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House of Representatives

The House met at noon and was
called to order by the Speaker pro tem-
pore (Mr. LAMALFA).

———

DESIGNATION OF SPEAKER PRO
TEMPORE

The SPEAKER pro tempore laid be-
fore the House the following commu-
nication from the Speaker:

WASHINGTON, DC,
July 14, 2014.

I hereby appoint the Honorable Douc
LAMALFA to act as Speaker pro tempore on
this day.

JOHN A. BOEHNER,
Speaker of the House of Representatives.

MORNING-HOUR DEBATE

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the order of the House of Janu-
ary 7, 2014, the Chair will now recog-
nize Members from lists submitted by
the majority and minority leaders for
morning-hour debate.

The Chair will alternate recognition
between the parties, with each party
limited to 1 hour and each Member
other than the majority and minority
leaders and the minority whip limited
to 5 minutes, but in no event shall de-
bate continue beyond 1:50 p.m.

———————

END HUNGER NOW

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair recognizes the gentleman from
Massachusetts (Mr. MCGOVERN) for 5
minutes.

Mr. McCGOVERN. Mr. Speaker, being
poor in America is hard work. Despite
what some of my colleagues and many
right-wing pundits might think, it sim-
ply isn’t easy to be poor in America.

Mr. Speaker, week after week, I come
to this floor to talk about how we can
end hunger now. It is a simple concept.
We can end hunger if we muster the po-
litical will to do so. We have the food
and we know how to do it. We just need

the commitment to make it happen.
Unfortunately, Congress has very con-
sciously decided to make hunger worse.

In November, this Congress let a
massive, across-the-board cut to SNAP
take effect. The result was a benefit
cut of $30 per month for a family of
three. Imagine living on a fixed in-
come, relying on food stamps to put
food on the table, and then seeing your
monthly allotment cut, without the
cost of food going down. It is hard to
make those numbers work.

On top of that across-the-board cut,
this Congress passed a farm bill that
cut an additional $8.5 billion from
SNAP. Thankfully, a number of Gov-
ernors have stepped up, covered those
costs, and ensured that this cut would
not impact poor people in their States.
But not every State did the responsible
thing, and poor people in those States
will see an additional cut of $90 per
month.

Make no mistake, Mr. Speaker, this
is an assault on poor people.

Part of the problem is that very few
Members of Congress have even the
faintest clue what it is like to be poor
in America. How many Members of
Congress have actually visited food
banks, talked to SNAP recipients, or
stayed overnight in a family shelter?
How many of my colleagues have even
looked at a WIC, LIHEAP, or Medicaid
application, let alone tried to fill one
out or gone through the approval proc-
ess? The answer, Mr. Speaker, is very
few.

Too many of my colleagues either
turn a blind eye to the poor or go out
of their way to dismiss their struggles.
Many of these Members who don’t take
time to learn about the struggles of the
poor are actually dispensing mis-
leading information and are advocating
for cuts to programs they mistakenly
refer to as bloated and fraught with
fraud, waste, and abuse.

Take SNAP, for example. Yes, it is a
large program. We spend a lot of money

ensuring that poor people have access
to food. But until we do something
about wages—and the first thing we
should do is to raise the minimum
wage, Mr. Speaker, so that people can
actually afford to live their lives—we
will be forced to either let people go
hungry or help them buy their food.
SNAP is that lifeline that helps put
food on kitchen tables.

By the way, a majority of people who
rely on SNAP actually work for a liv-
ing.

Opponents of SNAP continue to de-
scribe it as fraught with fraud, waste,
and abuse. This is absolutely false, pe-
riod. The Center on Budget and Policy
Priorities recently released a report
explaining that the rates of both over-
and underpayments have fallen consid-
erably in recent years. In fact, the cen-
ter found that less than 1 percent of
food stamps go to ineligible people.

It is time we hear from people who
are struggling to make ends meet. I
was pleased that my friend, Congress-
man CHRIS VAN HOLLEN, the ranking
member of the Budget Committee, in-
vited Tianna Gaines-Turner to testify
before the Budget Committee last
week, at the request of Congresswoman
BARBARA LEE of California.

Chairman PAUL RYAN has held five
hearings on the 50th anniversary of the
war on poverty, and this is the first
time a poor person actually testified
before the committee. It is amazing
that it took so long to hear from a per-
son who is actually trying to dig her-
self and her family out of poverty.
That is the good news. If you want to
hear the bad news, you should watch
some of the questioning she endured at
the hands of some of my Republican
colleagues.

Mr. Speaker, we need to hear more
from people like Ms. Gaines-Turner,
and we need to work even harder to end
hunger in America.

I will close by saying to my col-
leagues that the poor in America are
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more than statistics; they are real peo-
ple. It is long past time this Congress
made their plight a priority.

———

RECESS

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 12(a) of rule I, the Chair
declares the House in recess until 2
p.m. today.

Accordingly (at 12 o’clock and 5 min-
utes p.m.), the House stood in recess.

—
7 1400

AFTER RECESS

The recess having expired, the House
was called to order by the Speaker pro
tempore (Mr. DENHAM) at 2 p.m.

———

PRAYER

The Chaplain, the Reverend Patrick
J. Conroy, offered the following prayer:

God of the universe, we give You
thanks for giving us another day.

As the Members of this people’s
House deliberate these days, give them
the wisdom and magnanimity to lay
aside what might divide us as a people
to forge a secure future for our coun-
try.

We pray for all people who have spe-
cial needs. May Your presence be
known to those who are sick that they
might feel the power of Your healing
Spirit.

Be with those who suffer persecution
in so many places of our world, and
bless our troops who are engaged in the
easing of those sufferings. Give to all
who are afraid or anxious or whose
minds are clouded by uncertain futures
the peace and confidence that come
from trust in Your goodness and
mercy.

Inspire the men and women who
serve in this House to be their best
selves that they may, in turn, be an in-
spiration to the Nation and to the
world.

May all that is done here this day be
for Your greater honor and glory.

Amen.

—————

THE JOURNAL

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair has examined the Journal of the
last day’s proceedings and announces
to the House his approval thereof.

Pursuant to clause 1, rule I, the Jour-
nal stands approved.

——————

PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Will the
gentlewoman from North Carolina (Ms.
FoxxX) come forward and lead the House
in the Pledge of Allegiance.

Ms. FOXX led the Pledge of Alle-
giance as follows:

I pledge allegiance to the Flag of the
United States of America, and to the Repub-
lic for which it stands, one nation under God,
indivisible, with liberty and justice for all.
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LOSS OF JOBS IS A FAILURE

(Mr. WILSON of South Carolina
asked and was given permission to ad-
dress the House for 1 minute and to re-
vise and extend his remarks.)

Mr. WILSON of South Carolina. Mr.
Speaker, an alarming admission has
shown itself in the June unemployment
report. For the 49th time in 50 months,
there are more people dropping out of
the job search than those who have
found a new job. More people are giving
up than succeeding. This reveals the
real unemployment rate as 11.2 per-
cent, not the claimed 6.1 percent.

Hardworking Americans are suffering
by losing jobs at the hand of a failed
jobs policy—at the hand of President
Obama and his pen. A sad revelation of
the President’s failure is that now 14
million more Americans have depended
on food stamps under his failed policies
since he was elected. The definition of
‘‘success’ is having a job and not being
forced to depend on food stamps.

House Republicans will continue
working to create jobs by passing legis-
lation that puts Americans back to
work in good-paying opportunities.
Over 40 jobs bills have passed the
House, but are now stuck in the Sen-
ate.

When more Americans give up jobs
than succeed, it is a problem. When it
happens that many times in a row, it is
a tragic failure.

In conclusion, God bless our troops,
and we will never forget September the
11th in the global war on terrorism.

———————

ECONOMY

(Ms. FOXX asked and was given per-
mission to address the House for 1
minute.)

Ms. FOXX. Mr. Speaker, the recently
revised downward first quarter GDP
numbers show the economy contracted
by 2.9 percent in the opening months of
2014.

We have a social safety net that is al-
ready forecasted to run perpetual defi-
cits for decades to come, and dimin-
ished economic growth will hurt our al-
ready underfunded entitlement plans.

For as long as I have been in Con-
gress, Republicans have been working
to enact structural reforms to put our
budget back in balance. The recent
GDP report makes those reforms even
more urgent.

These long-term reforms need to be
considered. In the short run, let’s hope
that the recent economic contraction
will spur the President and Senate Ma-
jority Leader HARRY REID to act on the
dozens of House-passed jobs bills await-
ing action in the Senate.

These bills will help put Americans
back to work and expand our economy.

Will the President act?

———
INTERNET TAX FREEDOM ACT

(Mr. CHAFFETZ asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.)
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Mr. CHAFFETZ. Mr. Speaker, I wish
to speak about the Internet Tax Free-
dom Act.

Interstate commerce has blossomed
with the wires and connectivity that
the Internet has provided us for these
last couple of decades, and since 1998,
the Internet Tax Freedom Act has pro-
hibited your Internet access bill from
lighting up like a Christmas tree as it
has on your telephone bill. It has aided
those who want to access the Internet
by allowing those costs to stay down,
without burdensome taxes being added
on.

If ever there were an invention that
is truly interstate commerce, it is the
Internet. We could be standing side by
side and could send each other a tweet
or a post on Facebook or even an
email, and it could go through a whole
host of States on its way, in order to
get to the person who is standing right
next to you.

Only two people have ever voted
against the Internet Tax Freedom Act,
which was originally enacted in 1998,
and every 4 years, we have had to
renew that. Now, Chairman BoOB GOOD-
LATTE is bringing this up again, so as
to make this permanent, to add cer-
tainty and to keep costs low.

I urge the passage of the Internet
Tax Freedom Act as we address it later
this week.

—————

COMMUNICATION FROM THE
CLERK OF THE HOUSE

The SPEAKER pro tempore laid be-
fore the House the following commu-
nication from the Clerk of the House of
Representatives:

OFFICE OF THE CLERK,
HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES,
Washington, DC, July 14, 2014.
Hon. JOHN A. BOEHNER,
Speaker, House of Representatives,
Washington, DC.

DEAR MR. SPEAKER: Pursuant to the per-
mission granted in Clause 2(h) of rule II of
the Rules of the U.S. House of Representa-
tives, the Clerk received the following mes-
sage from the Secretary of the Senate on
July 14, 2014 at 11:19 a.m.:

That the Senate passed S. 1104.

That the Senate passed S. 653.

That the Senate passed S. 2056.

That the Senate passed S. 2057.

That the Senate passed without amend-
ment H.R. 1376.

That the Senate passed without amend-
ment H.R. 1813.

With best wishes, I am

Sincerely,
KAREN L. HAAS.

———

RECESS
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 12(a) of rule I, the Chair
declares the House in recess until ap-
proximately 3 p.m. today.
Accordingly (at 2 o’clock and 7 min-
utes p.m.), the House stood in recess.

———
0 1502
AFTER RECESS

The recess having expired, the House
was called to order by the Speaker pro
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tempore (Mr. BENTIVOLIO) at 3 o’clock
and 2 minutes p.m.

———

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER
PRO TEMPORE

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 8 of rule XX, the Chair
will postpone further proceedings
today on motions to suspend the rules
on which a recorded vote or the yeas
and nays are ordered, or on which the
vote incurs objection under clause 6 of
rule XX.

Record votes on postponed questions
will be taken later.

————
STEM EDUCATION ACT OF 2014

Mr. SMITH of Texas. Mr. Speaker, I
move to suspend the rules and pass the
bill (H.R. 5031) to define STEM edu-
cation to include computer science,
and to support existing STEM edu-
cation programs at the National
Science Foundation.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The text of the bill is as follows:

H.R. 5031

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives of the United States of America in
Congress assembled,

SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE.

This Act may be cited as the “STEM Edu-
cation Act of 2014”.

SEC. 2. DEFINITION OF STEM EDUCATION.

For purposes of carrying out STEM edu-
cation activities at the National Science
Foundation, the Department of Energy, the
National Aeronautics and Space Administra-
tion, the National Oceanic and Atmospheric
Administration, the National Institute of
Standards and Technology, and the Environ-
mental Protection Agency, the term “STEM
education’” means education in the subjects
of science, technology, engineering, and
mathematics, including other academic sub-
jects that build on these disciplines such as
computer science.

SEC. 3. INFORMAL STEM EDUCATION.

(a) GRANTS.—The Director of the National
Science Foundation, through the Directorate
for Education and Human Resources, shall
continue to award competitive, merit-re-
viewed grants to support—

(1) research and development of innovative
out-of-school STEM learning and emerging
STEM learning environments in order to im-
prove STEM learning outcomes and engage-
ment in STEM; and

(2) research that advances the field of in-
formal STEM education.

(b) USeEs oF FUNDS.—Activities supported
by grants under this section may encompass
a single STEM discipline, multiple STEM
disciplines, or integrative STEM initiatives
and shall include—

(1) research and development that im-
proves our understanding of learning and en-
gagement in informal environments, includ-
ing the role of informal environments in
broadening participation in STEM; and

(2) design and testing of innovative STEM
learning models, programs, and other re-
sources for informal learning environments
to improve STEM learning outcomes and in-
crease engagement for K-12 students, K-12
teachers, and the general public, including
design and testing of the scalability of mod-
els, programs, and other resources.

SEC. 4. NOYCE SCHOLARSHIP PROGRAM AMEND-
MENTS.

(a) AMENDMENTS.—Section 10A of the Na-
tional Science Foundation Authorization
Act of 2002 (42 U.S.C. 1862n-1a) is amended—
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(1) in subsection (a)(2)(B), by inserting ‘‘or
bachelor’s’ after ‘“‘master’s’’;

(2) in subsection (¢c)—

(A) by striking ‘“‘and” at the end of para-
graph (2)(B);

(B) in paragraph (3)—

(i) by inserting ‘‘for teachers with master’s
degrees in their field” after ‘‘Teaching Fel-
lowships’’; and

(ii) by striking the period at the end of
subparagraph (B) and inserting ‘‘; and’’; and

(C) by adding at the end the following new
paragraph:

‘“(4) in the case of National Science Foun-
dation Master Teaching Fellowships for
teachers with bachelor’s degrees in their
field and working toward a master’s degree—

‘“(A) offering academic courses leading to a
master’s degree and leadership training to
prepare individuals to become master teach-
ers in elementary and secondary schools; and

“(B) offering programs both during and
after matriculation in the program for which
the fellowship is received to enable fellows
to become highly effective mathematics and
science teachers, including mentoring, train-
ing, induction, and professional development
activities, to fulfill the service requirements
of this section, including the requirements of
subsection (e), and to exchange ideas with
others in their fields.”’;

(3) in subsection (e), by striking ‘‘sub-
section (g)”’ and inserting ‘‘subsection (h)’’;

(4) by redesignating subsections (g)
through (i) as subsections (h) through (j), re-
spectively; and

() by inserting after subsection (f) the fol-
lowing new subsection:

‘(g) SUPPORT FOR MASTER TEACHING FEL-
LOWS WHILE ENROLLED IN A MASTER’S DEGREE
PROGRAM.—A National Science Foundation
Master Teacher Fellow may receive a max-
imum of 1 year of fellowship support while
enrolled in a master’s degree program as de-
scribed in subsection (c)(4)(A), except that if
such fellow is enrolled in a part-time pro-
gram, such amount shall be prorated accord-
ing to the length of the program.”’.

(b) DEFINITION.—Section 10(i)(5) of the Na-
tional Science Foundation Authorization
Act of 2002 (42 U.S.C. 1862n-1(i)(5)) is amended
by inserting ‘‘computer science,”’ after
‘‘means a science,’’.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from
Texas (Mr. SMITH) and the gentle-
woman from Connecticut (Ms. ESTY)
each will control 20 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Texas.

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. SMITH of Texas. Mr. Speaker, 1
ask unanimous consent that all Mem-
bers may have 5 legislative days in
which to revise and extend their re-
marks and to include extraneous mate-
rial on H.R. 5031, the bill under consid-
eration.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Texas?

There was no objection.

Mr. SMITH of Texas. Mr. Speaker, 1
yield myself such time as I may con-
sume.

The STEM Education Act of 2014 is
bipartisan legislation that ensures
computer science is included in the def-
inition of STEM education for pro-
grams and activities at our Federal
science agencies.

The bill also supports and strength-
ens ongoing STEM education efforts at
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the National Science Foundation. I
thank Ranking Member EDDIE BERNICE
JOHNSON and Representatives ELIZA-
BETH ESTY, LARRY BUCSHON, CHRIS COL-
LINS, RANDY HULTGREN, ROBIN KELLY,
JOE KENNEDY, DAN LIPINSKI, and FRED-
ERICA WILSON for their initiative on
this bill.

Earlier this year, the Science Com-
mittee held a hearing on STEM edu-
cation. The discussion that took place
at that hearing helped to illustrate the
importance of STEM education and
why we should include computer
science as a component of STEM edu-
cation. Frankly, it is hard to believe it
hasn’t been done before.

Today, a variety of jobs from bank-
ing to business to medicine require fa-
miliarity with computer science. Ac-
cording to the Bureau of Labor Statis-
tics, computing and mathematics will
be one of the top 10 major occupational
groups from 2010 to 2020; and by 2020,
there will be over 4 million U.S. jobs in
computing and information tech-
nology.

Unfortunately, America lags behind
many other nations when it comes to
STEM education. American students
rank 21st in science and 26th in math.
That must change for the better.

We need to ensure that young adults
have the scientific and mathematical
skills to strive and thrive in a tech-
nology-based economy, but we have to
capture and hold the desire of our Na-
tion’s youth to study science and engi-
neering, so they will want to pursue
these careers.

H.R. 5031 also includes language to
support informal STEM education pro-
grams and activities at the National
Science Foundation. These activities
reach students outside of the classroom
and strengthen a student’s engagement
in STEM subject areas.

The STEM Education Act ensures
that teachers working towards a mas-
ter’s degree in STEM subjects can par-
ticipate in the Robert Noyce Master
Teacher Fellowship program. This pro-
gram provides more opportunities for
teachers who want to strengthen their
teaching skills and now will encourage
more teachers to pursue advanced de-
grees.

A healthy and viable STEM work-
force, literate in all STEM subjects, in-
cluding computer science, is critical to
American industries. A well-educated
and trained STEM workforce ensures
our future economic prosperity. More
graduates with STEM degrees means
more advanced technologies and a
more robust economy.

We must work to ensure that stu-
dents continue to go into these fields,
so that their innovative ideas can lead
to a more innovative and prosperous
America. I encourage my colleagues to
support this bill.

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of
my time.

Ms. ESTY. Mr. Speaker, I yield my-
self such time as I may consume.

Mr. Speaker, I would like to start by
thanking my friend, Chairman SMITH,
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for his leadership on the Science Com-
mittee in promoting STEM education.
I am grateful that we are able to ad-
vance these important provisions today
in a bipartisan fashion, thanks in large
part to his willingness to work across
the aisle.

I would also like to thank Ranking
Member EDDIE BERNICE JOHNSON and
Representative LIPINSKI for their lead-
ership on the committee and their
thoughtful guidance on these issues.

The STEM Education Act of 2014 pro-
vides critical support to the teachers
and advocates of STEM education who
are preparing our students with the
skills they need to succeed in our in-
creasingly competitive global society.

As Chairman SMITH said, the bill in-
cludes three provisions to support and
promote STEM education in this coun-
try. It supports teachers who are pas-
sionate about STEM education, codi-
fies the importance of informal hands-
on STEM education, and expands the
definition of STEM education to ex-
plicitly include computer science.

As a mother of three, I know first-
hand the importance of having teach-
ers who are engaged and passionate
about being in the classroom, particu-
larly science and math teachers.

From my own experience—my son
just graduated from college with a de-
gree in astrophysics—and from our
time studying these issues on the com-
mittee, we know that when children
are excited about science projects and
math problems at a young age, they
carry that passion with them through-
out their lives. That is why we must
encourage talented people to go into
teaching, and this bill does just that.

It expands the Robert Noyce Master
Teacher Fellowship at the National
Science Foundation, so that more peo-
ple who are enthusiastic about the
sciences can teach our children.

I am grateful to see portions of my
bill, the STEM Jobs Act, included in
the legislation before us today. Cur-
rently, the Robert Noyce Master
Teaching Fellowship provides men-
toring, training, and financial support
to people who have a master’s degree in
a STEM discipline and who want to
enter the teaching profession.

The program is designed to ensure
that these passionate individuals have
the tools they need to become highly
effective math and science teachers.

In Connecticut, the TUniversity of
Bridgeport’s Master Teaching Fellow-
ship program is dedicated to placing
physics teachers in our high-needs
schools. At UConn’s Teachers for To-
morrow program, we prepare teachers
to effectively teach math to elemen-
tary, middle, and high school students.

The bill before us today expands the
master teaching fellowships, so those
working towards a master’s degree are
also eligible to apply. This expansion
will allow more gifted individuals to be
in our classrooms, preparing our chil-
dren to become the next generation of
engineers, scientists, and even astro-
nauts.

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD —HOUSE

However, no matter how great your
math teacher is, studies show that all
students thrive in a hands-on learning
environment.

We are fortunate in Connecticut to
have a terrific partner in informal
STEM education at the Connecticut
Science Center, which opened in 2009,
to support STEM education in our
schools.

When students visit the center, they
can navigate through outer space, use
lasers to learn about sight and sound,
experiment with forces and motion,
and explore our very own Connecticut
River.

These interactive learning environ-
ments also provide structured support
for teachers and for students. For ex-
ample, the Connecticut Science Center
trains more than 800 teachers annually.
In teaching skills and content to sup-
port our school -curriculum, these
teachers then return to the classroom
across the State of Connecticut and
provide our students with the high-
quality education that they need to
succeed.

Programs like these are hosted by
museums and science centers around
the country. This bill directs the Na-
tional Science Foundation to continue
to award competitive grants to support
these out-of-school, hands-on STEM
learning experiences.

Finally, as Chairman SMITH noted,
this bill takes an important—in fact, a
critical step forward in expanding the
definition of STEM to include com-
puter science. Computer science is a
critical component of STEM education.
As he noted, the Bureau of Labor Sta-
tistics projects there will be more than
4 million computing and information
technology jobs by the year 2020.

Students who study computer science
can be leaders in diverse fields such as
energy, manufacturing, defense, and
health care. Unfortunately, computer
science has all too often been over-
looked at our elementary, middle, and
high school levels. Even more con-
cerning, only 25 percent of computer
scientists are women, although women
make up 57 percent of the workforce.

Manufacturing is the backbone of our
economy in Connecticut, and I know,
from conversations with our manufac-
turers, that they are desperate for high
school and college graduates who have
the computer skills necessary for our
manufacturing jobs—high tech manu-
facturing jobs.

Our need for graduates with these
skills will only continue to grow, and
that is why it is so critical that we
focus on building these skills in our el-
ementary, middle, and high school stu-
dents today.

Mr. Speaker, I am proud that we
have put together a bipartisan bill to
support an advanced STEM education.
Preparing our students with the skills
they need to thrive in a global econ-
omy transcends partisan politics.

Again, I want to thank Chairman
SMITH, Ranking Member JOHNSON, Rep-
resentative BUCSHON, Representative
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LIPINSKI, and all of the committee staff
for their hard work on the STEM Edu-
cation Act. This bill is an important
step in securing our children’s future.

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of
my time.

Mr. SMITH of Texas. Mr. Speaker, I
would like to again thank the gentle-
woman from Connecticut (Ms. ESTY)
for her interest in this subject of STEM
education and for her contributions to
this bill as well.

Mr. Speaker, I yield 2 minutes to the
gentleman from New York (Mr. COL-
LINS), who is a member of the Science
Committee and also a cosponsor of this
legislation.

Mr. COLLINS of New York. Mr.
Speaker, I thank Chairman SMITH for
the opportunity to speak in support of
the STEM Education Act, legislation
that I have cosponsored to help create
a new generation of innovators.

As a graduate in mechanical engi-
neering, I quickly learned years ago of
the important role a STEM background
plays in U.S. manufacturing. Later, as
I started my own business ventures, I
have continued to learn how hard it
can be to find new graduates with
backgrounds in science, technology,
engineering, or math.

These are jobs that drive our econ-
omy, and we need to act now to encour-
age students to realize the benefits in
choosing one of these fields.
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Among these STEM fields is com-
muter science, which is the primary
driver for job growth among the four
STEM fields of study. By 2020, there
will be an estimated 4.2 million com-
puting and information technology
jobs; yet, at the current rate of stu-
dents graduating from American uni-
versities and colleges, these jobs will
be vastly underfilled.

We cannot let that happen. That is
why we need this no-cost legislation to
direct Federal agencies to include com-
puter science as one of the definitions
of STEM. This will allow the Federal
Government to expand on this focus
and help address the future gap in com-
puter science.

Further, this bill will help teachers
find ways to spur student interest in
STEM. With more than 40 years sepa-
rating us from the last Moon landing,
we need to find a spark that spurs in-
terest in STEM among young students.
Whether it is a robotics competition or
a simple after-school science experi-
ment, these are the ways we will help
create the next generation of great
American innovators and inventors.

I urge all my colleagues to support
H.R. 5031.

Ms. ESTY. Mr. Speaker, I yield such
time as she may consume to the gen-
tlewoman from Texas (Ms. EDDIE BER-
NICE JOHNSON), the ranking member of
the committee.

Ms. EDDIE BERNICE JOHNSON of
Texas. Mr. Speaker, I rise in support of
H.R. 5031 and the three other science,
Space, and Technology bills being con-
sidered today.
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Earlier this year, all of my Demo-
cratic committee colleagues joined me
in introducing H.R. 4159, the America
Competes Reauthorization Act of 2014.
Three of the bills considered today are
similar or identical to the provisions
we included in our Competes bill, and
the fourth bill similarly reflects a
longstanding bipartisan effort. I will
speak briefly about each of the four
bills.

First, I want to thank Chairman
SMITH and my Democratic colleagues,
Mr. LIPINSKI and Ms. EsTY, for intro-
ducing H.R. 5031, the STEM Education
Act of 2014. While we still have much
work to do to improve access to high-
quality STEM education for all young
Americans, this bill is a good step in
the right direction.

American students and American
companies are at a significant dis-
advantage when it comes to having a
well-prepared information technology
workforce. While there is no silver bul-
let, it is important that we include
computer science in the definition of
STEM.

This bill also authorizes informal
STEM education grants at the Na-
tional Science Foundation. Learning
happens in all settings at all times of
the day, not just in the classroom.

While we know that informal STEM
education holds great promise to in-
creased engagement and learning in
STEM by diverse populations, R&D and
NSF helps ensure that we are devel-
oping and implementing the most ef-
fective programs.

Finally, H.R. 5031 amends NSF’s
Noyce Master Teacher Fellowship pro-
gram to expand eligibility to current
math and science teachers who already
have a bachelor’s degree in a STEM
field.

This update ensures that we are tap-
ping into our entire pool of talented
STEM teachers who might serve as
master teachers in their schools and
districts. I urge my colleagues to sup-
port this good bill.

Next, I want to thank my fellow
Texan, Mr. NEUGEBAUER, who intro-
duced H.R. 1786, legislation that would
reauthorize the National Windstorm
Impact Reduction Program, or NWIRP.
The last several years have been dev-
astating years for natural disasters
across the country. Tornadoes have re-
sulted in significant loss of life and
property across the Midwest.

Superstorm Sandy caused widespread
destruction and death along the east-
ern seaboard, and it was not so long
ago that Hurricane Katrina devastated
the gulf coast. We cannot stop these
windstorms, but we must make sure
our communities have the tools they
need to prepare for and respond to and
recover from these disasters.

H.R. 1786 reauthorizes NWIRP, an im-
portant program that helps our Federal
agencies and communities across the
Nation develop and implement new
model building codes and many other
measures to minimize the loss of life
and property during windstorms and to
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rebuild effectively and safely after
such storms.

I urge my colleagues on both sides of
the aisle to support this important bill.

I also want to thank Mr. BUCSHON
and Mr. PETERS for introducing H.R.
5056, the Research and Development Ef-
ficiency Act. I think we can all agree
that when federally funded researchers
are spending more than 40 percent of
their time on administrative burdens
rather than doing science, we are not
getting the most we can out of our in-
vestments in R&D.

While we must continue to prioritize
both safety and accountability in fed-
erally funded research, we should not
be creating piles of unnecessary paper-
work for the scientists in the lab. Much
of the burden is caused by a lack of
consistency and uniformity in policies
and requirements across our Federal
science agencies.

I applaud my colleagues for ensuring
that the science agencies, along with
OSTP and OMB, continue to look for
ways to harmonize and streamline Fed-
eral requirements affecting the con-
duct of R&D in our Nation’s great re-
search institutions. I urge my col-
leagues to support this bill.

Finally, I want to thank Mr. LIPINSKI
for introducing H.R. 5029, the Inter-
national Science and Technology Co-
operation Act of 2014. The 2012 National
Academies report, Rising to the Chal-
lenge: U.S. Innovation Policy for the
Global Economy, notes that ‘‘the
globalization of research and innova-
tion presents valuable opportunities
for U.S. firms and federally funded re-
search institutes to capitalize on off-
shore R&D initiatives and growing
pools of science and technology tal-
ent.”

International collaborations have led
to some of the latest discoveries and
developments in science and tech-
nology, many of which have relevance
to our everyday lives. Topics such as
cybersecurity, nanotechnology, energy
technology, and water resources are all
ripe for greater international engage-
ment and cooperation. In many cases,
we simply cannot afford to do it all
alone. In some cases, in this inter-
connected world, going at it alone
could lead to significant unintended
roadblocks in the future.

The better coordinated we are as a
nation, the better positioned we are to
lead on these issues globally. H.R. 5029
helps us achieve these goals. This is a
good bill, and I urge my colleagues to
support it.

Mr. SMITH of Texas. Mr. Speaker, 1
have no other requests for time on this
side, and I reserve the balance of my
time.

Ms. ESTY. Mr. Speaker, I yield 2
minutes to the gentleman from Illinois
(Mr. LIPINSKI).

Mr. LIPINSKI. Mr. Speaker, I want
to thank the gentlewoman for yielding.

Mr. Speaker, I rise in support of H.R.
5031, the STEM Education Act.

Like Mr. COLLINS who spoke earlier, I
am also a mechanical engineer. I un-
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derstand, as all of us do, the impor-
tance of improving STEM education. It
is one of the most important tasks our
Nation faces if our children are going
to be able to compete in the global
economy of today and tomorrow.

The language in this bill, which af-
firms support for informal STEM edu-
cation at the National Science Founda-
tion, is language that I offered to the
NSF authorization bill in markup. I
would like to thank Chairman SMITH
for including it in his bill.

About 65 million visits to museum
and science centers occur each year, in-
cluding 13 million visits from school-
children. However, museums and
science centers are much more than
just an inspiring field trip destination.
Their educational programming and in-
spirational exhibits linked to class-
room curriculum make museums and
science centers natural partners with
schools in STEM education.

Programs supporting informal edu-
cation at museums and science centers
are responsible for some of the most in-
novative forms of teaching around.
Passage of this bill would be a clear
signal that Congress supports informal
STEM education activities funded by
the National Science Foundation and
would ensure that they continue.

I would also like to thank my friend
from Connecticut (Ms. ESTY) for her
work on this bill to make substantive
improvements to the Noyce scholarship
program at NSF, and to Chairman
SMITH for providing language which in-
cludes computer science in the defini-
tion of STEM education.

I urge my colleagues to support this
bill.

Mr. SMITH of Texas. Mr. Speaker, we
have no further individuals who have
requested time, so I am ready to yield
back if the minority is ready to yield
back.

Ms. ESTY. Mr. Speaker, I yield back
the balance of my time.

Mr. SMITH of Texas. Mr. Speaker, 1
yield back the balance of my time.

Ms. JACKSON LEE. Mr. Speaker, | want to
thank Chairman SMITH and Ranking Member
EDDIE BERNICE JOHNSON for their leadership in
bringing this legislation to the floor and for
their commitment to advancing STEM edu-
cation and including computer science within
the definition of STEM.

As a senior member of the Homeland Secu-
rity Committee, | rise in support of H.R. 5031,
the “STEM Education Act of 2014.” STEM
workers drive our nation’s innovation and com-
petitiveness by generating new ideas, new
companies and new industries.

| am committed to making sure that our na-
tion can keep pace with global innovation
today and into the future. During the 113th
Congress:

| originally sponsored the Cybersecurity
Education Enhancement Act, which directs the
Secretary of Homeland Security to establish a
program to award grants to institutions of high-
er education for: cybersecurity professional
development programs, associate degree pro-
grams in cybersecurity, and the purchase of
equipment to provide training in cybersecurity
for either professional development or degree
programs.
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| offered an amendment that was adopted
by the Full Homeland Security Committee that
would establish a fellowship program to attract
STEM undergraduate and doctoral students to
work at the Department of Homeland Security
in exchange for tuition reimbursement assist-
ance.

| co-sponsored the Veterans’ STEM Edu-
cation Program, the STEM Gateways Act, the
National STEM Education Act, the Tax Incen-
tive for Teacher Act, and the Women and Mi-
norities in STEM Booster Act of 2014 all of
which work towards bolstering the growth of
STEM.

| also hosted the first Annual Congressional
STEM Competition for my District, which chal-
lenged High School Students to design and/or
create projects using Science, Technology,
Engineering, and Mathematics skills.

Houston is the 4th largest city in the United
States and the 5th most populated metropoli-
tan area in the nation.

The Houston region is one of the most im-
portant industrial bases in the world and was
recently Manufacturers’ New ranked the city
first among other U.S. manufacturing cities.

Houston is also home to the largest medical
complex in the world—the Texas Medical Cen-
te—and provides clinical health care, re-
search and education at its 54 institutions.

The Houston Texas region lost 153,100 jobs
during the Great Recession and gained
309,100 jobs during the recovery.

Only 3 other top metropolitan areas have
done as well as Houston: Dallas at 158.9% re-
covery of jobs; Washington, DC at 144.2% of
post recession job recovery and Boston had a
1283.4% post recession jobs recovery.

The middle class of this decade is being de-
termined by workers who get the right STEM
education and job training today.

Brookings’ Metropolitan Policy Program’s re-
port “The Hidden STEM Economy,” reported
that in 2011, 26 million jobs or 20 percent of
all occupations required knowledge in 1 or
more STEM areas.

Half of all STEM jobs are available to work-
ers without a 4 year degree and these jobs
pay on average $53,000 a year, which is 10
percent higher than jobs with similar education
requirements.

There will be STEM winners and losers, but
not because the skills needed are too difficult
to obtain, but because people are not aware
of the jobs that are going unfilled today nor do
they know what education or training will cre-
ate job security for the next 2 to 3 decades.

A third of Houston jobs are in STEM-based
fields.

Houston has the second largest concentra-
tions of engineers (22.4 for every 1,000 work-
ers according to the Greater Houston Partner-
ship.)

Houston has 59,070 engineers the second
largest populations in the nation.

STEM Jobs can be found in every sector of
the economy. For example: Science

Houston has more than 400 software devel-
opment companies and a ready customer
base in the areas of energy, space science,
biotechnology and leading technology re-
search and development entities.

Houston has the Johnson Space Center, a
$1.5 billion complex housing one of NASA’s
largest Research and Development facilities
that provides some of the nation’s best high-
tech professionals in science and engineering.

Mr. Speaker, in the past 10 years, growth in
STEM jobs has been three times greater than
non-STEM jobs.
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In the next decade, almost all of the 30 fast-
est-growing jobs will require some STEM
skills, yet 61 percent of middle school students
would rather take out the garbage than do
their math homework.

STEM jobs are expected to keep up an ac-
celerated pace in the coming years leading to
1.8 million STEM-related job openings in
2018.

60 percent of U.S. employers are having dif-
ficulties finding qualified workers to fill vacan-
cies at their companies.

In the current overall employment market,
unemployed people outnumber job postings
3.6 to one. In the STEM occupation 4, job
postings outnumbered unemployed people by
1.9 to one.

At all levels of educational attainment,
STEM job holders earn 11 percent higher
wages compared with their same-degree
counterparts in other job.

| urge all of my colleagues to join me in
supporting passage of H.R. 5031.

—

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentleman from Texas (Mr. SMITH)
that the House suspend the rules and
pass the bill, H.R. 5031.

The question was taken; and (two-
thirds being in the affirmative) the
rules were suspended and the bill was
passed.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

——————

NATIONAL WINDSTORM IMPACT
REDUCTION ACT REAUTHORIZA-
TION OF 2014

Mr. SMITH of Texas. Mr. Speaker, 1
move to suspend the rules and pass the
bill (H.R. 1786) to reauthorize the Na-
tional Windstorm Impact Reduction
Program, and for other purposes, as
amended.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The text of the bill is as follows:

H.R. 1786

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives of the United States of America in
Congress assembled,

SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE.

This Act may be cited as the “‘National Wind-
storm Impact Reduction Act Reauthorization of
2014.

SEC. 2. DEFINITIONS.

(a) DIRECTOR.—Section 203(1) of the National
Windstorm Impact Reduction Act of 2004 (42
U.S.C. 15702(1)) is amended by striking ‘‘Direc-
tor of the Office of Science and Technology Pol-
icy’’ and inserting ‘‘Director of the National In-
stitute of Standards and Technology’.

(b) LIFELINES.—Section 203 of the National
Windstorm Impact Reduction Act of 2004 (42
U.S.C. 15702) is further amended—

(1) by redesignating paragraphs (2) through
(4) as paragraphs (3) through (5), respectively;
and

(2) by inserting after paragraph (1) the fol-
lowing new paragraph:

““(2) LIFELINES.—The term ‘lifelines’ means
public works and utilities, including transpor-
tation facilities and infrastructure, oil and gas
pipelines, electrical power and communication
facilities and infrastructure, and water supply
and sewage treatment facilities.”.

SEC. 3. NATIONAL WINDSTORM IMPACT REDUC-
TION PROGRAM.

Section 204 of the National Windstorm Impact
Reduction Act of 2004 (42 U.S.C. 15703) is
amended—
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(1) by striking subsections (a), (b), and (c) and
inserting the following:

““(a) ESTABLISHMENT.—There is established
the National Windstorm Impact Reduction Pro-
gram, the purpose of which is to achieve major
measurable reductions in the losses of life and
property from windstorms through a coordi-
nated Federal effort, in cooperation with other
levels of government, academia, and the private
sector, aimed at improving the understanding of
windstorms and their impacts and developing
and encouraging the implementation of cost-ef-
fective mitigation measures to reduce those im-
pacts.

““(b) RESPONSIBILITIES OF PROGRAM AGEN-
CIES.—

‘(1) LEAD AGENCY.—The National Institute of
Standards and Technology shall have the pri-
mary responsibility for planning and coordi-
nating the Program. In carrying out this para-
graph, the Director shall—

‘“(A) ensure that the Program includes the
necessary components to promote the implemen-
tation of windstorm risk reduction measures by
Federal, State, and local governments, national
standards and model building code organiza-
tions, architects and engineers, and others with
a role in planning and constructing buildings
and lifelines;

‘““(B) support the development of performance-
based engineering tools, and work with appro-
priate groups to promote the commercial appli-
cation of such tools, including through wind-re-
lated model building codes, voluntary stand-
ards, and construction best practices;

“(C) request the assistance of Federal agen-
cies other than the Program agencies, as mec-
essary to assist in carrying out this Act;

‘““(D) coordinate all Federal post-windstorm
investigations; and

‘““(E) when warranted by research or inves-
tigative findings, issue recommendations to as-
sist in informing the development of model
codes, and provide information to Congress on
the use of such recommendations.

““(2) NATIONAL INSTITUTE OF STANDARDS AND
TECHNOLOGY.—In addition to the lead agency
responsibilities described under paragraph (1),
the National Institute of Standards and Tech-
nology shall be responsible for carrying out re-
search and development to improve model build-
ing codes, voluntary standards, and best prac-
tices for the design, construction, and retrofit of
buildings, structures, and lifelines.

“(3) NATIONAL SCIENCE FOUNDATION.—The
National Science Foundation shall support re-
search in—

““(A) engineering and the atmospheric sciences
to improve the understanding of the behavior of
windstorms and their impact on buildings,
structures, and lifelines; and

‘“‘(B) economic and social factors influencing
windstorm risk reduction measures.

““(4) NATIONAL OCEANIC AND ATMOSPHERIC AD-
MINISTRATION.—The National Oceanic and At-
mospheric Administration shall support atmos-
pheric sciences research to improve the under-
standing of the behavior of windstorms and
their impact on buildings, structures, and life-
lines.

““(5) FEDERAL EMERGENCY MANAGEMENT AGEN-
cy.—The Federal Emergency Management
Agency shall—

““(A) support—

“(i) the development of risk assessment tools
and effective mitigation techniques;

““(ii) windstorm-related data collection and
analysis;

““(iii) public outreach and information dis-
semination; and

“(iv) promotion of the adoption of windstorm
preparedness and mitigation measures, includ-
ing for households, businesses, and commu-
nities, consistent with the Agency’s all-hazards
approach; and

‘““(B) work closely with national standards
and model building code organizations, in con-
junction with the National Institute of Stand-
ards and Technology, to promote the implemen-
tation of research results and promote better
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building practices within the building design
and construction industry, including architects,
engineers, contractors, builders, and inspec-
tors.”’;

(2) by redesignating subsection (d) as sub-
section (c), and by striking subsections (e) and
(f), and

(3) by inserting after subsection (c), as so re-
designated, the following new subsections:

““(d) BUDGET ACTIVITIES.—The Director of the
National Institute of Standards and Tech-
nology, the Director of the National Science
Foundation, the Director of the National Oce-
anic and Atmospheric Administration, and the
Director of the Federal Emergency Management
Agency shall each include in their agency’s an-
nual budget request to Congress a description of
their agency’s projected activities under the
Program for the fiscal year covered by the budg-
et request, along with an assessment of what
they plan to spend on those activities for that
fiscal year.

““(e) INTERAGENCY COORDINATING COMMITTEE
ON WINDSTORM IMPACT REDUCTION.—

‘““(1) ESTABLISHMENT.—There is established an
Interagency Coordinating Committee on Wind-
storm Impact Reduction, chaired by the Direc-
tor.

‘““(2) MEMBERSHIP.—In addition to the chair,
the Committee shall be composed of—

‘““(A) the heads of—

‘““(i) the Federal
Agency;

““(ii) the National Oceanic and Atmospheric
Administration;

““(iti) the National Science Foundation;

“(iv) the Office of Science and Technology
Policy; and

“(v) the Office of Management and Budget;
and

‘““(B) the head of any other Federal agency
the chair considers appropriate.

‘““(3) MEETINGS.—The Committee shall meet
not less than 2 times a year at the call of the Di-
rector of the National Institute of Standards
and Technology.

‘“(4) GENERAL PURPOSE AND DUTIES.—The
Committee shall oversee the planning and co-
ordination of the Program.

““(5) STRATEGIC PLAN.—The Committee shall
develop and submit to Congress, not later than
one year after the date of enactment of the Na-
tional Windstorm Impact Reduction Act Reau-
thorization of 2014, a Strategic Plan for the Pro-
gram that includes—

“(A) prioritized goals for the Program that
will mitigate against the loss of life and prop-
erty from future windstorms;

‘““(B) short-term, mid-term, and long-term re-
search objectives to achieve those goals;

“(C) a description of the role of each Program
agency in achieving the prioritized goals;

‘(D) the methods by which progress towards
the goals will be assessed; and

‘““(E) an explanation of how the Program will
foster the transfer of research results into out-
comes, such as improved model building codes.

‘““(6) PROGRESS REPORT.—Not later than 18
months after the date of enactment of the Na-
tional Windstorm Impact Reduction Act Reau-
thorization of 2014, the Committee shall submit
to the Congress a report on the progress of the
Program that includes—

‘“(A) a description of the activities funded
under the Program, a description of how these
activities align with the prioritized goals and re-
search objectives established in the Strategic
Plan, and the budgets, per agency, for these ac-
tivities;

‘““(B) the outcomes achieved by the Program
for each of the goals identified in the Strategic
Plan;

‘“(C) a description of any recommendations
made to change existing building codes that
were the result of Program activities; and

‘(D) a description of the extent to which the
Program has incorporated recommendations
from the Advisory Committee on Windstorm Im-
pact Reduction.

Emergency Management
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“(7) COORDINATED BUDGET.—The Committee
shall develop a coordinated budget for the Pro-
gram, which shall be submitted to the Congress
at the time of the President’s budget submission
for each fiscal year.”.

SEC. 4. NATIONAL ADVISORY COMMITTEE ON
WINDSTORM IMPACT REDUCTION.

Section 205 of the National Windstorm Impact
Reduction Act of 2004 (42 U.S.C. 15704) is
amended to read as follows:

“SEC. 205. NATIONAL ADVISORY COMMITTEE ON
WINDSTORM IMPACT REDUCTION.

““(a) IN GENERAL.—The Director of the Na-
tional Institute of Standards and Technology
shall establish an Advisory Committee on Wind-
storm Impact Reduction, which shall be com-
posed of at least 7 members, none of whom may
be employees of the Federal Government, includ-
ing representatives of research and academic in-
stitutions, industry standards development or-
ganizations, emergency management agencies,
State and local government, and business com-
munities who are qualified to provide advice on
windstorm impact reduction and represent all
related scientific, architectural, and engineering
disciplines. The recommendations of the Advi-
sory Committee shall be considered by Federal
agencies in implementing the Program.

““(b) ASSESSMENTS.—The Advisory Committee
on Windstorm Impact Reduction shall offer as-
sessments on—

‘(1) trends and developments in the natural,
engineering, and social sciences and practices of
windstorm impact mitigation;

“(2) the priorities of the Program’s Strategic
Plan;

“(3) the coordination of the Program; and

“(4) any revisions to the Program which may
be necessary.

““(c) COMPENSATION.—The members of the Ad-
visory Committee established under this section
shall serve without compensation.

“‘(d) REPORTS.—At least every 2 years, the Ad-
visory Committee shall report to the Director on
the assessments carried out under subsection (b)
and its recommendations for ways to improve
the Program.

“(e) CHARTER.—Notwithstanding section
14(b)(2) of the Federal Advisory Committee Act
(5 U.S.C. App), the Advisory Committee shall
not be required to file a charter subsequent to its
initial charter, filed under section 9(c) of such
Act, before the termination date specified in
subsection (f) of this section.

“(f) TERMINATION.—The Advisory Committee
shall terminate on September 30, 2016.

““(9) CONFLICT OF INTEREST.—An Advisory
Committee member shall recuse himself from any
Advisory Committee activity in which he has an
actual pecuniary interest.”.

SEC. 5. AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.

Section 207 of the National Windstorm Impact
Reduction Act of 2004 (42 U.S.C. 15706) is
amended to read as follows:

“SEC. 207. AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.

‘“(a) FEDERAL EMERGENCY MANAGEMENT
AGENCY.—There are authoriced to be appro-
priated to the Federal Emergency Management
Agency for carrying out this title—

‘(1) $5,332,000 for fiscal year 2014; and

“(2) $5,332,000 for fiscal year 2015.

“(b) NATIONAL SCIENCE FOUNDATION.—There
are authorized to be appropriated to the Na-
tional Science Foundation for carrying out this
title—

‘(1) $9,682,000 for fiscal year 2014; and

“(2) $9,682,000 for fiscal year 2015.

““(c) NATIONAL INSTITUTE OF STANDARDS AND
TECHNOLOGY.—There are authorized to be ap-
propriated to the National Institute of Stand-
ards and Technology for carrying out this
title—

““(1) $4,120,000 for fiscal year 2014; and

“(2) $4,120,000 for fiscal year 2015.

“(d) NATIONAL OCEANIC AND ATMOSPHERIC
ADMINISTRATION.—There are authorized to be
appropriated to the National Oceanic and At-
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mospheric Administration for carrying out this
title—

‘(1) $2,266,000 for fiscal year 2014; and

““(2) $2,266,000 for fiscal year 2015.".

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from
Texas (Mr. SMITH) and the gentleman
from Illinois (Mr. LIPINSKI) each will
control 20 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Texas.

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. SMITH of Texas. Mr. Speaker, I
ask unanimous consent that all Mem-
bers may have 5 legislative days to re-
vise and extend their remarks and to
include extraneous material on H.R.
1786, the bill now under consideration.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Texas?

There was no objection.

Mr. SMITH of Texas. Mr. Speaker, 1
yield myself such time as I may con-
sume.

Mr. Speaker, H.R. 1786, the National
Windstorm Impact Reduction Act Re-
authorization of 2014, introduced by my
Texas colleague, Congressman RANDY
NEUGEBAUER, reauthorizes the activi-
ties of the National Windstorm Impact
Reduction Program through 2015.

This important program supports
Federal research and development ef-
forts to help mitigate the loss of life
and property due to wind-related haz-
ards.

Millions of Americans live in areas
vulnerable to hurricanes, tornadoes,
and other windstorms.

According to the latest data in the
National Science and Technology
Council’s biennial report to Congress,
in 2011, windstorms in the U.S. caused
an estimated $11 billion in total direct
property losses, injured nearly 7,000
people, and took nearly 700 lives.

In Texas, we are all too familiar with
the harm that excessive wind can
cause. According to the National Oce-
anic and Atmospheric Administration’s
Storm Prediction Center, 179 tornadoes
and 1,586 windstorms were reported in
Texas in just the last 2 years. The ef-
fects of these disasters can be felt for
years.

Initially established in 2004, the Na-
tional Windstorm Impact Reduction
Program supports activities to improve
our understanding of windstorms and
their impacts and helps to develop and
encourage the implementation of cost-
effective mitigation measures.

H.R. 1786 establishes the National In-
stitute of Standards and Technology as
the lead agency for the program, im-
proves coordination and planning of
agency activities in a fiscally respon-
sible way, and improves transparency
for how much money is being spent on
windstorm research.

I want to thank Representative
NEUGEBAUER for his continued efforts
to support this program. He and Rep-
resentative FREDERICA WILSON worked
together to ensure that H.R. 1786 was
reported out of the Science Committee
with bipartisan support.
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I encourage my colleagues to support
the bill, and I reserve the balance of
my time.

COMMITTEE ON TRANSPORTATION AND
INFRASTRUCTURE, HOUSE OF REP-
RESENTATIVES,

Washington, DC, March 11, 2014.

Hon. LAMAR SMITH,

Chairman, Committee on Science, Space, and
Technology, Rayburn House Office Build-
ing, Washington, DC.

DEAR MR. CHAIRMAN: I write concerning
H.R. 1786, the National Windstorm Impact
Reduction Act Reauthorization of, 2013, as
ordered reported by the Committee on
Science, Space, and Technology on February
28, 2014. Thank you for working with us to
incorporate mutually agreeable changes to
provisions within the Rule X jurisdiction of
the Committee on Transportation and Infra-
structure.

In order to expedite the House’s consider-
ation of H.R. 1786, the Committee on Trans-
portation and Infrastructure will forgo fur-
ther action on this bill. However, this is con-
ditional on our mutual understanding that
forgoing consideration of the bill does not
prejudice the Committee with respect to the
appointment of conferees or to any future ju-
risdictional claim over the subject matters
contained in the bill or similar legislation
that fall within the Committee’s Rule X ju-
risdiction. I request you urge the Speaker to
name members of the Committee to any con-
ference committee named to consider such
provisions.

I would appreciate your response to this
letter, confirming this understanding, and
would request that you insert our exchange
of letters on this matter into the committee
report on H.R. 1786 and the Congressional
Record during consideration of this bill on
the House floor.

Sincerely,
BILL SHUSTER,
Chairman.

CONGRESS OF THE UNITED STATES,
COMMITTEE ON SCIENCE, SPACE,

AND TECHNOLOGY,
Washington, DC, March 11, 2014.

Hon. BILL SHUSTER,

Chairman, Committee on Transportation and
Infrastructure, Rayburn House Office
Building, Washington, DC.

DEAR CHAIRMAN SHUSTER, Thank you for
agreeing to be discharged from further con-
sideration of H.R. 1786, the National Wind-
storm Impact Reduction Act Reauthoriza-
tion of 2013, and for working with us to in-
corporate mutually agreeable changes to
provisions within the Rule X jurisdiction of
the Committee on Transportation and Infra-
structure.

I agree that forgoing further action on this
bill does not in any way diminish or alter
the jurisdiction of your Committee, or preju-
dice its jurisdictional prerogatives on this
bill or similar legislation in the future. I
would support your effort to seek appoint-
ment of an appropriate number of conferees
to any House-Senate conference involving
this legislation.

I will insert copies of this exchange in the
report filed on H.R. 1786 as well as in the
Congressional Record during consideration
of this bill on the House floor. I appreciate
your cooperation regarding this legislation
and look forward to continuing to work with
the Transportation Committee as the bill
moves through the legislative process.

Sincerely,
LAMAR SMITH,
Chairman.

Mr. LIPINSKI. Mr. Speaker, I yield
myself such time as I may consume.

Mr. Speaker, I rise in support of H.R.
1786, legislation that would reauthorize
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the National Windstorm Impact Reduc-
tion Program, or NWIRP.

As an Illinoisan, I know firsthand
that windstorms are a threat to Amer-
ican lives and the economy. Last No-
vember, Illinois was struck by 24 torna-
does on one day, resulting in seven fa-
talities, hundreds of injuries, and sig-
nificant economic damage.

While we cannot stop a hurricane or
tornado from happening, there is much
we can do to save both lives and prop-
erty when windstorms and other nat-
ural disasters happen. In addition to
responding quickly and with sufficient
resources in the aftermath of a natural
disaster, we must also invest in pre-
paredness and resilience. Studies of
FEMA’s predisaster mitigation pro-
gram have shown that for every dollar
we invest in mitigation activities, we
save $3 to $4 in recovery costs.
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NWIRP is primarily a mitigation pro-
gram. It has the potential to lessen the
loss of life and economic damage by
supporting research and development
on windstorms and their impacts and
helping to ensure that this research is
translated into improved building
codes and emergency Dplans. But
NWIRP needs investments to reach
that potential.

I was pleased that when this bill was
considered in the Science, Space, and
Technology Committee, we worked in a
bipartisan manner to make several im-
provements to this bill. I want to
thank my colleagues, Chairman SMITH
and Mr. NEUGEBAUER, for working
across the aisle in a smooth and pro-
ductive process.

We worked together to increase the
authorization for FEMA, the NWIRP
agency tasked with translating the re-
search conducted at other agencies
into effective mitigation tools and
techniques and helping communities
across the Nation implement mitiga-
tion measures through outreach and
partnership.

In addition, we worked together to
add language to the bill addressing
human factors in reducing windstorm
impacts. This is not just a building en-
gineering problem; it is also a social
science and human response problem.
People in the path of a windstorm have
to make smart decisions, no matter
what structure they are in. In order to
design effective strategies to prepare
for, respond to, and recover from a dis-
aster, we must take into account re-
search in how people make decisions
and respond to warnings during natural
disasters.

We must also understand how dif-
ferent groups of people may respond
differently so that we can tailor out-
reach and warnings appropriately. I
was pleased we were able to strengthen
the legislation by adding this impor-
tant language on human factors.

Often, in a compromise like this one,
you do not get everything you would
like. I would have liked to see in-
creases in the authorization levels
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across the board. This bill includes a
lower total authorization level than
what was authorized for this program
in fiscal year 2008. Nevertheless, I un-
derstand the need to reauthorize this
important program.

Finally, I want to thank my col-
leagues on the Transportation and In-
frastructure Committee, which I also
serve on, for working with us on this
bill since we share jurisdiction over
this program.

Mr. Speaker, I urge my colleagues on
both sides of the aisle to support this
bill, and I reserve the balance of my
time.

Mr. SMITH of Texas. Mr. Speaker, 1
yield 5 minutes to the gentleman from
Texas (Mr. NEUGEBAUER), who is a
member of the Science Committee and
also a sponsor of this legislation.

Mr. NEUGEBAUER. Mr. Speaker, 1
appreciate Chairman SMITH’S support
of this legislation, as well as Ms. JOHN-
SON, the ranking member.

I rise today in support of H.R. 1786,
the National Windstorm Impact Reduc-
tion Act. This is a very important
piece of legislation because what we
know is that tornadoes and tornadic-
type winds have caused a huge amount
of destruction and loss of life in our
country.

Last year alone, there were over 1,300
recorded tornadoes in our country,
causing over 70 deaths and over 1,500
injuries. These storms not only cost
lives, but they also damaged property.
The average is about $4 million a year,
except in 2011, when we saw a bad year
for tornadoes. The damage was over $28
billion. That is not just a natural dis-
aster; it is national disaster as well.

Back in 1970, I had an opportunity
firsthand to find out exactly how dev-
astating these tornadoes can be. In my
hometown of Lubbock, Texas, a tor-
nado ripped through our community
and Kkilled 26 of our citizens. Fortu-
nately, I was not injured. It was in an
area that I lived at that time, and I
had the opportunity to see firsthand
the tremendous amount of devastation
that can happen from these storms.

Very quickly, after that storm in
1970, Dr. Ernst Kiesling, with Texas
Tech University, began to study these
tornadic winds and to look at ways to
build structures more effectively, to
build shelters, and to really study the
impacts that these storms have on
building materials and what materials
hold up the best.

We have been talking about statis-
tics, but it is really about the lives of
people that are impacted by these
storms. When someone loses their
home, they not only rebuild their
home, but, in many cases, they are
going to have to rebuild their lives,
which is one of the primary reasons
that I introduced this important piece
of legislation.

What does it do? Basically, it begins
to, as I mentioned earlier what was
going on at Texas Tech, not only study
the building materials and different
types of wind activity and the material
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in the structure and construction tech-
niques that are used to apply those ma-
terials, but also to begin to have a bet-
ter ability to predict how these storms
form and, in the future, be able to give
more warning, but just doing the re-
search overall of how we can do better
at predicting and also helping the
American people do mitigation against
these kinds of storms and understand
the mechanics of them.

Basically, what this NWIRP does is
take four agencies and pool them to-
gether in how they spend money for
this important research. It takes
NOAA, the National Science Founda-
tion, FEMA, and the National Institute
of Standards and Technology, or NIST,
and basically makes sure that they are
coordinating and sharing that informa-
tion.

What is so important about using
Federal tax dollars to do that research
is to make sure that we are trans-
forming that out into the general pub-
lic. And so as we learn about these
techniques and we begin to make sug-
gestions of how building codes, build-
ing standards, and building techniques
can be improved in the future, we
thereby save lives and property down
the road. That is an important part of
this.

What we learned is that for every
dollar that we spend in mitigation, we
save $4 in response down the road. And
so not only is this a piece of legislation
that will help save lives and property,
but a really novel idea of saving the
American taxpayers money at the
same time.

This is a commonsense piece of legis-
lation that is bipartisan. It passed out
of the committee in a bipartisan way.
It will save lives; it will save money;
and it will save property. I encourage
my colleagues to support this impor-
tant piece of legislation.

Mr. LIPINSKI. Mr. Speaker, I have
no further speakers, and I yield back
the balance of my time.

Mr. SMITH of Texas. Mr. Speaker, 1
have no further requests for time, and
I yield back the balance of my time.

Ms. JACKSON LEE. Mr. Speaker, as a sen-
ior member of the Home and Security Com-
mittee, | rise in support of H.R. 1786, the “Na-
tional Windstorm Impact Reduction Act Reau-
thorization of 2014.”

| want to thank Chairman SMITH and Rank-
ing Member EDDIE BERNICE JOHNSON for their
leadership in bringing this bill to the floor.

Mr. Speaker, Houston is vulnerable to hurri-
canes that traverse the Gulf of Mexico and we
have experienced powerful storms during the
past decade.

Hurricane lke heavily impacted Houston and
nearby city of Galveston in 2008, causing
$27.8 billion in damage, and killing 20.

Tropical storms in Texas are also known for
being heavy rain producers as well as wind
surge threats. For example, tropical storm Alli-
son in 2001 dumped as much as 35 to 40
inches of rain, kiling 41 people and causing
$9 billion in damage.

We are currently in the 2014 hurricane sea-
son and forecasters are expecting one to two
major hurricanes.
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This bill amends the National Windstorm Im-
pact Reduction Act of 2004 to revise provi-
sions governing the National Windstorm Im-
pact Reduction Program (NWIRP) as well as
designates the National Institute of Standards
and Technology (NIST) as the entity with pri-
mary responsibility for Program planning and
coordination.

Congress, under the National Windstorm
Impact Reduction Act of 2004, designated four
agencies to compromise the National Wind-
storm Impact Reduction Program including the
National Institute of Standards and Tech-
nology (NIST), Federal Emergency Manage-
ment Agency (FEMA), National Oceanic and
Atmospheric Administration (NOAA), and Na-
tional Science Foundation (NSF)

The federal agencies which compromised
the Interagency Coordinating Committee on
Windstorm Impact Reduction will have the fol-
lowing respective responsibilities.

The National Institute of Standards and
Technology (NIST) will have the primary re-
sponsibility for planning and coordinating the
program, carry out research and development
to improve model building codes, voluntary
standards, and best practices for the design,
construction, and retrofit of buildings, struc-
tures, and lifelines.

The National Science Foundation (NSF) will
support research in engineering and atmos-
pheric sciences and economic and social fac-
tors influencing windstorm risk reduction
measures.

The National Oceanic and Atmospheric Ad-
ministration (NOAA) will support atmospheric
sciences research to improve the under-
standing of the behavior of windstorms and
their impact on buildings, structures, and life-
lines.

The Federal Emergency Management Agen-
cy (FEMA) will support the development of risk
assessment tools and effective mitigation tech-
niques, conduct public outreach and informa-
tion dissemination, and promote the adoption
of windstorm preparedness and mitigation
measures.

The bill will also require the Committee to
submit a progress report to Congress and to
develop a coordinated budget for the Program
which must be submitted at the time of the
President’s annual budget submission.

Finally, the bill allows the Director of NIST
to establish an Advisory Committee on Wind-
storm Impact Reduction which shall be com-
posed of at least 7 members. This advisory
committee will offer assessments and prac-
tices of wind storm impact mitigation.

This coordinated effort will greatly increase
the efficiency and effectiveness of federal ef-
forts to save lives in Houston and around the
country as well as mitigate property loss.

The reasons for supporting this bill are obvi-
ous, and | ask my colleagues in the House to
vote for its passage.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentleman from Texas (Mr. SMITH)
that the House suspend the rules and
pass the bill, H.R. 1786, as amended.

The question was taken; and (two-
thirds being in the affirmative) the
rules were suspended and the bill, as
amended, was passed.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.
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RESEARCH AND DEVELOPMENT
EFFICIENCY ACT

Mr. SMITH of Texas. Mr. Speaker, I
move to suspend the rules and pass the
bill (H.R. 5056) to improve the effi-
ciency of Federal research and develop-
ment, and for other purposes.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The text of the bill is as follows:

H.R. 5056

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives of the United States of America in
Congress assembled,

SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE.

This Act may be cited as the ‘‘Research
and Development Efficiency Act’.
SEC. 2. REGULATORY EFFICIENCY.

(a) SENSE OF CONGRESS.—It is the sense of
Congress that—

(1) high and increasing administrative bur-
dens and costs in Federal research adminis-
tration, particularly in the higher education
sector where most federally sponsored re-
search is performed, are eroding funds avail-
able to carry out basic scientific research;

(2) progress has been made over the last
decade in streamlining the pre-award grant
application process through Grants.gov, the
Federal Government’s website portal;

(3) post-award administrative costs have
grown as Federal research agencies have con-
tinued to impose agency-unique compliance
and reporting requirements on researchers
and research institutions;

(4) facilities and administration costs at
research universities can exceed 50 percent
of the total value of Federal research grants,
and it is estimated that nearly 30 percent of
the funds invested annually in federally
funded research is consumed by paperwork
and other administrative processes required
by Federal agencies; and

(5) it is a matter of critical importance to
American competitiveness that administra-
tive costs of federally funded research be
streamlined so that a higher proportion of
taxpayer dollars flow into direct research ac-
tivities.

(b) IN GENERAL.—The Director of the Office
of Science and Technology Policy shall es-
tablish a working group under the authority
of the National Science and Technology
Council, to include the Office of Management
and Budget. The working group shall be re-
sponsible for reviewing Federal regulations
affecting research and research universities
and making recommendations on how to—

(1) harmonize, streamline, and eliminate
duplicative Federal regulations and report-
ing requirements; and

(2) minimize the regulatory burden on
United States institutions of higher edu-
cation performing federally funded research
while maintaining accountability for Fed-
eral tax dollars.

(c) STAKEHOLDER INPUT.—In carrying out
the responsibilities under subsection (b), the
working group shall take into account input
and recommendations from non-Federal
stakeholders, including federally funded and
nonfederally funded researchers, institutions
of higher education, scientific disciplinary
societies and associations, nonprofit re-
search institutions, industry, including
small businesses, federally funded research
and development centers, and others with a
stake in ensuring effectiveness, efficiency,
and accountability in the performance of sci-
entific research.

(d) REPORT.—Not later than 1 year after
the date of enactment of this Act, and annu-
ally thereafter for 3 years, the Director shall
report to the Committee on Science, Space,
and Technology of the House of Representa-
tives and the Committee on Commerce,
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Science, and Transportation of the Senate on
what steps have been taken to carry out the
recommendations of the working group es-
tablished under subsection (b).

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from
Texas (Mr. SMITH) and the gentleman
from Illinois (Mr. LIPINSKI) each will
control 20 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Texas.

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. SMITH of Texas. Mr. Speaker, 1
ask unanimous consent that all Mem-
bers may have 5 legislative days to re-
vise and extend their remarks and to
include extraneous material on H.R.
50566, the bill under consideration.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Texas?

There was no objection.

Mr. SMITH of Texas. Mr. Speaker, 1
yield myself such time as I may con-
sume.

Mr. Speaker, I am pleased to join my
colleague, chairman of the Research
and Technology Subcommittee, LARRY
BUCSHON, in support of this legislation,
which reduces the regulatory burden
faced by researchers and research uni-
versities.

In its recently released report, the
Federal Demonstration Partnership
found that researchers devote 42 per-
cent of their time to administrative
tasks. Answering Federal regulatory
and reporting requirements takes away
from time spent on the conduct of
science.

H.R. 5056 requires the Director of the
Office of Science and Technology Pol-
icy to establish a working group under
the National Science and Technology
Council to review Federal regulations
that affect research and research uni-
versities. The working group is tasked
with making recommendations on how
to harmonize, streamline, and elimi-
nate duplicative Federal regulations
and reporting requirements, and mak-
ing recommendations on how to mini-
mize the regulatory burden on research
institutions.

H.R. 5056 is an important step to en-
sure Federal research dollars are being
spent on research and not on regu-
latory requirements. I encourage my
colleagues to support this bill, and I re-
serve the balance of my time.

Mr. LIPINSKI. Mr. Speaker, I yield
myself such time as I may consume.

Mr. Speaker, I rise in support of H.R.
50566, the Research and Development Ef-
ficiency Act.

I would like to thank my colleagues,
Mr. BUCSHON and Mr. PETERS, for intro-
ducing this important bill. As ranking
member of the Subcommittee on Re-
search and Technology, I have also
been working on a topic of research
regulations for some time, and I am
pleased to be a cosponsor of this bill.

Recent reports have found that feder-
ally funded researchers face significant
administrative burdens, spending about
40 percent of their time on paperwork
instead of what they do best, which is
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conducting research. This could mean a
delay in research progress and length-
ening the time for the next scientific
breakthrough. It is certainly not the
best use of some of our Nation’s great-
est science and engineering talent or of
taxpayers’ investment in that talent.

I want to stress that administrative
requirements are very important and
many are in place for a reason. We
must have a system that ensures that
human participants are being protected
and our resources are being used wise-
ly. We have heard from those most af-
fected by these requirements, and they
fully agree.

That being said, we also agree that
we need to find the right balance that
meets our safety and accountability
goals, but still allows researchers to
advance science for the good of the Na-
tion. Right now, we are not striking
the appropriate balance.

H.R. 5056 was originally introduced
by Chairman BUCSHON as part of the
FIRST Act. The America Competes Re-
authorization Act of 2014, which Rank-
ing Member JOHNSON introduced and I
cosponsored, had very similar language
with the same goal.

This bill requires the Office of
Science and Technology Policy to es-
tablish a working group of Federal re-
search agencies to figure out how to
better standardize and streamline the
administrative requirements on their
grantees. Mr. PETERS helped strength-
en the provision during the sub-
committee consideration of the FIRST
Act with an amendment that ensured
that those stakeholders who are af-
fected by all of the requirements have
a means to provide input and rec-
ommendations to the agency working
group. The result is the bipartisan bill
that we are considering today.

Through a recent OMB process to
overhaul their guidance on require-
ments for Federal grants and con-
tracts, some progress has been made to
streamline and harmonize administra-
tive tasks. Some agencies are taking
additional steps on their own, for ex-
ample, considering requiring certain
administrative information from re-
searchers only if the proposal has been
through scientific merit review and is
likely to be awarded. These are impor-
tant efforts, but significant work re-
mains.

Every week in the Science Com-
mittee we hear expert testimony on
challenges with no easy solution. The
challenge of having a patchwork of un-
coordinated and sometimes duplicative
administrative burdens on federally
funded researchers should be a solvable
problem. H.R. 5056 is a very important
step in the right direction.

Once again, I want to thank Chair-
man BUCSHON and Mr. PETERS for their
leadership on this issue. I urge my col-
leagues to support their legislation,
and I reserve the balance of my time.

Mr. SMITH of Texas. Mr. Speaker, 1
yield such time as he may consume to
the gentleman from Indiana, Dr.
BUCSHON, who is also the chairman of
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the Research and Technology Sub-
committee of the Science Committee
and the sponsor of this legislation.

Mr. BUCSHON. Thank you, Chairman
SMITH.

Mr. Speaker, I was pleased to work
on this bipartisan effort to reduce the
administrative burden placed on feder-
ally funded researchers.

Last year, in my new role as the
chairman of the Subcommittee on Re-
search and Technology, I participated
in a university tour across the State of
Indiana. This tour focused on federally
funded research in the State of Indi-
ana, and included Rose-Hulman Insti-
tute of Technology and Indiana State
University, both 1located in Terre
Haute, Indiana, and the University of
Evansville and the University of
Southern Indiana, both in Evansville,
Indiana, and the issues of concern
these higher education institutions
have surrounding federally funded re-
search.

Along with the input I received dur-
ing last year’s tour, we have also re-
ceived feedback and input at various
hearings the committee has held per-
taining to this regulatory burden.
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This legislation would establish a
working group to review Federal regu-
lations that affect these universities
and others. The working group would
be required to obtain input from stake-
holders, including federally and non-
federally funded researchers, higher
education institutions, small busi-
nesses, and scientific disciplinary soci-
eties. The bill also requires a report on
what steps are taken to carry out the
recommendations of the working
group.

I would like to thank Chairman
SMITH, Ranking Member JOHNSON, my
colleague Mr. PETERS from California,
and my colleague Mr. LIPINSKI from Il-
linois for their work on the bill. I am
hopeful this bipartisan legislation can
see movement in the Senate and that,
from there, we can help to alleviate
some of the burden placed on our re-
search universities so they can get
back to the main goal of conducting
basic science research.

Mr. LIPINSKI. Mr. Speaker, I yield
myself such time as I may consume.

I want to take this opportunity to
thank Chairman BUCSHON and Chair-
man SMITH for their work not just on
this bill but on the series of bills that
we are considering today.

The Research and Technology Sub-
committee, which Chairman BUCSHON
is chairman of and I am ranking mem-
ber of, has been very active in this Con-
gress. We had been working on the first
act, and I am very happy that, al-
though there were some disagreements
on that bill, which did pass through
committee, that, today, we are consid-
ering pieces of that bill and other legis-
lation that we have worked on, in a bi-
partisan manner, on that sub-
committee and on this committee. I
am very happy we have been able to do
that.
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There is a lot that we need to accom-
plish and that we are moving forward
on accomplishing now on the Science,
Space, and Technology Committee. I
want to thank Chairman SMITH and
Chairman BUCSHON for all of their
work, and, hopefully, that will con-
tinue as we move forward in this Con-
gress.

I urge my colleagues to pass this bill,
and I yield back the balance of my
time.

Mr. SMITH of Texas. Mr. Speaker, I
want to thank the gentleman, the
ranking member of the subcommittee,
for his very generous comments. They
are much appreciated. We have lots to
thank him for as well on this bill and
on many other bills on which he has
shown a leadership role and on which
he has contributed much to many bills
under consideration today.

Mr. Speaker, I yield back the balance
of my time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentleman from Texas (Mr. SMITH)
that the House suspend the rules and
pass the bill, H.R. 5056.

The question was taken; and (two-
thirds being in the affirmative) the
rules were suspended and the bill was
passed.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

———

INTERNATIONAL SCIENCE AND
TECHNOLOGY COOPERATION ACT
OF 2014

Mr. SMITH of Texas. Mr. Speaker, 1
move to suspend the rules and pass the
bill (H.R. 5029) to provide for the estab-
lishment of a body to identify and co-
ordinate international science and
technology cooperation that can
strengthen the domestic science and
technology enterprise and support
United States foreign policy goals.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The text of the bill is as follows:

H.R. 5029

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives of the United States of America in
Congress assembled,

SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE.

This Act may be cited as the ‘‘Inter-
national Science and Technology Coopera-
tion Act of 2014”.

SEC. 2. COORDINATION OF INTERNATIONAL
SCIENCE AND TECHNOLOGY PART-
NERSHIPS.

(a) ESTABLISHMENT.—The Director of the
Office of Science and Technology Policy
shall establish a body under the National
Science and Technology Council with the re-
sponsibility to identify and coordinate inter-
national science and technology cooperation
that can strengthen the United States
science and technology enterprise, improve
economic and national security, and support
United States foreign policy goals.

(b) NSTC BoDY LEADERSHIP.—The body es-
tablished under subsection (a) shall be co-
chaired by senior level officials from the Of-
fice of Science and Technology Policy and
the Department of State.

(c) RESPONSIBILITIES.—The body
lished under subsection (a) shall—

(1) coordinate interagency international
science and technology cooperative research

estab-
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and training activities and partnerships sup-
ported or managed by Federal agencies and
work with other National Science and Tech-
nology Council committees to help plan and
coordinate the international component of
national science and technology priorities;

(2) establish Federal priorities and policies
for aligning, as appropriate, international
science and technology cooperative research
and training activities and partnerships sup-
ported or managed by Federal agencies with
the foreign policy goals of the United States;

(3) identify opportunities for new inter-
national science and technology cooperative
research and training partnerships that ad-
vance both the science and technology and
the foreign policy priorities of the United
States;

(4) in carrying out paragraph (3), solicit
input and recommendations from non-Fed-
eral science and technology stakeholders, in-
cluding universities, scientific and profes-
sional societies, industry, and relevant orga-
nizations and institutions; and

(5) identify broad issues that influence the
ability of United States scientists and engi-
neers to collaborate with foreign counter-
parts, including barriers to collaboration and
access to scientific information.

(d) REPORT TO CONGRESS.—The Director of
the Office of Science and Technology Policy
shall transmit a report, to be updated annu-
ally, to the Committee on Science, Space,
and Technology and the Committee on For-
eign Affairs of the House of Representatives,
and to the Committee on Commerce,
Science, and Transportation and the Com-
mittee on Foreign Relations of the Senate.
The report shall also be made available to
the public on the reporting agency’s website.
The report shall contain a description of—

(1) the priorities and policies established
under subsection (¢)(2);

(2) the ongoing and new partnerships estab-
lished since the last update to the report;

(3) the means by which stakeholder input
was received, as well as summary views of
stakeholder input; and

(4) the issues influencing the ability of
United States scientists and engineers to
collaborate with foreign counterparts.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from
Texas (Mr. SMITH) and the gentleman
from Illinois (Mr. LIPINSKI) each will
control 20 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Texas.

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. SMITH of Texas. Mr. Speaker, 1
ask unanimous consent that all Mem-
bers may have 5 legislative days to re-
vise and extend their remarks and to
include extraneous material on H.R.
5029, the bill now under consideration.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Texas?

There was no objection.

Mr. SMITH of Texas. Mr. Speaker, 1
yield myself such time as I may con-
sume.

Science and technology research ad-
dresses the major challenges facing our
Nation. These include energy produc-
tion, public health, national security,
and economic development.

H.R. 5029, the International Science
and Technology Cooperation Act of
2014, will improve our collaboration ef-
forts with international partners on
scientific issues.

I thank the ranking member, Mr.
LIPINSKI of Illinois, for his initiative on
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this issue and, as I mentioned a while
ago, for his initiative on so many bills
that are being considered today.

Better collaboration with our inter-
national partners will strengthen the
U.S. scientific activities and will addi-
tionally promote the free exchange of
ideas in other nations.

While many Federal agencies are en-
gaged with international partners on
science and technology projects, there
is a need to coordinate these projects
across the Federal Government and to
identify opportunities for additional
collaborations. Interagency coordina-
tion ensures that tax dollars are used
efficiently and that U.S. priorities are
consistently addressed when working
with our international partners on
science and technology issues.

The International Science and Tech-
nology Cooperation Act directs the Na-
tional Science and Technology Council
to identify and coordinate the U.S.
interagency strategy for international
science and technology cooperation.
Further, this council will make rec-
ommendations for how to improve U.S.
engagement in science and technology
cooperation with our global partners.
This will help ensure that the U.S.
maintains its leadership in science and
technology research and discovery.

The bill strengthens U.S. science and
technology activities, improves eco-
nomic and national security, and sup-
ports U.S. foreign policy goals. For
these reasons, I urge my colleagues to
support H.R. 5029.

I reserve the balance of my time.

Mr. LIPINSKI. Mr. Speaker, I yield
myself such time as I may consume.

The U.S. has a great tradition of
using science diplomacy to strengthen
our ties with allies and to open the
door to building better relationships
across the globe. That is why I intro-
duced H.R. 5029, the International
Science and Technology Cooperation
Act of 2014.

Scientific issues know no boundaries
and deal with problems and opportuni-
ties of the highest importance to the
entire world. Improvements in such
areas as energy security, infectious dis-
eases, space exploration, telecommuni-
cations and the Internet, and many
more are due, in part, to international
cooperation—to the benefit of all na-
tions involved. By collaborating with
international partners on science, we
strengthen the U.S. scientific enter-
prise, which helps us get the best re-
turn on our research investment.

This bipartisan bill would improve
international science cooperation by
requiring the National Science and
Technology Council at the White House
to maintain a body that would identify
and coordinate U.S. interagency strat-
egy for international science and tech-
nology cooperation. Many Federal
agencies already work with inter-
national counterparts on science and
technological issues, but until re-
cently, there was no coordinating body
to identify new partnerships and to
fully leverage existing collaborations.
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While the administration is taking
steps to formulate a strategy for inter-
national science cooperation, this bill
will ensure that the process moves for-
ward with the appropriate congres-
sional oversight, which is something I
think we can all agree on.

The U.S. scientific enterprise is ad-
mired across the world. In addition to
helping our own researchers solve prob-
lems of national and global importance
more efficiently, international co-
operation helps to demonstrate the
value of the free flow of ideas, which is
the foundation of American democracy.

There is one other thing I wanted to
raise. If anyone has any questions
about the importance of collaboration
when it comes to scientific endeavors, I
certainly recommend the documentary
“Particle Fever,” which is about the
work at CERN, in Switzerland, on the
Large Hadron Collider. As a physicist
searches for the Higgs boson—it sounds
like it would be an incredibly boring
documentary to watch, but it is just
fascinating to see and to see the inter-
national cooperation that goes on as
they do this search. It is a great exam-
ple of what international collaboration
can do in the scientific enterprise.

I want to thank Chairman SMITH and
Ranking Member JOHNSON for working
with me to improve the bill we have be-
fore us and to bring it to the floor.
When this bill was considered in the
111th Congress, it passed the House
with overwhelming bipartisan support.
I am hopeful that we will pass it again
today and see action in the Senate as
well. I urge my colleagues to support
this bill.

I yield back the balance of my time.

Mr. SMITH of Texas. I yield back the
balance of my time.

Ms. JACKSON LEE. Mr. Speaker, as a
member of the Homeland Security Committee
and former member of the Science, Space,
and Technology Committee, | thank you for
the opportunity to rise and speak in support of
H.R. 5029, the “International Science and
Technology Cooperation Act of 2014.”

| would like to thank the Chairman SMITH
and Ranking EDDIE BERNICE JOHNSON of the
Science, Space, and Technology House Com-
mittee for their work in advancing scientific co-
operation around the globe that will benefit our
domestic efforts to remain competitive and
stong in a wide range of scientific fields.

The United States federal science agencies
are already effective in collaborating with inter-
national agencies and organizations on
Science and Technology (S&T), but this bill
would ensure that there is a group that coordi-
nates and looks for new opportunities to get
involved with our international partners.

International cooperation in Science and
Technology will help us answer scientific
questions, and conduct elaborate research
and development more quickly and efficiently.

According to the International Science and
Technology Strategy for the United States De-
partment of Defense, the non-U.S. component
of global research and development is more
than 60 percent of the total global investment
and is expected to continue to outpace the
U.S. contribution.

International collaboration would help us ad-
dress global challenges on a broader scale
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and would give mutual enhancement of re-
sources for both the United States and its
partners.

A few enhancements would allow access to
unique research laboratories and facilities, risk
reduction through multiple technical ap-
proaches to solve difficult technical problems,
improve the warfighting capabilities of all in-
volved, and potentially enhance interoperability
during coalition operations.

Our partnerships with Service-sponsored
international offices in the U.K., Japan, Singa-
pore, and Australia, along with our partners in
South America, Canada, New Zealand, and
the United Kingdom in the Technical Coopera-
tive Program, and the NATO Research and
Technology Organization, give us a broad
range of resources to work with across the
world.

We must continue to enhance and strength-
en our foreign relationships in S&T to broker
new research, identify mutually advantageous
opportunities, and exchange information with
potential partners regarding research interests.

The International Space Station, which was
built 16 years ago, and continues to operate
under the collaboration of several countries
around the world, is one of many portrayals
that show how international relationships can
produce profound research and discoveries.

The European Council for Nuclear Research
which conducts in-depth studies on Earth’s
fundamental matter and particles is another
prime example of how foreign collaboration is
beneficial and effective in producing elaborate
research.

The Center for Disease Control's World
Health Organization is also one of the best il-
lustrations of foreign collaboration used to ad-
vance the efforts in finding cures for diseases
and conducting vital research and studies for
global health concerns.

Mr. Speaker, | ask that my colleagues join
me in my support for H.R. 5029, and under-
stand the importance of our international rela-
tionships involving Science and Technology,
so that when successful, may lead to coopera-
tive research, development and technology
programs.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentleman from Texas (Mr. SMITH)
that the House suspend the rules and
pass the bill, H.R. 5029.

The question was taken.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. In the
opinion of the Chair, two-thirds being
in the affirmative, the ayes have it.

Mr. SMITH of Texas. Mr. Speaker, on
that I demand the yeas and nays.

The yeas and nays were ordered.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 8 of rule XX, further pro-
ceedings on this motion will be post-
poned.

————
DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA COURTS,
PUBLIC DEFENDER SERVICE,

AND COURT SERVICES AND OF-
FENDER SUPERVISION AGENCY
ACT OF 2014

Mr. GOSAR. Mr. Speaker, I move to
suspend the rules and pass the bill
(H.R. 4185) to revise certain authorities
of the District of Columbia courts, the
Court Services and Offender Super-
vision Agency for the District of Co-
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lumbia, and the Public Defender Serv-

ice for the District of Columbia, and

for other purposes.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The text of the bill is as follows:

H.R. 4185

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives of the United States of America in
Congress assembled,

SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE.

This Act may be cited as the ‘“‘District of
Columbia Courts, Public Defender Service,
and Court Services and Offender Supervision
Agency Act of 2014”°.

SEC. 2. AUTHORITIES OF DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA

COURTS.

(a) AUTHORIZATION TO COLLECT DEBTS AND
ERRONEOUS PAYMENTS FROM EMPLOYEES.—

(1) IN GENERAL.—Chapter 17 of title 11, Dis-
trict of Columbia Official Code, is amended
by adding at the end of subchapter II the fol-
lowing new section:

“§11-1733. Collection, compromise, and waiv-
er of employee debts and erroneous pay-
ments
‘‘(a) COLLECTION OF DEBTS AND ERRONEOUS

PAYMENTS MADE TO EMPLOYEES.—

‘(1) AUTHORITY TO COLLECT.—If the Execu-
tive Officer determines that an employee or
former employee of the District of Columbia
Courts is indebted to the District of Colum-
bia Courts because of an erroneous payment
made to or on behalf of the employee, or any
other debt, the Executive Officer may collect
the amount of the indebtedness in accord-
ance with this subsection.

¢(2) TIMING OF COLLECTION.—Any debt au-
thorized to be collected under this sub-
section may be collected in monthly install-
ments or at officially established regular pay
period intervals, by deduction in reasonable
amounts from the current pay of the em-
ployee.

‘“(3) SOURCE OF DEDUCTIONS.—Deductions
described in paragraph (2) may be made from
any wages, salary, compensation, remunera-
tion for services, or other authorized pay, in-
cluding but not limited to incentive pay,
back pay, and lump sum leave payments, but
not including retirement pay.

‘“(4) LIMIT ON AMOUNT.—The amount de-
ducted with respect to an employee for any
period may not exceed 20 percent of the em-
ployee’s disposable pay, except that a great-
er percentage may be deducted upon consent
of the employee involved.

¢“(6) COLLECTIONS AFTER EMPLOYMENT.—If
an employee’s employment ends before col-
lection of the amount of the employee’s in-
debtedness is completed, deductions may be
made from later non-periodic government
payments of any nature due the former em-
ployee, except retirement pay, and such de-
ductions may be made without regard to the
limit under paragraph (4).

““(b) NOTICE AND HEARING REQUIRED.—

‘(1 IN GENERAL.—Except as provided in
paragraph (3), prior to initiating any pro-
ceedings under subsection (a) to collect any
indebtedness of an individual, the Executive
Officer shall provide the individual with—

““(A) a minimum of 30 days written notice,
informing such individual of the nature and
amount of the indebtedness determined by
the District of Columbia Courts to be due,
the intention of the Courts to initiate pro-
ceedings to collect the debt through deduc-
tions from pay, and an explanation of the
rights of the individual under this section;

‘““(B) an opportunity to inspect and copy
Court records relating to the debt;

‘“(C) an opportunity to enter into a written
agreement with the Courts, under terms
agreeable to the Executive Officer, to estab-
lish a schedule for the repayment of the
debt; and
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‘(D) an opportunity for a hearing in ac-
cordance with paragraph (2) on the deter-
mination of the Courts concerning the exist-
ence or the amount of the debt, and in the
case of an individual whose repayment
schedule is established other than by a writ-
ten agreement pursuant to subparagraph (C),
concerning the terms of the repayment
schedule.

*‘(2) PROCEDURES FOR HEARINGS.—

““(A) AVAILABILITY OF HEARING UPON RE-
QUEST.—A hearing under this paragraph shall
be provided if the individual, on or before the
fifteenth day following receipt of the notice
described in paragraph (1)(A), and in accord-
ance with such procedures as the Executive
Officer may prescribe, files a petition re-
questing such a hearing.

‘“(B) BASIS FOR HEARING.—Unless the hear-
ing officer determines that the existence or
the amount of the debt turns on an issue of
credibility or veracity or cannot be resolved
by a review of the documentary evidence, the
hearing shall be on the written submissions.

‘(C) STAY OF COLLECTION PROCEEDINGS.—
The timely filing of a petition for hearing
shall stay the commencement of collection
proceedings.

‘(D) INDEPENDENT OFFICER.—A hearing
under this paragraph shall be conducted by
an independent hearing officer appointed in
accordance with regulations promulgated
under subsection (e).

‘“(E) DEADLINE FOR DECISION.—The hearing
officer shall issue a final decision regarding
the questions covered by the hearing at the
earliest practicable date, but not later than
60 days after the hearing.

‘(3) EXCEPTION.—Paragraphs (1) and (2)
shall not apply to routine intra-Courts ad-
justments of pay that are attributable to
clerical or administrative errors or delays in
processing pay documents that have oc-
curred within the 4 pay periods preceding the
adjustment and to any adjustment that
amounts to $50 or less, if at the time of such
adjustment, or as soon thereafter as prac-
tical, the individual is provided written no-
tice of the nature and the amount of the ad-
justment and a point of contact for con-
testing such adjustment.

¢“(c) COMPROMISE.—

‘(1) AUTHORITY TO COMPROMISE CLAIMS.—
The Executive Officer may—

““(A) compromise a claim to collect an in-
debtedness under this section if the amount
involved is not more than $100,000; and

‘(B) suspend or end collection action on
such a claim if it appears that no person lia-
ble on the claim has the present or prospec-
tive ability to pay a significant amount of
the claim or if the cost of collecting the
claim is likely to be more than the amount
recovered.

‘(2) EFFECT OF COMPROMISE.—A com-
promise under this subsection is final and
conclusive unless gotten by fraud, misrepre-
sentation, presenting a false claim, or mu-
tual mistake of fact.

¢“(3) NO LIABILITY OF OFFICIAL RESPONSIBLE
FOR COMPROMISE.—An accountable official is
not liable for an amount paid or for the
value of property lost or damaged if the
amount or value is not recovered because of
a compromise under this subsection.

“(d) WAIVER OF CLAIM.—

‘(1) AUTHORITY TO WAIVE CLAIMS.—Upon
application from a person liable on a claim
to collect an indebtedness under this section,
the Executive Officer may, with written jus-
tification, waive the claim if collection
would be—

““(A) against equity;

‘(B) against good conscience; and

“(C) not in the best interests of the Courts.

¢“(2) LIMITATIONS ON AUTHORITY.—The Exec-
utive Officer may not exercise the authority
under this subsection to waive a claim if—
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‘“(A) in the Executive Officer’s opinion,
there exists, in connection with the claim,
an indication of fraud, misrepresentation,
fault, or lack of good faith on the part of the
employee, former employee, or any other
person having an interest in obtaining a
waiver of the claim; or

‘“(B) the application for waiver is received
in the Executive Officer’s office after the ex-
piration of 3 years immediately following
the date on which the erroneous payment
was discovered or 3 years after the date of
the enactment of this section, whichever is
later, except if the claim involves money
owed for Federal health benefits, Federal life
insurance, or Federal retirement benefits.

¢“(3) DENIAL OF APPLICATION FOR WAIVER.—A
decision by the Executive Officer to deny an
application for a waiver under this sub-
section shall be the final administrative de-
cision of the District government.

‘“(4) REFUND OF AMOUNTS ALREADY COL-
LECTED  AGAINST CLAIM  SUBSEQUENTLY
WAIVED.—If the Courts have been reimbursed
for a claim under this section in whole or in
part, and a waiver of the claim is then grant-
ed, the employee or former employee shall be
entitled to a refund of the amount of the re-
imbursement upon application for that re-
fund, so long as the application is received
not later than 2 years after the effective date
of the waiver.

“(5) EFFECT ON ACCOUNTS OF COURTS.—In
the audit and settlement of accounts of any
accountable official, full credit shall be
given for any amounts with respect to which
collection by the Courts is waived under this
subsection.

‘“(6) VALIDITY OF PAYMENTS.—An erroneous
payment or debt, the collection of which is
waived under this subsection, is a valid pay-
ment for all purposes.

‘(7T NO EFFECT ON OTHER AUTHORITIES.—
Nothing contained in this subsection shall be
construed to affect in any way the authority
under any other statute to litigate, settle,
compromise, or waive any claim of the Dis-
trict of Columbia.

‘‘(e) REGULATIONS.—The Executive Officer’s
authority under this section shall be subject
to regulations promulgated by the Joint
Committee on Judicial Administration.”.

(2) CLERICAL AMENDMENT.—The table of
contents of chapter 17 of title 11, District of
Columbia Official Code, is amended by add-
ing at the end of the items relating to sub-
chapter II the following new item:
¢“11-1733. Collection, compromise, and waiver

of employee debts and erro-
neous payments.”’.

(3) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments
made by this subsection shall apply with re-
spect to erroneous payments made and debts
incurred before, on, or after the date of the
enactment of this Act.

(b) AUTHORIZATION TO PURCHASE UNIFORMS
FOR PERSONNEL.—Section 11-1742(b), District
of Columbia Official Code, is amended by
adding at the end the following new sen-
tence: ‘“Under the authority of the previous
sentence, the Executive Officer may pur-
chase uniforms to be worn by nonjudicial
employees of the District of Columbia Courts
whose responsibilities warrant the wearing
of uniforms, so long as the cost of furnishing
a uniform to an employee during a year does
not exceed the amount applicable for the
year under section 5901(a)(1) of title 5, United
States Code (relating to the uniform allow-
ance for employees of the Government of the
United States).”.

SEC. 3. AUTHORITIES OF COURT SERVICES AND
OFFENDER SUPERVISION AGENCY.

(a) AUTHORITY TO DEVELOP AND OPERATE
INCENTIVE PROGRAMS FOR SENTENCED OF-
FENDERS.—Section 11233(b)(2)(F') of the Na-
tional Capital Revitalization and Self-Gov-
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ernment Improvement Act of 1997 (sec. 24—
133(b)(2)(F), D.C. Official Code) is amended by
striking ‘‘sanctions’ and inserting ‘‘sanction
and incentive’’.

(b) PERMANENT AUTHORITY TO ACCEPT
GIFTS.—Section 11233(b)(3)(A) of such Act
(sec. 24-133(b)(3)(A), D.C. Official Code) is
amended to read as follows:

““(A) AUTHORITY TO ACCEPT GIFTS.—The Di-
rector may accept, solicit, and use on behalf
of the Agency any monetary or nonmonetary
gift, donation, bequest, or use of facilities,
property, or services for the purpose of aid-
ing or facilitating the work of the Agency.”.

(c) PERMANENT AUTHORITY TO ACCEPT AND
USE REIMBURSEMENTS FROM DISTRICT GOV-
ERNMENT.—Section 11233(b)(4) of such Act
(sec. 24-133(b)(4)) is amended by striking
“During fiscal years 2006 through 2008, the
Director’ and inserting ‘“The Director’.

SEC. 4. AUTHORITIES OF PUBLIC DEFENDER
SERVICE.

(a) ACCEPTANCE AND USE OF SERVICES OF
VOLUNTEERS.—Section 307(b) of such Act
(sec. 2-1607(b), D.C. Official Code) is amended
by striking ‘‘the Service may accept public
grants and private contributions made to as-
sist it” and inserting ‘‘the Service may ac-
cept and use public grants, private contribu-
tions, and voluntary and uncompensated
(gratuitous) services to assist it”’.

(b) TREATMENT OF MEMBERS OF BOARD OF
TRUSTEES AS EMPLOYEES OF SERVICE FOR
PURPOSES OF LIABILITY.—

(1) IN GENERAL.—Section 303(d) of such Act
(sec. 2-1603(d), D.C. Official Code) is amended
by striking ‘‘employees of the District of Co-

lumbia” and inserting ‘‘employees of the
Service”.
(2) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendment

made by paragraph (1) shall take effect as if
included in the enactment of the District of
Columbia Courts and Justice Technical Cor-
rections Act of 1998 (Public Law 105-274).

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from Ar-
izona (Mr. GOSAR) and the gentle-
woman from the District of Columbia
(Ms. NORTON) each will control 20 min-
utes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Arizona.

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. GOSAR. Mr. Speaker, I ask unan-
imous consent that all Members may
have 5 legislative days within which to
revise and extend their remarks and to
include extraneous material on the bill
under consideration.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Arizona?

There was no objection.

Mr. GOSAR. Mr. Speaker, I yield my-
self such time as I may consume.

This legislation, introduced by Ms.
NORTON, would provide increased flexi-
bility to the District of Columbia
courts and related entities.

Among other provisions, H.R. 4185
would allow the D.C. courts to collect
outstanding employee debts or over-
payments, and authorizes its executive
officer to purchase and provide uni-
forms for employees whose responsibil-
ities warrant wearing uniforms.

The bill authorizes the Court Serv-
ices and Offender Supervision Agency
to develop and operate incentive pro-
grams for sentenced offenders, such as
vocational and educational training,
and it allows the Public Defender Serv-
ice to accept volunteer service.



H6152

I want to thank Ms. NORTON for all of
her work on this bill, and I urge all
Members to support this.

I reserve the balance of my time.

Ms. NORTON. Mr. Speaker, I yield
myself such time as I may consume.

I rise in support of the District of Co-
lumbia Courts, Public Defender Serv-
ice, and Court Services and Offender
Supervision Agency Act of 2014, or H.R.
4185.

First, I want to thank my good
friends—the chairman of the full com-
mittee, Mr. ISSA, and our ranking
member, Mr. CUMMINGS—for their work
together with me on this bill, espe-
cially Chairman IssA for seeing to it
that this bill got to the House floor
today.

Mr. Speaker, this bill makes, really,
quite minor changes, but they are im-
portant to the District of Columbia and
to the Federal agencies involved. They
happen to be Federal agencies that
uniquely serve the District of Colum-
bia.

O 1600

I will not bore the House with all of
the elements of this bill because they
will seem quite minor to the House,
though, as I indicate, they are of some
considerable importance to the agen-
cies that are involved.

For example—and I will use examples
only—for the courts, it allows the
courts to collect debts owed to the
courts by employees, such as debts for
loss or damage to property and im-
proper credit card payments. This is
the kind of authority the court would
now have.

Where there were erroneous pay-
ments to employees, those employees
would get a hearing before any such
collection was charged to them.

The courts would have the authority
to purchase uniforms, as an example.
As you can imagine, Mr. Speaker, in
our courts, it would be important that
everyone who has the authority to
enter the courts have the same kind of
uniform, given the kinds of secure
hearings that take place here in the
District of Columbia, even more so
than in most other courts—Federal
courts of the United States.

As an example, for the Public De-
fender Service, the board of trustees
should be treated as Federal employees
or Public Defender Service employees.
They were formerly treated as District
of Columbia employees because this
used to be a District of Columbia agen-
cy.

As an example, from the Court Serv-
ices administration, which serves our
offenders who are under court super-
vision, there is an important section,
as an example, to allow CSOSA—as we
call it—to use incentives-based pro-
gramming and not alone sanctions be-
cause all of the documentation shows
that incentives, along with sanctions—
not sanctions alone—are best to get
compliance with supervision.

There are a number of others. I
thank the committee for bringing this
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bill, important to the District of Co-
lumbia, to the floor before the end of
the August recess.

I thank my good friend from Arizona
for yielding, and I yield back the bal-
ance of my time.

Ms. NORTON. Mr. Speaker, | rise in support
of the District of Columbia Courts, Public De-
fender Service, and Court Services and Of-
fender Supervision Agency Act of 2014 (H.R.
4185).

| would like to thank Chairman ISSA and
Ranking Members CUMMINGS for their work to-
gether to assist me with this bill, and Chair-
man ISSA for seeing to it that the bill would be
on the floor today. This bill makes minor
changes, but they are important, to the au-
thorities of the District of Columbia Courts
(Courts), the Public Defender Service for the
District of Columbia (PDS) and the Court
Services and Offender Supervision Agency for
the District of Columbia (CSOSA), placing
these entities in the same position as their
federal counterparts for more effective man-
agement and operation.

This bill would allow the Courts to collect
debts owed to the Courts by its employees,
such as debts from loss or damage to prop-
erty, improper credit card payments, erro-
neous payments to employees and the like.
The Courts would have to provide employees
with at least 30 days’s written notice regarding
the debt collection, and employees would
have the right to a hearing conducted by an
independent officer. The bill would also give
the Courts the authority to purchase uniforms
to ensure the safety of its building engineers,
maintenance workers and main personnel.
These service employees must regularly ac-
cess buildings run by the Courts at all hours.
The increase in the number of security inci-
dents in courthouses throughout the country
as well as the location of the Courts here in
the nation’s capital require visual security and
uniformity of staff to help ensure that unau-
thorized persons do not enter secure areas.

The bill also would allow PDS to accept and
use public grants and both voluntary and un-
compensated services, such as unpaid law
clerks and interns, as well as private contribu-
tions made to advance PDS’s work. It would
allow the members of the PDS board of trust-
ees to be treated as PDS employees instead
of District of Columbia employees for pur-
poses of liability. Under current law, due to an
apparent drafting error, the members of the
board are treated as District of Columbia em-
ployees for purposes of any action brought
against board members. PDS employees are
not District of Columbia employees. PDS has
the authority to indemnify its board. This bill
would rectify this oversight.

Finally, this bill would allow CSOSA to de-
velop and implement incentive-based pro-
gramming to accompany its current sanction
policies. Combining both sanctions and incen-
tives has proven to be more effective than
only compliance with supervision. The bill also
would authorize CSOSA to solicit, receive and
use gifts for the purpose of advancing its
work, and would require the CSOSA to keep
detailed records on its use of this gift author-
ity. It would also permit the Director to enter
into cost-reimbursement agreements with the
D.C. government for space or services pro-
vided. The D.C. government is a frequent part-
ner of CSOSA’s due to its location in D.C. and
CSOSA’s mandate to assist in the reintegra-
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tion of D.C. Code offenders into society. Giv-
ing CSOSA the authority to enter into reim-
bursable agreements with the District is nec-
essary to assist CSOSA in its daily work.

Mr. GOSAR. Mr. Speaker, I yield my-
self as much time as I may consume.

I urge all Members to join me in sup-
port of this bill, and I yield back the
balance of my time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentleman from Arizona (Mr.
GOSAR) that the House suspend the
rules and pass the bill, H.R. 4185.

The question was taken; and (two-
thirds being in the affirmative) the
rules were suspended and the bill was
passed.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

———

RICHARD K. SALICK POST OFFICE

Mr. GOSAR. Mr. Speaker, I move to
suspend the rules and pass the bill
(H.R. 451) to designate the facility of
the United States Postal Service lo-
cated at 500 North Brevard Avenue in
Cocoa Beach, Florida, as the ‘“‘Richard
K. Salick Post Office”.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The text of the bill is as follows:

H.R. 451

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of
Representatives of the United States of America
in Congress assembled,

SECTION 1. RICHARD K. SALICK POST OFFICE.

(a) DESIGNATION.—The facility of the
United States Postal Service located at 500
North Brevard Avenue in Cocoa Beach, Flor-
ida, shall be known and designated as the
“Richard K. Salick Post Office”.

(b) REFERENCES.—Any reference in a law,
map, regulation, document, paper, or other
record of the United States to the facility re-
ferred to in subsection (a) shall be deemed to
be a reference to the ‘“Richard K. Salick Post
Office”.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from Ar-
izona (Mr. GOSAR) and the gentleman
from Maryland (Mr. CUMMINGS) each
will control 20 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Arizona.

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. GOSAR. I ask unanimous consent
that all Members have 5 legislative
days within which to revise and extend
their remarks and to include extra-
neous material on the bill under con-
sideration.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Arizona?

There was no objection.

Mr. GOSAR. Mr. Speaker, I yield my-
self such time as I may consume.

Mr. Speaker, H.R. 451, introduced by
my colleague, Representative BILL
PosEY of Florida, would designate the
facility of the United States Postal
Service located at 500 North Brevard
Avenue in Cocoa Beach, Florida, as the
Richard K. Salick Post Office.

Richard Salick was a devoted and
charitable member of his community
in Cocoa Beach, Florida. Salick was an
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internationally-renowned surfer who
competed on both the U.S. and world
surfing teams in the 1960s and 1970s.

Tragically, Salick was diagnosed
with kidney disease in 1973, but he per-
severed and was able to touch the lives
of everyone who had the pleasure of
meeting him. He became a tireless ad-
vocate with the National Kidney Foun-
dation, to assist their efforts to sup-
port patients and to raise money for
their care.

Salick founded the National Kidney
Foundation Surf Festival in 1986, which
donates its proceeds to the National
Kidney Foundation.

Mr. Salick passed away at the age of
62 in 2012.

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of
my time.

Mr. CUMMINGS. Mr. Speaker, I yield
myself such time as I may consume.

Mr. Speaker, I am pleased to join my
colleagues in the consideration of H.R.
451, a bill to designate the facility of
the United States Postal Service lo-
cated at 500 North Brevard Avenue in
Cocoa Beach, Florida, as the Richard
K. Salick Post Office.

Richard Salick was born in Wisconsin
in 1949 and competed for national and
world surfing teams in the 1960s and
1970s.

At the age of 23, Richard was diag-
nosed with kidney failure. After under-
going his first kidney transplant, Rich-
ard was told that his surfing career was
over.

Less than a year after surgery, how-
ever, Richard developed an innovative
paddling technique that allowed him to
return to his passion of professional
surfing. In 2000, Richard was inducted
into the Surfing Hall of Fame as an
East Coast Legend.

Richard began dedicating his life to
helping others suffering from Kidney
disease. In 1976, just 2 years after his
initial kidney transplant, Richard and
his brother helped organize a surfing
competition in Cocoa Beach, Florida,
to benefit local dialysis centers.

That event has now become the larg-
est charitable surfing festival in the
world, raising millions of dollars to
support educational, patient services,
and organ donation programs.

Mr. Speaker, we should pass this bill
to recognize Richard Salick’s extraor-
dinary strength in the face of chronic
illness, his perseverance to excel at the
highest level in his sport, and his tire-
less dedication to improving the lives
of others fighting kidney disease.

I urge all of my colleagues to vote in
favor of this bill.

Mr. Speaker, I yield back the balance
of my time.

Mr. GOSAR. Mr. Speaker, I yield as
much time as he may consume to my
distinguished colleague from the State
of Florida (Mr. POSEY).

Mr. POSEY. I thank the gentleman
for yielding.

Mr. Speaker, I am grateful for com-
ing in contact with a lot of people dur-
ing my lifetime, and Richard Salick is
certainly one of them. In fact, I think
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so much of Rich and his selfless giving
to others, I introduced this legislation,
H.R. 451, to designate the U.S. Post Of-
fice on North Brevard Avenue in Cocoa
Beach as the Richard K. Salick Post
Office.

Rich Salick, who passed away on
July 2 of 2012, was a local hero and a
true champion to many people. Rich
was a champion surfer through much of
the late 1960s and 1970s, but he was also
a lifelong sufferer of kidney disease
and a longtime advocate of supporting
kidney transplantation and kidney dis-
ease patients.

What made Rich a champion was not
the number of trophies that he won—
which was considerable—but the bat-
tles he willingly and personally waged
on behalf of others in need.

At age 23, at the high point of his
professional surfing career, Rich fell ill
and was told by doctors that he would
die if he did not get a kidney trans-
plant. Aided by his twin brother, Phil
Salick—who was his first Kkidney
donor—Rich recovered, but was told all
physical sports were out of the ques-
tion in his future.

After a year of recovery, Rich devel-
oped a unique padding system to pro-
tect his transplanted kidney and went
on to win surfing contests and even
proudly displayed one of the trophies
in the Shands teaching hospital in
Gainesville, Florida. Rich would rou-
tinely call Kkidney patients to offer
them a message of hope and to aid
their recoveries.

His work did not stop there. Rich and
Phil began hosting small surfing events
to benefit those on dialysis. Every
year, these events grew larger and larg-
er and larger and culminated into
hugely successful annual surf festivi-
ties.

These events have raised millions of
dollars for the National Kidney Foun-
dation and are some of the largest
charitable surfing events in the world.

When I was serving in the State leg-
islature, it was not uncommon to meet
Rich Salick walking the halls of the
capitol advocating for kidney patients,
trying to find some commonsense fixes
to some of these flawed laws to help
make lives better for other people.

The National Kidney Foundation
tells us that 90,000 Americans with kid-
ney disease die each year, and approxi-
mately 100,000 Americans are waiting
for a direly-needed kidney transplant.

Every year, I join hundreds of others
in our community to participate in the
annual Cocoa Beach Kidney Walk,
known as Footprints in the Sand, to
support those who suffer from kidney
disease and to honor Rich’s commit-
ment.

Despite suffering from kidney disease
for most of his adult life, Rich proved
that others with the same condition
can truly accomplish anything they set
their minds to.

He was the first professional athlete
ever to receive a transplant and return
to his sport at a professional level. In
2000, he was inducted into the Surfing
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Hall of Fame, and in April of 2008, he
was also inducted into the Martial Arts
Hall of Fame, a man of many talents.

He received the prestigious Nancy
Katin Award in 1977 for his worldwide
humanitarian work.

I would like to thank Chairman ISSA,
Ranking Member CUMMINGS, and the
members and staff of the committee
for moving this bill to the floor to
honor a great American and a true
champion.

Mr. GOSAR. Mr. Speaker, I urge all
Members to join me in support of this
bill, and I yield back the balance of my
time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentleman from Arizona (Mr.
GOSAR) that the House suspend the
rules and pass the bill, H.R. 451.

The question was taken; and (two-
thirds being in the affirmative) the
rules were suspended and the bill was
passed.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

——————

SPECIALIST CHRISTOPHER SCOTT
POST OFFICE BUILDING

Mr. GOSAR. Mr. Speaker, I move to
suspend the rules and pass the bill
(H.R. 606) to designate the facility of
the United States Postal Service lo-
cated at 815 County Road 23 in Tyrone,
New York, as the ‘‘Specialist Chris-
topher Scott Post Office Building”’.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The text of the bill is as follows:

H.R. 606

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives of the United States of America in
Congress assembled,

SECTION 1. SPECIALIST CHRISTOPHER SCOTT
POST OFFICE BUILDING.

(a) DESIGNATION.—The facility of the
United States Postal Service located at 815
County Road 23 in Tyrone, New York, shall
be known and designated as the ‘‘Specialist
Christopher Scott Post Office Building”’.

(b) REFERENCES.—Any reference in a law,
map, regulation, document, paper, or other
record of the United States to the facility re-
ferred to in subsection (a) shall be deemed to
be a reference to the ‘‘Specialist Christopher
Scott Post Office Building”’.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from Ar-
izona (Mr. GOSAR) and the gentleman
from Maryland (Mr. CUMMINGS) each
will control 20 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Arizona.

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. GOSAR. Mr. Speaker, I ask unan-
imous consent that all Members may
have 5 legislative days within which to
revise and extend their remarks and to
include extraneous materials on the
bill under consideration.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Arizona?

There was no objection.

Mr. GOSAR. Mr. Speaker, I yield my-
self such time as I may consume.

Mr. Speaker, H.R. 606, introduced by
Representative ToM REED of New York,
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would designate the facility of the
United States Postal Service located at
815 County Road 23 in Tyrone, New
York, as the Specialist Christopher
Scott Post Office.

Army Specialist Christopher Scott
was from Dundee, New York, and was
proud to serve his country as a mili-
tary police officer in Afghanistan.
While in Afghanistan, Scott made the
ultimate sacrifice for his country.

On September 3, 2011, he was killed in
Kandahar province during an insurgent
attack. Scott is survived by his par-
ents, brothers, grandparents, and his
fiancee.

At the time of his death, Scott had
been scheduled to return home in 12
days to be married to his fiancee, Tory
L. Oden. Specialist Christopher Scott
was just 21 years old.

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of
my time.

Mr. CUMMINGS. Mr. Speaker, I yield
myself such time as I may consume.

Mr. Speaker, I rise in support of H.R.
606, a bill to designate the facility of
the United States Postal Service lo-
cated at 815 County Road 23 in Tyrone,
New York, as the Specialist Chris-
topher Scott Post Office.

Christopher Scott was raised in Dun-
dee, New York, and graduated from
Dundee Central School in 2009. Chris-
topher excelled in both the classroom
and athletics as a member of the foot-
ball, track, and cheerleading teams.
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Christopher enlisted in the United
States Army in July 2009, where he
served as a military policeman. Spe-
cialist Scott was assigned to the 561st
Military Police Company, 716th MP
Battalion. Specialist Scott was at-
tached to the 1st Squadron, 10th Cav-
alry Regimen, 2nd Brigade Combat
Team, Fourth Infantry Division upon
his deployment to Afghanistan in 2011.

Just 2 months into his first tour
overseas and 12 days before returning
home to get married, Specialist Scott
was tragically killed while conducting
a dismounted patrol with Afghan uni-
formed police partners in Kandahar
City. Specialist Scott was post-
humously awarded the Bronze Star,
Purple Heart, National Service Ribbon,
and Combat Action Badge for his hon-
orable service.

Mr. Speaker, we should pass this bill
to recognize the valor of Specialist
Christopher Scott and the extraor-
dinary sacrifices made by him and his
family. I urge all Members of the Con-
gress to vote in favor of this legisla-
tion.

With that, I yield back the balance of
my time.

Mr. GOSAR. Mr. Speaker, I yield
such time as he may consume to the
distinguished gentleman from the
State of New York (Mr. REED).

Mr. REED. I thank the gentleman
from Arizona for yielding, as well as
my colleague from Maryland for his
support.

Mr. Speaker, I rise today in support
of my bill, H.R. 606, to rename the post
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office at 815 County Road 23 in Tyrone,
New York, after Specialist Christopher
Scott.

Mr. Speaker, Specialist Scott gave
the ultimate sacrifice for our country
on September 3, 2011, at the young age
of 21 years old, and I am honored to
recognize him here today.

A 2009 graduate of Dundee Central
Schools, Christopher was an engaged
student who was active on both his
school’s football and track teams. In
addition, he was the only male cheer-
leader on the varsity squad. Outside of
school, Chris was skilled in martial
arts and was an avid member of the
Spencer Van Etten Coon Hunting Club.

It was Specialist Scott’s dream to
serve his country as a military police-
man, and he enlisted shortly after
graduating from Dundee. He was as-
signed to the 716th Military Police Bat-
talion, 101st Sustainment Brigade,
101st Airborne Division, Air Assault,
stationed at Fort Campbell, Kentucky,
and he was ultimately deployed in July
of 2011. His fellow soldiers commended
him on his leadership and constant pro-
fessionalism.

Tragically, Mr. Speaker, he was
killed September 3, 2011, while on pa-
trol in Afghanistan, just 2 weeks before
he was to return home to be married.
The news devastated his tight-knit
community of 1,500 people.

His service and heroism earned him
numerous awards and decorations,
which include the Bronze Star Medal
for Valor, the National Defense Service
Medal, the Global War on Terrorism
Service Medal, Army Good Conduct
Medal, the NATO Medal, and Combat
Action Badge.

Specialist Scott personified patriot-
ism, giving the ultimate sacrifice for
our Nation. The least we can do is to
pay tribute to his bravery and dedica-
tion by naming the Tyrone Post Office
in his honor to help preserve his legacy
as one of New York’s true heroes for
generations to come.

I urge all my colleagues to support
this legislation.

Mr. GOSAR. Mr. Speaker, I urge all
Members to support the passage of H.R.
606 and yield back the balance of my
time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentleman from Arizona (Mr.
GOSAR) that the House suspend the
rules and pass the bill, H.R. 606.

The question was taken; and (two-
thirds being in the affirmative) the
rules were suspended and the bill was
passed.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

———

ELIZABETH L. KINNUNEN POST
OFFICE BUILDING

Mr. GOSAR. Mr. Speaker, I move to
suspend the rules and pass the bill
(H.R. 2223) to designate the facility of
the United States Postal Service lo-
cated at 220 EIm Avenue in Munising,
Michigan, as the ‘‘Elizabeth L.
Kinnunen Post Office Building”’.
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The Clerk read the title of the bill.
The text of the bill is as follows:
H.R. 2223
Be it enacted by the Senate and House of
Representatives of the United States of America
in Congress assembled,

SECTION 1. ELIZABETH L. KINNUNEN POST OF-
FICE BUILDING.

(a) DESIGNATION.—The facility of the
United States Postal Service located at 220
Elm Avenue in Munising, Michigan, shall be
known and designated as the ‘‘Elizabeth L.
Kinnunen Post Office Building”’.

(b) REFERENCES.—Any reference in a law,
map, regulation, document, paper, or other
record of the United States to the facility re-
ferred to in subsection (a) shall be deemed to
be a reference to the ‘‘Elizabeth L. Kinnunen
Post Office Building’’.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from Ar-
izona (Mr. GOSAR) and the gentleman
from Maryland (Mr. CUMMINGS) each
will control 20 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Arizona.

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. GOSAR. Mr. Speaker, I ask unan-
imous consent that all Members may
have 5 legislative days within which to
revise and extend their remarks and to
include extraneous material on the bill
under consideration.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Arizona?

There was no objection.

Mr. GOSAR. I yield myself such time
as I may consume.

Mr. Speaker, H.R. 2223, introduced by
my colleague Representative DAN
BENISHEK of Michigan, would designate
the facility of the United States Postal
Service located at 220 Elm Avenue in
Munising, Michigan, as the Elizabeth
L. Kinnunen Post Office.

Elizabeth Kinnunen emigrated from
Finland to the United States in 1903.
She operated a boarding house in Mar-
quette, Michigan, with her husband
and had 11 children.

During her life, Mrs. Kinnunen en-
dured a devastating and unfathomable
loss: two of her sons died while in serv-
ice to our country. Her son Eiso was
killed at the Battle of the Bulge in
1945, and her son Raymond was killed
in Korea in 1952.

Mrs. Kinnunen passed away in 1974.
Mrs. Kinnunen’s sacrifice and the sac-
rifice of thousands of others just like
her and their continued perseverance
illustrate the courage and indomi-
tability of the American spirit.

I reserve the balance of my time.

Mr. CUMMINGS. Mr. Speaker, I yield
myself such time as I may consume.

Mr. Speaker, I am very pleased to
join my colleagues in the consideration
of H.R. 2223, a bill to designate the fa-
cility of the United States Postal Serv-
ice located at 220 Elm Avenue in
Munising, Michigan, as the Elizabeth
L. Kinnunen Post Office Building.

Elizabeth Kinnunen came to the
United States from Finland in 1903
with hopes of a better life. After
marrying Oscar Kinnunen in 1909, Eliz-
abeth worked alongside her husband to
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run a boarding home for timber and
mining workers in Marquette, Michi-
gan. Eventually, Elizabeth, Oscar, and
their 11 children moved to Munising,
Michigan, where they continued to
work tirelessly so that each of their
children could achieve the American
Dream.

Ms. Kinnunen made many sacrifices
on behalf of her children, and two of
her beloved sons made the ultimate
sacrifice on behalf of our great coun-
try. Eiso Kinnunen was Killed in action
in the Battle of the Bulge in 1945; and
shortly thereafter, in 1952, Ms.
Kinnunen became a two Gold Star
Mother, when Raymond Kinnunen lost
his life in the Korean war.

It is difficult to fathom, Mr. Speaker,
the devastating losses Ms. Kinnunen
endured, but we can honor her hard
work, her dedication, and her sacrifices
by naming this post office in her honor.

With that, Mr. Speaker, I urge all of
my colleagues to vote in favor of this
legislation, and I yield back the bal-
ance of my time.

Mr. GOSAR. Mr. Speaker, I yield as
much time as he may consume to the
distinguished gentleman from the
State of Michigan (Mr. BENISHEK).

Mr. BENISHEK. Mr. Speaker, I thank
my colleagues from Maryland and Ari-
zona for bringing this bill to the floor.

I rise today in support of H.R. 2223, a
bill to name the post office building in
Munising, Michigan, after the late Mrs.
Elizabeth Kinnunen.

Born in 1893, the former Elizabeth
Lempi Paasto immigrated to our coun-
try from Finland in 1903. She came,
like many in northern Michigan and
throughout our great land, for freedom
and opportunity and for a chance at
the American Dream. She married
Oscar Kinnunen in 1909. Together, they
had 11 children.

To provide for their family, Mr. and
Mrs. Kinnunen operated a boarding
house in Marquette, Michigan. They
provided lodging to timber and mining
workers in Marquette County. Eventu-
ally, they moved to Munising, Michi-
gan, where Oscar worked for the paper
company and Elizabeth worked as a
local cook. Mrs. Kinnunen continued to
work to support her family after Oscar
died in 1952 and was a faithful member
of the Messiah Lutheran Church in
Munising.

Mrs. Kinnunen’s life was, unfortu-
nately, marked by tragedy in two great
wars that defined this country. Two of
her sons, Eiso and Raymond, were
killed overseas defending the American
people and our freedom. Eiso was killed
in action during the Battle of the
Bulge in 1945, and Raymond lost his life
in Korea in 1952. We will never know
the devastating grief their family must
have suffered after such an enormous
loss. We will also never be able to fath-
om the somber dignity Mrs. Kinnunen
must have felt, in the words of Presi-
dent Lincoln, ‘“‘to have laid so costly a
sacrifice upon the altar of freedom.”

Mrs. Kinnunen died on April 5, 1974,
at the age of 81. While Mrs. Kinnunen
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is not a household name, her hard work
to provide for her family and the ter-
rible sacrifices she and her family en-
dured, much like many throughout our
country, form an important part of our
history. Naming this post office in her
honor is a thoughtful and lasting way
for the community of Munising to cele-
brate her life and accomplishments.

The City of Munising, the Alger
County Board of Commissioners, and
the American Legion Post 131 in
Munising have worked for years to
honor Mrs. Kinnunen by renaming this
post office in her name. It is my honor
to represent the citizens of northern
Michigan today who have worked so
hard to recognize the sacrifices Mrs.
Kinnunen made for love of family and
country.

I urge my colleagues to support this
legislation.

Mr. GOSAR. Mr. Speaker, I urge all
Members to support the passage of H.R.
2223, and I yield back the balance of my
time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentleman from Arizona (Mr.
GOSAR) that the House suspend the
rules and pass the bill, H.R. 2223.

The question was taken; and (two-
thirds being in the affirmative) the
rules were suspended and the bill was
passed.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

———

OFFICER JAMES BONNEAU
MEMORIAL POST OFFICE

Mr. GOSAR. Mr. Speaker, I move to
suspend the rules and pass the bill
(H.R. 35634) to designate the facility of
the United States Postal Service lo-
cated at 113 West Michigan Avenue in
Jackson, Michigan, as the ‘‘Officer
James Bonneau Memorial Post Office’’.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The text of the bill is as follows:

H.R. 3534

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of
Representatives of the United States of America
in Congress assembled,

SECTION 1. OFFICER JAMES BONNEAU MEMO-
RIAL POST OFFICE.

(a) DESIGNATION.—The facility of the
United States Postal Service located at 113
West Michigan Avenue in Jackson, Michi-
gan, shall be known and designated as the
“Officer James Bonneau Memorial Post Of-
fice”.

(b) REFERENCES.—Any reference in a law,
map, regulation, document, paper, or other
record of the United States to the facility re-
ferred to in subsection (a) shall be deemed to
be a reference to the ““‘Officer James Bonneau
Memorial Post Office’.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from Ar-
izona (Mr. GOSAR) and the gentleman
from Maryland (Mr. CUMMINGS) each
will control 20 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Arizona.

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. GOSAR. Mr. Speaker, I ask unan-
imous consent that all Members have 5
legislative days within which to revise
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and extend their remarks and to in-
clude extraneous materials on the bill
under consideration.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Arizona?

There was no objection.

Mr. GOSAR. I yield myself such time
as I may consume.

Mr. Speaker, H.R. 3534, introduced by
my colleague, Representative TIM
WALBERG of Michigan, will designate
the facility of the United States Postal
Service located at 113 West Michigan
Avenue in Jackson, Michigan, as the
Officer James Bonneau Memorial Post
Office.

Police Officer James Bonneau served
in the Jackson Police Department in
Michigan. While he was responding to a
domestic disturbance call, he was shot
and killed on March 9, 2010. A veteran
with 2 years on the police force, he was
loved and respected by his community.
Officer Bonneau was 26 years old when
he died doing his duty for his commu-
nity and his country.

I reserve the balance of my time.

Mr. CUMMINGS. Mr. Speaker, I yield
myself such time as I may consume.

I am very pleased to join my col-
leagues in the consideration of H.R.
35634, a bill to designate the facility of
the United States Postal Service lo-
cated at 113 West Michigan Avenue in
Jackson, Michigan, as the Officer
James Bonneau Memorial Post Office.

James Bonneau was a native of Can-
ton, Michigan. He graduated with a de-
gree in criminal justice from Eastern
Michigan University in 2006. James
graduated at the top of his class from
Lansing Community College’s Mid-
Michigan Police Academy and subse-
quently joined the Jackson Police De-
partment.

On March 9, 2010, Officer Bonneau
was following up on a domestic disturb-
ance call when he was tragically shot
and killed.

Bonneau is survived by his parents,
Marc and Amy Bonneau, as well as his
fiancee, Rachael Maloney.

Passing this bill will help recognize
Officer Bonneau’s police service as well
as his dedication and commitment to
his family, the police department, and
his community. I urge all of my col-
leagues to vote in favor of this legisla-
tion.

With that, I yield back the balance of
my time.

Mr. GOSAR. Mr. Speaker, I yield as
much time as he may consume to the
distinguished gentleman from the
State of Michigan (Mr. WALBERG).

Mr. WALBERG. Mr. Speaker, I thank
my colleagues from Arizona and Mary-
land for their support in bringing this
forward.

It is with a heavy heart that I rise
today in support of H.R. 3534, legisla-
tion I introduced to designate the post-
al facility located at 113 West Michigan
Avenue in Jackson, Michigan, as the
Officer James Bonneau Memorial Post
Office.

Just after midnight on March 9, 2010,
Officer James Bonneau was Kkilled in
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the line of duty as he and a fellow pub-
lic safety officer responded to a domes-
tic disturbance complaint. Although he
later succumbed to his wounds, Officer
Bonneau was able to call for help and
relay information about the scene that
saved the life of his fellow public safety
officer who had also been shot, who I
have met and talked to and who appre-
ciates his colleague so much for saving
his life.

In recognition of his exceptional acts
of bravery, Officer Bonneau was award-
ed the Law Enforcement Congressional
Badge of Bravery in 2011.

O 1630

Four years after his passing, he re-
mains in the hearts and minds of the
Jackson community.

The Officer James Bonneau Memorial
Scholarship fund was named in his
honor and helps local students who are
pursuing a degree in criminal justice.

A graduate of Eastern Michigan Uni-
versity with a degree in criminal jus-
tice, Bonneau went on to graduate
from Lansing Community College’s
Mid-Michigan Police Academy at the
top of his class academically before
joining the Jackson police force.

Being an officer was a job he always
wanted to do since he was a kid, ac-
cording to Officer Bonneau’s parents.
To those who knew him best, he was
described as loyal, genuine, and good-
hearted.

In passing this legislation today, we
take a small step forward in memori-
alizing his sacrifice and ensurig that
future generations remember the her-
oism of Officer Bonneau. To his mother
and father, Amy and Marc Bonneau,
and the rest of his family, we offer our
sincere gratitude and condolences.

And to his fellow officers at the
Jackson Police Department, we thank
you, as well, for continuing to put your
lives on the line each day as you pro-
tect our communities.

As Officer Bonneau’s father put it:

It is hard to say, but at least he died loving
what he did. That was his dream. That was
what he lived for.

Officer James David Bonneau gave
his life in service to the Jackson com-
munity. We acknowledge his ultimate
sacrifice, and we will never forget what
he lived for—duty over self.

Mr. GOSAR. Mr. Speaker, I urge all
Members to support the passage of H.R.
35634, and I yield back the balance of my
time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentleman from Arizona (Mr.
GOSAR) that the House suspend the
rules and pass the bill, H.R. 3534.

The question was taken; and (two-
thirds being in the affirmative) the
rules were suspended and the bill was
passed.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

HAROLD GEORGE BENNETT POST
OFFICE

Mr. GOSAR. Mr. Speaker, I move to
suspend the rules and pass the bill
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(H.R. 4355) to designate the facility of
the United States Postal Service lo-
cated at 201 B Street in Perryville, Ar-
kansas, as the ‘“‘Harold George Bennett
Post Office”.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The text of the bill is as follows:

H.R. 4355

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of
Representatives of the United States of America
in Congress assembled,
SECTION 1. HAROLD GEORGE BENNETT POST OF-

FIC

(a) DESIGNATION.—The facility of the
United States Postal Service located at 201 B
Street in Perryville, Arkansas, shall be
known and designated as the ‘‘Harold George
Bennett Post Office”.

(b) REFERENCES.—AnNy reference in a law,
map, regulation, document, paper, or other
record of the United States to the facility re-
ferred to in subsection (a) shall be deemed to
be a reference to the ‘‘Harold George Bennett
Post Office”.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from Ar-
izona (Mr. GOSAR) and the gentleman
from Maryland (Mr. CUMMINGS) each
will control 20 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Arizona.

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. GOSAR. Mr. Speaker, I ask unan-
imous consent that all Members may
have 5 legislative days within which to
revise and extend their remarks and to
include extraneous material on the bill
under consideration.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Arizona?

There was no objection.

Mr. GOSAR. Mr. Speaker, I yield my-
self as much time as I may consume.

Mr. Speaker, H.R. 4355, introduced by
Representative TIM GRIFFIN of Arkan-
sas, would designate the facility of the
United States Postal Service located at
201 B Street in Perryville, Arkansas, as
the Harold George Bennett Post Office.

Harold George Bennett was born in
Thornburg, Arkansas, in 1940 and
joined the Army in 1957 at the begin-
ning of the Vietnam war. He continued
his service when he volunteered to
serve in South Vietnam as a Special
Forces adviser. In late 1964, he was cap-
tured after a fierce firefight. After his
capture, Bennett was a prisoner of war
for 179 days. He was executed by the
Viet Cong on June 25, 1965, after injur-
ing an enemy soldier after his third es-
cape attempt. Bennett was 24 years old
when he died, and he was the first
American POW murdered in Vietnam.
His remains have never been returned
to the United States, but his bravery
and perseverance will be remembered.

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of
my time.

Mr. CUMMINGS. Mr. Speaker, I yield
myself such time as I may consume.

Mr. Speaker, I am very pleased to
join my colleagues in the consideration
of H.R. 4355, a bill to designate the fa-
cility of the United States Postal Serv-
ice located at 201 B Street in Perry-
ville, Arkansas, as the Harold George
Bennett Post Office.
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Harold Bennett was born on October
16, 1940, in Perryville, Arkansas. Ben-
nett and his brothers served in the
United States Army. Sergeant George
Bennett was trained as an airborne in-
fantryman and served with the 82nd
and 101st Airborne Divisions.

While serving as an infantry adviser
to South Vietnam’s Army on December
29, 1964, he was airlifted to a village
that had been overrun by the Viet
Cong. Upon landing, Sergeant Ben-
nett’s unit was confronted by enemy
forces, and Sergeant Bennett and his
radio operator were captured. Sergeant
Bennett was the first American pris-
oner of war to be executed by the Viet
Cong.

As a prisoner of war, Sergeant Ben-
nett displayed remarkable courage, re-
sistance, and devotion to his country.
He was reportedly executed for injuring
one of his captors during one of his
three escape attempts. Sergeant Ben-
nett was posthumously awarded the
Silver Star.

Mr. Speaker, we would urge all Mem-
bers of the Congress to vote in favor of
this legislation, and, with that, I yield
back the balance of my time.

Mr. GOSAR. Mr. Speaker, I yield as
much time as he may consume to the
gentleman from Arkansas (Mr. GRIF-
FIN), my distinguished colleague.

Mr. GRIFFIN of Arkansas. Mr.
Speaker, I rise today in support of my
bill, H.R. 4355, to designate the U.S.
Post Office located at 201 B Street in
Perryville, Arkansas, as the ‘‘Harold
George Bennett Post Office.”

Staff Sergeant Harold George Ben-
nett is one of Arkansas’ finest sons,
and he dedicated his life to serving our
country. Sergeant Bennett was born on
October 16, 1940, in Thornburg, Arkan-
sas, a small town near the outskirts of
the Ouachita National Forest. A grad-
uate of Perryville High School, he en-
listed in the U.S. Army in 1957.

Sergeant Bennett served as an air-
borne infantryman with the 82nd and
101st Airborne Divisions, where he
earned his Master Parachute Wings and
Expert Infantry Badge. He completed
Special Forces training in 1963, and in
1964, volunteered to serve in South
Vietnam as a Special Forces adviser
with the Military Assistance Com-
mand.

On December 29, 1964, his unit was
airlifted to a small village after it had
been overrun by a division of Viet
Cong. Immediately upon landing, Ser-
geant Bennett’s unit was confronted by
a well dug-in regiment of enemy forces,
and despite fighting furiously and cou-
rageously throughout the afternoon,
his unit was overrun. Concerned for the
safety of his fellow servicemembers, he
twice directed American helicopter pi-
lots attempting to rescue him to stand
down, and was captured by the Viet
Cong.

Sergeant Bennett spent 179 days as a
POW and attempted to escape three
times. During his last attempt, he in-
jured an enemy soldier, and his captors
executed him on June 25, 1965. As a
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prisoner of war, the only thing more
remarkable than the courageous resist-
ance he displayed throughout his cap-
tivity was his steadfast devotion to
duty, honor, and country. His faith in
God and the trust of his fellow pris-
oners was unshakeable. Only 24 years
old, Sergeant Bennett was the first
American POW Kkilled in Vietnam, and,
like many other U.S. servicemen who
lost their lives there, his remains have
never been returned home.

Nearly four decades later, in 2004,
Sergeant Bennett was inducted into
the Ranger Hall of Fame at Fort
Benning. In 2006, his family was pre-
sented with his Combat Infantryman’s
Badge, National Defense Service
Medal, Vietnam Service Medal, Pris-
oner of War Medal, Army Good Con-
duct Medal, and Purple Heart. And in
2010, Sergeant Bennett’s family was
presented with his Silver Star.

Mr. Speaker, Sergeant Bennett was a
selfless young man who answered his
Nation’s call to service and placed duty
and honor above all else. Although he
may no longer be with us, the example
and selflessness of this brave young Ar-
kansan will forever live on in our
hearts. While a grateful nation could
never adequately express its indebted-
ness to men like Staff Sergeant Harold
George Bennett, it should take every
opportunity to honor them and their
families for the sacrifice they have
paid on our behalf.

Mr. GOSAR. Mr. Speaker, I urge all
Members to support the passage of H.R.
4355, and I yield back the balance of my
time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentleman from Arizona (Mr.
GOSAR) that the House suspend the
rules and pass the bill, H.R. 4355.

The question was taken; and (two-
thirds being in the affirmative) the
rules were suspended and the bill was
passed.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

——————

FOUNTAIN COUNTY VETERANS
MEMORIAL POST OFFICE

Mr. GOSAR. Mr. Speaker, I move to
suspend the rules and pass the bill
(H.R. 2802) to designate the facility of
the United States Postal Service lo-
cated at 418 Liberty Street in Cov-
ington, Indiana, as the ‘“Fountain
County Veterans Memorial Post Of-
fice”.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The text of the bill is as follows:

H.R. 2802

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of
Representatives of the United States of America
in Congress assembled,

SECTION 1. FOUNTAIN COUNTY VETERANS ME-
MORIAL POST OFFICE.

(a) DESIGNATION.—The facility of the
United States Postal Service located at 418
Liberty Street in Covington, Indiana, shall
be known and designated as the ‘‘Fountain
County Veterans Memorial Post Office’’.

(b) REFERENCES.—Any reference in a law,
map, regulation, document, paper, or other
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record of the United States to the facility re-
ferred to in subsection (a) shall be deemed to
be a reference to the ‘“‘Fountain County Vet-
erans Memorial Post Office’.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from Ar-
izona (Mr. GOSAR) and the gentleman
from Maryland (Mr. CUMMINGS) each
will control 20 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Arizona.

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. GOSAR. Mr. Speaker, I ask unan-
imous consent that all Members may
have 5 legislative days within which to
revise and extend their remarks and in-
clude extraneous material on the bill
under consideration.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Arizona?

There was no objection.

Mr. GOSAR. Mr. Speaker, I yield my-
self as much time as I may consume.

Mr. Speaker, H.R. 2802, introduced by
Representative ToDD ROKITA of Indi-
ana, would designate the facility of the
United States Postal Service located at
418 Liberty Street in Covington, Indi-
ana, as the Fountain County Veterans
Memorial Post Office.

America as a nation is indebted to
those who have risked their lives to
preserve the freedoms that each of us
holds so dearly. This post office dedica-
tion in the county seat of Covington
will remind the citizens of Fountain
Valley of sacrifices made by its men
and women in service of their country.
Additionally, naming the post office
after the Fountain County veterans
honors the families and loved ones who
made the unimaginable sacrifice of
parting with, and for those still wor-
rying about, cherished loved ones serv-
ing overseas.

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of
my time.

Mr. CUMMINGS. Mr. Speaker, I yield
myself such time as I may consume.

Mr. Speaker, I am pleased to join my
colleagues in supporting H.R. 2802, a
bill to designate the facility of the
United States Postal Service located at
418 Liberty Street in Covington, Indi-
ana, as the Fountain County Veterans
Memorial Post Office.

The legislation before us honors the
brave men and women from Fountain
County, Indiana, who have served in
our Armed Forces. These servicemem-
bers have put this country before
themselves by dedicating their lives to
defending the freedoms we as Ameri-
cans hold so dear. Their sacrifices
should never be taken for granted, nor
should they ever be forgotten.

Mr. Speaker, I urge all of my col-
leagues to vote in favor of this legisla-
tion, and, with that, I yield back the
balance of my time.

Mr. GOSAR. Mr. Speaker, I yield as
many minutes as he may consume to
the gentleman from Indiana (Mr.
ROKITA), a distinguished colleague.

Mr. ROKITA. Well, I thank, first of
all, the gentleman from Arizona for
yielding his time and for his leadership
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here in the House of Representatives,
especially this evening with the good
work that he is managing here on the
floor. I know, being his friend, that it
is a labor of love for him as it is for al-
most all of us, and so I just want to,
here, on the record, thank him for his
continued service in the House.

I also want to thank the ranking
member for his willingness in address-
ing and considering this legislation. It
is important to the people of Indiana,
and I am grateful for his leadership as
well.

Mr. Speaker, I rise today in support
of this legislation that I was honored
to introduce and support in memory of
the fallen soldiers of Fountain County,
Indiana.

Lance Corporal Josh Witsman was a
marine from Covington, Indiana, and
was so very proud to have been born in
the United States, and especially Indi-
ana, which he often referred to as
“God’s country.”

Lance Corporal Witsman firmly be-
lieved in the freedoms enshrined in our
founding documents that have helped
define our American exceptionalism.
He felt humbled by, honored to, and re-
sponsible for fighting to uphold those
very freedoms and standards which we
talk about so often here on the House
floor, and that Americans talk about
throughout the country. He was not
only humbled to serve his country, but
he was humbled to serve next to his fel-
low military brothers, whom he would
often boast to about how great Indiana
was.

And, Mr. Speaker, he loved his fam-
ily. He would often call his mother at
home and sing the song, ‘“‘Paint Me a
Birmingham,” only to swap in his
hometown of Covington for Bir-
mingham. He couldn’t wait to return
home to Indiana to be with all of them.

Sadly, Mr. Speaker, that day never
came. You see, Lance Corporal Josh
Witsman died in the line of duty during
his second tour of duty in Afghanistan
while serving with Weapons Company
2nd Battalion, 5th Marines, on May 30,
2012. He was just 23.
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Josh’s service and sacrifice were the
inspiration for this bill, and it started
with an idea from one of Josh’s close
friends. That friend, Noah Townsend,
was in the supermarket one day, and
he overheard a young Hoosier ask her
parents who Josh Witsman was.

The child’s parents explained that
Josh was a soldier who had given his
life for her freedom. Noah knew he had
to find a way to make sure Josh’s
memory and his sacrifice would be re-
membered in his hometown of Cov-
ington.

Noah racked his brain for a few days
trying to think what would be a fitting
memorial for Josh and his service.
Later that week, Noah would be driv-
ing down Liberty Street, and as he
drove past the post office, it hit him—
Congress renames post offices for indi-
viduals who have made some contribu-
tion to their city, State, or country,
undoubtedly all deserved.
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Certainly, Josh’s sacrifice and that of
his family is worthy of recognition in
any number of ways, including naming
a post office in the city he called home,
but recognition of his own work wasn’t
Josh’s way.

Before Noah Townsend came to me
with this idea, he talked with Josh’s
parents. Josh’s mother, Kayla
Witsman, was thankful for the gesture,
but she could hear her son saying:
Mom, it is not just about me.

This young man, who gave his life for
his country, and his mother’s interpre-
tation of what his wishes would have
been is correct. There are so many he-
roes that have given their lives for this
country worthy of a similar recogni-
tion.

In Fountain County, there have been
nearly 50 families who have lost some-
one in service to their country. Let me
assure you, Fountain County is not a
large population center in Indiana. As
wonderful and as welcoming as it is,
full of great Hoosiers, it is a farming
community. It is not big, except in ge-
ography, and 50 families from that
community had some die serving their
country.

That is why this legislation does not
mention Josh Witsman’s name. I am
proposing that we rename this post of-
fice on behalf of not only the Witsman
family, but all of the nearly 50 families
in Fountain County who have Ilost
loved ones in service to our Nation.

It is my hope, Mr. Speaker, that this
will serve as an everlasting tribute to
the sacrifices of these soldiers and
their families.

In closing, I would also like to thank
the entire Indiana House delegation for
their support of this legislation as well.
On behalf of Josh Witsman’s family
and all those who have sacrificed, I
urge my colleagues to support this bill.

Mr. GOSAR. Mr. Speaker, I urge all
Members to vote for this legislation.

I yield back the balance of my time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentleman from Arizona (Mr.
GOSAR) that the House suspend the
rules and pass the bill, H.R. 2802.

The question was taken; and (two-
thirds being in the affirmative) the
rules were suspended and the bill was
passed.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

———

BARRY M. GOLDWATER POST
OFFICE

Mr. GOSAR. Mr. Speaker, I move to
suspend the rules and pass the bill
(H.R. 3027) to designate the facility of
the United States Postal Service lo-
cated at 442 Miller Valley Road in Pres-
cott, Arizona, as the ‘‘Barry M. Gold-
water Post Office’’.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The text of the bill is as follows:

H.R. 3027

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of
Representatives of the United States of America
in Congress assembled,
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SECTION 1. BARRY M. GOLDWATER POST OFFICE.

(a) DESIGNATION.—The facility of the
United States Postal Service located at 442
Miller Valley Road in Prescott, Arizona,
shall be known and designated as the ‘‘Barry
M. Goldwater Post Office”’.

(b) REFERENCES.—Any reference in a law,
map, regulation, document, paper, or other
record of the United States to the facility re-
ferred to in subsection (a) shall be deemed to
be a reference to the ‘“‘Barry M. Goldwater
Post Office™.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from Ar-
izona (Mr. GOSAR) and the gentleman
from Maryland (Mr. CUMMINGS) each
will control 20 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Arizona.

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. GOSAR. Mr. Speaker, I ask unan-
imous consent that all Members may
have 5 legislative days in which to re-
vise and extend their remarks and in-
clude extraneous materials on the bill
under consideration.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Arizona?

There was no objection.

Mr. GOSAR. Mr. Speaker, I yield my-
self such time as I may consume.

I rise today as the House considers a
piece of legislation I introduced, H.R.
3027, which would rename the postal fa-
cility at 442 Miller Valley Road in
Prescott, Arizona, as the Barry M.
Goldwater Post Office.

As we know, Barry Goldwater was a
businessman turned statesman who
served five terms in the United States
Senate and was the Republican nomi-
nee for the Presidency in 1964.

He served Arizona and our Nation
with honor and integrity for decades.
Leading up to the 1964 Presidential
election, he earned the moniker ‘Mr.
Conservative’ for being so influential
in the revival of political conserv-
atism. After the 1964 election, he re-
turned to the Senate.

Because of his experience as a senior
officer in the Army Air Force Reserve,
he took particular interest in national
security issues, serving as the chair-
man of the Senate Select Committee
on Intelligence from 1981 to 1985 and
then serving as chair of the Senate
Armed Services Committee from 1985
to 1987.

He was instrumental in crafting the
Goldwater-Nichols Act of 1986, which
was the mechanism which brought
about one of the most important De-
fense Department restructurings in
U.S. history.

To honor Barry Goldwater’s service
to this Nation, I have sponsored this
legislation which the House is consid-
ering today. The entire Arizona delega-
tion, both Republicans and Democrats,
are cosponsors of the bill, and for that,
I thank each one of them.

It would be a fitting tribute to an
honorable Arizonan, one who served
this Nation in so many ways. I thank
each of my colleagues for their sup-
port.

I reserve the balance of my time.
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Mr. CUMMINGS. Mr. Speaker, I yield
myself such time as I may consume.

I am pleased to join my colleagues in
the consideration of H.R. 3027, a bill to
designate the facility of the United
States Postal Service located at 442
Miller Valley Road in Prescott, Ari-
zona, as the Barry M. Goldwater Post
Office.

I think we are all aware of the re-
markable service from the five-term
Senator from Arizona, Barry Morris
Goldwater. Senator Goldwater was
born in Phoenix, Arizona, on January
2, 1909. In 1930, Senator Goldwater took
over his family’s business, and in 1934,
he married Margaret ‘“‘Peggy’’ Johnson,
with whom he had four children.

During World War II, Senator Gold-
water served as a pilot and flew over
the Himalayas to deliver supplies to
the Republic of China in their fight
against the Empire of Japan.

Senator Goldwater was a man of
courage. He was a dedicated public
servant who spoke his mind, stood firm
on his beliefs, and worked tirelessly for
his constituents.

Mr. Speaker, we should pass this bill
to honor Senator Goldwater and re-
member his legislative accomplish-
ments, his skill in forging com-
promises, and his commitment to say-
ing what he believed, so I urge all of
my colleagues to vote in favor of this
legislation.

I yield back the balance of my time.

Mr. GOSAR. Mr. Speaker, I yield my-
self such time as I may consume.

This is a fitting tribute for the citi-
zens of Arizona and particularly those
in Yavapai County—and specifically
Prescott, Arizona—who want to pay
tribute to one of our great Senators in
Arizona history, Barry Goldwater.

He had a love affair with Arizona,
from the Grand Canyon to its people,
its indigenous people from the different
tribes, to his way of communicating
the art of conservatism to people
across the country.

It is a paying tribute that we look to
Barry Goldwater to honor us with his
name on the post office in Prescott, Ar-
izona.

I yield back the balance of my time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentleman from Arizona (Mr.
GOsAR) that the House suspend the
rules and pass the bill, H.R. 3027.

The question was taken; and (two-
thirds being in the affirmative) the
rules were suspended and the bill was
passed.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

———

CAPTAIN HERBERT JOHNSON ME-
MORIAL POST OFFICE BUILDING

Mr. GOSAR. Mr. Speaker, I move to
suspend the rules and pass the bill
(H.R. 3085) to designate the facility of
the United States Postal Service lo-
cated at 3349 West 111th Street in Chi-
cago, Illinois, as the ‘“‘Captain Herbert
Johnson Memorial Post Office Build-
ing”’.
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The Clerk read the title of the bill.
The text of the bill is as follows:
H.R. 3085
Be it enacted by the Senate and House of
Representatives of the United States of America
in Congress assembled,

SECTION 1. CAPTAIN HERBERT JOHNSON MEMO-
RIAL POST OFFICE BUILDING.

(a) DESIGNATION.—The facility of the
United States Postal Service located at 3349
West 111th Street in Chicago, Illinois, shall
be known and designated as the ‘‘Captain
Herbert Johnson Memorial Post Office Build-
ing”.

(b) REFERENCES.—Any reference in a law,
map, regulation, document, paper, or other
record of the United States to the facility re-
ferred to in subsection (a) shall be deemed to
be a reference to the ‘‘Captain Herbert John-
son Memorial Post Office Building”’.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from Ar-
izona (Mr. GOSAR) and the gentleman
from Maryland (Mr. CUMMINGS) each
will control 20 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Arizona.

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. GOSAR. Mr. Speaker, I ask unan-
imous consent that all Members may
have 5 legislative days in which to re-
vise and extend their remarks and in-
clude extraneous materials on the bill
under consideration.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Arizona?

There was no objection.

Mr. GOSAR. Mr. Speaker, I yield my-
self such time as I may consume.

H.R. 3085, proposed by the gentleman
from Illinois (Mr. LIPINSKI), will des-
ignate the facility of the United States
Postal Service located at 3349 West
111th Street in Chicago, Illinois, as the
Captain Herbert Johnson Memorial
Post Office Building.

Fire Captain Herbert Johnson was an
outstanding member of Chicago’s fire
department, proudly serving the city
and its people for 32 years as a fire-
fighter. Tragically, Johnson passed
away on November 2, 2012, while bat-
tling flames in Chicago’s Englewood
neighborhood.

A decorated firefighter, Johnson
earned the Illinois Medal of Honor in
2007 for the rescue of several children
from a burning apartment. Captain
Johnson was only 54.

I reserve the balance of my time.

Mr. CUMMINGS. Mr. Speaker, I yield
myself such time as I may consume.

Mr. Speaker, I rise in support of H.R.
3085, a bill to designate the facility of
the United States Postal Service lo-
cated at 3349 West 111th Street in Chi-
cago, Illinois, as the Captain Herbert
Johnson Memorial Post Office Build-
ing.

I want to thank Representative DAN
LI1PINSKI for introducing this measure
to honor a hero from the city of Chi-
cago. Captain Johnson was a 32-year
veteran firefighter who was remem-
bered by friends and family as an all-
around great guy and great fireman.

Johnson comes from a family of pub-
lic servants. Three of his brothers serve
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as Chicago police officers. His sister is
a retired policewoman, and another
brother is a Chicago firefighter.

Captain Johnson died after sus-
taining heavy injuries while responding
to a fire in the Gage Park neighbor-
hood of Chicago.

Captain Johnson, who had just been
promoted 3 months before his death, is
survived by his wife, Susan, a daugh-
ter, and two sons.

Mr. Speaker, we should pass this leg-
islation. I urge all of my colleagues to
vote in favor of it.

I reserve the balance of my time.

Mr. GOSAR. Mr. Speaker, I reserve
the balance of my time.

Mr. CUMMINGS. Mr. Speaker, I yield
3 minutes to the gentleman from Illi-
nois (Mr. LIPINSKI), the distinguished
sponsor of the bill.

Mr. LIPINSKI. Mr. Speaker, today, I
stand to ask my colleagues to join me
in supporting H.R. 3085, a bill I intro-
duced to rename Chicago’s Mount
Greenwood Post Office at 3349 West
111th Street in honor of Chicago Fire
Captain Herbert ‘‘Herbie’’ Johnson.

Captain Johnson died 2 years ago at
the age of 54, while fighting a house
fire on Chicago’s South Side. Captain
Johnson heroically served in the Chi-
cago Fire Department for over 32 years.
He learned public service from his fam-
ily.

Three of his brothers are Chicago po-
lice officers. A sister is a retired Chi-
cago police officer. Another brother is
a Chicago firefighter. So his family
knows the danger of being a first re-
sponder.

Captain Johnson served in almost
every Chicago neighborhood as a fire-
fighter, but his heart belonged to the
southwest side, especially to the close-
knit community of Mount Greenwood.

Over the years, Captain Johnson
taught over 1,000 recruits as an instruc-
tor at the Robert J. Quinn Fire Acad-
emy. He is fondly remembered by those
he taught.

After the horrible terrorist attacks
of 9/11, Herbert Johnson went to New
York City to volunteer with the rescue
efforts. In 2007, he was awarded the
State’s highest honor for firefighters,
the Illinois Medal of Honor, for res-
cuing several children from a burning
apartment building.

Captain Johnson’s life came to a
tragic end on November 2, 2012, while
battling flames in the attic of a two-
story home on Chicago’s South Side.

He is survived by his wife of 28 years,
Susan; two sons, Thomas and Michael;
and daughter, Laurie. He also left be-
hind so many others in Mount Green-
wood and the surrounding area who
knew him well not only as a coura-
geous and dedicated public servant, but
also as an outgoing and caring neigh-
bor and friend. The outpouring of grief
after his death demonstrated the im-
pact he had on so many people.

Naming a postal facility honoring
Fire Captain Johnson is just a small
tribute to our community’s apprecia-
tion not only for him, but all first re-
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sponders who bravely put their lives on
the line every day for people they do
not know.

This post office naming will ensure
that Captain Herbie Johnson, his fam-
ily, and the sacrifices of all first re-
sponders will always be remembered
and appreciated. It will hopefully in-
spire more to follow in his footsteps.

Mr. Speaker, I would like to thank
all of my colleagues from Illinois for
cosponsoring this bill, and I ask all of
my colleagues to join me in supporting
H.R. 3085 in honoring Captain Herbert
‘““‘Herbie” Johnson.
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Mr. CUMMINGS. Mr. Speaker, I yield
back the balance of my time.

Mr. GOSAR. Mr. Speaker, I urge all
Members to support the passage of H.R.
3085, and I yield back the balance of my
time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentleman from Arizona (Mr.
GOSAR) that the House suspend the
rules and pass the bill, H.R. 3085.

The question was taken; and (two-
thirds being in the affirmative) the
rules were suspended and the bill was
passed.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

——————

STAFF SERGEANT MANUEL V.
MENDOZA POST OFFICE BUILDING

Mr. GOSAR. Mr. Speaker, I move to
suspend the rules and pass the bill
(H.R. 4416) to redesignate the facility of
the United States Postal Service lo-
cated at 161 Live Oak Street in Miami,
Arizona, as the ‘‘Staff Sergeant Manuel
V. Mendoza Post Office Building”’.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The text of the bill is as follows:

H.R. 4416

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives of the United States of America in
Congress assembled,

SECTION 1. STAFF SERGEANT MANUEL V. MEN-
DOZA POST OFFICE BUILDING.

(a) REDESIGNATION.—The facility of the
United States Postal Service located at 161
Live Oak Street in Miami, Arizona, shall be
known and designated as the ‘‘Staff Sergeant
Manuel V. Mendoza Post Office Building”’.

(b) REFERENCES.—Any reference in a law,
map, regulation, document, paper, or other
record of the United States to the facility re-
ferred to in subsection (a) shall be deemed to
be a reference to the ‘‘Staff Sergeant Manuel
V. Mendoza Post Office Building’’.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from Ar-
izona (Mr. GOSAR) and the gentleman
from Maryland (Mr. CUMMINGS) each
will control 20 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Arizona.

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. GOSAR. Mr. Speaker, I ask unan-
imous consent that all Members may
have 5 legislative days in which to re-
vise and extend their remarks and to
include extraneous material on the bill
under consideration.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Arizona?
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There was no objection.

Mr. GOSAR. Mr. Speaker, I yield my-
self such time as I may consume.

H.R. 4416, introduced by Representa-
tive ANN KIRPATRICK of Arizona, would
redesignate the facility of the United
States Postal Service located at 161
Live Oak Street in Miami, Arizona, as
the Staff Sergeant Manuel V. Mendoza
Post Office Building.

Staff Sergeant Mendoza was born in
Arizona in 1922. Mendoza entered the
United States Army in November of
1942, at the outset of the U.S.’s entry
into World War II. Mendoza was a high-
ly decorated soldier. He was awarded
the Medal of Honor for his action on
Mount Battaglia in Italy on October 4,
1944, where it is said he broke up a Ger-
man counterattack on his own. Men-
doza also served with distinction in the
Korean war. In addition to the Medal of
Honor, Mendoza earned a number of
other medals and the Bronze Star.
Staff Sergeant Mendoza passed away in
2001.

With that, I reserve the balance of
my time.

Mr. CUMMINGS. Mr. Speaker, I yield
myself such time as I may consume.

Mr. Speaker, I want to thank the
gentlewoman from Arizona, Represent-
ative ANN KIRPATRICK, for introducing
H.R. 4416, a bill to redesignate the fa-
cility of the United States Postal Serv-
ice located at 161 Live Oak Street in
Miami, Arizona, as the Staff Sergeant
Manuel V. Mendoza Post Office Build-
ing.

Manuel Verdugo Mendoza was born in
1922 in Miami, Arizona. Manuel was
known as a man who worked hard to
provide for his family.

He married his wife, Alice Gaona, in
August 1942, and was drafted into the
Army in November of that same year.

Just this year, Manuel was post-
humously awarded the Medal of Honor
for his actions on October 4, 1944, in
Italy. On that day, Staff Sergeant Men-
doza is credited with breaking up a
German counterattack of 200 troops.

After World War II, Staff Sergeant
Mendoza went on to serve with distinc-
tion in the Korean war before being
honorably discharged in 1954.

Staff Sergeant Mendoza passed away
at the age of 79 in 2001. He was survived
by his wife, two daughters, and a son.
In addition to the Medal of Honor, he
also received the Bronze Star, two Pur-
ple Hearts, and a host of other honors
and distinctions.

We should pass this bill today to rec-
ognize Staff Sergeant Mendoza’s serv-
ice to our Nation and bravery in com-
bat.

With that, I urge all of my colleagues
to vote in favor of the bill, and I re-
serve the balance of my time.

Mr. GOSAR. Mr. Speaker, I continue
to reserve the balance of my time.

Mr. CUMMINGS. Mr. Speaker, I yield
4 minutes to the gentlewoman from Ar-
izona (Mrs. KIRKPATRICK), my distin-
guished colleague, the sponsor of the
legislation.

Mrs. KIRKPATRICK. Mr. Speaker, 1
rise today to commemorate the late
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Staff Sergeant Manuel Mendoza, an
American hero, who was born in my
Arizona district, and to urge support
for my bill to rename the United
States Post Office in Miami, Arizona,
in his honor.

Staff Sergeant Mendoza was born in
1922 in the eastern Arizona mining
town of Miami. At the age of 20, he was
drafted into the United States Army,
where he was nicknamed ‘‘the Arizona
Kid” for his heroism in battle.

Staff Sergeant Mendoza post-
humously received the Medal of Honor
for singlehandedly repelling a 1944 Ger-
man assault on Italy’s Mount Battaglia
during World War II. That afternoon,
the Germans launched a fierce counter-
attack against Allied forces, but due to
Staff Sergeant Mendoza’s determina-
tion, bravery, and selflessness, he was
able to kill 30 enemy troops and suc-
cessfully defend the Allied position.

Later in his service, he went on to
fight in Korea. After retiring from the
Armed Forces, Mr. Mendoza returned
to Mesa, Arizona, where he died in 2001.
He is survived by his wife and three
children.

It is my honor to introduce H.R. 4416,
which redesignates the facility of the
United States Postal Service located at
161 Live Oak Street in Miami, Arizona,
as the Staff Sergeant Manuel V. Men-
doza Post Office Building.

Staff Sergeant Mendoza’s service was
in keeping with the highest traditions
of military service, as he demonstrated
outstanding heroism above and beyond
the call of duty.

To name a U.S. post office in my dis-
trict after such a man is not only a
credit to him, but to the State of Ari-
zona and our Armed Forces.

On behalf of Arizona’s entire delega-
tion, I thank you, Mr. GOSAR, for your
support on this bill, and I urge my col-
leagues to support H.R. 4416 when it
comes to a vote later today.

Mr. GOSAR. Mr. Speaker, I continue
to reserve the balance of my time.

Mr. CUMMINGS. Mr. Speaker, I yield
back the balance of my time.

Mr. GOSAR. Mr. Speaker, I thank
the gentlewoman for acknowledging all
the members of the Arizona delegation
for looking forward to the post office in
Miami to be looked at in fond remem-
brance of ‘‘the Arizona Kid.” It is fit-
ting that today is an Arizona day for
post offices here on the House floor.

With that, I ask all Members of Con-
gress to pass H.R. 4416, and I yield back
the balance of my time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
LAMALFA). The question is on the mo-
tion offered by the gentleman from Ar-
izona (Mr. GOSAR) that the House sus-
pend the rules and pass the bill, H.R.
4416.

The question was taken; and (two-
thirds being in the affirmative) the
rules were suspended and the bill was
passed.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.
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VINCENT R. SOMBROTTO POST
OFFICE

Mr. GOSAR. Mr. Speaker, I move to
suspend the rules and pass the bill
(H.R. 2291) to designate the facility of
the United States Postal Service lo-
cated at 450 Lexington Avenue in New
York, New York, as the ‘“Vincent R.
Sombrotto Post Office”.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The text of the bill is as follows:

H.R. 2291

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of
Representatives of the United States of America
in Congress assembled,

SECTION 1. VINCENT R. SOMBROTTO POST OF-
FICE.

(a) DESIGNATION.—The facility of the
United States Postal Service located at 450
Lexington Avenue in New York, New York,
shall be known and designated as the ‘“Vin-
cent R. Sombrotto Post Office”.

(b) REFERENCES.—Any reference in a law,
map, regulation, document, paper, or other
record of the United States to the facility re-
ferred to in subsection (a) shall be deemed to
be a reference to the ‘‘Vincent R. Sombrotto
Post Office”.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from Ar-
izona (Mr. GOSAR) and the gentleman
from Maryland (Mr. CUMMINGS) each
will control 20 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Arizona.

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. GOSAR. Mr. Speaker, I ask unan-
imous consent that all Members may
have 5 legislative days in which to re-
vise and extend their remarks and in-
clude extraneous material on the bill
under consideration.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Arizona?

There was no objection.

Mr. GOSAR. Mr. Speaker, I yield my-
self such time as I may consume.

H.R. 2291, introduced by Representa-
tive CAROLYN MALONEY of New York,
would designate the facility of the
United States Postal Service located at
450 Lexington Avenue in New York,
New York, as the Vincent R.
Sombrotto Post Office.

Vincent Sombrotto was born in Man-
hattan in 1923. Mr. Sombrotto was a
longtime advocate for postal workers.
He joined the National Association of
Letter Carriers in 1947 and served as its
16th president from 1978 to 2002. He
passed away in 2013 at the age of 89.

With that, I reserve the balance of
my time.

Mr. CUMMINGS. Mr. Speaker, I yield
myself such time as I may consume.

Mr. Speaker, I thank my colleague,
Congresswoman CAROLYN MALONEY of
New York, for introducing H.R. 2291,
and I join her in supporting this bill to
designate the facility of the United
States Postal Service located at 450
Lexington Avenue in New York, New
York, as the Vincent R. Sombrotto
Post Office.

Mr. Vincent Raymond Sombrotto
was born in New York on June 15, 1923.
He joined what was then known as the
Post Office Department in 1947 as a
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part-time letter carrier after serving
with distinction in the Navy during
World War II.

In 1971, Sombrotto was elected presi-
dent of the New York City branch of
the National Association of Letter Car-
riers. In 1978, he was elected as NALC’s
national president, a position he held
until 2002.

He was an active supporter of the
Muscular Dystrophy Association, help-
ing to raise millions of dollars to fight
neuromuscular diseases.

Sombrotto passed away in 2013 at the
age of 89. He was survived by his wife,
seven children, and 14 grandchildren.

Mr. Speaker, we should pass this leg-
islation. I urge all of my colleagues to
support it.

With that, I reserve the balance of
my time.

Mr. GOSAR. Mr. Speaker, I continue
to reserve the balance of my time.

Mr. CUMMINGS. Mr. Speaker, I yield
4 minutes to the gentlewoman from
New York (Mrs. MALONEY), the distin-
guished sponsor of the legislation.

Mrs. CAROLYN B. MALONEY of New
York. Mr. Speaker, I thank the gen-
tleman for yielding and for his leader-
ship on the Oversight Committee. I
thank him and Chairman ISSA for mov-
ing this legislation through the com-
mittee. It would rename a TUnited
States Postal Service facility located
in my district at 450 Lexington Avenue
after Vincent R. Sombrotto, who is one
of the most significant labor leaders of
his generation.

Like many of his Postal Service col-
leagues, Vincent Sombrotto traded his
military uniform for a letter carrier’s
uniform, and he wore both with great
distinction.

As a letter carrier at New York
City’s Grand Central Station in the
district I represent, Mr. Sombrotto led
the 1970 wildcat postal strike that led
Congress to reorganize the modern
United States Postal Service.

Later elected as president of the Na-
tional Association of Letter Carriers,
their 16th president, serving from 1978
to 2002, Mr. Sombrotto worked to in-
crease letter carrier wages, moving
them from poverty level into middle
class levels.

In 1992, he began the National Asso-
ciation of Letter Carrier’s food drive,
which has developed into the country’s
biggest 1-day food drive in the entire
country. Since it started, the drive has
provided more than 1.2 billion pounds
of food for food banks in communities
throughout the United States.

As a firm believer in civic responsi-
bility, Mr. Sombrotto worked with the
United States Postal Service and emer-
gency services organizations to estab-
lish Carrier Alert. Carrier Alert is a na-
tionwide program allowing postal car-
riers to perform humanitarian deeds on
their routes, including saving lives,
finding missing children and pets, and
looking after the elderly.

I urge my colleagues to honor Mr.
Sombrotto, who worked to improve the
lives of letter carriers, their families,
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and their communities by supporting
H.R. 2291.

Mr. GOSAR. Mr. Speaker, I continue
to reserve the balance of my time.

Mr. CUMMINGS. With that, I urge all
Members to vote in favor of the bill,
and I yield back the balance of my
time.

Mr. GOSAR. Mr. Speaker, I urge all
Members to join me in support of this
bill, and I yield back the balance of my
time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentleman from Arizona (Mr.
GOSAR) that the House suspend the
rules and pass the bill, H.R. 2291.

The question was taken; and (two-
thirds being in the affirmative) the
rules were suspended and the bill was
passed.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

———

ALL CIRCUIT REVIEW EXTENSION
ACT

Mr. GOSAR. Mr. Speaker, I move to
suspend the rules and pass the bill
(H.R. 4197) to amend title 5, United
States Code, to extend the period of
certain authority with respect to judi-
cial review of Merit Systems Protec-
tion Board decisions relating to whis-
tleblowers, and for other purposes.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The text of the bill is as follows:

H.R. 4197

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of
Representatives of the United States of America
in Congress assembled,

SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE.

This Act may be cited as the ‘“All Circuit

Review Extension Act’.

SEC. 2. JUDICIAL REVIEW OF MERIT SYSTEMS
PROTECTION BOARD DECISIONS RE-
LATING TO WHISTLEBLOWERS.

(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 7703(b)(1)(B) of
title 5, United States Code, is amended by
striking ‘‘2-year’’ and inserting ‘‘5-year’’.

(b) DIRECTOR REVIEW.—Section 7703(d)(2) of
such title is amended by striking ‘‘2-year”
and inserting ‘‘5-year’’.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from Ar-
izona (Mr. GOSAR) and the gentleman
from Maryland (Mr. CUMMINGS) each
will control 20 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Arizona.

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. GOSAR. Mr. Speaker, I ask unan-
imous consent that all Members may
have 5 legislative days in which to re-
vise and extend their remarks and in-
clude extraneous material on the bill
under consideration.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Arizona?

There was no objection.
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Mr. GOSAR. Mr. Speaker, I yield my-
self such time as I may consume.

In November 2012, the President
signed into law the Whistleblower Pro-
tection Enhancement Act. This legisla-
tion was needed to update existing law
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to better help protect whistleblowers
from retaliation for helping expose
waste, fraud, and abuse in the Federal
Government.

Unfortunately, some managers were
using loopholes in existing law to pun-
ish well-intentioned employees for
bringing bad behavior to the light of
day. These actions likely dissuaded
some whistleblowers from coming for-
ward to end wasteful or corrupt activi-
ties.

In addition, during the Oversight
Committee’s work on this legislation,
it became apparent that many whistle-
blowers also may not have been getting
a fair shake in Federal circuit court.
Therefore, the legislation created a 2-
year pilot allowing for all circuit re-
view of whistleblower appeals, enabling
whistleblower cases to be appealed out-
side the Federal circuit.

In the 18 months since the law’s en-
actment, very few appeals have been
heard outside of the Federal circuit,
giving Congress an insufficient sample
size to judge whether the various
courts are appropriate venues for whis-
tleblower appeals.

H.R. 4197 simply extends the 2-year
all circuit review pilot for an addi-
tional 3 years. Extending the pilot will
provide additional evidence for Con-
gress to consider as we seek to deter-
mine the fairest and most efficient way
for whistleblower cases to be handled
under the Federal court system.

We must do everything in our power
to help defend those who seek to do the
right thing by protecting Americans
and their hard-earned tax dollars.

I want to thank Chairman ISsA and
Ranking Member CUMMINGS for their
work on this legislation, and I support
this legislation.

I reserve the balance of my time.

Mr. CUMMINGS. Mr. Speaker, I yield
myself such time as I may consume.

Mr. Speaker, I introduced this bipar-
tisan bill to protect important due
process rights for whistleblowers. I
want to thank the original cosponsors

of +this bill, Oversight Committee
Chairman DARRELL IssA, Federal
Workforce Subcommittee Chairman

BLAKE FARENTHOLD, Ranking Member
GERRY CONNOLLY, and longtime whis-
tleblower advocate and fellow Member
from the State of Maryland, Represent-
ative CHRIS VAN HOLLEN.

H.R. 4197 extends a provision in the
Whistleblower Protection Enhance-
ment Act that was signed into law on
November 27, 2012. Under that law,
whistleblowers were allowed to file ap-
peals in any circuit court of appeals
with jurisdiction during the 2 years fol-
lowing enactment. The 2-year period
will expire on November 27 of this year.

This bill would extend the all circuit
review provision for an additional 3
years. Without this provision, whistle-
blowers could only appeal a decision by
the Merit Systems Protection Board to
the United States Court of Appeals for
the Federal circuit.

The Federal circuit has become in-
creasingly restrictive of whistleblower
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rights in its decisions over the years.
Allowing other circuits to consider ap-
peals in whistleblower cases provides a
peer review process and check on the
Federal circuit.

The Oversight Committee approved
this bill on a bipartisan vote in March.
Following the committee’s action, the
Make It Safe Coalition, a group of
more than 50 organizations supporting
whistleblower rights, issued a state-
ment. Here is some of what they said:

The House Government Reform Committee
deserves credit for bipartisan leadership on
its experiment in structural due process re-
forms. All circuit review is a sorely needed
provision to ensure that the WPEA is in
force as Congress intended.

Two years has not been enough time
to evaluate whether the all circuit re-
view provision works as intended, as
only a few cases have made their way
to other circuits so far.

I note this bill also would allow the
Office of Personnel Management to file
for reviews of MSPB decisions in cir-
cuits other than the Federal circuit for
an additional 3 years.

Protecting the rights of whistle-
blowers fosters an environment where
employees feel safe coming forward
with information, including employees
like the brave doctors, nurses, and ad-
ministrative staff who have come for-
ward to expose mismanagement in the
Department of Veterans Affairs.

Federal whistleblowers are critical to
exposing waste, fraud, and abuse in the
government, and we need to do all that
we can to support them.

With that, I urge my colleagues to
support the legislation, and I reserve
the balance of my time.

Mr. GOSAR. Mr. Speaker, I yield
such time as he may consume to the
distinguished gentleman from the
State of California (Mr. ISSA).

Mr. ISSA. Mr. Speaker, I thank the
chairman and Ranking Member CUM-
MINGS.

Mr. Speaker, the most important
function that the Oversight Committee
does is, in fact, to expose waste, fraud,
and abuse in the Federal bureaucracy.
To that end, FOIA and whistleblowers
are the two most important tools we
have. Ultimately, whistleblowers com-
ing forward to let us know something
and the Freedom of Information Act, in
addition to congressional powers, are
the only way that we can wrench the
truth out of a bureaucracy that often
tends to be closed and, in fact, pro-
tecting of mistakes and outright fail-
ures, including fraud.

The ranking member, rightfully so
and very kindly, mentioned a bipar-
tisan effort that is underway here in
the Congress to deal with the crisis in
our veterans’ hospitals. Only last week,
whistleblowers testified under oath of
the retaliation that they had seen
when they came forward to explain the
problems they had. Doctors, health
care professionals, and administrators
found that even in a caring organiza-
tion like the Veterans Administration,
as their hospital systems should be, if
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you simply talk about secret lists or
failure to provide care, you might very
well experience retaliation. And they
did.

So I think this is a particularly ap-
propriate time for our committee,
under the leadership of our ranking
member and this bill, H.R. 4197, to
bring this bill to the floor to let people
know that we intend on opening up fur-
ther the protections for whistle-
blowers, because they are and have
been critical to the American people’s
right to know, both through their Con-
gress and through the public.

Mr. Speaker, I support the legisla-
tion, and I want to thank Mr. CUM-
MINGS for his work on it.

Mr. CUMMINGS. Mr. Speaker, again,
I want to thank Chairman ISSA for all
of his support. We couldn’t have done it
without him and his hard work on this
issue.

There is something that we are clear-
ly bipartisan on, and that is making
sure that whistleblowers are protected.
It is so very, very important. It plays
such a vital role. There is certain infor-
mation that we would never get under
any circumstances if it were not for
them. If they are not protected or they
feel threatened by exposing problems
in government they will be harmed,
that is not healthy for our government.
It is not healthy for our country and
certainly makes it almost impossible
for us to reach the highest level of ef-
fectiveness and efficiency in our com-
mittee.

I want to thank him and all the
members of our committee.

With that, I yield back the balance of
my time.

Mr. GOSAR. Mr. Speaker, I urge all
Members to support H.R. 4197, a great
attempt to make sure there is fair and
equitable access to the fair facts so
that justice can be served.

I urge all Members to support the
bill, and I yield back the balance of my
time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentleman from Arizona (Mr.
GosAR) that the House suspend the
rules and pass the bill, H.R. 4197.

The question was taken; and (two-
thirds being in the affirmative) the
rules were suspended and the bill was
passed.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

———
SMART SAVINGS ACT

Mr. GOSAR. Mr. Speaker, I move to
suspend the rules and pass the bill
(H.R. 4193) to amend title 5, United
States Code, to change the default in-
vestment fund under the Thrift Sav-
ings Plan, and for other purposes, as
amended.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The text of the bill is as follows:

H.R. 4193

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives of the United States of America in
Congress assembled,
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SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE.

This Act may be cited as the ‘“‘Smart Sav-
ings Act”’.

SEC. 2. THRIFT SAVINGS PLAN DEFAULT INVEST-
MENT FUND.

(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 8438(c)(2) of title
5, United States Code, is amended to read as
follows:

“(2)(A) Consistent with the requirements
of subparagraph (B), if an election has not
been made with respect to any sums avail-
able for investment in the Thrift Savings
Fund, the Executive Director shall invest
such sums in an age-appropriate target date
asset allocation investment fund, as deter-
mined by the Executive Director. Such in-
vestment fund shall consist of any of the
funds described in subsection (b).

‘(B) If an election has not been made by an
eligible member under section 8440e with re-
spect to any sums available for investment
in such member’s Thrift Savings Fund ac-
count, the Executive Director shall invest
such sums in the Government Securities In-
vestment Fund.”.

(b) ACKNOWLEDGMENT OF RISK.—Section
8439(d) of title 5, United States Code, is
amended—

(1) by inserting
ployee’’; and

(2) by adding at the end the following new
paragraph:

‘‘(2) Prior to enrollment in the Thrift Sav-
ings Fund, or as soon as practicable there-
after, an individual who is automatically en-
rolled pursuant to section 8432(b)(2) shall re-
ceive the risk acknowledgment information
described under paragraph (1).”.

(c) TECHNICAL AND CONFORMING AMEND-
MENT.—Section 8472(g)(2) of title 5, United
States Code, is amended by striking ‘‘re-
quired by section 8438 of this title to be in-
vested in securities of the Government’” and
inserting ‘‘under section 8438(c)(2)(B)’’.

(d) GUIDANCE.—Not later than 9 months
after the date of enactment of this Act, the
Executive Director (as that term is defined
under section 8401(13) of title 5, United
States Code) shall develop and issue guid-
ance implementing the requirements of this
Act.

(e) EFFECTIVE DATE AND APPLICATION.—The
amendments made by subsections (a) and (b)
shall—

(1) take effect on the date that the Execu-
tive Director issues guidance under sub-
section (d); and

(2) apply to individuals enrolled in the
Thrift Savings Plan on or after such date.
SEC. 3. CLARIFICATION OF FIDUCIARY PROTEC-

TIONS.

Section 8477(e)(1)(C)(ii) of title 5, United
States Code, is amended—

(1) in subclause (II)—

(A) by inserting ‘‘or beneficiary”
“participant’’;

(B) by inserting ‘‘or option”’ after ‘‘fund’’;
and

(2) in subclause (III)—

“(1)” before ‘‘Each em-

after

(A) by inserting ‘‘or beneficiary’ after
“participant’’; and
(B) by inserting ‘‘or beneficiaries’’”’ after

“participants’ .

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from Ar-
izona (Mr. GOSAR) and the gentleman
from Maryland (Mr. CUMMINGS) each
will control 20 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Arizona.

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. GOSAR. Mr. Speaker, I ask unan-
imous consent that all Members may
have 5 legislative days within which to
revise and extend their remarks and in-
clude extraneous material on the bill
under consideration.
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The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Arizona?

There was no objection.

Mr. GOSAR. Mr. Speaker, I yield my-
self such time as I may consume.

The Smart Savings Act, H.R. 4193,
would change the default investment
fund for Thrift Savings Plan, or TSP,
participants from the G Fund to an
age-appropriate asset allocation fund
consistent with a recommendation
from the TSP governing board. The
change would help ensure TSP partici-
pants are better prepared for retire-
ment by investing their contributions
in a fund designed to yield higher re-
turns over the course of their career.

Currently, new TSP participants are
defaulted into the Government Securi-
ties Investment Fund, or the G Fund,
and remain invested there until they
can make an election reallocating
their account balance into one or more
of the other funding options.

The G Fund comes with some risk.
The TSP warns G Fund investors that
their account may not grow enough to
offset the reduction in purchasing
power that results from inflation.

The TSP’s asset allocation funds are
a mix of the TSP’s offerings designed
to help yield higher returns while de-
creasing risk as individual participants
near retirement. While the funds ex-
pose participants to market risk, they
address such risk in their design.

In making its legislative rec-
ommendation to Congress, the TSP
found that, had the asset allocation
funds been the default investment op-
tion since the beginning of the auto-
matic enrollment in 2010, participants
would have achieved greater returns.

Participants who do not want to as-
sume the market risk associated with
the L Fund will, of course, maintain
their ability to determine their own al-
location. That can include, for in-
stance, transferring their entire bal-
ance to the G Fund if that is their de-
sire.

I appreciate the bipartisan support of
Representatives CUMMINGS, WOODALL,
LYNCH, FARENTHOLD, CONNOLLY, and
Delegate NORTON, and urge support for
this bill.

I reserve the balance of my time.

Mr. CUMMINGS. Mr. Speaker, I yield
myself such time as I may consume.

Mr. Speaker, as an original cosponsor
of this bill, I want to thank Chairman
IssA and Congressmen FARENTHOLD and
LYNCH for working with me on this bi-
partisan legislation.

The Smart Savings Act would amend
current law to change the Thrift Sav-
ings Plan default investment option
from the Government Securities In-
vestment Fund, or the G Fund, to the
Lifecycle Fund, or L. Fund. This is a
commonsense change that would help
our Federal civilian employees save
more effectively for their retirement.

The Federal Retirement Thrift In-
vestment Board, which manages the
TSP, has indicated that many TSP par-
ticipants are not actively managing
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their accounts and therefore not tak-
ing full advantage of their investment
options.

Thrift Board data shows that 33 per-
cent of participants who were auto-
matically enrolled in TSP accounts
when they were hired have not changed
their investment allocations and re-
main totally invested in the G Fund.
Many of these participants are young
employees who would benefit most
from long-term investments in a diver-
sified portfolio such as the L, Fund.

Although there is little to no risk in
investing in the G Fund, over the long
term, the return on investment is only
about half of the L. Fund. It does not
make sense to have our Federal em-
ployees miss out on the potentially
higher returns that the L Fund may
provide over the long term.

There is precedent for this in the pri-
vate sector. Surveys show that nearly
80 percent of private employers use
lifecycle funds as the default invest-
ment option for the 401(k) plans offered
to their employees.

In implementing this legislation, it
would be important for the Thrift
Board to thoroughly explain to TSP
participants that the L Fund is subject
to market fluctuations. I understand
that there may be some workers who
may be concerned about the market
risks of the L Fund. This bill would
preserve the ability of all employees to
change their allocations and transfer
their contributions to the G Fund if
they so desired.

I urge my colleagues on both sides of
the aisle to join me in supporting this
bipartisan legislation.

I want to again thank Chairman ISSA
and all the members of our committee
for making this happen, and I reserve
the balance of my time.
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Mr. GOSAR. Mr. Speaker, I yield
such time as he may consume to the
gentleman from California, Chairman
IssA, my distinguished colleague and
the chairman of the full Committee of
Oversight and Government Reform.

Mr. ISSA. Thank you, Chairman.

Again, thank you, Ranking Member
CUMMINGS.

Mr. Speaker, we are the board of di-
rectors for the Government of the
United States. Our committee oversees
the equivalent of an IRA or a 401(k) in
the private sector, known as the TSP.
It sounds like a lot of initials, perhaps,
to people who are hearing this, or it is
even, in some cases, confusing to the
Federal workforce, but it is really
quite simple.

We have through oversight discov-
ered with the Thrift Investment Board
that, in fact, we have done a disservice
to the Federal workers by putting
them into an absolutely, positively
safe investment that does not keep up
with inflation. Effectively, the dollars
they contribute, and matching dollars
from the government as an employer,
are shrinking every year in constant
dollars. Their investments are, in fact,
smaller if they stay in that fund.
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Now, near the end of people’s ca-
reers—in those last couple of years—
they may want to lock in with absolute
certainty the size of their retirement
funds to use in some way after they
leave government, but in the first days,
it is clear that, in the long run, the
only way for an investment to grow
greater than inflation is to make the
kinds of investments that are possible
in the other offerings under TSP,
which, again, is the equivalent of a
401(k) in the private sector.

This recognition was well thought
out by the Board, was well researched,
and brought to our committee. It is
one of those simple things that should
have been done sooner, so I appreciate
that the committee marked it up
quickly and that we are bringing it to
the floor only a short time later. I hope
the Senate will hold it at the desk and
will quickly allow the President to
make it law because, once it is law,
Federal workers will, for the first time,
have a default that keeps up with or
exceeds inflation.

The decision to make it quick is not
because we are in a hurry. It is be-
cause, every day, Federal workers, by
default and through no fault of their
own, unwittingly, are finding them-
selves in inappropriate savings plans in
their 401(k)s, known in government as
the TSP. I know it is always one of
those things where people say: Why are
you in a hurry? In this case, we are in
a hurry because we realize we should
have gotten it right sooner, and we cer-
tainly are glad that we got it done
now. On behalf of the committee that
oversees the Federal workforce, we
hope that they will appreciate that
they have, if you will, a bit of an apol-
ogy that we didn’t act on this even
quicker.

It is important to make sure that the
Federal workforce has a good pay and
benefits package, and in this case, they
have a good retirement package
through TSP that was underperforming
for many of our Federal workforce. I
believe, today, the default will make it
perform better while taking away none
of their inherent choices, including if
they want to remain in the G Fund.

Mr. CUMMINGS. Mr. Speaker, I yield
such time as he may consume to the
gentleman from Massachusetts (Mr.
LYNCH), a distinguished member of our
committee who has worked very hard
on these issues and who has been a
strong advocate for our Federal em-
ployees.

Mr. LYNCH. I thank the gentleman
from Maryland for yielding and for his
kind words.

Mr. Speaker, as ranking member of
the Federal Workforce Subcommittee,
I rise in strong support of H.R. 4193, the
Smart Savings Act.

This legislation, as has been pre-
viously described, would change the de-
fault investment option for the Thrift
Savings Plan participants from the G
Fund to the Lifecycle Fund, or LL Fund.
The L Fund uses age-appropriate in-
vestment allocations, which result in
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the higher returns that have been dis-
cussed here earlier.

First, I would like to thank my fel-
low cosponsors—the gentleman from
California (Mr. IssA), Ranking Member
CUMMINGS from Maryland, Congress-
man FARENTHOLD from Texas, Con-
gressman CONNOLLY from Virginia, and
Congressman WOODALL from Georgia—
for working together on this bipartisan
bill.

The Thrift Savings Plan is an impor-
tant component of Federal workers’ re-
tirement assets. Given the negative im-
pact of pay freezes, furloughs, and
other challenges to the pay and bene-
fits of our Federal workforce over the
last few years, I feel it is appropriate
for Congress to provide investment op-
tions that will help Federal employees
maximize their retirement contribu-
tions and savings. Changing the default
investment option to the L Fund
makes a lot of sense because the L
Funds have substantially outperformed
the G Fund over the last several years.
However, the bill would also allow em-
ployees who are risk averse the ability
to opt out and change their investment
options.

The House passed a substantially
similar bill in the 110th Congress, but
it was never enacted. This time around,
I am hoping that this commonsense
proposal will become law as a substan-
tially similar bill in the Senate was re-
cently approved in committee. H.R.
4193 1is supported by many stake-
holders, including the Federal Retire-
ment Thrift Investment Board, the
Employees Thrift Advisory Council,
and various employee organizations.

This legislation provides the dedi-
cated men and women of our Federal
workforce a reasonable option that, I
believe, would help them more effec-
tively provide for their own retire-
ments. I urge my colleagues to join all
of the cosponsors in supporting H.R.
4193.

Mr. CUMMINGS. Mr. Speaker, with
that, I urge all of our Members to vote
in favor of this very important legisla-
tion, and I yield back the balance of
my time.

Mr. GOSAR. Mr. Speaker, I urge all
Members to join me in support of this
bill, and I yield back the balance of my
time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentleman from Arizona (Mr.
GOSAR) that the House suspend the
rules and pass the bill, H.R. 4193, as
amended.

The question was taken; and (two-
thirds being in the affirmative) the
rules were suspended and the bill, as
amended, was passed.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

————

FEDERAL REGISTER
MODERNIZATION ACT

Mr. GOSAR. Mr. Speaker, I move to
suspend the rules and pass the bill
(H.R. 4195) to amend chapter 15 of title
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44, United States Code (commonly
known as the Federal Register Act), to
modernize the Federal Register, and
for other purposes.
The Clerk read the title of the bill.
The text of the bill is as follows:
H.R. 4195

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives of the United States of America in
Congress assembled,

SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE.

This Act may be cited as the ‘‘Federal Reg-
ister Modernization Act”.

SEC. 2. FEDERAL REGISTER MODERNIZATION.

(a) REFERENCES TO PRINTING.—Chapter 15
of title 44, United States Code, is amended—

(1) in section 1502—

(A) in the heading, by striking ‘‘printing”’
and inserting ‘‘publishing”’’; and

(B) by striking ‘“printing and distribution”’
and inserting ‘‘publishing’’;

(2) in section 1507 is amended—

(A) by striking ‘‘the duplicate originals or
certified copies of the document have’ and
inserting ‘‘the document has’’; and

(B) in paragraph (2), by striking ‘‘printed”’
and inserting ‘‘published’’; and

(3) in section 1509, in subsections (a) and (b)
of, by striking ‘‘printing, reprinting, wrap-
ping, binding, and distributing’’ and insert-
ing ‘‘publishing’’, each place it appears.

(b) PUBLISH DEFINED.—Section 1501 of title
44, United States Code, is amended—

(1) by striking ‘‘; and” at the end of the
definition for ‘‘person’ and inserting a semi-
colon;

(2) by inserting after the definition for
‘“‘person’’ the following:

‘“‘publish’ means to circulate for sale or
distribution to the public; and”’.

(¢) FILING DOCUMENTS WITH OFFICE AMEND-
MENT.—Section 1503 of title 44, United States
Code, is amended to read as follows:

“§1503. Filing documents with Office; nota-
tion of time; public inspection; trans-
mission for publishing
‘““The original document required or au-

thorized to be published by section 1505 of

this title shall be filed with the Office of the

Federal Register for publication at times es-

tablished by the Administrative Committee

of the Federal Register by regulation. The

Archivist of the United States shall cause to

be noted on the original of each document

the day and hour of filing. Upon filing, the
document shall be immediately available for
public inspection in the Office. The original
shall be retained by the National Archives
and Records Administration and shall be
available for inspection under regulations
prescribed by the Archivist, unless such
original is disposed of in accordance with
disposal schedules submitted by the Admin-
istrative Committee and authorized by the

Archivist pursuant to regulations issued

under chapter 33 of this title; however, origi-

nals of proclamations of the President and

Executive orders shall be permanently re-

tained by the Administration as part of the

National Archives of the United States. The

Office shall transmit to the Government

Printing Office, as provided by this chapter,

each document required or authorized to be

published by section 1505 of this title. Every

Federal agency shall cause to be transmitted

for filing the original of all such documents

issued, prescribed, or promulgated by the
agency.”’.

(d) FEDERAL REGISTER AMENDMENT.—Sec-
tion 1504 of title 44, United States Code, is
amended to read as follows:

“§1504. ‘Federal Register’; publishing; con-
tents; distribution; price
“Documents required or authorized to be
published by section 1505 of this title shall be
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published immediately by the Government
Printing Office in a serial publication des-
ignated the ‘Federal Register’. The Public
Printer shall make available the facilities of
the Government Printing Office for the
prompt publication of the Federal Register
in the manner and at the times required by
this chapter and the regulations prescribed
under it. The contents of the daily issues
shall constitute all documents, required or
authorized to be published, filed with the Of-
fice of the Federal Register up to the time of
the day immediately preceding the day of
publication fixed by regulations under this
chapter. There shall be published with each
document a copy of the notation, required to
be made by section 1503 of this title, of the
day and hour when, upon filing with the Of-
fice, the document was made available for
public inspection. Distribution shall be made
at a time in the morning of the day of dis-
tribution fixed by regulations prescribed
under this chapter. The prices to be charged
for the Federal Register may be fixed by the
Administrative Committee of the Federal
Register established by section 1506 of this
title without reference to the restrictions
placed upon and fixed for the sale of Govern-
ment publications by sections 1705 and 1708
of this title.”.

(e) DOCUMENTS TO BE PUBLISHED IN FED-
ERAL REGISTER.—Section 1505 of title 44,
United States Code, is amended—

(1) in subsection (b)—

(A) in the heading, by striking ‘CoM-
MENTS” and inserting ‘“NEWS COMMENTARY’’;
and

(B) by striking ‘‘comments’ and inserting
“‘news commentary’’; and

(2) in subsection (c), in the matter fol-
lowing paragraph (2)—

(A) by inserting ‘‘telecommunications, the
Internet,” after ‘‘the press, the radio,”’; and

(B) by striking ‘‘and two duplicate origi-
nals or two certified copies’ and inserting
‘“‘document’’.

(f) ADMINISTRATIVE COMMITTEE OF THE FED-
ERAL REGISTER AMENDMENT.—Section 1506 of
title 44, United States Code, is amended to
read as follows:

“§1506. Administrative Committee of the Fed-
eral Register; establishment and composi-
tion; powers and duties

“The Administrative Committee of the
Federal Register shall consist of the Archi-
vist of the United States or Acting Archi-
vist, who shall chair the committee, an offi-
cer of the Department of Justice designated
by the Attorney General, and the Public
Printer or Acting Public Printer. The Direc-
tor of the Federal Register shall act as sec-
retary of the committee. The committee
shall prescribe, with the approval of the
President, regulations for carrying out this
chapter. The regulations shall provide for,
among other things—

‘(1) the documents which shall be author-
ized under section 1505(b) of this title to be
published in the Federal Register;

‘(2) the manner and form in which the
Federal Register shall be published;

““(3) the manner of distribution to Members
of Congress, officers and employees of the
United States, or Federal agency, for official
use, and the number which shall be available
for distribution to the public;

‘‘(4) the prices to be charged for individual
copies of, and subscriptions to, the Federal
Register and any reprints and bound volumes
of it;

‘(6) the manner and form by which the
Federal Register may receive information
and comments from the public, if practicable
and efficient; and

‘‘(6) special editions of the Federal Reg-
ister.”.
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(g) CODE OF FEDERAL REGULATIONS AMEND-
MENT.—Section 1510 of title 44, United States
Code, is amended to read as follows:

“§1510. Code of Federal Regulations

‘‘(a) SPECIAL EDITION FOR CODIFICATION OF
AGENCY DOCUMENTS.—The Administrative
Committee of the Federal Register, with the
approval of the President, may require, from
time to time as it considers necessary, the
preparation and publication in a special edi-
tion of the Federal Register a complete codi-
fication of the documents of each agency of
the Government having general applicability
and legal effect, issued or promulgated by
the agency by publication in the Federal
Register or by filing with the Administrative
Committee, and which are relied upon by the
agency as authority for, or are invoked or
used by it in the discharge of, its activities
or functions, and are in effect as to facts
arising on or after dates specified by the Ad-
ministrative Committee.

‘“(b) CODE OF FEDERAL REGULATIONS.—A
codification prepared under subsection (a) of
this section shall be published and shall be
designated as the ‘Code of Federal Regula-
tions’. The Administrative Committee shall
regulate the manner and forms of publishing
this codification.

‘‘(c) SUPPLEMENTATION, COLLATION, AND RE-
PUBLICATION.—The  Administrative Com-
mittee shall regulate the supplementation
and the collation and republication of the
codification with a view to keeping the Code
of Federal Regulations as current as prac-
ticable. Each unit of codification shall be
supplemented and republished at least once
each calendar year. The Office of the Federal
Register may create updates of each unit of
codification from time to time and make the
same available electronically or may provide
public access using an electronic edition
that allows a user to select a specific date
and retrieve the version of the codification
in effect as of that date.

“(d) PREPARATION AND PUBLICATION BY THE
FEDERAL REGISTER.—The Office of the Fed-
eral Register shall prepare and publish the
codifications, supplements, collations, and
user aids authorized by this section.

‘“(e) PRIMA FACIE EVIDENCE.—The codified
documents of the several agencies published
in the Code of Federal Regulations under
this section, as amended by documents sub-
sequently filed with the Office and published
in the daily issues of the Federal Register,
shall be prima facie evidence of the text of
the documents and of the fact that they are
in effect on and after the date of publication.

“(f) REGULATIONS.—The Administrative
Committee, with approval of the President,
shall issue regulations for carrying out this
section.

‘(g) EXCEPTION.—This section does not re-
quire codification of the text of Presidential
documents published and periodically com-
piled in supplements to title 3 of the Code of
Federal Regulations.”.

(h) TECHNICAL AND CONFORMING AMEND-
MENTS.—The table of sections for chapter 15
of title 44, United States Code, is amended by
striking the items related to sections 1502,
1503, and 1504 and inserting the following:

¢“1502. Custody and publishing of Federal doc-
uments; appointment of Direc-

tor.
¢“1503. Filing documents with Office; notation
of time; public inspection;

transmission for publishing.
‘Federal Register’; publishing; con-
tents; distribution; price.”’.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from Ar-
izona (Mr. GOSAR) and the gentleman
from Maryland (Mr. CUMMINGS) each
will control 20 minutes.

1504.
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The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Arizona.

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. GOSAR. Mr. Speaker, I ask unan-
imous consent that all Members may
have 5 legislative days within which to
revise and extend their remarks and in-
clude extraneous material on the bill
under consideration.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Arizona?

There was no objection.

Mr. GOSAR. Mr. Speaker, I yield my-
self such time as I may consume.

The Federal Register Modernization
Act is an important bill that will allow
our government to better adapt to 21st
century technology while both serving
the public better and saving money.
Much of the Federal recordkeeping and
document publishing includes outdated
requirements for printed version of
documents. This is especially true for
the Federal Register.

Today, there are only 124 paid sub-
scribers to the print version of the Fed-
eral Register. Despite this fact, the
Federal Government is legally required
to continue to produce a print version
of the Register. Moreover, statutes bi-
ased towards paper-based communica-
tion also require Federal agencies to
submit multiple physical copies of the
same document for publication. The re-
sult is a nonsensical situation in which
agencies must hand-deliver CDs to the
Office of the Federal Register with
identical versions of the same docu-
ments saved on it.

This commonsense legislation will
fix both of these issues. First, it will
allow the Register to be published
rather than printed, allowing for an
eventual switch to a digital-only
version, patterned off of the Federal
Register’s already award-winning Web
site. Second, it will streamline the doc-
ument submission process to eliminate
the requirement for multiple copies
and give the Register more freedom in
how documents may be submitted.

Importantly, this bipartisan proposal
has the support of the administration,
and I encourage all Members to support
this legislation.

With that, I reserve the balance of
my time.

Mr. CUMMINGS. Mr. Speaker, I yield
myself such time as I may consume.

I want to thank Chairman DARRELL
IssA for introducing this bill. I am
happy to be an original cosponsor of
the Federal Register Modernization
Act.

This is a good government bill that
will reduce waste and save taxpayers
money. This bill is based on a legisla-
tive proposal from the National Ar-
chives and Records Administration.

The Archivist of the United States
sent a letter to Congress last November
that read:

This legislation would modernize the Fed-
eral Register to take advantage of modern
technology to increase efficiency.

The bill would give the Office of the
Federal Register the flexibility to pub-
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lish the Federal Register electroni-
cally. It also would allow agencies to
stop sending unnecessary paper copies
of documents when they send materials
to be published in the Federal Register.
The National Archives estimates that
this one step could save almost $900,000
over 5 years.

This is exactly the kind of legislation
Congress should be passing. It is bipar-
tisan, noncontroversial, and will make
a modest update that will make the
government more efficient and effec-
tive with regard to information being
accessible. I urge my colleagues to sup-
port the legislation.

With that, I yield back the balance of
my time.

Mr. GOSAR. Mr. Speaker, I yield
such time as he may consume to the
gentleman from California, Chairman
IssA, my distinguished colleague and
the chairman of the committee.

Mr. ISSA. I would inquire if the
ranking member is yielding back so
that I can close.

Mr. CUMMINGS. Yes.

Mr. ISSA. Thank you. Then I will
close.

Mr. Speaker, the Federal Register
Modernization Act does exactly what
the title suggests—it modernizes the
Federal Register Act.

When you look at a well-intended bill
that hasn’t been addressed since the
1930s, it comes to mind how easy it is
to ask something to go on and to have
a Federal bureaucracy actually do a
good job. The National Archives and
many of the institutions here in Wash-
ington do work, but from time to time,
you ask the question: At what cost?

The Modernization Act seeks to do
two things: one, simply lower the cost
for printing, which is no longer nec-
essary in a digital age, and, in fact, to
open the door for what I believe is the
modernization that goes beyond that.

Since 1994, when the Office of the
Federal Register first published its
electronic edition of the Federal Reg-
ister, we have, in fact, had an opening
for our government to go digital be-
yond just any minor amount. Today,
many people ask the question—and I
am going to ask the question here
today—if the IRS has 50 years’ worth of
your tax returns, why wouldn’t we cap-
ture the workings of government
digitally, hold them and, at the appro-
priate time, make them available for
our children and our grandchildren for
whatever purpose they may have in
studying the history of what we do
here today?

This small modernization is about
cost savings, but it is also a recogni-
tion that, in this day and age, we can
capture everything digitally, that we
can store vast amounts of it and that
we can make it searchable and valuable
to the next generation. For that rea-
son, this is a small recognition that it
is time to get off paper, to save money
and to have the Federal Register acces-
sible online to offices, homes, and pub-
lic libraries, and not simply to print
paper because, in the 1930s, that is
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what we said to do. I believe, when we
look at the last decade, in which the
annual page count exceeded 75,000
pages, we recognize that those pages
were made possible by the same com-
puters—the same automation—that
allow us to no longer print paper.

I ask the Conference and the Con-
gress to vote for H.R. 4195 in order to
remove these outdated statutory re-
quirements. I urge its passage.

Mr. GOSAR. Mr. Speaker,
back the balance of my time.

Ms. JACKSON LEE. Mr. Speaker, as a sen-
ior member of the Homeland Security Com-
mittee, | rise to speak about H.R. 4195, the
“Federal Register Modernization Act,” which
modernizes the Federal Register.

| want to thank Chairman DARRELL ISSA and
Ranking Member ELIJAH CUMMINGS for their
leadership and efforts in bringing this bill to
the floor.

This bill will bring much needed trans-
parency without compromising national secu-
rity to the decisions, orders, and actions of
federal agencies.

There are challenges to providing govern-
ment information solely in digital format since
there are constituents that lack access to tech-
nology or the skills necessary to locate infor-
mation online.

Electronic documents can easily be
changed and modified from original postings
which challenges federal transparency.

Digital records can also challenge trans-
parency by the capacity of systems to manage
demand for accessing information online.

It would be good for transparency if we
allow public and private achieving of federal
registration content because constituents
would have access to material in multiple
ways.

This bill requires the Federal Register to be
published (e.g., by electronic means), rather
than printed, and that documents in the Fed-
eral Register be made available for sale or
distribution to the public in published form.

This bill also revises the requirements for
the filling of documents with the Office of the
Federal Register for inclusion in the Federal
Register and for the publication of the Code of
Federal Regulations to reflect the publication
requirement.

The Office of the Federal Register (OFR) of
the National Archives and Records Administra-
tion (NARA) and the U.S. Government Printing
Office (GPO) does a great job by informing
citizens of their rights and obligations, docu-
menting the actions of Federal Agencies, and
providing a forum for public participation in the
democratic process.

The Federal Register informs citizens by
publishing the following entries:

Presidential Documents, including Executive
orders and proclamations;

Rules and Regulations, including policy
statements and interpretations of rules;

Proposed Rules, including petitions for rule-
making and other advance proposals; and

Notices, including scheduled hearings and
meetings open to the public, grant applica-
tions, administrative orders, and other an-
nouncements of government actions.

Mr. Speaker, we need to make it easier for
citizens and communities to understand the
regulatory process and to participate in Gov-
ernment decision-making.

We can ensure that transparency our con-
stituents demand by making material more
searchable and easier to access.

I yield
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| urge all of my colleagues to join me in
supporting passage of H.R. 4195.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentleman from Arizona (Mr.
GOSAR) that the House suspend the
rules and pass the bill, H.R. 4195.

The question was taken.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. In the
opinion of the Chair, two-thirds being
in the affirmative, the ayes have it.

Mr. GOSAR. Mr. Speaker, on that I
demand the yeas and nays.

The yeas and nays were ordered.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 8 of rule XX, further pro-
ceedings on this motion will be post-
poned.

0 1745

REDESIGNATING MAMMOTH PEAK
AS MOUNT JESSIE BENTON FRE-
MONT

Mr. McCLINTOCK. Mr. Speaker, I
move to suspend the rules and pass the
bill (H.R. 1192) to redesignate Mam-
moth Peak in Yosemite National Park
as ‘“Mount Jessie Benton Fremont”.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The text of the bill is as follows:

H.R. 1192

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives of the United States of America in
Congress assembled,
SECTION 1. FINDINGS.

Congress finds
Frémont—

(1) was the daughter of United States Sen-
ator Thomas Hart Benton of Missouri, a
leading proponent of the concept of Manifest
Destiny that advocated for the Nation to ex-
pand its borders westward;

(2) became fluent in French and Spanish,
was a gifted writer, and was at ease in any
political discussion;

(3) married John C. Frémont, who was as-
signed to explore the West;

(4) transformed John C. Frémont’s descrip-
tions from his treks into prose that was used
by pioneers to guide their route West;

(5) traveled to California in 1849 to join her
husband at their Mariposa ranch, where gold
had been discovered;

(6) became involved in John C. Frémont’s
1856 campaign for Presidency, which pro-
posed the abolition of slavery, a notion that
Jessie Benton Frémont also supported;

(7)) moved to Bear Valley, California, with
her husband John C. Frémont in 1858 and
thereafter realized the need to preserve the
land that would become Yosemite National
Park for future generations;

(8) entertained men such as Horace Gree-
ley, Thomas Starr King, and United States
Senator Edward Baker of Oregon, and urged
them to begin a process that ultimately led
to the establishment of Yosemite National
Park;

(9) influenced President Abraham Lincoln
to sign the Act entitled ‘“An Act authorizing
a Grant to the State of California of the ‘Yo-
Semite Valley’ and of the Land embracing
the ‘Mariposa Big Tree Grove’’’, approved
June 30, 1864 (commonly known as the Yo-
semite Grant), the first instance of land
being set aside specifically for its preserva-
tion and public use by a national govern-
ment; and

(10) set the foundation for the creation of
national parks and California State parks
through her advocacy for and influence on
the Yosemite Grant.

that Jessie Benton
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SEC. 2. REDESIGNATION OF MAMMOTH PEAK AS
MOUNT JESSIE BENTON FREMONT.

(a) IN GENERAL.—The peak Kknown as
“Mammoth Peak’ in Yosemite National
Park (located at NPS coordinates 37.855° N,
-119.264° W) shall be redesignated as ‘‘Mount
Jessie Benton Frémont’ and may be known
informally as ‘“Mt. Jessie’” in honor of the
contributions of Jessie Benton Frémont to
the approval of the Yosemite Grant.

(b) REFERENCES.—Any reference in a law,
map, regulation, document, record, or other
paper of the United States to the peak de-
scribed in subsection (a) shall be considered
to be a reference to ‘“‘Mount Jessie Benton
Frémont’.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from
California (Mr. MCcCCLINTOCK) and the
gentleman from Maryland (Mr. CUM-
MINGS) each will control 20 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Maryland.

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. McCLINTOCK. Mr. Speaker, I
ask unanimous consent that all Mem-
bers may have 5 legislative days to re-
vise and extend their remarks and in-
clude extraneous materials on the bill
under consideration.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from California?

There was no objection.

Mr. MCCLINTOCK. Mr. Speaker, I
yield myself such time as I may con-
sume.

Mr. Speaker, H.R. 1192 would redesig-
nate Mammoth Peak in Yosemite Na-
tional Park as Mount Jessie Benton
Fremont.

The bill is brought to us by a group
of local park enthusiasts and histo-
rians, with the support of the El Do-
rado County Historical Society. Its
purpose is to recognize this pioneer
who played a significant role in estab-
lishing Yosemite National Park.

Jessie Benton Fremont was the
daughter of U.S. Senator Thomas Hart
Benton, a prominent Democrat who
was a leading proponent of the Nation’s
westward expansion. In 1841, she mar-
ried John C. Fremont, a prominent Re-
publican, an American military officer,
explorer, and—later—a Presidential
candidate.

She traveled to California in 1849
and, soon thereafter, became one of the
most influential advocates for estab-
lishing Yosemite National Park.

When we think of Yosemite, we think
of John Muir. Ironically, John Muir’s
first visit to the park didn’t occur until
4 years after the park was established.
It only came to his attention, as it
came to the attention of so many, be-
cause Jessie Benton Fremont saw the
beauty of the valley, she appreciated
its importance, and she began a pas-
sionate crusade to preserve it for the
American people to enjoy.

Jessie Benton Fremont was herself a
gifted writer, and she used her skill to
transform her husband’s travel and ex-
ploration into popular narratives that
were used by pioneers to guide their
route west.

After she came to California in 1849,
Yosemite became her passion. She pub-
lished many accounts of the valley and
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hosted scores of dignitaries to see its
wonders.

It was her deep love of Yosemite,
coupled with her ceaseless agitation,
her boundless energy, and her political
connections in both parties that set in
motion and drove the events that led
to Congress passing, and President
Abraham Lincoln signing, the Yosem-
ite Grant Act 150 years ago.

Remember, she did all of this in an
age when women were expected to be
seen and not heard. She set an example
of leadership that gave inspiration and
guidance to the next generation that
ultimately produced the movement to-
ward women’s suffrage.

The Yosemite Grant Act was revolu-
tionary in its day. It was the first time
in the Nation’s history that land had
been set aside, in the words of the Act,
‘““on the express condition that the
premises shall be held for public use,
resort, and recreation for all
time.”

Now, this act led ultimately to the
creation of the National Park Service
in 1916 and to the preservation of so
many other landscapes for the Amer-
ican people to enjoy for their use and
resort and recreation.

The Norman and Plantagenet Kings
of old set aside vast tracts of land as
their exclusive preserve, in which only
a select few, with their blessing, could
enjoy. The Yosemite grant was the
very opposite of that. It set aside the
most beautiful land in the Nation en-
tirely for the people.

The current name of the peak, Mam-
moth Peak, has absolutely no histor-
ical significance. The name was origi-
nally conferred on that peak because it
was big. That is it.

Furthermore, this naming will elimi-
nate a constant source of confusion
with Mammoth Mountain, a place that
we have all heard of. That is the major
ski resort just a few hours outside of
Yosemite National Park. The Mam-
moth Peak we are referring to is inside
Yosemite, and if you find that con-
fusing, well, so too do many tourists.

The fine point of the matter comes
down to this: other persons who had
lesser or comparable roles in estab-
lishing Yosemite are all commemo-
rated by attaching their names to
prominent features of the park—Hor-
ace Greeley, Carlton Watkins, Thomas
Starr King, and U.S. Senators John
Conness and Edward Baker.

The name of the dynamic force that
moved all of those people, Jessie Ben-
ton Fremont, is nowhere to be found on
the names of features within the park.
This is a century-and-a-half oversight
that we can correct today by passing
H.R. 1192.

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of
my time.

Mr. CUMMINGS. Mr. Speaker, I yield
myself such time as I may consume.

Mr. Speaker, H.R. 1192 would des-
ignate Mammoth Peak in Yosemite
National Park as Mount Jessie Benton
Fremont to honor Jessie Fremont’s
role in the early preservation of the
Yosemite Valley.
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Jessie Fremont was enchanted by the
beauty of Yosemite Valley and lobbied
for its protection. Her efforts led to the
passage of the Yosemite Grant Act and,
ultimately, the creation of the Yosem-
ite National Park.

Not only did she work to perma-
nently protect the Yosemite Valley,
many Americans of her time became
familiar with the vast unexplored West
from her recounting of her husband’s
early explorations of the American
West with scout Kit Carson.

I would like to thank my colleague,
Mr. MCCLINTOCK, for recognizing the
contributions of American conserva-
tionists such as Jessie Fremont. She
not only is an important figure in the
conservation movement in this coun-
try, she is an important figure in wom-
en’s history as well.

Her accomplishments came at a time
when women faced severe discrimina-
tion, making her achievements even
more remarkable, and so I urge all of
my colleagues to vote in favor of this
legislation.

Mr. Speaker, I yield back the balance
of my time.

Mr. McCLINTOCK. Mr. Speaker, I
thank the gentleman from Maryland
for his kind words and yield back the
balance of my time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentleman from California (Mr.
McCLINTOCK) that the House suspend
the rules and pass the bill, H.R. 1192.

So (two-thirds being in the affirma-
tive) the rules were suspended and the
bill was passed.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

———

RECESS

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 12(a) of rule I, the Chair
declares the House in recess until ap-
proximately 6:30 p.m. today.

Accordingly (at 5 o’clock and 52 min-
utes p.m.), the House stood in recess.

————
[ 1830
AFTER RECESS

The recess having expired, the House
was called to order by the Speaker pro
tempore (Mr. TERRY) at 6 o’clock and
30 minutes p.m.

———

REPORT ON RESOLUTION PRO-
VIDING FOR CONSIDERATION OF
H.R. 5021, HIGHWAY AND TRANS-
PORTATION FUNDING ACT OF
2014

Mr. WEBSTER of Florida, from the
Committee on Rules, submitted a priv-
ileged report (Rept. No. 113-521) on the
resolution (H. Res. 669) providing for
consideration of the bill (H.R. 5021) to
provide an extension of Federal-aid
highway, highway safety, motor car-
rier safety, transit, and other programs
funded out of the Highway Trust Fund,
and for other purposes, which was re-
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ferred to the House Calendar and or-
dered to be printed.

———

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER
PRO TEMPORE

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 8 of rule XX, proceedings
will resume on motions to suspend the
rules previously postponed.

Votes will be taken in the following
order:

H.R. 4195, by the yeas and nays;

H.R. 5029, by the yeas and nays.

The first electronic vote will be con-
ducted as a 15-minute vote. The second
electronic vote will be conducted as a
5-minute vote.

————

FEDERAL REGISTER
MODERNIZATION ACT

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The un-
finished business is the vote on the mo-
tion to suspend the rules and pass the
bill (H.R. 4195) to amend chapter 15 of
title 44, United States Code (commonly
known as the Federal Register Act), to
modernize the Federal Register, and
for other purposes, on which the yeas
and nays were ordered.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentleman from Arizona (Mr.
GOSAR) that the House suspend the
rules and pass the bill.

The vote was taken by electronic de-
vice, and there were—yeas 386, nays 0,
not voting 46, as follows:

[Roll No. 405]

YEAS—386
Aderholt Carson (IN) Diaz-Balart
Amash Carter Dingell
Amodei Cartwright Doggett
Bachmann Castor (FL) Doyle
Barber Castro (TX) Duckworth
Barletta Chabot Duffy
Barr Chaffetz Duncan (SC)
Barrow (GA) Chu Duncan (TN)
Barton Cicilline Edwards
Bass Clawson (FL) Ellison
Beatty Clay Ellmers
Becerra Cleaver Engel
Benishek Clyburn Eshoo
Bentivolio Coble Esty
Bera (CA) Coffman Farenthold
Bilirakis Cole Farr
Bishop (GA) Collins (GA) Fattah
Bishop (NY) Collins (NY) Fincher
Bishop (UT) Conaway Fitzpatrick
Black Connolly Fleischmann
Blackburn Conyers Fleming
Blumenauer Cook Flores
Bonamici Cooper Forbes
Boustany Costa Fortenberry
Brady (PA) Cotton Foster
Brady (TX) Courtney Foxx
Braley (IA) Cramer Frankel (FL)
Bridenstine Crawford Franks (AZ)
Brooks (AL) Crenshaw Frelinghuysen
Brooks (IN) Crowley Fudge
Broun (GA) Cuellar Gabbard
Brown (FL) Cummings Garamendi
Brownley (CA) Daines Garcia
Bucshon Davis (CA) Gardner
Burgess Davis, Rodney Garrett
Bustos DeFazio Gerlach
Butterfield DeGette Gibbs
Calvert Delaney Gibson
Camp DeLauro Gohmert
Cantor DelBene Goodlatte
Capito Denham Gosar
Capps Dent Gowdy
Capuano DeSantis Graves (GA)
Cardenas Deutch Grayson
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Green, Al
Green, Gene
Griffin (AR)
Griffith (VA)
Grijalva
Grimm
Guthrie
Hahn
Hall
Hanna
Harper
Harris
Hartzler
Hastings (FL)
Heck (NV)
Heck (WA)
Hensarling
Herrera Beutler
Higgins
Himes
Hinojosa
Holding
Holt
Honda
Horsford
Hoyer
Hudson
Huffman
Huizenga (MI)
Hultgren
Hunter
Hurt
Israel
Issa
Jackson Lee
Jeffries
Jenkins
Johnson (GA)
Johnson (OH)
Johnson, E. B.
Johnson, Sam
Jolly
Jones
Jordan
Joyce
Kelly (IL)
Kennedy
Kildee
Kilmer
Kind
King (IA)
King (NY)
Kinzinger (IL)
Kirkpatrick
Kline
Kuster
Labrador
LaMalfa
Lamborn
Lance
Langevin
Lankford
Larsen (WA)
Larson (CT)
Latham
Latta
Lee (CA)
Levin
Lewis
Lipinski
LoBiondo
Loebsack
Lofgren
Long
Lowenthal
Lowey
Lucas
Luetkemeyer
Lujan Grisham
(NM)
Lujan, Ben Ray
(NM)
Lummis
Lynch
Maffei
Maloney,
Carolyn

Bachus
Buchanan
Byrne
Campbell
Carney
Cassidy
Clark (MA)
Clarke (NY)
Cohen
Culberson

Maloney, Sean
Marchant
Massie
Matheson
Matsui
McCarthy (CA)
McCarthy (NY)
McCaul
McClintock
McCollum
McDermott
McGovern
McHenry
MclIntyre
McKeon
McKinley
McMorris
Rodgers
McNerney
Meadows
Meehan
Meeks
Meng
Messer
Mica
Michaud
Miller (FL)
Miller (MI)
Miller, George
Moore
Moran
Mullin
Mulvaney
Murphy (FL)
Murphy (PA)
Nadler
Napolitano
Neal
Negrete McLeod
Neugebauer
Noem
Nolan
Nugent
Nunes
O’Rourke
Olson
Owens
Pallone
Pascrell
Paulsen
Payne
Pearce
Pelosi
Perlmutter
Perry
Peters (CA)
Peterson
Petri
Pingree (ME)
Pittenger
Pitts
Pocan
Poe (TX)
Polis
Posey
Price (GA)
Price (NC)
Quigley
Rahall
Rangel
Reed
Reichert
Ribble
Rice (SC)
Richmond
Rigell
Roby
Roe (TN)
Rogers (AL)
Rogers (KY)
Rogers (MI)
Rokita
Rooney
Ros-Lehtinen
Roskam
Ross
Rothfus
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Roybal-Allard
Royce
Ruiz
Runyan
Ruppersberger
Ryan (WI)
Salmon
Sanchez, Linda
T.
Sanchez, Loretta
Sarbanes
Scalise
Schakowsky
Schiff
Schneider
Schock
Schrader
Schwartz
Schweikert
Scott (VA)
Scott, David
Sensenbrenner
Serrano
Sessions
Sewell (AL)
Sherman
Shimkus
Shuster
Simpson
Sinema
Sires
Slaughter
Smith (MO)
Smith (NE)
Smith (NJ)
Smith (TX)
Smith (WA)
Southerland
Speier
Stewart
Stivers
Stockman
Swalwell (CA)
Takano
Terry
Thompson (MS)
Thornberry
Tiberi
Tierney
Tipton
Titus
Tonko
Turner
Upton
Valadao
Van Hollen
Vargas
Vela
Velazquez
Visclosky
Wagner
Walberg
Walden
Walorski
Walz
Wasserman
Schultz
Waters
Waxman
Weber (TX)
Webster (FL)
Welch
Wenstrup
Westmoreland
Whitfield
Wilson (FL)
Wilson (SC)
Wittman
Wolf
Womack
Woodall
Yarmuth
Yoder
Yoho
Young (AK)
Young (IN)

NOT VOTING—46

Dayvis, Danny
DesJarlais
Enyart
Gallego
Gingrey (GA)
Granger
Graves (MO)
Gutiérrez
Hanabusa
Hastings (WA)

Huelskamp
Kaptur
Keating
Kelly (PA)
Kingston
Marino
McAllister
Miller, Gary
Nunnelee
Palazzo

Pastor (AZ) Ryan (OH) Thompson (PA)
Peters (MI) Sanford Tsongas
Pompeo Scott, Austin Veasey
Renacci Shea-Porter Williams
Rohrabacher Stutzman
Rush Thompson (CA)
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Mr. BURGESS changed his vote from
“nay’”’ to ‘‘yea.”

So (two-thirds being in the affirma-
tive) the rules were suspended and the
bill was passed.

The result of the vote was announced
as above recorded.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

Stated for:

Mr. KELLY of Pennsylvania. Mr. Speaker,
on rollcall No. 405, had | been present, |
would have voted “yes.”

———

INTERNATIONAL SCIENCE AND
TECHNOLOGY COOPERATION ACT
OF 2014

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The un-
finished business is the vote on the mo-
tion to suspend the rules and pass the
bill (H.R. 5029) to provide for the estab-
lishment of a body to identify and co-
ordinate international science and
technology cooperation that can
strengthen the domestic science and
technology enterprise and support
United States foreign policy goals, on
which the yeas and nays were ordered.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentleman from Texas (Mr. SMITH)
that the House suspend the rules and
pass the bill.

This is a 5-minute vote.

The vote was taken by electronic de-
vice, and there were—yeas 346, nays 41,
not voting 45, as follows:

[Roll No. 406]

YEAS—346
Aderholt Capuano DeGette
Amodei Cardenas Delaney
Bachmann Carson (IN) DeLauro
Barber Carter DelBene
Barletta Cartwright Denham
Barr Castor (FL) Dent
Barrow (GA) Castro (TX) Deutch
Barton Chaffetz Diaz-Balart
Bass Chu Dingell
Beatty Cicilline Doggett
Becerra Clark (MA) Doyle
Bentivolio Clawson (FL) Duckworth
Bera (CA) Clay Duncan (TN)
Bilirakis Cleaver Edwards
Bishop (GA) Clyburn Ellison
Bishop (NY) Coble Ellmers
Bishop (UT) Coffman Engel
Black Cole Eshoo
Blackburn Collins (NY) Esty
Blumenauer Conaway Farenthold
Bonamici Connolly Farr
Boustany Conyers Fattah
Brady (PA) Cook Fincher
Brady (TX) Cooper Fitzpatrick
Braley (IA) Costa Fleischmann
Bridenstine Cotton Fleming
Brooks (IN) Courtney Flores
Brown (FL) Cramer Forbes
Brownley (CA) Crawford Fortenberry
Bucshon Crenshaw Foster
Bustos Crowley Foxx
Butterfield Cuellar Frankel (FL)
Calvert Cummings Franks (AZ)
Camp Daines Frelinghuysen
Cantor Davis (CA) Fudge
Capito Davis, Rodney Gabbard
Capps DeFazio Garamendi

Garcia
Gardner
Garrett
Gerlach
Gibbs
Gibson
Goodlatte
Grayson
Green, Al
Green, Gene
Griffin (AR)
Griffith (VA)
Grijalva
Grimm
Guthrie
Hahn

Hall

Hanna
Harper
Harris
Hartzler
Hastings (FL)
Heck (NV)
Heck (WA)
Hensarling
Herrera Beutler
Higgins
Himes
Hinojosa
Holding
Holt

Honda
Horsford
Hoyer
Huffman
Hultgren
Hunter

Hurt

Israel

Issa

Jackson Lee
Jeffries
Jenkins
Johnson (GA)
Johnson (OH)
Johnson, E. B.
Johnson, Sam
Jolly

Joyce

Kelly (IL)
Kelly (PA)
Kennedy
Kildee
Kilmer

Kind

King (IA)
King (NY)
Kinzinger (IL)
Kirkpatrick
Kline

Kuster
Lamborn
Lance
Langevin
Lankford
Larsen (WA)
Larson (CT)
Latham
Latta

Lee (CA)
Levin

Lewis
Lipinski
LoBiondo
Loebsack
Lofgren
Long
Lowenthal
Lowey
Lucas
Luetkemeyer

Amash
Benishek
Brooks (AL)
Broun (GA)
Burgess
Chabot
Collins (GA)
DeSantis
Duffy
Duncan (SC)
Gohmert
Gosar
Gowdy
Graves (GA)
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Lujan Grisham
(NM)
Lujan, Ben Ray
(NM)
Lummis
Lynch
Maffei
Maloney,
Carolyn
Maloney, Sean
Marchant
Matheson
Matsui
McCarthy (CA)
McCarthy (NY)
McCaul
McCollum
McDermott
McGovern
McHenry
McIntyre
McKeon
McKinley
McMorris
Rodgers
McNerney
Meadows
Meehan
Meeks
Meng
Messer
Mica
Michaud
Miller (FL)
Miller, George
Moore
Moran
Mullin
Murphy (FL)
Nadler
Napolitano
Neal
Negrete McLeod
Neugebauer
Noem
Nolan
Nugent
Nunes
O’Rourke
Owens
Pallone
Pascrell
Paulsen
Payne
Pelosi
Perlmutter
Peters (CA)
Peterson
Petri
Pingree (ME)
Pittenger
Pitts
Pocan
Polis
Posey
Price (GA)
Price (NC)
Quigley
Rahall
Rangel
Reed
Reichert
Richmond
Rigell
Roby
Roe (TN)
Rogers (AL)
Rogers (KY)
Rogers (MI)
Rokita
Ros-Lehtinen

NAYS—41

Hudson
Huizenga (MI)
Jones
Jordan
Labrador
LaMalfa
Massie
MecClintock
Miller (MI)
Mulvaney
Murphy (PA)
Pearce
Perry

Poe (TX)

Roskam
Ross
Roybal-Allard
Royce
Ruiz
Runyan
Ruppersberger
Ryan (WI)
Sanchez, Linda
T.
Sanchez, Loretta
Sarbanes
Scalise
Schakowsky
Schiff
Schneider
Schock
Schrader
Schwartz
Schweikert
Scott (VA)
Scott, David
Serrano
Sessions
Sewell (AL)
Sherman
Shimkus
Simpson
Sinema
Sires
Slaughter
Smith (MO)
Smith (NE)
Smith (NJ)
Smith (WA)
Southerland
Speier
Stewart
Stivers
Swalwell (CA)
Takano
Terry
Thompson (MS)
Thompson (PA)
Thornberry
Tiberi
Tierney
Tipton
Titus
Tonko
Turner
Upton
Valadao
Van Hollen
Vargas
Vela
Velazquez
Visclosky
Wagner
Walberg
Walden
Walorski
Walz
Wasserman
Schultz
Waters
Waxman
Webster (FL)
Welch
Whitfield
Wilson (FL)
Wilson (SC)
Wittman
Wolf
Womack
Yarmuth
Yoder
Young (AK)
Young (IN)

Ribble

Rice (SC)
Rooney
Rothfus
Salmon
Sensenbrenner
Shuster
Stockman
Weber (TX)
Wenstrup
Westmoreland
Woodall

Yoho
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NOT VOTING—45

Bachus Graves (MO) Peters (MI)
Buchanan Gutiérrez Pompeo
Byrne Hanabusa Renacci
Campbell Hastings (WA) Rohrabacher
Carney Huelskamp Rush
Cassidy Kaptur Ryan (OH)
Clarke (NY) Keating Sanford
Cohen Kingston Scott, Austin
Culberson Marino Shea-Porter

Davis, Danny McAllister Smith (TX)
DesJarlais Miller, Gary Stutzman
Enyart Nunnelee Thompson (CA)
Gallego Olson Tsongas
Gingrey (GA) Palazzo Veasey
Granger Pastor (AZ) Williams

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER PRO TEMPORE

The SPEAKER pro tempore (during
the vote). There are 2 minutes remain-
ing.
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So (two-thirds being in the affirma-
tive) the rules were suspended and the
bill was passed.

The result of the vote was announced
as above recorded.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

—————

FINANCIAL SERVICES AND GEN-
ERAL GOVERNMENT APPROPRIA-
TIONS ACT, 2015

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. CRENSHAW. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent that all Members
may have 5 legislative days in which to
revise and extend their remarks and in-
clude extraneous material on H.R. 5016,
and that I may include tabular mate-
rial on the same.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Florida?

There was no objection.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to House Resolution 661 and rule
XVIII, the Chair declares the House in
the Committee of the Whole House on
the state of the Union for the consider-
ation of the bill, H.R. 5016.

The Chair appoints the gentleman
from New York (Mr. COLLINS) to pre-
side over the Committee of the Whole.

01911
IN THE COMMITTEE OF THE WHOLE
Accordingly, the House resolved

itself into the Committee of the Whole
House on the state of the Union for the
consideration of the bill (H.R. 5016)
making appropriations for financial
services and general government for
the fiscal year ending September 30,
2015, and for other purposes, with Mr.
CoLLINS of New York in the chair.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The CHAIR. Pursuant to the rule, the
bill is considered read the first time.

The gentleman from Florida (Mr.
CRENSHAW) and the gentleman from
New York (Mr. SERRANO) each will con-
trol 30 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Florida.

Mr. CRENSHAW. Mr. Chairman, I
yield myself such time as I may con-
sume.

Mr. Chairman, I am pleased to
present to the House the fiscal year
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2015 Financial Services and General
Government Appropriations bill.

This subcommittee has jurisdiction
over a great number of programs and
activities, including the Federal Judi-
ciary; the Treasury, which includes the
IRS; the Federal Trade Commission;
the Federal Communications Commis-
sion; the Small Business Administra-
tion; and several other activities.

All the agencies under this sub-
committee’s jurisdiction play an im-
portant role in the functioning of the
Federal Government, and I think it is
appropriate that all the Members of
the House have a chance to offer ger-
mane amendments that impact the
funding that is provided in this bill.

The bill that we are considering
today provides $21.3 billion in discre-
tionary funding, which is $566 million,
or 2.6 percent less than last year, and
$2.3 billion, or 9.6 percent less than the
request.

The subcommittee’s allocation has
been reduced, but it is one that is nec-
essary to live within the confines of
the budget agreement that was put to-
gether under the Ryan-Murray agree-
ment. The allocation is sufficient to
fund priority programs while reducing
some of the programs that are not es-
sential to the operation of the Federal
Government or have a history of wast-
ing taxpayer resources.

One of the main provisions of this
bill is funding for law enforcement.
The bill provides increased funding
over fiscal year 2014 for several law en-
forcement activities.

0 1915

The High Intensity Drug Trafficking
Areas program receives a $6.5 million
increase. The Drug-Free Communities
program receives a $3 million increase,
and the Treasury’s terrorism and fi-
nancial intelligence activities—they
are the ones who develop and enforce
sanctions—receive an $18 million in-
crease. In addition, we have ample
funding for the operations of the Fed-
eral judiciary and the D.C. Courts. We
also have money for the supervision of
offenders and defendants who are living
in our communities.

Another priority for the bill is sup-
porting small businesses and assisting
in private sector job creation. This bill
provides $195 million for the Small
Business Administration’s business
loan programs, and that supports $18.5
billion of lending under a program
called 7(a), and it supports $7.5 billion
under 504 lending. This bill also pro-
vides increases over the current year
for the Small Business Development
Centers. It provides increases for the
Women’s Business Centers and for the
Treasury’s Community Development
Financial Institutions Fund program.
In addition, this bill asks several of the
regulatory agencies to report to this
committee and to tell us how they are
doing as they attempt to eliminate
some of the burdensome, duplicative,
and just plain unnecessary regulations.

In order to live within our allocation,
we had to reduce funding in some
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areas. We actually eliminate funding
for nine different programs, including
the Christopher Columbus Foundation
and the Election Assistance Commis-
sion. Those are activities that we feel
are no longer necessary or are cer-
tainly not vital to the operation of the
Federal Government. We further re-
duce funding for more than a dozen
agencies and programs that, in our
opinion, can operate on a little bit less,
like the Bureau of the Fiscal Service,
the Federal Trade Commission, and the
Federal Communications Commission.

For the GSA, we reduce their funding
for the Federal buildings fund by $240
million. We continue to require them
to regularly report to us on their
spending and on the state of their
building portfolio. The bill provides the
GSA with enough funds to operate
their current building inventory, and it
provides new funding for three land
port of entry construction projects. We
also continue to push the GSA to re-
duce their surplus and vacant space.
We designate some funding to help
them consolidate their projects and
dispose of some of the projects, but we
make sure that they do that only if
there are going to be savings in the
long run.

In an effort to increase transparency
and accountability, we make the Con-
sumer Financial Protection Bureau,
the CFPB, subject to the annual appro-
priations process of this Congress.
When Dodd-Frank set that agency up,
they purposefully left it without any
oversight from this Congress. We think
that is not the best way to go. We
think that that is an agency that
ought to report to us what they are
doing, how they are doing it, and how
much money they are spending, and
this bill will correct that flaw.

The bill freezes funding for the White
House and the Office of Management
and Budget. It includes a requirement
that OMB submit the President’s budg-
et request on time, which is something
they have not been able to do in the
last couple of years, or they will face a
withholding of approximately 7 months
of their budget until the President’s re-
quest is sent. In addition, the bill con-
tains a prohibition on funding for the
White House to prepare signing state-
ments and executive orders which are
contradictory to existing law.

I would like to touch on the IRS.
This committee still remains outraged
at some of the activities that we have
seen from the IRS in recent times.
First, we learned that they were sin-
gling out individuals and groups of in-
dividuals for additional scrutiny based
on their political philosophies. Then we
learned that they had wasted millions
of dollars in having lavish conferences
around the country and in making silly
videos. Then we learned that the new
Commissioner paid $63 million in bo-
nuses and awards after the prior Com-
missioner had said we are not going to
pay those. Then we find out that some
of the people who were receiving those
bonuses and awards were, in fact, delin-
quent in paying their own taxes. So,
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last year, we had some reforms on
spending, and we had reforms on the
targeting, but work remains to be
done.

This bill provides the IRS with $10.95
billion. That is $341 million below the
level last year, and it is $1.5 billion
below their request. Now, people say
that is a pretty drastic cut, but that
actually leaves the IRS funded at the
same level at which they were prior to
2008. We have to remember that the
IRS has betrayed the trust of the
American people in a lot of different
ways, and it is going to take some time
for the IRS to restore that trust, be-
cause it seems like, just about every
week, we read about a new revelation
of some sort of IRS bureaucratic in-
competence or, maybe, of a willful dis-
regard for existing law—or sometimes
even both.

We want to make sure that they
begin to clean up their act, and this
bill provides that they can no longer
subject people to additional scrutiny.
They can’t waste money on lavish con-
ferences anymore, and they can’t pay
bonuses and awards to people unless
they at least consider the conduct of
that individual and whether or not that
individual is current on his taxes. We
require a certain amount of reporting
from the IRS, and we require them to
tell us how much official time is being
used on union activities.

We also have language in there of
this new, revised regulation that they
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have put forward regarding the defini-
tion of what is an organization under
501(c)(4) of the Internal Revenue Code,
which was a rule that was promulgated
based on the investigation that was
taking place about the abuse of sin-
gling out individuals. In our opinion,
the Treasury should wait until that in-
vestigation is conducted before any
kind of new rule has been proposed.
The rule was withdrawn after there
were 150,000 comments, and a lot of
those comments came from all sides of
the political spectrum. We think there
is plenty for the IRS to do in terms of
time, in terms of energy, in terms of
money before they spend that in trying
to write a new rule. We also found out
just recently that, while the IRS asks
us to keep our records for 7 years, they
couldn’t keep their records for more
than 7 months, so there is a provision
in here that says they can’t destroy
any of their records if it is outside ex-
isting law.

Finally, I want to say something
about the Affordable Care Act. This
committee believes that the IRS
should not have a role in implementing
the individual mandate of the Afford-
able Care Act. The IRS, as I said, has
betrayed the trust of the American
people. There is not much trust in the
IRS today. People don’t trust the IRS
with their taxes, and they are certainly
not going to trust the IRS with their
health care. At a time when the IRS
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hasn’t demonstrated much ability to
either self-correct or self-police, the
bill says that they can’t spend any
money to implement the individual
mandate of the Affordable Care Act
and that they also can’t transfer any
money to fund it from the Department
of Health and Human Services.

That is it in a nutshell, Mr. Chair-
man. I think this is a good bill. It
takes the money that we have and
makes some tough choices, sets the
right priorities, and spends money in a
wise and efficient way.

I want to thank all of the members of
the subcommittee for the work that
they have put in. I want to thank our
staffs—both the majority and minority
staffs—for the work that they have put
in.

I want to say a special word of
thanks to the ranking member, Mr.
SERRANO, the gentleman from New
York. His input has made this a better
bill. Even though he thinks there
should be more money and he doesn’t
agree with everything that is in the
bill, he has been a great partner to
work with in the spirit of cooperation
and particularly in an effort to make
sure that we return to regular order,
where the appropriations bills are
brought before this House, so I want to
thank him for that.

With that, Mr. Chairman, I reserve
the balance of my time.
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FINANCIAL SERVICES AND GENERAL GOVERNMENT APPROPRIATIONS BILL 2015 (H.R. §018)
{Amounts in thousands)

FY 2014 FY 20158 Bil1l vs. Bi11 ws.
Enacted Raguest Bil Enacted Request
TITLE I - DEPARTMENT OF THE TREASURY
Departmental Offices
Salaries and EXPONSES. .. ... .. i iivmoranciaanans 312,400 308,734 175,000 -137,400 ~133,734
Office of Terrorism and Financial Intelligence.... EER .- 120,000 +120,000 +120,000
Subtotal. ... e e 312,400 308,734 285,000 -17,400 ~13,734
Department-wide Systems and Capital Investments
PrOGIamS . . ot 2,728 2,728 - -2,728 ~2,725
Office of Inspector Senera‘ ........................... 34,800 35,3561 35,351 +551 .
Treasury Inspector General for Tax Administration..... 156,378 157,419 158,000 +1,825 +581
Special Inspector General for TARP. ... ... .. ... ..., 34,823 34,234 34,234 ~-B8Y .
Financial Crimes Enforcement Network.................. 112,000 108,661 108,661 -3,334% -
Subtotal, Departmental Offices.................. . 653,223 647,124 631 248 -21,977 ~15,878
Treasury Forfeiture Fund {rescission}............... .. ~738,000 -850, 000 -750,000 -14, 000 +200,000
Total, Departmental Offdces............. ... 0.en -82.777 -302,876 -118,754 -35,977 +184,122
Bureau of the Fiscal Service. ... ... .. cvuiiiiiinuenen 360,165 348,184 348,184 ~-11,081 .
Alcohol and Tobacco Tax and Trade Bureau.............. 99,000 96,000 86,000 -3,000 R
Community Development Financial Institutions Fund
Program ACCOUNT . . . i i e 226,000 224,900 230,000 +4,000 +5,100
Payment of Government Losses in Shipment.............. 2,000 2,000 2.000 . R
Total, Department of the Treasury, non-IRS...... 604,388 368 208 587,430 -48,858 +189,222
Internal Revenue Service
Taxpayer ServiCes. . ... . i s 2,122,554 2,317,833 2,130,000 +7,446 ~187,833
EnTOrCBmMENT. . L. e e e 5,022,178 5,133,988 4,950,000 ~72,178 -183,988
Program integrity initiatives........... ... e . 237,838 .. . -237,838
SUbTOTAT . (o e e P 5,022,178 5,371,826 4,850,000 «7T2.,178 -421,826
Operations SUPPOrT. .. v vt i i i 3,740,942 4,215,168 3,620,000 -120,942 -595,169
Program integrity imitiatives.......... ... ... . - 241,689 .- e -241,689
SUBTOTAT . e e 3,740,942 4,456,858 3,620,000 -120,942 -836,858
Business Systems Modernization......... ... .. cviniuisnnn 312,938 330,210 250,000 ~82,938 ~80.,210
General Provision. . . it e e e s 92,000 EEE - ~§92,000 .
Total, Internal Revenue Service................. 11,290,612 12,476,527 10,950,000 -340,612 ~1,826,527
Total, title I, Department of the Treasury...... 11,885,000 12,844,738 11,507,430 -387,570 -1,337,308
Appropriations., . ... i e e {12,631,000) {13,315,208) (12,257,430} {-373,870) (-1.057,778)
RESCISSTONS . . it v et cs ittt cra et {-736,000} {-950,000} {~750,000) {~14,000) {+200,000)
{Mandatory)...... T {2,000} {2,000} {2,000} .- .-

{Discrationary). .. o it e (11,893,000} (12,842,735) {11,505,430) {-387,570) (-1,337,305)
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FINANCIAL SERVICES AND GENERAL GOVERNMENT APPROPRIATIONS BILL 20185 (H.R. 5016}
{Amounts in thousands)

FY 2014 FY 2015 Bil11 vs. Bi11 vs.
Enacted Request Bi1l Enacted Request
TITLE I - EXECUTIVE OFFICE OF THE PRESIDENT AND FUNDS
APPROPRIATED TO THE PRESIDENT
The White House
Sataries and ExXDenSeS. . .t it 55,000 55,110 55,000 . 110
Compensation of the President. ... ....... ... v R 450 - B - 450
B8, B4, . e s {450} " (450} e {+450)
Executive Residence at the White House:
Operating EXPensesS. ... ...ttt iinivnnnrroisans 12,700 12,700 12,700 N “ne
White House Repair and Restoration................ 750 750 500 -250 «250
Subtotal. .. ... i e 13,450 13,450 13,200 -250 -250
Council of EBconomic AGVISErs. ... .. v irieriovrarnsen 4,184 4,192 3,765 -418 -427
National Security Council and Homeland Security
CoUNCT T L e e ey 12,800 12,621 12,800 - -21
Office of Admindstration. .. ... ... v v 112,726 111,441 111,000 ~1,726 ~441
Total, The White House. ... ... . o ineans 197,960 197,264 195,565 -2,395 -1,699
Office of Management and Budget. . ... ... .o ivievy s 89,300 893,450 89,300 w -4, 150
Office of National Druyg Control Policy
Salaries and EXDONSES . .. i it e s 22,750 22,647 22,000 - 750 - 547
High Intensity Drug Trafficking Areas Program......... 238,522 193,400 245,000 +6,478 +51,600
Other Federal Drug Control Programs.............. R 105,394 95,378 108,250 +2,856 +12,874
Total, Office of National Drug Control Policy... 366,666 311,423 375,250 +8,584 +63,827
Unanticipated Needs.......... PR 800 1,000 - -800 -1,000
Data-driven Innovation. . ................ e 2,000 .- . ~2,000 .
Information Technology Oversight and Reform.......... 8,000 20,000 9,000 +1,000 -11,000
Special Assistance to the President and Official
Residence of the Vice President:
Salaries and EXDENSES. . ...ttt i vn e 4,318 4,221 4,200 -118 -21
Operating EXPenSesS. . .. u it i i 308 248 290 -15 -8
Subtotal. (. e 4,824 4,520 4,490 «134 -30
Total, title II, Executive 0ffice of the
President and Funds Appropriated to the
President......... e Ces 669,350 627,687 673,605 +4, 258 +45,948
{Handaloryd. . o i e C {450) R . {-450)
(Discretionary) .. .. . i i i (669,350} {827,207} {673,605} {+4,255) {+46,398)
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FINANCIAL SERVICES AND GENERAL GOVERNMENT APPROPRIATIONS BILL 2015 (H.R. 5018)
{Amounts in thousands)

FY 2014
Enacted

FY 2018
Request

Bill ws.
Enacted

H6173

Bi11 vs.
Request

TITLE 111 - THE JUDICIARY
Supreme Court of the United States
Salaries and Expenses:
Salaries of Justices. ... i e
Other salaries and eXPEASES . ... ot ii it ins
SUbtotal . . . i e
Care of the Building and Grounds........c.ovv i,
Total., Supreme Court of the United States.......
United States Court of Appeals for the Federal Circuit
Sataries and Expenses:
Salaries of Judges. . ... . i i e e

Other salaries and eXPENSES. ... ..t re e san

Total, United States Court of Appeals Tor the
Federal Circuit. . .. vt

United States Court of International Trade
Salaries and Expenses:
Salaries of JUGGeS. . . . i i e
Other salaries and GXPeENSeS. ... vt iirvinnroros

Total, U.S. Court of International Trade......

Courts of Appeals, District Courts, and Other Judicial
Services

Salaries and Expenses:
Salaries of judges and bankruptcy judges..........
Other salaries a0d BXPENSES. .. o i it irncrns
Subtolal. L .. e
Vaceine Inmjury Compensation Trust Fund.. . ... ... ... ...
Dafender ServiCeS. ... . e
Fees of Jurors and Commissioners......................
COUrt SeCUrTLY. (it i i e e e

Total, Courts of Appeals, District Courts, and
Dther Judicial Services... .. .. .. i

Administrative Dffice of the United States Courts
Salaries and EXPENS®S. . ..t in it s
Federal Judicial Center
Salaries and EXPBASES . . ... ..t irr i iivanravarcoacs
Judictal Retirement Funds

Payment to Judiciary Trust Funds.. ... .o iiviiinnns
{Sec. 624}, ..., ... e e s

United States Sentencing Commission
Salaries and EXPEnS®S.. ... vt ih i es e s
Total, title III, the Judiciary........... . ...

Mandatoryl. . o e e
(I BCre OnaIY . . e i e i e

2,527
74,967

33,105

1,981
17,807

388,664
4,658,830

5,047 404

5,327
1,044,394
53,891
497,500

19,788

412,000
4,827,588

$,239,588

5,423
1,083,158
55,827
530,763

412,000
4,784,859

5,196,659

5,423
1,044,394
55,827
525,763

+23,338
+125,82¢

+149, 16

+36

+1,936
+28,263

6,648,608

81,200

26,200

{126,931)

6,884,759

84,399

26,959

143,800

6,828,066

82,824

26,724

(143.800)

+1789, 460

+1,624

+524

{+16,669)

-1,678

-23%

-143,800
(+143,800)

6,911,945
(395,820}
{6,516,126)

7,298,838
{563,001)
(6,735,637}

7,086,147
(419,401)
(6.676,746)

+184,202
(+23,581)
{+160,621)

202,491
{-143,600)
{~58,801)
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FINANCIAL SERVICES AND GENERAL GOVERNMENT APPROPRIATIONS BILL 2015 (H.R. 5016)
{Amounts in thousands)

Bi1l vs.
Enacted

-10,000

~13.800
+1,588

+2,016
+393
~-14,000
+100

+50
-3,000

Bil11 vs.
Request

-20,000

-4, 800
~21,419

-4,068
-231

-16,000

FY 2014
Enacted
TITLE IV - DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA
Federal Payment for Resident Tuition Support.......... 30,000
Federal Payment for Emergency Planning and Security
Costs in the District of Columbia. ............... ... 23,800
Federal Payment to the District of Columbia Courts.... 232,812
Federal Payment for Defender Services in District of
Columbia Courts................. PR 48,890
Federal Payment to the Court Services and Offender
Supervision Agency for the District of Columbia..... 226,484
Federal Payment to the District of Columbia Public
Defender ServiCe. . ... .. ... i i e 40,807
Federal Payment to the District of Columbia Water and
Sewer AULhOrITY . . i e e 14,000
Federal Payment to the Criminal Justice Coordinating
COUNCT L e e 1,800
Federal Payment for Judicial Commissions.............. 500
Federal Payment for School Improvement................ 48,000
Federal Payment for the D.C. Natiopal Guard........... 375
Federal Payment for Testing and Treatment of
HIVAAIDS e e e 5,000
Federal Payment for D.C. Commission on the Arts and
Humanities Grants. ... . i i i e e .
Total, Title IV, District of Columbia........... 673,268
TITLE V - OTHER INDEPENDENT AGENCIES
Administrative Conference of the United States........ 3,000

Christopher Columbus Fellowship Foundation............ 150

-150

-10,000

-17,096
+17,006

<200

-5,000

=10, 000

+1,709

Consumer Product Safety Commission.................... 118,000
Election Assistance Commission
Salaries and EXPENSES . . it ittt e i . 10,000
Federal Communications Commission
Salartes and EXPEABES . . .. ottt i i e 339,844
Offsetting fee collections - current year............. -339,844
Direct appropriation.... .. ... ...\, P "
Federal Deposit Insurance Corporation: Office of
Inspector General {by transfer}.......... ... ... ... {34,568}
Federal Election Commission....... ... .. ii v iinas 88,791
Federal Labor Relations Authority........... ..+ . ..vasn 25,500
Faderal Trade Commission
Salaries and EXPONSES. .. vt cii it s 298,000
Offsetting fee collections - current vear............. ~103,300
Offsetting fee collections, telephone database........ -15,000
Direct appropriation. . .. i it 179,700
General Services Administration
Federal Buildings Fund
Limitations on Availability of Revenue!
Construction and acquisition of facilities........ 506,178
Raepairs and alterations...... e 1,076,823
Hew construction and repair.. . ... iy 69,500
Installment acquisition payments........... ... ..., 109,000
Rental of SDBCE. ... i i 5,387,109

FY 2015
Request BiNY
44,000 20,000
14,900 10,000
255,819 234,400
49,890 49,890
232,568 228,500
41,231 41,000
18,000 -
1,800 1,800
565 550
43,000 45,000
435 375
5,000 5,000
1.000 .
702,308 £36,615
3,200 3,000
123,000 118,000
10,000 L
375,380 322,748
~375,380 -322,748
{34,568) {34,568)
87,500 87,500
25,548 25,8500
293,000 293,000
-100,000 -100,000
-14,000 -14,000
178,006 179.000
745,449 420,460
1,256,738 965,817
5,871,348 5,500,000

-85,718
-111,006
-69,500
-109, 000
+112,881

-324, 989
-290,921

-171,348
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FINANCIAL SERVICES AND GENERAL GOVERNMENT APPROPRIATIONS BILL 2015 (H.R. 5016)
{Amounts in thousands)

FY 2014
Enacted

FY 2015
Request

Building operations. ... .. i it

Subtotal, Limitations on aveilability of

FEVENMUE . .\ ot v et vt in v e ot e s
Rental income to fund. .. ... . . v criiinnr ey

Total, Federal Buildings Fund............. ...,
Government-wide Poliay. .. i e e
Operaling EXDenses. ... . i iniiarincniann e
Office of Inspector General...... ... .. iiniiinone s
Electronic Government Fund. ... ... vvivurivinnonens
Allowances and Office Staff for Former Presidents.....
Federal Citizen Services Fund........ ... ... ... iveu.n

Total, General Services Administration..........
Harry 8§ Truman Scholarship Foundation. . ... ... ..... ...

Merit Systems Protection Board

Salaries and EXDeNS8S . . .. v, ittt e e
Limitation on administrative expenses. .. ... i inacuns

Total, Merit Systems Protection Board...........

Morris K. Udall and Stewart L. Udall Foundation

Morris K. Udall and Stewart L. Udall Trust Fund.......
Environmental Dispute Resolution Fund. . ... . ... .. .....

Total, Morris K. Udall and Stewart L Udall

Foundation. ... . i i e

National Archives and Records Administration

Operating EXDENSES. ...yt et cnin it
Reduction of deblt. . .. it e

Subtotal. . ... . e

Office of the Inspector General. . ... .. i iiienaivanns
Repairs and Restoration. ... ... oo N

Hational Historical Publications and Records

Commission Grants Program. ... o it v

Total, Netional Archives and Regords

Administration. (... . i i i e

National Credit Union Administration

Community Development Revolving Loan Fund.............
Office of Government Ethics. ... ..o v

Office of Personnel Management

Salaries and EXDENS8S. ..o v i i e .
Limitation on administrative expenses.............
Office of Inspector General. ... .. ... ... iiiinananns
Limitation on administrative expenses.............

Govt Payment for Annuitants, Employees Health

BENETILS . . e e s
(SRC. B2Z4) . i e e
Govt Payment for Annuitants, Employee Life Insurance..
{8eC. B24) . . i i i e
Payment to Civil Sve Retirement and Disability Fund...
{SBC. B24) .. . .. e

Total, Office of Personnel Management........ .
Handatory ... i e s
DisCrationaryY. L v v v s e

4,370,042

-9,950,560

9,817,887

-9,917,867

59,206
61,049
66,978

3,344
53,294

340,000

4,130
7,800

1,200
15,325

95,7867
118,578
4,684
21,340

(11,404,000}

{53,000}

(9,178,000}

1,071
15,420

96,039
118,425
4,384
21,340

11,806,000

55,000

8,975,000

Bi11 s, Bi11 vs.
Enacted Request
+*22,700 e
-239,633 -787,258
+32,893 .
- 208,740 ~787,258
- «1,208
«2,417 ..
.- -1.878
«16,000 -
-1,878 «1.,672
+18,490 -
~-208 548 -782,114
-750 .
-2.085 +35%
-2,088 +355
«2,100 «1,985
-3, 400 -3,420
-5,500 -5,418
-10,000 .-
-2,000 ..
-12,000 LR
-400 am
+500 L
=11,900 L
+800 +929
+95 -
+153 -128
-153 LR
-300 R

- -11,806,000
{+402,000) (+11,806,000)
e -5, 000
{+2,000} {+55,000)
- -8,875,000
{-203.000) (+8,975,000)

21,076,188
(20,838,000)
{240,188)

{240,059)

-300  -20,836,128
-e- {(-20,836,000)
{-300} {129}
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{Amounts in thousands)

FY 2014 FY 2013 Bi1l vs. Bill vs.
Enacted Request Bitl Enacted Request
Office of Special Counsel. ... . ... . . . . i unn 20,639 21,452 21,452 +813 e
Prior year DalanCes. ... ... e ooy 125 - - ~128 .
Postal Regulatory Commission. ... ...v evvnsrnnesnrn s 14,1582 15,283 14,152 v -1,131
Privacy and Civil Liberties Oversight Board........... 3,100 8,008 4,500 +1,400 ~3,508
Recovery and Accountability Transparency Board........ 20,000 20,000 16,000 -5,000 -5,000
Securities and Exchange Commission.................... 1,350,000 1,700,000 1,400,000 +50, 000 - 300,000
B O T -1,350,000 -1,700,000 -1,400,000 -50,000 +300,000
SEC Reserve Fund {rescission)....... ... c.oovveares -25,000 - e +25,000 .-
SEC Reserve Fund {Tdmitation)............... ... .. .- .- -70,000 ~70,000 -70,000
Selective Service SysStem. . ... ... it 22,900 22,900 21,300 ~1,400 -1,400
Small Business Administration
Satartes and eXPeNSOS. . ... .t e 250,000 256,882 253,882 +3,882 -3,000
Entreprencurial Development Programs..... e e 198,165 187,825 197,828 +1,860 e
Office of Inspector General... ... . .. . .. cirinieninnn 18,000 19,400 18,400 +400 -
Office of Advocacy. .. ... nnn e e e 8,750 8,455 8,750 .- +285
Business Loans Program Account:
Direct Toans subsidy. .. . . i 4,800 2,500 2,500 «2,100 -
Buaranteed Toans subsidy. . ... .. i v iiii i 107,000 45,000 45,000 -62,000 LR
Administrative exXDeNSEeS. . .. i e 181,660 147,728 147,726 -3,834 LR
Total, Business loans program account. ... ... . 263,160 185,226 196,226 -67,934 .-
Disaster Loans Program Account:
Administrative @XPeRSES. . .. i e 191,800 32,222 186,858 ~5,042 +154,836
Disaster relief category.........oovuursvon s . 154,636 LN .- -154,636
Total, Small Business Administration...... 928,978 864,646 861,941 ~-87,034 -2,708
United States Postal Service
Payment to the Postal Service Fund.... ... o oviiiaan e . 58,342 +58,342 +58,342
Advance appropriations.... .. e s 70,751 70,371 - -70,751 -70,371
Office of Inspector General. ... . . .. inriaenren 241,468 243,883 243,000 +1 532 ~B83
Total, United States Postal Service............. 312,218 314,254 301,342 -10,877 ~12,912
United States Tax Court ... . v iiian e e PP 53,453 52,300 50,000 -3, 453 -2,300
Total, titie V, Independent Agencies............ 2,088,855 23,468,431 1,721,853 -368,002  -21,746,578
ApPropriations. (... i e {2,044,104) (23,243,424} {1,721, 853) {-322,281) {-21,521.571)
RESCIEEIONS . L ittt it e {-25,000} . ~-- {+25,000} .
Disaster relief category........ ... ooy "o {154 ,8636) v . {-154,836)
AGVANGES . . vttt et et et s {70,751) {70,371} {-70,751) {-70,371)
(by transfer). . . o v i (34,568} {34,568) (34,5868) < -
HENGAEOTY ) . i e e we {20,836,000) .. -~ {-20,836,000)
{DISCretionary}. . i i i i e {2,089,855) {2,632,431) {1,721,853) {-368,002) {-910,578)
TITLE VI - GENERAL PROVISIONS
Mandatory appropriations (Sec. 624)........ .. .. ... 20,762,381 - 20,980,050 +217,669  +20,080,050
Mandatory appropriations. .. ... ..o - {20,980, 050} . --- {«20,980,050})
Grand total........... e e et e 43,001,799 44,941,769 42,615,700 ~386,088 -2.326,089
APPTopTrIations . .. L. e (43,692,048} (45,666,762) (43,365,700} (-326,348) (-2,301,0862)
RESCTESTONS . L ittt i iet et e e {-761,000}) {-950,000) {-750,000) {+11,000) {+200,000)
Disaster relief category... ... ..o enn [N - {154,6386) .- .- {-154,636)
AQVBOGES .o v e ier et e {70,751} (70,371} {70,751} {-70,371)
{by transfer) . .. o i i e {34,568) {34,568} {34,568} LR -

Discretionary total.,.......... e 21,851,000 23,541,698 21,285,000 -566,000 -2,256,698
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Mr. SERRANO. Mr. Chairman, I yield
myself such time as I may consume.

I am saddened to have to rise in op-
position to this legislation today. As a
long-time appropriator, I remember
the days when we were always able to
come together to determine the fund-
ing levels for our government in a bi-
partisan manner and with little par-
tisan warfare. Unfortunately, this bill
is not a product of those times.

I do not say this to blame Chairman
CRENSHAW or Chairman ROGERS, as
they have always listened to the con-
cerns that our side has had and have
tried to accommodate us when they
could. Mr. CRENSHAW is a great work-
ing partner, and he knows that that fa-
mous line is really true in this case: it
is not personal; it is about this issue.
There are many things we have been
able to agree on as a result, but they
have also been forced to listen to a por-
tion of their caucus that is not inter-
ested in the business of governing, and
as a result, the good portions of this
bill are overwhelmed by the problems
that this legislation has.

Let me discuss just a few of the more
serious shortfalls of this bill, starting
with a seriously inadequate allocation.
This subcommittee received an unac-
ceptably low 302(b) allocation that is
$566 million below last year’s bill. Per-
centage wise, this is a cut of 2.6 per-
cent, a level that no other sub-
committee has been forced to take.
The result is that there are several
agencies in this bill that are not funded
properly.

Primary among these is the Internal
Revenue Service. The IRS is funded at
$10.95 billion, a cut of $341 million
below last year. This means the agency
would operate at a level that is below
sequestration—funding levels that were
already grossly inadequate. I assume
this is being done both as some sort of
collective punishment of the Exempt
Organizations unit for the problems as-
sociated with their scrutiny of liberal
and conservative 501(c)(4) organiza-
tions, and as one final attempt to
hinder the implementation of the Af-
fordable Care Act. We already heard
from the chairman that they don’t
think this committee should be in-
volved with the Affordable Care Act.
We keep forgetting that it was passed
by both Houses, signed by the Presi-
dent and upheld by the Supreme Court.
These actions are irresponsible, and
they do more to hurt the American
people than does the IRS. Rather than
investing in further training to prevent
the problems that happened previously
or ensuring that we have the resources
to go after tax cheats, the majority has
chosen to play politics with the agency
that brings in the vast majority of our
Nation’s revenue. Unfortunately, these
funding levels will prevent the agency
from collecting money from tax cheats,
expand the tax gap, and increase our
deficit. Talk about fiscal irrespon-
sibility.

The Securities and Exchange Com-
mission is also severely underfunded at
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a level of $1.4 billion. This is $300 mil-
lion below the request and is simply in-
sufficient to allow the agency to prop-
erly oversee Wall Street and protect in-
vestors, including many retirees who
have 401(k) and pension plans that are
invested in the marketplace. Both par-
ties have created additional respon-
sibilities for the SEC in recent years,
but funding has not kept pace. If we
keep asking the agency to do more
with less, then we cannot be surprised
if we experience another financial cri-
sis.

There are numerous other cuts to the
bill that are harmful as well, including
the elimination of the Election Assist-
ance Commission, cuts to the Con-
sumer Product Safety Commission, the
Federal Communications Commission,
and the General Services Administra-
tion, all of which have negative im-
pacts on the operations of our Federal
Government and private sector job
growth. However, I believe that the
biggest impediment to reaching com-
promise on this bill is the large number
of partisan riders that have been added.
Let me name just a few of the more ex-
cessive, all of which are major con-
cerns to our side of the aisle.

There are riders preventing the IRS
from implementing the Affordable Care
Act and from reforming the 501(c)(4)
regulations, which have caused so
much confusion and abuse. There is a
rider limiting Americans’ ability to
travel to Cuba on people-to-people
visas.
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There is a rider preventing the SEC
from requiring publicly-traded compa-
nies to disclose their campaign dona-
tions to their shareholders, even
though there is no indication that the
agency has plans to do so.

There is a rider that prevents the
provision of abortion services in
multistate health plans under the Af-
fordable Care Act.

There are riders preventing the Dis-
trict of Columbia from using its own
funds to provide legal abortion services
to low-income women and to determine
its own local criminal justice laws with
regard to marijuana.

This is, by no means, an exhaustive
list. The number of riders on this bill
seems endless. I have no doubt that we
will be asked to add even more to this
list during debate on this bill.

Before we do that, I would point out
that we have spent a lot of time this
year discussing how to ensure a return
to regular order in the appropriations
process. I would suggest that it is ex-
tremely difficult to do so when the ma-
jority attempts to pack legislation
with a laundry list of partisan prior-
ities.

This is irresponsible governing, at
best, and they make a mockery of one
of this institution’s most important
functions, to fund the Federal Govern-
ment.

When we choose politics over the
needs of the American people, we

H6177

should not be surprised when those
same people become cynical about
their elected representatives. The ap-
propriations process is not and should
not be the place to add every partisan
priority that the other side cannot pass
through the regular legislative process.

I feel confident that the American
people would rather just have us get on
with our jobs, instead of rehashing the
same arguments over the Affordable
Care Act, Dodd-Frank, and many other
issues.

Our side will attempt to remedy
some of these defects through the
amendment process; although with the
inadequate allocation, it will be dif-
ficult to do so. Unfortunately, as it is
currently written, this is not a bill
that I can support.

Before I finish, let me take a moment
to thank the staff on both sides of the
aisle for their hard work on this bill.
They have all devoted many hours to
creating this bill and report, and I
know I speak for all the Members on
our side when I say that we are grate-
ful for