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out of the process and the Senate ac-
complished next to nothing for the 
American people. 

Republicans intend to change all of 
that. Under Republican control, the 
Senate will return to regular order. 
That means bills will once again be de-
bated and amended in the open, in com-
mittee, before coming to the Senate 
floor. Once bills come to the floor, all 
Senators, regardless of party, will have 
the opportunity to offer amendments 
and to fully debate legislation before it 
comes to a vote. 

The American people deserve a Sen-
ate that works and Republicans intend 
to give it to them. The American peo-
ple have spent a long time struggling 
in the Obama economy, but they are 
about to get some relief. Republicans 
are determined to pass solutions that 
will help create jobs, grow our econ-
omy, and expand opportunities for 
American families. We hope—we hope— 
the Democrats in the Senate and the 
President will join us. 

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

ator from Vermont. 
f 

IMPORTANT ISSUES FACING OUR 
COUNTRY 

Mr. SANDERS. Madam President, as 
we begin this new session, I think it is 
important for us to remember why we 
are here and what our job is as Sen-
ators. What our job is, it seems to me, 
is to try to understand the needs of the 
American people, the problems facing 
our constituents, and propose real solu-
tions to those problems. So before we 
get involved in all of the debates I 
know we are going to have, let me put 
on the floor what I believe—in hearing 
from the people of the State of 
Vermont—are some of the most impor-
tant issues facing our country and the 
need for the Senate, the Congress, and 
the President to address those issues. 

First and foremost, to my mind, is 
the state of American democracy. We 
are a democracy, and men and women 
have fought and died to preserve Amer-
ican democracy, which means the peo-
ple of America—not kings, not queens, 
not an aristocracy but the people of 
this country—regardless of where they 
come from or their economic status, 
have the right to participate in the po-
litical process, to elect their leaders 
and create the future they want for 
themselves and their kids. 

What is the status of American de-
mocracy today? We just came out of a 
midterm election where Republicans 
did very well. But I think it is impor-
tant to understand that in that elec-
tion—that national election—63 per-
cent of the American people didn’t 
vote. Eighty percent of young people 
didn’t vote. The overwhelming major-
ity of low-income and working people 
didn’t vote. 

There are a million reasons an indi-
vidual doesn’t vote, but my guess is 
that for many people they look at the 
political process and they say: Yes, my 

family is hurting. I am working longer 
hours for lower wages. My job went to 
China. My kid can’t afford to go to col-
lege. I can’t afford health insurance. 
What are those people in Washington 
doing to protect my interest? Not 
much—not the Republicans, not the 
Democrats. I am hurting. What are 
they doing? People say: Hey, I don’t 
want to participate in this process. It 
doesn’t mean anything. I am not going 
to vote. 

I think another aspect about why 
people don’t vote is they turn on their 
TVs and they are bombarded with 30- 
second ugly television ads—often ads 
that come not even from the candidate 
but from people who do ‘‘independent 
expenditures.’’ As a result of the disas-
trous Supreme Court decision on Citi-
zens United, billionaires, corporations 
are now allowed to spend unlimited 
sums of money in a political process. If 
somebody is a billionaire, they can now 
spend hundreds and hundreds of mil-
lions of dollars to destroy other can-
didates or to elect the candidates they 
want. 

Is that truly what American democ-
racy is supposed to be about? Do we be-
lieve that men and women fought and 
died for us so billionaires can elect 
candidates to protect the wealthy and 
the powerful? 

I would say at the very top of the 
agenda for this Congress should be a 
movement to overturn, through a con-
stitutional amendment, this disastrous 
Supreme Court ruling on Citizens 
United. In my view, we should move to-
ward public funding of elections so all 
of our people, regardless of their eco-
nomic status, can participate in the po-
litical process and run for office. 

I think the next issue we have to 
take a very hard look at is the 40-year 
decline of the American middle class. I 
know some of my Republican friends 
talk about what has happened under 
the Obama administration, and they 
are right in saying we are nowhere 
where we should be economically. No 
one debates that. But let us not forget 
where we were 6 years ago when George 
W. Bush left office. Everybody remem-
bers where we were: 700,000 people a 
month—a month—were losing their 
jobs. 

People say: Hey, we are growing 
200,000 or 300,000 jobs a month now, not 
good enough. Right, it is not good 
enough, but growing 200,000 or 300,000 
jobs a month is a heck of a lot better 
than losing 700,000 jobs a month. 

Our financial system—the U.S. and 
the world’s—was on the verge of finan-
cial collapse. That is where we were 
when Bush left office. Now Wall Street 
is doing very well. 

In terms of our deficit, when Bush 
left office we had a $1.4 trillion deficit. 
Now that deficit is somewhere around 
$500 billion. Are we where we want to 
be? No. Are we better off than we were 
6 years ago? Absolutely. 

But when we look at the middle class 
today, we understand the problems are 
not just the last 6 years or the last 12 

years. The problems are what has been 
going on over the last 40 years. The 
fact is, we have millions of working 
people who are earning, in real infla-
tion-accounted dollars, substantially 
less than they were 40 years ago. 

How does it happen, when we are see-
ing an explosion in technology, when 
worker productivity has gone up, that 
the median male worker—that male 
worker right in the middle of the econ-
omy—earns $783 less last year than he 
made 41 years ago? 

Look at why people are angry. That 
is why they are angry. In inflation-ac-
counted-for dollars, the median male 
worker is making $783 less last year 
than he made 41 years ago. The median 
woman worker made $1,300 less last 
year than she made in 2007. 

Since 1999, the median middle-class 
family has seen its income go down by 
almost $5,000 after adjusting for infla-
tion. So people all over this country 
look to Washington and they say: What 
is going on? You gave us this great 
global economy. You have all these 
great unfettered free-trade agreements. 
We have all this technology. Yes, I 
know the billionaires are getting rich-
er, millionaires are getting richer, with 
95 percent of all new income going to 
the top 1 percent. We have one family, 
the Walton family, now owning more 
wealth than the bottom 40 percent of 
Americans. Yes, the billionaires are 
doing great, but what is happening to 
me? 

What is happening to the middle 
class? The answer is, for a variety of 
reasons, in the last 40 years the middle 
class has shrunk significantly. Today 
we have more people living in poverty 
than at almost any other time in 
American history, and we have the 
highest rate of childhood poverty of 
any major country on Earth. 

So what do we do? What do we do to 
rebuild the middle class? What do we 
do to create the millions of decent-pay-
ing jobs we need? Let me throw out a 
few suggestions that I hope in this ses-
sion of Congress we will address. 

For a start, everybody in America 
understands our infrastructure is col-
lapsing—no great secret. According to 
the American Society of Civil Engi-
neers, nearly one-quarter of the Na-
tion’s 600,000 bridges are structurally 
deficient or functionally obsolete, and 
more than 30 percent have exceeded 
their design life. 

What that means is that all over this 
country bridges are being shut down 
because they are dangerous and they 
need repair, almost one third of Amer-
ica’s roads are in poor or mediocre con-
dition, and 42 percent of major urban 
highways are congested. As we speak, 
in cities all over America people are 
backed up in traffic jams, burning fuel 
and wasting time because we don’t 
have proper infrastructure. The Amer-
ican Society of Civil Engineers says we 
must invest $1.7 trillion by 2020—5 
years—just to get our Nation’s roads, 
bridges, and transit to a state of good 
repair—more than four times the cur-
rent rate of spending. 
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So what happens when we invest in 

infrastructure? I will introduce legisla-
tion to invest $1 trillion in rebuilding 
our roads, bridges, water systems, 
wastewater plants, aquifers, older 
schools, and rail. When we do that, $1 
trillion in infrastructure investment 
not only makes our country more pro-
ductive and efficient, but it also cre-
ates a substantial number of decent- 
paying jobs. A $1 trillion investment 
would maintain and create 13 million 
decent-paying jobs. The fastest way to 
create good-paying jobs is to rebuild 
our crumbling infrastructure. In my 
view, that should be a very, very high 
priority for this Congress. 

The second issue I think we need to 
address—and I understand there are 
differences of opinion on this issue. I 
think when our kids and our grand-
children look back on this period and 
they look at an issue such as the Key-
stone Pipeline, they will be saying: 
What were you people thinking about? 
How could you go forward in terms of 
increasing the exploration and produc-
tion of some of the dirtiest oil on this 
planet when virtually all of the sci-
entists were telling us that we have to 
substantially reduce carbon emissions 
and not increase carbon emissions? 

In my view, an important mission of 
this Congress is to listen to the science 
and the scientific community. They are 
telling us loudly and clearly that cli-
mate change is real, climate change is 
caused by human activity, climate 
change is already causing devastating 
problems in America and around the 
world in terms of drought, in terms of 
flooding, in terms of extreme weather 
disturbances, and we have to transform 
our energy system away from fossil 
fuel and into energy efficiency, into 
weatherization, into wind, into solar, 
into geothermal, and into other sus-
tainable energies. When we do that, we 
not only lead the world in reversing 
climate change, but we also create a 
significant number of jobs. 

In this last election, interestingly 
enough in some of the most conserv-
ative States in America, voters voted 
to raise the minimum wage because 
they understand that a minimum wage 
of $7.25 an hour—here in Washington, 
DC, the Federal minimum wage—is lit-
erally a starvation wage. No family, no 
individual can live on $7.25 an hour. I 
applaud all those fast food workers all 
over this country—people who work at 
McDonald’s and Burger King—for hav-
ing the courage to go out on the streets 
and say: We have to raise the minimum 
wage. I applaud their courage in doing 
that, and I applaud the many States 
around this country, including the 
State of Vermont, who have raised the 
minimum wage. In my view, if someone 
works 40 hours a week, they should not 
be living in poverty. I hope that one of 
the major priorities in this Congress is 
to raise the minimum wage to a living 
wage. Over a period of years, I would 
raise that minimum wage to $15 an 
hour. 

It is also unacceptable that in Amer-
ica today women who do the same 

work as men earn 78 cents on the dollar 
compared to male workers. I think we 
have to address this discrimination, 
and we need to move forward with pay 
equity for women workers. 

When we talk about the decline of 
the American middle class and the fact 
that millions of workers are working 
longer hours for lower wages, when we 
talk about the fact that in the last 14 
or so years this country has lost 60,000 
factories and millions of good-paying 
manufacturing jobs—when we put that 
issue on the table, we begin the discus-
sion which is long, long overdue about 
our trade policies. That is what we 
have to talk about. The truth of the 
matter is that from Republican leader-
ship in the White House to Democratic 
leadership in the White House, there 
has been support for a number of trade 
policies which, when looking at the 
cold facts, have failed. NAFTA has 
failed. CAFTA has failed. Permanent 
Normal Trade Relations with China— 
PNTR—has failed. Over the last 30 
years, Republican Presidents and 
Democratic Presidents have continued 
to push unfettered free trade agree-
ments which say to American workers: 
Guess what. You are now going to be 
competing against somebody in China 
who makes $1.50 an hour. If you don’t 
like it, we are going to move our plant 
to China. 

And many companies have done ex-
actly that. Do we think that is fair? Do 
we think that is right? I don’t. 

We are going to be coming up with 
the Trans-Pacific Partnership trade 
agreement, TPP. Without going into 
great detail at this point, I have very, 
very serious problems with that agree-
ment. In terms of the process, no Mem-
ber of this Congress has been able to 
walk into the office where these docu-
ments—highly complicated legal docu-
ments—are held, bring staff in there, 
and copy the information. We are not 
allowed to do that, but we are supposed 
to vote on a fast-track agreement to 
give the President the authority to ne-
gotiate that agreement. It doesn’t 
make a lot of sense to me. 

So I hope we use the TPP as an op-
portunity to rethink our trade agree-
ments. Trade is a good thing, but 
American workers should not suffer 
from unfettered free trade. Trade 
should be used to benefit the middle 
class and working families of this 
country and not just the multinational 
corporations. 

We live in a highly competitive glob-
al economy. Everybody understands 
that. I think we also understand that 
our young people are not going to do 
well and our economy does not do well 
unless our people have the education 
they need to effectively compete in 
this global economy. It saddens me to 
note that a number of years ago the 
United States of America led the world 
in terms of the percentage of people 
who had college degrees. We were num-
ber one. Today we are number 12. The 
reason is that the cost of college has 
soared at the same time that the in-

come of many middle-class and work-
ing-class people has declined. We are in 
a position now where hundreds of thou-
sands of young people thinking about 
their future look at the cost of college, 
look at the debt they will incur when 
they leave college, and they are saying: 
I don’t want to go to college. I am not 
going to go to college. I am not going 
to get post-high school education. That 
is a very bad thing for this country. It 
is a bad thing for our economy. We 
should put high up on the agenda the 
issue of how in America all of our peo-
ple, regardless of the income of their 
families, can get the education they 
need without going deeply in debt. This 
issue of college indebtedness is a hor-
ror. 

I remember a few months ago talking 
to a young woman in Burlington, VT, 
who left medical school $300,000 in debt. 
Her crime was that she wanted to be-
come a doctor and work with low-in-
come people. She shouldn’t be punished 
with a debt of $300,000. Other people are 
graduating college $50,000 in debt. And 
graduate school—we have attorneys in 
my office who have a debt of over 
$100,000. We can do better than that as 
a nation. 

Those are some of the issues. There 
are others out there. But I think what 
is most important is that we try to lis-
ten to where the American people are 
today—to the pain of a declining mid-
dle-class, to single moms desperately 
struggling to raise their kids with dig-
nity, to older people trying to retire 
with a shred of dignity. 

On that issue, let me be very clear. If 
there is an attempt going to be made 
here in the Senate to cut Social Secu-
rity or to cut Medicare, there will be at 
least one Senator fighting vigorously 
on that. Poverty among seniors is 
going up. Millions of seniors in this 
country are trying to make it on 
$12,000, $13,000, $14,000 a year. The last 
thing we should be talking about is 
cutting Social Security. In fact, we 
should be talking about expanding So-
cial Security. 

There are a lot of issues out there. I 
hope we don’t get lost in the weeds. I 
hope we focus on those issues that are 
major concerns to the American peo-
ple. I hope very much that we have the 
courage to stand up to the very, very 
wealthy campaign contributors and 
their lobbyists who have enormous in-
fluence over what takes place here, and 
that we in fact represent the people 
who sent us here who are overwhelm-
ingly middle-class and working-class 
people. 

Madam President, I yield the floor, 
and I suggest the absence of a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will call the roll. 

The assistant legislative clerk pro-
ceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. CORNYN. 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. 
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KEYSTONE XL PIPELINE 

Mr. CORNYN. Mr. President, under 
the direction of our new majority lead-
er, the Senator from Kentucky, we 
have been entrusted with a great op-
portunity to lead this new Congress— 
the 114th Congress—and it is a great 
honor. Maybe people assume that to be 
the case, but it is always a good idea to 
express it out loud and to say how 
grateful we are for the opportunity to 
be able to lead the 114th Congress and 
serve in the majority in the Senate. 

It is also important to say we ap-
proach this opportunity with great hu-
mility—not just with humility but 
with also a determination and a com-
mitment to address the top priorities 
of the American people. If there is one 
issue I heard about from my constitu-
ents in Texas during my reelection 
campaign, which concluded on Novem-
ber 4, it is: Why can’t you guys and 
gals get things done? How come you 
can’t address the problems that con-
front the American people? By and 
large, at the top of that list were jobs 
and stagnant wages, part-time work 
when people want to work full-time. 
They were kitchen table, bread-and- 
butter sorts of issues. 

Now we have an opportunity starting 
this week to address one of those prior-
ities, which is creating jobs with the 
approval of the Keystone XL Pipeline. 
The Keystone XL Pipeline is important 
for a lot of reasons, one of which is job 
creation. It obviously transports oil 
from Canada through the United 
States, bypassing the delivery of this 
oil in railcars, which has been the sub-
ject of some news reports when some of 
them have gone off-rail and created 
some accidents. The oil ends up in 
Southeast Texas, where we have a lot 
of refineries which create a lot of jobs 
but where that crude oil will then be 
refined into gasoline and jet fuel and 
other refined products. 

This is also important because this is 
a supply of oil from a friendly neigh-
bor, Canada—one of our closest allies— 
and reduces our dependence on oil from 
parts of the world that aren’t quite as 
stable certainly as Canada is. So it is 
important from a jobs perspective. It is 
important from a geopolitical perspec-
tive and a national security perspec-
tive as well. 

I went back and looked and noted 
that the President actually formed a 
Jobs Council during his first term in 
office. The job of the members of the 
council was to put their heads together 
and provide strategic advice on ways to 
boost the economy. This is the Presi-
dent’s Jobs Council that he created 
during the first term of his Presidency. 
The group’s main homework assign-
ment was to produce this framework 
for job creation and enhance national 
competitiveness. In fact, they produced 
something entitled ‘‘Road Map to Re-
newal.’’ I haven’t Googled that or 
Binged it or put it in a search engine, 
but I bet if anybody who happens to be 
listening is interested, they could type 
that into a search engine on the Inter-

net—the ‘‘Road Map to Renewal’’—and 
find out all they want to know about 
it. It includes a number of specific and 
practical recommendations for action. 

One of those recommendations to the 
President was to ‘‘optimize all of the 
nation’s natural resources and con-
struct pathways (pipelines, trans-
mission and distribution) to deliver 
electricity and fuel.’’ 

That would seem to be right in the 
wheelhouse of the Keystone XL Pipe-
line. 

The report added that regulatory and 
‘‘permitting obstacles that could 
threaten the development of some en-
ergy projects, negatively impact jobs 
and weaken our energy infrastructure 
need to be addressed.’’ So the Presi-
dent’s own Jobs Council recognized 
that the key to America’s energy secu-
rity is to focus on America’s energy de-
velopment, including the transmission 
lines and pipelines by which this nat-
ural resource is transported. 

I know perhaps coming from an en-
ergy State such as Texas we are per-
haps a lot more familiar with the pipe-
lines and the oil and gas industry be-
cause it creates so many jobs and so 
much prosperity in my State, but some 
people are a little apprehensive about 
the idea of a pipeline going under the 
ground. I invite them to again type 
into their favorite search engine on the 
Internet ‘‘oil and gas pipelines’’ and 
look at the map that pops up. It is as-
tonishing how many existing pipelines 
exist in the United States today. I bet 
98 percent of Americans don’t even 
know they exist. Maybe that is too 
high; maybe it is 95 percent. So this is 
a safe and efficient and effective way of 
transporting these natural resources 
all around the United States. Obvi-
ously, if they are transported by pipe-
line, they don’t have to be transported 
by railcar, including through some pop-
ulated parts of our country, and sub-
jected to some of the accidents we have 
read and heard so much about. These 
underground pipelines are a fairly com-
mon reality in our country, which 
leads me to be absolutely mystified at 
the resistance from some on the other 
side of the aisle and in the White House 
to doing what should be in our self-in-
terests, which should be something 
that addresses one of the most impor-
tant things the American people care 
about, which is jobs, and the other 
thing they care an awful lot about, 
which is security and reducing our de-
pendence on imported energy from the 
Middle East. 

That was 3 years ago last month that 
the President’s Jobs Council made this 
recommendation. Then there is last 
month, when the President said this: 
‘‘I’m being absolutely sincere when I 
say I want to work with this new Con-
gress to get things done.’’ 

Hearing that was like music to my 
ears and I think to a lot of people, to 
have the President say he wants to 
work with the Congress, even though 
Republicans won the majority in the 
House and in the Senate. So imagine 

my confusion and the confusion on the 
part of so many Americans when yes-
terday the White House Press Sec-
retary said the President would veto 
any legislative approval of the Key-
stone XL Pipeline. 

Think about the timing of that state-
ment. We had an election on November 
4, we had the new Congress sworn in 
yesterday, the President said a month 
ago he wanted to work with the Con-
gress, and then the first day of the Con-
gress, before the legislation was even 
filed much less voted out of committee 
and brought to the floor, the President 
said: If you pass that, I am going to 
veto it. I am probably not the only one 
who is confused by the contradiction. 

We know this pipeline would produce 
thousands of well-paying jobs and 
would enhance the supply of energy 
from a close ally and neighbor, as I 
said earlier. 

So the President issued a veto threat 
on the day the new Congress was sworn 
in, and it is clear to me that notwith-
standing the President’s previous 
statements, he is either confused or he 
has changed his mind about cooper-
ating with the Congress. I hope he 
meant what he said when he said he 
would work with us to try to address 
the concerns of middle-class families 
when it comes to jobs and help grow 
the economy and help America prosper. 
But I am here to say that Republicans 
who now have the honor and responsi-
bility of serving as the majority in the 
Senate and in the House did listen. We 
heard the message delivered to us by 
the voters on November 4. We know 
they don’t want more bickering. They 
don’t want more dysfunction. The 
American people, including my con-
stituents in Texas, want results. They 
want jobs. They want full-time, not 
just part-time work, and they want the 
security that would come with legisla-
tion such as this that we are consid-
ering today. 

That is why this week our new ma-
jority leader, the senior Senator from 
Kentucky, Mr. MCCONNELL, has decided 
we will take up this energy project as 
job No. 1. This is bipartisan legislation. 
I was watching TV this morning, I 
think with the Presiding Officer, and 
we were together and saw that Senator 
MANCHIN from West Virginia and Sen-
ator HOEVEN from North Dakota were 
appearing on a morning TV show talk-
ing about the importance of this legis-
lation, and they estimate they have as 
many as 63 votes in the Senate, which 
by definition is a bipartisan majority, 
to pass this legislation. 

This place can be pretty confusing at 
different times, and I am perplexed 
why the same President who said he 
wants to work with us is issuing pre-
mature veto threats, even though there 
is a bipartisan majority for this legis-
lation. 

Again, the President said he is for an 
‘‘all of the above’’ approach to take 
care of our energy future. If that is 
true, then this should be a part of that 
approach. He has acknowledged the im-
portant connection between job growth 
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