S4836
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Feinstein Murphy
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Hassan Ossoff Warner
Heinrich Padilla
Hickenlooper Peters Warnock
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Blackburn Grassley Paul
Blunt Hagerty Romney
Boozman Hawley Rubio
Braun Hoeven Sasse
Burr Hyde-Smith Scott (FL)
Capito Inhofe Scott (SC)
Cassidy Johnson Shelby
Cornyn Kennedy Sullivan
Cotton Lankford Thune
Crapo Lee Tillis
Cruz Lummis Toomey
Daines Marshall Tuberville
Ernst McConnell Wicker
Fischer Moran Young

NOT VOTING—6
Baldwin Cramer Leahy
Barrasso Graham Risch

The nomination was confirmed.

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr.
LUJAN). Under the previous order, the
motion to reconsider is considered
made and laid upon the table, and the
President will be immediately notified
of the Senate’s action.

The Senator from West Virginia.

ENERGY

Mr. MANCHIN. Mr. President, I rise
today to talk about how the current
process that we are in right now with
the energy challenges we have, not just
in our country but around the world,
and how the committee process, the
committee process that we are working
on, can help relieve the challenges that
the American public have right now
with high prices at the gas pump, high
prices they are receiving in their
homes for heating and all the neces-
sities they have.

What is at risk right now—and I want
people to understand. What is at risk is
the energy independence and energy se-
curity of the United States of America.
If we are going to remain the super-
power of the world, if we are one coun-
try that has it all, you better have en-
ergy independence. If you can’t produce
your own energy and you are going to
ask other people around the world to
do what you won’t do for yourself but
you have the ability to do it and the
resources to do it, God help us all. That
is what we are dealing with.

So I am going to talk about how Con-
gress can provide some relief here.

The 2022 Energy Independence and
Security Act we have been working on
is going to be paramount to maintain-
ing what we have. That means that we
have to focus on not blaming each
other. This has become a personal
thing back and forth, back and forth.

Some people on the extreme left—Ilib-
erals—don’t like it because they want
many changes. We have some people in
the conference over here, my Repub-
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lican friends, who have always been for
it, but now the leadership has made it
personal to be against it. But let me
tell you who suffers—it is all the peo-
ple. All the American citizens are
going to suffer if we don’t do some-
thing.

We are all citizens of this great coun-
try, and we are all so grateful for hav-
ing the opportunities we have by living
here. But we have an abundant amount
of energy—an abundant amount of en-
ergy that we can produce cleaner than
anywhere else in the world.

I have always said let’s do
decarbonization. We all should be com-
mitted to decarbonize to help the at-
mosphere and to help the climate. That
is our responsibility as human beings
and especially in a developed nation in
the developing world.

Decarbonizing means two things,
however you intend to interpret it.
Some people want to decarbonize by
basically eliminating anything that
has fossil. Well, guess what. Our friends
in Europe tried that. Our European
friends tried that. Look where they
are.

Then there are those of us who want
to basically say: We can decarbonize by
producing more fossil, which is cleaner
in the United States of America, and
basically dispersing the dirty fossils
produced around the world. That is all
we are saying.

When you have oil and gas coming
from Venezuela, which is produced
with no oversight whatsoever—dirtier
than any place in the world—we were
going to go to them and remove sanc-
tions to help us? That makes no sense.
We were going to ask Iran, which is the
most prolific terrorist supporter in the
world, which made no sense whatso-
ever. When we are asking Saudi Arabia
to please produce more 0il to help us—
no support—it makes no sense at all.

So this is what we are talking about.
I have this item here that kind of
spells out what we are confirming.
Here is the common permitting
timelines for energy and minerals
projects. The timeline for the United
States is a minimum of 5 to 10 years—
a minimum of 5 to 10 years; Canada, 1
to 3 years; Australia, 1 to 3 years, and
they haven’t deleted any of their over-
sight for review. They haven’t deleted
any of that.

Now let me tell you the extremes
that are going on in the world today.
The European Union, which has had a
pretty stringent oversight on environ-
ment, they are considering emergency
bypassing all environmental reviews
because it is critical to them. Energy
has been weaponized by Putin. Energy
has been weaponized, and we in Amer-
ica can offset that. We can.

No matter what you want to build,
whether it is transmission, pipelines,
hydropower dams, more often than not,
it takes too long. It drives up cost. You
can double your cost within a 5- to 6-,
7T-year period, double from what the
original cost may be in projected cost.
Today’s energy and mineral projects,
as I have said before, take too long.
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Then you come over here, look basi-
cally at what the U.S. citizens—all 330
million people—are subjected to. Nat-
ural gas, up 200 percent. The cost of
natural gas, 200 percent. The cost of
natural gas in Europe, 1,100-percent in-
crease—1,100 percent. Predicted by next
year, some utility—homes will be pay-
ing $7,000 a month. They are going to
be subsidized by the government; they
can’t do that forever. Can you imagine
those types of outrageous costs? Gaso-
line. Gasoline is up 67 percent, under
both this administration and previous
administration—67 percent. Electricity
is up 15 percent and climbing and
climbing.

When you have countries, such as
Australia and Canada, that are doing it
and doing it in a clean fashion but also
doing it in an accelerated fashion, that
is something we should be looking at.
We have talked about permitting for
years and years and years. If you are
on the renewable side and you want all
renewable, no fossil whatsoever, you
can’t get a transmission line done. If
you are going to build a wind farm or
a solar farm in the middle of the desert
where there are no people and you have
got a build to take the electrons, take
that electricity back into the market-
place, you have got to cross a mul-
titude of State lines.

You have got to have permitting re-
form to get it done. You are not going
to be able to deliver the energy that
people need. Look at our friends,
whether it be in California or look at
what has happened in Texas—all this.
It is very, very fragile what is going
on.

But then the good news is, next week,
we are going to have an opportunity to
help accelerate these energy projects
clear across the country and the needs
that we all have, if we don’t let politics
get in the way. If we basically look at
what the United States of America
needs, what the people in this country
need, and what they want to make sure
that we have the energy independence
to do it ourselves and not rely on for-
eign supply chains, that is what it is
about.

I have always said, if I can go home
and explain it, if I can talk to all of
you and explain it, I can vote for it; I
can explain what we are doing. I truly
can—whether it be from the IRA, a bill
that basically gives us a pathway to
walk and chew gum, provide the energy
we need for today but also invest in the
energy we need in the future. We are
doing both, but you can’t do them un-
less you have permitting reform.

Now, everyone thinks this is a side
deal. There is no side deal. We talked
about all of this at one time. We put
this project together under one auspice
of energy independence and the secu-
rity this Nation needs and the relief
the citizens need from high inflation—
that is what—and also the support that
we need for our allies in Europe that
are having a difficult time.

So let me lay out the facts and ex-
plain why voting for energy permitting
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reform is something that should make
sense to each and every one of my col-
leagues on both my Republican side
and Democrat side. Put plainly, with
the state of energy prices, our con-
stituents across the country, they
can’t afford for the politics to stand in
the way of a long overdue, bipartisan
action on energy permitting reform.

Domestically, American families and
businesses are feeling the pain. This is
Putin’s energy war. I won’t acknowl-
edge this as a Russian war. This is one
demagogue who basically has brought
the havoc and the unrest that we have
in the world—one man, Putin—and he
has basically weaponized energy like
we have never seen and never thought
would be done, and this must be an-
swered. We have the infrastructure,
and we have the resources. I have said
that before.

American natural gas prices average
around $9 per million of Btu—$9 per
million. I mean, most of this energy
comes from my State of West Vir-
ginia—a lot of the gas does—because
we have the Marcellus and Utica shale,
which are probably the richest deposits
of natural gas that we have ever seen
in this country, let alone the world.
But with that, those prices were in the
$2.50 to $3 range. It balances out pretty
well to $5, but at $9 it does not.

Look at what the Europeans are pay-
ing. The Europeans are paying an as-
tronomical $60 and $70 equivalent to
the same MCF—S$60 to $70 versus our $9,
which we think is outrageous. This is
the crunch that we are in.

Even with the cost savings that we
have achieved by energy efficiency,
electricity and home energy costs are
up, and Americans are concerned about
reliability after watching things that
are taking a heck of a hit right now.

The changing energy mix has not
yielded affordability for American fam-
ilies evenly, in part, because we
haven’t been able to knit together the
widespread resources with trans-
mission and the delivery of this energy.
That is the hardest thing we have. You
can only do that by building more in-
frastructure. You can’t do it by hoping
one skips over another to get you what
you need. You have got to have infra-
structure for this transmission to pipe-
lines to get you the energy you need.

The consumer price index tells the
story. Consumers paid 16 percent more
for their electricity service and 33 per-
cent more for their gas services, and it
is only going to get worse, not better.
Absolutely.

I am grateful that we have made
progress addressing the price at the
pump. As we said, a gallon of gasoline
remains 67 percent higher than it did 5
years ago. These are the type of pock-
etbook issues—they truly are—that are
impacting day-to-day decisions Ameri-
cans make. People are making deci-
sions on how they are going to get
from one day to the next, one month to
the next, and what will happen next
year. They are making those decisions.
They are making them when the gas

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — SENATE

prices are still too high, when the en-
ergy prices are absolutely too high, and
the unrest from supply chains is mak-
ing it almost impossible to do the
things or have the things you need or
that you want.

I have heard my colleagues on both
sides of the aisle propose a variety of
solutions to address the rising costs of
energy for American consumers,
whether it be through more oil or gas,
a switch to electric vehicles. Let me
ask you, Mr. President, where do they
think the electricity comes from if
they buy an electric vehicle? It has got
to be produced. It has got to be pro-
duced. You have got California, I am
understanding they are saying they
want all-electric vehicles by a certain
date; yet they are telling people you
can’t charge your car at certain times
of the day. Something doesn’t make
sense. We have to be realistic, be prac-
tical about this, pragmatic. All those
things are going to take Federal per-
mits for us to make sure they have the
energy they need. We are going to have
to face this sooner or later.

It is only possible if you can build it.
If you can build it, then you can make
sure that we have the changes that
consumers are going to demand in
America. If we can make those, then,
fine; we can supply it. If we can’t, I
guarantee the chaos will be unbeliev-
able for all of us who represent these
great people.

Our producers are handcuffed by an
arduous permitting process that
doesn’t allow us to meet the supply
problems that we are facing, and it is
not getting any better.

Let me kind of throw the political
process that we have out. My Repub-
lican friends have always been very
supportive, always; and I have a lot of
my Democrat friends who understand
that we need permitting reform. But
we have never gotten it done, whether
we have had all Democrats in charge,
whether it be the President being a
Democrat, the House and Senate being
Democrat controlled, or whether it was
4 years ago when you had the Repub-
licans who basically had a Republican
President and Senate and the House
and they couldn’t get it done. You can
only get it done if we work together.
We can only get this done if our Repub-
lican colleagues and our Democrat col-
leagues work together. It won’t hap-
pen. And if we don’t do it now, in my
lifetime and a lot of my colleagues’
lifetimes, it is not going to happen in
our lifetime. It is not.

If we continue to strap the American
people with the highest cost of delivery
of the products they need because of
our infrastructure and the cost of in-
frastructure, we end up doubling and
tripling the price because of the own-
er’s position we put them in to go
through a process of permitting, and
they know that going in, up front, that
cost is passed on. They don’t absorb
that cost.

So if a pipeline costs $3 billion—
which you anticipate to build a pipe-
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line, to deliver the energy you have,
whether it be hydrogen or whether it
be natural gas, and that ends up cost-
ing you $6 billion or $7 billion—you and
I pay that price. Every one of our con-
stituents in our States pays that price.

We are suffering from self-inflicted
shortages. We are anticipating short-
ages right now. The next 5 years, basi-
cally, our gas supplies, our gas deposits
are down—natural gas. Natural gas is
down. And we can change that. We can
change that because the energy we
have under our feet right now, if we
can just get it to the market, it will
not only fulfill the surpluses that we
have, it will basically be able to help
our allies across the globe here that
need it most.

The worst scenario is if the Ukraine
war and the pressure that that war is
putting on energy that goes into Eu-
rope—and the Europeans are facing
some absolutely astronomical hard-
ships—and those hardships reflect to
where they are putting pressure on
Ukraine to make a deal with Putin,
God help the world. God help us all if
Putin walks away and can say he had a
victory. He has a propaganda machine
that he can say anything he wants, no
matter the devastating losses that he
has taken with his troops and the eco-
nomic challenges he has in his country,
but the unbelievable carnage and pain
he has put on Ukraine; and they are
going to be forced because of energy to
make a decision. We can help that and
prevent that from every happening.
That is what we should be doing. That
is basically the challenge that we have.

So you either rise to the challenge or
you don’t. You either put your politics
aside, forget about your personal ven-
dettas and your personal arguments,
whatever—look at the contents of the
bill. Look at what we are going to have
in front of us that you can vote on;
that you can make a difference. I have
often said, if you can go home and ex-
plain it, you can vote for it; and I truly
believe this piece of legislation will do
that.

We are putting people to make hard
choices; they shouldn’t be put in that
position. I tell Americans every day I
speak to them, I say: Don’t let Wash-
ington make you believe you are di-
vided. You are not divided; we are di-
vided here.

We are forcing the constituents of
our States to pick a side. What side are
you on? There is only one side; that is
the American side. There is not an-
other side.

We have Republican friends and
Democratic friends; we might have dif-
ferent ideas. But when the country is
challenged, we have one problem to
solve, and that is what we are working
on right now. You can come with dif-
ferent ideas, and we can go through the
whole process, but we should come to-
gether. You shouldn’t say: Well, my
side is right, and we are against that;
my side is right because we are for it.
Well, we both have to be.

If this doesn’t pass, nothing moves on
permitting unless we work together. If
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all the Democrats vote for it, it is not
enough. If all the Republicans voted for
it, it is not enough. The Senate is
unique; it takes 60. So it is going to
take 10 or more from one side or the
other, and right now I would say our
Republican friends and colleagues are
going to have to look deeply at some-
thing that they have always wanted
and have a chance in their hands to
grab but let politics come between us.
I hope not; I don’t think so. I am still
betting on the right thing will be done
at the right time.

I understand that the political proc-
ess we are in is highly charged. I am
hoping that the American public basi-
cally says: Enough is enough. Come on.
It is for the country. It is not for you.
It is not to make your party stronger
or to make the other one look bad. It
is not to give one an advantage over
the other.

This process is to fix the problems to
keep this country the strongest coun-
try on Earth, keep us basically the su-
perpower of the world, and we only
have one way to do it. We are doing ev-
erything we can for ourselves. I guar-
antee, when you are able to do that,
you are able to draw your allies closer
to you. The people want to be associ-
ated with the winner; they want to be
associated with an economy that you
can’t stop and with a quality of life
that is next to none. That is what they
want to be associated with. And the
American dream can be alive. It can
only be alive if we do everything to
keep it vibrant. So that is what we are
working on.

Less than a year ago, we acted—Con-
gress did—in a bipartisan way to accel-
erate public works permitting in the
infrastructure bill. Now, we did it for
infrastructure. We finally came to-
gether and said, for the last 30 years,
we have known that our roads and
bridges and our pipelines and our inter-
net service, everything needed to be
improved, and we voted in a bipartisan
way. And do you know what we did? We
changed how we did the permitting to
get those things to fruition, to build a
road or a bridge. But yet we can’t do it
for energy. It doesn’t make any sense
to me at all why we can’t do it for en-
ergy, but we were able to do it for in-
frastructure.

In the coming days, we are going to
have that opportunity to take the ac-
tion to move the needle on getting
types of energy and critical minerals—
try getting a permit for a mine in crit-
ical minerals. You know we just passed
a bill, the IRA bill, that basically says,
on the car manufacturing, car manu-
facturing, we want to get people
transitioned; electric vehicles should
be desirable. You either like the prod-
uct or you don’t, but you will make
those decisions. The only thing about
it, the only way you are going to get a
credit is if the manufacturers are
sourcing the critical minerals from ei-
ther North America or favored nations,
such as Australia and our European
friends, not those—and right now, all
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of it is coming from China. China has a
lock on this. So it is time we decide to
get off our butts and start doing what
we should be doing for ourselves so we
don’t have to be crippled by a supply
chain.

You know, I have told everybody, I
said the first time in the history of the
United States of America—think about
this great country, Henry Ford, the
mass production line—we have been
able to produce in the United States of
America, without any foreign supply
chains that were needed, the combus-
tible engine, all the drive trains, and
everything else it took for transpor-
tation mode. We were able to do that,
whether it be for trains, planes, or
automobiles. Guess what. Now they
have come out and said we are going to
VEDS, electric vehicles.

For the first time in the history of
the United States, we cannot produce
what is needed for that to be a trans-
portation mode.

I refuse to give up and say we can’t
do it. That is why, in the bill that we
pass, you are going to have to source
the critical minerals that are needed
for the batteries that are going to be
supplying the power for these vehicles,
and they are going to have to be pro-
duced in North America.

We shouldn’t be waiting on the for-
eign supply chains to say: Oh, I am
sorry. We don’t agree with your geo-
political stance on so many things, so
we are not going to agree to give you
what you need. We process the anodes
and cathodes that make these bat-
teries, but that is all China. It is not
us. And we are not going to get caught
in that. So that is what we are trying
to correct.

In the coming days, we are going to
have this opportunity, and I say that
again—truly an opportunity. We can
keep the costs down. We can make it
affordable. We can relieve the pain at
the pump. We can relieve the pain
when you see your energy bills being
mailed to you every month. We can
fight all of this.

We can unlock the energy and cli-
mate benefits of the Energy Act of 2020.
The bipartisan infrastructure law and
the inflation reduction—we can do all
of that, but you can’t do it in a timely
fashion to meet the challenges the
world has today unless you change per-
mitting, which is something we have
all wanted.

It streamlines the electric trans-
mission lines. I don’t know what to tell
you. As of right now, there are approxi-
mately 20 interstate transmission
projects in various stages of planning—
20. Those take, right now, an average
of 10 years. On top of that, a quarter of
those—25 percent of those—go into liti-
gious extensions, which is even
longer—15, 17 years, some of them.
There is nobody in the developed world
looking at us, saying we are effective
and efficient and what we are doing is
delivering the most effective and effi-
cient pricing that we can and the most
reliable energy that is needed.
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In this permitting bill, we do not by-
pass any of the oversights from envi-
ronmental review. Whatever we have in
place is still there. We are just going to
put in guidelines and timetables: You
either do it in a sufficient amount of
time or we move on. So that is what we
are doing. And we are simultaneously
going to two or three Agencies at the
same time.

All we did is look at what was suc-
cessful around the world—that is all we
did—and we made it applicable to what
we are trying to do here so that we can
compete on an even playing field, and
we are going to continue to do that.

This bill isn’t just my idea. Everyone
says it is a personal thing; it is my
idea. This bill is not my idea. This bill
is a combination of everybody in this
body.

Also, the challenges we have right
now—the war in Europe has acceler-
ated everything. The inflation has ac-
celerated the need to do something
quickly. If we don’t get off our prover-
bial hind ends and start acting like
Americans and not Republicans or
Democrats fighting for our respective
sides—you know, I see it. We have spec-
tators here watching what we are
doing. We have people watching what
we are doing. They have to be sick and
tired that all we do is call each other
names.

Every Republican over there, I con-
sider them a friend, every one of the 50,
and every one of my 49 colleagues 1
consider a friend. I don’t have all the
answers, and they are not always
wrong. Somewhere in between, we can
find an answer to the problems. That is
what we are asking for, and I am going
to continue to do that. I am not giving
up, and I won’t give up.

We have an opportunity. Let’s take
advantage of it. If we don’t, then you
have to go home and explain why not.
I don’t have to worry about that be-
cause I know why I am for this, and I
know why I think it will help every
person in my State of West Virginia
and every one of my fellow Americans
in this country. I really do.

I hope we rise to this occasion. We
are going to find out next week. We
don’t have much time to wait now. We
will find out where we stand. If there
are people willing to vote to shut down
this government because of political
reasons—they don’t like permitting
when it is something they fought for
all their life, political life—they have
to answer to that.

With that being said, I appreciate
very much the opportunity to be able
to speak on this subject because I
think it is so important. It is coming
down to the point to where—we have
great legislation. We have done a lot of
bipartisan things, worked on good stuff
these past 2 years, unbelievable. Now
you want to make sure that you take
advantage of that and bring it to the
market quicker. You want to make
sure you get the prices down; you fight
inflation; you show the rest of the
world that you can depend on the
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United States of America. That is what
it is about today.
I yield the floor.

———

RECESS

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under
the previous order, the Senate stands
in recess until 2:15 p.m.

Thereupon, the Senate, at 12:50 p.m.,
recessed until 2:15 p.m. and reassem-
bled when called to order by the Pre-
siding Officer (Mr. MURPHY).

—————

CLOTURE MOTION

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Pursuant
to rule XXII, the Chair lays before the
Senate the pending cloture motion,
which the clerk will state.

The senior assistant legislative clerk
read as follows:

CLOTURE MOTION

We, the undersigned Senators, in accord-
ance with the provisions of rule XXII of the
Standing Rules of the Senate, do hereby
move to bring to a close debate on Calendar
No. 2, Treaty Document No. 117-1, amend-
ment to the Montreal Protocol on Sub-
stances that Deplete the Ozone Layer (the
“Montreal Protocol’’), adopted at Kigali on
October 15, 2016, by the Twenty-Eighth Meet-
ing of the Parties to the Montreal Protocol
(the “‘Kigali Amendment’’) and a resolution
of advice and consent to ratification with 1
declaration.

Charles E. Schumer, Robert Menendez,
Tammy Baldwin, Christopher Murphy,
Mazie K. Hirono, Martin Heinrich,
Christopher A. Coons, Benjamin L.
Cardin, Margaret Wood Hassan, Shel-
don Whitehouse, Alex Padilla, Brian
Schatz, Patty Murray, Jacky Rosen,
Edward J. Markey, Richard
Blumenthal, Angus S. King, Jr., Thom-
as R. Carper.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. By unan-
imous consent, the mandatory quorum
call has been waived.

The question is, Is it the sense of the
Senate that debate on the amendment
to the Montreal Protocol on Sub-
stances that Deplete the Ozone Layer
(the ‘“Montreal Protocol”’), adopted at
Kigali on October 15, 2016, by the Twen-
ty-BEighth Meeting of the Parties to the
Montreal Protocol (the ‘‘Kigali Amend-
ment’”’) and a resolution of advice and
consent to ratification with 1 declara-
tion, shall be brought to a close?

The yeas and nays are mandatory
under the rule.

The clerk will call the roll.

The senior assistant legislative clerk
called the roll.

Mr. DURBIN. I announce that the
Senator from Wisconsin (Ms. BALDWIN),
the Senator from Illinois (Ms.
DUCKWORTH), and the Senator from
Vermont (Mr. LEAHY) are necessarily
absent.

Mr. THUNE. The following Senators
are necessarily absent: the Senator
from North Dakota (Mr. CRAMER), the
Senator from Idaho (Mr. RISCH), and
the Senator from Mississippi (Mr.
WICKER).

The yeas and nays resulted—yeas 64,
nays 30, as follows:
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[Rollcall Vote No. 341 Ex.]

YEAS—64
Bennet Hassan Portman
Blumenthal Heinrich Reed
Blunt Hickenlooper Romney
Booker Hirono Rosen
Boozman Hyde-Smith Rubio
Brown Kaine Sanders
Burr Kelly Schatz
Can'twell Kgnnedy Schumer
Capito King Shaheen
Cardin Klobuchar .

P Sinema
Carper Lujan .
Casey Manchin Smith
Cassidy Markey Stabenow
Collins Menendez Tester
Coons Merkley Van Hollen
Cortez Masto Moran Warner
Durbin Murkowski Warnock
Ernst Murphy Warren
Feinstein Murray Whitehouse
Gillibrand Ossoff Wyden
Graham Padilla Young
Grassley Peters

NAYS—30
Barrasso Hawley Rounds
Blackburn Hoeven Sasse
Braun Inhofe Scott (FL)
Cornyn Johnson Scott (SC)
Cotton Lankford Shelby
Crapo Lee Sullivan
Cruz Lummis Thune
Daines Marshall Tillis
Fischer McConnell Toomey
Hagerty Paul Tuberville

NOT VOTING—6

Baldwin Duckworth Risch
Cramer Leahy Wicker

The PRESIDING OFFICER. On this
vote, the yeas are 64, the nays are 30.

Three-fifths of the Senators duly cho-
sen and sworn having voted in the af-
firmative, the motion is agreed to.

AMENDMENT TO MONTREAL PRO-
TOCOL (“KIGALI AMENDMENT"")

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
clerk will report the treaty.

The legislative clerk read as follows:

Calendar No. 2, Treaty Document No. 117-
1, Amendment to Montreal Protocol (‘‘Kigali
Amendment’’).

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ma-
jority leader.

AMENDMENT NO. 5503

Mr. SCHUMER. Mr. President, I call
up amendment No. 5503.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
clerk will report.

The legislative clerk read as follows:

The Senator from New York [Mr. SCHUMER]
proposes an amendment numbered 5503 to
the resolution of ratification.

Mr. SCHUMER. I ask unanimous con-
sent to dispense with further reading of
the amendment.

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

The amendment (No. 5503) is as fol-
lows:

(Purpose: To add an effective date)

At the end add the following:

SEC. EFFECTIVE DATE.

This resolution of ratification shall take
effect on the date that is 1 day after ratifica-
tion.

Mr. SCHUMER. I yield the floor.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from New Jersey.

Mr. MENENDEZ. Mr. President, I
rise to speak to the Kigali Amendment
to the Montreal Protocol.
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I thank the leader for bringing this
important legislative initiative to the
Senate floor, and I want to thank our
Republican colleagues who have joined
in a bipartisan effort to send a very
strong message that this is about
America’s competitiveness; this is
about America’s security; this is about
challenging China.

For more than 20 years, U.S. manu-
facturers have been hard at work pio-
neering new technologies for our refrig-
erators and air-conditioners. They de-
fined the global standard, and they
have the competitive advantage over
companies in China and India which
have doubled down on yesterday’s tech-
nology.

Our companies want and need the
Senate to support them so that they
can continue to lead, to create jobs,
and to export their goods to global
markets.

So this is why I come to the floor
today, to urge my Senate colleagues to
provide advice and consent to the
Kigali Amendment, the fifth technical
update to the incredibly successful
Montreal Protocol, a treaty amend-
ment that passed the Senate Foreign
Relations Committee by bipartisan
voice vote—a bipartisan voice vote.
That just shows the depth and scope of
bipartisan support. Each of the four
prior updates were approved by the full
Senate with overwhelming bipartisan
support, and I urge my colleagues to do
the same for Kigali.

The amendment is a success story of
business and government working to-
gether, dating back to the George W.
Bush Administration. It is an update
that will ensure U.S. leadership in ex-
ports into the future, and it is the only
way—the only way—to keep our busi-
nesses from being locked out of mar-
kets across the world.

American businesses are clear. It is
time to phase down antiquated chemi-
cals, known as HFCs, which American
manufacturers want to leave behind. It
is time to usher in a new era in which
the modern products are purchased all
over the world.

Our companies already lead in this
space. They have been investing bil-
lions of dollars to develop new tech-
nologies—alternatives to HFCs—and
they have done so in ways that will ul-
timately decrease costs—decrease
costs—for U.S. consumers. That is why,
for the time being, we have the com-
petitive advantage over China and oth-
ers.

So the choice on this is clear: Ratify-
ing Kigali means ensuring U.S. compa-
nies dominate the export markets.
Failure to ratify means a wasted in-
vestment and a missed opportunity.
Ratifying means we will see thousands
more domestic manufacturing jobs—
33,000, according to industry estimates.
Failure to ratify means U.S. businesses
that employ tens of thousands of peo-
ple across the country will not—will
not—be able to sell many of their prod-
ucts in key countries. We are talking
about $4.8 billion annually—annually—
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