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see some of these protections in the
legislation I cosponsored, spearheaded
by Senators MIKE LEE and PAT LEAHY.
The Electronic Communications Pri-
vacy Act Amendments Act of 2015 mod-
ernizes our Nation’s electronic privacy
laws and brings protections against
warrantless searches into harmony
with the technological realities of the
21st century.

The protections currently on the
books may have been robust in 1986
when the ECPA was written, but they
do not adequately defend our citizens
against the mass data storage that cur-
rently exists. Nobody in 1986 would
have ever envisioned where we are
today as to the massive amount of data
that is collected and stored today on
the American people. This bill ensures
that the Federal Government gives our
law enforcement officials the tools
they need, while ensuring that Mon-
tanans and the American people are
not subjected to invasive and unwar-
ranted searches.

Privacy and security both matter. I
believe we can find a balance that pro-
tects both. I urge my colleagues to join
me in finding reforms that stop cyber
criminals from infiltrating our secu-
rity networks and also preserve the
privacy and the civil liberties that
Montanans and Americans hold dear.

——————

THE ADMINISTRATION’S CLEAN
POWER PLAN AND COAL

Mr. DAINES. Mr. President, I would
like to shift gears for a moment and
share some comments about President
Obama’s news that he made yesterday
with the EPA. Yesterday, President
Obama and the ‘“‘Employment Preven-
tion” Agency, the EPA, continued to
wage their war on American energy,
American families, and American jobs.
As President Obama was announcing
his plan to devastate Montana’s coal
industry and the good-paying jobs it
provides, yet another coal company
filed for bankruptcy.

At the same time, the J.E. Corette
powerplant, in my home State of Mon-
tana in Billings, is being dismantled as
we speak in the aftermath of President
Obama’s previous anti-coal regulation.
In addition to supporting 30 jobs, the
Corette powerplant has powered tens of
thousands of Montana homes and con-
tributed several million dollars in tax
revenue to Montana and Yellowstone
County every year.

Over the past year, Montanans have
braced themselves for the release of
the Obama administration’s final regu-
lations, which were already set to
wreak havoc on our coal industry and
make construction of any new coal-
fired plant virtually impossible. The
proposed rule was bad. The final rule is
even more devastating to Montana jobs
and to Montana families.

The final rule announced by the
Obama administration makes the re-
tirement of existing coal-fired power-
plants inevitable within the next few
decades.

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — SENATE

The rules moved the goalposts and, I
might add, to the wrong end of the
field. These rules will most likely lead
to the shuttering of Montana’s Colstrip
Power Plant and countless others
across the Nation. It would be dev-
astating for our economy and hard-
working families across the State.

Energy rates will increase. Thou-
sands of Montana family-wage jobs
would be lost. Critical tax revenue for
schools, for our teachers, roads, and
our infrastructure would evaporate. In
the Obama administration’s final rule,
they took an already bad rule and they
made it worse.

The so-called Clean Power Plan
forces Montana to achieve even more
aggressive standards than originally
proposed. According to POLITICO, in
2012 Montana produced 2,481 carbon
pounds per megawatt hour.

Under the President’s plan, by 2030,
he wants Montana to produce only 1,305
carbon pounds per megawatt hour.
That is a 47.4-percent reduction in
Montana’s carbon emissions because in
Montana more than half of our elec-
tricity comes from coal. In fact, my
mobile device is powered by coal. Coal
also powers good-paying jobs for thou-
sands of Montanans, including Mon-
tana tribal members and union work-
ers, and generates nearly $120 million
in tax revenue every year.

America is poised to lead the world’s
energy needs, but this will be done
through American innovation, through
American ingenuity, not more regula-
tions. The Obama administration’s reg-
ulations are completely out of touch
with global realities, and this is why:
Global demand for coal-fired energy
will not disappear, even if the United
States shuts down every last coal mine
and coal-fired powerplant.

Nations such as China, Korea, and
Japan will continue using coal as it is
reliable and it is affordable. These na-
tions should be powered by cleaner
Montana coal because the coal we
produce in Montana is cleaner than
Asian coal.

In terms of the environmental pic-
ture for the world, we are better off
using American coal, Montana coal—
not coal from Asia. Rather than dis-
missing this reality, the United States
should be on the cutting edge of tech-
nological advances in energy develop-
ment and leading the way in promoting
the use of clean, affordable American
energy.

In fact, according to the Inter-
national Energy Agency’s 2013 data,
the world consumes about 6 billion
metric tons of steam coal for power
generation. Of that, the United States
consumes 750 million metric tons.

Let’s put that into apples-to-apples
comparison. That means the United
States consumes about 12 percent of
the coal. The rest of the world con-
sumes 88 percent. As the world sees an
increased demand for power, it is clear
we need to be leading the way in clean
coal and energy innovation.

The United States should be leading.
Let’s be working toward clean coal,
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clean energy, and leading the world as
our 12 percent could have an influence
on the other 88 percent.

America, we can and we should power
the world, but we could only do it if
the Obama administration steps back
from its out-of-touch regulations and
allows American innovation to thrive
once again to not only lead America
but to lead the world.

I yield back the remainder of my
time.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Indiana.

————

WASTEFUL SPENDING

Mr. COATS. Mr. President, last week
I delivered my 19th ‘““Waste of the
Week’” and we actually reached our
goal of $100 billion in savings for the
taxpayer by identifying waste, fraud,
and abuse. This was money spent by
the Federal Government, money col-
lected from hard-working earners who
paid their taxes, sent them to Wash-
ington, and expected they would be
used for essential purposes, such as
providing for our national security,
supporting research at NIH for medical
advances that would provide lifesaving
techniques and medicines to Ameri-
cans, funding the rebuilding of crum-
bling bridges and highways, and any
number of things the Federal Govern-
ment is involved in that the American
public agrees are essential functions
that could be performed only by the
Federal Government.

What we want you to do though, they
are saying, is be as efficient as you can.
If there is excess money wasted on pro-
grams that have no place in the Fed-
eral budget, let’s identify those, let’s
eliminate those, and either return our
tax money and lower our tax rates or
use it for something more essential.

We have reached our goal of $100 bil-
lion of waste, fraud, and abuse identi-
fied by nonpartisan agencies—not Re-
publican agencies, not Democratic
agencies or firms but nonpartisan
agencies—that simply look at numbers,
identify the projects, identify the
spending, and ask the question: Do we
truly need to do that?

Particularly at a time when the def-
icit clock keeps ticking, when we con-
tinue year after year after year to
spend more than we take in, despite
raising taxes, despite looking for ever
more sources of income, it is clear we
need to take the necessary steps not to
spend more than is absolutely nec-
essary to function on behalf of the
American people.

So today I am on the floor for speech
No. 20. We reached the goal. It is just
the beginning of August. The Senate
has many more weeks in front of it,
but we are going to keep going because
it is amazing the amount of waste,
fraud, and abuse that has been identi-
fied by some of these nonpartisan
groups looking at Federal expendi-
tures. If we can add to our chart, I
think we will have to add an extension
to that chart or devise another one—
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perhaps put another gauge over here—
because we are going to keep doing this
every week the Senate is in session.

Today, as I said, we are looking at
No. 20. I looked at two agencies that
exist in the Federal Government: the
National Endowment for the Human-
ities, NEH, and the National Endow-
ment for the Arts, NEA. These two
agencies are engaged in cultural
projects. Some of these are—people
would deem—somewhat essential, but
we have looked at two agencies that we
think ought to be identified today.

The public probably will remember
the 87th Academy Awards—better
known as the Oscars—that took place
in Hollywood a few months ago. Many
Americans tune in and watch this high-
profile event featuring America’s rich
and famous. As always, a parade of ac-
tors pull up in their stretch limousines
and step into the bright lights of the
entertainment industry’s media—the
flashing lights, the march down the red
carpet, and stop to have their pictures
taken. There, in tailored tuxes and de-
signer gowns—some of which cost,
amazingly, over $100,000—everybody is
trying to outdo everybody else.

The bottom line is Hollywood is not
short of money. As Americans watch
this, they see the Oscars that are being
offered. Then we look at that and say:
What in the world is a $25,000 check
from the Federal Government to Holly-
wood doing in this process?

It is hard to understand the concept
that Hollywood needs support, needs a
handout from the Federal Government,
but they are developing an Academy
Museum of Motion Pictures in Holly-
wood. Somehow they have applied for a
$25,000 grant from the National Endow-
ment for the Arts. Now, that is not a
major amount compared to our budget
problems here and the money we deal
with, but the American public ought to
be saying: Why in the world are we giv-
ing a penny to Hollywood to support
the building of a museum?

It is simply because the process is
open for anybody to submit for a grant.
But who is reviewing these things?
Who is looking at this? Does Hollywood
truly need taxpayer money to con-
struct a museum of motion pictures
through the National Endowment for
the Arts?

We also discovered that the National
Endowment for the Humanities got en-
gaged in one of these efforts, spending
considerably more—$914,000—to sup-
port a conference entitled ‘“What is
Love? Romance Fiction in the Digital
Age.” The conference was full of speak-
ers networking with each other and
even giving the opportunity for adults
to design and color their own title
page.

Again, I am asking why. Why, given
our $18.5 trillion debt growing every
day, do we have to give away a nearly
$1 million grant to support a con-
ference on how in the digital age to de-
velop romantic books?

While it might be fun to go deeper
into this and examine just exactly
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what goes on at this conference, that is
not really why I am speaking on the
floor today. I am simply here to ask
why. Is this necessary? Is this the kind
of thing we need to be supporting and
doing with hard-earned taxpayer dol-
lars that are sent to Washington, not
for these purposes?

So today, the cumulative runs close
to $1 million—$939,000—of taxpayer sav-
ings that would go onto our gauge, and
we add yet another increment to the
gauge in determining how tax dollars
are spent.

We are going to continue doing this.
This is a small one today. You can see
we had some major chunks and major
dysfunctions in the Federal Govern-
ment, but I think it is important for
every Senator to be able to go home,
talk to their people, and say: We are
making every possible effort we can to
be efficient and effective with the
money you sent to Washington, and we
are looking into every dollar to make
sure it is spent on essential functions
of the Federal Government.

It is astounding how much is being
sent, used, and wasted, how much fraud
and waste takes place. We will con-
tinue to identify that each week.

That is our waste of the week. We
will be back each week after our Au-
gust recess when the Senate is in ses-
sion to continue to identify ways in
which we can save the taxpayers’
money.

I yield the floor.

I suggest the absence of a quorum.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
clerk will call the roll.

The senior assistant legislative clerk
proceeded to call the roll.

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

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr.
FLAKE). Without objection, it is so or-
dered.

Mr. DURBIN. Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent to speak as in
morning business.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ate is in morning business.

———
FOR-PROFIT SCHOOLS

Mr. DURBIN. Mr. President, I have
come to the floor many times to talk
about for-profit colleges and univer-
sities. This is a problem and a chal-
lenge we face. What you need to know
are three numbers to understand the
for-profit college and university indus-
try in America.

By way of preface, this is the most
heavily subsidized private business in
the United States of America. What are
we talking about? The largest, the Uni-
versity of Phoenix; Kaplan University;
DeVry University; Rasmussen; Corin-
thian—you have heard all the names
because they advertise constantly, and
the money they use to advertise comes
from Federal taxpayers.

There are three numbers—and if I
were a college professor or law school
professor, I would say this is going to
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be on the final—on for-profit colleges
and universities. Ten percent of high
school graduates attend for-profit col-
leges and universities—10 percent.
Twenty percent of all the Federal aid
to education goes to for-profit colleges
and universities. Why so much? They
charge so much. Their tuition is so
high. Ten percent of the students; 20
percent of the Federal aid to education;
44 percent of all the student loan de-
faults in America are at for-profit col-
leges and universities. Ten percent of
the students, 44 percent of the defaults.
Why? They charge so much that the
students can’t finish their education or
they end up with a worthless diploma.
That is the reality.

There is a second reality. This indus-
try is in serious economic trouble. Last
week we had news of another Federal
investigation of a for-profit college. In
a filing with the Securities and Ex-
change Commission, the University of
Phoenix—the largest for-profit college
and university—revealed it is under in-
vestigation by the Federal Trade Com-
mission for unfair and deceptive prac-
tices.

This news comes just weeks after the
Center for Investigative Reporting pub-
lished a story about the University of
Phoenix’s thinly veiled, dubious mar-
keting and recruiting efforts on mili-
tary bases—exploitation of our men
and women in uniform. Over the past
several years, the University of Phoe-
nix has spent millions of dollars to
sponsor events, including dances, par-
ties, and concerts, on military bases. Is
it because they love our men and
women in uniform? No. It is because
they want to sign them up. To the Uni-
versity of Phoenix, these sponsorships
were simply advertising and marketing
events to enroll more men and women
in uniform.

When you serve our country, we show
our appreciation by saying there is a
GI bill waiting for you at the end of
your service—in fact, in some cases,
while you are still serving—and for
your family, too, so that you will be
prepared after you have served our
country to have a good life with good
education and training and job oppor-
tunities.

These for-profit colleges and univer-
sities can smell an opportunity to
make even more money. The Univer-
sity of Phoenix is after these men and
women in uniform. They are after tui-
tion assistance dollars. TA is a pro-
gram that provides up to $4,500 a year,
s0 servicemembers can use it toward a
postsecondary education. And guess
what. The money isn’t counted in the
Federal 90/10 calculation that caps the
amount of money these for-profit
schools can receive from the Federal
Government. Did you hear that? Nine-
ty percent of their revenue comes from
the Federal Government. That is why
for-profit colleges and universities are
the most heavily subsidized private for-
profit businesses in America. To for-
profit colleges, the money from serv-
icemembers and veterans is unlimited
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