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Senator from Tennessee (Mr. CORKER), 
the Senator from Texas (Mr. CRUZ), the 
Senator from Arizona (Mr. FLAKE), the 
Senator from Oklahoma (Mr. INHOFE), 
the Senator from Georgia (Mr. ISAK-
SON), the Senator from Florida (Mr. 
RUBIO), and the Senator from Nebraska 
(Mr. SASSE). 

Further, if present and voting, the 
Senator from Tennessee (Mr. ALEX-
ANDER) would have voted ‘‘yea.’’ 

Mr. DURBIN. I announce that the 
Senator from California (Mrs. BOXER), 
the Senator from Vermont (Mr. 
LEAHY), the Senator from Maryland 
(Ms. MIKULSKI), the Senator from Flor-
ida (Mr. NELSON), the Senator from 
Vermont (Mr. SANDERS), and the Sen-
ator from Michigan (Ms. STABENOW) 
are necessarily absent. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. 
DAINES). Are there any other Senators 
in the Chamber desiring to vote? 

The result was announced—yeas 84, 
nays 2, as follows: 

[Rollcall Vote No. 6 Ex.] 

YEAS—84 

Ayotte 
Baldwin 
Barrasso 
Bennet 
Blumenthal 
Blunt 
Booker 
Boozman 
Brown 
Burr 
Cantwell 
Capito 
Cardin 
Carper 
Casey 
Cassidy 
Coats 
Cochran 
Collins 
Coons 
Cornyn 
Cotton 
Crapo 
Daines 
Donnelly 
Durbin 
Enzi 
Ernst 

Feinstein 
Fischer 
Franken 
Gardner 
Gillibrand 
Graham 
Grassley 
Hatch 
Heinrich 
Heitkamp 
Heller 
Hirono 
Hoeven 
Johnson 
Kaine 
King 
Kirk 
Klobuchar 
Lee 
Manchin 
Markey 
McCain 
McCaskill 
McConnell 
Menendez 
Merkley 
Moran 
Murkowski 

Murphy 
Murray 
Paul 
Perdue 
Peters 
Portman 
Reed 
Reid 
Risch 
Roberts 
Rounds 
Schatz 
Schumer 
Scott 
Sessions 
Shaheen 
Shelby 
Tester 
Thune 
Tillis 
Toomey 
Udall 
Vitter 
Warner 
Warren 
Whitehouse 
Wicker 
Wyden 

NAYS—2 

Lankford Sullivan 

NOT VOTING—14 

Alexander 
Boxer 
Corker 
Cruz 
Flake 

Inhofe 
Isakson 
Leahy 
Mikulski 
Nelson 

Rubio 
Sanders 
Sasse 
Stabenow 

The nomination was confirmed. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-

ator from Louisiana. 
Mr. CASSIDY. Mr. President, I ask 

unanimous consent that the motion to 
reconsider be considered made and laid 
upon the table. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there 
objection? 

Without objection, it is so ordered. 
Under the previous order, the Presi-

dent will be immediately notified of 
the Senate’s action. 

f 

LEGISLATIVE SESSION 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under 
the previous order, the Senate will re-
sume legislative session. 

ENERGY POLICY MODERNIZATION 
ACT OF 2015—Continued 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Louisiana is recognized. 

Mr. CASSIDY. Mr. President, in this 
Energy bill we are considering, we are 
going to offer an amendment regarding 
the renewable fuel standard—also 
called the RFS. The RFS requires that 
fuel sold in the United States contain a 
minimal amount of renewable fuels. 
You know it because when you go to 
the gas pump, it says: contains 10 per-
cent ethanol. 

The RFS is outdated. It was created 
in 2005—a time when American energy 
consumption relied heavily upon for-
eign imports. It was thought that the 
renewable fuel standard will be good 
for the environment by decreasing the 
carbon footprint, but in the last 10 
years our energy landscape has 
changed dramatically. We now have 
more domestic oil than almost ever be-
fore, and the drawbacks of the RFS 
greatly outweigh its benefits. 

For example, the Congressional 
Budget Office projects that Americans 
will be forced to pay $0.13 to $0.26 more 
per gallon if the RFS is not repealed. 
For a mom and dad with two teenage 
sons, this would be $400 a year, but it 
doesn’t stop at the pump. 

Over the last 10 years, the price of 
corn has drastically fluctuated. Corn 
costs have approximately doubled since 
before the RFS began. The corn price 
increasing has increased the cost of 
food as much as 7 percent to 26 percent 
it is estimated per year. It also raises 
costs all the way down. For example, 
your chain restaurants are estimated 
to spend $3.2 billion more for the food 
they purchase and serve to their cus-
tomers because of the RFS. 

Perhaps paying more at the pump, 
paying more at the grocery store and 
more at the restaurant will be worth it 
if there are environmental benefits. 
Unfortunately, there is not only no en-
vironmental benefit, there is tremen-
dous environmental harm. 

To begin with, an increase in corn 
production means that there is an in-
crease in fertilizer use across the Mid-
west. That fertilizer runs into the riv-
ers, goes down into the Mississippi 
River, hits the Gulf of Mexico, and 
causes algae blooms because of the 
high nitrogen and phosphorous, and 
that decreases the oxygen in the water, 
thereby devastating the fish popu-
lation. If you look at maps of the dead 
zone in the Mississippi River, they 
have continuously increased in size 
since the RFS was put into law. 

But it is not just about our water 
quality. Let’s talk about carbon foot-
print. One of the original rationales as 
to why we should have renewable fuels: 
The Union of Concerned Scientists 
state that certain types of ethanol 
have a worse carbon footprint than 
gasoline. So now we have something 
that not only increases the cost of food 
and hurts the water quality in the Gulf 
of Mexico and the rivers that feed it 
but also has a higher carbon footprint 
than the gasoline it dilutes. 

By the way, it is not just the Union 
of Concerned Scientists; the National 
Academy of Sciences says that the re-
newable fuel standard has little or no 
environmental benefit and actually in-
creases the particulate matter and sul-
fur that is in the atmosphere and 
harms water quality. 

Let’s just say that with the abun-
dance of our domestic oil and increased 
vehicular efficiency standards, there is 
no need for the RFS. It is time to re-
peal the renewable fuel standard so 
that our farmers, anglers, ranchers, 
and consumers can reap the benefit. 

In addition to this, I wish to mention 
another amendment I am offering with 
Senator MARKEY. This amendment 
would save taxpayer dollars and pre-
serve oil reservoirs in the Strategic Pe-
troleum Reserve. The Strategic Petro-
leum Reserve is located in my home 
State, in Harahan, LA. This amend-
ment gives the Secretary of Energy the 
ability to sell Strategic Petroleum Re-
serve quantities of crude oil when the 
price goes up. Right now, he has been 
instructed to sell the oil to raise $5 bil-
lion but without regard to price. We 
clearly don’t want to sell it when the 
price of oil is at $30. We want to wait 
until the price of oil goes back up and 
sell it then so we can reap multiple 
benefits. It will allow for more supply 
so consumers will have lower prices at 
the pump, and it will also get more 
money for the oil we do sell, which will 
be good for taxpayers who bought the 
oil in the first place. 

America is blessed with an abun-
dance of oil. Taxpayers invested in this 
emergency oil stockpile. Yet some 
must be sold, and it should be sold at 
the highest price possible to get the 
best deal for the taxpayers. 

I urge my fellow Senators to support 
both of these amendments. They are 
important to American families, crit-
ical to America’s energy security, and 
in the case of the RFS, it is critical to 
our environmental hopes. 

I yield back. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-

ator from Pennsylvania. 
Mr. CASEY. Mr. President, I ask 

unanimous consent to speak as in 
morning business. 

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

HOMELAND SECURITY AND THE THREAT OF 
VIOLENT EXTREMISM 

Mr. CASEY. Mr. President, I rise 
today to discuss for a couple of mo-
ments the issue of homeland security 
and the threat of violent extremism in 
the United States. 

In the last 2 months in the Common-
wealth of Pennsylvania, we have expe-
rienced two very concerning incidents 
of violent extremism—first, in Decem-
ber, the arrest of a 19-year-old man in 
Harrisburg, PA, who allegedly used so-
cial media to propagandize and facili-
tate on behalf of the terrorist group 
ISIS. At the time of his arrest, law en-
forcement officers found ammunition 
and other signs that he might be pre-
paring for an attack. Thank goodness 
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law enforcement at the local and State 
level worked with the FBI and would 
have been able to thwart that attack if 
it were carried out. 

The second incident, and the one I 
will focus more of my attention on 
today, was the shooting of Philadelphia 
police officer Jesse Hartnett while he 
was on patrol on January 7 of this 
year. The gunman ran up to Officer 
Hartnett’s patrol car and fired 11 
rounds at very close range. Officer 
Hartnett was hit three times in his left 
arm before the attacker fled. In a truly 
remarkable act of bravery, Officer 
Hartnett was able to radio for backup 
and pursue the attacker. The gunman 
was apprehended as a result of Officer 
Hartnett’s heroic action and the quick 
response of his fellow officers. 

Law enforcement professionals like 
Officer Hartnett and his colleagues are 
on the frontlines of protecting us and 
protecting our homeland every day. We 
have to remain vigilant against poten-
tial attacks from terrorist groups in 
foreign countries, of course, who seek 
to harm Americans, but we must also 
confront the threat of violent extre-
mism here at home from individuals 
who are inspired by the hateful, evil 
ideology of terrorist groups such as 
ISIS. These are individuals who can 
often be categorized as lone wolves, 
planning and plotting without the di-
rection of a terrorist group necessarily 
but motivated by violent rhetoric they 
find online or by other means. 

On January 18, I visited Officer Hart-
nett in the hospital to thank him for 
his bravery and his service. He was in 
much better shape that day than he 
was on the night of the attack. We are 
so happy that he continues to recover 
well from those injuries. Just last week 
he was able to leave the hospital in 
Philadelphia and go home. 

At the same time, I also received a 
briefing on the investigation from the 
FBI and met with Mayor Jim Kenny, 
the newly elected mayor of Philadel-
phia, and Philadelphia Police Commis-
sioner Ross to discuss this emerging 
threat in Philadelphia and certainly in 
other places as well. 

What do lawmakers do, Members of 
this body and the other body as well, 
the House and the Senate? We have an 
abiding obligation to give our full sup-
port to local and State authorities con-
fronting the threat of violent extre-
mism whether it is in Pennsylvania or 
anywhere across the country. 

According to a recent assessment 
from the Foreign Policy Initiative, 71 
individuals have been charged with 
ISIS-related activities since March of 
2014. The profiles and motivations of 
these individuals differ dramatically, 
making it even more difficult for law 
enforcement officials to investigate 
and prevent attacks. But I believe that 
as Members of Congress—and, I also 
would add, the administration as well— 
we all need to listen to the professional 
advice of law enforcement officials, 
homeland security experts, and others 
rather than simply engaging in cat-

egorical condemnation or, unfortu-
nately, oversight by sound bite. 

I have invited Homeland Security 
Secretary Jeh Johnson to Philadelphia 
to join me in a roundtable with com-
munity leaders and law enforcement 
officials in Pennsylvania so I can be 
briefed on and updated about homeland 
security issues in Philadelphia and 
throughout southeastern Pennsyl-
vania. 

A recent Politico survey of leading 
mayors around the country evaluated 
the city executives’ perspective on the 
challenges they confront in addressing 
terrorism and violent extremism in 
their communities. The mayors have 
told us that they identified lack of 
overall funding as the biggest chal-
lenge facing their cities in the context 
of counterterrorism. And I have to say 
that for at least a decade, local law en-
forcement and the FBI have been badly 
underfunded. Let’s ensure that these 
communities have what they need. 

I will continue to urge the Depart-
ments of Homeland Security and Jus-
tice to communicate better with local 
and State authorities. I will also urge 
the disbursement of Federal grant 
funding to support activities to 
counter violent extremism and to con-
tinue to train law enforcement in ways 
to help prevent and respond to complex 
terrorist attacks. 

I am supporting and I hope others 
will support Senator CARPER’s Commu-
nity Partnerships Act of 2015, which is 
a piece of commonsense legislation 
that would bolster the Federal Govern-
ment’s support to local and State au-
thorities. We owe it to our first re-
sponders, such as Officer Jesse Hart-
nett from Philadelphia, and we owe it 
to the communities they protect to 
give them the support and resources 
they need to help us confront and de-
feat violent extremism. 

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

ator from Ohio. 
Mr. PORTMAN. Mr. President, I rise 

this evening to talk about the Energy 
bill that is before the Chamber right 
now. I thank Senator MURKOWSKI and 
Senator CANTWELL for bringing us to 
this point. 

This is called the Energy Policy and 
Modernization Act. It is my under-
standing that this is the first com-
prehensive Energy bill to come to the 
floor of the Senate in 7 or 8 years. It is 
something we ought to be focused on 
because it helps to create a better 
economy, and it helps to ensure that 
we do have a protected grid and that 
we can indeed improve our infrastruc-
ture around the country in terms of en-
ergy and improve the performance of 
Federal agencies. 

The bill allows more exports of 
LNG—liquefied natural gas—which is 
important to our economy. By focusing 
on energy and taking commonsense 
steps to help in terms of making our 
economy more efficient, we will help to 
create more independence in this coun-
try and make America less dependent 

on foreign sources of energy as well. I 
commend them for that, and I am 
happy to support the broader legisla-
tion. 

Tonight I would like to talk about 
title I of the bill. As those of you who 
have looked at the bill know, title I is 
about energy efficiency. I again thank 
Senators MURKOWSKI and CANTWELL for 
including the Portman-Shaheen En-
ergy and Savings and Industrial Com-
petitiveness Act in as title I of the leg-
islation. This is energy efficiency legis-
lation that has been to the floor a cou-
ple of times. We were not able to get it 
passed because of a disagreement over 
amendments, but it has come out of 
the committee with strong votes. In 
fact, the most recent vote was a few 
months ago when we reported the en-
ergy efficiency legislation out of our 
energy committee in the Senate by a 
vote of 20 to 2. That doesn’t happen 
very often around this place. It is bi-
partisan because it makes sense. 

Senator SHAHEEN and I have worked 
with Members on both sides of the aisle 
and groups all around the country over 
the past 4 or 5 years to put this legisla-
tion together. It is part of what I think 
is the right philosophy which I see em-
bodied in this overall legislation, 
which is that we ought to be producing 
more energy in this country, but we 
also ought to be using it more effi-
ciently. Producing more and using less 
is a good combination. It creates jobs, 
creates the opportunity for us to be 
more competitive in global markets, it 
helps us to be less dependent on foreign 
oil, and it helps us to improve the envi-
ronment. 

This legislation we are looking at in 
title I is going to get across the finish 
line this year, I believe, because we do 
have strong support from not just Re-
publicans and Democrats here in this 
Chamber but from people around the 
country who have helped us to put this 
together. 

Those on this side of the aisle often 
talk about the need for an ‘‘all of the 
above’’ energy strategy. I like to talk 
about that. I think it is the right ap-
proach. I think we should be focusing 
on all of our energy resources. When 
you talk about ‘‘all of the above,’’ 
though, one of the best sources of en-
ergy is the energy you don’t use. It is 
the energy that is really economically 
viable, and that is energy efficiency. 
Sometimes we are pretty good at the 
produced part of the equation on my 
side of the aisle, but we need to focus 
more on the efficiency part. 

This legislation also helps the envi-
ronment, as I said. It is actually the 
equivalent of taking about 20 million 
cars off the road within 15 years. Think 
about that. Through energy efficiency, 
it is the equivalent of taking about 20 
million cars off the road within 15 
years. 

By the way, it doesn’t do it by over-
regulating, it doesn’t do it by killing 
jobs, and it doesn’t do it by the heavy 
hand of government. It does it without 
any mandates. It does it by 
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incentivizing less energy use, which 
will help to reduce emissions in a way 
that doesn’t kill jobs. In fact, our legis-
lation will create more jobs. We have a 
study of our legislation now showing 
that it will create 136,000 new jobs 
while saving consumers about $13.7 bil-
lion a year in reduced energy costs 
within 15 years. 

The bill is supported by 260 associa-
tions, businesses, advocacy groups, in-
cluding the National Association of 
Manufacturers, the Sierra Club, the Al-
liance to Save Energy, and the U.S. 
Chamber of Commerce. It is supported 
by groups who don’t normally get to-
gether to support legislation, but they 
are all together on this because they 
understand the importance of it. That 
is one of the reasons this passed the 
committee with big bipartisan num-
bers, and it is also why it actually 
works—because we got input from ev-
erybody. It makes good economic 
sense, good energy sense, and good en-
vironmental sense. 

In visiting with jobseekers around 
Ohio and going to businesses talking 
about this legislation, they are excited 
about it because it gives them the op-
portunity to have access to new energy 
efficiency technology that makes them 
more competitive. So it allows Ohio 
workers to be able to compete better 
with workers in places like Japan or 
Europe where there is more of a focus 
on energy efficiency, and it reduces the 
costs of production. This is why the 
manufacturing community in my home 
State of Ohio is really excited about it. 
They know this is going to help them 
to be competitive. 

It also helps with regard to our Fed-
eral Government. The Federal Govern-
ment ought to practice what it 
preaches. The Federal Government is 
the largest user of energy in the coun-
try—probably the largest user of en-
ergy in the world—and, by the way, one 
of the more inefficient users of energy. 
So our legislation specifically focuses 
on the Federal Government and talks 
about how we need to use less energy 
at our call centers and how we need to 
make sure Federal buildings are more 
energy efficient. Just by doing that 
alone, we are going to save taxpayers 
billions of dollars. That makes sense 
for taxpayers, and it also makes sense 
for reducing emissions, and it makes 
sense to have our Federal Government 
be more efficient. 

The proposals contained in this bill 
are really commonsense reforms. There 
are no mandates on the private sector. 
They come as a result of direct con-
versations we have had with people at 
the local level and businesses to under-
stand how we can actually help, with-
out mandating, to create incentives. 

Our legislation does focus on manu-
facturing, and it does focus on the gov-
ernment and the General Services Ad-
ministration and buildings. It also fo-
cuses on buildings to ensure that build-
ings are more efficient, both residen-
tial and commercial buildings, which is 
where we are going to see a lot of our 

savings. Again, this is not only going 
to create more jobs but save consumers 
a lot of money. 

It has been nearly 10 years since Con-
gress passed legislation that focused on 
energy efficiency. A lot has changed 
and a lot needs to be updated. This leg-
islation allows us to do that—to move 
forward in a smart way and in a bipar-
tisan way to ensure that, yes, we are 
producing more energy, becoming less 
dependent on foreign sources and more 
independent here in this country, help-
ing our economy but also doing so in a 
way that helps create a better environ-
ment for all of us. 

This is a true, ‘‘all of the above’’ en-
ergy strategy. 

Again, I applaud my colleagues for 
bringing forward the Energy Policy 
Modernization Act, and I thank them 
for including the Shaheen-Portman 
legislation. I wish to thank my part-
ner, JEANNE SHAHEEN from New Hamp-
shire, for her hard work over the years 
on this legislation. It is time for us to 
get it done. It is time to provide this 
incentive and give this economy a shot 
in the arm to help ensure that we can 
take advantage of the energy resources 
in this country, use them more effi-
ciently, and, by doing so, create more 
economic opportunity for everyone. 

Thank you, Mr. President. 
Mr. President, I suggest the absence 

of a quorum. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 

clerk will call the roll. 
The bill clerk proceeded to call the 

roll. 
Ms. MURKOWSKI. Mr. President, I 

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

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

Ms. MURKOWSKI. Mr. President, we 
are at the end of the day after having 
turned to the Energy Policy Mod-
ernization Act. We have had some 
Members come to the floor to speak to 
the significance and the importance of 
finally, after almost 8 years now, up-
dating and modernizing our energy in-
frastructure, our energy supply, our 
energy efficiency and accountability 
within the energy space. 

I know that we are going to be con-
tinuing to work to address not only 
much of what is contained within the 
bill but also amendments from col-
leagues. We have solicited and have re-
ceived a fair number of amendments 
today. The ranking member and I are 
processing these and looking, again, 
not only to set up a unanimous consent 
agreement here this evening, but I will 
take this opportunity to remind col-
leagues that if you have amendments 
that you wish to be brought up, please 
file them, and please come to the floor 
to speak to them. We will hopefully 
have a full opportunity tomorrow to do 
just that, but we do intend to work ag-
gressively to get through this very im-
portant, very bipartisan measure. 

AMENDMENTS NOS. 2968, 2963, 3017, 2982, 3021, AND 
2965 EN BLOC TO AMENDMENT NO. 2953 

Ms. MURKOWSKI. Mr. President, at 
this time I ask unanimous consent that 

the following amendments be called up 
en bloc and reported by number in the 
following order: amendment No. 2968, 
for Senator SHAHEEN; amendment No. 
2963, for Senator MURKOWSKI; amend-
ment No. 3017, for Senator BARRASSO; 
amendment No. 2982, for Senator MAR-
KEY; amendment No. 3021, for Senator 
CRAPO; and amendment No. 2965, for 
Senator SCHATZ. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there 
objection? 

Without objection, it is so ordered. 
The clerk will report the amend-

ments en bloc by number. 
The bill clerk read as follows: 
The Senator from Alaska [Ms. MUR-

KOWSKI], for herself and others, proposes 
amendments numbered 2968, 2963, 3017, 2982, 
3021, and 2965 en bloc to amendment No. 2953. 

The amendments are as follows: 
AMENDMENT NO. 2968 

(Purpose: To clarify the definition of the 
term ‘‘smart manufacturing’’) 

Beginning on page 132, strike line 22 and 
all that follows through page 133, line 4, and 
insert the following: 

(5) SMART MANUFACTURING.—The term 
‘‘smart manufacturing’’ means advanced 
technologies in information, automation, 
monitoring, computation, sensing, modeling, 
and networking that— 

(A) digitally— 
(i) simulate manufacturing production 

lines; 
(ii) operate computer-controlled manufac-

turing equipment; 
(iii) monitor and communicate production 

line status; and 
(iv) manage and optimize energy produc-

tivity and cost throughout production; 
(B) model, simulate, and optimize the en-

ergy efficiency of a factory building; 
(C) monitor and optimize building energy 

performance; 
(D) model, simulate, and optimize the de-

sign of energy efficient and sustainable prod-
ucts, including the use of digital prototyping 
and additive manufacturing to enhance prod-
uct design; 

(E) connect manufactured products in net-
works to monitor and optimize the perform-
ance of the networks, including automated 
network operations; and 

(F) digitally connect the supply chain net-
work. 

AMENDMENT NO. 2963 
(Purpose: To modify a provision relating to 

bulk-power system reliability impact 
statements) 
Strike section 4301 and insert the fol-

lowing: 
SEC. 4301. BULK-POWER SYSTEM RELIABILITY IM-

PACT STATEMENT. 
Section 215 of the Federal Power Act (16 

U.S.C. 824o) is amended by adding at the end 
the following: 

‘‘(l) RELIABILITY IMPACT STATEMENT.— 
‘‘(1) SOLICITATION BY COMMISSION.—Not 

later than 15 days after the date on which 
the head of a Federal agency proposes a 
major rule (as defined in section 804 of title 
5, United States Code) that may signifi-
cantly affect the reliable operation of the 
bulk-power system, the Commission shall so-
licit from the ERO, who shall coordinate 
with regional entities affected by the pro-
posed rule, a reliability impact statement 
with respect to the proposed rule. 

‘‘(2) REQUIREMENTS.—A reliability impact 
statement under paragraph (1) shall include 
a detailed statement on— 

‘‘(A) the impact of the proposed rule on the 
reliable operation of the bulk-power system; 
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‘‘(B) any adverse effects on the reliable op-

eration of the bulk-power system if the pro-
posed rule was implemented; and 

‘‘(C) alternatives to cure the identified ad-
verse reliability impacts, including a no-ac-
tion alternative. 

‘‘(3) SUBMISSION TO COMMISSION AND CON-
GRESS.—On completion of a reliability im-
pact statement under paragraph (1), the ERO 
shall submit to the Commission and Con-
gress the reliability impact statement. 

‘‘(4) TRANSMITTAL TO HEAD OF FEDERAL 
AGENCY.—On receipt of a reliability impact 
statement submitted to the Commission 
under paragraph (3), the Commission shall 
transmit to the head of the applicable Fed-
eral agency the reliability impact statement 
prepared under this subsection for inclusion 
in the public record. 

‘‘(5) INCLUSION OF DETAILED RESPONSE IN 
FINAL RULE.—With respect to a final major 
rule subject to a reliability impact state-
ment prepared under paragraph (1), the head 
of the Federal agency shall— 

‘‘(A) consider the reliability impact state-
ment; 

‘‘(B) give due weight to the technical ex-
pertise of the ERO with respect to matters 
that are the subject of the reliability impact 
statement; and 

‘‘(C) include in the final rule a detailed re-
sponse to the reliability impact statement 
that reasonably addresses the detailed state-
ments required under paragraph (2).’’. 

AMENDMENT NO. 3017 
(Purpose: To expand the authority for award-

ing technology prizes by the Secretary of 
Energy to include a financial award for 
separation of carbon dioxide from dilute 
sources) 
At the end of subtitle G of title IV, add the 

following: 
SEC. 46ll. CARBON DIOXIDE CAPTURE TECH-

NOLOGY PRIZE. 
Section 1008 of the Energy Policy Act of 

2005 (42 U.S.C. 16396) (as amended by section 
4601) is amended by adding at the end the fol-
lowing: 

‘‘(h) CARBON DIOXIDE CAPTURE TECHNOLOGY 
PRIZE.— 

‘‘(1) DEFINITIONS.—In this subsection: 
‘‘(A) BOARD.—The term ‘Board’ means the 

Carbon Dioxide Capture Technology Advi-
sory Board established by paragraph (6). 

‘‘(B) DILUTE.—The term ‘dilute’ means a 
concentration of less than 1 percent by vol-
ume. 

‘‘(C) INTELLECTUAL PROPERTY.—The term 
‘intellectual property’ means— 

‘‘(i) an invention that is patentable under 
title 35, United States Code; and 

‘‘(ii) any patent on an invention described 
in clause (i). 

‘‘(D) SECRETARY.—The term ‘Secretary’ 
means the Secretary of Energy or designee, 
in consultation with the Board. 

‘‘(2) AUTHORITY.—Not later than 1 year 
after the date of enactment of this sub-
section, as part of the program carried out 
under this section, the Secretary shall estab-
lish and award competitive technology fi-
nancial awards for carbon dioxide capture 
from media in which the concentration of 
carbon dioxide is dilute. 

‘‘(3) DUTIES.—In carrying out this sub-
section, the Secretary shall— 

‘‘(A) subject to paragraph (4), develop spe-
cific requirements for— 

‘‘(i) the competition process; 
‘‘(ii) minimum performance standards for 

qualifying projects; and 
‘‘(iii) monitoring and verification proce-

dures for approved projects; 
‘‘(B) establish minimum levels for the cap-

ture of carbon dioxide from a dilute medium 
that are required to be achieved to qualify 
for a financial award described in subpara-
graph (C); 

‘‘(C) offer financial awards for— 
‘‘(i) a design for a promising capture tech-

nology; 
‘‘(ii) a successful bench-scale demonstra-

tion of a capture technology; 
‘‘(iii) a design for a technology described in 

clause (i) that will— 
‘‘(I) be operated on a demonstration scale; 

and 
‘‘(II) achieve significant reduction in the 

level of carbon dioxide; and 
‘‘(iv) an operational capture technology on 

a commercial scale that meets the minimum 
levels described in subparagraph (B); and 

‘‘(D) submit to Congress— 
‘‘(i) an annual report that describes the 

progress made by the Board and recipients of 
financial awards under this subsection in 
achieving the demonstration goals estab-
lished under subparagraph (C); and 

‘‘(ii) not later than 1 year after the date of 
enactment of this subsection, a report that 
describes the levels of funding that are nec-
essary to achieve the purposes of this sub-
section. 

‘‘(4) PUBLIC PARTICIPATION.—In carrying 
out paragraph (3)(A), the Board shall— 

‘‘(A) provide notice of and, for a period of 
at least 60 days, an opportunity for public 
comment on, any draft or proposed version 
of the requirements described in paragraph 
(3)(A); and 

‘‘(B) take into account public comments 
received in developing the final version of 
those requirements. 

‘‘(5) PEER REVIEW.—No financial awards 
may be provided under this subsection until 
the proposal for which the award is sought 
has been peer reviewed in accordance with 
such standards for peer review as are estab-
lished by the Secretary. 

‘‘(6) CARBON DIOXIDE CAPTURE TECHNOLOGY 
ADVISORY BOARD.— 

‘‘(A) ESTABLISHMENT.—There is established 
an advisory board to be known as the ‘Car-
bon Dioxide Capture Technology Advisory 
Board’. 

‘‘(B) COMPOSITION.—The Board shall be 
composed of 9 members appointed by the 
President, who shall provide expertise in— 

‘‘(i) climate science; 
‘‘(ii) physics; 
‘‘(iii) chemistry; 
‘‘(iv) biology; 
‘‘(v) engineering; 
‘‘(vi) economics; 
‘‘(vii) business management; and 
‘‘(viii) such other disciplines as the Sec-

retary determines to be necessary to achieve 
the purposes of this subsection. 

‘‘(C) TERM; VACANCIES.— 
‘‘(i) TERM.—A member of the Board shall 

serve for a term of 6 years. 
‘‘(ii) VACANCIES.—A vacancy on the 

Board— 
‘‘(I) shall not affect the powers of the 

Board; and 
‘‘(II) shall be filled in the same manner as 

the original appointment was made. 
‘‘(D) INITIAL MEETING.—Not later than 30 

days after the date on which all members of 
the Board have been appointed, the Board 
shall hold the initial meeting of the Board. 

‘‘(E) MEETINGS.—The Board shall meet at 
the call of the Chairperson. 

‘‘(F) QUORUM.—A majority of the members 
of the Board shall constitute a quorum, but 
a lesser number of members may hold hear-
ings. 

‘‘(G) CHAIRPERSON AND VICE CHAIRPERSON.— 
The Board shall select a Chairperson and 
Vice Chairperson from among the members 
of the Board. 

‘‘(H) COMPENSATION.—Each member of the 
Board may be compensated at not to exceed 
the daily equivalent of the annual rate of 
basic pay in effect for a position at level V of 
the Executive Schedule for each day during 

which the member is engaged in the actual 
performance of the duties of the Board. 

‘‘(I) DUTIES.—The Board shall advise the 
Secretary on carrying out the duties of the 
Secretary under this subsection. 

‘‘(7) INTELLECTUAL PROPERTY.— 
‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—As a condition of receiv-

ing a financial award under this subsection, 
an applicant shall agree to vest the intellec-
tual property of the applicant derived from 
the technology in 1 or more entities that are 
incorporated in the United States. 

‘‘(B) RESERVATION OF LICENSE.—The United 
States— 

‘‘(i) may reserve a nonexclusive, non-
transferable, irrevocable, paid-up license, to 
have practiced for or on behalf of the United 
States, in connection with any intellectual 
property described in subparagraph (A); but 

‘‘(ii) shall not, in the exercise of a license 
reserved under clause (i), publicly disclose 
proprietary information relating to the li-
cense. 

‘‘(C) TRANSFER OF TITLE.—Title to any in-
tellectual property described in subpara-
graph (A) shall not be transferred or passed, 
except to an entity that is incorporated in 
the United States, until the expiration of the 
first patent obtained in connection with the 
intellectual property. 

‘‘(8) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.— 
There are authorized to be appropriated to 
carry out this subsection such sums as are 
necessary. 

‘‘(9) TERMINATION OF AUTHORITY.—The 
Board and all authority provided under this 
subsection shall terminate on December 31, 
2026.’’. 

AMENDMENT NO. 2982 
(Purpose: To require the Comptroller Gen-

eral of the United States to conduct a re-
view and submit a report on energy pro-
duction in the United States and the ef-
fects of crude oil exports) 
At the appropriate place, insert the fol-

lowing: 
SEC. llll. GAO REVIEW AND REPORT. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 1 year 
after the date of enactment of this Act, and 
annually thereafter for 2 years, the Comp-
troller General of the United States shall 
conduct a review of— 

(1) energy production in the United States; 
and 

(2) the effects, if any, of crude oil exports 
from the United States on consumers, inde-
pendent refiners, and shipbuilding and ship 
repair yards. 

(b) CONTENTS OF REPORT.—Not later than 1 
year after commencing each review under 
subsection (a), the Comptroller General of 
the United States shall submit to the Com-
mittees on Energy and Natural Resources, 
Banking, Housing, and Urban Affairs, Com-
merce, Science, and Transportation, and 
Foreign Relations of the Senate and the 
Committees on Natural Resources, Energy 
and Commerce, Financial Services, and For-
eign Affairs of the House of Representatives 
a report that includes— 

(1) a statement of the principal findings of 
the review; and 

(2) recommendations for Congress and the 
President to address any job loss in the ship-
building and ship repair industry or adverse 
impacts on consumers and refiners that the 
Comptroller General of the United States at-
tributes to unencumbered crude oil exports 
in the United States. 

AMENDMENT NO. 3021 
(Purpose: To enable civilian research and 

development of advanced nuclear energy 
technologies by private and public institu-
tions, to expand theoretical and practical 
knowledge of nuclear physics, chemistry, 
and materials science) 
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CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — SENATE S247 January 27, 2016 
(The amendment is printed in today’s 

RECORD under ‘‘Text of Amendments.’’) 
AMENDMENT NO. 2965 

(Purpose: To modify the funding provided for 
the Advanced Research Projects Agency— 
Energy) 

Strike section 4201(b)(5)(A)(iv) and insert 
the following: 

(iv) by adding at the end the following: 
‘‘(F) $325,000,000 for each of fiscal years 2016 

through 2018; and 
‘‘(G) $375,000,000 for each of fiscal years 2019 

and 2020.’’; and 

Ms. MURKOWSKI. Mr. President, I 
ask unanimous consent that at 12 noon 
tomorrow the Senate vote on the Crapo 
amendment No. 3021 and at 1:45 p.m. 
the Senate vote on the Schatz amend-
ment No. 2965; that no second-degree 
amendments be in order to the Crapo 
or Schatz amendments prior to the 
votes; finally, that the time until 12 
noon and following the disposition of 
the Crapo amendment until 1:45 p.m. be 
equally divided between the two man-
agers or their designees. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there 
objection? 

The Senator from Washington. 
Ms. CANTWELL. Mr. President, re-

serving the right to object, and I will 
not object, but I just want to point out 
to our colleagues that the chair has 
worked with us today to get a number 
of these pending amendments. I know 
she will probably express this, but it is 
our intent that hopefully we will have 
some votes on these other amendments 
either by voice or additional votes. So 
I hope colleagues who are interested in 
other amendments will come down. But 
I think this process gets us going on 
the voting and could be on some of 
these pending amendments as well. 

So I do not object. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 

objection, it is so ordered. 
Ms. MURKOWSKI. Mr. President, 

Senators should be aware that we may 
add additional rollcall votes on amend-
ments to both stacks of votes tomor-
row, as the ranking member has said. 
It would certainly be our intent that 
we work to process as much as we can 
during the time that we have. 

f 

MORNING BUSINESS 

Ms. MURKOWSKI. Mr. President, I 
ask unanimous consent that the Sen-
ate be in a period of morning business, 
with Senators permitted to speak 
therein for up to 10 minutes each. 

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

f 

HONORING OFFICER DOUGLAS 
BARNEY 

Mr. HATCH. Mr. President, today I 
wish to pay tribute to a beloved father, 
a loving husband, and a fallen hero: Of-
ficer Douglas Barney of the Unified Po-
lice Department. Officer Barney was 
killed in the line of duty last week 
when attempting to question a man at 
the scene of an accident. In the wake of 
Doug’s passing, the Barney family has 

experienced an outpouring of love and 
support from law enforcement officials 
not only in Utah, but across the Na-
tion. As a testament to Doug’s gen-
erosity and the many lives he touched, 
more than 10,000 people attended his fu-
neral services on Monday. Today I join 
the many who mourn by honoring Offi-
cer Douglas Barney—a man of char-
acter, commitment, kindness, and 
courage. 

Doug’s dedication to law enforcement 
was matched by his zeal for life. As a 
teenager, he explored the outdoors, 
rode dirt bikes on the hills behind his 
home, and raced cars on Utah’s old 
Bonneville Raceway. As a police offi-
cer, he loved the thrill of a high-speed 
chase and had a knack for defusing 
tense situations with a well-timed 
joke. An indomitable sense of humor 
endeared him not only to those he 
loved, but even to those he arrested. 

On one particular occasion, he was 
tasked to handle a DUI situation in-
volving a female arrestee whose behav-
ior was growing increasingly erratic. 
Instead of reacting with force, Doug re-
sponded with humor by continuously 
joking with the arrestee. His off-the- 
cuff comedy replaced the woman’s 
threats with smiles and her cries with 
laughter. Eventually, she calmed down 
enough to cooperate. As one of Doug’s 
colleagues recalls, the two left ‘‘the 
best of friends.’’ Only Doug could have 
managed such a feat. 

Doug’s humor helped him cope with 
the rigors of a stressful career in law 
enforcement. It also helped him over-
come serious illness. No stranger to ad-
versity, Doug battled back from blad-
der cancer just a year before his death. 
Cancer could weaken his body, but it 
could do nothing to dampen his spirits. 
Throughout the ordeal, Doug main-
tained a cheerful disposition and re-
fined his trademark sense of humor. 

In addition to laughter, Doug drew 
strength from family. He befriended his 
wife, Erika, when they were growing up 
together in California. While Erika was 
studying at Brigham Young Univer-
sity, their relationship took a roman-
tic turn, and Doug asked her to marry 
him. Erika was caught off guard by the 
proposal and was initially reluctant, 
but Doug persisted. Time and again, he 
asked Erika to be his wife. After sev-
eral months, she finally accepted, and 
the two were married in 1996. Together, 
they had three beautiful children: Ma-
tilda, Meredith, and Jacob. 

Shortly after their marriage, Doug 
told Erika that he dreamed of becom-
ing a police officer. With her support, 
he began an 18-year career in law en-
forcement. Doug’s fellow police officers 
will always remember him for his work 
ethic, gregariousness, and larger-than- 
life personality. Over many years of 
consistent, hard work, Doug won not 
only the love and friendship of his col-
leagues, but also their respect and ad-
miration. 

Like thousands across our Nation, I 
am deeply saddened by the passing of 
Officer Barney. I am immensely grate-

ful for Doug’s example and for the serv-
ice of countless police officers like 
him. Each day, these selfless men and 
women risk their own well-being to en-
sure the safety of others. They are the 
most courageous of public servants, 
and I believe Doug was among the best 
of them. He was a man who lived and 
loved deeply. He made people laugh, he 
made them smile, and he helped them 
hope. 

I pray that Doug’s memory might 
continue to inspire and bless those he 
loved. 

f 

WILDFIRE FUNDING AND FOREST 
MANAGEMENT 

Ms. MURKOWSKI. Mr. President, I 
ask unanimous consent to enter into a 
colloquy with the chairman of the 
Budget Committee, Senator ENZI of 
Wyoming, and the chairman of the Ag-
riculture Committee, Senator ROBERTS 
of Kansas. 

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

Ms. MURKOWSKI. Last session, I 
came to the floor to speak about the 
significant wildfire provisions we in-
cluded in the Omnibus appropriations 
bill, why Congress could not accept a 
flawed proposal supported by this ad-
ministration and a handful of Senators, 
and to outline a path forward on this 
important issue in 2016. 

As we begin consideration of the en-
ergy bill, I have come to the floor to 
add further definition to that path for-
ward. As many of you know, wildfire 
budgeting and forest management 
overlap jurisdictionally with several 
other Committees so I want to thank 
my colleagues, Senators Enzi and ROB-
ERTS, for joining me here. 

In my view, the time has come to 
find real solutions to the challenges we 
face in each of these areas. This crisis 
has gone on for long enough. It has 
grown worse and worse. Our lands are 
burning. Communities are being dev-
astated. And it is time for Congress to 
act. 

I want to start first with wildfire 
budgeting. For some time now, Mem-
bers of this Chamber have been talking 
past each other. Before we can come up 
with a solution, we have to at least 
agree on the problem we are trying to 
solve. 

We have all been saying that we want 
to solve the problem of ‘‘fire bor-
rowing’’—the unsustainable practice of 
borrowing from non-fire government 
programs so that fire response activi-
ties can continue when wildfire sup-
pression accounts are depleted. 

One way to fix the problem of ‘‘fire 
borrowing’’ is to continue to fully fund 
the predicable costs of wildfire suppres-
sion, the 10-year rolling average, while 
allowing access to additional funds 
through a limited cap adjustment when 
the agencies run out of suppression 
funds, for the emergency and unpre-
dictable costs of wildfire suppression. 

Another issue relating to wildfire 
budgeting is the percentage of the For-
est Service’s discretionary budget 
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