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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:

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — SENATE

S. RES. 41

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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