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under this section, the Chair shall put the
question of consideration with respect to the
proposition of whether any statement made
under subsection (a) was adequate or, in the
absence of such a statement, whether a
statement is required under subsection (a).

‘“(2) CONSIDERATION.—For a point of order
under this section made in the House of Rep-
resentatives—

‘‘(A) the question of consideration shall be
debatable for 10 minutes, equally divided and
controlled by the Member making the point
of order and by an opponent, but shall other-
wise be decided without intervening motion
except one that the House of Representatives
adjourn or that the Committee of the Whole
rise, as the case may be;

‘‘(B) in selecting the opponent, the Speaker
of the House of Representatives should first
recognize an opponent from the opposing
party; and

‘(C) the disposition of the question of con-
sideration with respect to a measure shall be
considered also to determine the question of
consideration under this section with respect
to an amendment made in order as original
text.

‘() RULEMAKING AUTHORITY.—The provi-
sions of this section are enacted by the Con-
gress—

‘(1) as an exercise of the rulemaking power
of the House of Representatives and the Sen-
ate, respectively, and as such they shall be
considered as part of the rules of each House,
respectively, or of that House to which they
specifically apply, and such rules shall su-
persede other rules only to the extent that
they are inconsistent therewith; and

‘(2) with full recognition of the constitu-
tional right of either House to change such
rules (so far as relating to such House) at
any time, in the same manner, and to the
same extent as in the case of any other rule
of such House.”".

(b) CLERICAL AMENDMENT.—The table of
sections at the beginning of chapter 2 of title
1, United States Code, is amended by insert-
ing after the item relating to section 102 the
following new item:

¢“102a. Tax effect transparency.”.

——————

SUBMITTED RESOLUTIONS

SENATE RESOLUTION 39—AUTHOR-

IZING EXPENDITURES BY THE
COMMITTEE ON ENERGY AND
NATURAL RESOURCES

Ms. MURKOWSKI submitted the fol-
lowing resolution; from the Committee
on Energy and Natural Resources;
which was referred to the Committee
on Rules and Administration:
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Resolved,

SECTION 1. GENERAL AUTHORITY.

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

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

(2) employ personnel; and

(3) with the prior consent of the Govern-
ment department or agency concerned and

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — SENATE

the Committee on Rules and Administration,
use on a reimbursable or nonreimbursable
basis the services of personnel of any such
department or agency.

SEC. 2. EXPENSES.

(a) EXPENSES FOR PERIOD ENDING SEP-
TEMBER 30, 2015.—The expenses of the com-
mittee for the period March 1, 2015 through
September 30, 2015 under this resolution
shall not exceed $3,219,522.

(b) EXPENSES FOR FISCAL YEAR 2016 PE-
RIOD.—The expenses of the committee for the
period October 1, 2015 through September 30,
2016 under this section shall not exceed
$5,519,181.

(c) EXPENSES FOR PERIOD ENDING FEBRUARY
28, 2017.—The expenses of the committee for
the period October 1, 2016 through February
28, 2017 under this section shall not exceed
$2,299,659.

SEC. 3. REPORTING LEGISLATION.

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

SEC. 4. EXPENSES AND AGENCY CONTRIBUTIONS.

(a) EXPENSES OF THE COMMITTEE.—

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

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

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

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

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

(D) payments to the Postmaster of the
Senate;

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

—————

SENATE RESOLUTION 40—EX-
PRESSING THE SENSE OF THE
SENATE REGARDING EFFORTS
BY THE UNITED STATES AND
OTHERS TO PREVENT IRAN
FROM DEVELOPING A NUCLEAR
WEAPON

Mrs. FEINSTEIN (for herself, Mr.
MURPHY, Mr. LEAHY, Mr. WHITEHOUSE,
Mr. TESTER, Mr. CARPER, Mr. HEINRICH,
Mr. FRANKEN, Mr. DURBIN, Mr.
MERKLEY, and Mr. KING) submitted the
following resolution; which was re-
ferred to the Committee on Foreign
Relations:
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Whereas any acquisition by the Govern-

ment of the Islamic Republic of Iran of a nu-
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clear weapon would pose a grave threat to
international peace and stability and the na-
tional security of the United States and
United States allies, including Israel;

Whereas the Government of the Islamic
Republic of Iran is a leading state sponsor of
terrorism, continues to materially support
the regime of Bashar al-Assad, and is respon-
sible for continuing and gross violations of
the human rights of the people of Iran;

Whereas, since 2006, the United Nations Se-
curity Council has adopted multiple resolu-
tions demanding an end to the Government
of the Islamic Republic of Iran’s illicit nu-
clear activities and Iran’s full cooperation
with the International Atomic Energy Agen-
cy (IAEA) regarding its nuclear program and
international commitments;

Whereas the United States Government
has led the international community in im-
posing costly economic sanctions against the
Islamic Republic of Iran, which have contrib-
uted to the decision of the Government of
the Islamic Republic of Iran to return to the
negotiating table and provided leverage to
press Iran’s leaders to agree to end Iran’s il-
licit nuclear activities;

Whereas the Government of the Islamic
Republic of Iran entered the present negotia-
tion with the five permanent Member States
of the United Nations Security Council, plus
Germany (the ‘‘P5+1’’), having previously
violated its commitments under the Treaty
on the Non-Proliferation of Nuclear Weap-
ons, done at Washington, London, and Mos-
cow July 1, 1968, and not complied with mul-
tiple United Nations Security Council Reso-
lutions;

Whereas the Joint Plan of Action, also
known as the interim agreement, was en-
tered into by the P5+1 and Iran on November
24, 2013, in order to facilitate good faith ne-
gotiations toward a final comprehensive
agreement that prevents Iran from devel-
oping a nuclear weapon;

Whereas, under the Joint Plan of Action,
the Government of the Islamic Republic of
Iran has ceased enrichment of near-20 per-
cent uranium gas, eliminated its stockpile of
near-20 percent uranium gas, halted signifi-
cant construction activities at the Arak nu-
clear reactor, halted the installation of addi-
tional centrifuges and not operated its most
advanced centrifuges to accumulate enriched
uranium, agreed to more intrusive inter-
national inspections of its enrichment sites
and provided managed access to its cen-
trifuge assembly workshops, centrifuge rotor
production workshops and storage facilities,
and uranium mines and mills;

Whereas the International Atomic Energy
Agency concluded in a January 20, 2015, re-
port that Iran has not enriched uranium
above 5 percent at any of its declared facili-
ties, has not made ‘“‘any further advances’ to
its activities at the Natanz and Fordow fuel
enrichment plants or the Arak reactor, and
has continued to provide managed access to
uranium mines and mills, daily access to the
enrichment facilities at Natanz and Fordow,
and managed access to centrifuge assembly
workshops, rotor production workshops, and
storage facilities;

Whereas the P5+1 and Iran have extended
the terms of the Joint Plan of Action and
have set a target date for reaching a polit-
ical framework agreement by the end of
March 2015 and a deadline of July 1, 2015, to
reach a final comprehensive agreement, in-
cluding relevant technical annexes;

Whereas, in a public speech on January 12,
2015, United States Permanent Representa-
tive to the United Nations Samantha Power
stated that, ‘‘increasing sanctions would dra-
matically undermine our efforts to reach
this shared goal . . . of getting Iran to give
up its nuclear program’’;
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Whereas, during a press conference on Jan-
uary 16, 2015, Prime Minister David Cameron
stated that, ‘‘it’s the opinion of the United
Kingdom that further sanctions [against
Iran] or further threat of sanctions at this
point won’t actually help to bring the talks
to a successful conclusion and they could
fracture the international unity that there’s
been, which has been so valuable in pre-
senting a united front to Iran’’;

Whereas, during a press conference on Jan-
uary 16, 2015, President Barack Obama stat-
ed, “On Iran, we remain absolutely com-
mitted to ensuring that Iran cannot develop
a nuclear weapon. The best way to achieve
that now is to create the space for negotia-
tions to succeed. We should not impose fur-
ther sanctions now; that would be counter-
productive and it could put at risk the valu-
able international unity that has been so
crucial to our approach.”’;

Whereas any final comprehensive agree-
ment with the Government of the Islamic
Republic of Iran must prevent Iran from de-
veloping a nuclear weapon in any manner;

Whereas any final comprehensive agree-
ment with the Government of the Islamic
Republic of Iran must allow for the prompt
reimposition of sanctions if the Government
of the Islamic Republic of Iran fails to com-
ply with the final comprehensive agreement;
and

Whereas Congress retains the sole author-
ity to repeal statutory sanctions against the
Government of the Islamic Republic of Iran:
Now, therefore, be it

Resolved, That it is the sense of the Senate
that the Senate—

(1) reaffirms that it is the policy of the
United States that the Government of the Is-
lamic Republic of Iran will not be allowed to
develop a nuclear weapon and that all instru-
ments of United States power and influence
must remain on the table to prevent this
outcome;

(2) supports the ongoing diplomatic efforts
of the United States Government and the
members of the P5+1 countries to reach a
comprehensive agreement with Iran that
prevents Iran from acquiring a nuclear weap-
on;

(3) affirms that support for the prompt re-
imposition of suspended sanctions as well as
the imposition of additional sanctions
against Iran would be strong and widespread
in the Senate in the event—

(A) negotiations fail to achieve a com-
prehensive agreement;

(B) Iran violates the Joint Plan of Action;
or

(C) Iran violates any final comprehensive
agreement on its nuclear program;

(4) agrees that future new sanctions
against Iran may include measures further
targeting Iran’s energy, financial, and stra-
tegic economic sectors, and its foreign cur-
rency transactions, as well as the designa-
tion of additional Government of the Islamic
Republic of Iran officials linked to its illicit
nuclear program and sanctions evasion; and

(5) supports the universal rights and demo-
cratic aspirations of the people of Iran.

———

SENATE RESOLUTION 41—CON-
GRATULATING THE NORTH DA-
KOTA STATE UNIVERSITY FOOT-
BALL TEAM FOR WINNING THE
2014 NATIONAL COLLEGIATE ATH-
LETIC ASSOCIATION DIVISION I
FOOTBALL CHAMPIONSHIP SUB-
DIVISION TITLE
Mr. HOEVEN (for himself and Ms.

HEITKAMP) submitted the following res-

olution; which was considered and

agreed to:
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Whereas the North Dakota State Univer-
sity (referred to in this preamble as
“NDSU”’) Bison won the 2014 National Colle-
giate Athletic Association (referred to in
this preamble as the ‘“NCAA’’) Division I
Football Championship Subdivision title
game in Frisco, Texas, on January 10, 2015, in
a hard-fought victory over the Illinois State
Redbirds by a score of 29 to 27;

Whereas NDSU has won 12 NCAA Football
Championships;

Whereas NDSU has now won 4 consecutive
NCAA Football Championships since 2011, an
unprecedented achievement in Football
Championship Subdivision history;

Whereas the NDSU Bison have displayed
tremendous resilience and skill over the past
4 seasons, with 58 wins to only 3 losses, in-
cluding a streak of 33 consecutive winning
games;

Whereas an estimated 17,000 Bison fans at-
tended the Championship game, reflecting
the tremendous spirit and dedication of
Bison Nation that has helped propel the suc-
cess of the team; and

Whereas the 2014 NCAA Division I Football
Championship Subdivision title was a vic-
tory not only for the NDSU football team,
but also for the entire State of North Da-
kota: Now, therefore, be it

Resolved, That the Senate—

(1) congratulates the North Dakota State
University football team as the 2014 cham-
pion of the National Collegiate Athletic As-
sociation Division I Football Championship
Subdivision;

(2) commends the North Dakota State Uni-
versity players, coaches, and staff for their
hard work and dedication; and

(3) recognizes the students, alumni, and
loyal fans that supported the Bison in their
successful quest to capture another Division
I trophy for North Dakota State University.

——
AMENDMENTS SUBMITTED AND
PROPOSED
SA 144. Mrs. SHAHEEN submitted an

amendment intended to be proposed by her
to the bill S. 1, to approve the Keystone XL
Pipeline; which was ordered to lie on the
table.

SA 145. Mr. MANCHIN submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed by him
to the bill S. 1, supra; which was ordered to
lie on the table.

SA 146. Mr. MANCHIN submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed by him
to the bill S. 1, supra; which was ordered to
lie on the table.

SA 147. Mrs. SHAHEEN submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed to
amendment SA 2 proposed by Ms. MUR-
KOWSKI (for herself, Mr. HOEVEN, Mr. BAR-
RASSO, Mr. RISCH, Mr. LEE, Mr. FLAKE, Mr.
DAINES, Mr. MANCHIN, Mr. CASSIDY, Mr.
GARDNER, Mr. PORTMAN, Mr. ALEXANDER, and
Mrs. CAPITO) to the bill S. 1, supra; which
was ordered to lie on the table.

SA 148. Mr. WHITEHOUSE (for himself,
Mr. LEAHY, Mrs. BOXER, Mr. DURBIN, Mr.
BROWN, Mr. UDALL, Mrs. SHAHEEN, Ms. BALD-
WIN, Mr. MURPHY, and Mr. HEINRICH) sub-
mitted an amendment intended to be pro-
posed by him to the bill S. 1, supra; which
was ordered to lie on the table.

SA 149. Mrs. GILLIBRAND submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed by her
to the bill S. 1, supra; which was ordered to
lie on the table.

SA 150. Mr. CARDIN submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by him to the
bill S. 1, supra; which was ordered to lie on
the table.

SA 151. Mr. CARDIN submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed to amendment
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SA 75 proposed by Mr. CARDIN to the amend-
ment SA 2 proposed by Ms. MURKOWSKI (for
herself, Mr. HOEVEN, Mr. BARRASSO, Mr.
RISCH, Mr. LEE, Mr. FLAKE, Mr. DAINES, Mr.
MANCHIN, Mr. CASSIDY, Mr. GARDNER, Mr.
PORTMAN, Mr. ALEXANDER, and Mrs. CAPITO)
to the bill S. 1, supra; which was ordered to
lie on the table.

SA 1562. Mr. WICKER submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed to amendment
SA 2 proposed by Ms. MURKOWSKI (for herself,
Mr. HOEVEN, Mr. BARRASSO, Mr. RISCH, Mr.
LEE, Mr. FLAKE, Mr. DAINES, Mr. MANCHIN,
Mr. CASSIDY, Mr. GARDNER, Mr. PORTMAN,
Mr. ALEXANDER, and Mrs. CAPITO) to the bill
S. 1, supra; which was ordered to lie on the
table.

SA 153. Mr. WICKER submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed to amendment
SA 2 proposed by Ms. MURKOWSKI (for herself,
Mr. HOEVEN, Mr. BARRASSO, Mr. RISCH, Mr.
LEE, Mr. FLAKE, Mr. DAINES, Mr. MANCHIN,
Mr. CASSIDY, Mr. GARDNER, Mr. PORTMAN,
Mr. ALEXANDER, and Mrs. CAPITO) to the bill
S. 1, supra; which was ordered to lie on the
table.

SA 154. Mr. LEAHY (for himself, Ms. CANT-
WELL, Mr. CoONS, and Mrs. FEINSTEIN) sub-
mitted an amendment intended to be pro-
posed to amendment SA 2 proposed by Ms.
MURKOWSKI (for herself, Mr. HOEVEN, Mr.
BARRASSO, Mr. RISCH, Mr. LEE, Mr. FLAKE,
Mr. DAINES, Mr. MANCHIN, Mr. CASSIDY, Mr.
GARDNER, Mr. PORTMAN, Mr. ALEXANDER, and
Mrs. CAPITO) to the bill S. 1, supra; which
was ordered to lie on the table.

SA 155. Mr. BOOKER submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed to amendment
SA 2 proposed by Ms. MURKOWSKI (for herself,
Mr. HOEVEN, Mr. BARRASSO, Mr. RISCH, Mr.
LEE, Mr. FLAKE, Mr. DAINES, Mr. MANCHIN,
Mr. CASSIDY, Mr. GARDNER, Mr. PORTMAN,
Mr. ALEXANDER, and Mrs. CAPITO) to the bill
S. 1, supra; which was ordered to lie on the
table.

SA 156. Mr. REED (for himself and Ms.
COLLINS) submitted an amendment intended
to be proposed by him to the bill S. 1, supra;
which was ordered to lie on the table.

SA 157. Ms. MURKOWSKI submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed by her
to the bill S. 1, supra; which was ordered to
lie on the table.

SA 158. Ms. MURKOWSKI submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed by her
to the bill S. 1, supra; which was ordered to
lie on the table.

SA 159. Ms. MURKOWSKI submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed by her
to the bill S. 1, supra; which was ordered to
lie on the table.

SA 160. Ms. MURKOWSKI submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed by her
to the bill S. 1, supra; which was ordered to
lie on the table.

SA 161. Ms. MURKOWSKI submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed by her
to the bill S. 1, supra; which was ordered to
lie on the table.

SA 162. Ms. MURKOWSKI submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed by her
to the bill S. 1, supra; which was ordered to
lie on the table.

SA 163. Ms. MURKOWSKI submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed by her
to the bill S. 1, supra; which was ordered to
lie on the table.

SA 164. Ms. MURKOWSKI submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed by her
to the bill S. 1, supra; which was ordered to
lie on the table.

SA 165. Ms. MURKOWSKI submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed by her
to the bill S. 1, supra; which was ordered to
lie on the table.

SA 166. Ms. MURKOWSKI (for herself and
Mr. SULLIVAN) submitted an amendment in-
tended to be proposed by her to the bill S. 1,
supra; which was ordered to lie on the table.
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