transfers); or

‘“(ii) donating or transferring any amount
of such transfer or payment to another per-
son for the purpose of making or paying for
such campaign-related disbursements;

‘(D) made campaign-related disbursements
(other than a covered transfer) in an aggre-
gate amount of $50,000 or more during the 2-
year period ending on the date of the trans-
fer or payment, or knew or had reason to
know that the person receiving the transfer
or payment made such disbursements in such
an aggregate amount during that 2-year pe-
riod; or

‘“(E) knew or had reason to know that the
person receiving the transfer or payment
would make campaign-related disbursements
in an aggregate amount of $50,000 or more
during the 2-year period beginning on the
date of the transfer or payment.

‘“(2) EXCLUSIONS.—The term ‘covered trans-
fer’ does not include any of the following:
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“‘(A) A disbursement made by a covered or-
ganization in a commercial transaction in
the ordinary course of any trade or business
conducted by the covered organization or in
the form of investments made by the covered
organization.

‘(B) A disbursement made by a covered or-
ganization if—

‘‘(i) the covered organization prohibited, in
writing, the use of such disbursement for
campaign-related disbursements; and

‘“(ii) the recipient of the disbursement
agreed to follow the prohibition and depos-
ited the disbursement in an account which is
segregated from any account used to make
campaign-related disbursements.

‘(3) EXCEPTION FOR CERTAIN TRANSFERS
AMONG AFFILIATES.—

‘“(A) EXCEPTION FOR CERTAIN TRANSFERS
AMONG AFFILIATES.—

‘(i) IN GENERAL.—The term ‘covered trans-
fer’ does not include an amount transferred
by one covered organization to another cov-
ered organization if such transfer—

‘“(I) is not made directly into a separate
segregated bank account described in sub-
section (a)(2)(E); and

““(I1) is treated as a transfer between affili-
ates under subparagraph (B).

‘(i) SPECIAL RULE.—If the aggregate
amount of transfers described in clause (i)
exceeds $50,000 in any election reporting
cycle—

‘“(I) the covered organization which makes
such transfers shall provide to the covered
organization receiving such transfers the in-
formation required under subsection (a)(2)(F)
(applied by substituting ‘the period begin-
ning on the first day of the election report-
ing cycle and ending on the date of the most
recent transfer described in subsection
(H)(3)(A)(A)’ for ‘the period covered by the
statement’ in clause (i) thereof); and

““(II) the covered organization receiving
such transfers shall report the information
described in subclause (I) on any statement
filed under subsection (a)(1) as if any con-
tribution, donation, or transfer to which
such information relates was made directly
to the covered organization receiving the
transfer.

‘‘(B) DESCRIPTION OF TRANSFERS BETWEEN
AFFILIATES.—A transfer of amounts from one
covered organization to another covered or-
ganization shall be treated as a transfer be-
tween affiliates if—

‘(i) one of the organizations is an affiliate
of the other organization; or

‘“(ii) each of the organizations is an affil-
iate of the same organization;
except that the transfer shall not be treated
as a transfer between affiliates if one of the
organizations is established for the purpose
of making campaign-related disbursements.

‘(C) DETERMINATION OF AFFILIATE STA-
TUS.—For purposes of this paragraph, the fol-
lowing organizations shall be considered to
be affiliated with each other:

‘(i) A membership organization, including
a trade or professional association, and the
related State and local entities of that orga-
nization.

‘“(ii) A national or international labor or-
ganization and its State or local unions, or
an organization of national or international
unions and its State and local entities.

‘‘(iii) A corporation and its wholly owned
subsidiaries.

‘(D) COVERAGE OF TRANSFERS TO AFFILI-
ATED SECTION 501(c)(3) ORGANIZATIONS.—This
paragraph shall apply with respect to an
amount transferred by a covered organiza-
tion to an organization described in para-
graph (3) of section 501(c) of the Internal
Revenue Code of 1986 and exempt from tax
under section 501(a) of such Code in the same
manner as this paragraph applies to an
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amount transferred by a covered organiza-
tion to another covered organization.”.

2) CONFORMING AMENDMENT.—Section
304(£)(6) of such Act (52 U.S.C. 30104) is
amended by striking ‘‘Any requirement’’ and
inserting ‘‘Except as provided in section
324(b), any requirement’’.

SEC. 3. APPLICATION OF DISCLOSURE RULES TO
SUPER PACS.

(a) IN GENERAL.—Subsection (e) of section
324 of the Federal Election Campaign Act of
1971 (52 U.S.C. 30126), as amended by section
2, is amended by adding at the end the fol-
lowing new paragraph:

‘“(5) A political committee with an account
that accepts donations or contributions that
do not comply with the contribution limits
or source prohibitions under this Act, but
only with respect to such accounts.”.

(b) CONFORMING AMENDMENT.—Paragraph
(4) of section 324(e) of such Act (52 U.S.C.
30126), as amended by section 2, is amended
by inserting ‘‘(except as provided in para-
graph (5))”’ before the period at the end.

SEC. 4. SEVERABILITY.

If any provision of this Act or amendment
made by this Act, or the application of a pro-
vision or amendment to any person or cir-
cumstance, is held to be unconstitutional,
the remainder of this Act and amendments
made by this Act, and the application of the
provisions and amendment to any person or
circumstance, shall not be affected by the
holding.

SEC. 5. EFFECTIVE DATE.

Except as provided in section 2(a)(3), the
amendments made by this Act shall apply
with respect to disbursements made on or
after January 1, 2016, and shall take effect
without regard to whether or not the Federal
Election Commission has promulgated regu-
lations to carry out such amendments.

———

SUBMITTED RESOLUTIONS

SENATE RESOLUTION 31—AUTHOR-

IZING EXPENDITURES BY THE
COMMITTEE ON ENVIRONMENT
AND PUBLIC WORKS

Mr. INHOFE submitted the following
resolution; from the Committee on En-
vironment and Public Works; which
was referred to the Committee on
Rules and Administration:

S. RES. 31

Resolved,

SECTION 1. GENERAL AUTHORITY.

In carrying out its powers, duties, and
functions under the Standing Rules of the
Senate, in accordance with its jurisdiction
under rule XXV of the Standing Rules of the
Senate, including holding hearings, report-
ing such hearings, and making investiga-
tions as authorized by paragraphs 1 and 8 of
rule XXVI of the Standing Rules of the Sen-
ate, the Committee on Environment and
Public Works (in this resolution referred to
as the ‘‘committee’) is authorized from
March 1, 2015 through February 28, 2017, in
its discretion, to—

(1) make expenditures from the contingent
fund of the Senate;

(2) employ personnel; and

(3) with the prior consent of the Govern-
ment department or agency concerned and
the Committee on Rules and Administration,
use on a reimbursable or nonreimbursable
basis the services of personnel of any such
department or agency.

SEC. 2. EXPENSES.

(a) EXPENSES FOR PERIOD ENDING SEP-

TEMBER 30, 2015.—The expenses of the com-
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mittee for the period March 1, 2015 through
September 30, 2015 under this resolution
shall not exceed $3,060,871, of which
amount—

(1) not to exceed $4,666.67 may be expended
for the procurement of the services of indi-
vidual consultants, or organizations thereof
(as authorized by section 202(i) of the Legis-
lative Reorganization Act of 1946 (2 U.S.C.
4301(i))); and

(2) not to exceed $1,166.67 may be expended
for the training of the professional staff of
the committee (under procedures specified
by section 202(j) of that Act).

(b) EXPENSES FOR FISCAL YEAR 2016 PE-
RIOD.—The expenses of the committee for the
period October 1, 2015 through September 30,
2016 under this section shall not exceed
$5,247,208, of which amount—

(1) not to exceed $8,000, may be expended
for the procurement of the services of indi-
vidual consultants, or organizations thereof
(as authorized by section 202(i) of the Legis-
lative Reorganization Act of 1946 (2 U.S.C.
4301(i))); and

(2) not to exceed $2,000, may be expended
for the training of the professional staff of
the committee (under procedures specified
by section 202(j) of that Act).

(c) EXPENSES FOR PERIOD ENDING FEBRUARY
28, 2017.—The expenses of the committee for
the period October 1, 2016 through February
28, 2017 under this section shall not exceed
$2,186,337, of which amount—

(1) not to exceed $3,333.33, may be expended
for the procurement of the services of indi-
vidual consultants, or organizations thereof
(as authorized by section 202(i) of the Legis-
lative Reorganization Act of 1946 (2 U.S.C.
4301(1))); and

(2) not to exceed $833.33, may be expended
for the training of the professional staff of
the committee (under procedures specified
by section 202(j) of that Act).

SEC. 3. REPORTING LEGISLATION.

The committee shall report its findings,
together with such recommendations for leg-
islation as it deems advisable, to the Senate
at the earliest practicable date, but not later
than February 28, 2017.

SEC. 4. EXPENSES AND AGENCY CONTRIBUTIONS.

(a) EXPENSES OF THE COMMITTEE.—

(1) IN GENERAL.—Except as provided in
paragraph (2), expenses of the committee
under this resolution shall be paid from the
contingent fund of the Senate upon vouchers
approved by the chairman of the committee.

(2) VOUCHERS NOT REQUIRED.—Vouchers
shall not be required for—

(A) the disbursement of salaries of employ-
ees paid at an annual rate;

(B) the payment of telecommunications
provided by the Office of the Sergeant at
Arms and Doorkeeper;

(C) the payment of stationery supplies pur-
chased through the Keeper of the Stationery;

(D) payments to the Postmaster of the
Senate;

(E) the payment of metered charges on
copying equipment provided by the Office of
the Sergeant at Arms and Doorkeeper;

(F) the payment of Senate Recording and
Photographic Services; or

(G) the payment of franked and mass mail
costs by the Sergeant at Arms and Door-
keeper, United States Senate.

(b) AGENCY CONTRIBUTIONS.—There are au-
thorized to be paid from the appropriations
account for ‘‘Expenses of Inquiries and Inves-
tigations’’ of the Senate such sums as may
be necessary for agency contributions re-
lated to the compensation of employees of
the committee—

(1) for the period March 1, 2015 through
September 30, 2015;

(2) for the period October 1, 2015 through
September 30, 2016; and
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(3) for the period October 1, 2016 through
February 28, 2017.

SENATE RESOLUTION 32—AUTHOR-
IZING EXPENDITURES BY THE
COMMITTEE ON VETERANS’ AF-
FAIRS

Mr. ISAKSON submitted the fol-
lowing resolution; from the Committee
on Veterans’ Affairs; which was re-
ferred to the Committee on Rules and
Administration:

S. REsS. 32

Resolved,

SECTION 1. GENERAL AUTHORITY.

In carrying out its powers, duties, and
functions under the Standing Rules of the
Senate, in accordance with its jurisdiction
under rule XXV of the Standing Rules of the
Senate, including holding hearings, report-
ing such hearings, and making investiga-
tions as authorized by paragraphs 1 and 8 of
rule XXVI of the Standing Rules of the Sen-
ate, the Committee on Veterans’ Affairs (in
this resolution referred to as the ‘‘com-
mittee’’) is authorized from March 1, 2015
through February 28, 2017, in its discretion,
to—

(1) make expenditures from the contingent
fund of the Senate;

(2) employ personnel; and

(3) with the prior consent of the Govern-
ment department or agency concerned and
the Committee on Rules and Administration,
use on a reimbursable or nonreimbursable
basis the services of personnel of any such
department or agency.

SEC. 2. EXPENSES.

(a) EXPENSES FOR PERIOD ENDING SEP-
TEMBER 30, 2015.—The expenses of the com-
mittee for the period March 1, 2015 through
September 30, 2015 under this resolution
shall not exceed $1,283,522, of which
amount—

(1) not to exceed $10,000 may be expended
for the procurement of the services of indi-
vidual consultants, or organizations thereof
(as authorized by section 202(i) of the Legis-
lative Reorganization Act of 1946 (2 U.S.C.
4301(i))); and

(2) not to exceed $3,500 may be expended for
the training of the professional staff of the
committee (under procedures specified by
section 202(j) of that Act).

(b) EXPENSES FOR FISCAL YEAR 2016 PE-
RIOD.—The expenses of the committee for the
period October 1, 2015 through September 30,
2016 under this section shall not exceed
$2,200,323, of which amount—

(1) not to exceed $20,000 may be expended
for the procurement of the services of indi-
vidual consultants, or organizations thereof
(as authorized by section 202(i) of the Legis-
lative Reorganization Act of 1946 (2 U.S.C.
4301(i))); and

(2) not to exceed $5,000 may be expended for
the training of the professional staff of the
committee (under procedures specified by
section 202(j) of that Act).

(c) EXPENSES FOR PERIOD ENDING FEBRUARY
28, 2017.—The expenses of the committee for
the period October 1, 2016 through February
28, 2017 under this section shall not exceed
$916,801, of which amount—

(1) not to exceed $8,000 may be expended for
the procurement of the services of individual
consultants, or organizations thereof (as au-
thorized by section 202(i) of the Legislative
Reorganization Act of 1946 (2 U.S.C. 4301(i)));
and

(2) not to exceed $1,500 may be expended for
the training of the professional staff of the
committee (under procedures specified by
section 202(j) of that Act).
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SEC. 3. REPORTING LEGISLATION.

The committee shall report its findings,
together with such recommendations for leg-
islation as it deems advisable, to the Senate
at the earliest practicable date, but not later
than February 28. 2017.

SEC. 4. EXPENSES AND AGENCY CONTRIBUTIONS.

(a) EXPENSES OF THE COMMITTEE.—

(1) IN GENERAL.—Except as provided in
paragraph (2), expenses of the committee
under this resolution shall be paid from the
contingent fund of the Senate upon vouchers
approved by the chairman of the committee.

(2) VOUCHERS NOT REQUIRED.—Vouchers
shall not be required for—

(A) the disbursement of salaries of employ-
ees paid at an annual rate;

(B) the payment of telecommunications
provided by the Office of the Sergeant at
Arms and Doorkeeper;

(C) the payment of stationery supplies pur-
chased through the Keeper of the Stationery;

(D) payments to the Postmaster of the
Senate;

(E) the payment of metered charges on
copying equipment provided by the Office of
the Sergeant at Arms and Doorkeeper;

(F) the payment of Senate Recording and
Photographic Services; or

(G) the payment of franked and mass mail
costs by the Sergeant at Arms and Door-
keeper, United States Senate.

(b) AGENCY CONTRIBUTIONS.—There are au-
thorized to be paid from the appropriations
account for ‘‘Expenses of Inquiries and Inves-
tigations” of the Senate such sums as may
be necessary for agency contributions re-
lated to the compensation of employees of
the committee—

(1) for the period March 1, 2015 through
September 30, 2015;

(2) for the period October 1, 2015 through
September 30, 2016; and

(3) for the period October 1, 2016 through
February 28, 2017.

———

AMENDMENTS SUBMITTED AND
PROPOSED

SA 78. Mr. BLUNT (for himself and Mr.
INHOFE) submitted an amendment intended
to be proposed by him to the bill S. 1, to ap-
prove the Keystone XL Pipeline; which was
ordered to lie on the table.

SA 79. Mr. BLUNT submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by him to the
bill S. 1, supra; which was ordered to lie on
the table.

SA 80. Mr. VITTER (for himself and Mr.
CASSIDY) submitted an amendment intended
to be proposed to amendment SA 2 proposed
by Ms. MURKOWSKI (for herself, Mr. HOEVEN,
Mr. BARRASSO, Mr. RISCH, Mr. LEE, Mr.
FLAKE, Mr. DAINES, Mr. MANCHIN, Mr. CAS-
SIDY, Mr. GARDNER, Mr. PORTMAN, Mr. ALEX-
ANDER, and Mrs. CAPITO) to the bill S. 1,
supra; which was ordered to lie on the table.

SA 81. Mr. MERKLEY submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed to
amendment SA 2 proposed by Ms. MUR-
KOWSKI (for herself, Mr. HOEVEN, Mr. BAR-
RASSO, Mr. RISCH, Mr. LEE, Mr. FLAKE, Mr.
DAINES, Mr. MANCHIN, Mr. CASSIDY, Mr.
GARDNER, Mr. PORTMAN, Mr. ALEXANDER, and
Mrs. CAPITO) to the bill S. 1, supra; which
was ordered to lie on the table.

SA 82. Mr. MERKLEY submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed to
amendment SA 2 proposed by Ms. MUR-
KOWSKI (for herself, Mr. HOEVEN, Mr. BAR-
RASSO, Mr. RISCcH, Mr. LEE, Mr. FLAKE, Mr.
DAINES, Mr. MANCHIN, Mr. CASSIDY, Mr.
GARDNER, Mr. PORTMAN, Mr. ALEXANDER, and
Mrs. CAPITO) to the bill S. 1, supra; which
was ordered to lie on the table.

SA 83. Mrs. MURRAY submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed to amendment
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SA 2 proposed by Ms. MURKOWSKI (for herself,
Mr. HOEVEN, Mr. BARRASSO, Mr. RISCH, Mr.
LEE, Mr. FLAKE, Mr. DAINES, Mr. MANCHIN,
Mr. CASSIDY, Mr. GARDNER, Mr. PORTMAN,
Mr. ALEXANDER, and Mrs. CAPITO) to the bill
S. 1, supra; which was ordered to lie on the
table.

SA 84. Mrs. MURRAY submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed to amendment
SA 2 proposed by Ms. MURKOWSKI (for herself,
Mr. HOEVEN, Mr. BARRASSO, Mr. RISCH, Mr.
LEE, Mr. FLAKE, Mr. DAINES, Mr. MANCHIN,
Mr. CASSIDY, Mr. GARDNER, Mr. PORTMAN,
Mr. ALEXANDER, and Mrs. CAPITO) to the bill
S. 1, supra; which was ordered to lie on the
table.

SA 85. Ms. AYOTTE submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by her to the
bill S. 1, supra; which was ordered to lie on
the table.

SA 86. Ms. AYOTTE submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed to amendment
SA 2 proposed by Ms. MURKOWSKI (for herself,
Mr. HOEVEN, Mr. BARRASSO, Mr. RISCH, Mr.
LEE, Mr. FLAKE, Mr. DAINES, Mr. MANCHIN,
Mr. CASSIDY, Mr. GARDNER, Mr. PORTMAN,
Mr. ALEXANDER, and Mrs. CAPITO) to the bill
S. 1, supra; which was ordered to lie on the
table.

SA 87. Mr. HOEVEN (for himself and Mr.
INHOFE) submitted an amendment intended
to be proposed to amendment SA 2 proposed
by Ms. MURKOWSKI (for herself, Mr. HOEVEN,
Mr. BARRASSO, Mr. RIScH, Mr. LEE, Mr.
FLAKE, Mr. DAINES, Mr. MANCHIN, Mr. CAS-
SIDY, Mr. GARDNER, Mr. PORTMAN, Mr. ALEX-
ANDER, and Mrs. CAPITO) to the bill S. 1,
supra.

SA 83. Mr. LANKFORD submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed by him
to the bill S. 1, supra; which was ordered to
lie on the table.

SA 89. Ms. AYOTTE submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed to amendment
SA 2 proposed by Ms. MURKOWSKI (for herself,
Mr. HOEVEN, Mr. BARRASSO, Mr. RISCH, Mr.
LEE, Mr. FLAKE, Mr. DAINES, Mr. MANCHIN,
Mr. CASSIDY, Mr. GARDNER, Mr. PORTMAN,
Mr. ALEXANDER, and Mrs. CAPITO) to the bill
S. 1, supra; which was ordered to lie on the
table.

SA 90. Mr. CASSIDY (for himself and Mr.
HELLER) submitted an amendment intended
to be proposed by him to the bill S. 1, supra;
which was ordered to lie on the table.

SA 91. Mr. HELLER submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by him to the
bill S. 1, supra; which was ordered to lie on
the table.

SA 92. Mr. BURR (for himself, Ms. AYOTTE,
and Mr. BENNET) submitted an amendment
intended to be proposed by him to the bill S.
1, supra; which was ordered to lie on the
table.

SA 93. Mr. MERKLEY submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed to
amendment SA 2 proposed by Ms. MUR-
KOWSKI (for herself, Mr. HOEVEN, Mr. BAR-
RASSO, Mr. RISCH, Mr. LEE, Mr. FLAKE, Mr.
DAINES, Mr. MANCHIN, Mr. CASSIDY, Mr.
GARDNER, Mr. PORTMAN, Mr. ALEXANDER, and
Mrs. CAPITO) to the bill S. 1, supra; which
was ordered to lie on the table.

SA 94. Ms. HEITKAMP (for herself, Mr.
DONNELLY, Mr. CASEY, Mr. CARPER, Mr.
MANCHIN, and Mr. COONS) submitted an
amendment to be proposed by her to the bill
S.1, supra; which was ordered to lie on the
table.

SA 95. Ms. HEITKAMP (for herself, Mr.
DONNELLY, and Mr. COONS) submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed to
amendment SA 2 proposed by Ms. MUR-
KOWSKI (for herself, Mr. HOEVEN, Mr. BAR-
RASSO, Mr. RISCH, Mr. LEE, Mr. FLAKE, Mr.
DAINES, Mr. MANCHIN, Mr. CASSIDY, Mr.
GARDNER, Mr. PORTMAN, Mr. ALEXANDER, and
Mrs. CAPITO) to the bill S. 1, supra; which
was ordered to lie on the table.
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SA 96. Ms. HEITKAMP submitted an
amendment to be proposed by her to the bill
S. 1, supra; which ordered to lie on the table.

SA 97. Ms. HEITKAMP submitted an
amendment to be proposed by her to the bill
S. 1, supra; which ordered to lie on the table.

SA 98. Ms. MURKOWSKI submitted an
amendment to be proposed by her to the bill
S. 1, supra; which ordered to lie on the table.

————

TEXT OF AMENDMENTS

SA 78. Mr. BLUNT (for himself and
Mr. INHOFE) submitted an amendment
intended to be proposed by him to the
bill S. 1, to approve the Keystone XL
Pipeline; which was ordered to lie on
the table; as follows:

At the appropriate place, insert the fol-

lowing:

SEC. . SENSE OF THE SENATE REGARDING BI-
LATERAL OR OTHER INTER-
NATIONAL AGREEMENTS REGARD-

ING GREENHOUSE GAS EMISSIONS.

(a) FINDINGS.—The Senate makes the fol-
lowing findings:

(1) On November 11, 2014, President Barack
Obama and President Xi Jinping of the Peo-
ple’s Republic of China announced the “U.S.-
China Joint Announcement on Climate
Change and Clean Energy Cooperation” (in
this section referred to as the ‘‘Agreement’’)
reflecting ‘‘the principle of common but dif-
ferentiated responsibilities and respective
capabilities, in light of different national
circumstances’’.

(2) The Agreement stated the United
States intention to reduce its greenhouse gas
emissions by one-quarter by 2025 while allow-
ing the People’s Republic of China to double
its greenhouse gas emissions between now
and 2030.

(3) While coal fired electricity remains the
least expensive energy alternative, the re-
duction of coal use because of the Agreement
would result in a 25 percent increase in elec-
tricity prices in the United States in 2025,
according to analysis conducted by the En-
ergy Information Administration.

(4) The people of China will not see similar
electricity price increases as they continue
to use low cost coal without limit for the
foreseeable future, at least until 2030.

(5) Increases in the price of electricity can
cause job losses in the United States indus-
trial sector, which includes manufacturing,
agriculture, and construction.

(6) The price of electricity is a top consid-
eration for job creators when locating manu-
facturing facilities, especially in energy-in-
tensive manufacturing such as steel and alu-
minum production.

(7) Requiring mandatory cuts in green-
house gas emissions in the United States
while allowing nations such as China and
India to increase their greenhouse gas emis-
sions results in jobs moving from the United
States to other countries, especially to
China and India, and is economically unfair.

(8) Imposing disparate greenhouse gas
emissions commitments for the TUnited
States and countries such as China and India
is environmentally irresponsible because it
results in greater emissions as businesses
move to countries with less stringent stand-
ards.

(9) Union members, families, consumers,
communities, and local institutions like
schools, hospitals, and churches are hurt by
the resulting job losses.

(10) The poor, the elderly, and those on
fixed incomes are hurt the most by the
President’s promised increased electricity
rates.

(b) SENSE OF THE SENATE.—It is the sense
of the Senate that—
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