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Like the Deepwater Horizon, the
Santa Barbara oil spill was caused by a
natural gas blowout when pressure in
the drill hole fluctuated.

It took 11 days to plug the hole with
mud and cement, but oil and gas con-
tinued to seep for months.

Using containment technologies still
in place today, the cleanup effort relied
on skimmers, detergent, and booms.

There has been no new drilling in
waters controlled by the State of Cali-
fornia since then, and there has been
no new drilling in Federal waters off
the coast of California since 1981.

Appropriately, the most recent plan
from the Department of the Interior
for Outer Continental Shelf Oil and Gas
Leasing will not allow new leasing off
the Pacific Coast of California, Oregon
or Washington through 2022.

The fact is that those of us on the
Pacific coast do not want any further
offshore oil or gas development.

In 2012 California’s 19 coastal coun-
ties generated $662 billion in wages and
$1.7 trillion in GDP. This accounts for
80 percent of the economic activity in
the State.

California’s Ocean economy, includ-
ing tourism, recreation, and marine
transportation, accounts for over
489,000 jobs.

Unlike other areas of the country,
any potential fossil fuel resources off
the coast of California are likely to be
found within only 50 miles of the coast,
because of the narrow shelf off the
California coast. This means that any
potential drilling, and any potential
spills, would be in direct conflict with
the ocean environment and economy
that my state enjoys.

Enacting a permanent ban on off-
shore drilling would protect our coast
for generations to come.

————

SUBMITTED RESOLUTIONS

SENATE RESOLUTION 6—OBJECT-
ING TO UNITED NATIONS SECU-
RITY COUNCIL RESOLUTION 2334
AND TO ALL EFFORTS THAT UN-
DERMINE DIRECT NEGOTIATIONS
BETWEEN ISRAEL AND THE PAL-
ESTINIANS FOR A SECURE AND
PEACEFUL SETTLEMENT

Mr. RUBIO (for himself, Mr. CARDIN,
Mr. MCCONNELL, Mr. SCHUMER, Mr.
MORAN, Mr. NELSON, Mr. COTTON, Mr.
MENENDEZ, Mr. GRAHAM, Mrs. GILLI-
BRAND, Mr. CORNYN, Mr. BLUMENTHAL,
Mrs. ERNST, Mr. COONS, Mr. YOUNG, Mr.
BENNET, Mr. HELLER, Mr. CASEY, Mr.
PORTMAN, Mr. DONNELLY, Mr. McCCAIN,
Ms. STABENOW, Mr. RISCH, Mr. PETERS,
Mr. WYDEN, Mr. WARNER, Mr. SUL-
LIVAN, Mr. BLUNT, Mr. BOOZMAN, Mr.
ROBERTS, Mr. KENNEDY, Mr. COCHRAN,
Mr. BARRASSO, Ms. COLLINS, Mr.
TOOMEY, Mr. MANCHIN, Mr. FLAKE, Mr.
BOOKER, and Mrs. CAPITO) submitted
the following resolution; which was re-
ferred to the Committee on Foreign
Relations:

S. RES. 6

Whereas it is long-standing policy of the

United States Government that a peaceful
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resolution to the Israeli-Palestinian conflict
must come through direct, bilateral negotia-
tions without preconditions for a sustainable
two-state solution;

Whereas President Barack Obama ex-
pressed before the United Nations General
Assembly in 2011 that ‘“‘peace will not come
through statements and resolutions at the
United Nations—if it were that easy, it
would have been accomplished by now’’;

Whereas Yasser Arafat committed by let-
ter dated September 9, 1993, to then Prime
Minister Yitzhak Rabin, “The PLO commits
itself to the Middle East peace process and to
the peaceful resolution of the conflict be-
tween the two sides and declares that all
outstanding issues relating to permanent
status will be resolved by negotiation.’’;

Whereas the United Nations has taken a
long-standing biased approach towards
Israel, confirmed in outgoing Secretary-Gen-
eral Ban Ki Moon’s final address to the
United Nations Security Council, when he
described the ‘‘disproportionate’ volume of
resolutions targeting Israel and stated that
‘‘decades of political maneuvering have cre-
ated a disproportionate number of resolu-
tions, reports, and committees against
Israel’’;

Whereas the United Nations is not the ap-
propriate venue and should not be a forum
used for seeking unilateral action, recogni-
tion, or dictating parameters for a two-state
solution, including the status of Jerusalem;

Whereas it is long-standing practice of the
United States Government to oppose and
veto any United Nations Security Council
resolution dictating terms, conditions, and
timelines on the peace process;

Whereas it is also the historic position of
the United States Government to oppose and
veto one-sided or anti-Israel resolutions at
the United Nations Security Council;

Whereas efforts to impose a solution or pa-
rameters for a solution will make negotia-
tions more difficult and will set back the
cause of peace;

Whereas the Obama Administration’s deci-
sion not to veto United Nations Security
Council Resolution 2334 (2016) is inconsistent
with long-standing United States policy and
makes direct negotiations more, not less,
challenging;

Whereas several United States administra-
tions have articulated principles as a vision
for achieving a two-state solution, including
addressing borders, mutual recognition, refu-
gees, Jerusalem, and ending all outstanding
claims;

Whereas Israel is a vibrant democracy
whose leaders are elected and accountable to
the Israeli people; and

Whereas the Palestinian Authority must
engage in broad, meaningful, and systemic
reforms in order to ultimately prepare its in-
stitutions and people for statehood and
peaceful coexistence with Israel: Now, there-
fore, be it

Resolved, That the Senate—

(1) expresses grave objection to United Na-
tions Security Council Resolution 2334 (2016);

(2) calls for United Nations Security Coun-
cil Resolution 2334 to be repealed or fun-
damentally altered so that it is no longer
one-sided and allows all final status issues
toward a two-state solution to be resolved
through direct bilateral negotiations be-
tween the parties;

(3) rejects efforts by outside bodies, includ-
ing the United Nations Security Council, to
impose solutions from the outside that set
back the cause of peace;

(4) demands that the United States ensure
that no action is taken at the Paris Con-
ference on the Israeli-Palestinian conflict
scheduled for January 15, 2017, that imposes
an agreement or parameters on the parties;
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(5) notes that granting membership and
statehood standing to the Palestinians at
the United Nations, its specialized agencies,
and other international institutions outside
of the context of a bilateral peace agreement
with Israel would cause severe harm to the
peace process, and would likely trigger the
implementation of penalties under sections
7036 and 7041(j) of the Department of State,
Foreign Operations, and Related Agencies
Appropriations Act, 2016 (division K of Pub-
lic Law 114-113);

(6) rejects any efforts by the United Na-
tions, United Nations agencies, United Na-
tions member states, and other international
organizations to use United Nations Security
Council Resolution 2334 to further isolate
Israel through economic or other boycotts or
any other measures, and urges the United
States Government to take action where
needed to counter any attempts to use
United Nations Security Council Resolution
2334 to further isolate Israel;

(7) urges the current presidential adminis-
tration and all future presidential adminis-
trations to uphold the practice of vetoing all
United Nations Security Council resolutions
that seek to insert the Council into the
peace process, recognize unilateral Pales-
tinian actions including declaration of a Pal-
estinian state, or dictate terms and a
timeline for a solution to the Israeli-Pales-
tinian conflict;

(8) reaffirms that it is the policy of the
United States to continue to seek a sustain-
able, just, and secure two-state solution to
resolve the conflict between the Israelis and
the Palestinians; and

(9) urges the incoming Administration to
work with Congress to create conditions that
facilitate the resumption of direct, bilateral
negotiations without preconditions between
Israelis and Palestinians with the goal of
achieving a sustainable agreement that is
acceptable to both sides.

————

SENATE CONCURRENT RESOLU-
TION 4—CLARIFYING ANY PO-
TENTIAL MISUNDERSTANDING
AS TO WHETHER ACTIONS
TAKEN BY PRESIDENT-ELECT
DONALD TRUMP CONSTITUTE A
VIOLATION OF THE EMOLU-
MENTS CLAUSE, AND CALLING
ON PRESIDENT-ELECT TRUMP TO
DIVEST HIS INTEREST IN, AND
SEVER HIS RELATIONSHIP TO,
THE TRUMP ORGANIZATION

Mr. CARDIN (for himself, Mr. LEAHY,
Ms. WARREN, Mr. CARPER, Mrs. MUR-
RAY, Mr. WYDEN, Mr. DURBIN, Mr.
REED, Ms. STABENOW, Mr. BROWN, Mr.
CASEY, Ms. KLOBUCHAR, Mr. WHITE-
HOUSE, Mr. UDALL, Mr. MERKLEY, Mr.
BENNET, Mr. FRANKEN, Mr. COONS, Mr.
BLUMENTHAL, Ms. BALDWIN, Mr. MUR-
PHY, Ms. HIRONO, Mr. HEINRICH, Mr.
MARKEY, Mr. BOOKER, Mr. PETERS, Mr.
VAN HOLLEN, and Mrs. FEINSTEIN) sub-
mitted the following concurrent resolu-
tion; which was referred to the Com-
mittee on Homeland Security and Gov-
ernmental Affairs:

S. CON. RES. 4
Whereas article I, section 9, clause 8 of the
United States Constitution (commonly

known as the ‘“‘Emoluments Clause’) de-
clares, ‘“No title of Nobility shall be granted
by the United States: And no Person holding
any Office of Profit or Trust under them,
shall, without the Consent of the Congress,
accept of any present, Emolument, Office, or
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