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clean energy incentives that the elec-
tricity market will understand and re-
spond to and then allow all tech-
nologies to compete. That is what this 
bill does. 

Here is what that might look like. 
Here is what it could look like. Most 
scientific models say that in a net zero 
emission electric grid, renewable 
sources like wind and solar will deliver 
the bulk of the electricity we need, but 
we also know that a reliable grid needs 
energy sources that can be turned up or 
down when we need them. This means 
resilient, reliable electric grids that 
will be built on a combination of hy-
dropower, nuclear power, long-term en-
ergy storage, and fossil fuels, if they 
are deployed with carbon capture. 

What will be the proportion of these 
energy sources in 2050? We can’t know 
that today, but what we do know, 
based on one leading model, is an ap-
proach like the one in our bill that is 
open to all clean sources of electricity 
will be up to trillions of dollars cheaper 
than an approach that relies on 
handpicking technological winners and 
losers. Colleagues, clean, reliable, and 
affordable energy is important to my 
constituents in Minnesota, and I bet it 
is important to your constituents as 
well. 

Fighting climate change is a big 
challenge that requires a lot of good 
ideas. The Clean Energy Standard Act 
of 2019, which I introduced today, will 
get the electric power sector to net 
zero carbon emissions, but it doesn’t do 
everything we need to do to fight cli-
mate change. 

This bill is only one of the steps that 
we need to take to move our country 
and our world to net zero greenhouse 
gas emissions in a way that is fair and 
just and economical, but it is an impor-
tant piece. 

In the electric sector, we already 
know a lot about how to make progress 
to lower carbon emissions. Thanks to 
innovation and good policies at the 
State level, emissions from electricity 
production have declined substantially 
just in the last decade. 

Now we need to keep that progress 
going and going faster. We need to con-
tinue and accelerate progress and ex-
pand the use of clean electricity into 
other sectors. 

Think about this. A clean electric 
grid can provide the energy to reduce 
carbon emissions in transportation, in 
buildings, and in other parts of our 
economy. Electric vehicles can con-
tribute to reduce carbon emissions 
when we have a clean energy electric 
sector. Office buildings and homes can 
contribute to reduce carbon emissions 
when we have a clean electric sector. 
That is what progress can look like. 

I am grateful that a few of my fellow 
Republicans in Congress are moving be-
yond the President’s head-in-the-sand 
denial of climate change. These col-
leagues—and I hope more of them—are 
looking for ways to spur innovation in 
clean energy by providing new funding 
for clean energy research. 

This is all well and good, but Federal 
funding for clean energy research will 
not work all on its own. What drives 
adoption and dispersion of innovation 
is a strong market signal that low car-
bon sources of electricity will be val-
ued by the market, and that will be 
happening predictably as big utilities 
make important capital investments. 
Research money provides a really im-
portant push to get innovation started 
in the lab, but for innovation to move 
from technology to be adopted at a 
scale and pace that we need, we must 
be sending a strong, clear signal from 
the market that low-carbon sources of 
electricity are going to be valued. 

The Clean Energy Standard Act of 
2019 does this. It is a crucial com-
plement to Manhattan Project efforts 
to spur technology innovation. These 
two are complements but not alter-
natives. Research without market in-
centives will not get us where we need 
to go. 

Colleagues, climate change is real, 
and we need bold action to fight it. If 
we do—when we do—the United States 
can be the clean energy leader. This 
will be good for jobs. It will be good for 
our health, and it will be necessary for 
the survival of our planet. 

We can lead or we can follow. I be-
lieve we need to lead. This is what our 
bill seeks to do by putting the United 
States in the forefront for reaching net 
zero carbon emissions in the electric 
sector. This is an environmental imper-
ative. It is an economic imperative, 
and it is a jobs imperative. I don’t care 
whether you come from a State that 
gets 80 percent of its power from clean 
energy or whether you get 10 percent. 

This is why our plan has the endorse-
ment of the Union of Concerned Sci-
entists, the Clean Air Task Force, and 
Fresh Energy in Minnesota. Our plan is 
supported by the Utility Workers of 
America and United Steelworkers. 
Bills that are acceptable to labor, the 
environmental movement, and for-
ward-thinking utilities are rare. Yet 
this is what we really need if we are 
going to build a winning coalition to 
address climate change. 

We Democrats understand that the 
climate crisis requires bold action, and 
we understand that we need many 
ideas and many solutions. I offer one 
today. 

I challenge—I urge—my Republican 
colleagues to do the same and to join 
us. Join with us and help us find solu-
tions to a crisis that will shape irrev-
ocably the world our children and our 
grandchildren will be living in. 

Science tells us that the challenge is 
great, but it also shows us solutions 
that can cut net carbon emissions to 
zero, lower energy costs, and expand 
jobs and opportunity. That is the fu-
ture I want for my children and my 
grandchildren yet to be born. Let’s get 
to work. We don’t have any time to 
waste. 

I thank Representative LUJÁN for 
partnering with me on this bill. I 
thank my colleagues Senators HEIN-

RICH, KAINE, WHITEHOUSE, and SCHATZ 
for cosponsoring this legislation. I also 
thank Senator Jeff Bingaman of New 
Mexico, longtime chair of the Senate 
Energy Committee, who first worked in 
a bipartisan way on a clean energy 
standard bill that was a template for 
our effort today. 

I thank also the scientists and econo-
mists who have provided thoughtful 
analysis as we developed this bill— 
most prominently, Resources for the 
Future and President Obama’s Sec-
retary of Energy, Ernie Moniz. I am 
grateful for their support and eager to 
begin the push to get our policies 
moved forward. 

I yield the floor. 
f 

SUBMITTED RESOLUTIONS 

SENATE RESOLUTION 194—DESIG-
NATING JULY 30, 2019, AS ‘‘NA-
TIONAL WHISTLEBLOWER AP-
PRECIATION DAY’’ 

Mr. GRASSLEY (for himself, Mr. 
WYDEN, Mr. MARKEY, Mr. TILLIS, Ms. 
BALDWIN, Mrs. FISCHER, Mr. PETERS, 
Mr. BOOZMAN, Mr. CARPER, Ms. ERNST, 
and Mr. JOHNSON) submitted the fol-
lowing resolution; which was referred 
to the Committee on the Judiciary: 

S. RES. 194 

Whereas, in 1777, before the passage of the 
Bill of Rights, 10 sailors and Marines blew 
the whistle on fraud and misconduct that 
was harmful to the United States; 

Whereas the Founding Fathers unani-
mously supported the whistleblowers in 
words and deeds, including by releasing gov-
ernment records and providing monetary as-
sistance for the reasonable legal expenses 
necessary to prevent retaliation against the 
whistleblowers; 

Whereas, on July 30, 1778, in demonstration 
of their full support for whistleblowers, the 
members of the Continental Congress unani-
mously passed the first whistleblower legis-
lation in the United States that read: ‘‘Re-
solved, That it is the duty of all persons in 
the service of the United States, as well as 
all other the inhabitants thereof, to give the 
earliest information to Congress or other 
proper authority of any misconduct, frauds 
or misdemeanors committed by any officers 
or persons in the service of these states, 
which may come to their knowledge’’ (legis-
lation of July 30, 1778, reprinted in Journals 
of the Continental Congress, 1774–1789, ed. 
Worthington C. Ford et al. (Washington, DC, 
1904–37), 11:732); 

Whereas whistleblowers risk their careers, 
jobs, and reputations by reporting waste, 
fraud, and abuse to the proper authorities; 

Whereas, in providing the proper authori-
ties with lawful disclosures, whistleblowers 
save the taxpayers of the United States bil-
lions of dollars each year and serve the pub-
lic interest by ensuring that the United 
States remains an ethical and safe place; and 

Whereas it is the public policy of the 
United States to encourage, in accordance 
with Federal law (including the Constitution 
of the United States, rules, and regulations) 
and consistent with the protection of classi-
fied information (including sources and 
methods of detection of classified informa-
tion), honest and good faith reporting of mis-
conduct, fraud, misdemeanors, and other 
crimes to the appropriate authority at the 
earliest time possible: Now, therefore, be it 
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Resolved, That the Senate— 
(1) designates July 30, 2019, as ‘‘National 

Whistleblower Appreciation Day’’; and 
(2) ensures that the Federal Government 

implements the intent of the Founding Fa-
thers, as reflected in the legislation passed 
on July 30, 1778 (relating to whistleblowers), 
by encouraging each executive agency to 
recognize National Whistleblower Apprecia-
tion Day by— 

(A) informing employees, contractors 
working on behalf of the taxpayers of the 
United States, and members of the public 
about the legal right of a United States cit-
izen to ‘‘blow the whistle’’ to the appropriate 
authority by honest and good faith reporting 
of misconduct, fraud, misdemeanors, or 
other crimes; and 

(B) acknowledging the contributions of 
whistleblowers to combating waste, fraud, 
abuse, and violations of laws and regulations 
of the United States. 

f 

SENATE RESOLUTION 195—OPPOS-
ING THE LIFTING OF SANCTIONS 
IMPOSED WITH RESPECT TO 
IRAN WITHOUT ADDRESSING 
IRAN’S NUCLEAR PROGRAM, 
BALLISTIC MISSILE DEVELOP-
MENT, SUPPORT FOR TER-
RORISM, AND OTHER DESTA-
BILIZING ACTIVITIES 

Mr. COTTON (for himself, Mr. RUBIO, 
Mr. CRUZ, Mr. BRAUN, Mr. HAWLEY, 
Mrs. BLACKBURN, Mr. YOUNG, Mr. 
ROUNDS, Mr. TOOMEY, Mr. WICKER, Mr. 
CRAMER, Mr. SASSE, and Mr. INHOFE) 
submitted the following resolution; 
which was referred to the Committee 
on Foreign Relations: 

S. RES. 195 

Whereas the Joint Comprehensive Plan of 
Action (JCPOA), an agreement that was fi-
nalized by the administration of President 
Obama and the respective governments of 
the United Kingdom, Germany, France, the 
People’s Republic of China, and the Russian 
Federation (P5+1) in July 2015, provided Iran 
permanent sanctions relief and access to 
more than $100,000,000,000 in return for tem-
porary restrictive measures on Iran’s nuclear 
program; 

Whereas, under the JCPOA, restrictions on 
the number and types of centrifuges that 
Iran may manufacture, the number and 
types of enrichment facilities that Iran may 
construct, and the amount and level of en-
riched uranium and heavy water that Iran 
may stockpile, will expire; 

Whereas United Nations Security Council 
Resolution (UNSCR) 2231, unanimously 
adopted on July 20, 2015, contained an 8-year 
nonbinding restriction on Iranian nuclear- 
capable ballistic missile activities and a 5- 
year ban on conventional arms transfers to 
Iran; 

Whereas neither the JCPOA nor UNSCR 
2231 adequately addressed the threat ema-
nating from Iran’s ballistic missile program 
or support for terrorism, and the sunset pro-
visions applied to prohibitions in UNSCR 
2231 inadvertently legitimized that program 
and support; 

Whereas, based on the shortcomings of the 
JCPOA and UNSCR 2231, bipartisan majori-
ties in both the Senate and the House of Rep-
resentatives opposed the JCPOA and the 
sanctions relief for Iran contained in the 
agreement; 

Whereas the sanctions relief contained in 
the JCPOA provided resources necessary for 
Iran to continue developing ballistic missiles 
and supporting terrorism; 

Whereas the administration of President 
Trump has designated Iran’s Islamic Revolu-
tionary Guard Corps as a foreign terrorist 
organization under section 219(a) of the Im-
migration and Nationality Act (8 U.S.C. 
1189(a)) and a Specially Designated Global 
Terrorist group under Executive Order 13224 
(50 U.S.C. 1701 note; relating to blocking 
property and prohibiting transactions with 
persons who commit, threaten to commit, or 
support terrorism); 

Whereas, on May 21, 2018, Secretary of 
State Pompeo outlined steps that the Ira-
nian government must take to normalize re-
lations with the United States, to include— 

(1) providing the International Atomic En-
ergy Agency (IAEA) a full account of the 
prior military dimensions of its nuclear pro-
gram and permanently and verifiably aban-
doning such work; 

(2) ceasing all enrichment and vowing 
never to pursue plutonium reprocessing; 

(3) providing the IAEA with access to all 
sites throughout the entire country; 

(4) ending its development and prolifera-
tion of ballistic missiles; 

(5) releasing all United States citizens cur-
rently held hostage, as well as citizens of 
United States partners and allies; 

(6) ending support for terrorist groups, in-
cluding Hezbollah, Hamas, and the Pales-
tinian Islamic Jihad; 

(7) respecting the sovereignty of Iraq by 
demobilizing Iranian-controlled Shia mili-
tias in the country; 

(8) ending its military support for the 
Houthi militia in Yemen; 

(9) withdrawing all forces under Iranian 
command in Syria; 

(10) ending support for the Taliban in Af-
ghanistan and for senior al Qaeda leaders 
around the region; 

(11) ending the IRGC’s support for terror-
ists and militant partners around the world; 
and 

(12) halting its threatening behavior 
against its neighbors; 

Whereas President Trump announced the 
withdrawal of the United States from the 
JCPOA on May 8, 2018, and, since then, has 
gradually reimposed sanctions that were sus-
pended by the Obama administration under 
the JCPOA; 

Whereas the JCPOA defined the sanctions 
that the Obama administration suspended 
under the JCPOA as ‘‘nuclear-related’’, but 
‘‘nuclear-related’’ is not a term recognized 
under existing statutory sanctions related to 
Iran; 

Whereas the Obama administration agreed 
to define the most significant bilateral sanc-
tions imposed by the United States on Iran 
as ‘‘nuclear-related’’, waive the application 
of those sanctions under the JCPOA, and 
commit the executive branch to attempt to 
work with Congress and State and local gov-
ernments in the United States to repeal the 
provisions of law providing for those sanc-
tions upon the expiration of the JCPOA; 

Whereas, pursuant to the terms of the 
JCPOA, sanctions were lifted on Iranian fi-
nancial institutions, cargo vessels, aircraft, 
and charities, which were not linked to 
Iran’s nuclear program but were sanctioned 
for illicit conduct; 

Whereas, pursuant to section 401(a) of the 
Comprehensive Iran Sanctions, Account-
ability, and Divestment Act of 2010 (22 U.S.C. 
8551(a)), in order to terminate sanctions 
against the Central Bank of Iran and other 
financial institutions of Iran, the President 
is required to certify that ‘‘the Government 
of Iran has ceased providing support for acts 
of international terrorism and no longer sat-
isfies the requirements for designation as a 
state sponsor of terrorism’’, and that ‘‘Iran 
has ceased the pursuit, acquisition, and de-
velopment of, and verifiably dismantled its, 

nuclear, biological, and chemical weapons 
and ballistic missiles and ballistic missile 
launch technology’’; 

Whereas, pursuant to section 8 of the Iran 
Sanctions Act of 1996 (Public Law 104–172; 50 
U.S.C. 1701 note), in order to terminate sanc-
tions imposed with respect to the energy sec-
tor of Iran, the President is required to cer-
tify ‘‘that Iran— 

‘‘(1) has ceased its efforts to design, de-
velop, manufacture, or acquire— 

‘‘(A) a nuclear explosive device or related 
materials and technology; 

‘‘(B) chemical and biological weapons; 
and 

‘‘(C) ballistic missiles and ballistic mis-
sile launch technology; 
‘‘(2) has been removed from the list of 

countries the governments of which have 
been determined . . . to have repeatedly pro-
vided support for acts of international ter-
rorism; and 

‘‘(3) poses no significant threat to United 
States national security, interests, or al-
lies.’’; and 

Whereas the concept of ‘‘nuclear-related’’ 
sanctions does not exist in statute and exist-
ing statutes likely require a treaty to termi-
nate such sanctions: Now, therefore, be it 

Resolved, That the Senate— 
(1) reaffirms that it is the policy of the 

United States not to allow Iran to develop or 
otherwise acquire a nuclear weapons capa-
bility; 

(2) resolves that the lifting or termination 
of sanctions with respect to Iran must take 
place only as provided for under section 
401(a) of the Comprehensive Iran Sanctions, 
Accountability, and Divestment Act (22 
U.S.C. 8551(a)) and section 8 of the Iran Sanc-
tions Act of 1996 (Public Law 104–172; 50 
U.S.C. 1701 note); and 

(3) rejects the reapplication of sanctions 
relief provided for in the Joint Comprehen-
sive Plan of Action. 

f 

SENATE RESOLUTION 196—RECOG-
NIZING THE AMERICAN PEANUT 
SHELLERS ASSOCIATION FOR A 
CENTURY OF EFFECTIVE LEAD-
ERSHIP IN THE PEANUT INDUS-
TRY AND THE BENEFICIAL WORK 
OF THE PEANUT INDUSTRY IN 
THE UNITED STATES AND THE 
STATE OF GEORGIA 

Mr. PERDUE (for himself and Mr. 
ISAKSON) submitted the following reso-
lution; which was considered and 
agreed to: 

S. RES. 196 

Whereas, in 1917 and 1918, commercial pea-
nut shellers and crushers in Georgia, Ala-
bama, and Florida recognized the need for an 
organization to promote the peanut industry 
in the southeastern United States; 

Whereas, to address that need, the South-
eastern Peanut Association was chartered on 
April 5, 1919, with a mission to promote the 
domestic peanut industry; 

Whereas the Southeastern Peanut Associa-
tion, now known as the American Peanut 
Shellers Association— 

(1) is the oldest organized group in the 
United States dedicated to the promotion of 
the domestic peanut industry; and 

(2) has been at the forefront of leadership 
in the peanut industry in the United States 
for more than a century, promoting that in-
dustry in the United States and throughout 
the world; 

Whereas, in furtherance of the mission to 
promote the domestic peanut industry, the 
Southeastern Peanut Association began to 
cosponsor the USA Peanut Congress, the 
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