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(Mr. BENNET) was added as a cosponsor
of S. 634, a bill to prohibit the Federal
Emergency Management Agency from
recouping certain assistance, and for
other purposes.
S. 637
At the request of Mr. CRAPO, the
name of the Senator from Minnesota
(Mr. FRANKEN) was added as a cospon-
sor of S. 637, a bill to amend the Inter-
nal Revenue Code of 1986 to extend and
modify the railroad track maintenance
credit.
S. 650
At the request of Mr. BLUNT, the
name of the Senator from Alaska (Ms.
MURKOWSKI) was added as a cosponsor
of S. 650, a bill to extend the positive
train control system implementation
deadline, and for other purposes.
S. 667
At the request of Mr. ENzI, the name
of the Senator from Mississippi (Mr.
COCHRAN) was added as a cosponsor of
S. 667, a bill to ensure that organiza-
tions with religious or moral convic-
tions are allowed to continue to pro-
vide services for children.
S. 674
At the request of Mrs. MURRAY, the
name of the Senator from Connecticut
(Mr. BLUMENTHAL) was added as a co-
sponsor of S. 674, a bill to expand pro-
grams with respect to women’s health.
S. 683
At the request of Mr. BOOKER, the
name of the Senator from California
(Mrs. BOXER) was added as a cosponsor
of S. 683, a bill to extend the principle
of federalism to State drug policy, pro-
vide access to medical marijuana, and
enable research into the medicinal
properties of marijuana.
S. 697
At the request of Mr. UDALL, the
name of the Senator from Virginia (Mr.
WARNER) was added as a cosponsor of S.
697, a bill to amend the Toxic Sub-
stances Control Act to reauthorize and
modernize that Act, and for other pur-
poses.
AMENDMENT NO. 297
At the request of Mr. ALEXANDER, the
name of the Senator from Alaska (Ms.
MURKOWSKI) was added as a cosponsor
of amendment No. 297 intended to be
proposed to S. 178, a bill to provide jus-
tice for the victims of trafficking.
AMENDMENT NO. 300
At the request of Mr. LEAHY, the
name of the Senator from Massachu-
setts (Ms. WARREN) was added as a co-
sponsor of amendment No. 300 intended
to be proposed to S. 178, a bill to pro-
vide justice for the victims of traf-
ficking.

————————

STATEMENTS ON INTRODUCED
BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTIONS

By Ms. STABENOW (for herself
and Mr. GRAHAM):

S. 758. A bill to establish an Inter-
agency Trade Enforcement Center in
the Office of the United States Trade
Representative, and for other purposes;
to the Committee on Finance.
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Ms. STABENOW. Mr. President, I
want to take a moment to discuss the
importance of international trade and
the enforcement of international trade
agreements.

We talk a lot about international
trade in this Chamber and frame it in
terms of opening new markets with
new trade agreements. But as the dis-
tinguished Presiding Officer under-
stands, while it is important to ensure
future agreements are fair for busi-
nesses and workers, we should also be
devoting more time to the 290 trade
agreements we already have and ask
ourselves; are we doing all we can to
ensure we are enforcing these trade
agreements on behalf of American
businesses and workers who are af-
fected by trade agreements, on behalf
of communities that are affected by
trade agreements?

I do not think we are, despite strong
efforts by the Obama administration. I
say that because this particular re-
port—which I have in my hand, which
is very heavy—is a report from the U.S.
Trade Representative that has 384
pages detailing all of the trade barriers
we face around the globe. Those are 384
reasons why we need to do more to
fight for our manufacturers, our farm-
ers, our innovators, our workers—ev-
eryone employed in all of the indus-
tries that are affected by trade bar-
riers.

So today, Senator GRAHAM and I are
introducing the Trade Enforcement
Act, which would make permanent the
Interagency Trade Enforcement Center
at the USTR.

The Center was created in 2012 by Ex-
ecutive order. I appreciate that very
much. Senator GRAHAM and I have been
working for a number of years to get a
trade enforcement office, and I appre-
ciate that President Obama put in
place by Executive order this new Cen-
ter with responsibilities to coordinate
the enforcement powers of multiple
Federal agencies.

It has already demonstrated its value
in helping our Nation win major trade
enforcement cases. We just need to
make it permanent.

Around the same time as the Center’s
creation, China began imposing illegal
duties on American cars and SUVs in
defiance of World Trade Organization
rules. These duties threatened the jobs
of America’s 850,000 automobile work-
ers and had a direct impact on more
than $5 billion of U.S. auto exports.

With the help of the Interagency
Trade Enforcement Center, the U.S.
Trade Representative challenged this
practice by China at the WTO. The
WTO agreed with the United States
that China’s duties breached numerous
international trade rules, and last June
the duties were terminated. They
ended.

Another case, Argentina was restrict-
ing imports of U.S. goods—blocking en-
ergy products, electronics and machin-
ery, pharmaceuticals, medical devices,
cars and parts—billions of dollars in
potential sales. The Center helped to
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challenge that practice by Argentina,
and, again, the WTO ruled in favor of
the United States.

The Center helped to challenge Chi-
na’s practice of imposing duties on ex-
ports of rare Earth materials—so im-
portant, again, to our basic technology
and manufacturing. In fact, in that
case, the United States won. The Cen-
ter helped to challenge India’s ban on
U.S. agricultural products, and we won
again.

So what we are learning is that when
the U.S. Trade Representative works
with the Interagency Trade Enforce-
ment Center—with an entity that is
laser-focused on enforcing trade laws—
to challenge unfair trade practices
around the world, the United States
wins.

We can continue winning if only we
devote more time and more attention
to enforcing the rules in our existing
trade agreements. Again, we have a lot
of work that needs to be done with all
the trade barriers stopping us from
having the opportunities to the mar-
kets that would allow us to export our
goods.

For example, the USTR’s report on
nontariff trade barriers highlights how
China provides export subsidies to its
auto parts manufacturers so they can
sell their parts to other countries at
below market value and still turn a
profit. This makes it impossible for our
parts manufacturers—many of them
small businesses—to compete in those
markets.

In a letter I wrote to the President—
which I was pleased to have 188 Mem-
bers of Congress sign—I asked the ad-
ministration to take action. I was very
pleased when the USTR announced
later that year that the United States
was formally challenging China’s ille-
gal practices on autos and auto parts.
Without the investigation and the
technical work done by the Inter-
agency Trade Enforcement Center,
that challenge would not have been
possible.

We have a free-trade agreement with
Korea. Yet that nation continues to
erect new trade barriers that make it
more difficult for U.S. automakers to
do business there. Even today, despite
best efforts to open things up, Korea is
one of the most closed auto markets in
the world.

Our legislation is based on the fact
that our enforcement needs to go fur-
ther and faster, and we need to support
it. We need to give the USTR the re-
sources it needs to take swift, decisive
action to crack down on unfair trade
practices. I very much appreciate the
work that is being done by that Center,
and they are showing what happens
when we are focused, when we as a
country are focused on those things
that our businesses and workers need
in terms of eliminating unfair trade
practices.

But I think it is very important that
this Interagency Trade Enforcement
Center become permanent, and that is
what the bill that Senator GRAHAM and
I are introducing would do.
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Our bill would also establish a Chief
Trade Enforcement Officer to lead the
Center so we have one person being
held accountable on enforcement who
would be accountable to the Senate
and to the American people.

We also do something that I think is
very important that will help manufac-
turing. Right now we have at the USTR
a Chief Agricultural Negotiator. I sup-
port that. They are somebody helping
to lead our efforts in agricultural pol-
icy. But we know to have a strong
economy, it is about making things
and growing things, and the making
things part of it does not have a chief
negotiator. That is why we in our bill
create a Chief Manufacturing Nego-
tiator to focus squarely on the inter-
ests of manufacturers in our country.
That will clearly send a message that
when we talk about growing the middle
class, growing the economy, we are
going to be laser-focused on manufac-
turing, as well as on agriculture.

We know that for every $1 billion in
goods we export, we support 5,800
American jobs. By passing the Trade
Enforcement Act, we will remove more
trade barriers, meaning we will export
more goods and create more American
jobs, and we all want to create jobs and
grow the economy.

So I am looking forward to working
with my colleagues in the months
ahead to ensure that in this global
marketplace where we find ourselves,
there is, in fact, a level playing field
and we have an agency and individuals
who are laser-focused on making sure
we have fair trade.

In the end, our goal should be to ex-
port our products, not our jobs. That is
what Senator GRAHAM’s and my bill
would do.

By Mr. REED (for himself and
Mrs. MURRAY):

S. 763. A bill to amend title XII of the
Public Health Service Act to reauthor-
ize certain trauma care programs, and
for other purposes; to the Committee
on Health, Education, Labor, and Pen-
sions.

Mr. REED. Mr. President, today I am
pleased to introduce the Trauma Sys-
tems and Regionalization of Emer-
gency Care Reauthorization Act with
Senator MURRAY. Timely and effective
trauma care is critical to ensuring life-
saving interventions for those who
have serious injuries.

Nationally, trauma is the leading
cause of death in the United States for
individuals aged 44 and younger. Ac-
cording to the National Trauma Insti-
tute, trauma accounts for 41 million
emergency room visits and 2.3 million
hospital admissions across the country
each year. The nation’s trauma and
emergency medical systems are de-
signed to respond quickly and effi-
ciently to get seriously injured individ-
uals to the appropriate trauma center
hospital within the ‘‘golden hour,” the
time period when medical intervention
is most effective in saving lives and
preserving function. Achieving this
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standard of access requires mainte-
nance and careful coordination be-
tween organized systems of trauma
care.

The Trauma Systems and Regional-
ization of Emergency Care Reauthor-
ization Act builds on my previous ef-
forts to improve trauma care, which is
an essential component of our care sys-
tem. Last year, the President signed
into law legislation I introduced, the
Improving Trauma Care Act, which in-
cludes burn injuries in the definition of
trauma care. Previously, the statutory
definitions of trauma were inconsistent
and outdated. Most notably, the law
defined trauma in a way that excluded
burn injuries, preventing burn centers
from being able to apply for funding
made available under trauma and
emergency care programs. The Improv-
ing Trauma Care Act updated the Fed-
eral definition of trauma to include
burns, a change that more appro-
priately reflects the relationship be-
tween burns and other traumatic inju-
ries.

This was an important step, but more
must be done. The legislation we are
introducing today would reauthorize
two important grant programs: Trau-
ma Care Systems Planning Grants,
which support State and rural develop-
ment of trauma systems, and Regional-
ization of Emergency Care Systems
Pilot Projects, which provide funds to
design, implement, and evaluate inno-
vative models of regionalized emer-
gency care. The bill would also direct
States to update their model trauma
care plan with the input of relevant
stakeholders. These critical programs
support emergency care in commu-
nities across the country.

I urge our colleagues on both sides of
the aisle to join us in cosponsoring this
legislation and working toward its ex-
peditious passage.

————

SUBMITTED RESOLUTIONS

SENATE RESOLUTION 102—REQUIR-
ING AUTHORIZING COMMITTEES
TO HOLD ANNUAL HEARINGS ON
GOVERNMENT ACCOUNTABILITY
OFFICE INVESTIGATIVE RE-
PORTS ON THE IDENTIFICATION,
CONSOLIDATION, AND ELIMI-
NATION OF DUPLICATIVE GOV-
ERNMENT PROGRAMS

Mr. GARDNER (for himself and Mr.
PETERS) submitted the following reso-
lution; which was referred to the Com-
mittee on Rules and Administration:

S. RES. 102

Resolved,

SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE.

This resolution may be cited as the ‘‘Con-
gressional Oversight to Start Taxpayer Sav-
ings Resolution’ or the “COST Savings Res-
olution”.

SEC. 2. REQUIRING COMMITTEE HEARINGS ON
GOVERNMENT ACCOUNTABILITY OF-

FICE REPORTS.
(a) DUPLICATION REPORTS.—Not later than
90 days after the date on which the Comp-
troller General of the United States trans-
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mits each annual report to Congress identi-
fying programs, agencies, offices, and initia-
tives with duplicative goals and activities
within the Government under section 21 of
the joint resolution entitled ‘‘Joint Resolu-
tion increasing the statutory limit on the
public debt” (Public Law 111-139; 31 U.S.C.
712 note), each standing committee of the
Senate (except the Committee on Appropria-
tions) with jurisdiction over any such pro-
gram, agency, office, or initiative covered by
that report shall conduct hearings on the
recommendations for consolidation and
elimination of such program, agency, office,
or initiative.

(b) HIGH RISK LIST.—Not later than 90 days
after the date on which the Comptroller Gen-
eral of the United States publishes a High
Risk List, or any successor thereto, each
standing committee of the Senate (except
the Committee on Appropriations) with ju-
risdiction over any agency or program area
on the High Risk List shall conduct hearings
on the vulnerabilities to fraud, waste, abuse,
and mismanagement, or need for trans-
formation, of the agency or program area.

(c) JOINT HEARINGS.—For any program,
agency, office, initiative, or program area
over which more than 1 standing committee
of the Senate (except the Committee on Ap-
propriations) has jurisdiction, to the extent
determined beneficial and appropriate by the
Chairmen of the committees, the commit-
tees may hold joint hearings under sub-
section (a) or (b).

————

SENATE CONCURRENT RESOLU-
TION 10—SUPPORTING THE DES-
IGNATION OF THE YEAR OF 2015
AS THE “INTERNATIONAL YEAR
OF SOILS” AND SUPPORTING LO-
CALLY LED SOIL CONSERVATION

Mr. DONNELLY (for himself and Mr.
B00ZMAN) submitted the following con-
current resolution; which was referred
to the Committee on Agriculture, Nu-
trition, and Forestry:

S. CoN. RES. 10

Whereas many of the international part-
ners of the United States are designating
2015 as the ‘‘International Year of Soils’’;

Whereas soil is vitally important for food
security and essential ecosystem functions;

Whereas soil conservation efforts in the
United States are often locally led;

Whereas 2015 also marks the 80th anniver-
sary of the signing of the Soil Conservation
and Domestic Allotment Act (16 U.S.C. 590a
et seq.) on April 27, 1935;

Whereas soils, as the foundation for agri-
cultural production, essential ecosystem
functions, and food security, are key to sus-
taining life on Earth;

Whereas soils and the science of soils con-
tribute to improved water quality, food safe-
ty and security, healthy ecosystems, and
human health; and

Whereas soil, plant, animal, and human
health are intricately linked; Now, therefore,
be it

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Rep-
resentatives concurring), That Congress—

(1) supports the designation of 2015 as the
“International Year of Soils’’;

(2) encourages the public to participate in
activities that celebrate the importance of
soils to the current and future well-being of
the United States; and

(3) supports conservation of the soils of the
United States, through—

(A) partnership with local soil and water
conservation districts; and

(B) landowner participation in—

(i) the conservation reserve program estab-
lished under subchapter B of chapter 1 of
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