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ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER PRO TEMPORE 
The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 

DOLD) (during the vote). There are 2 
minutes remaining. 

b 1905 
So the bill was passed. 
The result of the vote was announced 

as above recorded. 
A motion to reconsider was laid on 

the table. 
PERSONAL EXPLANATION 

Mrs. COMSTOCK. Mr. Speaker, I was un-
avoidably detained and missed the last two 
votes in this evening’s series. Had I been 
present I would have voted as follows: 1) 
Democrat Motion to Recommit—‘‘no,’’ 2) Pas-
sage of H.R. 2578—FY16 Commerce, Justice, 
Science Appropriations Act—‘‘yes.’’ 

f 

TRANSPORTATION, HOUSING AND 
URBAN DEVELOPMENT, AND RE-
LATED AGENCIES APPROPRIA-
TIONS ACT, 2016 

GENERAL LEAVE 
Mr. DIAZ-BALART. Mr. Speaker, I 

ask unanimous consent that all Mem-
bers have 5 legislative days in which to 
revise and extend their remarks and in-
clude extraneous materials on the bill, 
H.R. 3577, and that I may include tab-
ular material 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 287 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. 2577. 

The Chair appoints the gentleman 
from Utah (Mr. BISHOP) to preside over 
the Committee of the Whole. 

b 1908 

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. 2577) 
making appropriations for the Depart-
ments of Transportation, and Housing 
and Urban Development, and related 
agencies for the fiscal year ending Sep-
tember 30, 2016, and for other purposes, 
with Mr. BISHOP of Utah 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. 

DIAZ-BALART) and the gentleman from 
North Carolina (Mr. PRICE) each will 
control 30 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Florida. 

Mr. DIAZ-BALART. Mr. Chairman, I 
yield myself such time as I may con-
sume. 

Mr. Chairman, I am pleased to 
present to the House today for consid-
eration H.R. 2577, the Transportation, 
Housing and Urban Development, and 
Related Agencies Appropriations Act 
for fiscal year 2016. 

The committee has put forth a bill 
that conforms to our 302(b) allocation 
of $55.3 billion in budget authority and 
is in line with the budget cap of 1.016, 
‘‘ten sixteen.’’ 

Under such an allocation, we 
prioritized programs and spending to 
achieve, really, three very important 
basic goals: first, we continue the ob 
lim funding levels of MAP–21 contin-
gent upon reauthorization; we keep the 
commercial airspace running smooth-
ly; and also we preserve the housing 
option for all current HUD-assisted 
families. 

Mr. Chairman, I think this is a bal-
anced bill with the allocation that has 
been given to us by the chairman. The 
Department of Transportation is fund-
ed at $17.2 billion in budget authority 
and $70.6 billion in total budgetary re-
sources to ensure, Mr. Chairman, the 
safe and effective transportation of 
goods and people in America. 

The Department of Housing and 
Urban Development is funded at $42 bil-
lion to provide housing opportunities 
and assistance to the most vulnerable 
in both cities and rural areas across 
our great Nation. 

Mr. Chairman, as you know, we are a 
diverse body and this is a very diverse 
bill, and I know some Members will 
speak for increased funding. I would 
like to remind my colleagues that if 
you are going to be voting against this 
bill, you are voting against the com-
mercial airspace system and our air 
traffic controllers and control system; 
against housing programs for the most 
vulnerable, including the elderly and 
families; and frankly, you would also 
be voting against community develop-
ment block grants that are vital to the 
cities and counties that we all rep-
resent. 

Some, however, Mr. Chairman, will 
speak for lower spending. Here it is 
also important to remember that the 
House passed a budget resolution, 
which this bill adheres to, Mr. Chair-
man, and the Congress and the Presi-
dent are currently bound by the Budget 
Control Act, which does include seques-
ter. So this bill takes the responsible 
steps of setting funding priorities for 
the next fiscal year, many of which are 
shared, frankly, between both parties, 
and again, very important, without 
doing it with across-the-board cuts or 
across-the-board sequester. 

The whole House of Representatives 
now has the opportunity for full con-
sideration of this legislation. It is im-
perative that we move this bill to final 
passage reflecting the amendments ob-
viously adopted by the House, and we 
move this bill to conference in time for 
the new fiscal year. 

I really need to first thank my 
friend, the gentleman from North Caro-
lina and the ranking member of this 
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subcommittee, Mr. PRICE, for his ideas 
and his support in drafting this piece of 
legislation. The gentleman, as anyone 
who has dealt with him knows, gives a 
lot of thought and careful consider-
ation to the many programs under our 
jurisdiction, and I appreciate his will-
ingness to collaborate on this bill that 
is now before us. 

I would also like to thank, in par-
ticular, Chairman ROGERS and also 
Ranking Member LOWEY plus the mem-
bers of the committee, and yes, I must 
say, especially the members of the sub-
committee for the hours and hours 
spent in hearings, markups, and meet-
ings, working together in a cooperative 
effort to bring this bill to the floor and 

eventually signed into law. Finally, as 
we can never do enough, I want to 
thank the staff on both sides of the 
aisle for their incredible hard work. 

I urge the expeditious adoption of 
this bill, Mr. Chairman, and at this 
time, I reserve the balance of my time. 
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DEPARTMENTS OF TRANSPORTATION, AND HOUSING AND URBAN DEVELOPMENT, AND RELATED AGENCIES 
APPROPRIATIONS BILL, 2016 (H.R. 2577) 

TITLE DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 

Office of the Secretary 

Salaries and expenses ............................. . 
Immediate Office of the Secretary. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 
Immediate Office of the Deputy Secretary ......... . 
Office of the General Counsel ................... . 
Office of the Under Secretary of Transportation 

for Policy ................................. . 
• Office of the Assistant Secretary for Budget 

and Programs. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .. 
Office of the Assistant Secretary for Government a 1 

Affairs ........................................ . 
• Office of the Assistant Secretary for 

Administration........ . ................. . 
Office of Public Affairs ....................... .. 
Office of the Executive Secretariat .............. . 
Office of Small and Disadvantaged Business 

Utilization .................................... . 
Office of Inte11 igence, Security, and Emergency 

Response...................... . .......... . 
Office of the Chief Information Officer ......... .. 
Office of the Assistant Secretary for Innovative 

Finance .................................... · 

Research and Technology ... 
National Infrastructure Investments. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 
Infrastructure Permitting Center... . . . . . . . . ........ . 
Fi nanci a 1 Management Capita 1 ......................... . 
Cyber Security Initiatives ........................ . 
DATA Act Compliance ................................. . 
U.S. Digital Services .............................. . 
Office of Civil Rights ............................. .. 
Transportation Planning, Research, and Development ... . 
Working Capital Fund ............. . 

Minority Business Resource Center Program ............ . 
(Limitation on guaranteed loans) ............. . 

Small and Oi sadvantaged Business Uti 1 i zaton and 
Outreach (Minority Business Outreach) ........... . 

Safe Transport of Oi 1 . . . . . . . ........................ . 
Payments to Air Carriers (Airport & Airway Trust Fund) 

Total, Office of the Secretary ... 

Federal A vi ati on Admi ni strati on 

Operations .................... .. 
Air traffic organization ....................... . 
Aviation safety................ .. ........... . 
Commercial space transportation ... . 
Finance and management ........................... . 
NextGen.... . .............. . 
Staff offices. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .. . 
Security and Hazardous Materials Safety ... 

Facilities and Equipment (Airport & Airway Trust Fund) 

Research, Engineering, and Oevel opment (Airport & 
Airway Trust Fund. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .......... . 

Grants-in-Aid for Airports (Airport and Airway Trust 
Fund)(Liquidation of contract authorization) ........ 

(Limitation on obligations) ............ . 
Administration..... . .................... . 
Airport cooperative research program ........... . 
Airport technology research .................... . 
Sma 11 community air service deve 1 opment program. 

(Amounts in thousands) 

FY 2015 
Enacted 

105,000 
(2,696) 
(1 ,011) 

(19, 900) 

(9,800) 

(12,500) 

(2,500) 

(25. 365) 
(2, 000) 
(1 '714) 

(1 ,414) 

(10,600) 
(15, 500) 

13,000 
500,000 

5,000 
5,000 

9,600 
6,000 

(181, 500) 

925 
(18, 367) 

3,099 

155' 000 ________ ,. ____ .. 
802' 624 

9, 740,700 
(7 ,396,654) 
(1 ,218,458) 

(16,605) 
(756, 047) 
(60. 089) 

(292. 847) 

2. 600,000 

156,750 

(3,200,000) 
(3 ,350. 000) 

(107,100) 
(15,000) 
(29' 750) 

(5,500) 

FY 2016 
Request 

113,657 

14,582 
1,250,000 

4,000 
5,000 
8,000 
3,000 
9,000 
9,678 

10,019 

933 

4,518 
5,000 

175,000 
.... ~---------"' .. 

1,612,387 

9,915,000 
(7 ,505, 293) 
(1,258,411) 

(18, 114) 
(764 ,621) 

(60. 582) 
(207 ,099) 
(100 ,880) 

2,855. 000 

166 '000 

(3' 500. 000) 
(2, 900' 000) 

(107 ,100) 
(15, 000) 
(31 ,000) 

Bill 

105,000 
(2, 734) 
(1 ,025) 

(20' 066) 

(9,310) 

(12,808) 

(2,500) 

(26 '029) 
(2 ,029) 
(1 '769) 

(10' 793) 
(15,937) 

11,386 
100,000 

1,000 
7,000 

9,600 
5,976 

(181 ,500) 

933 
(18,367) 

4,518 

155,000 .. ...... __________ 

400,413 

9,847,700 
(7 ,505,293) 
(1,258,411) 

(16,605) 
(725. 000) 
(60,089) 

(282,302) 

2,500,000 

156,750 

(3' 600' 000) 
(3. 350' 000) 

(107' 100) 
(15,000) 
(31,000) 

Bi 11 vs. 
Enacted 

(+38) 
(+14) 

(+166) 

( -490) 

(+308) 

(+664) 
(+29) 
(+55) 

( -1 ,414) 

(+193) 
(+437) 

-1,614 
·400,000 

-4,000 
+2, 000 

-24 

+8 

+1 ,419 

~ .......... ---------
-402,211 

+107. 000 
(+108,639) 

(+39, 953) 

(-31 '047) 

( -10,545) 

-100' 000 

(+400,000) 

(+1,250) 
(-5,500) 

Bill vs. 
Request 

-8,657 
(+2,734) 
(+1 ,025) 

(+20,066) 

(+9,310) 

(+12,808) 

(+2,500) 

(+26,029) 
(+2,029) 
(+1 ,769) 

(+10, 793) 
(+15,937) 

-3,196 
-1 '150,000 

-4,000 
-4,000 
·1 ,000 
-3,000 
-9,000 

-78 
-4,043 

(+181 ,500) 

(+18,367) 

-5,000 
-20,000 

-1 '211 ,974 

-67,300 

( -1 ,509) 
( -39,621) 

( -493) 
(+75,203) 

( -100,880) 

-355,000 

-9,250 

(+100' 000) 
(+450' 000) 
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DEPARTMENTS OF TRANSPORTATION, AND HOUSING AND URBAN DEVELOPMENT, AND RELATED AGENCIES 
APPROPRIATIONS BILL, 2016 (H.R. 2577) 

Rescission of contract authority .. . 
Pop-up contract authority ........................ . 

Total, Federal Aviation Administration ....... . 
Limitations on obligations.. . ........... . 

Total budgetary resources .... 

Federal Highway Administration 

Limitation on Administrative Expenses ................ . 

Federal-Aid Highways (Highway Trust Fund): 
(Liquidation of contract authorization) .......... . 
(Limitation on obligations) ...................... . 

Fixing and Accelerating Surface Transportation 
(Liquidation of contract authorization). 

(Limitation on obligations) ........ . 

(Exempt contract authority) ................ . 

Total. Federal Highway Admi ni strati on ... 

(Amounts in thousands) 

FY 2015 
Enacted 

-260 '000 
130' 000 

12,367' 450 
(3' 350' 000) 

(15, 717,450) 

( 426' 100) 

FY 2016 
Request 

12' 936' 000 
( 2' 900 '000) 

( 15 '836' 000) 

(442' 248) 

Bill 

12' 504,450 
(3' 350' 000) 

( 15' 854. 450) 

(429,348) 

( 40.995' 000) (50' 807. 248) ( 40' 995' 000) 
( 40' 256' 000) (50' 068' 248) ( 40' 256 '000) 

(739' 000) 

(500. 000) 
(500' 000) 

(739' 000) (739,000) 

Limitations on ob 1 i gat ions. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . ( 40, 256, 000) (50, 568, 248) ( 40, 256,000) 
Exempt contract authority....................... (739,000) (739,000) (739,000) 

Total budgetary resources ...................... . 

Federal Motor Carrier Safety Administration 

Motor Carrier Safety Operations and Programs (Highway 
Trust Fund) (Liquidation of contract authorization) .. 

(Limitation on obligations) ............. . 

Motor Carrier Safety Grants (Highway Trust Fund) 
(Liquidation of contract authorization) ............ . 

(Limitation on obligations)..... . .......... . 

Total, Federal Motor Carrier Safety 
Admi ni strati on ............................... . 

Limitations on obligations ..................... . 

Total budgetary resources ...................... . 

National Highway Traffic Safety Administration 

Operations and Research (general fund) ............ . 

Operations and Research (Highway Trust Fund) 
(Liquidation of contract authorization) ............ . 

(Limitation on obligations). . ......... . 

Subtotal, Operations and Research ....... . 

Highway Traffic Safety Grants (Highway Trust Fund) 
(Liquidation of contract authorization) ............ . 

(Limitation on obligations) ...................... . 
Highway safety programs (23 USC 402) ........... . 
National priority safety programs (23 USC 405) 
High vi si bil ity enforcement .................... . 
Admi ni strati ve expenses .............. . 

Total, National Highway Traffic Safety 
Admi ni strati on ............................. . 

Limitations on ob 1 i gat ions ................... . 

Total budgetary resources ... 

( 40' 995' 000) 

(271 '000) 
(271 '000) 

(313,000) 
(313,000) 

(584' 000) 

(564' 000) 

130,000 

(138' 500) 
( 138' 500) 

268' 500 

(561 '500) 
(561,500) 
(235, 000) 
(272' 000) 
(29,000) 
(25,500) 

130' 000 
(700,000) 

(830' 000) 

(51 ,307 ,248) 

(329, 160) 
(329, 160) 

(339,343) 
(339,343) 

(668, 523) 

(666' 523) 

179,000 

(152,000) 
(152,000) 

331,000 

(577,000) 
(577 ,000) 
(241 '146) 
(278, 705) 
(29, 000) 
(28' 149) 

179' 000 
(729' 000) 

(908' 000) 

( 40 ' 995 ' 000) 

(259' 000) 
(259 '000) 

(313' 000) 
(313,000) 

(572,000) 

(572' 000) 

150' 000 

(125' 000) 
(125,000) 

275' 000 

(561 '500) 
(561 ,500) 
(235' 000) 
(272' 000) 
(29' 000) 
(25' 500) 

150,000 
(686' 500) 

(836' 500) 

Bill vs. 
Enacted 

+260. 000 
-130,000 

+137 ,000 

(+137 ,000) 

(+3' 248) 

( -12,000) 
( -12,000} 

( -12,000) 

( -12,000) 

+20' 000 

( -13 ,500) 
( -13, 500) 

+6' 500 

+20,000 
( -13,500) 

(+6,500) 

Bill vs. 
Request 

-431 '550 
(+450' 000) 

(+18,450) 

( -12' 900) 

(-9,812,248) 
( _g,812,248) 

( -500, 000) 
( -500' 000) 

(-10,312,248) 

(-10,312,248) 

( -70, 180) 
( -70, 180) 

( -26, 343) 
( -26, 343) 

(-96,523) 

( -96, 523) 

-29' 000 

( -27 ,000) 
( -27 ,000) 

-56,000 

( -15,500) 
( -15, 500) 

( -6, 146) 
( -6, 705) 

( -2,649) 

-29' 000 
( -42' 500) 

( -71 '500) 
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DEPARTMENTS OF TRANSPORTATION, AND HOUSING AND URBAN DEVELOPMENT, AND RELATED AGENCIES 
APPROPRIATIONS BILL, 2016 (H.R. 2577) 

Federal Railroad Administration 

Safety and Operations. . ............ . 
Rail road Research and Development .................... . 
Rail Service Improvement Program ........ . 

Nation a 1 Rai l road Passenger Corporation: 
Operating Grants to the National Railroad 

Passenger Corporation .......................... . 
Capital and Debt Service Grants to the National 

Rai 1 road Passenger Corporation ................. . 
Current Rail Passenger Service ................... . 

Subtotal ........................... . 

Admi ni strati ve Provisions 

Rail Safety Grants ................................... . 

Total , Federal Rail road Admi ni strati on .... 

Federal Transit Administration 

Admi ni strati ve Expenses. . . . . . ............. . 
Public Transportation Emergency Relief Program ..... . 

Transit Formula Grants (Hwy Trust Fund, Mass Transit 
Account (Liquidation of contract authorization) ..... 

(Limitation on obligations) .............. . 

Fixing and Acceleration Surface Transportation 
(Liquidation of contract authorization) ............ . 

(Limitation on obligations) .................... . 

Transit Research ..................................... . 
Technical Assistance and Training .................... . 
Transit Research and Training. 

Rapid-Growth Area Bus Rapid Transit Corridor Program 
(liquidation of contract authorization) ........ . 

(limitation on obligations) ................. . 

Capital Investment Grants ......... . 
Rescission. 

Washington Metropolitan Area Transit Authority Capital 
and Preventive Maintenance ............... . 

(Amounts in thousands) 

FY 2015 
Enacted 

186,870 
39' 100 

250' 000 

1 '140,000 

--------------
1 '390' 000 

10,000 

1 '625' 970 

105' 933 

FY 2016 
Request 

203,800 
39,250 

2,325' 000 

2,450' 000 
--------------

2' 450' 000 

5' 018,050 

114,400 
25,000 

(9,500,000) (13,800,000) 
( 8' 595 '000) ( 13' 800' 000) 

33' 000 
4,500 

2,120,000 
-121,546 

150' 000 

(500 '000) 
(500' 000) 

60,000 

(500,000) 
(500 '000) 

3,250 '000 

150,000 

Bill 

186,870 
39,100 

288' 500 

850,000 

--------------
1 '138' 500 

1,364,470 

102,933 

(9' 500,000) 
(8' 595' 000) 

26' 000 
3,000 

1,921.395 

100' 000 

Total, Federal Transit Administration........... 2,291,887 3,599,400 2,153,328 
Limitations on obligations. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . (8,595,000) (14,800,000) (8,595,000) 

Total budgetary resources....................... (10,886,887) (18,399,400) (10,748,328) 

Saint Lawrence Seaway Deve 1 opment Corporation 

Operations and Maintenance (Harbor Maintenance Trust 
Fund)........ . ......................... . 

Maritime Administration 

Mariti me Security Program .................... . 
Operations and Training. . . . . . .................. . 
Ship Disposal . . . . . . ................................ . 
Maritime Guaranteed Loan (Title XI) Program Account: 

Admi ni strati ve expenses .................. . 

Total, Maritime Administration ............... . 

32' 042 

186,000 
148' 050 

4' 000 

3,100 

341 '150 

36' 400 

211,000 
184,637 

8,000 

3,135 

406 '772 

32' 042 

186' 000 
164' 158 

4,000 

3,135 

357' 2g3 

Bill vs. 
Enacted 

+38 ,500 

-290' 000 

--------------
-251 '500 

-10,000 

-261,500 

-3,000 

-7,000 
-1,500 

-198,605 
+121,546 

-50,000 

Bill vs. 
Request 

-16,930 
-150 

-2,325' 000 

+288 '500 

+850' 000 
-2,450' 000 

--------------
-1,311 '500 

-3.653.580 

-11,467 
-25' 000 

( - 4 ' 300, 000) 
( -5,205,000) 

( -500' 000) 
( -500, 000) 

+26' 000 
+3' 000 

-60,000 

( -500' 000) 
( -500' 000) 

-1,328,605 

-50.000 

-138,559 -1,446,072 
( -6' 205 .000) 

(-138,559) (-7,651,072) 

-4,358 

-25,000 
+16, 108 -20,479 

-4,000 

+35 

+16, 143 -49,479 
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DEPARTMENTS OF TRANSPORTATION, AND HOUSING AND URBAN DEVELOPMENT, AND RELATED AGENCIES 
APPROPRIATIONS BILL, 2016 (H.R. 2577) 

(Amounts in thousands) 

Pipeline and Hazardous Materials Safety Admi ni strati on 

Operational Expenses: 
General Fund ..................................... . 
Pipeline Safety Fund (transfer out) .............. . 

Subtotal .. 

Hazardous Materia 1 s Safety: 
General Fund ........................... . 
Special Permit and Approval Fees ................. . 

Subtotal ..................................... . 

Pi.pe line Safety: 
General Fund ..................................... . 
Pipeline Safety Fund ............................ . 
Oil Spill Liability Trust Fund .................. .. 
Pipeline Safety Design Review Fund .. , ............ . 
Pipeline Safety information grants (by transfer) . 

Subtotal ........................... . 

Subtotal, Pipeline and Hazardous Materials 
Safety Admi ni strati on ............ . 

Pipeline safety user fees ............................ . 
Pipeline Safety Design Review fee ............. . 

Emergency Preparedness Grants: 
L i mi tati on on emergency preparedness fund ..... 

(Emergency preparedness fund) ................• 

Total, Pipeline and Hazardous Materials Safety 
Admi ni strati on. . ................. . 

Office of Inspector General 

Salaries and Expenses ............................... . 

Surface Transportation Board 

Salaries and Expenses ............... .. 
Offsetting collections ............. . 

Total, Surface Transportation Board ..... 

Total, title I, Department of Transportation .... 
Appropriations ....................... . 
Rescissions.,., ............................ . 
Rescissions of contract authority ....... ,.,. 
Offsetting co 11 ect i ens ........... . 

(By transfer).......... . ........... . 
(Transfer out)............ .. .......... .. 
Limitations on obligations.. . .. 
Total budgetary resources ............ . 

TITLE II - DEPARTMENT OF HOUSING AND 
URBAN DEVELOPMENT 

Management and Admi ni strati on 

Executive Offices........... . ........... . 
Administration Support Offices ...................... . 

FY 2015 
Enacted 

22' 225 
( -1 ,500) .. ,. .. ___________ 

22,225 

52,000 

52,000 

124' 500 
19,500 
2,000 

(1 ,500) 

146,000 

220,225 

-124' 500 
-2,000 

(28,318) 
(188) 

93,725 

86,223 

31,375 
-1 ,250 

30,125 

FY 2016 
Request 

22,500 
( -1 ,500) 

--- .. ----------
22,500 

64,254 
-6,000 

58' 254 

1,500 
152,104 

19,500 
2,000 

(1 ,500) 

175,104 

255' 858 

-152,104 
-2,000 

(28 ,318) 
(188) 

101 '754 

67' 472 

32' 499 
-1 ,250 

31 ,249 

Bi 11 

20,725 

.......... ---------
20' 725 

60' 500 

--------------
60,500 

1 ,870 
124,500 

19,500 

_____ ................... 
145 '870 

--------------

227.095 

-124' 500 

(28 ,318) 
(188) 

102,595 

86,223 

31 ,375 
-1 ,250 

30,125 

Bill vs. Bill vs. 
Enacted Request 

-1,500 -1 '775 
(+1 ,500) (+1 ,500) _____________ .. .. ........ ., .. --------
-1,500 -1 '775 

+8' 500 -3,754 
+6' 000 ,. _____________ 

--------------
+8' 500 +2' 246 

+1 ,870 +370 
-27,604 

-2,000 -2,000 
( -1 ,500) ( -1 ,500) 

.............................. ............................ 
-130 -29,234 

-------------- --------------

+6, 870 -28 '763 

+27' 604 
+2,000 +2' 000 

+8. 870 +841 

-1,249 

-1 '124 

-1 '124 

============== ============== ============== ============== ==============::: 
17,801,196 24,006,484 17,180,939 -620,257 -6,827,545 

( 18' 183. 992) (24 '015' 734) (17' 182' 189) ( -1 '001 ,803) ( -6' 833,545) 
(-121,546) (+121 ,546) 
(-260,000) (+260,000) 

( -1 • 250) (- 7. 250) ( -1 '250) ( +6. 000) 
(1 ,500) (1,500) (-1 ,500) (-1 ,500) 

(-1,500) (-1,500) (+1 ,500) (+1 ,500) 
(53,485,000) (69,665,771) (53,459,500) (-25,500) (-16.206,271) 
(71,286,196) (93,674,255) (70,640,439) (-645,757) (-23.033,816) 

============== ============== :::;;::::::::========== ============== ============== 

14,500 
518,100 

14,646 
577.861 

14,500 
547,000 

-146 
+28. 900 -30,861 
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DEPARTMENTS OF TRANSPORTATION, AND HOUSING AND URBAN DEVELOPMENT, AND RELATED AGENCIES 
APPROPRIATIONS BILL, 2016 (H.R. 2577) 

Program Office Salaries and Expenses: 
Public and Indian Housing ........................ . 
Community Planning and Development .............. . 
Housing.. . ............................ . 
Policy Development and Research ................ . 
Fair Housing and Equal Opportunity .............. . 
Office of Lead Hazard Control and Healthy Homes .. . 

Subtotal ..................................... . 

Total, Management and Administration .... 

Public and Indian Housing 

Tamant-based Rental Assistance: 
Renewals ................................ . 
Tenant protection vouchers ...................... . 
Admi ni strati ve fees ............................ . 
Incrementa1 rental vouchers....... . ............. . 
Incremental family unification vouchers....... . .. 
Veterans affairs supportive housing.. . . . ........ . 
Sec. 811 mainstream voucher renewals ............. . 
Special purpose vouchers ....................... .. 
Transformation initiative (transfer out) ......... . 

Subtotal (available this fiscal year) ...... . 

Advance appropriations. . . . . . . . . . ............. . 
Less appropriations from prior year advances ... . 

Total, Tenant ·based Rental Assistance 
appropriated in this bi 11. . . .............. . 

Rental Assistance Demonstration ................... . 
Pub1ic Housing Capital Fund ....................... . 

Transformation initiative (transfer out) ......... . 
Drug elimination (rescission) ........................ . 
Public Housing Operating Fund .................... .. 

Transformation initiative (transfer out) ......... . 
Choice Neighborhoods. . . . . ............... . 

Transformation initiative (transfer out) ......... . 
Family Self-Sufficiency ............................. . 

Transformation initiative (transfer out) ......... . 
Native American Housing Block Grants ................. . 

Transformation initiative (transfer out) ........ . 
Native Hawaii an Housing Block Grant. . . . ............ . 
Indian Housing Loan Guarantee Fund Program Account ... . 

(Limitation on guaranteed 1 oans) ................ . 
Native Hawaii an Loan Guarantee Fund Program Account .. . 

(Limitation on guaranteed loans) ................. . 

Total, Public and Indian Housing ... 

Community Planning and Deve 1 opment 

Housing Opportunities for Persons with AIDS .... 
Transformation initiative (transfer out) .. 

Community Development Fund: 
CDBG formula ...................... . 
Indian COBG. . . . . . . ............... . 

Subtotal . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . , ........... . 

Transformation initiative (transfer out) ......... . 

(Amounts in thousands) 

FY 2015 
Enacted 

203,000 
102,000 
379' 000 

22' 700 
68' 000 
6, 700 

.. -~-------- ...... 
781 '400 

................................ 
1 '314' 000 

17 '486 ,000 
130,000 

1 '530' 000 

75' 000 
83,160 

19,304' 160 

4' 000' 000 
-4' 000 '000 

.,._,. __________ ,. 

1g,304,160 

1 '875 ,000 

-1 '101 
4,440' 000 

80,000 

75' 000 

650,000 

9,000 
7,000 

(744,047) 
100 

(16, 130) ..... ____________ 

26,439,159 

330,000 

3, 000,000 
66,000 

.. ------ .. ------
3' 066.000 

FY 2016 
Request 

210' 002 
112,115 
397' 174 

23,907 
81 '132 
7,812 

.......... .,.. ----- ...... -
832,142 

............................ 
1,424,649 

18,333,816 
150 '000 

2 '020' 037 
277 '000 
20,000 

107,643 
215,000 

( -20,000) 
--------------

21,123,496 

4,000,000 
·4,000' 000 

.............................. 

21 '123 '496 

50,000 
1,970,000 

(-15,000) 

4, 600' 000 
(-18,000) 
250,000 
(·2,000) 
85,000 

( -1 '000) 
660,000 
(·5,000) 

8,000 
( 1 ' 269' 841 ) 

-~ ~.,----------

28,746,496 

332,000 
( -3,000) 

2,800,000 
80,000 

.......................... 
2 ,880, 000 

( ·20' 000) 

Bill vs. 
Bi 11 Enacted 

203' 000 
102,000 
372' 000 ·7 ,000 

22 '700 
73,000 +5' 000 
6, 700 

............ --------- --------------
779,400 -2,000 

................................. -- ... ·----------
1 ,340,goo +26 'goo 

18,151,000 +665 ,000 
130,000 

1 '530' 000 

-75,000 
107,643 +24 '483 

_____ .................... ................................ 
19.918,643 +614,483 

4,000,000 
·4,000,000 

................................. --------- _..,. __ .., 

19,g18,643 +614,483 

1,681,000 -194,000 

+1 '101 
4,440,000 

20,000 -60' 000 

75 '000 

650,000 

-9,000 
8,000 +1 ,000 

( 1 '269 ' 841 ) (+525, 7g4) 
-100 

( ·16, 130) 
~- .... ---------- ____ ,. ________ ,. 

26,792,643 +353' 484 

332,000 +2,000 

3' 000,000 
60,000 -6,000 

-- ......................... ...... .._ ____ ., _____ 
3 ,060, 000 ·6,000 

Bi 11 VS. 

Request 

-7,002 
-10,115 
-25,174 

-1 '207 
-8,132 
-1 '112 .. .................... ___ 

-52' 742 .. ......... _________ 

-83,74g 

-182,816 
·20 ,000 

-490,037 
-277' 000 

-20,000 

-215,000 
(+20' 000) 

--------------
·1 '204 '853 

.............................. 

-1 '204,853 

-50,000 
-289,000 
(+15' 000) 

-160,000 
(+18,000) 
-230' 000 

(+2,000) 
-10,000 
(+1 ,000) 
·10,000 
(+5 '000) 

-.. -- ~-- ...... ----
·1 '953 ,853 

(+3,000) 

+200,000 
·20 ,000 ...... ___ ,. _______ 

+180,000 

(+20 '000) 
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DEPARTMENTS OF TRANSPORTATION, AND HOUSING AND URBAN DEVELOPMENT, AND RELATED AGENCIES 
APPROPRIATIONS BILL, 2016 (H.R. 2577) 

Youth Build (rescission) ... 

Community Development Loan Guarantees (Section 108): 
(Limitation on guaranteed loans) ................ . 
Rescission. . . . . . . . . ........................... . 

HOME Investment Partnerships Program ........ . 
Transfer from Housing Trust Fund ................. . 
Transformation initiative (transfer out) ......... . 

Subtotal ..... . 

Housing Trust Fund (transfer out) .. 
Self-help and Assisted Homeownership Opportunity 

.Program. . ............. · · .. · 
Homeless Assistance Grants ........................... . 
Brownfields (rescission) ............................. . 

Total, Community Planning and Development. 

Housing Programs 

Project-based Rental Assistance: 
Renewa 1 s . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . ....... . 
Contract administrators .......................... . 
Transformation initiative (transfer out). 

Subtotal (available this fiscal year) ....... . 

Advance appropriations ........................... . 
Less appropriations from prior year advances ..... . 

Total, Project-based Rental Assistance 
appropriated in this bill .................... . 

Housing for the Elderly ..................... . 
Transformation initiative (transfer out) ......... . 

Housing for Persons with Disabilities .............. .. 
Transformation initiative (transfer out) ..... . 

Housing Counseling Assistance ........................ . 
Transformation initiative (transfer out). 

Rental Housing Assistance. . . . . . . . . . . . . ........... . 
Manufactured Housing Fees Trust Fund ... . 

Offsetting collections ........................... . 

Total, Housing Programs ... 

Federal Housing Admi ni strati on 

Mutual Mortgage Insurance Program Account: 
( L i mi tat ion on guaranteed 1 oans) ......... . 
(Limitation on direct loans) ............. . 
Offsetting receipts ...................... . 
Proposed offsetting receipts (HECM) ........... . 
Additional offsetting receipts (Pres. Sec. 244) ... 
Admi ni strati ve contract expenses ......... . 
Transformation initiative (transfer out) ... . 

General and Special Risk Program Account: 
(limitation on guaranteed loans). . ..... .. 
(limitation on direct loans) ................... . 
Offsetting receipts .............................. . 
Rescission .. 

Total, Federal Housing Administration ........ . 

(Amounts in thousands) 

FY 2015 
Enacted 

-460 

(500 ,000) 

900,000 

900,000 

50' 000 
2,135. 000 

·2, 913 

6' 477 '627 

g,520' 000 
210,000 

g' 730' 000 

400' 000 
-400' 000 

9, 730' 000 

420,000 

135,000 

47 '000 

18,000 
10,000 

·10,000 

10,350,000 

( 400' 000' 000) 
(20,000) 

-7,951,000 
-36' 000 

130,000 

( 30 ' ODD' 000) 
{20 ,ODO) 

-876' 000 
-10,000 

·8 '743 '000 

FY 2016 
Request 

(300' 000) 

1 ,06D,OOO 

( -8,000) 

1 '060' 000 

2' 480' 000 

6, 752,000 

10,545,000 
215,000 

(·20,000) 

10,760,000 

400' 000 
-400 '000 

10,760,000 

455,000 
(-3,DOO) 
177' 000 
(·1 ,000) 
60' 000 

( ·1 ,000) 
30,000 
11,000 

·11 ,000 

11,482,000 

( 400' 000' 000) 
(5,000) 

-7' 003,000 
.g7' 000 
·29' 000 
174' 000 
( -1 ,000) 

( 30' 000' 000 l 
(5,000) 

-657,000 

• 7' 612,DOO 

Bill 

(300' 000) 
·2,000 

767 '000 
133,000 

900' 000 

-133,000 

50' 000 
2,185,000 

6' 392 '000 

10' 504,000 
150,000 

10,654 '000 

400,000 
-400' 000 

10' 654' 000 

414' 000 

152' 000 

47' 000 

30,000 
11,000 

-11,000 

11,297' 000 

( 400' 000' 000) 
(5,000) 

-7,003' 000 
-97' 000 

130,000 

(30,000,000) 
(5,000) 

-657 '000 

-7' 627' 000 

Bill vs. 
Enacted 

+460 

( -200' 000) 
-2,000 

·133,000 
+133,000 

-133,000 

+50' 000 
+2 'g13 

-85' 627 

+984' 000 
·60 ,000 

+924' 000 

+924 '000 

-6,000 

+17 ,DOO 

+12,000 
+1 '000 
-1,000 

+947 ,000 

( -15,000) 
+948,000 

-61,000 

( -15,000) 
+219,DOO 

+10,000 

+1 '116,000 

Bill vs. 
Request 

-2,000 

-293,000 
+133,000 

(+8' 000) 

·160' 000 

·133, 000 

+50, 000 
-295' 000 

-360' 000 

-41,000 
-65' 000 

(+20' 000) 

-106,000 

-106,000 

-41,000 
(+3,000) 
·25,000 
(+1 ,000) 
-13,000 
(+1 ,000) 

-185,000 

+29,000 
-44 '000 
(+1 ,000) 

-15,000 
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DEPARTMENTS OF TRANSPORTATION, AND HOUSING AND URBAN DEVELOPMENT, AND RELATED AGENCIES 
APPROPRIATIONS BILL, 2016 (H.R. 2577) 

Government National Mortgage Association 

Guarantees of Mortgage-backed Securities Loan 
Guarantee Program Account: 

(L i mi tat ion on guaranteed 1 oans) ................. . 
Admi ni strati ve expenses ....... . 
Offsetting receipts.. . ................. . 
Offsetting receipts. . . . .................. . 
Proposed offsetting receipts (HECM) ............. . 
Additional contract expenses ..................... . 

Total, Gov't National Mortgage Association .... 

Po 1 icy Development and Research 

Research and Techno 1 ogy .............................. . 

Fair Housing and Equal Opportunity 

Fair Housing Activities .............................. . 
Transformation initiative (transfer out) ........ . 

Office of Lead Hazard Control and Healthy Homes 

Lead Hazard Reduction. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . ................ . 
Transformation initiative (transfer out) ......... . 

Information Techno 1 ogy Fund .............. . 
Office of Inspector General ............. . 

Transformation Initiative ............................ . 
(by transfer).......... . ........................ . 

General Provisions 

Unobligated balances (Sec. 233) (rescission) ......... . 
Rural Housing and Oevelopement unobligated balances 

(Sec. 234) (rescission) .. 
Management and Administration unobligated balances 

(Sec. 234) ( rescission) . . . .............. . 

Total, title II, Department of Housing and 
Urban Deve 1 opment ............................ . 

Appropriations ................... . 
Rescissions .............................. . 
Advance appropriations ................... . 
Offsetting receipts ...................... . 
Offsetting collections .................. . 

(by transfer) ................................. . 
(transfer out) ...................... . 
(Limitation on direct loans) .. 
(Limitation on guaranteed loans) ......... . 

TITLE III - OTHER INDEPENDENT AGENCIES 

Access Board. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . ...................... . 
Federal Housing Finance Agency, Office of Inspector 

General (legislative proposal) .................... . 
Offsetting collections (legislative proposal} .... . 

Federal Maritime Commission ......................... . 
National Rail road Passenger Corporation Office of 

Inspector General .................. . 
National Transportation Safety Board ................. . 
Neighborhood Reinvestment Corporation ................ . 

(Amounts in thousands) 

FY 2015 
Enacted 

(500. 000,000) 
23,000 

-94,000 
-742,000 

-28,000 
1,000 

- .. ----- .. - .. ----
-840.000 

72,000 

65,300 

110,000 

250,000 
126,000 

FY 2016 
Request 

(500,000,000) 
28.320 

-118,000 
-747,000 

-21,000 
1,000 __ .,. ___________ 

-856,680 

50,000 

71,000 
( -1,000) 

120,000 
( -1 ,000) 

334,000 
129,000 

(120,000) 

Bi 11 vs. Bill vs. 
Bi 11 Enacted Request 

(500,000 ,000) 
23.000 -5.320 

-118,000 -24' 000 
-747,000 -5,000 

-21 ,000 +7,000 
-1 ,000 -1,000 ......... __________ --------------

___ ,. __________ 

-863.000 -23,000 -6,320 

52,500 -19,500 +2. 500 

65,300 -5,700 
(+1,000) 

75,000 -35,000 -45,000 
(+1 ,000) 

100.000 -150' 000 -234,000 
126,000 -3,000 

(-120,000) 

-7,000 -7,000 -7,000 

-3,000 -3,000 -3,000 

-2,000 -2,000 -2,000 
============== ======:::=-====== ============== ==============:::: ============== 

35,621,086 40,640,465 37.739,343 +2,118,257 -2,901,122 
(40, 972. 560) ( 44. 923. 465) (42,007 ,343) (+1,034, 783) (·2,916,122) 

( -14,474) ( -14,000) (+474) ( -14,000) 
( 4. 400 ,000) (4,400. 000) ( 4' 400' 000) 

(·9,727,000) (-8,672,000) ( -8,643,000) (+1,084,000) (+29,000) 
( -10,000} (-11,000) (-11,000) (-1,000) 

120,000 -120,000 
-120,000 +120 ,000 

(40,000) (10,000) (10,000) ( -30, 000) 
(g31,260,177) (931. 569.841) (931, 569,841) (+309, 664} 

============== ============== ============== ============== ============== 

7,548 8,023 7. 548 -475 

50,000 -50,000 
-50,000 +50. 000 

25,660 27.387 25,660 -1,727 

23,999 24,499 23,999 -500 
103,981 105,170 103,981 -1,189 
185.000 182,300 177,000 -8,000 -5,300 
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DEPARTMENTS OF TRANSPORTATION, AND HOUSING AND URBAN DEVELOPMENT, AND RELATED AGENCIES 
APPROPRIATIONS BILL, 2016 (H.R. 2577) 

United States Interagency Council on Homel essness ..... 

Total, title III, Other Independent Agencies .... 

(Amounts in thousands) 

FY 2015 
Enacted 

3,530 

349,718 

FY 2016 
Request 

3,530 

350.909 

Bill vs. 
Bi 11 Enacted 

3, 530 

341,718 -8,000 

Bi 11 VS. 

Request 

-9,191 
=======-======::: ============== ============== ============== ============== 

Grand total ............... . 53.772.000 64. g99. 858 55.262.000 +1,490,000 -9,737,858 
Appropriations .............. . (59' 506' 270) (69,340, 108) (59,531,250) (+24,980) ( -9' 808' 858) 
Rescissions .......... . ( -136 '020) ( -14,000) (+122,020) ( -14 ,000) 
Rescissions of contract authority .......... . ( -260. 000) (+260. 000) 
Advance appropriations. . . ......... . ( 4. 400' 000) (4. 400. 000) ( 4. 400' 000) 
Offsetting receipts ........................ . ( -9.727 ,000) ( -8' 672. 000) (- 8. 643' 000) (+1 ,084,000) (+29. 000) 
Offsetting collections ..................... . ( -11 '250) ( -68. 250) ( -12,250) ( -1 ,000) (+56' 000) 

(by transfer) .................................. . 1, 500 121 ,500 -1,500 -121,500 
(transfer out).............. . ......... . -1,500 -121 ,500 +1, 500 +121,500 
(Limitation on obligations) .................... . (53,485,000) (69,665, 771) (53. 459' 500) ( -25,500) ( - 16 ' 206 ' 271 ) 

Total budgetary resources ................. . (107,257,000) (134,665,629) ( 108' 721 '500) (+1,464,500) (- 25 '944 ,129) 
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Mr. PRICE of North Carolina. Mr. 

Chairman, I yield myself such time as 
I may consume. 

Mr. Chairman, as we begin consider-
ation of H.R. 2577, the fiscal year 2016 
Transportation, Housing and Urban De-
velopment, and Related Agencies Ap-
propriations bill, I want to start by 
thanking our chairman, Chairman 
DIAZ-BALART, for the hard work he has 
put in on this bill. He has been open 
and accessible throughout this year’s 
process, and he has been receptive to 
my concerns and the concerns that 
other subcommittee members and 
other colleagues have raised. It has 
been a pleasure working with him, and 
I look forward to continuing to do that 
throughout this process. 

I also want to echo the thanks he 
just expressed to our hardworking 
staff, to Dena Baron and her colleagues 
in the majority, to Kate Hallahan and 
Joe Carlile on our side of the aisle, as 
well as Laura Thrift and Kate Roetzer 
from my personal staff. 

Now, unfortunately, I have to add 
that there is going to be a lot of fur-
ther work to do. It is necessary, and it 
is going to be difficult. That is not the 
chairman’s fault. He was dealt an im-
possible hand in the Republican budget 
and an allocation that is simply un-
workable. 

At first glance, it might appear that 
this bill is a relative winner when com-
pared to other appropriations bills, as 
Chairman ROGERS did increase the sub-
committee’s allocation by $1.5 million. 
However, the reality is that once you 
factor in declining Federal Housing Ad-
ministration receipts, increased Sec-
tion 8 renewal costs, and other infla-
tionary adjustments, this bill is actu-
ally $1.5 billion below last year’s fund-
ing level, resulting in fewer services 
and less capital investment than last 
year. 

Mr. Chairman, the programs under 
the jurisdiction of this subcommittee 
are critical to our Nation’s economic 
and social well-being: providing nec-
essary funding to improve housing and 
transportation options, creating infra-
structure jobs for hardworking Amer-
ican families, and ensuring safe and 
adequate transportation networks for 
goods, commuters, and travelers. But 
our Nation’s transportation and hous-
ing systems face daunting challenges, 
and on almost every count, this bill 
falls short. 

b 1915 

The President requested a robust in-
crease for this bill for fiscal 2016, call-
ing on Congress to provide the critical 
investments necessary to accelerate 
and sustain economic growth. Unfortu-
nately, the bill before us would not 
even begin to address our infrastruc-
ture needs. 

In transportation, the bill levies deep 
cuts to capital programs. As we learned 
from the Amtrak derailment last 
month in Philadelphia, these cuts can 
have clear, direct consequences for the 
safety of our transportation system. 

The bill before us cuts Amtrak by 18 
percent—18 percent—below last year. 
There is no funding for the expansion 
of safety mechanisms, including Posi-
tive Train Control, which regulates the 
excessive speeds that caused the Phila-
delphia derailment. 

Now, no one can say whether Positive 
Train Control would have prevented 
the tragedy in Philadelphia, but cut-
ting funding certainly isn’t making our 
transportation system any safer. How 
many train derailments, how many 
bridge collapses is it going to take be-
fore the majority agrees that we must 
invest in our crumbling transportation 
infrastructure? 

The bill before us would also reduce 
funding for the New Starts program in 
the Federal Transit Administration by 
8 percent below this year, 40 percent 
below the President’s request. It would 
cut DOT’s enormously popular TIGER 
program by 80 percent. It cuts the Fed-
eral Aviation Administration’s capital 
program by $355 million below the 
President’s request, $100 million below 
last year. That will hamper FAA’s abil-
ity to maintain and improve aging fa-
cilities and will slow down progress on 
the critical NextGen program. 

The bill doesn’t just provide insuffi-
cient funding for critical investments; 
it also contains toxic provisions com-
pletely unrelated to the appropriations 
process. For instance, riders on truck 
length and weight have no place in this 
bill. They should be left to the author-
izing committees. The bill also con-
tinues to delay full implementation of 
the Department of Transportation’s 
hours-of-service rule for driver safety 
by including additional, unmanageable 
study requirements. These riders, I re-
gret to say, value the bottom line of 
the trucking industry over driver safe-
ty. They will actually make our roads 
more dangerous. 

The bill also attempts to undermine 
President Obama’s new policy related 
to the United States’ relationship with 
Cuba. Some of the riders aim to pre-
vent scheduled air services and cruise 
ship travel to Cuban ports of entry. 

On the housing side, the bill fails to 
adequately address the capital needs of 
public housing. For example, the bill 
provides only the token amount of $20 
million for the Department of Housing 
and Urban Development’s Choice 
Neighborhoods Initiative. At such a 
low funding level, the program won’t 
be able to fulfill its mission—trans-
forming clusters of poverty into func-
tioning, sustainable mixed-income 
neighborhoods and allowing the chil-
dren who live there to have the oppor-
tunities that all Americans deserve. 

The bill contains $1.68 billion for the 
Public Housing Capital Fund, which is 
a $194 million cut from last year. If en-
acted, this level would be about the 
same as the funding level in 1989. That 
is 26 years ago! Given that new mainte-
nance needs accrue at $3.4 billion per 
year, this level of funding would cover 
less than half the need while doing 
nothing to address a backlog that now 
amounts to $25 billion. 

The majority’s bill transforms—or, 
more accurately, devolves—the Hous-
ing for the Elderly and Housing for the 
Disabled programs into purely rental 
renewal programs. Without capital 
funding, the supply of safe, decent, and 
affordable housing for the elderly and 
for the disabled will not keep up with 
the demand. 

Mr. Chairman, for centuries, our 
country’s economic competitiveness 
has been built upon a world-class infra-
structure that enabled innovation and 
ingenuity to flourish. This bill and the 
budgetary levels it reflects undermine 
the continued viability of our Nation’s 
infrastructure and our economic vital-
ity. We simply cannot write a credible 
bill until we have a new budget agree-
ment. 

This bill clearly illustrates the folly 
of dogmatically insisting on domestic 
appropriations cuts as the sole focus of 
deficit reduction—that is the major-
ity’s strategy—while leaving the main 
drivers of the deficit unaddressed. 
Under sequestration funding levels, 
any advancement of appropriations 
bills is simply delaying the day of 
reckoning. So let’s stop this charade 
now. Let’s not wait for Presidential ve-
toes or for governmental shutdowns. 
Let’s confront it now! Let’s begin seri-
ous, broad budget negotiations. 

I know we can responsibly chart a 
course to fiscal balance; we have done 
it before, as recently as the 1990s. We 
achieved budget surpluses as the result 
of a concerted, bipartisan effort to bal-
ance the budget through a comprehen-
sive approach. And I mean comprehen-
sive. Revenues, entitlements, military 
and domestic appropriations, every-
thing was on the table. We balanced 
the budget 4 years in a row. We paid off 
more than $400 billion of this Nation’s 
debt. Why is that lesson so hard to 
recollect? 

By contrast, the current Republican 
budget gives us the worst of both 
worlds. It fails as fiscal policy, and it 
decimates the investments a great 
country must make. 

In its current form, Mr. Chairman, I 
cannot support the fiscal 2016 T-HUD 
Appropriations bill. I do remain hope-
ful, however, that this bill could be im-
proved as it goes through the appro-
priations process. I will continue work-
ing with the chairman as we move for-
ward. I am confident that a new agree-
ment on funding levels can give this 
bill and America’s transportation and 
housing infrastructure the resources 
that our national interest requires. 

I reserve the balance of my time. 
Mr. DIAZ-BALART. Mr. Chairman, 

at this time, I yield as much time as he 
may use to the gentleman from Ken-
tucky (Mr. ROGERS), a friend, a leader, 
a teacher, and the chairman of the full 
Appropriations Committee. 

Mr. ROGERS of Kentucky. I thank 
the chairman for yielding me this 
time. 

Mr. Chairman, I rise in support of 
this bill, obviously, the fiscal 2016 
Transportation, Housing and Urban De-
velopment Appropriations bill. 
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Mr. Chairman, I am proud that we 

have this piece of legislation. It is our 
fifth appropriations bill of this year on 
the floor today. It is the next step in 
our ongoing effort to fully fund the 
government before the end of the fiscal 
year, as is our congressional duty. 

This bill, as the chairman has said, 
funds a wide range of Federal programs 
that affect every citizen of every dis-
trict of every State. From the trans-
portation infrastructure that moves 
goods, people, and businesses around 
the country to the housing options 
that help most those in need, the bene-
fits of the programs in this bill are felt 
far and wide. 

In total, the bill provides $55.3 billion 
in discretionary spending due to re-
duced offsets, including lower FHA re-
ceipts. The bill represents a $25 million 
increase above the current year. 

This is a tight budget, Mr. Chairman. 
Yet the bill targets funds to provide 
adequate investments in critical infra-
structure and much-relied-upon hous-
ing programs. 

Of the total, $17.2 billion goes toward 
discretionary funding for DOT, 
prioritizing projects that have great 
benefits to our Nation as a whole and 
that will help make this Nation’s 
transportation systems safer and more 
efficient. 

This includes $15.9 billion for the 
Federal Aviation Administration. A 
portion of that money will go to what 
is called the NextGen program to im-
prove efficiency in our airways and re-
duce congestion and delays. 

The Federal highway program gets 
$40.2 billion from the highway trust 
fund, an amount equal to last year, but 
that is subject to continued authoriza-
tion. This funding will ensure our road-
ways, bridges, and tunnels can safely 
and smoothly facilitate the flow of 
American commerce. 

The Federal Railroad Administration 
is funded at $1.4 billion. That includes 
$289 million for Amtrak operations, the 
same as last year, and $850 million for 
capital grants, as well as $187 million 
for critical safety and research pro-
grams. Total FRA funding is reduced 
by $262 million, but rail safety, which 
is so important, is held harmless from 
any reductions. 

In fact, safety was a priority 
throughout the bill, and that is evident 
in the funding levels. For instance, the 
National Highway Traffic Safety Ad-
ministration received $6.5 million more 
than last year, and the Pipeline and 
Hazardous Materials Safety Adminis-
tration receives a $6.9 million bump up 
to help address safety concerns regard-
ing the transport of energy products. 

Beyond these important infrastruc-
ture investments, the bill also includes 
a total of $42 billion for the Depart-
ment of Housing and Urban Develop-
ment. This level will guarantee that all 
individuals and families currently re-
ceiving housing assistance will con-
tinue to be served by this program, and 
it ensures that the 77,000 VASH vouch-
ers which support our veterans remain 
in circulation. 

Important housing programs for 
some of our most vulnerable citizens, 
the elderly and persons with disabil-
ities, also receive targeted increases. 
To help bolster economic growth in 
local communities, the bill provides 
$6.4 billion in grant funding for eco-
nomic development. Investing in our 
communities through programs like 
Community Development Block Grants 
will allow funds to be targeted to local 
areas to meet their unique needs. 

Now, as with all appropriations bills, 
particularly in these tight budget 
times, we had to take a close look at 
what was mission critical and what 
was lower on the priority list. Some 
tough choices had to be made and some 
programs had to be reduced. Overall, I 
believe this bill puts everything in its 
proper place and does the very best 
within its allotted resources. 

I want to thank the chairman of the 
subcommittee, Congressman DIAZ- 
BALART. This is his maiden voyage as a 
cardinal, a chairman of a sub-
committee, his first voyage at sea. We 
hope it is a safe and smooth one. And I 
am proud to say to him, ‘‘Job well done 
so far.’’ So we wish for you the very 
best. 

Thanks to DAVID PRICE and the mem-
bers of the committee, subcommittee, 
all the staff; my counterpart Mrs. 
LOWEY. I thank all of you for working 
hard on this bill. 

I am proud to support this bill, and I 
ask my colleagues to do the same. 

Mr. PRICE of North Carolina. Mr. 
Chairman, I yield 5 minutes to the gen-
tlewoman from New York (Mrs. 
LOWEY), our distinguished ranking 
member of the full committee. 

Mrs. LOWEY. Mr. Chairman, I, too, 
would like to congratulate Chairman 
DIAZ-BALART and Ranking Member 
PRICE in their new roles on the sub-
committee. You have worked so hard, 
you have worked together, and I really 
do want to express my appreciation. 
And to Chairman ROGERS, thank you 
for your work. I would particularly 
like to thank the chairman for his sup-
port of my grade crossing safety re-
quests. 

However, the Republican bill to fund 
transportation and housing priorities 
drastically shortchanges job-creating 
investments critical to hard-working 
American families, like roads, bridges, 
rail systems, and access to safe and af-
fordable housing. At the same time, it 
includes special interest giveaways for 
the trucking industry and other policy 
riders that make our roads less safe 
and our rail system less competitive 
and meddles foolishly in foreign policy. 

Despite the fact that our infrastruc-
ture needs are increasing, the bill be-
fore us takes a giant step backward. 
We cannot meet tomorrow’s challenges 
by slashing investments in TIGER, 
transit, and air traffic modernization. 

Even though the bill was considered 
in full committee the morning after 
last month’s tragic Amtrak crash in 
Philadelphia, the majority voted down 
amendments to increase funds for Am-

trak capital investments and positive 
train control, which the NTSB has said 
would have prevented the derailment. 
Yet it does not receive any funding in 
the bill. 

b 1930 

While we do not yet have all of the 
answers to the horrific accident in 
Philadelphia, we do know that starving 
Amtrak of funding will inhibit safety 
upgrades, track, and capital improve-
ments. Our continued failure to invest 
in road and rail infrastructure is not 
just unwise; it is plainly a public safety 
hazard. 

Before I turn to housing, it is impor-
tant to mention the plentiful legisla-
tive riders. Christmas came early for 
the trucking industry: longer, heavier 
trucks; the stalled enforcement of 
hours-of-service rules; and inadequate 
insurance requirements. 

Controversial riders have no place in 
an already difficult appropriations 
process. At a time when roads and 
bridges are crumbling and when there 
is a national crisis of affordable hous-
ing, it makes no sense to use this crit-
ical bill to meddle in foreign policy by 
including riders on Cuba. 

With regard to housing, adequate 
funding to renew existing vouchers is 
provided, but it isn’t sufficient to meet 
our country’s actual housing needs. 

Significantly cutting Lead Hazard 
Control will slow the progress on elimi-
nating household toxins despite the 
fact that the successful program has 
resulted in lower lead poisoning and in 
better educational and behavioral out-
comes. 

Slashing Choice Neighborhoods by 
$230 million, or 92 percent below the 
President’s request, guts resources to 
transform clusters of poverty into 
functioning, sustainable mixed-income 
neighborhoods; and it prevents the 
children who live there from having 
the opportunities that all Americans 
deserve. 

Employing gimmicks to fund HOME 
through the housing trust fund perpet-
uates another gap in the spectrum of 
affordable housing. 

Democrats are more than willing to 
support bills that make investments to 
grow our economy and create oppor-
tunity for hard-working Americans. 
Unfortunately, this bill falls far short 
of that goal. 

Again, in conclusion, I want to thank 
the chairman, the ranking member, 
and all of the hard-working staff. Al-
though I urge my colleagues to vote 
‘‘no,’’ I do hope we can move forward 
and get to real bills so we can work to-
gether and complete this process on es-
pecially this very important piece of 
legislation. 

Mr. DIAZ-BALART. Mr. Chairman, I 
yield 3 minutes to the gentleman from 
Kansas (Mr. YODER), an indispensable 
member of the subcommittee. 

Mr. YODER. I appreciate the chair-
man for yielding time in this debate. 

I want to thank Chairman DIAZ- 
BALART, Chairman ROGERS, Ranking 
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Member PRICE, and Ranking Member 
LOWEY for their work in putting to-
gether what is, I think, one of the best 
bills to come through Congress as we 
debate how to balance our challenges 
with our budget and how to make sure 
we enhance safety and improve our 
economy all at the same time. 

Mr. Chairman, this is one of the ear-
liest opportunities we have had to de-
bate this piece of legislation in the ap-
propriations process since 1974, which 
is a commendable achievement. I want 
to thank Chairman DIAZ-BALART for 
his leadership, and I ask for the body 
to support this good piece of legisla-
tion. 

There are really three great reasons 
to support this bill. 

First of all, it is great for the econ-
omy as we invest in our Nation’s crit-
ical transportation projects and pro-
grams and invest in housing projects to 
help America’s poverty families all 
across our districts. 

It helps to promote safety enhance-
ment on our infrastructure by ensuring 
that our roads, rails, and airways are 
safe for all Americans. It increases 
funding for the National Highway Traf-
fic Safety Administration; it increases 
funding for the Federal Motor Carrier 
Safety Administration, and it increases 
funding for the Pipeline and Hazardous 
Materials Safety Administration—all 
to help protect the safety of Ameri-
cans. 

It works to enhance the responsible 
efforts to spend money in this capital. 
Most Americans know Washington is 
spending too much money, and our 
budget is not in balance. It is a tough 
job, and I commend the committee for 
doing the hard work to ensure that we 
are good stewards of taxpayer dollars, 
so as to keep to the balanced budget 
agreement that the House and Senate 
passed for the first time since 2001. 

The bill also works towards needed 
policy achievements that would help 
farmers in my State of Kansas or that 
would help keep the cost of goods down 
for hard-working Americans because 
the prices at the grocery stores are too 
high. 

In Kansas, for example, the bill helps 
to ensure that Kansas laws are in par-
ity with States like Nebraska and 
Oklahoma when it comes to the length 
of a trailer that custom harvesters can 
use. This is a provision that is sup-
ported by the Kansas Highway Patrol, 
the Kansas Department of Transpor-
tation, the Kansas Department of Agri-
culture. 

I would ask my colleagues from 
across the aisle to listen to the leaders 
in Kansas. The leaders of public safety 
in Kansas and those within the high-
way patrol support this provision. 
Let’s not subject the will of Wash-
ington over the will of people in Kansas 
when it comes to helping farmers with 
truck length for custom harvesters. 

It works to eliminate the number of 
trucks that are on the road. This bill’s 
actually extending the trailer length 
will eliminate 6.6 million truck trips; 

it will save 1.3 billion miles driven; it 
will reduce carbon emissions by 4.4 bil-
lion pounds annually, and it will elimi-
nate the need for every ninth truck in 
our economy. Truck tonnage is pro-
jected to grow by 23 percent over the 
next 12 years, so it makes sense to 
move freight in fewer trucks. 

The bill also works to enhance a pro-
gram we started last year for short line 
rail safety, which would help short line 
rail companies across this country 
have the ability to have a stronger and 
sustainable safety culture as they 
move more and more of our goods. 

Mr. Chairman, this is a good bill. It 
promotes safety; it promotes our econ-
omy, and it creates jobs. 

I urge the bipartisan support of this 
legislation to help the American econ-
omy. 

Mr. PRICE of North Carolina. Mr. 
Chairman, I am happy to yield 2 min-
utes to the gentleman from Oregon 
(Mr. DEFAZIO), our colleague who is the 
ranking member of the Transportation 
and Infrastructure Committee. 

Mr. DEFAZIO. I thank the gen-
tleman. 

Mr. Chairman, we have all heard 
about America and American 
exceptionalism, and tonight, we see 
here a great new example for the 21st 
century the Republican majority 
version of American exceptionalism. A 
country that used to be the envy of the 
world with its infrastructure has now 
become a laughingstock of the indus-
trial world because it is falling apart. 

There are 150,000 bridges on the Na-
tional Highway System that need re-
pair or replacement, and with this bill, 
next year, it will be 160,000 that will 
need repair or replacement. There is 40 
percent of the road surface on the Na-
tional Highway System that needs not 
just resurfacing; it is so bad that it has 
to be dug up. Next year, there will be 
more miles that are deficient. 

And our transit? There is an $80 bil-
lion backlog just to bring our existing 
transit systems up to a state of good 
repair. It is so bad that we are killing 
people unnecessarily here in the Na-
tion’s Capital on the mass transit sys-
tem; and what does the Republican 
budget do? It cuts the allocation to the 
Metro system here in D.C. In the great-
est country on Earth, it will be dan-
gerous to ride on the Metro system be-
cause we can’t afford to fix it. 

They failed to distinguish between 
investment—investment in moving our 
people and our goods more efficiently— 
and spending. They rail about spend-
ing, but they cut indiscriminately, and 
they add money in places we don’t need 
it. 

Let’s go down the list. 
In aviation, we want to build a 21st 

century air traffic control system, but 
they cut that budget $100 million. 

The Coast Guard is spread so thin it 
can’t meet its own criteria for search 
and rescue, but they are $17 million 
below what the President proposed, and 
there is no money in here for a new 
Coast Guard icebreaker. We are a great 

maritime nation. We are down to one 
50-year-old, decrepit icebreaker. That 
is not going to serve our country too 
well. 

The CHAIR. The time of the gen-
tleman has expired. 

Mr. PRICE of North Carolina. Mr. 
Chairman, I yield the gentleman an ad-
ditional 30 seconds. 

Mr. DEFAZIO. Then Amtrak, they 
cut Amtrak by $251 million in its cap-
ital accounts. On the day that we had 
the Amtrak crash, they cut the capital 
acquisition account for Amtrak by $251 
million, despite the fact that Amtrak 
has a $20 billion backlog. 

There are 140-year-old tunnels that 
are near collapse, which will paralyze 
the East Coast. There are bridges that 
are 100, 110, 120 years old—and, yes, we 
do not yet have the positive train con-
trol system on all of Amtrak’s routes. 

That has been something that has 
only been recommended for 25 years by 
the National Transportation Safety 
Board. This is pretty pathetic. 

Mr. DIAZ-BALART. Mr. Chairman, I 
yield 2 minutes to the gentleman from 
North Carolina (Mr. ROUZER). 

Mr. ROUZER. I thank the chairman. 
I am proud to lend my full support to 

the chairman’s bill to fund our trans-
portation systems that are so vital to 
moving this country forward. 

Mr. Chairman, important needs of 
our industries and countless businesses 
in North Carolina are addressed by this 
legislation. 

First, a marginal increase in the 
length of twin trailers carrying freight 
over North Carolina’s roads will allow 
more freight to be carried per trip, 
thus decreasing the number of trucks 
on the road. This modest change to 33 
feet in length has a large impact on 
productivity. Slightly longer trailers 
improve stability because you have a 
longer wheelbase. 

More productivity means a slower 
growth rate of truck trips on our roads. 
With this change, there would be 6.6 
million fewer truck trips per year; and, 
according to the Federal Motor Carrier 
Safety Administration’s data, it would 
prevent at least 912 highway accidents 
every year. 

Mr. Chairman, I think it is important 
to note that the North Carolina Troop-
ers Association is focused on sup-
porting policies that promote safety 
and improve law enforcement in the 
State of North Carolina and across this 
country. They support modernizing 
freight transportation regulations to 
allow for 33 feet in length. 

Mr. Chairman, I submit for the 
RECORD their letter in support of this 
change. 

MAY 6, 2015. 
Secretary ANTHONY FOXX, 
Department of Transportation, 
Washington, DC. 

DEAR SECRETARY FOXX: The North Caro-
lina Troopers Association, founded in 1977, is 
focused on supporting policies that promote 
safety and improve law enforcement in the 
state of North Carolina and the United 
States of America. We are grateful for your 
leadership on policies at the intersection of 
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safety, law enforcement and transportation. 
From the Charlotte City Council and May-
or’s Office to the Department of Transpor-
tation and the President’s Cabinet, the cen-
tral questions remain the same. Which pol-
icy choices will do the most to keep people 
safe? 

We often work alongside the North Caro-
lina Trucking Association on matters con-
cerning the transportation of freight on the 
national highway system as well as the ex-
tensive network of North Carolina highways 
and roads. From Murphy to Manteo, we part-
ner with professional drivers to keep every-
one safe on the roads. 

We support truck safety advances such as 
lane departure technologies and adaptive 
speed controls and encourage the continued 
adoption of modern technology and training 
techniques. 

The less than truckload (LTL) market has 
a significant footprint in North Carolina not 
least in the areas around Greensboro and 
Charlotte. We understand the American 
Trucking Associations along with other lead-
ing LTL companies, the United States Cham-
ber of Commerce, and the National Associa-
tion of Manufacturers, back a proposal to in-
crease the length of twin trailers in the LTL 
freight market by five feet with no change to 
federal weight limits. We support the pro-
posal for several reasons. 

First, a marginal increase to the length of 
twin trailers carrying freight on North Caro-
lina’s roads will result in an increase in 
cubic capacity allowing more freight to be 
carried per trip, thus decreasing the number 
of trucks on the road. A modest change in 
length has a large impact on productivity. 
More productivity makes it easier to slow 
the growth rate of truck trips on our road 
system. 

Modernizing freight transportation regula-
tions to allow for 33-ft. doubles means 6.6 
million fewer truck trips per year and ac-
cording to Federal Motor Carrier Safety Ad-
ministration data it would prevent at least 
912 highway accidents every year. 

Second, studies from the experts at the 
University of Michigan and the federal De-
partment of Transportation show that an in-
crease to the length of the wheel base with-
out an increase to weight limitations creates 
a more stable truck for both straight line 
driving and cornering. Indeed, the proposal 
for five more feet on twin trailers came from 
a 2002 analysis from the Transportation Re-
search Board (Special Report 267, 2002). 

In addition, fewer trucks on the road will 
inevitably lead to much needed relief for 
North Carolina’s infrastructure. In 2013, 
some 9.7 billion tons of freight was carried 
by truck. The proposal for twin 33s would 
shift a portion of that freight—the LTL mar-
ket—into trailers with a slightly longer 
wheelbase providing benefit for North Caro-
lina bridges. 

We are encouraged by your advocacy for 
better, smarter, safer transportation poli-
cies. When the proposal for a five foot exten-
sion—with no change in weight limits for 
twin trailers—comes before Congress we ask 
you to provide the full support of your office. 

Sincerely, 
Daniel S. Jenkins, Jr., 

President, North Carolina Troopers 
Association. 

Mr. ROUZER. I am also pleased to 
support the committee’s language that 
would continue to prohibit the use of 
funds to enforce the restart provisions 
of hours-of-service rules for our truck 
drivers. The trucking industry does not 
need more regulations imposed upon 
them in the name of safety. 

Safety is an absolute priority for 
their industry. Trucking companies 

know that, without good safety 
records, they will not be the carriers of 
choice for businesses that need to move 
freight. 

Mr. Chairman, each of these provi-
sions will help spur economic growth 
throughout our Nation and enable us to 
better compete and thrive globally. My 
constituents in the manufacturing and 
agricultural industries are interested 
in making Federal transportation poli-
cies more conducive to the productive 
and efficient movement of the goods, 
and these provisions will help facilitate 
that. 

I urge my colleagues to support this 
bill. 

Mr. PRICE of North Carolina. Mr. 
Chairman, may I inquire as to how 
much time both sides have remaining? 

The CHAIR. The gentleman from 
North Carolina has 14 minutes remain-
ing, and the gentleman from Florida 
has 15 minutes remaining. 

Mr. PRICE of North Carolina. Mr. 
Chairman, I yield myself such time as 
I may consume. 

As for the ideas that are being 
thrown back and forth here tonight 
about highway safety and driver safe-
ty, the advocates for highway and auto 
safety who are looking at this bill and 
evaluating this bill include the Team-
sters and the Short Line Railroad As-
sociation. 

My own highway patrol in North 
Carolina came to see me; they came on 
their own volition, and they had pic-
tures, Mr. Chairman, of carnage on our 
highways. It left no doubt that they 
were not interested in seeing heavier 
and longer trucks and relaxed rules on 
our highways. 

I suggest that Members might want 
to check in with safety advocates and 
with law enforcement in their own 
States and see what kind of assess-
ments they get of this highly irregular 
effort that is going on here tonight of 
writing into appropriations bills provi-
sions that haven’t had hearings, that 
haven’t had thorough evaluations. 

In some cases, they overturn evalua-
tions that are already in the process— 
evaluations that this body has ordered 
up—prejudging the consequences and 
the conclusions of those studies and 
are moving ahead with ill-advised re-
laxations in truck and auto safety. 

I suggest that Members will want to 
take a critical look at that. 

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

b 1945 

Mr. DIAZ-BALART. Mr. Chairman, I 
reserve the balance of my time. 

Mr. PRICE of North Carolina. Mr. 
Chairman, I yield 2 minutes to the gen-
tlewoman from California (Ms. LEE), 
one of those additional speakers, a 
member of the Committee on Appro-
priations. 

Ms. LEE. Mr. Chairman, I want to 
thank the gentleman for yielding but 
also for his very thoughtful leadership 
on the subcommittee as our ranking 
member. 

I rise to express my grave concerns 
regarding the funding levels for our 
transportation and housing programs 
provided in this bill. Once again, the 
majority has brought a bill to the floor 
that includes drastic and misguided se-
quester cuts to programs that are crit-
ical to the American economy and to 
the lives of the most vulnerable and to 
creating jobs. 

Under the transportation title, the 
bill funds TIGER grants $1.15 billion 
below the President’s request. Simi-
larly, Small Starts and New Starts are 
underfunded from the President’s re-
quest by over $1 billion. These are pro-
grams that create jobs and create eco-
nomic growth. It is completely nonsen-
sical to starve our communities of the 
proven Federal investments in trans-
portation that we so desperately need. 

The bill before us drastically 
underfunds our critical housing pro-
grams, including $25 million less than 
the President’s request for elderly and 
disabled housing. Yes, that is elderly 
and disabled housing. It zeroes out the 
housing trust fund, which helps the 
lowest income Americans, and it is $320 
million less than the request for Choice 
Neighborhoods. These cuts keep people 
living on the margins and push more 
people into poverty and homelessness. 

Before I conclude, let me just say 
how inappropriate it is in this bill, like 
all these bills that we are seeing, they 
contain language that would turn, now, 
this bill, the Treasury-HUD bill, into 
an ideological and wrongheaded foreign 
policy document by restricting travel 
to Cuba. I introduced an amendment to 
strike this language and will be intro-
ducing a bipartisan amendment with 
my friend Representative MARK SAN-
FORD to do the same on this bill. We 
need a 21st century approach to our re-
lations with the nation that is 90 miles 
from our shores, not to cling to cold 
war era policies. 

The CHAIR. The time of the gentle-
woman has expired. 

Mr. PRICE of North Carolina. I yield 
an additional 1 minute to my col-
league. 

Ms. LEE. Americans deserve the 
right to travel to wherever they would 
so desire. They travel to China and 
Vietnam; Americans have that right. 
Why shouldn’t they have the right to 
travel to a country 90 miles off of our 
shores? Cold war era policies are just 
that, 50-year-old policies that have 
failed. They are wrong, first of all. 
They are very ridiculous at this point, 
and they don’t make any sense. So to 
keep trying to put these amendments 
into nongermane bills where it makes 
no sense is mind-boggling to me. I hope 
that we can get that amendment out. 

I just want to thank the ranking 
member for his efforts, given the tre-
mendous constraints allotted by Re-
publican austerity budgeting. 

Mr. DIAZ-BALART. I reserve the bal-
ance of my time. 

Mr. PRICE of North Carolina. Mr. 
Chairman, I yield 2 minutes to the gen-
tleman from Texas (Mr. CUELLAR), a 
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distinguished member of our Sub-
committee on Transportation, Housing 
and Urban Development, and Related 
Agencies. 

Mr. CUELLAR. Mr. Chairman, first 
of all, I want to thank the ranking 
member, Mr. PRICE, for the leadership 
that he has provided in this committee, 
and also, thank you to his staff. 

I also want to thank my friend Chair-
man MARIO DIAZ-BALART for his leader-
ship in working on this bill in a bipar-
tisan way. There are a couple things I 
just want to point out that are impor-
tant to the State of Texas. First of all, 
one of the issues that we worked on to-
gether was to make sure that we direct 
the Federal highway authority to con-
tinue to develop a freight network that 
connects to our high-volume land ports 
of entry. 

Some of the maps that I have seen 
show that they don’t connect to the 
land ports; but just to give you an idea, 
in my hometown of Laredo, the largest 
inland port, if you look at the trucks 
that come in, those are 12,000 trailers 
every single day. This is why this par-
ticular language got added: to make 
sure that the freight is connected to 
land ports of entry and will make sure 
that American communities are able to 
get products that are coming into the 
United States. 

The other thing I do want to empha-
size that was put in in this particular 
bill has to do with encouraging the 
standardization of passenger rail stand-
ards between the U.S. and Mexico, 
which means basically from the San 
Antonio area to the Laredo area to the 
Monterrey area, and this is something 
that will be one of the first. I want to 
thank the chairman and the ranking 
member for putting in that language. 

Finally, the last thing I want to 
bring up is the language that helps 
HUD pay a little bit more attention to 
colonias. As you know, colonias are 
third-world communities that have no 
water and no sewage. Putting in this 
type of language will help thousands of 
people that live in third-world condi-
tions. After speaking to Secretary Cas-
tro and speaking to the chairman and 
the ranking member, Mr. PRICE, this 
will put a focus on that. 

I want to thank the ranking member 
for his good work. I also thank my 
friend, the chairman, so much for 
working with me on this language. 

Mr. DIAZ-BALART. Mr. Chairman, I 
reserve the balance of my time. 

Mr. PRICE of North Carolina. Mr. 
Chairman, I have no further speakers, 
so I yield back the balance of my time. 

Mr. DIAZ-BALART. Mr. Chairman, I 
also yield back the balance of my time. 

Ms. SLAUGHTER. Mr. Chair, I rise in oppo-
sition to this bill for many reasons, but one 
short-sited cut stands out. This bill cuts HUD’s 
Office of Lead Hazard Control and Healthy 
Homes by $35 million. Let me explain in the 
simplest terms I can what a $35 million cut 
would mean: thousands of children in the 
United States will be poisoned. 

Thousands of housing units identified as 
containing lead paint hazards will not be made 

safe for the children who live there. Thou-
sands of children will be needlessly subjected 
to decreased IQ and cognitive function across 
their entire lifespan, developmental delays, be-
havior problems, learning disabilities, seizures, 
coma, and even death. Lead poisoning im-
pacts the decision making center of the brain. 
Children with lead poisoning are 7 times more 
likely to drop out of school, more likely to en-
gage in risk-taking behaviors, and more likely 
to engage in criminal activity. 

Lead poisoning is entirely preventable—but 
to save a few dollars, this Majority will let them 
suffer. And it doesn’t even save a few dollars. 
The total annual costs of lead poisoning to so-
ciety are over $50 billion. Every dollar spent 
on lead hazard control activities has a benefit 
of $17 to $220 in medical, educational, and 
criminal justice costs. A $35 million cut will 
create a minimum of $600 million, and pos-
sibly nearly $8 billion in additional costs to so-
ciety. 

In my district in Rochester, NY, 200 children 
were confirmed with lead poisoning in 2014. 
Two hundred children. That’s ten kindergarten 
classrooms full of kids. That is simply not ac-
ceptable. This $35 million cut would let an-
other 119 children be poisoned in my district 
alone. When lead poisoning is entirely pre-
ventable, I do not know how we can stand to 
have the lifelong negative impacts on those 
children’s lives on our conscience. 

The CHAIR. All time for general de-
bate has expired. 

Pursuant to the rule, the bill shall be 
considered for amendment under the 5- 
minute rule. 

During consideration of the bill for 
amendment each amendment shall be 
debatable for 10 minutes equally di-
vided and controlled by the proponent 
and an opponent and shall not be sub-
ject to amendment. No pro forma 
amendment shall be in order except 
that the chair and ranking minority 
member of the Committee on Appro-
priations or their respective designees 
may offer up to 10 pro forma amend-
ments each at any point for the pur-
pose of debate. The chair of the Com-
mittee of the Whole may accord pri-
ority in recognition on the basis of 
whether the Member offering an 
amendment has caused it to be printed 
in the portion of the CONGRESSIONAL 
RECORD designated for that purpose. 
Amendments so printed shall be con-
sidered read. 

The Clerk will read. 
The Clerk read as follows: 

H.R. 2577 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of 
Representatives of the United States of America 
in Congress assembled, That the following 
sums are appropriated, out of any money in 
the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, for 
the Departments of Transportation, and 
Housing and Urban Development, and related 
agencies for the fiscal year ending Sep-
tember 30, 2016, and for other purposes, 
namely: 

TITLE I 

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 

OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY 

SALARIES AND EXPENSES 

For necessary expenses of the Office of the 
Secretary, $105,000,000, of which not to ex-
ceed $2,734,000 shall be available for the im-

mediate Office of the Secretary; not to ex-
ceed $1,025,000 shall be available for the im-
mediate Office of the Deputy Secretary; not 
to exceed $20,066,000 shall be available for the 
Office of the General Counsel; not to exceed 
$9,310,000 shall be available for the Office of 
the Under Secretary of Transportation for 
Policy; not to exceed $12,808,000 shall be 
available for the Office of the Assistant Sec-
retary for Budget and Programs; not to ex-
ceed $2,500,000 shall be available for the Of-
fice of the Assistant Secretary for Govern-
mental Affairs; not to exceed $26,029,000 shall 
be available for the Office of the Assistant 
Secretary for Administration; not to exceed 
$2,029,000 shall be available for the Office of 
Public Affairs; not to exceed $1,769,000 shall 
be available for the Office of the Executive 
Secretariat; not to exceed $10,793,000 shall be 
available for the Office of Intelligence, Secu-
rity, and Emergency Response; and not to 
exceed $15,937,000 shall be available for the 
Office of the Chief Information Officer: Pro-
vided, That the Secretary of Transportation 
is authorized to transfer funds appropriated 
for any office of the Office of the Secretary 
to any other office of the Office of the Sec-
retary: Provided further, That no appropria-
tion for any office shall be increased or de-
creased by more than 5 percent by all such 
transfers: Provided further, That notice of 
any change in funding greater than 5 percent 
shall be submitted for approval to the House 
and Senate Committees on Appropriations: 
Provided further, That not to exceed $60,000 
shall be for allocation within the Depart-
ment for official reception and representa-
tion expenses as the Secretary may deter-
mine: Provided further, That notwithstanding 
any other provision of law, excluding fees au-
thorized in Public Law 107–71, there may be 
credited to this appropriation up to $2,500,000 
in funds received in user fees: Provided fur-
ther, That none of the funds provided in this 
Act shall be available for the position of As-
sistant Secretary for Public Affairs. 

AMENDMENT OFFERED BY MR. DENT 
Mr. DENT. I have an amendment at 

the desk I would like to offer. 
The CHAIR. The Clerk will report the 

amendment. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Page 2, line 13, after the first dollar 

amount, insert ‘‘(reduced by $3,000,000)’’. 
Page 2, line 16, after the dollar amount, in-

sert ‘‘(reduced by $2,000,000)’’. 
Page 2, line 18, after the dollar amount, in-

sert ‘‘(reduced by $1,000,000)’’. 
Page 47, line 11, after the dollar amount, 

insert ‘‘(increased by $9,000,000)’’. 
Page 50, line 25, after the dollar amount, 

insert ‘‘(reduced by $3,000,000)’’. 
Page 56, line 14, after the dollar amount, 

insert ‘‘(reduced by $3,000,000)’’. 

Mr. DENT (during the reading). Mr. 
Chairman, I ask unanimous consent to 
dispense with the reading of the 
amendment. 

The CHAIR. Is there objection to the 
request of the gentleman from Penn-
sylvania? 

There was no objection. 
The CHAIR. Pursuant to House Reso-

lution 287, the gentleman from Penn-
sylvania and a Member opposed each 
will control 5 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania. 

Mr. DENT. Mr. Chairman, I rise to 
offer this amendment to increase Am-
trak’s capital account by $9 million, 
which is the amount that we are told it 
will cost to equip all of Amtrak trains 
with inward-facing cameras in their en-
gine cars. 
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It has been over 3 weeks since Am-

trak Northeast Regional number 188 
derailed just north of Philadelphia, 
killing at least eight people and injur-
ing over 200. We still do not know ex-
actly what caused this tragic accident, 
but had the train been equipped with 
an inward-facing camera, we very well 
might. 

This is a simple and relatively inex-
pensive reform that the National 
Transportation Safety Board has been 
advocating for years, and it is past 
time that we act. Like the infamous 
black boxes on airplanes, inward-facing 
cameras on trains would provide in-
spectors with critical information after 
an accident. 

Northeast Regional 188 was traveling 
over twice the posted speed limit on 
the stretch of track where it derailed. 
I should also let you know, I rode on 
that same regional train that morning, 
from Wilmington, Delaware, down to 
Washington, so I know this particular 
line, the Northeast corridor. I travel it 
regularly, so I am very much person-
ally interested, as are so many of my 
constituents and friends in the north-
eastern part of the United States. 

Had an inward-facing camera been in-
stalled on that train, we might now 
know whether that was due to some 
mechanical failure, negligence on the 
engineer’s part, or perhaps some med-
ical incident beyond his control. With 
that information in hand, we would be 
that much closer to taking the appro-
priate steps to ensure that this never 
happens again. 

Our thoughts and prayers remain 
with the victims of this tragedy and 
their loved ones, and we owe it to them 
to do everything we can to prevent fu-
ture incidents like the one we saw in 
Philadelphia. The installation of in-
ward-facing cameras in all Amtrak 
trains is an important step in that di-
rection. 

I would like to thank Chairman DIAZ- 
BALART and his staff for their support 
and for working with me to identify an 
acceptable offset, especially given the 
extremely tight constraints under 
which this bill was drafted. I urge a 
‘‘yes’’ vote on this amendment. 

I also would like to say, I know that 
the offsets are of some concern to some 
of the Members. We are going to do our 
best to try to work with them on that 
matter. 

At this time, I reserve the balance of 
my time. 

Mr. PRICE of North Carolina. Mr. 
Chairman, I claim the time in opposi-
tion so as to raise objections about the 
offsets proposed in this amendment. 

The CHAIR. The gentleman is recog-
nized for 5 minutes. 

Mr. PRICE of North Carolina. Mr. 
Chairman, my friend Mr. DENT has pro-
posed an increase in an appropriation 
for a worthy purpose, to install inward- 
facing cameras on Amtrak loco-
motives, but his amendment offers an-
other example of why the overall allo-
cation in this T-HUD bill is completely 
inadequate. 

The offsets may represent relatively 
small reductions in DOT’s administra-
tive accounts, each of these accounts: 
the DOT Secretary’s salaries and ex-
penses, the Federal Transit Adminis-
tration’s administrative expenses ac-
count, the Saint Lawrence Seaway. All 
of these would be cut below last year’s 
level. 

At this point, I yield the balance of 
my time to the gentlewoman from Ohio 
(Ms. KAPTUR), my colleague from the 
full committee. 

Ms. KAPTUR. I thank the gentleman 
for yielding. 

Mr. Chairman, I rise in opposition to 
this amendment, respectfully, and I 
implore the majority to take a close 
look at where they have obtained the 
money for this important Amtrak in-
vestment. Amtrak is important to 
Ohio, to the Pennsylvania-Ohio cor-
ridor, and there would be nothing I 
would do to hurt Amtrak. I have been 
one of Amtrak’s greatest advocates. 

Of the $9 million to fix this problem 
for Amtrak, you don’t take the major-
ity of it, $3 million, from the Saint 
Lawrence Seaway Development Admin-
istration, the Great Lakes-Saint Law-
rence Seaway Development Corpora-
tion. In effect, what they have done is 
they have taken $3 million of the $9 
million they need for Amtrak out of 
the Saint Lawrence Seaway Develop-
ment Corporation, which is, in effect, a 
10 percent cut to the smallest entity 
inside of the Department of Transpor-
tation. 

Why is the Saint Lawrence Seaway 
Development Corporation important? 
First of all, the current funding level is 
the smallest budget within the Depart-
ment of Transportation. Our amend-
ment inside the full Committee on Ap-
propriations allowed that budget not to 
be cut any further. 

The seaway is the only binational in-
strumentality between Canada and the 
United States. It connects an entire re-
gion of the country from Duluth to 
Massena, New York, to global markets. 
They have threatened problems within 
the seaway, such as locks collapsing 
and inadequate areas for our ships to 
pass through. Sailing on the Great 
Lakes can be very, very dangerous, as 
many of our sailors know. 

That corridor is the shortest distance 
between Europe and the United States, 
and last year, the seaway had an 8 per-
cent increase in its shipping growth. It 
serves a part of America that has been 
battered economically. Manufacturing 
has been fighting its way back. This 
really isn’t the time to tamper with 
the seaway’s budget. 

I understand the problems of Am-
trak, and I know that it needs funding, 
but I am just asking the majority to 
please look at the budget you have of-
fered. Your offsets in the case of the 
Saint Lawrence Seaway Development 
Corporation are truly unacceptable, 
and in doing so, the seaway will be 
harmed. It will harm ports like Erie, 
Pennsylvania; Massena, New York; Du-
luth, Minnesota; Milwaukee, Wis-

consin; Gary, Indiana; Toledo, Ohio; 
Detroit, Michigan. The list is a very, 
very long list. 

We have an aging infrastructure in 
the Great Lakes as well. We don’t have 
the power of the Intracoastal. We wish 
we did. But I have to raise my voice in 
strong objection to the offset related to 
the Saint Lawrence Seaway Develop-
ment Corporation. 

I respect very much the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania. I know what you 
are trying to do for Amtrak. I want to 
help you in that effort, but not at the 
expense of the seaway. 

b 2000 

I am hoping that the respective staffs 
can work together as this bill moves 
forward to find a more reasonable off-
set. I have many more ideas about 
that, but the Saint Lawrence Seaway 
Development Corporation should be al-
lowed to remain functional and not be 
harmed by a 10 percent cut. 

Mr. PRICE of North Carolina. I yield 
back the balance of my time. 

Mr. DENT. Mr. Chairman, I certainly 
appreciate the comments of the gentle-
woman from Ohio, and I understand 
the difficult choices here. I do intend 
to work with her and any other con-
cerned Members about these offsets 
and maybe find a way to alter them at 
some point, but I just didn’t have time 
to do it tonight. 

Again, I believe this is a reasonable 
amendment and it will do what we need 
to at least help with respect to the in-
ward-facing cameras on Amtrak trains. 

At this time I yield 1 minute to the 
gentleman from New Jersey (Mr. 
LANCE), my friend, who is a frequent 
Amtrak rider himself. 

Mr. LANCE. Mr. Chairman, 3 weeks 
ago, the tragic Amtrak accident in 
north Philadelphia led to deaths, inju-
ries, and destruction. Those who were 
injured included two of my constitu-
ents with whom I had been meeting 
with earlier in the day here in Wash-
ington. 

While the circumstances surrounding 
the incident remain under investiga-
tion, we do know that certain measures 
can be taken to ensure safety and pre-
paredness, and changes can be imple-
mented moving forward for public safe-
ty. 

Inward-facing cameras are an appro-
priate step in modernizing train trans-
portation safety. The National Trans-
portation Safety Board has been advo-
cating for this simple and relatively in-
expensive reform for years. 

I urge support of Mr. DENT’s amend-
ment to bring this reform to fruition. 

Mr. DENT. Again, I urge my col-
leagues to support this amendment 
that would provide $9 million for in-
ward-facing cameras on Amtrak trains. 
This is absolutely essential, I believe, 
to helping us hopefully prevent and— 
certainly, after the fact—determine the 
causes of these types of tragedies when 
they occur. 

I wish we weren’t at this point, but 
we need to do this. It is important. 
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Amtrak wants to move in this direc-
tion. The National Transportation 
Safety Board has urged this for some 
time. And it is now time that Congress 
act. 

So, again, I urge a ‘‘yes’’ vote on the 
amendment, and I yield back the bal-
ance of my time. 

The Acting CHAIR (Ms. ROS- 
LEHTINEN). The question is on the 
amendment offered by the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania (Mr. DENT). 

The amendment was agreed to. 
AMENDMENT OFFERED BY MRS. BUSTOS 

Mrs. BUSTOS. Madam Chairman, I 
have an amendment at the desk. 

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will re-
port the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Page 2, line 13, after the first dollar 

amount, insert ‘‘(reduced by $500,000)’’. 
Page 2, line 24, after the dollar amount, in-

sert ‘‘(reduced by $500,000)’’. 
Page 60, line 16, after the dollar amount, 

insert ‘‘(increased by $500,000)’’. 

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to 
House Resolution 287, the gentlewoman 
from Illinois and a Member opposed 
each will control 5 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentle-
woman from Illinois. 

Mrs. BUSTOS. Madam Chairman, I 
would like to thank Chairman DIAZ- 
BALART and Ranking Member PRICE for 
their hard work on this legislation. 

I rise today to urge my colleagues to 
join with me in improving rail and 
pipeline safety by supporting my 
amendment to increase funding by 
$500,000 to the Pipeline and Hazardous 
Materials Safety Administration. This 
important agency’s mission is to pro-
tect our communities from the risks of 
hazardous materials transportation, in-
cluding moving crude oil by rail and 
pipeline. 

Until just a few years ago, our Na-
tion’s railroads transported very little 
crude oil. Now, in part due to the boom 
in oil production from the Bakken for-
mation in North Dakota and in other 
areas, approximately 1.1 billion barrels 
are transported by rail in the United 
States every single day. 

The Pipeline and Hazardous Mate-
rials Safety Administration conducted 
tests on Bakken crude and found it to 
have a higher degree of volatility than 
most other U.S. crudes. 

Last year, railroads carried almost 
650,000 carloads of oil, compared to 
only 9,500 carloads in 2008. This impact 
is especially felt in Illinois, my home 
State, where we have the second-most 
number of miles of rail track in the en-
tire country. In fact, about 25 percent 
of all U.S. rail traffic passes through 
Chicago, Illinois. 

Improving rail safety is extremely 
important to our region, our State, and 
to our entire country. This issue is es-
pecially personal to me and the people 
I serve in my congressional district. 
That is because in March, earlier this 
year, a train carrying crude oil de-
railed near Galena, Illinois. It is in the 
northwest corner of my State and is 
one of the most beautiful regions of not 

only my congressional district but the 
entire State of Illinois—and I think in 
the entire country. 

While we were lucky that no one was 
harmed, several tanker cars exploded 
and the Bakken crude spilled just a few 
feet from a slough that flows straight 
into the Mississippi River, which is the 
drinking water supply for millions of 
people. 

Because of the bravery and the dedi-
cation of first responders and local, 
State, and Federal cleanup crews, no 
water was contaminated. We were also 
lucky that the derailment took place 
in a largely rural and uninhabited area. 
Imagine what would have happened if a 
derailment like this were to occur in 
Chicago, Los Angeles, or New York, or 
any more populated area. 

In light of several other high-profile 
train derailments, including those in 
West Virginia and North Dakota, in-
volving cars carrying crude oil, com-
munities across the country are becom-
ing increasingly concerned about the 
safe movement of crude oil—and with 
very good reason. 

While I am encouraged that Federal 
agencies and industry leaders are 
working together to make transpor-
tation of hazardous material safer, 
Congress must also do its job and step 
up and provide adequate resources to 
keep our energy transport system safe 
and secure. 

That is why I ask today for your sup-
port for my effort to ensure this appro-
priations bill includes additional fund-
ing for the agency that helps ensure 
the safe transportation of energy prod-
ucts, including the shipment of crude 
oil by pipeline and rail. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 
The Acting CHAIR. The question is 

on the amendment offered by the gen-
tlewoman from Illinois (Mrs. BUSTOS). 

The amendment was agreed to. 
AMENDMENT OFFERED BY MR. MEEHAN 

Mr. MEEHAN. Madam Chairman, I 
have an amendment at the desk. 

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will re-
port the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Page 2, line 13, after the dollar amount, in-

sert ‘‘(reduced by $4,000,000)’’. 
Page 2, line 20, after the dollar amount, in-

sert ‘‘(reduced by $4,000,000)’’. 
Page 44, line 13, after the dollar amount, 

insert ‘‘(increased by $3,500,000)’’. 

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to 
House Resolution 287, the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania and a Member op-
posed each will control 5 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania. 

Mr. MEEHAN. Madam Chairman, I 
want to thank my good friend and col-
league from Florida for his indulgence 
and working with me on this amend-
ment. 

We have benefited here across the 
United States in recent times with a 
boom in energy and moving towards 
energy self-sufficiency. Much of this 
has been due to the ability to take ad-
vantage of our natural resources, in-
cluding crude oil, which is increasingly 

being developed from the Western parts 
of our country. In fact, more than 33 
million barrels of crude oil are shipped 
by rail each month in the United 
States, and that is a fifty-fold increase 
from more than 5 years ago. 

Shipments from the Bakken region 
have brightened the future of oil work-
ers and refineries in my own Seventh 
District of Pennsylvania, and indeed 
the entire Philadelphia area, and in 
fact they have created energy opportu-
nities throughout our Nation. 

But now, despite the fact that nearly 
all of the shipments reach their des-
tinations safely, accidents, sadly, are 
on the rise. Recent incidents in On-
tario, West Virginia, and Pennsylvania 
call to mind the need for improved 
safety measures. 

Madam Chairman, my amendment 
seeks to transfer funding from the Of-
fice of the Secretary salaries and ex-
pense account and puts $3.5 million 
into the Federal Railroad Administra-
tion to fund additional cars to inspect 
the more than 14,000 miles of crude oil 
rail routes nationwide. 

This funding would also expedite the 
use of remote automated track inspec-
tion capability, which will increase in-
spection mileage while reducing costs. 

For more than 30 years, the FRA’s 
automated track inspection program, 
called ATIP, has provided accurate 
track geometry and performance data 
to assess compliance with the Federal 
Track Safety Standards. 

Collected data is used by the FRA, 
railroad inspectors, and railroads to 
ensure that track safety is being main-
tained. Immediately following ATIP 
track surveys, the railroads use the 
data to help locate and correct prob-
lems. Often railroads use the ATIP 
data as a quality assurance check on 
their own track inspection and mainte-
nance programs. 

Madam Chairman, America’s energy 
boom has brightened communities 
across the country, and as crude oil by 
rail grows, I want to help protect those 
communities. My amendment would 
enable the FRA to increase its ATIP 
capability to meet this challenge. 

Madam Chairman, I thank the chair-
man and Ranking Member PRICE for 
their willingness to work with me on 
this issue. I urge the amendment’s 
adoption, and I yield back the balance 
of my time. 

The Acting CHAIR. The question is 
on the amendment offered by the gen-
tleman from Pennsylvania (Mr. MEE-
HAN). 

The amendment was agreed to. 
AMENDMENT OFFERED BY MR. BURGESS 

Mr. BURGESS. Madam Chairman, I 
have an amendment at the desk. 

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will re-
port the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Page 2, line 13, after the first dollar 

amount, insert ‘‘($4,000,000)’’. 
Page 2, line 18, after the dollar amount, in-

sert ‘‘(reduced by $500,000)’’. 
Page 2, line 20, after the dollar amount, in-

sert ‘‘(reduced by $1,000,000)’’. 
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Page 2, line 22, after the dollar amount, in-

sert ‘‘(reduced by $250,000)’’. 
Page 2, line 24, after the dollar amount, in-

sert ‘‘(reduced by $2,000,000)’’. 
Page 3, line 2, after the dollar amount, in-

sert ‘‘(reduced by $250,000)’’. 
Page 40, line 12, after the dollar amount, 

insert ‘‘(increased by $4,000,000)’’. 

Mr. BURGESS (during the reading). 
Madam Chair, I ask unanimous consent 
the amendment be considered read. 

The Acting CHAIR. Is there objection 
to the request of the gentleman from 
Texas? 

There was no objection. 
The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to 

House Resolution 287, the gentleman 
from Texas and a Member opposed each 
will control 5 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Texas. 

Mr. BURGESS. Madam Chairman, 
this is an amendment to add an addi-
tional $4 million to the National High-
way Traffic Safety Administration’s 
operations and research. 

Madam Chair, at the beginning of 
this Congress, I took the gavel of the 
Energy and Commerce Subcommittee 
on Commerce, Manufacturing, and 
Trade. This was the gavel previously 
held by our good friend, Chairman Lee 
Terry. 

There was some unfinished business 
as this Congress started, and one of the 
biggest issues left over from the pre-
vious Congress was the issue of airbag 
energetic deployments and ruptures, 
and the subsequent recall of those air-
bags. 

There was a hearing done in Decem-
ber right at the end of the last Con-
gress, and it seemed like there was no 
activity from the National Highway 
Traffic Safety Administration. But just 
2 weeks ago, they announced a recall of 
34 million vehicles. The recall mas-
sively expanded. And the manufacturer 
of the airbags, Takata, finally admit-
ted that six of their manufacturing de-
signs were indeed defective. Takata has 
identified 11 auto manufacturers that 
use the defective air bag inflators. 

Again, 34 million vehicles have been 
subject to this recall. And this may not 
be the end. 

The National Highway Traffic Safety 
Administration and Takata have not 
identified what is the cause of these en-
ergetic disruptions of the air bag infla-
tors. 

Yesterday, the Commerce, Manufac-
turing, and Trade Subcommittee held a 
hearing to receive an update on the sit-
uation. Among the witnesses was the 
Administrator of the National Highway 
Traffic Safety Administration, Dr. 
Mark Rosekind. Dr. Rosekind took 
over the Administration just weeks 
after the subcommittee’s Takata hear-
ing in December. 

During yesterday’s hearing, one of 
the themes we heard repeatedly from 
Administrator Rosekind was that 
NHTSA would have been better able to 
identify and mandate recalls had they 
had more resources. It is a refrain we 
are used to hearing here in Congress. 
His argument was that with more 

money, the agency could save more 
lives. I will take him at his word on 
that. 

For fiscal year 2016, Congress is pro-
posing funding the National Highway 
Traffic Safety Administration oper-
ations and research, the account re-
sponsible for the policing of the safety 
of auto manufacturers’ products, at 
$150 million. This indeed is an increase 
of $20 million from fiscal year 2015, and 
for that I am extremely grateful. 

In the interest of good faith, how-
ever, from the new chairman of the 
subcommittee to the new Adminis-
trator of NHTSA, I want to take one 
more step and offer an additional $4 
million to this account to provide 
NHTSA with the resources it needs to 
ensure that more lives are not dis-
rupted by these defects. 

b 2015 

It is my hope that NHTSA can use 
this additional funding to find a perma-
nent solution to the problem. 

The Commerce, Manufacturing, and 
Trade Subcommittee is closely watch-
ing and awaiting the release of a report 
by NHTSA’s inspector general on their 
Office of Defects Investigation. We 
hope it will be released soon. 

The offset comes from the Depart-
ment of Transportation Office of the 
Secretary for salaries and expenses. 
This seems like an extremely worth-
while investment, and I urge the sub-
committee’s adoption of my amend-
ment. 

Again, I want to thank the sub-
committee for hearing my amendment. 
I certainly want to congratulate the 
chairman and ranking member of the 
subcommittee. I think they have done 
good work on this. I urge adoption of 
the amendment. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 
The Acting CHAIR. The question is 

on the amendment offered by the gen-
tleman from Texas (Mr. BURGESS). 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will 

read. 
The Clerk read as follows: 

RESEARCH AND TECHNOLOGY 
For necessary expenses related to the Of-

fice of the Assistant Secretary for Research 
and Technology, $11,386,000, of which 
$8,218,000 shall remain available until Sep-
tember 30, 2018: Provided, That there may be 
credited to this appropriation, to be avail-
able until expended, funds received from 
States, counties, municipalities, other public 
authorities, and private sources for expenses 
incurred for training: Provided further, That 
any reference in law, regulation, judicial 
proceedings, or elsewhere to the Research 
and Innovative Technology Administration 
shall continue to be deemed to be a reference 
to the Office of the Assistant Secretary for 
Research and Technology of the Department 
of Transportation. 

NATIONAL INFRASTRUCTURE INVESTMENTS 
(INCLUDING TRANSFER OF FUNDS) 

For capital investments in surface trans-
portation infrastructure, $100,000,000, to re-
main available through September 30, 2018: 
Provided, That the Secretary of Transpor-
tation shall distribute funds provided under 
this heading as discretionary grants to be 

awarded to a State, local government, tran-
sit agency, or a collaboration among such 
entities on a competitive basis for projects 
that will have a significant impact on the 
Nation, a metropolitan area, or a region: 
Provided further, That projects eligible for 
funding provided under this heading shall in-
clude, but not be limited to, highway or 
bridge projects eligible under title 23, United 
States Code; public transportation projects 
eligible under chapter 53 of title 49, United 
States Code; passenger and freight rail trans-
portation projects; and port infrastructure 
investments (including inland port infra-
structure and land ports of entry): Provided 
further, That the Secretary may use up to 20 
percent of the funds made available under 
this heading for the purpose of paying the 
subsidy and administrative costs of projects 
eligible for Federal credit assistance under 
chapter 6 of title 23, United States Code, if 
the Secretary finds that such use of the 
funds would advance the purposes of this 
paragraph: Provided further, That in distrib-
uting funds provided under this heading, the 
Secretary shall take such measures so as to 
ensure an equitable geographic distribution 
of funds, an appropriate balance in address-
ing the needs of urban and rural areas, and 
the investment in a variety of transpor-
tation modes: Provided further, That a grant 
funded under this heading shall be not less 
than $2,000,000 and not greater than 
$15,000,000: Provided further, That not more 
than 20 percent of the funds made available 
under this heading may be awarded to 
projects in a single State: Provided further, 
That the Federal share of the costs for which 
an expenditure is made under this heading 
shall be, at the option of the recipient, up to 
50 percent: Provided further, That the Sec-
retary shall give priority to projects that re-
quire a contribution of Federal funds in 
order to complete an overall financing pack-
age: Provided further, That not less than 10 
percent of the funds provided under this 
heading shall be for projects located in rural 
areas: Provided further, That for projects lo-
cated in rural areas, the minimum grant size 
shall be $1,000,000 and the Secretary may in-
crease the Federal share of costs above 80 
percent: Provided further, That projects con-
ducted using funds provided under this head-
ing must comply with the requirements of 
subchapter IV of chapter 31 of title 40, 
United States Code: Provided further, That 
the Secretary shall conduct a new competi-
tion to select the grants and credit assist-
ance awarded under this heading: Provided 
further, That the Secretary may retain up to 
$5,000,000 of the funds provided under this 
heading, and may transfer portions of those 
funds to the Administrators of the Federal 
Highway Administration, the Federal Tran-
sit Administration, the Federal Railroad Ad-
ministration and the Maritime Administra-
tion, to fund the award and oversight of 
grants and credit assistance made under the 
National Infrastructure Investments pro-
gram. 

AMENDMENT OFFERED BY MS. MAXINE WATERS 
OF CALIFORNIA 

Ms. MAXINE WATERS of California. 
Madam Chair, I have an amendment at 
the desk. 

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will re-
port the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Page 4, line 18, after the dollar amount, in-

sert ‘‘(increased by $1,150,000,000)’’. 

Mr. DIAZ-BALART. Madam Chair, I 
reserve a point of order on the gentle-
woman’s amendment. 

The Acting CHAIR. A point of order 
is reserved. 
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Pursuant to House Resolution 287, 

the gentlewoman from California and a 
Member opposed each will control 5 
minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentle-
woman from California. 

Ms. MAXINE WATERS of California. 
Madam Chair, I rise to offer an amend-
ment to invest in transportation infra-
structure for the 21st century. 

The transportation funding in this 
bill is woefully insufficient to meet our 
country’s infrastructure needs. The 
cuts to the TIGER program are par-
ticularly egregious. 

TIGER, formally known as Transpor-
tation Investment Generating Eco-
nomic Recovery, is a competitive grant 
program that creates jobs by funding 
investments in transportation infra-
structure. This bill cuts TIGER from 
the 2015 level of $500 million down to a 
mere $100 million in 2016. 

America needs new infrastructure for 
the 21st century. The American Soci-
ety of Civil Engineers gave the public 
infrastructure of the United States a 
grade of D-plus in 2013 and estimated 
that we will need to invest $3.6 trillion 
by 2020 in order to improve the condi-
tions of our infrastructure. 

Indeed, TIGER needs to be expanded, 
not cut. The President requested $1.25 
billion for TIGER in the coming fiscal 
year, as part of an expanded TIGER 
program that will create jobs, encour-
age innovation, and modernize trans-
portation infrastructure for the 21st 
century. 

Earlier this year, I sent a letter to 
the Appropriations Committee urging 
support for the President’s request, and 
144 Members of Congress signed my let-
ter. 

Our economy is still struggling to re-
cover from the recession. According to 
the Bureau of Labor Statistics, our Na-
tion’s unemployment rate stands at 5.4 
percent. Furthermore, unemployment 
among Hispanics is 6.9 percent. Among 
African Americans, it is 9.6 percent, 
and among teenagers, it is 17.1 percent. 

An expanded TIGER program will 
create meaningful employment build-
ing safe roads, bridges, and public tran-
sit systems in communities throughout 
the United States. 

My amendment increases TIGER 
funding to $1.25 billion in order to fully 
fund the President’s request for this 
critical program. 

Madam Chair, I yield such time as he 
may consume to the gentleman from 
North Carolina (Mr. PRICE). 

Mr. PRICE of North Carolina. Madam 
Chairman, I want to commend my col-
league, who does such distinguished 
work in housing and financial services 
on her committee, for coming in to this 
debate today and calling attention to 
the importance of the TIGER program, 
and I would just like to ask her to re-
spond. 

I am looking at the figures for this 
year. There is a $500 million appropria-
tion for that program in the current 
year. Is the gentlewoman aware that 
the Department of Transportation has 

already received 950 preapplications, 
totaling $14.5 billion? That is 29 times 
the amount available. 

What does that suggest about the 
need for this program? 

Ms. MAXINE WATERS of California. 
Well, you have accurately and appro-
priately identified the need for the pro-
gram, based on those applications. Not 
only is it a very popular program, it is 
a program that creates jobs, and our 
local communities need this very 
much, and they are strong advocates 
for it. 

I would hope that my colleagues here 
in the Congress, on both sides of the 
aisle, who have benefitted from the 
TIGER program, would see the need 
and remove all obstacles, support this 
program, and let us move forward with 
getting the infrastructure repairs and 
the building that we need to do. 

Mr. PRICE of North Carolina. I 
thank my colleague for offering this 
amendment. It calls attention to the 
gross underfunding in this bill, not just 
of TIGER, but of virtually every HUD 
and transportation program so that it 
is very hard, of course, to find offsets. 
There is very little money in this bill. 

We should be breaking out of that 
mold. We should be going after a budg-
et agreement that will let us write a 
decent bill and meet this country’s 
needs. Her amendment, better than 
anything we have heard thus far to-
night, underscores that need. 

I thank the gentlewoman. 
Ms. MAXINE WATERS of California. 

I thank the gentleman from North 
Carolina, and I yield back the balance 
of my time. 

POINT OF ORDER 
Mr. DIAZ-BALART. Madam Chair, 

the amendment proposes a net increase 
in budget authority in the bill. 

The amendment is not in order under 
section 3(d)3 of House Resolution 5 of 
the 114th Congress, which states the 
following: 

‘‘It shall not be in order to consider 
an amendment to a general appropria-
tions bill proposing a net increase in 
budget authority in the bill unless con-
sidered en bloc with another amend-
ment or amendments proposing an 
equal or greater decrease in such budg-
et authority pursuant to clause 2(f) of 
rule XXI.’’ 

The amendment does propose a net 
increase in budget authority in the bill 
in violation of such section. 

I ask for a ruling from the Chair. 
The Acting CHAIR. Does any other 

Member wish to be heard on the point 
of order? If not, the Chair is prepared 
to rule. 

The gentleman from Florida makes a 
point of order that the amendment of-
fered by the gentlewoman from Cali-
fornia violates section 3(d)3 of House 
Resolution 5. 

Section 3(d)3 establishes a point of 
order against an amendment proposing 
a net increase in budget authority in 
the pending bill. 

As persuasively asserted by the gen-
tleman from Florida, the amendment 

proposes a net increase in budget au-
thority in the bill. Therefore, the point 
of order is sustained. The amendment 
is not in order. 
AMENDMENT OFFERED BY MS. MAXINE WATERS 

OF CALIFORNIA 
Ms. MAXINE WATERS of California. 

Madam Chair, I have an amendment at 
the desk. 

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will re-
port the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Page 4, line 18, after the dollar amount, in-

sert ‘‘(increased by $400,000,000)’’. 

Mr. DIAZ-BALART. Madam Chair, I 
reserve a point of order on the gentle-
woman’s amendment. 

The Acting CHAIR. A point of order 
is reserved. 

Pursuant to House Resolution 287, 
the gentlewoman from California and a 
Member opposed each will control 5 
minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentle-
woman from California. 

Ms. MAXINE WATERS of California. 
Madam Chair, I rise to offer an amend-
ment to restore some of the transpor-
tation funding that was cut drastically 
in this bill. 

This is my second of two amend-
ments to increase funds for the innova-
tive TIGER transportation grant pro-
gram. This amendment increases fiscal 
year 2016 TIGER funding to $500 mil-
lion, thereby restoring TIGER to the 
2015 level. 

States, local governments, and tran-
sit agencies depend upon the TIGER 
program to finance projects to repair 
aging infrastructure and develop new 
highway and transit systems. A safe, 
efficient, modern, and accessible trans-
portation system is vital for a growing 
economy. 

Madam Chair, we cannot afford to 
cut TIGER below the current funding 
level, and I am here this evening to 
urge my colleagues to vote for my 
amendment and invest in infrastruc-
ture for the 21st century. 

I recognize that a point of order has 
been raised on this issue, but I also rec-
ognize that what I am advocating is 
vital for this economy and for this 
country. I would hope that somehow we 
would be wise enough, creative enough, 
and caring enough to dispense with the 
rule, as it has been identified on my 
first amendment, and move forward in 
a very creative way to do what is nec-
essary to help our failing infrastruc-
ture in this country. 

The stories about the failing bridges, 
the stories about the unsafe highways, 
the stories about the need for transit 
system improvements are stories that 
we hear, day in and day out. 

Given the information that has been 
made available to us about the needs 
for infrastructure repairs, I would hope 
that we would not simply treat this in 
such an ordinary fashion and apply the 
rule that basically says: Well, if I did 
not find the money to fund it, then 
somehow it cannot be in order. 

Certainly, this amount of money is 
not easy to locate; certainly, I do not 

VerDate Sep 11 2014 05:39 Jun 04, 2015 Jkt 049060 PO 00000 Frm 00072 Fmt 7634 Sfmt 0634 E:\CR\FM\K03JN7.153 H03JNPT1rf
re

de
ric

k 
on

 D
S

K
6V

P
T

V
N

1P
R

O
D

 w
ith

 H
O

U
S

E



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — HOUSE H3835 June 3, 2015 
have an answer to where this money 
would necessarily come from, but I 
would hope that my colleagues would 
take into consideration again the des-
perate need of our economy and our 
communities and not rule this out of 
order. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 
POINT OF ORDER 

Mr. DIAZ-BALART. Madam Chair, 
this amendment proposes a net in-
crease in budget authority in the bill. 

The amendment is not in order under 
section 3(d)3 of House Resolution 5 of 
the 114th Congress which states the fol-
lowing: 

‘‘It shall not be in order to consider 
an amendment to a general appropria-
tions bill proposing a net increase in 
budget authority in the bill unless con-
sidered en bloc with another amend-
ment or amendments proposing an 
equal or greater decrease in such budg-
et authority pursuant to clause 2(f) of 
rule XXI.’’ 

The amendment proposes a net in-
crease in budget authority in the bill 
in violation of such section. 

I ask for a ruling from the Chair. 
The Acting CHAIR. Does any other 

Member wish to be heard on the point 
of order? If not, the Chair is prepared 
to rule. 

The gentleman from Florida makes a 
point of order that the amendment of-
fered by the gentlewoman from Cali-
fornia violates section 3(d)3 of House 
Resolution 5. 

For the reasons stated in the pre-
vious ruling, and as persuasively as-
serted by the gentleman from Florida, 
the amendment proposes a net increase 
in budget authority in the bill. There-
fore, the point of order is sustained. 
The amendment is not in order. 

AMENDMENT OFFERED BY MR. DOLD 
Mr. DOLD. Madam Chairman, I have 

an amendment at the desk. 
The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will re-

port the amendment. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Page 6, line 9, strike ‘‘and the Secretary’’ 

and all that follows through ‘‘percent’’ on 
line 10. 

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to 
House Resolution 287, the gentleman 
from Illinois and a Member opposed 
each will control 5 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Illinois. 

Mr. DOLD. Madam Chairman, I rise 
today in support of this amendment to 
change a provision in the bill relating 
to TIGER grants. 

Put simply, this amendment would 
put all transportation projects on an 
even playing field and allow all quali-
fied projects to fairly compete for 
these grants, regardless of whether 
they take place in an urban area or a 
rural area. 

b 2030 

Madam Chair, my district is heavily 
reliant on all forms of transportation. 
The Chicagoland area is the hub for the 
Nation’s transportation network. Over 
925 million tons of freight move in and 

out of Chicago each and every year, 
and each workday, tens of thousands of 
citizens of the 10th Congressional Dis-
trict use commuter rail. 

The Chicago Regional Transportation 
Authority estimates that it needs to 
find $13.4 billion over the next decade 
just to maintain the system in its cur-
rent condition. That is why it is more 
important than ever to find the funds 
to pay to maintain and rebuild our Na-
tion’s transportation system. 

In the Transportation Appropriations 
funding bill, there is a provision which 
discriminates against urban districts, 
like Illinois’ 10th Congressional Dis-
trict. TIGER grants, which are com-
petitive grants to fund capital invest-
ments in surface transportation 
projects, can be awarded to projects 
across the entire Nation. 

However, the bill also provides that 
projects in urban areas receive a Fed-
eral match of 50 percent of the project 
funding, while projects in rural areas 
can receive up to 80 percent of the 
project’s funding. 

Madam Chair, this is unfair and un-
just. The TIGER grants are competi-
tive, discretionary grants that should 
be awarded to the most deserving 
projects. The bill’s language allows 
rural areas to leverage local dollars at 
a 4 to 1 ratio, allowing them to put up 
just $2 out of every $10 needed for a 
project. Urban areas may only leverage 
at a 1 to 1 ratio. 

This language harms urban areas and 
makes it more difficult to secure the 
funding needed to complete these 
projects. My amendment is a common-
sense and just solution to this problem 
and would place all projects, no matter 
where they occur, on an even playing 
field. 

Madam Chair, it is time to bring eq-
uity back to transportation funding, 
and I urge my colleagues to support 
this amendment and put all qualified 
projects on an even playing field. 

I reserve the balance of my time. 
Mr. DIAZ-BALART. Madam Chair, I 

rise in opposition to the amendment. 
The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman 

from Florida is recognized for 5 min-
utes. 

Mr. DIAZ-BALART. Madam Chair, I 
respectfully oppose the gentleman’s 
well-intentioned amendment. 

TIGER is a national program, and we 
support cities of all sizes having a 
chance to get a grant, and we work to 
ensure there is a balance between 
urban and rural areas. I am afraid that 
the well-intentioned amendment from 
the gentleman seeks to undo that deli-
cate balance at this time. 

Madam Chair, I yield such time as he 
may consume to the gentleman from 
North Carolina (Mr. PRICE). 

Mr. PRICE of North Carolina. I 
thank the gentleman for yielding. 

I, too, want to reluctantly express 
my opposition to this amendment. 

Madam Chair, I take second place to 
no one in this body as the champion of 
the TIGER program, as I hope was evi-
dent in my support for the gentle-

woman from California’s (Ms. MAXINE 
WATERS) amendments just now; but we 
are underscoring in this amendment, 
while it is worthy in its intent—and I 
would love to be able to add a lot more 
money than this to the TIGER pro-
gram—its offset is very worrisome and 
one that I think should lead us to op-
pose this amendment. 

It comes out of the Federal Aviation 
Administration’s operations account, 
$100 million out of that account. 

Now, the bill provides a slight in-
crease for FAA operations, but it is 
still $67 million below the President’s 
request. This is the account that pro-
vides the funds needed to ensure avia-
tion safety and security, so cutting 
this account is ill advised. 

Mr. DOLD. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. PRICE of North Carolina. I yield 

to the gentleman from Illinois. 
Mr. DOLD. I think the gentleman is 

talking about a different amendment. 
My amendment doesn’t take anything 
out of any account. This is talking 
about simply changing the percentages 
between urban and rural to allow com-
petitive grants so that it competes at a 
level playing field. 

I just respectfully think you have got 
a different amendment, which I appre-
ciate, but it is not the one that I think 
that we are talking about right now. 

Mr. PRICE of North Carolina. The 
gentleman does have an amendment 
that fits my description; is that true? 

Mr. DOLD. Yes, but we have with-
drawn that one, but I do appreciate the 
gentleman talking about that one. 

Mr. PRICE of North Carolina. I 
thank the gentleman for that clarifica-
tion. My remarks will await the proper 
amendment. 

Mr. DIAZ-BALART. I yield back the 
balance of my time. 

Mr. DOLD. Madam Chair, as we talk 
about transportation and infrastruc-
ture, it is so critically important, criti-
cally important for our economy, criti-
cally important certainly for our urban 
areas, and if you look at a map of the 
city of Chicago in the center of our 
country, we have got six of seven major 
rail lines that go through there. 

It used to be that a third of all the 
freight in the country would go 
through Chicago. Now, it is about a 
quarter, but it is still a tremendous 
amount, and it really impacts the Na-
tion’s economy. 

We can get a railcar from Los Ange-
les to Chicago in 2 days. It takes nearly 
2 days to go from one side of Chicago to 
the other side of Chicago. This does 
have an impact. 

The same rail that we are talking 
about here also has commuter rails on 
it, and we are dealing with infrastruc-
ture that goes back to the Roosevelt 
administration. I don’t mean FDR; I 
mean Teddy Roosevelt. We need to 
make sure that there is some addi-
tional funding going here. 

This amendment that we are talking 
about is not talking about moving dol-
lars around. It is talking about trying 
to provide equity so that urban 
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projects, which I would argue we des-
perately need, are on the same level as 
the rural projects. 

If we were to lose mass transit or 
some of these other projects in the city 
of Chicago, we are talking about a 50 
percent increase in congestion on our 
roadways. 

This is an amendment that I hope 
that my colleagues on the other side of 
the aisle would embrace—at least let’s 
talk about a level playing field, where 
we are not giving preference to the 
rural areas versus the urban areas, 
urban areas which I would argue use 
the rail a pretty significant amount in 
terms of how we are moving people 
around, not to mention our goods and 
services. 

This is an amendment that I think is 
a commonsense amendment, and I 
would hope that I would get some sup-
port from my good friend from Florida 
and maybe we could get him to even re-
consider, but I hope I am not tilting at 
windmills on that one, Madam Chair. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 
The Acting CHAIR. The question is 

on the amendment offered by the gen-
tleman from Illinois (Mr. DOLD). 

The amendment was rejected. 
The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will 

read. 
The Clerk read as follows: 

FINANCIAL MANAGEMENT CAPITAL 
For necessary expenses for upgrading and 

enhancing the Department of Transpor-
tation’s financial systems and re-engineering 
business processes, $1,000,000, to remain 
available through September 30, 2017. 

CYBER SECURITY INITIATIVES 
For necessary expenses for cyber security 

initiatives, including necessary upgrades to 
wide area network and information tech-
nology infrastructure, improvement of net-
work perimeter controls and identity man-
agement, testing and assessment of informa-
tion technology against business, security, 
and other requirements, implementation of 
Federal cyber security initiatives and infor-
mation infrastructure enhancements, imple-
mentation of enhanced security controls on 
network devices, and enhancement of cyber 
security workforce training tools, $7,000,000 
to remain available through September 30, 
2017. 

OFFICE OF CIVIL RIGHTS 
For necessary expenses of the Office of 

Civil Rights, $9,600,000. 
TRANSPORTATION PLANNING, RESEARCH, AND 

DEVELOPMENT 
For necessary expenses for conducting 

transportation planning, research, systems 
development, development activities, and 
making grants, to remain available until ex-
pended, $5,976,000. 

WORKING CAPITAL FUND 
For necessary expenses for operating costs 

and capital outlays of the Working Capital 
Fund, not to exceed $181,500,000 shall be paid 
from appropriations made available to the 
Department of Transportation: Provided, 
That such services shall be provided on a 
competitive basis to entities within the De-
partment of Transportation: Provided further, 
That the above limitation on operating ex-
penses shall not apply to non-DOT entities: 
Provided further, That no funds appropriated 
in this Act to an agency of the Department 
shall be transferred to the Working Capital 
Fund without majority approval of the 

Working Capital Fund Steering Committee 
and approval of the Secretary: Provided fur-
ther, That no assessments may be levied 
against any program, budget activity, sub-
activity or project funded by this Act unless 
notice of such assessments and the basis 
therefor are presented to the House and Sen-
ate Committees on Appropriations and are 
approved by such Committees. 

MINORITY BUSINESS RESOURCE CENTER 
PROGRAM 

For the cost of guaranteed loans, $336,000, 
as authorized by 49 U.S.C. 332: Provided, That 
such costs, including the cost of modifying 
such loans, shall be as defined in section 502 
of the Congressional Budget Act of 1974: Pro-
vided further, That these funds are available 
to subsidize total loan principal, any part of 
which is to be guaranteed, not to exceed 
$18,367,000. 

In addition, for administrative expenses to 
carry out the guaranteed loan program, 
$597,000. 

SMALL AND DISADVANTAGED BUSINESS 
UTILIZATION AND OUTREACH 

For necessary expenses for small and dis-
advantaged business utilization and outreach 
activities, $4,518,000, to remain available 
until September 30, 2017: Provided, That not-
withstanding 49 U.S.C. 332, these funds may 
be used for business opportunities related to 
any mode of transportation. 

PAYMENTS TO AIR CARRIERS 
(AIRPORT AND AIRWAY TRUST FUND) 

In addition to funds made available from 
any other source to carry out the essential 
air service program under 49 U.S.C. 41731 
through 41742, $155,000,000, to be derived from 
the Airport and Airway Trust Fund, to re-
main available until expended: Provided, 
That in determining between or among car-
riers competing to provide service to a com-
munity, the Secretary may consider the rel-
ative subsidy requirements of the carriers: 
Provided further, That basic essential air 
service minimum requirements shall not in-
clude the 15-passenger capacity requirement 
under subsection 41732(b)(3) of title 49, 
United States Code: Provided further, That 
none of the funds in this Act or any other 
Act shall be used to enter into a new con-
tract with a community located less than 40 
miles from the nearest small hub airport be-
fore the Secretary has negotiated with the 
community over a local cost share: Provided 
further, That amounts authorized to be dis-
tributed for the essential air service program 
under subsection 41742(b) of title 49, United 
States Code, shall be made available imme-
diately from amounts otherwise provided to 
the Administrator of the Federal Aviation 
Administration: Provided further, That the 
Administrator may reimburse such amounts 
from fees credited to the account established 
under section 45303 of title 49, United States 
Code. 

AMENDMENT OFFERED BY MR. MCCLINTOCK 
Mr. MCCLINTOCK. Madam Chair, I 

have an amendment at the desk. 
The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will re-

port the amendment. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Page 9, line 19, after the dollar amount, in-

sert ‘‘(reduced to $0)’’. 
Page 156, line 15, after the dollar amount, 

insert ‘‘(increased by $155,000,000)’’. 

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to 
House Resolution 287, the gentleman 
from California and a Member opposed 
each will control 5 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from California. 

Mr. MCCLINTOCK. Madam Chair, 
this amendment eliminates the $155 

million of discretionary spending that 
is wasted on one of the least essential 
programs in the entire United States 
Government, the so-called Essential 
Air Service. That is the program that 
subsidizes empty and near-empty 
planes to fly from small airports to re-
gional hubs just a few hours or less 
away by car. 

This was supposed to be a temporary 
program to allow local communities 
and airports to readjust to airline de-
regulation in 1978. Not only is it still 
going on today, but it has doubled in 
cost in the last 4 years, from $130 mil-
lion in 2011 to roughly $260 million in 
2015, and $155 million of that is in our 
control. This amendment zeros it out 
and puts it toward deficit reduction. 

Now, we are often told: Well, don’t 
worry. We have enacted all of these re-
forms. We have caps on subsidies. 

All those caps, $200 per ticket, are 
only for flights under 210 miles. It con-
tinues unlimited subsidies over that 
distance. Actual subsidies per pas-
senger can be as high as $980 per ticket, 
paid by hard-working taxpayers. Year 
after year, we are promised reform; and 
year after year, the cost goes up and 
up. 

By the way, Essential Air Service 
flights are flown out of Merced and 
Visalia airports, serving my district in 
the Sierra. Trust me, a tiny number of 
people actually use it. The alternative 
is hardly catastrophic; it is typically 
an extra hour’s drive to a regional air-
port. I guarantee you that everybody 
who hears about this waste of their 
money is outraged by it. 

It is true there are a few tiny com-
munities in Alaska, like Kake’s 700 
citizens, that have no highway connec-
tions to hub airports, but they have 
plenty of alternatives. In the case of 
Kake, they enjoy year-round ferry 
service to Juneau. In addition, Alaska 
is well served by a thriving general 
aviation market and the ubiquitous 
bush pilot. 

Rural life has great advantages. It 
also has some disadvantages, but it is 
not the job of hard-working taxpayers 
who choose to live elsewhere to level 
out the differences. 

Now, apologists for this wasteful 
spending tell us it is an important eco-
nomic driver for these small airports 
and airlines, and I am sure that is so. 
Whenever you give away money, the 
folks you are giving it to are always 
better off, but the folks you are taking 
it from are always worse off to exactly 
the same extent. Indeed, it’s economic 
drivers like this that have driven Eu-
rope’s economy right off a cliff. 

Two years ago, one Member rushed to 
the microphone to suggest that this 
was essential for emergency medical 
evacuations. It has nothing to do with 
that. This program subsidizes regularly 
scheduled commercial service that 
practically nobody uses. If it actually 
had a passenger base, it wouldn’t need, 
in effect, to hand out $100 bills to the 
few passengers who use it. 

An airline so reckless with its funds 
would quickly bankrupt itself. Well, 
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the same principle holds true of gov-
ernments. 

The Washington Post is not known as 
a bastion of fiscal conservatism, but I 
cannot improve upon an editorial a few 
years ago when it said, ‘‘Ideally, EAS 
would be zeroed out, and the $200 mil-
lion we waste on it devoted to a truly 
national purpose: perhaps deficit re-
duction, military readiness, or the so-
cial safety net.’’ 

The Washington Post goes on to 
write, ‘‘Alas, if Congress and the White 
House were capable of making such 
choices, we probably never would have 
had sequestration in the first place.’’ 

Madam Chair, there are many tough 
calls in setting fiscal priorities, but 
this isn’t one of them. If the House of 
Representatives—where all appropria-
tions begin, where the Republican ma-
jority pledged to stop wasting money— 
can’t even agree to cut this useless pro-
gram off from the trough, how does it 
expect to be taken seriously on the 
much tougher choices that lie ahead? 

I reserve the balance of my time. 
Mr. PRICE of North Carolina. Madam 

Chair, I claim the time in opposition. 
The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman is 

recognized for 5 minutes. 
Mr. PRICE of North Carolina. Madam 

Chair, this amendment that the gen-
tleman from California has offered is 
about as indiscriminate as it gets. He 
apparently has ideas, and those ideas 
ought to be heard to reform this pro-
gram, to make it more efficient and 
more effective and more targeted. The 
place to do that is in the authorizing 
committee. We have forums where we 
can discuss those ideas and act on 
them. 

To come in tonight and offer this in-
discriminate amendment which, by the 
way, not only cuts this overall pro-
gram by more than half, but also cuts 
the allocation for this bill, which is al-
ready so inadequate, it is not an ap-
proach that this body should endorse. 

b 2045 

The program we are talking about, 
Essential Air Services, was created 
after deregulation. It has remained es-
sential to keep service going to many, 
many small communities in this coun-
try, including Crescent City, El Centro, 
Merced, and Visalia in California. It is 
funded through annual appropriations, 
and also funded through overflight fees 
that are collected when foreign air car-
riers traverse through U.S. airspace. If 
this amendment were adopted, many 
small communities would lose air serv-
ice. 

Madam Chair, this isn’t the way to 
reform the program, so I urge my col-
leagues to oppose this amendment, and 
I yield back the balance of my time. 

Mr. MCCLINTOCK. Madam Chair, 
this is the kindest cut of all. It is a 
temporary program that was estab-
lished 37 years ago and has become a 
poster child for wasteful Federal spend-
ing, and I believe the authorization ran 
out years ago. Our national debt has 
doubled in 8 years. American taxpayers 

pay $230 billion a year just in interest 
costs on that debt. That means if you 
are an average family paying average 
taxes, $2,000 of those taxes did nothing 
more than rent the money that we 
have already spent. 

Continuing to pay for this obsolete 
and wasteful program with money we 
don’t have is obscene and makes a 
mockery of any claim that we have cut 
spending to the bone, and I yield back 
the balance of my time. 

Mr. PRICE of North Carolina. Madam 
Chair, I yield back the balance of my 
time. 

The Acting CHAIR. The question is 
on the amendment offered by the gen-
tleman from California (Mr. MCCLIN-
TOCK). 

The question was taken; and the Act-
ing Chair announced that the noes ap-
peared to have it. 

Mr. MCCLINTOCK. Madam Chair, I 
demand a recorded vote. 

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to 
clause 6 of rule XVIII, further pro-
ceedings on the amendment offered by 
the gentleman from California will be 
postponed. 

The Clerk will read. 
The Clerk read as follows: 

ADMINISTRATIVE PROVISIONS 
SEC. 101. None of the funds made available 

in this Act to the Department of Transpor-
tation may be obligated for the Office of the 
Secretary of Transportation to approve as-
sessments or reimbursable agreements per-
taining to funds appropriated to the modal 
administrations in this Act, except for ac-
tivities underway on the date of enactment 
of this Act, unless such assessments or 
agreements have completed the normal re-
programming process for Congressional noti-
fication. 

SEC. 102. The Secretary or his designee 
may engage in activities with States and 
State legislators to consider proposals re-
lated to the reduction of motorcycle fatali-
ties. 

AMENDMENT OFFERED BY MR. WALBERG 
Mr. WALBERG. Madam Chair, I have 

an amendment at the desk. 
The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will re-

port the amendment. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Page 11, strike lines 1 through 3. 

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to 
House Resolution 287, the gentleman 
from Michigan and a Member opposed 
each will control 5 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Michigan. 

Mr. WALBERG. I want to begin by 
thanking Chairman DIAZ-BALART and 
his staff for their hard work on this 
legislation before us. 

Madam Chair, I rise today to offer a 
commonsense amendment with Mr. 
SENSENBRENNER and Mr. RIBBLE of Wis-
consin which makes it clear that Fed-
eral Government agencies should not 
be in the business—again, I say should 
not be—in the business of lobbying 
State and local legislators with Fed-
eral taxpayers’ money. Federal law al-
ready prohibits Federal agencies from 
lobbying Congress in support of or 
against legislation. 

Thanks in part to the leadership of 
Mr. SENSENBRENNER in 1998, Congress 

passed similar antilobbying language 
to prohibit the Department of Trans-
portation from lobbying State and 
local elected officials. 

At that time, the National Highway 
Traffic Safety Administration was 
sending staff to State capitols at tax-
payers’ expense to lobby in favor of 
motorcycle helmet laws. At the cost of 
tens of thousands of taxpayer dollars, 
these officials traveled across the 
country to testify before State legisla-
tive committees, participate in con-
ferences, and produce videotapes and 
other printed materials with the goal 
of advancing mandatory motorcycle 
helmet laws. 

As the co-chairman of the Congres-
sional Motorcycle Caucus and a rider 
myself who wears a helmet, I believe 
the most effective way to reduce mo-
torcycle injuries and fatalities is to 
prevent these crashes from occurring 
in the first place. Madam Chair, that 
means putting between the ears as op-
posed to simply putting on the head. 

I believe the NHTSA has an appro-
priate role in promoting vehicle and 
highway safety, whether that is focus-
ing on efforts on crash prevention or 
rider education. Unfortunately, lan-
guage pushed by the administration 
has made it into the recent omnibus 
legislation to reverse the lobby ban, 
and that provision is carried over into 
this bill. 

Whether you ride or not, I would 
hope all my colleagues agree that this 
is an inappropriate use of taxpayer dol-
lars. It violates the rights of States 
and local communities we represent to 
make their own decisions on helmet 
laws. 

Madam Chair, I ask my colleagues to 
support this amendment, and I reserve 
the balance of my time. 

Mr. PRICE of North Carolina. Madam 
Chair, I rise in opposition to the 
amendment. 

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman is 
recognized for 5 minutes. 

Mr. PRICE of North Carolina. Madam 
Chair, we have an amendment before us 
that would strike a provision that has 
been carried in every transportation 
appropriations bill since 2009. The sec-
tion simply grants the Secretary or his 
representatives the authority to en-
gage in activities with States and 
State legislators to consider proposals 
related to the reduction of motorcycle 
fatalities. This consultation is entirely 
voluntary. 

Madam Chair, in 2013, we had 5,000 
motorcycle fatalities in this country. 
That is the last year for which we have 
data. 

The research and expertise of the Na-
tional Highway Traffic Safety Admin-
istration can be extremely helpful— 
helpful to State highway traffic safety 
agencies as they consider measures 
they might want to undertake to im-
prove motorcycle safety. Why wouldn’t 
we want to be in partnership with the 
States as they address this important 
safety issue? 

Madam Chair, I urge my colleagues 
to oppose the amendment, and I yield 
back the balance of my time. 
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Mr. WALBERG. Madam Chair, I yield 

back the balance of my time. 
The Acting CHAIR. The question is 

on the amendment offered by the gen-
tleman from Michigan (Mr. WALBERG). 

The question was taken; and the Act-
ing Chair announced that the ayes ap-
peared to have it. 

Mr. WALBERG. Madam Chair, I de-
mand a recorded vote. 

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to 
clause 6 of rule XVIII, further pro-
ceedings on the amendment offered by 
the gentleman from Michigan will be 
postponed. 

The Clerk will read. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
SEC. 103. Notwithstanding section 3324 of 

title 31, United States Code, in addition to 
authority provided by section 327 of title 49, 
United States Code, the Department’s Work-
ing Capital Fund is hereby authorized to pro-
vide payments in advance to vendors that 
are necessary to carry out the Federal tran-
sit pass transportation fringe benefit pro-
gram under Executive Order 13150 and sec-
tion 3049 of Public Law 109–59: Provided, That 
the Department shall include adequate safe-
guards in the contract with the vendors to 
ensure timely and high-quality performance 
under the contract. 

SEC. 104. The Secretary shall post on the 
Web site of the Department of Transpor-
tation a schedule of all meetings of the Cred-
it Council, including the agenda for each 
meeting, and require the Credit Council to 
record the decisions and actions of each 
meeting. 

SEC. 105. In addition to authority provided 
by section 327 of title 49, United States Code, 
the Department’s Working Capital Fund is 
hereby authorized to provide partial or full 
payments in advance and accept subsequent 
reimbursements from all Federal agencies 
for transit benefit distribution services that 
are necessary to carry out the Federal tran-
sit pass transportation fringe benefit pro-
gram under Executive Order 13150 and sec-
tion 3049 of Public Law 109–59: Provided, That 
the Department shall maintain a reasonable 
operating reserve in the Working Capital 
Fund, to be expended in advance to provide 
uninterrupted transit benefits to Govern-
ment employees, provided that such reserve 
will not exceed one month of benefits pay-
able: Provided further, that such reserve may 
be used only for the purpose of providing for 
the continuation of transit benefits, provided 
that the Working Capital Fund will be fully 
reimbursed by each customer agency for the 
actual cost of the transit benefit. 

FEDERAL AVIATION ADMINISTRATION 

OPERATIONS 

(AIRPORT AND AIRWAY TRUST FUND) 

For necessary expenses of the Federal 
Aviation Administration, not otherwise pro-
vided for, including operations and research 
activities related to commercial space trans-
portation, administrative expenses for re-
search and development, establishment of 
air navigation facilities, the operation (in-
cluding leasing) and maintenance of aircraft, 
subsidizing the cost of aeronautical charts 
and maps sold to the public, lease or pur-
chase of passenger motor vehicles for re-
placement only, in addition to amounts 
made available by Public Law 112–95, 
$9,847,700,000 of which $8,831,250,000 shall be 
derived from the Airport and Airway Trust 
Fund, of which not to exceed $7,505,293,000 
shall be available for air traffic organization 
activities; not to exceed $1,258,411,000 shall be 
available for aviation safety activities; not 
to exceed $16,605,000 shall be available for 

commercial space transportation activities; 
not to exceed $725,000,000 shall be available 
for finance and management activities; not 
to exceed $60,089,000 shall be available for 
NextGen and operations planning activities; 
and not to exceed $282,302,000 shall be avail-
able for staff offices: Provided, That not to 
exceed 2 percent of any budget activity, ex-
cept for aviation safety budget activity, may 
be transferred to any budget activity under 
this heading: Provided further, That no trans-
fer may increase or decrease any appropria-
tion by more than 2 percent: Provided further, 
That any transfer in excess of 2 percent shall 
be treated as a reprogramming of funds 
under section 405 of this Act and shall not be 
available for obligation or expenditure ex-
cept in compliance with the procedures set 
forth in that section: Provided further, That 
not later than March 31 of each fiscal year 
hereafter, the Administrator of the Federal 
Aviation Administration shall transmit to 
Congress an annual update to the report sub-
mitted to Congress in December 2004 pursu-
ant to section 221 of Public Law 108–176: Pro-
vided further, That the amount herein appro-
priated shall be reduced by $100,000 for each 
day after March 31 that such report has not 
been submitted to the Congress: Provided fur-
ther, That not later than March 31 of each 
fiscal year hereafter, the Administrator shall 
transmit to Congress a companion report 
that describes a comprehensive strategy for 
staffing, hiring, and training flight standards 
and aircraft certification staff in a format 
similar to the one utilized for the controller 
staffing plan, including stated attrition esti-
mates and numerical hiring goals by fiscal 
year: Provided further, That the amount here-
in appropriated shall be reduced by $100,000 
per day for each day after March 31 that such 
report has not been submitted to Congress: 
Provided further, That funds may be used to 
enter into a grant agreement with a non-
profit standard-setting organization to assist 
in the development of aviation safety stand-
ards: Provided further, That none of the funds 
in this Act shall be available for new appli-
cants for the second career training pro-
gram: Provided further, That none of the 
funds in this Act shall be available for the 
Federal Aviation Administration to finalize 
or implement any regulation that would pro-
mulgate new aviation user fees not specifi-
cally authorized by law after the date of the 
enactment of this Act: Provided further, That 
there may be credited to this appropriation 
as offsetting collections funds received from 
States, counties, municipalities, foreign au-
thorities, other public authorities, and pri-
vate sources for expenses incurred in the pro-
vision of agency services, including receipts 
for the maintenance and operation of air 
navigation facilities, and for issuance, re-
newal or modification of certificates, includ-
ing airman, aircraft, and repair station cer-
tificates, or for tests related thereto, or for 
processing major repair or alteration forms: 
Provided further, That of the funds appro-
priated under this heading, not less than 
$154,400,000 shall be for the contract tower 
program, including the contract tower cost 
share program: Provided further, That none of 
the funds in this Act for aeronautical chart-
ing and cartography are available for activi-
ties conducted by, or coordinated through, 
the Working Capital Fund. 

AMENDMENT OFFERED BY MR. LOBIONDO 
Mr. LOBIONDO. Madam Chair, I have 

an amendment at the desk. 
The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will re-

port the amendment. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Page 12, line 25, after the dollar amount, 

insert ‘‘(reduced by $3,000,000)’’. 
Page 13, line 7, after the dollar amount, in-

sert ‘‘(reduced by $3,000,000)’’. 

Page 16, line 9, after the first dollar 
amount, insert ‘‘(increased by $3,000,000)’’. 

Page 16, line 11, after the dollar amount, 
insert ‘‘(increased by $3,000,000)’’. 

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to 
House Resolution 287, the gentleman 
from New Jersey and a Member op-
posed each will control 5 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from New Jersey. 

Mr. LOBIONDO. Madam Chair, I 
would like to start by thanking Chair-
man DIAZ-BALART for cooperating with 
this amendment. 

Madam Chair, the Federal Aviation 
Administration is dealing with an in-
creasing threat of cyberattacks against 
the National Airspace System. This 
critical threat was recently detailed in 
a GAO report as well as identified in 
news reports of a reported attempt to 
hack into the flight control system of 
a U.S. airliner through the plane’s in- 
flight entertainment system. 

The FAA must protect the safety of 
our citizens and prevent negative im-
pact to the U.S. economy by developing 
a comprehensive and multilayered ap-
proach to mitigating new and emerging 
cybersecurity threats. 

My amendment will transfer $3 mil-
lion within the FAA to develop an inte-
grated cybersecurity testbed to evalu-
ate and certify all NextGen and Na-
tional Airspace systems. The FAA cur-
rently possesses the capability to es-
tablish such a testbed at its existing 
integrated testing environment at the 
FAA Tech Center in southern New Jer-
sey. The Tech Center presents a nat-
ural host for FAA partnership with in-
dustry and academia to leverage the 
best ideas and technology to contin-
ually mitigate evolving cybersecurity 
threats. 

Madam Chair, increasing FAA capa-
bility for creating, identifying, defend-
ing, and solving cybersecurity-related 
problems for existing National Air-
space System and future NextGen sys-
tems is vital to the future safety and 
proposals of our American airspace. 

Once again, Madam Chair, I thank 
Chairman MARIO DIAZ-BALART. I thank 
Ranking Member PRICE. I urge adop-
tion of this amendment, and I yield 
back the balance of my time. 

The Acting CHAIR. The question is 
on the amendment offered by the gen-
tleman from New Jersey (Mr. LOBI-
ONDO). 

The amendment was agreed to. 
AMENDMENT OFFERED BY MS. ESTY 

Ms. ESTY. I have an amendment at 
the desk, Madam Chair. 

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will re-
port the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Page 12, line 25, after the dollar amount, 

insert ‘‘(reduced by $3,000,000)’’. 
Page 13, line 10, after the dollar amount, 

insert ‘‘(reduced by $3,000,000)’’. 
Page 44, line 13, after the dollar amount, 

insert ‘‘(increased by $3,000,000)’’. 

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to 
House Resolution 287, the gentlewoman 
from Connecticut and a Member op-
posed each will control 5 minutes. 
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The Chair recognizes the gentle-

woman from Connecticut. 
Ms. ESTY. Madam Chair, I come to 

the floor once again to urge this House 
to invest in rail safety. My amendment 
adds $3 million to the Federal Railroad 
Administration for safety and oper-
ations to fund vital rail safety edu-
cation programs, like Operation Life-
saver. 

Railroads move the goods that fuel 
our economy, and thousands of com-
muters in my district rely on passenger 
rail lines every day. In fact, over 111⁄2 
million Americans took the trains 
along the Northeast corridor last year, 
a record high ridership. 

Freight rail traffic is also increasing, 
reflecting a growing economy and a 
booming energy sector. However, as we 
have seen in the news almost monthly, 
there have been a disturbing number of 
rail accidents in the last few years, 
many of them preventable train 
derailments and collisions. We in this 
House stood in silence a few weeks ago 
to mourn the loss of the eight pas-
sengers killed in last month’s Amtrak 
derailment near Philadelphia. Those 
deaths were tragic and completely 
avoidable. We must do more to pro-
mote safe and reliable rail travel. 

I have worked hard on the Transpor-
tation Committee and advocated in 
this House to implement positive train 
control and other innovative tech-
nologies that can protect passengers 
against the most dangerous rail acci-
dents. But technologies like positive 
train control cannot prevent all train- 
related accidents. 

On February 3, 2015, six people died 
when a northbound Metro-North Rail-
road commuter train collided with an 
SUV that was stopped at a highway 
rail crossing. Aditya Tomar, a resident 
of Danbury, Connecticut, and one of 
my constituents, was one of those pas-
sengers killed. 

b 2100 
According to the Federal Railroad 

Administration, these sorts of high-
way-rail grade crossing accidents lead 
to 270 deaths every year. 

Just this morning, media outlets 
were featuring a viral video from an 
Amtrak Silver Star train colliding 
with a car and slicing it in half after 
the driver drove around the lowered 
gate at a rail crossing in Jacksonville, 
Florida. Miraculously, every passenger 
survived with only minor injuries. 

This video demonstrates that even 
when crossings are equipped with gates 
and warning lights, human error and 
miscalculation can have devastating 
consequences. 

That is why we need to educate driv-
ers, passengers, and pedestrians on how 
to avoid accidents along railroad 
tracks and at highway-rail grade cross-
ings. 

Technological safety advances are es-
sential, make no mistake, but they are 
not enough. We must educate people 
about the dangers of walking along 
railroads or ignoring rail crossing 
warning signals. 

The Operation Lifesaver program is 
an effective public safety campaign 
that encourages drivers and pedes-
trians to ‘‘stop, look, and listen’’ at 
highway-rail grade crossings and in-
creases awareness in all 50 States. 

Congress authorized Operation Life-
saver in 2008, but has failed to provide 
adequate funding. 

My amendment to increase funding 
for the Operation Lifesaver rail safety 
program is also fiscally responsible and 
does not increase spending. Instead, 
this investment is offset by a very 
small reduction in Federal Government 
staff offices for the Federal Aviation 
Administration, an account that will 
still receive $75 million above the ad-
ministration’s request. 

Madam Chair, I reserve the balance 
of my time. 

Mr. DIAZ-BALART. Madam Chair, I 
claim the time in opposition to the 
amendment. 

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman 
from Florida is recognized for 5 min-
utes. 

Mr. DIAZ-BALART. Madam Chair, 
just moments ago we increased the 
FRA safety and operations by $3.5 mil-
lion. 

This amendment, however, would re-
sult in, really, an unsustainable cut to 
FAA’s operations account. Air traffic 
control facilities would have to close 
and communities would lose service. 
Frankly, critical operational support 
staff would have to be furloughed or 
even laid off. Safety could be com-
promised for flights, and flights could 
be potentially canceled. 

Therefore, I cannot support this well- 
intentioned offset and, therefore, I can-
not support this amendment. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 
Ms. ESTY. Madam Chair, I urge pas-

sage of this commonsense amendment, 
and I yield back the balance of my 
time. 

The Acting CHAIR. The question is 
on the amendment offered by the gen-
tlewoman from Connecticut (Ms. 
ESTY). 

The question was taken; and the Act-
ing Chair announced that the noes ap-
peared to have it. 

Ms. ESTY. Madam Chair, I demand a 
recorded vote. 

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to 
clause 6 of rule XVIII, further pro-
ceedings on the amendment offered by 
the gentlewoman from Connecticut 
will be postponed. 

AMENDMENT OFFERED BY MR. DOLD 
Mr. DOLD. Madam Chair, I have an 

amendment at the desk. 
The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will re-

port the amendment. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Page 12, line 25, after the dollar amount, 

insert ‘‘(reduced by $290,000,000)’’. 
Page 13, line 10, after the dollar amount, 

insert ‘‘(reduced by $81,203,000)’’. 
Page 13, line 7, after the dollar amount, in-

sert ‘‘(reduced by $208,797,000)’’. 
Page 47, line 11, after the dollar amount, 

insert ‘‘(increased by $290,000,000)’’. 

Mr. DOLD (during the reading). 
Madam Chair, I ask unanimous consent 

that the amendment be considered as 
read. 

The Acting CHAIR. Is there objection 
to the request of the gentleman from 
Illinois? 

There was no objection. 
The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to 

House Resolution 287, the gentleman 
from Illinois and a Member opposed 
each will control 5 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Illinois. 

Mr. DOLD. Madam Chair, I rise today 
in support of an amendment to in-
crease funding for Amtrak’s capital ac-
count. The bill as is cuts $290 million 
from Amtrak’s capital account, which 
is used to upgrade or replace the infra-
structure that Amtrak owns, along 
with the acquisition and maintenance 
of Amtrak’s fleet of locomotives, pas-
senger cars, and other equipment. 

Madam Chair, the Chicago area, 
which I represent, is the hub of our Na-
tion’s transportation network. Over 30 
million people ride Amtrak every year 
nationwide, and many of those pas-
sengers ride through the city of Chi-
cago. However, in the Chicago area, 
Amtrak trains are running on infra-
structure that has not been updated in 
decades, including switches that date 
back to the administration of Teddy 
Roosevelt. 

As we have seen in recent months, 
safety concerns on Amtrak are at a 
premium. Now is not the time to re-
duce the amount of money that we 
have made available for Amtrak and 
for our needed infrastructure upgrades. 
We need to make investments in our 
tracks, our trains, our stations, and 
the rest of our transportation system. 

My amendment would take a step to-
wards addressing that problem. All it 
does is restore capital investment 
grants to the level at which they were 
appropriated last year. This is a small 
step but one that will help rebuild our 
crumbling infrastructure and will help 
improve the mass transit systems that 
so many of our citizens use each and 
every day. 

I reserve the balance of my time. 
Mr. DIAZ-BALART. Madam Chair, I 

claim the time in opposition to the 
amendment. 

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman 
from Florida is recognized for 5 min-
utes. 

Mr. DIAZ-BALART. Madam Chair, 
this amendment would result in a deep 
and, frankly, unsustainable reduction 
to FAA’s operations account. FAA 
would have to suspend contracts that 
run the information technology sys-
tems that keep our air traffic control 
flowing. 

Air traffic control facilities would 
have to be closed and communities, 
frankly, would lose service. Critical 
operational support staff would be fur-
loughed or, again, laid off. Safety could 
be compromised. Flights, again, would 
be canceled. 

Therefore, I cannot support this off-
set and, respectfully, cannot support 
the gentleman’s amendment. 
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At this time, I would like to yield to 

the gentleman from North Carolina. 
Mr. PRICE of North Carolina. Madam 

Chair, I thank the gentleman for yield-
ing. 

I, too, reluctantly oppose this amend-
ment. The discussion we had earlier 
about this offset certainly pertains 
here. We really cannot afford to make 
this kind of cut—safety-related cut, I 
might say—to the Federal Aviation Ad-
ministration’s funding. 

The amendment is worthy in pur-
pose. Again, funding for Amtrak’s cap-
ital accounts is woefully inadequate in 
this bill. But this is simply not the way 
to make it up. In fact, there is no way 
to make it up within the confines of 
this bill. We are robbing Peter to pay 
Paul. This is what is wrong with this 
bill—an inadequate allocation. That 
means there is no way to get adequate 
funding for things we care about with-
out doing equivalent damage some-
where else. It is an impossible di-
lemma. 

What we need to do is do the respon-
sible thing: get a budget agreement, 
get numbers we can work with, and 
write a decent bill. In the meantime, 
this amendment, while well-inten-
tioned, really is not acceptable, and I 
urge rejection. 

Mr. DIAZ-BALART. Madam Chair, I 
yield back the balance of my time. 

Mr. DOLD. Madam Chair, as we look 
at our transportation and infrastruc-
ture system, we know that investment 
is needed. 

I urge adoption of the amendment, 
and I yield back the balance of my 
time. 

The Acting CHAIR. The question is 
on the amendment offered by the gen-
tleman from Illinois (Mr. DOLD). 

The amendment was rejected. 
AMENDMENT OFFERED BY MR. LYNCH 

Mr. LYNCH. Madam Chair, I have an 
amendment at the desk. 

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will re-
port the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Page 12, line 25, after the dollar amount, 

insert ‘‘(reduced by $25,000,000)’’. 
Page 13, line 10, after the dollar amount, 

insert ‘‘(reduced by $25,000,000)’’. 
Page 44, line 13, after the dollar amount, 

insert ‘‘(increased by $25,000,000)’’. 

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to 
House Resolution 287, the gentleman 
from Massachusetts and a Member op-
posed each will control 5 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Massachusetts. 

Mr. LYNCH. Madam Chair, what I am 
trying to do in this amendment is to 
really address a wider problem in my 
congressional district. My district sur-
rounds the Logan International Air-
port in Boston. 

What this amendment would do is re-
move $25 million from the FAA budget 
and transfer it to rail. The reason for 
that is because the FAA has stead-
fastly refused to do part of their job in 
my district. I have tried to get them to 
come to the town of Milton, Massachu-
setts, to address the overflights in that 

area. The new NextGen RNAV system 
concentrates flight after flight, thou-
sands of flights a month, over the town 
of Milton, Massachusetts. 

I requested the FAA to come out and 
meet with my neighbors—the people 
that I represent—just like everybody 
else represents people in their districts, 
and the FAA has flatly refused. So 
since they have refused to do part of 
the job that we fund them for, I figured 
I would take $25 million out of their 
budget because they are not doing 
their job. 

All I am looking for is a meeting 
with the FAA in my district, and I’ve 
got to resort to this. It is shameful. I 
would say that their attitude towards 
my constituents—the people I work 
for—has been utter contempt and dis-
respectful. So here I am trying to cut 
their budget to get their attention. It 
is a sad statement of the way the FAA 
operates. 

But my real issue is getting the FAA 
to respond to my constituents, not 
about cutting their budgets. I know the 
chair and the ranking member have 
worked wonderfully, and I give you 
great credit for the work you have 
done. 

What I am wondering is, would the 
chair and the ranking member help me 
just get the FAA to respond by having 
a meeting in my district in the town of 
Milton? I would withdraw my amend-
ment and leave the money that you 
have wisely appropriated where it is. I 
am just looking to get this agency, this 
bureaucracy, to respond to the people I 
represent. It is as simple as that, Mr. 
Chairman. 

I yield to the gentleman from Flor-
ida. 

Mr. DIAZ-BALART. Madam Chair, I 
thank the gentleman for yielding. 

I will tell the gentleman that one of 
the responsibilities that we have is to 
make sure that we hold government ac-
countable. I don’t think it is accept-
able to not get answers. So I look for-
ward to working with the gentleman to 
make sure that we move to address 
those concerns of your community. I 
don’t want to speak for the ranking 
member, but I know that I look for-
ward to working with you to make sure 
that we get answers that you need to 
get. 

Mr. LYNCH. I thank the gentleman. 
Mr. PRICE of North Carolina. Will 

the gentleman yield? 
Mr. LYNCH. I yield to the gentleman 

from North Carolina. 
Mr. PRICE of North Carolina. Madam 

Chair, I appreciate the chairman’s re-
sponse. 

I, too, will work with you. This isn’t 
acceptable. We will do our best to help 
you get the kind of response you need. 

Mr. LYNCH. Madam Chair, I want to 
thank the chairman, and I want to 
thank the ranking member for the 
courtesy, not only to me, but to my 
constituents as well. 

I yield back the balance of my time, 
and I ask unanimous consent to with-
draw my amendment. 

The Acting CHAIR. Is there objection 
to the request of the gentleman from 
Massachusetts? 

There was no objection. 
The Acting CHAIR. The amendment 

is withdrawn. 
AMENDMENT OFFERED BY MR. DOLD 

Mr. DOLD. Madam Chair, I have an 
amendment at the desk. 

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will re-
port the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Page 12, line 25, after the dollar amount, 

insert ‘‘(reduced by $200,000,000)’’. 
Page 13, line 7, after the dollar amount, in-

sert ‘‘(reduced by $200,000,000)’’. 
Page 52, line 16, after the dollar amount, 

insert ‘‘(increased by $200,000,000)’’. 

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to 
House Resolution 287, the gentleman 
from Illinois and a Member opposed 
each will control 5 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Illinois. 

Mr. DOLD. Madam Chair, I rise today 
in support of an amendment to in-
crease funding for capital investment 
grants to help our Nation’s mass tran-
sit rail systems. The bill as is cuts $200 
million from the account, and my 
amendment would restore that fund-
ing. 

While I recognize, and as we have 
heard from the chairman and the rank-
ing member, there is not really a good 
spot to be able to take some of these 
additional funds from, I do think it is 
important though, Madam Chair, that 
we talk about our infrastructure sys-
tem, especially our rail system. And as 
we look specifically in the greater Chi-
cago area, the Chicago Transit 
Authority’s rail system, the El, serves 
around 725,000 riders each and every 
day, and the Metra, which serves the 
suburban areas like the 10th District in 
Illinois, serves over 300,000 riders each 
and every day. Over a million people 
are using these rail systems. 

b 2115 
Again, as we talked about before, 

Metra estimates that it needs to find 
roughly $13.4 billion over the next dec-
ade just to maintain the system in its 
current condition. That is why it is 
more important than ever before to 
find the funds to pay to maintain and 
rebuild our Nation’s transportation in-
frastructure system. 

Madam Chair, we hear all the time 
from our constituents that we need 
good, high-paying jobs. Frankly, a 
transportation infrastructure system 
for manufacturers—how do we get raw 
material and a finished product out? 
How do we get people around?—is abso-
lutely critical to our economy. 

I saw an estimate from UPS that 
read that every additional 5 minutes of 
idling time costs them $100 million. We 
have switches in the Chicago area that 
delay rail up to 15 minutes one way. 
That is 30 minutes a day; and, if you 
are a regular commuter, that is 101⁄2 
hours in a given month, 101⁄2 hours that 
you could be more productive or could 
be spending time with your family or 
spending time doing homework with 
your children. 
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If we as a country want to be more 

productive, if we want to encourage 
more good, high-paying jobs, we have 
to find a way to make sure that we in-
vest in our transportation infrastruc-
ture system. 

When we use this transportation in-
frastructure system and if it goes 
away, we are talking about an increase 
in congestion—at least I can tell you in 
the Chicago area—of an additional 50 
percent. In talking to the rail, we 
would need an additional 29 lanes of 
traffic. 

What is the cost of that? We just 
don’t have it. If we don’t have this type 
of funding, the car in front of you could 
have been somebody who was sitting on 
the rail, who could have been using 
mass transit. 

Madam Chair, this bill is a step back-
ward for our Nation’s mass transit sys-
tems, not a step forward. Instead of 
providing funds to maintain and im-
prove world-class mass transit sys-
tems, we are, instead, taking money 
away and making it harder and harder 
for the public to find the funds needed 
to keep their systems operational, 
much less to improve them. A reliable 
and consistent stream of capital fund-
ing is essential for these systems, but 
this bill does not meet that need. 

My amendment would take a step to-
ward addressing that problem. I recog-
nize it is just a step, but I am anxious 
to work with the chairman and the 
ranking member, and I am anxious to 
work with those on the Transportation 
and Infrastructure Committee to make 
sure that we are coming up with out-
side-the-box thinking in how we can 
improve our mass transit systems. 

It is vitally important for our urban 
areas, and it is certainly important for 
the Nation’s transportation hub, 
which, I would argue, is in the heart-
land, in the Chicago area. 

I reserve the balance of my time. 
Mr. DIAZ-BALART. Madam Chair, I 

claim the time in opposition. 
The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman 

from Florida is recognized for 5 min-
utes. 

Mr. DIAZ-BALART. Madam Chair, 
one has to frankly respect and admire 
Mr. DOLD’s knowledge and passion in 
these amendments that he is doing. I 
am sensitive to that, and I look for-
ward to working with him. I know that 
he will make sure that we work with 
him on these issues that he brings up 
and that he is very passionate about, 
which I think are very important. 

Respectfully, I have to oppose this 
amendment. This amendment would re-
sult in deep reductions to the FAA’s 
operations account and would result in 
breaches of contract for air traffic con-
trol information technology systems. 
In addition, it would result in staff lay-
offs, which would again compromise 
safety. 

I look forward to continuing to work 
with the gentleman. He brings up, obvi-
ously, some very important points; but 
again, respectfully, I must object to 
this amendment at this time. 

Madam Chair, I yield to the gen-
tleman from North Carolina (Mr. 
PRICE), the ranking member of the sub-
committee. 

Mr. PRICE of North Carolina. Madam 
Chair, I appreciate the chairman’s 
yielding. 

I want to echo his opposition to this 
amendment, and I want to echo his 
praise for the reality check that the 
gentleman from Illinois has provided 
us tonight. At various times in the 
course of the evening, we have talked 
about TIGER grants; we have talked 
about Amtrak; we have talked about 
transit investments—all of which are 
underfunded in this bill. 

I am also pleased that the chairman 
has expressed the willingness to co-
operate in going forward. I want to 
echo that on my part, too, because we 
do believe a better day will come and, 
hopefully, not only at the end of the 
fiscal year but soon, where we get a 
budget agreement, where we get better 
numbers, and where we are able to ad-
dress each of these accounts that the 
gentleman has highlighted. 

He is exactly right about the need in 
all of these areas. The offset is not ac-
ceptable. It is even dangerous. 

For that reason, I oppose the amend-
ment, but the larger message is we 
have got to get a better budget num-
ber, and we have got to revisit many of 
the accounts in this bill. 

Mr. DOLD. Madam Chair, may I in-
quire as to how much time I have re-
maining? 

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman 
from Illinois has 11⁄2 minutes remain-
ing. 

Mr. DOLD. I certainly want to thank 
the chairman and the ranking member 
for their thoughts. 

Madam Chair, there is no question as 
we look at the debt that we have—we 
have an $18 trillion debt in our coun-
try—that it is jeopardizing our chil-
dren’s opportunity for the American 
Dream. One of the things that I talk 
about in terms of how we get out of it 
is by talking about: How do we grow, 
Madam Chair? 

We grow, I think, by creating this op-
portunity and environment so people 
want to come and put their businesses 
here, becoming globally competitive. 
When entrepreneurs look at where to 
go to place their businesses, one of the 
things they are going to look at is our 
transportation infrastructure system. 
We need to know how we are going to 
get our raw materials in and our fin-
ished product out if we want to be glob-
ally competitive and if we want to 
manufacture. I would argue that we do. 

I recognize where the committee is. I 
also appreciate the chairman’s and the 
ranking member’s willingness to work 
with us in going forward, but we have 
to, each and every one of us, come to-
gether and put our differences aside 
and invest in our infrastructure system 
so that we can grow our economy and 
have greater dollars coming into the 
Federal Treasury so that we can have 
these resources. 

Madam Chair, I yield back the bal-
ance of my time. 

Mr. DIAZ-BALART. Madam Chair, I 
yield back the balance of my time. 

The Acting CHAIR. The question is 
on the amendment offered by the gen-
tleman from Illinois (Mr. DOLD). 

The amendment was rejected. 
AMENDMENT OFFERED BY MR. BRIDENSTINE 
Mr. BRIDENSTINE. Madam Chair, I 

have an amendment at the desk. 
The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will re-

port the amendment. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Page 13, line 5, after the dollar amount, in-

sert ‘‘(increased by $250,000)’’. 
Page 13, line 7, after the dollar amount, in-

sert ‘‘(decreased by $250,000)’’. 

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to 
House Resolution 287, the gentleman 
from Oklahoma and a Member opposed 
each will control 5 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Oklahoma. 

Mr. BRIDENSTINE. Madam Chair, 
the Bridenstine-Rohrabacher-Posey 
amendment, which is supported by the 
Commercial Spaceflight Federation, 
transfers $250,000 from the FAA’s fi-
nance and management activities to 
the Office of Commercial Space Trans-
portation. This is a small amount, but 
it is extremely important if we are to 
support the booming commercial 
spaceflight industry. 

The FAA Office of Commercial Space 
Transportation’s mission is as follows: 
‘‘to ensure protection of the public, 
property, and the national security and 
foreign policy interests of the United 
States during commercial launch or re-
entry activities and to encourage, fa-
cilitate, and promote commercial space 
transportation.’’ 

To carry out this mission, AST, as 
the office is known, is tasked with 
overseeing commercially licensed 
launches, test launches under experi-
mental permits, licenses and permits 
for new vehicle designs, supporting 
NASA and the Commercial Crew con-
tractors, taking the lead role in coordi-
nating space traffic at the White 
House’s request, and many other du-
ties. 

Over the past few years, the number 
of activities AST oversees has grown 
significantly; yet funding and staffing 
levels have remained absolutely flat. 

Just last month, the House of Rep-
resentatives passed the SPACE Act on 
an overwhelmingly bipartisan basis. 
That bill establishes a statutory and 
regulatory regime that provides sta-
bility and encourages private sector in-
vestment in order to facilitate the 
growth of commercial space activities. 
If we are passing legislation to encour-
age growth, we need to provide this of-
fice with increased resources to keep 
up. 

We rely on the commercial space sec-
tor for many things: reliable, frequent, 
and inexpensive launches; communica-
tions, navigation, and imaging sat-
ellites; and services such as the Inter-
net, telephone, television, and radio, 
which are staples of modern life. 
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Going forward, there are companies 

whose goal is to provide space tourism 
services. There are also ventures plan-
ning missions to harvest precious re-
sources from celestial bodies. This is 
just the tip of the iceberg for this 
growth industry. 

This is an industry that is constantly 
innovating. It is also an industry we 
have come to increasingly rely on. If 
AST does not get the additional re-
sources, it could lead to slips of 
planned launch dates for some compa-
nies as the office is unable to process 
inspections, permits, and licenses in a 
timely manner. On top of being a hin-
drance to this growth industry, it 
could also reduce the functionality and 
capabilities we take for granted in our 
everyday lives. 

This funding will give AST additional 
resources to accomplish its mission. As 
its workload continues to grow, I en-
courage the Office of Commercial 
Space Transportation to continue to 
work alongside industry in developing 
and supporting consensus safety stand-
ards that can streamline the inspection 
process. 

I appreciate Chairman DIAZ-BALART’s 
leadership and his recognition of the 
importance of this office. I thank him 
for working with me on this amend-
ment, particularly given the con-
straints he is under while crafting this 
appropriations bill. 

I understand we are in tough fiscal 
times; however, we need to ensure we 
do not strangle the unlimited potential 
of the commercial spaceflight industry. 
An important piece of this is ensuring 
that the Office of Commercial Space 
Transportation can keep up with the 
growth of this burgeoning industry. 

I urge my colleagues to support my 
amendment and the underlying legisla-
tion. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 
The Acting CHAIR. The question is 

on the amendment offered by the gen-
tleman from Oklahoma (Mr. 
BRIDENSTINE). 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will 

read. 
The Clerk read as follows: 

FACILITIES AND EQUIPMENT 
(AIRPORT AND AIRWAY TRUST FUND) 

For necessary expenses, not otherwise pro-
vided for, for acquisition, establishment, 
technical support services, improvement by 
contract or purchase, and hire of national 
airspace systems and experimental facilities 
and equipment, as authorized under part A of 
subtitle VII of title 49, United States Code, 
including initial acquisition of necessary 
sites by lease or grant; engineering and serv-
ice testing, including construction of test fa-
cilities and acquisition of necessary sites by 
lease or grant; construction and furnishing 
of quarters and related accommodations for 
officers and employees of the Federal Avia-
tion Administration stationed at remote lo-
calities where such accommodations are not 
available; and the purchase, lease, or trans-
fer of aircraft from funds available under 
this heading, including aircraft for aviation 
regulation and certification; to be derived 
from the Airport and Airway Trust Fund, 
$2,500,000,000, of which $460,000,000 shall re-

main available until September 30, 2016, and 
$2,040,000,000 shall remain available until 
September 30, 2018: Provided, That there may 
be credited to this appropriation funds re-
ceived from States, counties, municipalities, 
other public authorities, and private sources, 
for expenses incurred in the establishment, 
improvement, and modernization of national 
airspace systems: Provided further, That upon 
initial submission to the Congress of the fis-
cal year 2017 President’s budget, the Sec-
retary of Transportation shall transmit to 
the Congress a comprehensive capital invest-
ment plan for the Federal Aviation Adminis-
tration which includes funding for each 
budget line item for fiscal years 2017 through 
2021, with total funding for each year of the 
plan constrained to the funding targets for 
those years as estimated and approved by 
the Office of Management and Budget: Pro-
vided further, That the amount herein appro-
priated shall be reduced by $100,000 per day 
for each day after the initial submission of 
the fiscal year 2017 President’s budget that 
such report has not been submitted to Con-
gress. 

RESEARCH, ENGINEERING, AND DEVELOPMENT 
(AIRPORT AND AIRWAY TRUST FUND) 

For necessary expenses, not otherwise pro-
vided for, for research, engineering, and de-
velopment, as authorized under part A of 
subtitle VII of title 49, United States Code, 
including construction of experimental fa-
cilities and acquisition of necessary sites by 
lease or grant, $156,750,000, to be derived from 
the Airport and Airway Trust Fund and to 
remain available until September 30, 2018: 
Provided, That there may be credited to this 
appropriation as offsetting collections, funds 
received from States, counties, municipali-
ties, other public authorities, and private 
sources, which shall be available for ex-
penses incurred for research, engineering, 
and development. 

GRANTS-IN-AID FOR AIRPORTS 
(LIQUIDATION OF CONTRACT AUTHORIZATION) 

(LIMITATION ON OBLIGATIONS) 
(AIRPORT AND AIRWAY TRUST FUND) 

For liquidation of obligations incurred for 
grants-in-aid for airport planning and devel-
opment, and noise compatibility planning 
and programs as authorized under sub-
chapter I of chapter 471 and subchapter I of 
chapter 475 of title 49, United States Code, 
and under other law authorizing such obliga-
tions; for procurement, installation, and 
commissioning of runway incursion preven-
tion devices and systems at airports of such 
title; for grants authorized under section 
41743 of title 49, United States Code; and for 
inspection activities and administration of 
airport safety programs, including those re-
lated to airport operating certificates under 
section 44706 of title 49, United States Code, 
$3,600,000,000, to be derived from the Airport 
and Airway Trust Fund and to remain avail-
able until expended: Provided, That none of 
the funds under this heading shall be avail-
able for the planning or execution of pro-
grams the obligations for which are in excess 
of $3,350,000,000 in fiscal year 2016, notwith-
standing section 47117(g) of title 49, United 
States Code: Provided further, That none of 
the funds under this heading shall be avail-
able for the replacement of baggage con-
veyor systems, reconfiguration of terminal 
baggage areas, or other airport improve-
ments that are necessary to install bulk ex-
plosive detection systems: Provided further, 
That notwithstanding any other provision of 
law, of funds limited under this heading, not 
more than $107,100,000 shall be obligated for 
administration, not less than $15,000,000 shall 
be available for the Airport Cooperative Re-
search Program, and not less than $31,000,000 
shall be available for Airport Technology Re-
search. 

ADMINISTRATIVE PROVISIONS 
SEC. 110. None of the funds in this Act may 

be used to compensate in excess of 600 tech-
nical staff-years under the federally funded 
research and development center contract 
between the Federal Aviation Administra-
tion and the Center for Advanced Aviation 
Systems Development during fiscal year 
2016. 

SEC. 111. None of the funds in this Act shall 
be used to pursue or adopt guidelines or reg-
ulations requiring airport sponsors to pro-
vide to the Federal Aviation Administration 
without cost building construction, mainte-
nance, utilities and expenses, or space in air-
port sponsor-owned buildings for services re-
lating to air traffic control, air navigation, 
or weather reporting: Provided, That the pro-
hibition of funds in this section does not 
apply to negotiations between the agency 
and airport sponsors to achieve agreement 
on below-market rates for these items or to 
grant assurances that require airport spon-
sors to provide land without cost to the FAA 
for air traffic control facilities. 

SEC. 112. The Administrator of the Federal 
Aviation Administration may reimburse 
amounts made available to satisfy 49 U.S.C. 
41742(a)(1) from fees credited under 49 U.S.C. 
45303 and any amount remaining in such ac-
count at the close of that fiscal year may be 
made available to satisfy section 41742(a)(1) 
for the subsequent fiscal year. 

SEC. 113. Amounts collected under section 
40113(e) of title 49, United States Code, shall 
be credited to the appropriation current at 
the time of collection, to be merged with and 
available for the same purposes of such ap-
propriation. 

SEC. 114. None of the funds in this Act shall 
be available for paying premium pay under 
subsection 5546(a) of title 5, United States 
Code, to any Federal Aviation Administra-
tion employee unless such employee actually 
performed work during the time cor-
responding to such premium pay. 

SEC. 115. None of the funds in this Act may 
be obligated or expended for an employee of 
the Federal Aviation Administration to pur-
chase a store gift card or gift certificate 
through use of a Government-issued credit 
card. 

SEC. 116. None of the funds in this Act may 
be obligated or expended for retention bo-
nuses for an employee of the Federal Avia-
tion Administration without the prior writ-
ten approval of the Assistant Secretary for 
Administration of the Department of Trans-
portation. 

SEC. 117. Notwithstanding any other provi-
sion of law, none of the funds made available 
under this Act or any prior Act may be used 
to implement or to continue to implement 
any limitation on the ability of any owner or 
operator of a private aircraft to obtain, upon 
a request to the Administrator of the Fed-
eral Aviation Administration, a blocking of 
that owner’s or operator’s aircraft registra-
tion number from any display of the Federal 
Aviation Administration’s Aircraft Situa-
tional Display to Industry data that is made 
available to the public, except data made 
available to a Government agency, for the 
noncommercial flights of that owner or oper-
ator. 

SEC. 118. None of the funds in this Act shall 
be available for salaries and expenses of 
more than 9 political and Presidential ap-
pointees in the Federal Aviation Administra-
tion. 

SEC. 119. None of the funds made available 
under this Act may be used to increase fees 
pursuant to section 44721 of title 49, United 
States Code, until the FAA provides to the 
House and Senate Committees on Appropria-
tions a report that justifies all fees related 
to aeronautical navigation products and ex-
plains how such fees are consistent with Ex-
ecutive Order 13642. 
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SEC. 119A. None of the funds in this Act 

may be used to close a regional operations 
center of the Federal Aviation Administra-
tion or reduce its services unless the Admin-
istrator notifies the House and Senate Com-
mittees on Appropriations not less than 90 
full business days in advance. 

SEC. 119B. None of the funds appropriated 
or limited by this Act may be used to change 
weight restrictions or prior permission rules 
at Teterboro airport in Teterboro, New Jer-
sey. 

FEDERAL HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION 
LIMITATION ON ADMINISTRATIVE EXPENSES 

(HIGHWAY TRUST FUND) 
(INCLUDING TRANSFER OF FUNDS) 

Contingent upon enactment of authoriza-
tion legislation, not to exceed $426,100,000, 
together with advances and reimbursements 
received by the Federal Highway Adminis-
tration, shall be obligated for necessary ex-
penses for administration and operation of 
the Federal Highway Administration. In ad-
dition, not to exceed $3,248,000 shall be trans-
ferred to the Appalachian Regional Commis-
sion in accordance with section 104 of title 
23, United States Code. 

FEDERAL-AID HIGHWAYS 
(LIMITATION ON OBLIGATIONS) 

(HIGHWAY TRUST FUND) 
Contingent upon enactment of authoriza-

tion legislation, funds available for the im-
plementation or execution of Federal-aid 
highway and highway safety construction 
programs authorized under titles 23 and 49, 
United States Code, and the provisions of 
such authorization legislation shall not ex-
ceed total obligations of $40,256,000,000 for 
fiscal year 2016: Provided, That the Secretary 
may collect and spend fees, as authorized by 
title 23, United States Code, to cover the 
costs of services of expert firms, including 
counsel, in the field of municipal and project 
finance to assist in the underwriting and 
servicing of Federal credit instruments and 
all or a portion of the costs to the Federal 
Government of servicing such credit instru-
ments: Provided further, That such fees are 
available until expended to pay for such 
costs: Provided further, That such amounts 
are in addition to administrative expenses 
that are also available for such purpose, and 
are not subject to any obligation limitation 
or the limitation on administrative expenses 
under section 608 of title 23, United States 
Code. 

(LIQUIDATION OF CONTRACT AUTHORIZATION) 
(HIGHWAY TRUST FUND) 

Contingent upon enactment of authoriza-
tion legislation, for the payment of obliga-
tions incurred in carrying out Federal-aid 
highway and highway safety construction 
programs authorized under title 23, United 
States Code, $40,995,000,000 derived from the 
Highway Trust Fund (other than the Mass 
Transit Account), to remain available until 
expended. 

ADMINISTRATIVE PROVISIONS—FEDERAL 
HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION 

SEC. 120. Contingent upon enactment of au-
thorization legislation: 

(a) For fiscal year 2016, the Secretary of 
Transportation shall— 

(1) not distribute from the obligation limi-
tation for Federal-aid highways— 

(A) amounts authorized for administrative 
expenses and programs by section 104(a) of 
title 23, United States Code; and 

(B) amounts authorized for the Bureau of 
Transportation Statistics; 

(2) not distribute an amount from the obli-
gation limitation for Federal-aid highways 
that is equal to the unobligated balance of 
amounts— 

(A) made available from the Highway 
Trust Fund (other than the Mass Transit Ac-
count) for Federal-aid highway and highway 
safety construction programs for previous 
fiscal years the funds for which are allocated 
by the Secretary (or apportioned by the Sec-
retary under sections 202 or 204 of title 23, 
United States Code); and 

(B) for which obligation limitation was 
provided in a previous fiscal year; 

(3) determine the proportion that— 
(A) the obligation limitation for Federal- 

aid highways, less the aggregate of amounts 
not distributed under paragraphs (1) and (2) 
of this subsection; bears to 

(B) the total of the sums authorized to be 
appropriated for the Federal-aid highway 
and highway safety construction programs 
(other than sums authorized to be appro-
priated for provisions of law described in 
paragraphs (1) through (11) of subsection (b) 
and sums authorized to be appropriated for 
section 119 of title 23, United States Code, 
equal to the amount referred to in sub-
section (b)(12) for such fiscal year), less the 
aggregate of the amounts not distributed 
under paragraphs (1) and (2) of this sub-
section; 

(4) distribute the obligation limitation for 
Federal-aid highways, less the aggregate 
amounts not distributed under paragraphs 
(1) and (2), for each of the programs (other 
than programs to which paragraph (1) ap-
plies) that are allocated by the Secretary 
under such authorization legislation and 
title 23, United States Code, or apportioned 
by the Secretary under sections 202 or 204 of 
that title, by multiplying— 

(A) the proportion determined under para-
graph (3); by 

(B) the amounts authorized to be appro-
priated for each such program for such fiscal 
year; and 

(5) distribute the obligation limitation for 
Federal-aid highways, less the aggregate 
amounts not distributed under paragraphs 
(1) and (2) and the amounts distributed under 
paragraph (4), for Federal-aid highway and 
highway safety construction programs that 
are apportioned by the Secretary under such 
authorization legislation or title 23, United 
States Code (other than the amounts appor-
tioned for the National Highway Perform-
ance Program in section 119 of title 23, 
United States Code, that are exempt from 
the limitation under subsection (b)(12) and 
the amounts apportioned under sections 202 
and 204 of that title) in the proportion that— 

(A) amounts authorized to be appropriated 
for the programs that are apportioned under 
title 23, United States Code, or such author-
ization legislation to each State for such fis-
cal year; bears to 

(B) the total of the amounts authorized to 
be appropriated for the programs that are 
apportioned under title 23, United States 
Code, or such authorization legislation to all 
States for such fiscal year. 

(b) EXCEPTIONS FROM OBLIGATION LIMITA-
TION.—The obligation limitation for Federal- 
aid highways shall not apply to obligations 
under or for— 

(1) section 125 of title 23, United States 
Code; 

(2) section 147 of the Surface Transpor-
tation Assistance Act of 1978 (23 U.S.C. 144 
note; 92 Stat. 2714); 

(3) section 9 of the Federal-Aid Highway 
Act of 1981 (95 Stat. 1701); 

(4) subsections (b) and (j) of section 131 of 
the Surface Transportation Assistance Act 
of 1982 (96 Stat. 2119); 

(5) subsections (b) and (c) of section 149 of 
the Surface Transportation and Uniform Re-
location Assistance Act of 1987 (101 Stat. 198); 

(6) sections 1103 through 1108 of the Inter-
modal Surface Transportation Efficiency Act 
of 1991 (105 Stat. 2027); 

(7) section 157 of title 23, United States 
Code (as in effect on June 8, 1998); 

(8) section 105 of title 23, United States 
Code (as in effect for fiscal years 1998 
through 2004, but only in an amount equal to 
$639,000,000 for each of those fiscal years); 

(9) Federal-aid highway programs for 
which obligation authority was made avail-
able under the Transportation Equity Act 
for the 21st Century (112 Stat. 107) or subse-
quent Acts for multiple years or to remain 
available until expended, but only to the ex-
tent that the obligation authority has not 
lapsed or been used; 

(10) section 105 of title 23, United States 
Code (as in effect for fiscal years 2005 
through 2012, but only in an amount equal to 
$639,000,000 for each of those fiscal years); 

(11) section 1603 of SAFETEA–LU (23 U.S.C. 
118 note; 119 Stat. 1248), to the extent that 
funds obligated in accordance with that sec-
tion were not subject to a limitation on obli-
gations at the time at which the funds were 
initially made available for obligation; and 

(12) section 119 of title 23, United States 
Code (but, for each of fiscal years 2013 
through 2016, only in an amount equal to 
$639,000,000). 

(c) REDISTRIBUTION OF UNUSED OBLIGATION 
AUTHORITY.—Notwithstanding subsection (a), 
the Secretary shall, after August 1 of such 
fiscal year— 

(1) revise a distribution of the obligation 
limitation made available under subsection 
(a) if an amount distributed cannot be obli-
gated during that fiscal year; and 

(2) redistribute sufficient amounts to those 
States able to obligate amounts in addition 
to those previously distributed during that 
fiscal year, giving priority to those States 
having large unobligated balances of funds 
apportioned under sections 144 (as in effect 
on the day before the date of enactment of 
Public Law 112–141) and 104 of title 23, United 
States Code. 

(d) APPLICABILITY OF OBLIGATION LIMITA-
TIONS TO TRANSPORTATION RESEARCH PRO-
GRAMS.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Except as provided in 
paragraph (2), the obligation limitation for 
Federal-aid highways shall apply to contract 
authority for transportation research pro-
grams carried out under— 

(A) chapter 5 of title 23, United States 
Code; and 

(B) the transportation research programs 
sections of such authorization legislation. 

(2) EXCEPTION.—Obligation authority made 
available under paragraph (1) shall— 

(A) remain available for a period of 4 fiscal 
years; and 

(B) be in addition to the amount of any 
limitation imposed on obligations for Fed-
eral-aid highway and highway safety con-
struction programs for future fiscal years. 

(e) REDISTRIBUTION OF CERTAIN AUTHORIZED 
FUNDS.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 30 days 
after the date of distribution of obligation 
limitation under subsection (a), the Sec-
retary shall distribute to the States any 
funds (excluding funds authorized for the 
program under section 202 of title 23, United 
States Code) that— 

(A) are authorized to be appropriated for 
such fiscal year for Federal-aid highway pro-
grams; and 

(B) the Secretary determines will not be 
allocated to the States (or will not be appor-
tioned to the States under section 204 of title 
23, United States Code), and will not be 
available for obligation, for such fiscal year 
because of the imposition of any obligation 
limitation for such fiscal year. 

(2) RATIO.—Funds shall be distributed 
under paragraph (1) in the same proportion 
as the distribution of obligation authority 
under subsection (a)(5). 
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(3) AVAILABILITY.—Funds distributed to 

each State under paragraph (1) shall be 
available for any purpose described in sec-
tion 133(b) of title 23, United States Code. 

SEC. 121. Notwithstanding 31 U.S.C. 3302, 
funds received by the Bureau of Transpor-
tation Statistics from the sale of data prod-
ucts, for necessary expenses incurred pursu-
ant to chapter 63 of title 49, United States 
Code, may be credited to the Federal-aid 
highways account for the purpose of reim-
bursing the Bureau for such expenses: Pro-
vided, That such funds shall be subject to the 
obligation limitation for Federal-aid high-
way and highway safety construction pro-
grams. 

SEC. 122. Not less than 15 days prior to 
waiving, under his or her statutory author-
ity, any Buy America requirement for Fed-
eral-aid highways projects, the Secretary of 
Transportation shall make an informal pub-
lic notice and comment opportunity on the 
intent to issue such waiver and the reasons 
therefor: Provided, That the Secretary shall 
provide an annual report to the House and 
Senate Committees on Appropriations on 
any waivers granted under the Buy America 
requirements. 

SEC. 123. None of the funds in this Act to 
the Department of Transportation may be 
used to provide credit assistance unless not 
less than 3 days before any application ap-
proval to provide credit assistance under sec-
tions 603 and 604 of title 23, United States 
Code, the Secretary of Transportation pro-
vides notification in writing to the following 
committees: the House and Senate Commit-
tees on Appropriations; the Committee on 
Environment and Public Works and the Com-
mittee on Banking, Housing and Urban Af-
fairs of the Senate; and the Committee on 
Transportation and Infrastructure of the 
House of Representatives: Provided, That 
such notification shall include, but not be 
limited to, the name of the project sponsor; 
a description of the project; whether credit 
assistance will be provided as a direct loan, 
loan guarantee, or line of credit; and the 
amount of credit assistance. 

SEC. 124. Section 127 of title 23, United 
States Code, is amended by adding at the end 
the following: 

‘‘(m) LONGER COMBINATION VEHICLES IN 
IDAHO.—No limit or other prohibition under 
this section, except as provided in this sub-
section, applies to a longer combination ve-
hicle operating on a segment of the Inter-
state System in the State of Idaho if such 
vehicle— 

‘‘(1) has a gross vehicle weight of 129,000 
pounds or less; 

‘‘(2) complies with the single axle, tandem 
axle, and bridge formula limits set forth in 
subsection (a); and 

‘‘(3) is authorized to operate on such seg-
ment under Idaho State Law.’’. 

SEC. 125. Section 31111(b)(1)(A) of title 49, 
United States Code, is amended by striking 
‘‘or of less than 28 feet on a semitrailer or 
trailer operating in a truck tractor- 
semitrailer-trailer combination,’’ and insert-
ing ‘‘or, notwithstanding section 31112, of 
less than 33 feet on a semitrailer or trailer 
operating in a truck tractor-semitrailer- 
trailer combination,’’. 

SEC. 126. EXEMPTION.— 
(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 31112(c)(5) of title 

49, United States Code, is amended— 
(1) by striking ‘‘Nebraska may’’ and insert-

ing ‘‘Nebraska and Kansas may’’; and 
(2) by striking ‘‘the State of Nebraska’’ 

and inserting ‘‘the relevant state’’. 
(b) CONFORMING AND TECHNICAL AMEND-

MENTS.—Section 31112(c) of such title is 
amended— 

(1) by striking the subsection designation 
and heading and inserting the following: 

‘‘(c) SPECIAL RULES FOR WYOMING, OHIO, 
ALASKA, IOWA, NEBRASKA, AND KANSAS.—’’; 

(2) by striking ‘‘; and’’ at the end of para-
graph (3) and inserting a semicolon; and 

(3) by striking the period at the end of 
paragraph (4) and inserting ‘‘; and’’. 

SEC. 127. Section 130(e)(1) of title 23, United 
States Code, is amended by striking 
‘‘$220,000,000’’ and inserting ‘‘$350,000,000’’. 

FEDERAL MOTOR CARRIER SAFETY 
ADMINISTRATION 

MOTOR CARRIER SAFETY OPERATIONS AND 
PROGRAMS 

(LIQUIDATION OF CONTRACT AUTHORIZATION) 
(LIMITATION ON OBLIGATIONS) 

(HIGHWAY TRUST FUND) 
Contingent upon enactment of authoriza-

tion legislation, for payment of obligations 
incurred in the implementation, execution 
and administration of motor carrier safety 
operations and programs pursuant to section 
31104(i) of title 49, United States Code, and 
sections 4127 and 4134 of Public Law 109–59, as 
amended by Public Law 112–141, and as ex-
tended by Public Law 113–159, $259,000,000, to 
be derived from the Highway Trust Fund 
(other than the Mass Transit Account), to-
gether with advances and reimbursements 
received by the Federal Motor Carrier Safety 
Administration, the sum of which shall re-
main available until expended: Provided, 
That funds available for implementation, 
execution or administration of motor carrier 
safety operations and programs authorized 
under title 49, United States Code, and sec-
tions 4127 and 4134 of Public Law 109–59, as 
amended by Public Law 112–141, and as ex-
tended by Public Law 113–159, shall not ex-
ceed total obligations of $259,000,000 for 
‘‘Motor Carrier Safety Operations and Pro-
grams’’ for fiscal year 2016, of which 
$9,000,000, to remain available for obligation 
until September 30, 2018, is for the research 
and technology program, and of which 
$34,545,000, to remain available for obligation 
until September 30, 2018, is for information 
management: Provided further, That $1,000,000 
shall be made available for commercial 
motor vehicle operator grants to carry out 
section 4134 of Public Law 109–59, as amended 
by Public Law 112–141, and as extended by 
Public Law 113–159. 

MOTOR CARRIER SAFETY GRANTS 
(LIQUIDATION OF CONTRACT AUTHORIZATION) 

(LIMITATION ON OBLIGATIONS) 
(HIGHWAY TRUST FUND) 

Contingent upon enactment of authoriza-
tion legislation, for payment of obligations 
incurred in carrying out sections 31102, 
31104(a), 31106, 31107, 31109, 31309, 31313 of title 
49, United States Code, and sections 4126 and 
4128 of Public Law 109–59, as amended by 
Public Law 112–141, as extended by Public 
Law 113–159, $313,000,000, to be derived from 
the Highway Trust Fund (other than the 
Mass Transit Account) and to remain avail-
able until expended: Provided, That funds 
available for the implementation or execu-
tion of motor carrier safety programs shall 
not exceed total obligations of $313,000,000 in 
fiscal year 2016 for ‘‘Motor Carrier Safety 
Grants’’; of which $218,000,000 shall be avail-
able for the motor carrier safety assistance 
program, $30,000,000 shall be available for 
commercial driver’s license program im-
provement grants, $32,000,000 shall be avail-
able for border enforcement grants, $5,000,000 
shall be available for performance and reg-
istration information system management 
grants, $25,000,000 shall be available for the 
commercial vehicle information systems and 
networks deployment program, and $3,000,000 
shall be available for safety data improve-
ment grants: Provided further, That, of the 
funds made available herein for the motor 
carrier safety assistance program, $32,000,000 
shall be available for audits of new entrant 
motor carriers. 

ADMINISTRATIVE PROVISIONS—FEDERAL MOTOR 
CARRIER SAFETY ADMINISTRATION 

SEC. 130. Funds appropriated or limited in 
this Act shall be subject to the terms and 
conditions stipulated in section 350 of Public 
Law 107–87 and section 6901 of Public Law 
110–28. 

SEC. 131. The Federal Motor Carrier Safety 
Administration shall send notice of 49 CFR 
section 385.308 violations by certified mail, 
registered mail, or another manner of deliv-
ery, which records the receipt of the notice 
by the persons responsible for the violations. 

SEC. 132. None of the funds appropriated or 
otherwise made available by this Act or any 
other Act may be used to implement, admin-
ister, or enforce sections 395.3(c) and 395.3(d) 
of title 49, Code of Federal Regulations, and 
such section shall have no force or effect on 
submission of the final report issued by the 
Secretary, as required by section 133 of Divi-
sion K of Public Law 113–235, unless the Sec-
retary and the Inspector General of the De-
partment of Transportation each review and 
determine that the final report— 

(1) meets the statutory requirements set 
forth in such section; and 

(2) establishes that commercial motor ve-
hicle drivers who operated under the restart 
provisions in effect between July 1, 2013, and 
the day before the date of enactment of such 
Public Law demonstrated statistically sig-
nificant improvement in all outcomes re-
lated to safety, operator fatigue, driver 
health and longevity, and work schedules, in 
comparison to commercial motor vehicle 
drivers who operated under the restart provi-
sions in effect on June 30, 2013. 

SEC. 133. None of the funds limited or oth-
erwise made available under the heading 
‘‘Motor Carrier Safety Operations and Pro-
grams’’ may be used to deny an application 
to renew a Hazardous Materials Safety Pro-
gram permit for a motor carrier based on 
that carrier’s Hazardous Materials Out-of- 
Service rate, unless the carrier has the op-
portunity to submit a written description of 
corrective actions taken, and other docu-
mentation the carrier wishes the Secretary 
to consider, including submitting a correc-
tive action plan, and the Secretary deter-
mines the actions or plan is insufficient to 
address the safety concerns that resulted in 
that Hazardous Materials Out-of-Service 
rate. 

SEC. 134. None of the funds made available 
by this Act may be used to develop, issue, or 
implement any regulation that increases lev-
els of minimum financial responsibility for 
transporting passengers or property as in ef-
fect on January 1, 2014, under regulations 
issued pursuant to sections 31138 and 31139 of 
title 49, United States Code. 

b 2130 

AMENDMENT OFFERED BY MR. CARTWRIGHT 

Mr. CARTWRIGHT. Madam Chair, I 
rise to offer an amendment. 

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will re-
port the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Strike section 134. 

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to 
House Resolution 287, the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania and a Member op-
posed each will control 5 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania. 

Mr. CARTWRIGHT. Madam Chair, 
tonight I urge the adoption of my 
amendment, which would allow the 
Federal Motor Carrier Safety Adminis-
tration to continue its congressionally 
mandated ongoing work to improve 
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safety and accountability in the truck-
ing and bus industry. I do so out of a 
concern that we need to exhibit com-
mon sense in what we do. We need to be 
fiscally prudent, we need to promote 
safe highways in our Nation, and we 
need to recognize the importance of 
promoting personal responsibility and 
accountability. 

My amendment would strike a sec-
tion of this bill that would halt the 
FMCSA’s work toward issuing a rule 
that would make our highways safer 
for everyone by creating an incentive 
for motor carriers to make safety a 
greater priority. We have to allow the 
FMCSA to proceed with the develop-
ment of a rule to increase insurance 
minimums for motor carriers, which 
have not been updated in, fully, 35 
years in this Nation and, thus, have be-
come outdated to the point of useless-
ness. 

The first point I make is that it is 
simply common sense that we adjust 
for inflation. Not adjusting for infla-
tion for 35 years is not prudent, and it 
makes no sense. It allows carriers to 
travel on our Nation’s highways in a fi-
nancially irresponsible manner, in a 
manner that would allow them not to 
be accountable for whatever harm they 
might cause. 

Adjusting for inflation is common 
sense. It is also fiscally prudent, be-
cause what happens? Right now in this 
Nation, tractor-trailers are allowed to 
travel around with $750,000 of liability 
insurance. The FMCSA is studying 
that number to see what it should be 
updated to after 35 years. $750,000 is not 
enough money. 

Just this morning in my district in 
northeastern Pennsylvania, there was 
a horrendous truck and bus accident in 
which three people were killed and a 
dozen others were seriously injured. 
When three people are killed, asking 
their families to share $750,000 is not 
fiscally responsible. Look who pays the 
difference. 

If somebody is killed or if somebody 
is rendered, for example, a paraplegic, 
they are going to incur incredible 
amounts of medical bills; they are not 
going to be able to work. Who picks up 
the difference when that happens? It is 
the Social Security system, it is the 
Medicare system, it is John Q. Tax-
payer that ends up paying the bill 
when the trucking company doesn’t 
have enough insurance to pay the dam-
ages. 

That is why it is fiscally prudent 
that we allow the FMCSA to continue 
its important work, and it is important 
work that was mandated by the MAP– 
21 bill that required the FMCSA to do 
this work. 

It also promotes safe highways, be-
cause if we raise insurance minimums 
up to modern and responsible levels, 
that means insurance companies will 
have to engage in actual real under-
writing. They will have to go out from 
the home office and visit the head-
quarters of trucking companies to 
make sure they are acting properly and 

safely and responsibly. If they do that, 
if you want to buy insurance at reason-
able levels, you have to act safely. 

Finally, Madam Chair, this is about 
personal responsibility. If you don’t 
have enough insurance, you get away 
without being personally responsible 
when these horrendous crashes happen. 

Madam Chair, I yield to Mr. PRICE for 
a colloquy. 

Mr. PRICE of North Carolina. I 
thank the gentleman for yielding. I 
want to commend him for offering this 
amendment. 

Madam Chair, as he has stressed very 
effectively, this is simply irrational to 
freeze these claims where they were in 
the early 1980s, and it also defies our 
own body’s directions to the DOT to 
look at this and to think about what 
kind of future changes might be in 
order. This simply preempts that whole 
process; is that right? 

Mr. CARTWRIGHT. That is correct. 
For that very reason, I urge everyone 
to support my amendment to allow the 
FMCSA to finish its important work of 
examining and developing a rule that is 
critical to preventing devastating 
trucking accidents and keeping our 
highways safe and secure for everyone. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 
Mr. YOUNG of Iowa. Madam Chair, I 

claim time in opposition. 
The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman is 

recognized for 5 minutes. 
Mr. YOUNG of Iowa. I yield myself 

such time as I may consume. 
Madam Chair, I oppose this amend-

ment. As is frequently the case in 
Washington, D.C., the proposed rules 
requiring truckers to increase their li-
ability insurance is a solution in 
search of a problem. The provision cur-
rently included in the bill must re-
main. It must remain because it pro-
tects job creators so they can stay in 
business. When you consider that 99.9 
percent of crashes are already covered 
by existing insurance requirements, 
you can see that increasing insurance 
and, thus, costs at the expense of jobs 
is just not a credible solution. 

Safety is important. We all know 
that. We all want to make sure that 
our roadways are safe. But the Depart-
ment of Transportation readily admits 
that raising the cost does not nec-
essarily improve safety. The DOT’s 
own study expresses a crippling revela-
tion to proponents of a cost increase on 
our job creators. There may be more ef-
fective ways that reduce crashes at a 
lower cost. 

Bottom line, we need to strike a bal-
ance. If the proposed regulations went 
into effect, our smaller trucking com-
panies in Iowa and other rural areas in 
States around the country would be 
unable to absorb the increased costs, 
and it could threaten their ability to 
stay in business. Too frequently in this 
town we are working to fix the mis-
takes that were made by so-called 
Washington solutions. I strongly en-
courage the rejection of this amend-
ment tonight. 

Mr. CARTWRIGHT. Will the gen-
tleman yield? 

Mr. YOUNG of Iowa. I yield to the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania. 

Mr. CARTWRIGHT. Madam Chair, on 
the one point about 99.9 percent of 
crashes settling within existing insur-
ance minimums, there we have the op-
ponents of my amendment speaking 
really out of both sides of their mouth, 
because if they say it is so rare that a 
crash will cost more than the min-
imum insurance, then what that means 
is that the expense of insuring against 
that minimal risk has to be minimal 
itself, but these are the same people 
saying that it will be a crippling addi-
tional insurance premium. It doesn’t 
make sense. 

Mr. YOUNG of Iowa. Reclaiming my 
time, I yield the balance of my time to 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania (Mr. 
PERRY). 

Mr. PERRY. Madam Chair, I, too, op-
pose this amendment. Increasing insur-
ance requirements will not improve 
highway safety. I mean, what incentive 
does it create? How does increasing the 
insurance requirement improve safety? 
It is not backed by any sound data. 

The agency’s own data shows that 
current requirements cover damages in 
more—more—than 99 percent of all 
crashes. Think about that, more than 
99 percent of all crashes. But to the 
gentleman’s point, my friend from 
Pennsylvania, the agency is planning 
on tying these requirements to medical 
inflation, and that results in increases 
of 500 percent or more. Think about 
that, medical inflation, this adminis-
tration. I mean, isn’t that the height of 
irony? I thought they were driving the 
cost of medical inflation down. That is 
another whole story. 

The fact is the industry has a re-
markable safety record compared to all 
commercial motor vehicles. As a mat-
ter of fact, motor coaches average only 
20 fatalities per year and schoolbuses 
only 5. Now, that is not meant to mini-
mize those losses because every life is 
precious, but in a highway environ-
ment that produces 35,000 fatalities per 
year, the DOT study did not even con-
sider accident data, claims data, or 
talk to insurance carriers about the 
impacts of increasing insurance or 
whether there is even a need for it. 

Indeed, this is a solution that is look-
ing for a problem, a problem that does 
not exist. I urge the Members to vote 
‘‘no’’ on this amendment. 

Mr. YOUNG of Iowa. I urge my col-
leagues to oppose this amendment. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 
The Acting CHAIR. The question is 

on the amendment offered by the gen-
tleman from Pennsylvania (Mr. CART-
WRIGHT). 

The question was taken; and the Act-
ing Chair announced that the noes ap-
peared to have it. 

Mr. CARTWRIGHT. Madam Chair, I 
demand a recorded vote. 

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to 
clause 6 of rule XVIII, further pro-
ceedings on the amendment offered by 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania will 
be postponed. 
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The Clerk will read. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
SEC. 135. None of the funds made available 

by this Act or previous appropriations Acts 
under the heading ‘‘Motor Carrier Safety Op-
erations and Programs’’ shall be used to pay 
for costs associated with design, develop-
ment, testing, or implementation of a wire-
less roadside inspection program until 180 
days after the Secretary of Transportation 
certifies to the House and Senate Commit-
tees on Appropriations that such program 
does not conflict with existing non-Federal 
electronic screening systems, create capa-
bilities already available, or require addi-
tional statutory authority to incorporate 
generated inspection data into safety deter-
minations or databases, and has restrictions 
to specifically address privacy concerns of 
affected motor carriers and operators: Pro-
vided, That nothing in this section shall be 
construed as affecting the Department’s on-
going research efforts in this area. 

NATIONAL HIGHWAY TRAFFIC SAFETY 
ADMINISTRATION 

OPERATIONS AND RESEARCH 

For expenses necessary to discharge the 
functions of the Secretary, with respect to 
traffic and highway safety authorized under 
chapter 301 and part C of subtitle VI of title 
49, United States Code, $150,000,000, of which 
$20,000,000 shall remain available through 
September 30, 2017. 

AMENDMENT OFFERED BY MR. GOSAR 

Mr. GOSAR. I have an amendment at 
the desk. 

The Acting CHAIR (Mr. COLLINS of 
Georgia). The Clerk will report the 
amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Page 40, line 12, after the dollar amount in-

sert ‘‘(reduced by $1,200,000)’’. 
Page 142, line 9, after the dollar amount in-

sert ‘‘(increased by $500,000)’’. 

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to 
House Resolution 287, the gentleman 
from Arizona and a Member opposed 
each will control 5 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Arizona. 

b 2145 

Mr. GOSAR. Mr. Chairman, I rise 
today to offer an amendment which 
seeks to bolster funds for the inspector 
general of the National Railroad Pas-
senger Corporation, or Amtrak. 

I am a strong proponent of govern-
ment oversight, and I believe the revel-
atory work of the inspector general 
should be staunchly supported within 
each agency of the Federal Govern-
ment. 

Today, given the dismal financial 
record of Amtrak through its history, 
compounded with recent safety fail-
ures, it is clear that the scrupulous, ob-
jective oversight of the inspector gen-
eral is needed for this agency now more 
than ever. 

This amendment redirects $500,000 to 
the Amtrak Office of the Inspector 
General salaries and expenses account 
to bring it up to the budget request 
level. 

Since the Inspector General Act was 
passed into law, the IG community has 
saved taxpayers billions of dollars and 
has uncovered countless examples of 
wrongdoing in the Federal Govern-

ment. The inspector general commu-
nity does good work. Let’s give them 
the resources they need. 

The committee has noted the good 
work of the Amtrak OIG in the com-
mittee report, stating: ‘‘The OIG’s ef-
forts have resulted in valuable studies 
and recommendations for this com-
mittee and for the Corporation that 
have yielded cost savings and manage-
ment improvements. These studies 
have been in a number of areas, includ-
ing food and beverage service, capital 
planning, overtime, and fraud.’’ 

I commend the committee for the 
work they have done to support effi-
cient and effective government. 

This amendment is directly in line 
with the high value the committee 
places on the thorough work of the OIG 
and will ensure additional trans-
parency and accountability within Am-
trak. 

There is a wide agreement about the 
need to reform, streamline, and im-
prove Amtrak. A valuable first step in 
that reform is supporting the objective, 
rigorous auditing information which 
the OIG is uniquely qualified to 
produce. 

I ask my colleagues to join me in 
support of government accountability 
by giving the Amtrak OIG the re-
sources they need to identify the 
waste, fraud, and abuse within a gov-
ernment agency that is in desperate 
need of reform. 

I thank the chairman and the rank-
ing member for their leadership on this 
bill, and I yield back the balance of my 
time. 

The Acting CHAIR. The question is 
on the amendment offered by the gen-
tleman from Arizona (Mr. GOSAR). 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will 

read. 
The Clerk read as follows: 

OPERATIONS AND RESEARCH 
(LIQUIDATION OF CONTRACT AUTHORIZATION) 

(LIMITATION ON OBLIGATIONS) 
(HIGHWAY TRUST FUND) 

Contingent upon enactment of authoriza-
tion legislation, for payment of obligations 
incurred in carrying out the provisions of 23 
U.S.C. 403, and chapter 303 of title 49, United 
States Code, $125,000,000, to be derived from 
the Highway Trust Fund (other than the 
Mass Transit Account) and to remain avail-
able until expended: Provided, That none of 
the funds in this Act shall be available for 
the planning or execution of programs the 
total obligations for which, in fiscal year 
2016, are in excess of $125,000,000, of which 
$120,000,000 shall be for programs authorized 
under 23 U.S.C. 403 and $5,000,000 shall be for 
the National Driver Register authorized 
under chapter 303 of title 49, United States 
Code: Provided further, That within the 
$120,000,000 obligation limitation for oper-
ations and research, $20,000,000 shall remain 
available until September 30, 2017, and shall 
be in addition to the amount of any limita-
tion imposed on obligations for future years: 
Provided further, That $6,500,000 of the total 
obligation limitation for operations and re-
search in fiscal year 2016 shall be applied to-
ward unobligated balances of contract au-
thority provided in prior Acts for carrying 
out the provisions of 23 U.S.C. 403, and chap-
ter 303 of title 49, United States Code. 

HIGHWAY TRAFFIC SAFETY GRANTS 
(LIQUIDATION OF CONTRACT AUTHORIZATION) 

(LIMITATION ON OBLIGATIONS) 
(HIGHWAY TRUST FUND) 

Contingent on the enactment of authoriza-
tion legislation, for payment of obligations 
incurred in carrying out provisions of 23 
U.S.C. 402 and 405, section 2009 of Public Law 
109–59, as amended by Public Law 112–141, 
and section 31101(a)(6) of Public Law 112–141, 
to remain available until expended, 
$561,500,000, to be derived from the Highway 
Trust Fund (other than the Mass Transit Ac-
count): Provided, That none of the funds in 
this Act shall be available for the planning 
or execution of programs the total obliga-
tions for which, in fiscal year 2016, are in ex-
cess of $561,500,000 for programs authorized 
under 23 U.S.C. 402 and 405, section 2009 of 
Public Law 109–59, as amended by Public Law 
112–141, and section 31101(a)(6) of Public Law 
112–141, of which $235,000,000 shall be for 
‘‘Highway Safety Programs’’ under 23 U.S.C. 
402; $272,000,000 shall be for ‘‘National Pri-
ority Safety Programs’’ under 23 U.S.C. 405; 
$29,000,000 shall be for the ‘‘High Visibility 
Enforcement Program’’ under section 2009 of 
Public Law 109–59, as amended by Public Law 
112–141; $25,500,000 shall be for ‘‘Administra-
tive Expenses’’ under section 31101(a)(6) of 
Public Law 112–141: Provided further, That 
none of these funds shall be used for con-
struction, rehabilitation, or remodeling 
costs, or for office furnishings and fixtures 
for State, local or private buildings or struc-
tures: Provided further, That not to exceed 
$500,000 of the funds made available for ‘‘Na-
tional Priority Safety Programs’’ under 23 
U.S.C. 405 for ‘‘Impaired Driving Counter-
measures’’ (as described in subsection (d) of 
that section) shall be available for technical 
assistance to the States: Provided further, 
That with respect to the ‘‘Transfers’’ provi-
sion under 23 U.S.C. 405(a)(1)(G), any 
amounts transferred to increase the amounts 
made available under section 402 shall in-
clude the obligation authority for such 
amounts: Provided further, That the Adminis-
trator shall notify the House and Senate 
Committees on Appropriations of any exer-
cise of the authority granted under the pre-
vious proviso or under 23 U.S.C. 405(a)(1)(G) 
within 60 days. 

ADMINISTRATIVE PROVISIONS—NATIONAL 
HIGHWAY TRAFFIC SAFETY ADMINISTRATION 
SEC. 140. An additional $130,000 shall be 

made available to the National Highway 
Traffic Safety Administration, out of the 
amount limited for section 402 of title 23, 
United States Code, to pay for travel and re-
lated expenses for State management re-
views and to pay for core competency devel-
opment training and related expenses for 
highway safety staff. 

SEC. 141. The limitations on obligations for 
the programs of the National Highway Traf-
fic Safety Administration set in this Act 
shall not apply to obligations for which obli-
gation authority was made available in pre-
vious public laws but only to the extent that 
the obligation authority has not lapsed or 
been used. 

SEC. 142. None of the funds in this Act shall 
be used to implement section 404 of title 23, 
United States Code. 

SEC. 143. None of the funds made available 
by this Act may be used to obligate or award 
funds for the National Highway Traffic Safe-
ty Administration’s National Roadside Sur-
vey. 

SEC. 144. None of the funds made available 
by this Act may be used to mandate global 
positioning system (GPS) tracking in private 
passenger motor vehicles without providing 
full and appropriate consideration of privacy 
concerns under 5 U.S.C. chapter 5, sub-
chapter II. 
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FEDERAL RAILROAD ADMINISTRATION 

SAFETY AND OPERATIONS 
For necessary expenses of the Federal Rail-

road Administration, not otherwise provided 
for, $186,870,000, of which $15,400,000 shall re-
main available until expended. 

AMENDMENT OFFERED BY MR. GARRETT 
Mr. GARRETT. Mr. Chairman, I have 

an amendment at the desk. 
The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will re-

port the amendment. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Page 44, line 13, after the dollar amount, 

insert ‘‘(increased by $16,930,000)’’. 
Page 52, line 16, after the dollar amount, 

insert ‘‘(reduced by $83,000,000)’’. 

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to 
House Resolution 287, the gentleman 
from New Jersey and a Member op-
posed each will control 5 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from New Jersey. 

Mr. GARRETT. Mr. Chairman, I rise 
today to offer an amendment that will 
bolster our Nation’s rail safety and op-
erations. 

First, I would like to thank the gen-
tleman from Florida for his dedication 
and important work on this bill. 

Mr. Chairman, the number of train 
derailments and accidents in our local 
communities is a growing concern 
among my constituents and Americans 
all across the country. 

In the first 2 months of 2015, there 
were 18 Amtrak accidents, as well as 
recent oil train derailments in West 
Virginia and in North Dakota. Most re-
cently, Mr. Chairman, an Amtrak train 
crash in Philadelphia killed eight peo-
ple and injured dozens more. 

In New Jersey alone, there are 2,400 
miles of freight lines and over 1,000 pas-
senger rail miles, and we must ensure, 
Mr. Chairman, that these existing lines 
are operating safely. 

So what do we have here? My amend-
ment fully funds the Federal Railroad 
Administration’s safety and operations 
account without increasing spending in 
the underlying bill. The FRA’s safety 
and operations account provides fund-
ing for the FRA’s safety program ac-
tivities related to passenger and 
freight railroads. 

So how do we do this? By reallo-
cating a mere 4 percent of funding from 
capital investment grants, we can fund 
the safe operation of our Nation’s 
trains at the President’s requested lev-
els. 

Mr. Chairman, we do not build a new 
section onto our house if our roof is 
caving in. So we should not be adding 
on to these systems if they are caving 
in or failing. 

So why are we funding new projects 
before we ensure that our current rail 
lines have enough dollars, enough fund-
ing for their safety? 

My amendment would simply 
prioritize safety and maintenance of 
our existing infrastructure over the 
ribbon-cutting ceremonies associated 
with system expansion. 

In light of the recent upsurge in 
deadly rail accidents, now is the time 
to adequately fund the safety and oper-

ations of our trains. Additionally, with 
our rising national debt, it is very im-
portant that we remain fiscally respon-
sible and prioritize how we spend our 
constituents’ hard-earned tax dollars. 

That is why, in conclusion, my 
amendment does not increase spending, 
but only prioritizes a commonsense di-
rective. And so I urge my colleagues to 
support my amendment to fund train 
safety, and I reserve the balance of my 
time. 

Mr. DIAZ-BALART. Mr. Chairman, I 
claim time in opposition. 

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman 
from Florida is recognized for 5 min-
utes. 

Mr. DIAZ-BALART. Mr. Chairman, 
while I know and I am absolutely cer-
tain that the gentleman from New Jer-
sey’s heart is in the right place, unfor-
tunately, I cannot support the offset. 

The committee carefully calculated 
the New Start numbers to be able to 
accommodate the signed FFGAs and 
Small Starts Grant Agreements at the 
beginning of the fiscal year, and I am a 
firm believer that once you sign a 
grant, once you make that commit-
ment, we should honor it. This reduc-
tion would impact those signed agree-
ments, so I reluctantly oppose this 
amendment. 

With that, Mr. Chairman, I yield to 
the gentleman from North Carolina 
(Mr. PRICE), the ranking member. 

Mr. PRICE of North Carolina. Mr. 
Chairman, I thank the gentleman for 
yielding, and I want to echo his opposi-
tion to this amendment, although I do 
commend Mr. GARRETT for his focus on 
safety and operations. I, too, would 
like to raise that appropriation to the 
request level. That is a good objective. 

There are a couple of problems here, 
though. One, is that because of dif-
ferences in outlay rates, to pick up $17 
million on the safety and operations 
side you have to cut $83 million from 
the transit New Starts. That has to do 
with differences in outlay rates. But 
the fact is, it is a substantial cut. And 
these New Starts in the bill, I remind 
colleagues, are already $1.3 billion 
below the President’s request. They are 
$198 million below what we have this 
year. 

These are badly underfunded items. 
So we simply, again, are robbing Peter 
to pay Paul. But because of the dis-
proportionate impact here, and the fact 
that New Starts are already so 
underresourced, I reluctantly oppose 
this amendment. 

Mr. DIAZ-BALART. I yield back the 
balance of my time. 

Mr. GARRETT. Mr. Chairman, two 
points. The first is, I understand the 
gentleman’s opposition on procedural 
grounds as far as the differences in out-
lays and what have you. But when you 
go back home and talk to your district 
and say you are trying to do something 
for safety, as we are in this case, and 
you say: Well, the reason we can’t do 
this is the procedural aspect of outlays 
versus the actual amount of money 
going in and the amount of money 

being cut, and so on and so forth, and 
you go through all the rubric and the 
matrix that we use around here and all 
the buzz words on the floor to try to 
explain things, the eyes of the people 
back home glaze over, rightfully so, be-
cause they say: Those are your rules, 
not ours. Why don’t you just get some-
thing done. 

What they are asking to get done is 
rail safety. And that is what this 
amendment does. 

I just want to end with one quote. 
Back in 2010, the head of the FTA—at 
that time, the administrator was Peter 
Rogoff—chastised local transit agen-
cies for promoting rail construction for 
so many new rail lines. He said on one 
hand, agencies were unable to maintain 
the rail lines they already had. The 
FTA had recently at that point esti-
mated that rail transit systems suf-
fered from close to a $60 billion mainte-
nance backlog—and the backlog was 
growing even then. 

And he said this: ‘‘If you can’t afford 
to operate the systems you have,’’ he 
asked the agencies, ‘‘why does it make 
sense for us to partner with you in new 
expansions?’’ 

That is a great question. If they can’t 
fix up what is already out there and all 
the problems on the rail lines out there 
on important things like safety, then 
why on Earth are we spending all these 
tens of millions of dollars on brand new 
programs that we know that they are 
not going to be able to maintain as 
well? Let’s do first things first. 

As I said in my little example before, 
if your roof is collapsing on your 
house, you don’t add a new deck, you 
don’t put in a new pool, you don’t put 
in a paved new driveway, you don’t do 
anything else. You repair the roof, first 
and foremost, and then everything else 
comes after that. 

And that is really all I am asking. 
Let’s maintain the safety, first and 
foremost, so that everyone riding on 
the rails can feel confident that they 
are operating right. Then, after that, 
let’s come back here to the floor and 
fix up the other funding mechanism for 
new programs and what have you, and 
go forward. 

Right now, let’s make sure that our 
constituents back home can feel con-
fident every time they ride on a transit 
system, be it a bus or train or some-
thing else, that they know that it is 
adequately funded and taken care of 
and maintained. 

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

The Acting CHAIR. The question is 
on the amendment offered by the gen-
tleman from New Jersey (Mr. GAR-
RETT). 

The question was taken; and the Act-
ing Chair announced that the noes ap-
peared to have it. 

Mr. GARRETT. Mr. Chairman, I de-
mand a recorded vote. 

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to 
clause 6 of rule XVIII, further pro-
ceedings on the amendment offered by 
the gentleman from New Jersey will be 
postponed. 
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The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will 

read. 
The Clerk read as follows: 

RAILROAD RESEARCH AND DEVELOPMENT 
For necessary expenses for railroad re-

search and development, $39,100,000, to re-
main available until expended. 
RAILROAD REHABILITATION AND IMPROVEMENT 

FINANCING PROGRAM 
The Secretary of Transportation is au-

thorized to issue direct loans and loan guar-
antees pursuant to sections 501 through 504 
of the Railroad Revitalization and Regu-
latory Reform Act of 1976 (Public Law 94– 
210), as amended, such authority to exist as 
long as any such direct loan or loan guar-
antee is outstanding. Provided, That pursu-
ant to section 502 of such Act, as amended, 
no new direct loans or loan guarantee com-
mitments shall be made using Federal funds 
for the credit risk premium during fiscal 
year 2016. 

OPERATING GRANTS TO THE NATIONAL 
RAILROAD PASSENGER CORPORATION 

To enable the Secretary of Transpor-
tation to make quarterly grants to the Na-
tional Railroad Passenger Corporation, in 
amounts based on the Secretary’s assess-
ment of the Corporation’s seasonal cash flow 
requirements, for the operation of intercity 
passenger rail, as authorized by section 101 
of the Passenger Rail Investment and Im-
provement Act of 2008 (division B of Public 
Law 110–432), $288,500,000, to remain available 
until expended: Provided, That the amounts 
available under this paragraph shall be 
available for the Secretary to approve fund-
ing to cover operating losses for the Corpora-
tion only after receiving and reviewing a 
grant request for each specific train route: 
Provided further, That each such grant re-
quest shall be accompanied by a detailed fi-
nancial analysis, revenue projection, and 
capital expenditure projection justifying the 
Federal support to the Secretary’s satisfac-
tion: Provided further, That not later than 60 
days after enactment of this Act, the Cor-
poration shall transmit, in electronic for-
mat, to the Secretary and the House and 
Senate Committees on Appropriations the 
annual budget, business plan, the 5-Year Fi-
nancial Plan for fiscal year 2016 required 
under section 204 of the Passenger Rail In-
vestment and Improvement Act of 2008 and 
the comprehensive fleet plan for all Amtrak 
rolling stock: Provided further, That the 
budget, business plan and the 5-Year Finan-
cial Plan shall include annual information 
on the maintenance, refurbishment, replace-
ment, and expansion for all Amtrak rolling 
stock consistent with the comprehensive 
fleet plan: Provided further, That the Cor-
poration shall provide monthly performance 
reports in an electronic format which shall 
describe the work completed to date, any 
changes to the business plan, and the reasons 
for such changes as well as progress against 
the milestones and target dates of the 2012 
performance improvement plan: Provided fur-
ther, That the Corporation’s budget, business 
plan, 5-Year Financial Plan, semiannual re-
ports, monthly reports, comprehensive fleet 
plan and all supplemental reports or plans 
comply with requirements in Public Law 112– 
55: Provided further, That none of the funds 
provided in this Act may be used to support 
any route on which Amtrak offers a dis-
counted fare of more than 50 percent off the 
normal peak fare: Provided further, That the 
preceding proviso does not apply to routes 
where the operating loss as a result of the 
discount is covered by a State and the State 
participates in the setting of fares. 

AMENDMENT OFFERED BY MS. TITUS 
Ms. TITUS. Mr. Chairman, I have an 

amendment at the desk. 

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will re-
port the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Page 45, line 15, after the dollar amount, 

insert ‘‘(reduced by $1,000,000) (increased by 
$1,000,000)’’. 

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to 
House Resolution 287, the gentlewoman 
from Nevada and a Member opposed 
each will control 5 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentle-
woman from Nevada. 

b 2200 
Ms. TITUS. Mr. Chairman, I rise 

today with this very simple amend-
ment. It is one that is meant to shed 
light on inadequate investments that 
are being made in our Nation’s pas-
senger rail service. 

The bill before us appropriates nearly 
$16 billion for aviation, over $40 billion 
for our roads, over $10 billion for public 
transit, but just $1.1 billion for our Na-
tion’s passenger rail service. 

I represent Las Vegas, where we im-
port everything from tourists to lob-
sters, so we certainly understand the 
importance of transportation mobility. 

It is interesting, many international 
and domestic travelers alike are 
shocked to learn, when they are com-
ing to Las Vegas, that a major metro-
politan city, home to more than 2 mil-
lion residents and playground and 
boardroom to over 42 million visitors a 
year, we just don’t have access to pas-
senger rail service. 

Visitors from Europe or Asia are ac-
customed to taking trains from one 
city to another, and they face a sad re-
ality when traveling to Las Vegas from 
other Southwestern tourist destina-
tions. 

From Los Angeles, for example, you 
would have to take a 7-hour train ride 
that drops you off in Kingman, Ari-
zona, at 1:30 in the morning. There, you 
would have to find the bus station, 
which is 4 miles away, get on a bus at 
4 in the morning to travel another 3 
hours to downtown Las Vegas. That is 
just crazy. 

The last Amtrak train on the Desert 
Wind line departed the back of the 
Plaza Hotel in May of 1997, bound for 
Los Angeles. 

Well, a lot has changed since the late 
1990s. Over the last 17 years, southern 
Nevada’s population has grown by a 
million new residents, and 10 million 
more visitors travel to southern Ne-
vada annually, putting enormous 
strain on our area’s highways and the 
airport, which is among the top 10 busi-
est airports in the country. 

More than 42,000 vehicles also cross 
the I–15 border between California and 
Nevada daily. If you have traveled 
along that busy stretch of road, you 
know the kind of traffic nightmares 
that you might encounter. 

In fact, I recently spoke with an air-
line pilot who frequently makes the 
short flight between Los Angeles and 
Las Vegas, and he remarked that you 
can’t get lost. All you have to do is fol-
low the red brake lights on I–15 all the 
way to McCarran. 

We can and we must do better; but 
this isn’t just about Las Vegas. Cities 
like Phoenix, Arizona; Nashville, Ten-
nessee; Columbus, Ohio; Louisville, 
Kentucky; and Boise, Idaho, don’t have 
passenger rail service either. 

In addition, there is no direct rail 
service between major metropolitan 
areas like Houston and Dallas, Atlanta 
and Orlando, and Kansas City and 
Oklahoma City. I believe that expand-
ing rail service to unserved commu-
nities like those in southern Nevada 
should be a priority, but, unfortu-
nately, this legislation before us does 
not really get us there. 

At the end of April, I organized a 
roundtable back in my district to dis-
cuss the need to restore passenger serv-
ice to Las Vegas, and I was really sur-
prised by the high level of interest 
from local stakeholders. 

We had participants from our State 
and local transportation authorities, 
the gaming and hotel industries, the 
chamber of commerce, labor unions 
and economic development organiza-
tions, all in agreement that southern 
Nevada should have passenger rail 
service as part of our long-term eco-
nomic viability plans. This type of de-
velopment is a regional and should be a 
national priority. 

Now, a lot of attention has been paid 
to the Northeast corridor, where trav-
elers frequent Amtrak service along 
the East Coast, but we should not for-
get that it was the railroad that built 
the West and still, today, remains a 
critical piece of our transportation net-
work. 

China is investing $128 million in rail 
in 2015 alone and India, $137 billion over 
the next 5 years; yet we are investing 
only $1.1 billion. 

Mr. Chairman, since this amendment 
really has no monetary impact, I would 
respectfully ask that you accept it. It 
is my hope that we recognize this mode 
of transportation that is so tied to our 
Nation’s history and that we can con-
tinue to work together to see that it 
gets the attention and support that it 
deserves. 

Thank you very much for your time 
and your consideration. I hope that, to-
gether, we can work to be sure that 
passenger rail service is expanded 
throughout the country and especially 
in the Southwest. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 
The Acting CHAIR. The question is 

on the amendment offered by the gen-
tlewoman from Nevada (Ms. TITUS). 

The amendment was agreed to. 
AMENDMENT OFFERED BY MR. BROOKS OF 

ALABAMA 
Mr. BROOKS of Alabama. Mr. Chair-

man, I have an amendment at the desk. 
The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will re-

port the amendment. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Page 45, strike line 6 and all that follows 

through page 47, line 3. 

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to 
House Resolution 287, the gentleman 
from Alabama and a Member opposed 
each will control 5 minutes. 
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The Chair recognizes the gentleman 

from Alabama. 
Mr. BROOKS of Alabama. Mr. Chair-

man, America recently suffered four 
straight trillion dollar deficits. In the 
past few months, America’s debt blew 
through the $18 trillion mark. 

America pays over $200 billion per 
year in debt service, which is more 
than four times what the Federal Gov-
ernment spends on highways, bridges, 
and interstates each year. America’s 
Comptroller General warns that Amer-
ica’s deficits and debt paths are 
unsustainable. 

The nonpartisan Congressional Budg-
et Office warns that our debt service 
cost is on a path to increase by another 
$600 billion within a decade, to more 
than $800 billion per year. That is more 
than America spends each year on na-
tional defense. The CBO also warns 
that, within a decade, if current trends 
continue, America will face yearly tril-
lion dollar deficits in perpetuity. 

Per then-Chairman of the Joint 
Chiefs of Staff Admiral Mike Mullen’s 
testimony before the House Armed 
Services Committee, debt is America’s 
‘‘greatest threat to our national secu-
rity.’’ 

As a result of America’s debt, in a 
few short years, America’s uniformed 
military personnel numbers will be our 
smallest since before World War II, 
America’s Navy will have the smallest 
number of operational naval vessels 
since World War I, and America’s Air 
Force will have its smallest number of 
operational aircraft in its history. 
Debt, not our enemies, is slowly but 
surely stripping America of its ability 
to defend itself. 

In sum, Washington’s financial irre-
sponsibility, this House of Representa-
tives’ financial irresponsibility, is 
pushing America into a debilitating in-
solvency and bankruptcy that will de-
stroy the American Dream for our chil-
dren and grandchildren. 

It is in this setting that I beseech 
this House of Representatives to be fi-
nancially responsible by supporting my 
amendment that eliminates Federal 
Government operating subsidies of Am-
trak, thus forcing Amtrak to operate 
in the black. 

How bad is the Amtrak subsidy prob-
lem? The Congressional Research Serv-
ice reports that, from 1971 to 2015, Fed-
eral Amtrak subsidies totaled $78 bil-
lion in constant 2015 dollars. In fiscal 
year 2014, Amtrak had a net loss of $1.1 
billion. Who paid for that loss? Amer-
ica’s children and grandchildren, that 
is who. 

How so? It is because America does 
not have the money and had to borrow 
every penny of that $1.1 billion, thus 
burdening Americans for generations 
to come. 

Mr. Chairman, a business that relies 
on subsidies and tax dollars to cover 
losses has little incentive to operate ef-
ficiently or effectively or, for that 
matter, as safely as it should. 

It is appalling that the Federal Gov-
ernment undermines and threatens the 

future of America’s children and grand-
children in order to subsidize Amtrak 
passenger service that would be self- 
sufficient if Amtrak riders stopped 
mooching off of hard-working Amer-
ican taxpayers and, instead, simply 
paid for the actual cost of their rides. 

Amtrak supporters often claim that 
Amtrak will go out of business if it is 
not subsidized by American taxpayers. 
That is bunk unsupported by facts. 

This same ‘‘woe is me’’ argument was 
made about freight train subsidies; yet, 
when freight rail subsidies ended and 
freight rail was sold to private inves-
tors in the 1980s, freight rail did not go 
out of business and still operates 
today. 

Similarly, the Federal Government 
does not operate or subsidize national 
airlines or national bus services; yet 
airlines and buses operate profitably in 
the private sector, despite Federal Gov-
ernment subsidies for Amtrak, their 
competitor. 

Just as airlines, bus services, and 
freight rail operate without govern-
ment subsidies, Amtrak will do the 
same if this House of Representatives 
has the courage to wean Amtrak from 
the taxpayer nipple. 

Mr. Chairman, after more than 40 
years, it is time to stop the runaway 
Amtrak train. It is time to force Am-
trak riders to pay their own way by 
ending their subsidized rides on the 
backs of American taxpayers. 

I urge adoption of my amendment to 
do just that. 

I reserve the balance of my time. 
Mr. PRICE of North Carolina. Mr. 

Chairman, I seek time in opposition. 
The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman is 

recognized for 5 minutes. 
Mr. PRICE of North Carolina. Mr. 

Chairman, I rise in strong opposition 
to this amendment which, purely and 
simply, would end intercity passenger 
rail for our Nation. 

I remind colleagues, there is not a 
single mode of transportation in this 
country that is not subsidized, con-
trary to what we have just heard. 

To make the case further, I yield 
such time as she may consume to the 
gentlewoman from Florida (Ms. 
BROWN), a distinguished member of the 
authorizing committee. 

Ms. BROWN of Florida. I thank the 
gentleman. 

Mr. Chairman, when I was coming up, 
I used to like this television show, 
‘‘Robin Hood.’’ My colleagues practice 
what I call reverse Robin Hood, robbing 
from the working people and the poor 
people and the transit people to give 
tax breaks to the rich. 

Just a few weeks ago, the House Re-
publicans passed a bill cutting taxes by 
$269 billion—I guess that didn’t affect 
the deficit—for their wealthiest 
friends, but can’t find the $2 billion 
that we need for Amtrak—shameful. 

The funding cuts proposed in this 
amendment would simply force Am-
trak to shut down, strand millions of 
rail passengers, disrupt commuter op-
erations, add to our already congested 

roads and airports, eliminate over 
20,000 jobs nationwide, and jeopardize 
local economies and businesses that de-
pend on Amtrak’s service. 

Amtrak provides the majority of all 
intercity passenger rail service in the 
United States, with more States and 
localities across America turning to 
passenger rail to meet the transpor-
tation needs of our citizens. 

Amtrak has done an excellent job, 
based on the fact that 9/11, when we 
were attacked, Amtrak was the only 
means that you could move away. 

When we had Hurricane Katrina, Am-
trak is the only way that we could 
move people out of harm’s way by 
evacuating and delivering food and 
water and supplies. 

Amtrak has made significant im-
provement in its system over the last 
several years, has steady increase in 
ridership numbers, played a vital role 
in disaster recovery, and has an ambi-
tious agenda for future growth. 

I encourage all Members to vote 
against this ill-willed and ill-thought- 
out amendment. 

Mr. PRICE of North Carolina. Mr. 
Chairman, I yield back the balance of 
my time. 

Mr. BROOKS of Alabama. Mr. Chair-
man, I would respond that there is no 
factual basis for the gentlewoman’s 
comments that have just been made. 

Socialism does not work. We need to 
get Amtrak passengers off the backs of 
all taxpayers, including those that are 
poor, that can’t afford the taxes that 
they are already having to pay to ben-
efit those Amtrak riders. Let’s set 
them free. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 
Mr. PRICE of North Carolina. Mr. 

Chairman, I move to strike the last 
word. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tleman is recognized for 5 minutes. 

Mr. PRICE of North Carolina. Mr. 
Chairman, I yield to my colleague from 
Pennsylvania (Mr. FATTAH). 

Mr. FATTAH. Let me thank the 
ranking member. 

The fact of the matter is, notwith-
standing what was offered to the House 
as the picture of America, we actually 
live in the greatest country in the 
world. We have the strongest economy. 
We are the wealthiest country. There is 
no country, based on the IMF, that 
would want to trade our position vis-a- 
vis debt-to-wealth ratio. 

I hear the gentleman saying, Woe is 
America, and we can’t afford to sub-
sidize rail. I think the ranking member 
makes it clear that there is no form of 
transportation that is not subsidized. 

I heard this utterance that we don’t 
subsidize airplane travel. This is non-
sensical. Just the facts of this bill 
itself outline some of our country’s 
subsidies for our airline industry. 

b 2215 

But I want to talk about Amtrak. 
When it is said that there is a $1 bil-

lion subsidy and that somehow we 
can’t afford that from last year, I want 
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to remind this House that for each and 
every month we have been in Afghani-
stan, we have been spending $2 billion a 
week for well over a decade, as a Na-
tion. The idea that we can’t afford to 
have a first-rate passenger rail system 
defies logic. It is just a matter of polit-
ical will. 

We need to make a decision about 
America’s place in the world, and our 
economy is dependent on our ability to 
transport not just freight but human 
beings, and Amtrak is critical to that. 

I thank the gentleman from North 
Carolina for yielding me time. 

I hope this House will reconsider this 
thrust of the majority to move away 
from passenger rail. I heard some talk 
from the gentleman that we have got 
to stop this runaway train, but we 
tried to stop a train in Philadelphia, 
and if we had made the investments, 
there would be people who would be 
alive today. 

We need to make these investments, 
and we need to move our country for-
ward. It is not about political philos-
ophy. It is about practicality. 

Our economic competitors are sub-
sidizing rail. And if we want to make 
our economy work, we are going to 
have to make Amtrak work. And we 
can do that through some of the efforts 
on this bill today. 

Mr. PRICE of North Carolina. I 
thank the gentleman for his wise words 
and join him in wholeheartedly oppos-
ing this amendment. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 
The Acting CHAIR. The question is 

on the amendment offered by the gen-
tleman from Alabama (Mr. BROOKS). 

The question was taken; and the Act-
ing Chair announced that the noes ap-
peared to have it. 

Mr. BROOKS of Alabama. Mr. Chair-
man, I demand a recorded vote. 

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to 
clause 6 of rule XVIII, further pro-
ceedings on the amendment offered by 
the gentleman from Alabama will be 
postponed. 

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will 
read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
CAPITAL AND DEBT SERVICE GRANTS TO THE 

NATIONAL RAILROAD PASSENGER CORPORATION 

To enable the Secretary of Transportation 
to make grants to the National Railroad 
Passenger Corporation for capital invest-
ments as authorized by sections 101(c), 102, 
and 219(b) of the Passenger Rail Investment 
and Improvement Act of 2008 (division B of 
Public Law 110–432), $850,000,000, to remain 
available until expended, of which not to ex-
ceed $160,200,000 shall be for debt service obli-
gations as authorized by section 102 of such 
Act: Provided, That of the amounts made 
available under this heading, not less than 
$50,000,000 shall be made available to bring 
Amtrak-served facilities and stations into 
compliance with the Americans with Disabil-
ities Act: Provided further, That after an ini-
tial distribution of up to $200,000,000, which 
shall be used by the Corporation as a work-
ing capital account, all remaining funds 
shall be provided to the Corporation only on 
a reimbursable basis: Provided further, That 
of the amounts made available under this 
heading, up to $20,000,000 may be used by the 

Secretary to subsidize operating losses of the 
Corporation should the funds provided under 
the heading ‘‘Operating Grants to the Na-
tional Railroad Passenger Corporation’’ be 
insufficient to meet operational costs for fis-
cal year 2016: Provided further, That the Sec-
retary may retain up to one-half of 1 percent 
of the funds provided under this heading to 
fund the costs of project management and 
oversight of activities authorized by sub-
sections 101(a) and 101(c) of division B of 
Public Law 110–432: Provided further, That the 
Secretary shall approve funding for capital 
expenditures, including advance purchase or-
ders of materials, for the Corporation only 
after receiving and reviewing a grant request 
for each specific capital project justifying 
the Federal support to the Secretary’s satis-
faction: Provided further, That except as oth-
erwise provided herein, none of the funds 
under this heading may be used to subsidize 
operating losses of the Corporation: Provided 
further, That none of the funds under this 
heading may be used for capital projects not 
approved by the Secretary of Transportation 
or on the Corporation’s fiscal year 2016 busi-
ness plan: Provided further, That in addition 
to the project management oversight funds 
authorized under section 101(d) of division B 
of Public Law 110–432, the Secretary may re-
tain up to an additional $3,000,000 of the 
funds provided under this heading to fund ex-
penses associated with implementing section 
212 of division B of Public Law 110–432, in-
cluding the amendments made by section 212 
to section 24905 of title 49, United States 
Code: Provided further, That Amtrak shall 
conduct a business case analysis on capital 
investments that exceed $10,000,000 in life- 
cycle costs: Provided further, That each con-
tract for a capital acquisition that exceeds 
$10,000,000 in life cycle costs shall state that 
funding is subject to the availability of ap-
propriated funds provided by an appropria-
tions Act. 

AMENDMENT OFFERED BY MS. BROWN OF 
FLORIDA 

Ms. BROWN of Florida. Mr. Chair-
man, I have an amendment at the desk. 

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will re-
port the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Page 47, line 11, after the dollar amount in-

sert ‘‘(increased by $861,500,000)’’. 

Mr. DIAZ-BALART. Mr. Chairman, I 
reserve a point of order on the gentle-
woman’s amendment. 

The Acting CHAIR. A point of order 
is reserved. 

Pursuant to House Resolution 287, 
the gentlewoman from Florida and a 
Member opposed each will control 5 
minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentle-
woman from Florida. 

Ms. BROWN of Florida. Mr. Chair-
man, my amendment increases capital 
grants to Amtrak by $861 million. This 
will bring the total funding for Amtrak 
in the bill to $2 billion, equal to Am-
trak’s fiscal year 2016 budget request to 
Congress. 

This bill, as if it wasn’t bad enough, 
cut $290 million from Amtrak’s capital 
program, which is used to repair and 
replace aging infrastructure on the 
Northeast corridor, including 140-year- 
old bridges and tunnels, and implement 
positive train control, a system that, 
according to the National Transpor-
tation Safety Board, would have pre-
vented the recent Amtrak derailment 
in Philadelphia. 

According to the April 2015 report to 
Congress, ‘‘At the current rate of avail-
able funding, it would take over 300 
years to replace all of the bridges on 
the Northeast corridor, well beyond the 
timeframe in which assets would sim-
ply be shut down.’’ 

The list of critical needs extends far 
beyond just bridges and tunnels. Major 
portions of Amtrak’s electrical power 
supply system date back to 1930. 

According to the commission, in 
total, $21.1 billion is needed to achieve 
a state of good repair on the corridor, 
$8.7 billion of which is needed to ad-
dress critical infrastructure needs over 
the next 5 years. 

We cannot point to the recent Am-
trak derailment and say that it was di-
rectly caused by a lack of investment. 
That is true. But we do know from the 
NTSB that it was preventable had posi-
tive train control been installed on 
that section of track. 

Amtrak included $36.4 million in 
their $2 billion fiscal year 2016 budget 
request to Congress. Amtrak testified 
at a hearing in the Transportation and 
Infrastructure Committee yesterday 
that had they been provided adequate 
funding from the get-go, they would 
have been able to implement positive 
train control sooner. 

The impact of this tragic accident 
could also have been lessened had the 
Republican-controlled Congress not de-
nied Amtrak’s request for funding to 
replace passenger cars that date back 
to 1975 with newer cars. 

At this time, I yield to the gen-
tleman from Philadelphia, Pennsyl-
vania (Mr. FATTAH). 

Mr. FATTAH. Mr. Chairman, I rise in 
support of this amendment. 

I think it is critically important that 
we understand that the President re-
quested an increase in capital allot-
ments for Amtrak. Not only was that 
not honored, but we actually went with 
the wisdom of the majority: we actu-
ally cut last year’s number by over 
$250-plus million. 

This is a move in the wrong direction 
for our country, and I hope that 
through the gentlewoman’s amend-
ment, we can reverse that. So I stand 
in support of it, and I hope that the 
majority would allow us to proceed to 
a vote. 

Ms. BROWN of Florida. I reserve the 
balance of my time. 

POINT OF ORDER 
Mr. DIAZ-BALART. Mr. Chairman, 

the amendment proposes a net increase 
in budget authority in the bill. 

The amendment is not in order under 
section 3(d)(3) of House Resolution 5 of 
the 114th Congress, which states the 
following: 

‘‘It shall not be in order to consider 
an amendment to a general appropria-
tions bill proposing a net increase in 
budget authority in the bill unless con-
sidered en bloc with another amend-
ment or amendments proposing an 
equal or greater decrease in such budg-
et authority pursuant to clause 2(f) of 
rule XXI.’’ 
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The amendment proposes a net in-

crease in budget authority in the bill 
in violation of such section. 

I ask for a ruling from the Chair. 
The Acting CHAIR. Does any other 

Member wish to be heard on the point 
of order? 

Ms. BROWN of Florida. Mr. Chair-
man, I wish to be heard on the point of 
order. 

The Acting CHAIR. The gentlewoman 
from Florida is recognized. 

Ms. BROWN of Florida. Mr. Chair-
man, just a few short weeks ago, House 
Republicans passed a bill cutting taxes 
by $269 billion for their wealthiest 
friends, yet we can’t find $2 billion for 
Amtrak to make it safe? 

My friend from Florida, this is unac-
ceptable; shame. 

The Acting CHAIR. The gentlewoman 
needs to confine her remarks to the 
point of order. 

Ms. BROWN of Florida. I thought I 
was speaking to the point of order, sir. 

That is my point. We cut $269 billion, 
and we can’t find $2 billion to make 
Amtrak safe? That is the point. 

The Acting CHAIR. The Chair is pre-
pared to rule. 

The gentleman from Florida makes a 
point of order that the amendment of-
fered by the gentlewoman from Florida 
violates section 3(d)(3) of House Reso-
lution 5. 

Section 3(d)(3) establishes a point of 
order against an amendment proposing 
a net increase in budgetary authority 
in the pending bill. 

As persuasively asserted by the gen-
tleman from Florida, the amendment 
proposes a net increase in budget au-
thority in the bill. Therefore, the point 
of order is sustained. The amendment 
is not in order. 

AMENDMENT OFFERED BY MR. BROOKS OF 
ALABAMA 

Mr. BROOKS of Alabama. Mr. Chair-
man, I have an amendment at the desk. 

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will re-
port the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Page 47, strike line 4 and all that follows 

through page 49, line 8. 

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to 
House Resolution 287, the gentleman 
from Alabama and a Member opposed 
each will control 5 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Alabama. 

Mr. BROOKS of Alabama. Mr. Chair-
man, my first amendment, Brooks No. 
19, strikes $288.5 million in operating 
subsidies for Amtrak. This second 
amendment, which is Brooks No. 21, 
strikes capital and debt service sub-
sidies that total $850 million per year 
to get to the point where we can strike 
all taxpayer subsidies for Amtrak. 

I would rely on the arguments pre-
viously made with respect to my first 
amendment to support this second 
amendment. 

I would add, however, that I have 
heard some comments about the safety 
associated with Amtrak. I would em-
phasize at this point that if you want 
safety with rail service, probably the 

best thing to do is to put it in the pri-
vate sector and eliminate Amtrak alto-
gether. 

Look at airlines, air carriers; they 
are private sector and are much safer 
than Amtrak. Look at buses; they are 
private sector and are safer than Am-
trak. And I would submit that if lives 
are what concern the opponents to 
these amendments that they would 
propose putting Amtrak into private 
hands in order to have the same kind of 
safety record that we have with buses, 
air carriers, and other modes of private 
transportation. 

Mr. Chairman, at this point, I reserve 
the balance of my time. 

Mr. PRICE of North Carolina. Mr. 
Chairman, I rise in opposition to the 
amendment. 

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman is 
recognized for 5 minutes. 

Mr. PRICE of North Carolina. Mr. 
Chairman, I very strongly oppose this 
amendment which, like the gentle-
man’s previous amendment, would es-
sentially end passenger rail service in 
this country. It is just that drastic. It 
is also targeting passenger rail in a 
way that obscures the fact that every 
mode of transportation in this country 
is subsidized. It is in the public interest 
to maintain diverse modes of transpor-
tation that serve our various transpor-
tation needs and our various popu-
lation centers. 

Amtrak provides an invaluable serv-
ice to this country: 500 destinations in 
46 States, connecting small commu-
nities that don’t have access to air 
service. 

Amtrak is popular with the Amer-
ican people. It is increasingly being 
taken advantage of. In the last 11 
years, 10 consecutive years of record 
ridership, serving nearly 32 million pas-
sengers last year. 

Without Amtrak’s service in the 
Northeast corridor, where would we be? 
There would be virtual gridlock in New 
York’s airports, but it is not just the 
Northeast corridor. I come from a 
State that had the insight years ago to 
invest in State Amtrak service, and 
now Amtrak is the preferred mode of 
transportation for thousands of people 
between Raleigh and Charlotte, with 
three full routes a day in each direc-
tion. 

This is an irresponsible amendment. 
It will eliminate thousands of jobs. It 
will harm local economies. And it will 
violate labor agreements. There is so 
much wrong with this. 

I urge its rejection and yield back 
the balance of my time. 

Mr. BROOKS of Alabama. Mr. Chair-
man, I would submit that the argu-
ment that this would end rail service is 
absolutely false and is not supported 
by history. Nothing in history supports 
the gentleman’s argument. However 
well-intentioned, the evidence is clear. 

Freight rail, the same kind of argu-
ment was made. Subsidies were ended. 
It went into the private sector. It sur-
vives and thrives today. 

There is an argument that buses and 
air carriers are somehow or another 

subsidized. I would submit that what 
we are talking about, there are user 
fees and there are gasoline taxes and 
diesel taxes that pay for those roads 
that buses use, and there are air pas-
senger charges that pay for the cost of 
those airports that air carriers use. 

So with that as a backdrop, I would 
submit that it is time for Amtrak pas-
sengers to pay their own way. It is 
time for Amtrak passengers to quit 
riding on the backs of other taxpayers. 
They have the ability to pay their own 
way. The rest of the country is ex-
pected to pay their own way when they 
travel. As such, I would ask this body 
to adopt my amendment. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 
The Acting CHAIR. The question is 

on the amendment offered by the gen-
tleman from Alabama (Mr. BROOKS). 

The question was taken; and the Act-
ing Chair announced that the ayes ap-
peared to have it. 

Mr. PRICE of North Carolina. Mr. 
Chairman, I demand a recorded vote. 

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to 
clause 6 of rule XVIII, further pro-
ceedings on the amendment offered by 
the gentleman from Alabama will be 
postponed. 

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will 
read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

ADMINISTRATIVE PROVISIONS—FEDERAL 
RAILROAD ADMINISTRATION 

SEC. 150. The Secretary of Transportation 
may receive and expend cash, or receive and 
utilize spare parts and similar items, from 
non-United States Government sources to re-
pair damages to or replace United States 
Government owned automated track inspec-
tion cars and equipment as a result of third- 
party liability for such damages, and any 
amounts collected under this section shall be 
credited directly to the Safety and Oper-
ations account of the Federal Railroad Ad-
ministration, and shall remain available 
until expended for the repair, operation and 
maintenance of automated track inspection 
cars and equipment in connection with the 
automated track inspection program. 

SEC. 151. None of the funds provided to the 
National Railroad Passenger Corporation 
may be used to fund any overtime costs in 
excess of $35,000 for any individual employee: 
Provided, That the President of Amtrak may 
waive the cap set in the previous proviso for 
specific employees when the President of 
Amtrak determines such a cap poses a risk 
to the safety and operational efficiency of 
the system: Provided further, That Amtrak 
shall report to the House and Senate Com-
mittees on Appropriations each quarter of 
the calendar year on waivers granted to em-
ployees and amounts paid above the cap for 
each month within such quarter and delin-
eate the reasons each waiver was granted: 
Provided further, That the President of Am-
trak shall report to the House and Senate 
Committees on Appropriations by March 1, 
2016, a summary of all overtime payments in-
curred by the Corporation for 2015 and the 
three prior calendar years: Provided further, 
That such summary shall include the total 
number of employees that received waivers 
and the total overtime payments the Cor-
poration paid to those employees receiving 
waivers for each month for 2015 and for the 
three prior calendar years. 
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FEDERAL TRANSIT ADMINISTRATION 

ADMINISTRATIVE EXPENSES 
For necessary administrative expenses of 

the Federal Transit Administration’s pro-
grams authorized by chapter 53 of title 49, 
United States Code, $102,933,000, of which not 
more than $4,000,000 shall be available to 
carry out the provisions of 49 U.S.C. 5329 and 
not less than $750,000 shall be available to 
carry out the provisions of 49 U.S.C. 5326: 
Provided, That none of the funds provided or 
limited in this Act may be used to create a 
permanent office of transit security under 
this heading: Provided further, That upon 
submission to the Congress of the fiscal year 
2017 President’s budget, the Secretary of 
Transportation shall transmit to Congress 
the annual report on New Starts, including 
proposed allocations for fiscal year 2017. 

b 2230 

AMENDMENT OFFERED BY MR. LANGEVIN 
Mr. LANGEVIN. Mr. Chairman, I 

have an amendment at the desk. 
The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will re-

port the amendment. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Page 50, line 25, after the dollar amount, 

insert ‘‘(decreased by $2,000,000)’’. 
Page 52, line 13, after the dollar amount, 

insert ‘‘(increased by $2,000,000)’’. 

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to 
House Resolution 287, the gentleman 
from Rhode Island and a Member op-
posed each will control 5 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Rhode Island. 

Mr. LANGEVIN. Mr. Chairman, I 
yield myself such time as I may con-
sume. 

Mr. Chairman, the amendment I am 
offering today with my good friends 
Congressmen QUIGLEY and 
BUTTERFIELD will return funding for 
FTA Technical Assistance and Train-
ing back to its 2014 level. Older adults 
and individuals with disabilities dis-
proportionately rely on public transit 
to live, learn, get to work and access 
recreation in their communities. The 
Technical Assistance and Training dol-
lars made available by this amendment 
will help increase mobility for people 
with disabilities and older adults. By 
providing this assistance to our transit 
systems and services, we can ensure 
that they become more accessible for 
those who rely on them the most. 

Mr. Chairman, FTA has a long his-
tory of working with Easter Seals, the 
National Association of Area Agencies 
on Aging, and others to provide train-
ing, technical assistance, and other 
problem-solving support to the transit 
industry, people with disabilities, and 
older adults; and it is imperative that 
this work continue as more people age 
and more people with disabilities seek 
to live as independently as possible. 

Now, in order to realize this goal, 
FTA needs adequate resources to sup-
port these technical assistance activi-
ties. To that end, my amendment will 
increase funding by $2 million for FTA 
Technical Assistance and Training and 
reduce, by an equivalent amount, fund-
ing for FTA administrative expenses. 

Mr. Chairman, the House adopted 
this exact amendment last year to re-
store FTA Technical Assistance and 

Training to $5 million. Unfortunately, 
it was cut to $3 million in this bill. My 
amendment will simply restore the 
funds back to the fiscal year ’15 House- 
adopted level of $5 million. 

With that, Mr. Chairman, I ask that 
my colleagues support this amend-
ment, which will provide a world of 
benefit to all those that it serves. 

I thank my colleagues today for their 
consideration. 

Again, I urge passage of the amend-
ment, and with that, Mr. Chairman, I 
yield back the balance of my time. 

The Acting CHAIR. The question is 
on the amendment offered by the gen-
tleman from Rhode Island (Mr. LAN-
GEVIN). 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The Clerk will read. 
Clerk read as follows: 

TRANSIT FORMULA GRANTS 
(LIQUIDATION OF CONTRACT AUTHORIZATION) 

(LIMITATION ON OBLIGATIONS) 
(HIGHWAY TRUST FUND) 

Contingent upon enactment of authoriza-
tion legislation, for payment of obligations 
incurred in the Federal Public Transpor-
tation Assistance Program in this account, 
and for payment of obligations incurred in 
carrying out the provisions of 49 U.S.C. 5305, 
5307, 5310, 5311, 5318, 5322(d), 5329(e)(6), 5335, 
5337, 5339, and 5340, as amended by Public 
Law 112–141, and section 20005(b) of Public 
Law 112–141, $9,500,000,000, to be derived from 
the Mass Transit Account of the Highway 
Trust Fund and to remain available until ex-
pended: Provided, That funds available for 
the implementation or execution of pro-
grams authorized under 49 U.S.C. 5305, 5307, 
5310, 5311, 5318, 5322(d), 5329(e)(6), 5335, 5337, 
5339, and 5340, as amended by Public Law 112– 
141, and section 20005(b) of Public Law 112– 
141, shall not exceed total obligations of 
$8,595,000,000 in fiscal year 2016. 

TRANSIT RESEARCH 
For necessary expenses to carry out 49 

U.S.C. 5312, $26,000,000. 
TECHNICAL ASSISTANCE AND TRAINING 

For necessary expenses to carry out 49 
U.S.C. 5314 $3,000,000. 

CAPITAL INVESTMENT GRANTS 
For necessary expenses to carry out 49 

U.S.C. 5309, $1,921,395,000, to remain available 
until expended. 

AMENDMENT OFFERED BY MR. GROTHMAN 
Mr. GROTHMAN. Mr. Chairman, I 

have an amendment at the desk. 
The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will re-

port the amendment. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Page 52, line 16, after the dollar amount, 

insert ‘‘(reduced by $230,000,000)’’. 
Page 156, line 15, after the dollar amount, 

insert ‘‘(increased by $230,000,000)’’. 

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to 
House Resolution 287, the gentleman 
from Wisconsin and a Member opposed 
each will control 5 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Wisconsin. 

Mr. GROTHMAN. Mr. Chairman, as 
you know, we are very in debt in this 
country. This budget is on path to bal-
ance the budget eventually years down 
the road, but, really, we should be 
looking to cut spending right now. 

You look at things the Federal Gov-
ernment is paying for that should be 

done locally, and one of those things is 
these new capital improvements on 
mass transit projects. I think normally 
these things do not get the ridership 
that justifies these projects, and we 
would not be doing these projects, local 
governments would not be applying for 
these projects or building these 
projects if they had to pay their money 
themselves. The only reason these 
things go ahead is the Federal Govern-
ment is paying for them, and the Fed-
eral Government has no money. 

Mr. Chairman, this proposal will 
bring back down the funding on this 
line to what the Appropriations Com-
mittee wanted only 2 years ago, and for 
whatever reason, apparently in nego-
tiations, this amount went up last 
year. But I don’t think it is too much 
to ask that this House not zero out this 
line—and we could argue that we 
shouldn’t be doing this at all—but at 
least go back to the levels of 2013, espe-
cially given the huge amount of debt 
that is being piled up at this time. 

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

Mr. DIAZ-BALART. Mr. Chairman, I 
rise in opposition to the amendment. 

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman 
from Florida is recognized for 5 min-
utes. 

Mr. DIAZ-BALART. Mr. Chairman, 
the committee carefully calculated the 
New Start number to be able to accom-
modate the signed FFGAs and Small 
Starts Grant Agreements at the begin-
ning of the fiscal year. 

Again, as I submitted before, I am a 
firm believer that once you sign a 
grant agreement, then we should, 
frankly, honor that. This reduction 
would impact those signed agreements, 
and I reluctantly oppose the gentle-
man’s amendment. I know the passion 
that he has for this, but I again have to 
reluctantly oppose the gentleman’s 
amendment. 

Mr. Chairman, I yield such time as he 
may consume to the gentleman from 
North Carolina (Mr. PRICE), the rank-
ing member. 

Mr. PRICE of North Carolina. Mr. 
Chairman, I appreciate the chairman’s 
yielding. I would like to echo his oppo-
sition to this amendment. 

I have just retrieved here a list of 
New Start projects that, under the 
present funding levels of the bill, prob-
ably aren’t going to be able to be ad-
dressed. We are talking about the 
Westside project in Los Angeles. We 
are talking about San Diego, Denver, 
Baltimore, the Washington, D.C. area, 
the Maryland National Capital Purple 
Line, Minneapolis, Fort Worth. These 
are ready to go. These are ready to go 
with strong support in their commu-
nities, a strong impact on moving peo-
ple and providing jobs. It is just un-
thinkable that we would cut this fur-
ther. 

Transit is an extremely important 
mode of transportation in many of our 
cities and suburban areas too, and the 
bill is inadequate. We need to find ways 
to make it more adequate going for-
ward. 

VerDate Sep 11 2014 06:23 Jun 04, 2015 Jkt 049060 PO 00000 Frm 00090 Fmt 7634 Sfmt 0634 E:\CR\FM\A03JN7.097 H03JNPT1rf
re

de
ric

k 
on

 D
S

K
6V

P
T

V
N

1P
R

O
D

 w
ith

 H
O

U
S

E



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — HOUSE H3853 June 3, 2015 
Mr. Chairman, this amendment 

would move exactly in the wrong direc-
tion, so I urge its defeat. 

Mr. DIAZ-BALART. Mr. Chairman, I 
yield back the balance of my time. 

Mr. GROTHMAN. Mr. Chairman, I 
yield myself such time as I may con-
sume. 

Mr. Chairman, it is all fine and good 
to move forward, but we are going to 
borrow about 14 percent of this budget, 
and we have got to stop saying when-
ever we see a spending item it is time 
to move forward. I think what we have 
to do here is—I can certainly under-
stand if we made commitments today, 
I can understand how people of good-
will would not want this amendment. 
But if this amendment doesn’t pass, 
then I think we have to make doubly 
certain that a year from now we have a 
dramatic reduction here. 

If there are any of these projects that 
are that important, the local unit of 
government can fund it. There is no 
surer way to overspend than have the 
Federal Government give grants to 
local units of government that they 
would never dream of spending them-
selves. 

That is what is going on here, Mr. 
Chairman, and I yield back the balance 
of my time. 

The Acting CHAIR. The question is 
on the amendment offered by the gen-
tleman from Wisconsin (Mr. 
GROTHMAN). 

The amendment was rejected. 
The Clerk will read. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
GRANTS TO THE WASHINGTON METROPOLITAN 

AREA TRANSIT AUTHORITY 
For grants to the Washington Metropoli-

tan Area Transit Authority as authorized 
under section 601 of division B of Public Law 
110–432, $100,000,000, to remain available until 
expended: Provided, That the Secretary shall 
approve grants for capital and preventive 
maintenance expenditures for the Wash-
ington Metropolitan Area Transit Authority 
only after receiving and reviewing a request 
for each specific project: Provided further, 
That prior to approving such grants, the Sec-
retary shall certify that the Washington 
Metropolitan Area Transit Authority is 
making significant progress in eliminating 
the material weaknesses, significant defi-
ciencies, and minor control deficiencies iden-
tified in the most recent Financial Manage-
ment Oversight Review: Provided further, 
That the Secretary shall determine that the 
Washington Metropolitan Area Transit Au-
thority has placed the highest priority on 
those investments that will improve the 
safety of the system before approving such 
grants: Provided further, That the Secretary, 
in order to ensure safety throughout the rail 
system, may waive the requirements of sec-
tion 601(e)(1) of title VI of Public Law 110–432 
(112 Stat. 4968). 

AMENDMENT NO. 5 OFFERED BY MR. MICA 
Mr. MICA. Mr. Chairman, I have an 

amendment at the desk. 
The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will 

designate the amendment. 
The text of the amendment is as fol-

lows: 
Page 53, line 11, strike the colon and all 

that follows through line 15 and insert a pe-
riod. 

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to 
House Resolution 287, the gentleman 

from Florida (Mr. MICA) and a Member 
opposed each will control 5 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Florida. 

Mr. MICA. My colleagues, at this late 
hour, this is a simple amendment. It 
strikes a waiver that was granted to 
the Washington Metropolitan Area 
Transit Authority, and it is a waiver 
that has been in place for several 
years. It waives the requirements for 
them to complete installation of cel-
lular service in the tunnels of the 
Metro system in Washington, D.C. 
That waiver allows them to continue 
to receive Federal funds but not have 
made the installation. 

It is funny because congressional 
staffers said: Well, Mr. MICA, why are 
you doing this? I am doing this be-
cause, as the chairman of a sub-
committee on transportation over-
sight, I had to conduct a hearing after 
the January 12 deadly incident in the 
Washington area Metro. You may re-
call at L’Enfant Plaza, on the Yellow 
Line, there was an incident in which 
smoke filled the tunnel. A passenger 
train was left outside of the station. 

I might say that, back in 2008, we set 
up a requirement that we have at the 
stations, within 1 year, Metro cellular 
service, and then by 4 years later, the 
entire system. So they were given from 
2008 to 2012 to complete the system. 
They never completed the system. One 
individual died, others were injured, 
and we disrupted service. It was a day 
from hell in Washington, D.C. 

Mr. Chairman, they never completed 
the job. They said they were going to 
complete the job right after 2012. They 
did not complete the job. They said it 
would be done in 2015. The last time I 
checked, it is 2015. It won’t be done in 
2015. They will not even sit down with 
the carriers who will install this equip-
ment, and it is really at no cost to 
Metro. 

I have talked to Mr. CONNOLLY, the 
gentleman from Virginia; I have talked 
to Mrs. COMSTOCK, the gentlewoman 
from Virginia; I have talked to Mr. 
HOYER, the gentleman from Maryland; 
and others. We have all had it with 
Metro not complying with us. 

This waiver was put in to give them 
the opportunity to comply, and they 
haven’t complied. Now it is in here 
again, and I am offering, in this amend-
ment, to take it out. 

I yield such time as he may consume 
to the gentleman from Florida (Mr. 
DIAZ-BALART), the chairman, for com-
ment. 

Mr. DIAZ-BALART. I want to thank 
the gentleman for yielding to me. 

Mr. Chairman, when the gentleman 
from Florida is talking about this 
issue, I think all of us should be very, 
very concerned. I will tell you I think 
that the gentleman from Florida has 
been beyond reasonable, has tried to 
get folks to do what they were, again, 
supposed to do, and they have not done 
it. 

So I just want to let the gentleman 
from Florida know that I am looking 

forward, and I am committed to mak-
ing sure that this issue is solved one 
way or another. I am hoping that it is 
solved in a nice, positive way. But oth-
erwise, I want to let the gentleman 
from Florida know that I will be work-
ing with him to make sure that we 
hold folks accountable. 

Mr. MICA. Again, Mr. Chairman, I 
am willing to work with everyone. 
Again, I have had to conduct oversight 
over a tragedy that could have and 
should have been prevented. 

Here is the latest headline: ‘‘Can You 
Hear Me Now? In Metro Tunnels, An-
swer Is ‘Not Yet.’ ’’ 

Mr. Chairman, I yield such time as he 
may consume to the gentleman from 
Virginia (Mr. CONNOLLY). 

Mr. CONNOLLY. Mr. Chairman, I 
thank my friend. 

Mr. Chairman, I sympathize deeply 
with the concerns expressed by my 
friend and colleague from Florida (Mr. 
MICA), and I know Metro is committed 
to working with the wireless carriers 
to ensure seamless coverage through-
out the rail system. I appreciate his 
willingness ultimately to withdraw the 
amendment so as not to jeopardize 
other vital safety improvements under-
way at Metro by conditioning the Fed-
eral commitment, which has already 
been reduced and which is matched by 
our State and local partners, on com-
pletion of this wireless upgrade. 

Without question, the January arc-
ing incident at L’Enfant Plaza under-
scored the urgent need for having 
working communications in Metro’s 
underground stations and tunnels. 
While faulty electrical wiring was to 
blame for the fire and hazardous 
smoke, a breakdown in communica-
tions, as Mr. MICA has indicated, led to 
passengers being stranded in dangerous 
conditions aboard that Yellow Line 
train for an extended period of time. It 
wasn’t just public safety personnel who 
experienced problems communicating. 
Stranded riders also reported having 
spotty or no cellular service in the tun-
nel. 

Mr. PRICE of North Carolina. Mr. 
Chairman, I rise in opposition to the 
amendment. 

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman is 
recognized for 5 minutes. 

Mr. PRICE of North Carolina. Mr. 
Chairman, I yield such time as he may 
consume to the gentleman from Vir-
ginia (Mr. CONNOLLY), our colleague, so 
he can complete his statement. 

Mr. CONNOLLY. Mr. Chairman, I 
thank my friend from North Carolina, 
the distinguished ranking member. 

Tragically, one rider—Carol Glover of 
Virginia, my home State—died as a re-
sult of smoke inhalation, and dozens of 
others required medical treatment and/ 
or hospitalization. 

b 2245 

This was, and remains, an unaccept-
able situation, and I and all of the 
members of the national capital region 
delegation are committed to working 
with the NSTB, FTA, Metro, and our 
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regional partners to ensure corrective 
actions are taken to restore public con-
fidence. 

I would note for my colleagues, the 
current Federal law already includes 
language requiring Metro riders to 
have underground access to wireless 
telecommunications services if the 
service providers work with Metro to 
install such services. Unfortunately, 
they have lagged behind again, as my 
friend from Florida has indicated. 

Congress approved that requirement 
as part of the Passenger Rail Invest-
ment and Improvement Act of 2008. One 
year later, as required by the law, the 
wireless providers did successfully es-
tablish service in the 20 busiest under-
ground rail stations. However, Con-
gress has granted an extension on the 
timeline to install wireless service to 
the tunnels and the rest of the system 
because Metro and the wireless pro-
viders have run into delays with sched-
uling work while Metro trains are not 
running, performing higher priority 
safety improvements as directed by the 
NTSB, and other factors. However, 
they continue to work toward meeting 
this requirement, albeit at a very slow 
and glacial pace. 

Metro is particularly motivated to 
complete this work as it also involves 
a parallel upgrade of its own under-
ground radio communications services. 
Metro is an essential component of this 
region’s transportation network, mov-
ing hundreds of thousands of com-
muters every day, including a signifi-
cant portion of Federal employees. It 
also serves as America’s subway, trans-
porting 12 million visitors from across 
the country to the Nation’s Capital 
each year. 

It is critical that we maintain this 
bipartisan commitment to match local 
and State funding so that Metro can 
continue working with the NTSB and 
FTA on its critical safety upgrades. 

Mr. MICA is right, and all of us from 
the national capital region agree with 
him. I pledge upon withdrawal of this 
amendment we will work with Mr. 
MICA to ensure that Metro meets dead-
lines at a much more expeditious pace 
than has been the case in the past. 

Again, I thank my friend from North 
Carolina for yielding, and I thank Mr. 
MICA for his leadership. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 
Mr. MICA. Will the gentleman from 

North Carolina yield? 
Mr. PRICE of North Carolina. I yield 

to the gentleman from Florida. 
Mr. MICA. Mr. Chairman, I just want 

to conclude. I want to thank Mr. CON-
NOLLY. I want to thank Mrs. COMSTOCK, 
and the chairman particularly, for 
working on this. 

I think we have gotten the attention 
of the Washington Metropolitan Area 
Transit Authority. We have an agree-
ment to bring the parties together as a 
result of this pending amendment. 
That is set. If it does not go through, I 
can assure you we will find a way to 
put this waiver in. 

At this time, though, I ask unani-
mous consent to withdraw my amend-

ment. I will bring the parties together 
and hopefully common sense and good 
faith will prevail. 

The Acting CHAIR. Is there objection 
to the request of the gentleman from 
Florida? 

There was no objection. 
AMENDMENT OFFERED BY MR. CONNOLLY 

Mr. CONNOLLY. Mr. Chairman, I 
have an amendment at the desk. 

Mr. DIAZ-BALART. Mr. Chairman, I 
reserve a point of order on the gentle-
man’s amendment. 

The Acting CHAIR. A point of order 
is reserved. 

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will re-
port the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Page 52, line 21, after the dollar amount, 
insert ‘‘(increased by $50,000,000)’’. 

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to 
House Resolution 287, the gentleman 
from Virginia and a Member opposed 
each will control 5 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Virginia. 

Mr. CONNOLLY. Mr. Chairman, I 
thank the chair. 

I rise to offer an amendment with my 
colleagues in the national capital re-
gion that would restore full funding of 
the Federal commitment for vital rider 
safety improvements to ‘‘America’s 
Subway,’’ the Washington Metropoli-
tan Area Transit Authority, or Metro. 

Let me remind my colleagues, this is 
not like the traditional transit or cap-
ital funding under the Department of 
Transportation. The Passenger Rail In-
vestment Improvement Act of 2008 spe-
cifically authorized a $150 million an-
nual Federal commitment for 10 years, 
and Congress has worked in bipartisan 
fashion the past 6 years to fulfill that. 
It was a Republican initiative initiated 
and authored by my predecessor, Re-
publican member Tom Davis of Vir-
ginia. 

As required by law, the Federal fund-
ing is matched dollar for dollar, with 
$150 million coming from Virginia, 
Maryland, and the District of Colum-
bia. 

I appreciate the efforts of my fellow 
Virginian, Mr. RIGELL, and the sub-
committee chairman, my friend, Mr. 
DIAZ-BALART, to try to work with us to 
restore some of the funding at full 
committee markup. But reducing any 
of this funding would renege on the 
Federal commitment and jeopardize 
the successful local-State-Federal part-
nership we have worked so hard to cre-
ate. 

It would also open the door for our 
partners to pull back on their commit-
ments commensurately, which would 
only exacerbate Metro’s challenge in 
upgrading its aging infrastructure. 

This partnership is funding critical 
safety improvements throughout the 
system identified by Metro itself, the 
National Transportation Safety Board, 
and the Federal Transit Administra-
tion following the tragic 2009 Red Line 
accident and the recent tragedy on the 
Yellow Line this past January. The 

most visible improvement is the pur-
chase of 7000-series new rail cars with 
advanced crash-resilient technology 
and extra capacity to replace the old-
est and original cars in the fleet. 

Congress and the Federal Govern-
ment have a responsibility in the oper-
ation and safety of Metro. Half of all 
Metro stations are located on Federal 
property, and approximately 40 percent 
of rush-hour riders on Metro are, in 
fact, Federal employees, including 
many Members of Congress and their 
staffs. 

It is critical we maintain this bipar-
tisan commitment to match local and 
State funding so that Metro can con-
tinue making these safety upgrades. 

I want to thank Mr. HOYER, Ms. NOR-
TON, Mr. VAN HOLLEN, Ms. EDWARDS, 
Mr. SARBANES, Mr. DELANEY, Mr. 
BEYER, and my friend Mrs. COMSTOCK 
for working with us on this regional 
priority. 

I now yield the balance of my time to 
the distinguished delegate from the 
District of Columbia (Ms. NORTON). 

Ms. NORTON. Mr. Chairman, I thank 
my good friend for yielding and as a co-
sponsor of this amendment, which has 
profound safety implications for Amer-
ica’s subway. I think it is so urgent 
that a member of the Appropriations 
Committee has already restored $25 
million. 

This was a partnership, a partnership 
between the Federal Government and 
Maryland, Virginia, and the District of 
Columbia. It became real after there 
was a crash that took the lives of nine 
District of Columbia residents in 2009. 

This is a unique transit agency. This 
is where staff of this body, this is 
where visitors from all over the world 
ride. If this funding is delayed, it will 
delay the crashworthy 7000-series 
trains. It is in trains that were not 
crashworthy that we lost lives. We beg 
that this funding be restored. 

The District, Maryland, and Virginia 
are each fulfilling their part of the 
partnership. It is up to the Federal 
Government to do our part and fulfill 
our part. Don’t break the partnership 
open now. 

Mr. CONNOLLY. Mr. Chairman, I re-
serve the balance of my time. 

Mr. DIAZ-BALART. Mr. Chairman, I 
claim the time in opposition, and I con-
tinue to reserve my point of order. 

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman 
from Florida is recognized for 5 min-
utes. 

Mr. DIAZ-BALART. Mr. Chairman, I 
yield to the gentlewoman from Vir-
ginia (Mrs. COMSTOCK), who, obviously, 
is very passionate about this issue. 

Mrs. COMSTOCK. Mr. Chairman, I 
thank the gentleman for yielding, and 
I rise as a cosponsor of the amendment 
in support of the amendment. 

Mr. Chairman, as been pointed out by 
my colleagues, Congress did make a 10- 
year statutory commitment as a Fed-
eral partner, a 50–50 partner, to provide 
capital grant money to the Washington 
Metropolitan Area Transit Authority. 
This funding has been used for vital 
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capital and safety improvements on 
the Metro system that so many of our 
constituents and our staff and tourists, 
people from all over the world, travel 
on every day. 

As part of that agreement, matching 
grant money from the Commonwealth 
of Virginia, the District of Columbia, 
and the State of Maryland have all sup-
plemented this in a full 50–50 match. 
This is truly a good partnership that 
has worked well since the bill was 
passed in 2008, and we should continue 
to fulfill that commitment. 

This amendment would restore the 
already obligated funding to the bill 
and keep the promise that we have al-
ready made. Metro needs these impor-
tant funds for capital improvements 
that will address important safety con-
cerns. 

I appreciate the opportunity to join 
my colleagues in the national capital 
area in support of this amendment. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 
POINT OF ORDER 

Mr. DIAZ-BALART. Mr. Chairman, I 
insist on my point of order. 

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman 
will state his point of order. 

Mr. DIAZ-BALART. Mr. Chairman, 
the amendment proposes a net increase 
in budget authority in the bill. 

The amendment is not in order under 
section 3(d)(3) of House Resolution 5, 
114th Congress, which states the fol-
lowing: 

‘‘It shall not be in order to consider 
an amendment to a general appropria-
tions bill proposing a net increase in 
budget authority in the bill unless con-
sidered en bloc with another amend-
ment or amendments proposing an 
equal or greater decrease in such budg-
et authority pursuant to clause 2(f) of 
rule XXI. 

Mr. Chairman, the amendment pro-
poses a net increase in budget author-
ity in the bill in violation of such sec-
tion. 

I respectfully ask for a ruling from 
the Chair. 

The Acting CHAIR. Does any other 
Member wish to be heard on the point 
of order? 

Mr. CONNOLLY. Mr. Chairman, I rise 
in opposition to the invocation of the 
point of order. 

This is a provision that has been in 
law for the past 6 years, and I believe 
that it ought to be enshrined in law for 
a 7th. We represent the entire National 
Capital Region. This is a unique region. 
This is the Nation’s Capital. And we 
ought not to be reneging on a deal that 
was worked out with great effort 6 
years ago based on a point of order. 

With that, I oppose the point of 
order, Mr. Chairman. 

The Acting CHAIR. The Chair is pre-
pared to rule. 

The gentleman from Florida makes a 
point of order that the amendment of-
fered by the gentleman from Virginia 
violates section 3(d)(3) of House Reso-
lution 5. 

Section 3(d)(3) establishes a point of 
order against an amendment proposing 

a net increase in budget authority in 
the pending bill. 

As persuasively asserted by the gen-
tleman from Florida, the amendment 
proposes a net increase in budget au-
thority in the bill. Therefore, the point 
of order is sustained. The amendment 
is not in order. 

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will 
read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
ADMINISTRATIVE PROVISIONS—FEDERAL 

TRANSIT ADMINISTRATION 
SEC. 160. The limitations on obligations for 

the programs of the Federal Transit Admin-
istration shall not apply to any authority 
under 49 U.S.C. 5338, previously made avail-
able for obligation, or to any other authority 
previously made available for obligation. 

SEC. 161. Notwithstanding any other provi-
sion of law, funds appropriated or limited by 
this Act under the heading Fixed Guideway 
Capital Investment of the Federal Transit 
Administration for projects specified in this 
Act or identified in reports accompanying 
this Act not obligated by September 30, 2020, 
and other recoveries, shall be directed to 
projects eligible to use the funds for the pur-
poses for which they were originally pro-
vided. 

SEC. 162. Notwithstanding any other provi-
sion of law, any funds appropriated before 
October 1, 2015, under any section of chapter 
53 of title 49, United States Code, that re-
main available for expenditure, may be 
transferred to and administered under the 
most recent appropriation heading for any 
such section. 

SEC. 163. Notwithstanding any other provi-
sion of law, none of the funds made available 
in this Act shall be used to enter into a full 
funding grant agreement for a project with a 
New Starts share greater than 50 percent. 

SEC. 164. (a) LOSS OF ELIGIBILITY.—Except 
as provided in subsection (b), none of the 
funds in this or any other Act may be avail-
able to advance in any way a new light or 
heavy rail project towards a full funding 
grant agreement as defined by 49 U.S.C. 5309 
for the Metropolitan Transit Authority of 
Harris County, Texas if the proposed capital 
project is constructed on or planned to be 
constructed on Richmond Avenue west of 
South Shepherd Drive or on Post Oak Boule-
vard north of Richmond Avenue in Houston, 
Texas. 

(b) EXCEPTION FOR A NEW ELECTION.—The 
Metropolitan Transit Authority of Harris 
County, Texas, may attempt to construct or 
construct a new fixed guideway capital 
project, including light rail, in the locations 
referred to in subsection (a) if— 

(1) voters in the jurisdiction that includes 
such locations approve a ballot proposition 
that specifies routes on Richmond Avenue 
west of South Shepherd Drive or on Post Oak 
Boulevard north of Richmond Avenue in 
Houston, Texas; and 

(2) the proposed construction of such 
routes is part of a comprehensive, multi- 
modal, service-area wide transportation plan 
that includes multiple additional segments 
of fixed guideway capital projects, including 
light rail for the jurisdiction set forth in the 
ballot proposition. The ballot language shall 
include reasonable cost estimates, sources of 
revenue to be used and the total amount of 
bonded indebtedness to be incurred as well as 
a description of each route and the beginning 
and end point of each proposed transit 
project. 

SAINT LAWRENCE SEAWAY DEVELOPMENT 
CORPORATION 

The Saint Lawrence Seaway Development 
Corporation is hereby authorized to make 

such expenditures, within the limits of funds 
and borrowing authority available to the 
Corporation, and in accord with law, and to 
make such contracts and commitments with-
out regard to fiscal year limitations as pro-
vided by section 104 of the Government Cor-
poration Control Act, as amended, as may be 
necessary in carrying out the programs set 
forth in the Corporation’s budget for the cur-
rent fiscal year. 

OPERATIONS AND MAINTENANCE 

(HARBOR MAINTENANCE TRUST FUND) 

For necessary expenses to conduct the op-
erations, maintenance, and capital asset re-
newal activities of those portions of the 
Saint Lawrence Seaway owned, operated, 
and maintained by the Saint Lawrence Sea-
way Development Corporation, $32,042,000, to 
be derived from the Harbor Maintenance 
Trust Fund, pursuant to Public Law 99–662. 

MARITIME ADMINISTRATION 

MARITIME SECURITY PROGRAM 

For necessary expenses to maintain and 
preserve a U.S.-flag merchant fleet to serve 
the national security needs of the United 
States, $186,000,000, to remain available until 
expended. 

OPERATIONS AND TRAINING 

For necessary expenses of operations and 
training activities authorized by law, 
$164,158,000, of which $22,000,000 shall remain 
available until expended for maintenance 
and repair of training ships at State Mari-
time Academies, and of which $5,000,000 shall 
remain available until expended for National 
Security Multi-Mission Vessel design for 
State Maritime Academies and National Se-
curity, and of which $2,400,000 shall remain 
available through September 30, 2017, for the 
Student Incentive Program at State Mari-
time Academies, and of which $1,200,000 shall 
remain available until expended for training 
ship fuel assistance payments, and of which 
$19,700,000 shall remain available until ex-
pended for facilities maintenance and repair, 
equipment, and capital improvements at the 
United States Merchant Marine Academy, 
and of which $3,000,000 shall remain available 
through September 30, 2017, for Maritime En-
vironment and Technology Assistance 
grants, contracts, and cooperative agree-
ment: Provided, That amounts apportioned 
for the United States Merchant Marine 
Academy shall be available only upon allot-
ments made personally by the Secretary of 
Transportation or the Assistant Secretary 
for Budget and Programs: Provided further, 
That the Superintendent, Deputy Super-
intendent and the Director of the Office of 
Resource Management of the United States 
Merchant Marine Academy may not be allot-
ment holders for the United States Merchant 
Marine Academy, and the Administrator of 
the Maritime Administration shall hold all 
allotments made by the Secretary of Trans-
portation or the Assistant Secretary for 
Budget and Programs under the previous 
proviso: Provided further, That 50 percent of 
the funding made available for the United 
States Merchant Marine Academy under this 
heading shall be available only after the Sec-
retary, in consultation with the Super-
intendent and the Maritime Administrator, 
completes a plan detailing by program or ac-
tivity how such funding will be expended at 
the Academy, and this plan is submitted to 
the House and Senate Committees on Appro-
priations. 

SHIP DISPOSAL 

For necessary expenses related to the dis-
posal of obsolete vessels in the National De-
fense Reserve Fleet of the Maritime Admin-
istration, $4,000,000, to remain available until 
expended. 
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MARITIME GUARANTEED LOAN (TITLE XI) 

PROGRAM ACCOUNT 

(INCLUDING TRANSFER OF FUNDS) 

For necessary administrative expenses of 
the maritime guaranteed loan program, 
$3,135,000 shall be paid to the appropriations 
for ‘‘Maritime Administration—Operations 
and Training’’. 

ADMINISTRATIVE PROVISIONS—MARITIME 
ADMINISTRATION 

SEC. 170. Notwithstanding any other provi-
sion of this Act, in addition to any existing 
authority, the Maritime Administration is 
authorized to furnish utilities and services 
and make necessary repairs in connection 
with any lease, contract, or occupancy in-
volving Government property under control 
of the Maritime Administration: Provided, 
That payments received therefor shall be 
credited to the appropriation charged with 
the cost thereof and shall remain available 
until expended: Provided further, That rental 
payments under any such lease, contract, or 
occupancy for items other than such utili-
ties, services, or repairs shall be covered into 
the Treasury as miscellaneous receipts. 

SEC. 171. None of the funds available or ap-
propriated in this Act shall be used by the 
United States Department of Transportation 
or the United States Maritime Administra-
tion to negotiate or otherwise execute, enter 
into, facilitate or perform fee-for-service 
contracts for vessel disposal, scrapping or re-
cycling, unless there is no qualified domestic 
ship recycler that will pay any sum of money 
to purchase and scrap or recycle a vessel 
owned, operated or managed by the Maritime 
Administration or that is part of the Na-
tional Defense Reserve Fleet: Provided, That 
such sales offers must be consistent with the 
solicitation and provide that the work will 
be performed in a timely manner at a facil-
ity qualified within the meaning of section 
3502 of Public Law 106–398: Provided further, 
That nothing contained herein shall affect 
the Maritime Administration’s authority to 
award contracts at least cost to the Federal 
Government and consistent with the require-
ments of 54 U.S.C. 308704, section 3502, or oth-
erwise authorized under the Federal Acquisi-
tion Regulation. 

PIPELINE AND HAZARDOUS MATERIALS SAFETY 
ADMINISTRATION 

OPERATIONAL EXPENSES 

For necessary operational expenses of the 
Pipeline and Hazardous Materials Safety Ad-
ministration, $20,725,000. 

HAZARDOUS MATERIALS SAFETY 

For expenses necessary to discharge the 
hazardous materials safety functions of the 
Pipeline and Hazardous Materials Safety Ad-
ministration, $60,500,000, of which $7,570,000 
shall remain available until September 30, 
2018: Provided, That up to $800,000 in fees col-
lected under 49 U.S.C. 5108(g) shall be depos-
ited in the general fund of the Treasury as 
offsetting receipts: Provided further, That 
there may be credited to this appropriation, 
to be available until expended, funds re-
ceived from States, counties, municipalities, 
other public authorities, and private sources 
for expenses incurred for training, for re-
ports publication and dissemination, and for 
travel expenses incurred in performance of 
hazardous materials exemptions and approv-
als functions. 

PIPELINE SAFETY 

(PIPELINE SAFETY FUND) 

(OIL SPILL LIABILITY TRUST FUND) 

For expenses necessary to conduct the 
functions of the pipeline safety program, for 
grants-in-aid to carry out a pipeline safety 
program, as authorized by 49 U.S.C. 60107, 
and to discharge the pipeline program re-

sponsibilities of the Oil Pollution Act of 1990, 
$145,870,000, of which $19,500,000 shall be de-
rived from the Oil Spill Liability Trust Fund 
and shall remain available until September 
30, 2018; and of which $124,500,000 shall be de-
rived from the Pipeline Safety Fund, of 
which $66,309,000 shall remain available until 
September 30, 2018: Provided, That not less 
than $1,000,000 of the funds provided under 
this heading shall be for the One-Call state 
grant program. 

b 2300 

AMENDMENT OFFERED BY MRS. CAPPS 
Mrs. CAPPS. Mr. Chairman, I have 

an amendment at the desk. 
The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will re-

port the amendment. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Page 61, line 22, strike the period at the 

end insert the following: ‘‘: Provided further, 
That not less than $1,000,000 of the funds pro-
vided under this heading shall be for the fi-
nalization and implementation of rules re-
quired under section 60102(n) of title 49, 
United States Code, and section 8(b)(3) of the 
Pipeline Safety, Regulatory Certainty, and 
Job Creation Act of 2011 (49 U.S.C. 60108 note; 
125 Stat. 1911).’’. 

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to 
House Resolution 287, the gentlewoman 
from California and a Member opposed 
each will control 5 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentle-
woman from California. 

Mrs. CAPPS. Mr. Chairman, I offer 
an amendment that will take a modest 
step forward to improve pipeline safe-
ty. This issue is of particular impor-
tance to me and to my constituents. 

Two weeks ago, more than 100,000 
gallons of crude oil spilled from the 
ruptured Plains All American Pipeline 
along the treasured Gaviota Coast, in 
my district, just north of Santa Bar-
bara. The oil quickly flowed under the 
highway, onto the beach, and into the 
ocean where the oil slick spread south 
for miles along the coastline, affecting 
pristine environmental habitats, rec-
reational interests, and commercial 
fishing operations. 

While the exact causes of this spill 
are still being investigated, it is al-
ready clear that woefully inadequate 
Federal pipeline safety standards 
played a significant role, but it didn’t 
have to be this way. 

In 2011, the House worked in a bipar-
tisan way to pass the Pipeline Safety, 
Regulatory Certainty, and Job Cre-
ation Act. This law, which passed the 
House unanimously, directed the Pipe-
line and Hazardous Materials Safety 
Administration, or PHMSA, to update 
and strengthen key pipeline safety 
standards. 

The law called on PHMSA to issue a 
rule requiring automatic shutoff valves 
on new pipelines and to strengthen re-
quirements for the inclusion of leak de-
tection technologies on pipelines. 

The law required these rules to be fi-
nalized by January of last year; yet, 
here today, we are still waiting. 
PHMSA has not even issued a proposed 
rule on these commonsense regula-
tions, which passed the House unani-
mously. PHMSA continues to drag its 
feet, and communities like mine con-

tinue to pay the price. It is time for 
PHMSA to follow the law and the bi-
partisan will of Congress. 

My amendment is simple. It would 
set aside $1 million of PHMSA’s own 
budget for the finalization and imple-
mentation of these overdue pipeline 
safety and spill mitigation rules. 

My amendment would simply help 
ensure that section 4 and section 8 of 
the bipartisan 2011 pipeline safety law 
are finally implemented so that our 
Federal regulations are in line with to-
day’s reality. 

My amendment does not cost a dime, 
and it does not authorize any new pro-
grams. Section 4 requires new pipelines 
to install automatic shutoff valves, and 
section 8 requires pipeline operators to 
use the latest leak detection tech-
nologies. Both of these provisions were 
enacted unanimously by this House in 
2011. 

The pipeline that burst in my district 
did not have an automatic shutoff 
valve despite the fact that other com-
parable pipelines in the area do use 
this technology. An automatic shutoff 
valve would not have prevented the 
spill necessarily, but it certainly would 
have minimized it. It took over 2 hours 
for the pipeline operator to even iden-
tify where the pipeline had ruptured, 
let alone to actually stop the flow of 
crude oil. 

That is unacceptable. If the stand-
ards required under section 4 and sec-
tion 8 had been required of the Plains 
pipeline in my district, the spill likely 
would have been much less severe. My 
amendment would take a small, yet 
important step forward to address 
these troubling issues by pushing 
PHMSA to get its act together and fi-
nalize these rules. 

Mr. Chairman, oil and gas develop-
ment, by its nature, is a dangerous and 
dirty business. The mere fact that the 
Plains and other companies have oil 
spill contingency funds shows that 
there is no such thing as a safe pipe-
line. Spills do happen, and they will 
continue to happen as long as we de-
pend on fossil fuels for our energy 
needs. We have a responsibility, there-
fore, to do all we can to make these 
pipelines as safe as possible. 

Congress has repeatedly directed 
PHMSA to strengthen its standards; 
yet this agency has done little. My 
amendment would help hold their feet 
to the fire and get commonsense safety 
standards finalized and implemented. I 
urge my colleagues to support this 
amendment. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 
The Acting CHAIR. The question is 

on the amendment offered by the gen-
tlewoman from California (Mrs. 
CAPPS). 

The amendment was agreed to. 
AMENDMENT OFFERED BY MRS. CAPPS 

Mrs. CAPPS. Mr. Chairman, I have 
an amendment at the desk. 

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will re-
port the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Page 61, line 14, after the dollar amount, 

insert ‘‘(increased by $27,604,000)’’. 

VerDate Sep 11 2014 06:23 Jun 04, 2015 Jkt 049060 PO 00000 Frm 00094 Fmt 7634 Sfmt 0634 E:\CR\FM\A03JN7.104 H03JNPT1rf
re

de
ric

k 
on

 D
S

K
6V

P
T

V
N

1P
R

O
D

 w
ith

 H
O

U
S

E



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — HOUSE H3857 June 3, 2015 
Page 61, line 17, after the dollar amount, 

insert ‘‘(increased by $27,604,000)’’. 

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to 
House Resolution 287, the gentlewoman 
from California and a Member opposed 
each will control 5 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentle-
woman from California. 

Mrs. CAPPS. Mr. Chairman, it is no 
secret that Federal pipeline safety 
standards are in serious need of im-
provement. Despite repeated bipartisan 
efforts to strengthen these standards, 
the Pipeline and Hazardous Materials 
Safety Administration, PHMSA, has 
dragged its feet on implementing the 
new rules. 

Not only has this agency failed to 
keep up with new statutory require-
ments, they struggle to even enforce 
the rules they already have on the 
books. There are several reasons for 
this, including rapid growth in the 
miles of new pipelines to inspect and 
the need to compete with the private 
sector for the best talent while using 
limited resources. 

PHMSA’s preliminary estimate of se-
rious incidents on pipelines showed an 
increase in 2014; and, with the miles of 
pipelines only multiplying, these num-
bers will surely grow. That is why my 
amendment would increase funding for 
PHMSA’s pipeline safety program by 
$27 million, to simply match the Presi-
dent’s own fiscal year 2016 budget re-
quest. While this would not solve the 
multitude of problems facing the agen-
cy, it would certainly make a big dif-
ference in two key areas. 

First, it would help PHMSA retain 
and recruit the best inspectors and 
staff. Last year, Congress provided 
funding for 100 additional full-time em-
ployees to help PHMSA adjust to the 
increasing demand; and, as part of its 
fiscal year 2016 request, PHMSA re-
quested $15 million to fully fund and 
annualize these employees. The current 
bill only provides enough funding for 1 
year of salaries for these new employ-
ees. 

How is the agency supposed to at-
tract the best talent when they can’t 
count on paying their new employees 
for more than a year at a time? 

Second, my amendment would also 
provide requested funding for the na-
tional pipeline information exchange. 
This information exchange would be a 
comprehensive database of integrated 
pipeline safety information from 
PHMSA, from State regulators, indus-
try, and other Federal resources. 

Of the 2.6 million miles of pipeline in 
the United States, PHMSA inspects 
only 20 percent, while States monitor 
the remaining 80 percent. However, the 
information the States gather through 
inspections is neither shared among 
the States, nor with PHMSA. That is 
kind of unbelievable. It makes no 
sense. We should be doing everything 
we can to analyze and understand this 
data. 

My amendment would fund this ex-
change to help regulators be more ef-
fective and to better protect commu-

nities like mine from future spills. 
There are currently pilot information 
exchange programs in 7 States, and the 
funding provided by my amendment 
would allow PHMSA to expand these 
information exchanges to 25 States. 

Mr. Chairman, my amendment costs 
absolutely nothing from the American 
taxpayers, not one dime. The increased 
funding would come from a modest in-
crease in user fees paid into the pipe-
line safety fund. These user fees are 
paid for by the oil companies that prof-
it enormously from the oil and gas 
flowing through the pipelines that 
PHMSA oversees. 

Oil companies are seeing record prof-
its from a booming oil and gas develop-
ment industry. This is leading to more 
miles of pipeline and more risks for 
local communities like mine. The least 
they can do is ensure that the Federal 
oversight of the industry is keeping 
pace with the growth because, when 
pipelines fail, it is our local commu-
nities and our constituents, not the oil 
companies, who suffer the most. 

My amendment takes a small step 
forward to help strengthen the pipeline 
safety and oversight, and I urge my 
colleagues to support it. 

Mr. PRICE of North Carolina. Will 
the gentlewoman yield? 

Mrs. CAPPS. I yield to the gen-
tleman. 

Mr. PRICE of North Carolina. I com-
mend my colleague for offering this 
amendment, and I want to offer my 
strong support. 

Mr. Chairman, we are talking here 
about annualizing the funding—in 
other words, bringing these people on 
board permanently—for pipeline safety 
inspectors who were hired in fiscal year 
2015. We are also talking about the bet-
ter coordination of enforcement activi-
ties between Federal, State, and local 
officials. 

I would like to remind my colleagues 
we have 2.6 million miles of pipeline 
across this country. I think the number 
is maybe 548 personnel in the Pipeline 
and Hazardous Materials Safety Ad-
ministration. 

This is an enormous task. The gen-
tlewoman’s amendment would greatly 
improve our capacity to address this 
challenge, and I urge its adoption. 

Mrs. CAPPS. Mr. Chair, I reserve the 
balance of my time. 

Mr. DIAZ-BALART. Mr. Chairman, I 
claim the time in opposition. 

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman 
from Florida is recognized for 5 min-
utes. 

Mr. DIAZ-BALART. The authoriza-
tion for this program expires this year, 
Mr. Chairman. Frankly, there are 
many questions, and it is not really 
clear whether or not the next author-
ization would accommodate this fund-
ing fee level. I understand the gentle-
woman’s passion, but I must respect-
fully urge a ‘‘no’’ vote on this amend-
ment. 

I reserve the balance of my time. 
Mrs. CAPPS. Mr. Chairman, again, I 

urge the adoption of this amendment. I 

have a classic example of why it is 
needed, and I ask for your consider-
ation. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 
Mr. DIAZ-BALART. Mr. Chairman, I 

yield back the balance of my time. 
The Acting CHAIR. The question is 

on the amendment offered by the gen-
tlewoman from California (Mrs. 
CAPPS). 

The question was taken; and the Act-
ing Chair announced that the noes ap-
peared to have it. 

Mrs. CAPPS. Mr. Chairman, I de-
mand a recorded vote. 

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to 
clause 6 of rule XVIII, further pro-
ceedings on the amendment offered by 
the gentlewoman from California will 
be postponed. 

The Clerk will read. 
The Clerk read as follows: 

EMERGENCY PREPAREDNESS GRANTS 
(EMERGENCY PREPAREDNESS FUND) 

For necessary expenses to carry out 49 
U.S.C. 5128(b), $188,000, to be derived from the 
Emergency Preparedness Fund, to remain 
available until September 30, 2017: Provided, 
That notwithstanding the fiscal year limita-
tion specified in 49 U.S.C. 5116, not more 
than $28,318,000 shall be made available for 
obligation in fiscal year 2016 from amounts 
made available by 49 U.S.C. 5116(i), and 
5128(b) and (c): Provided further, That not-
withstanding 49 U.S.C. 5116(i)(4), not more 
than 4 percent of the amounts made avail-
able from this account shall be available to 
pay administrative costs: Provided further, 
That none of the funds made available by 49 
U.S.C. 5116(i), 5128(b), or 5128(c) shall be made 
available for obligation by individuals other 
than the Secretary of Transportation, or his 
or her designee. 

OFFICE OF INSPECTOR GENERAL 
SALARIES AND EXPENSES 

For necessary expenses of the Office of the 
Inspector General to carry out the provisions 
of the Inspector General Act of 1978, as 
amended, $86,223,000: Provided, That the In-
spector General shall have all necessary au-
thority, in carrying out the duties specified 
in the Inspector General Act, as amended (5 
U.S.C. App. 3), to investigate allegations of 
fraud, including false statements to the gov-
ernment (18 U.S.C. 1001), by any person or en-
tity that is subject to regulation by the De-
partment: Provided further, That the funds 
made available under this heading may be 
used to investigate, pursuant to section 41712 
of title 49, United States Code: (1) unfair or 
deceptive practices and unfair methods of 
competition by domestic and foreign air car-
riers and ticket agents; and (2) the compli-
ance of domestic and foreign air carriers 
with respect to item (1) of this proviso: Pro-
vided further, That hereafter funds trans-
ferred to the Office of the Inspector General 
through forfeiture proceedings or from the 
Department of Justice Assets Forfeiture 
Fund or the Department of the Treasury 
Forfeiture Fund, as a participating agency, 
as an equitable share from the forfeiture of 
property in investigations in which the Of-
fice of Inspector General participates, or 
through the granting of a Petition for Re-
mission or Mitigation, shall be deposited to 
the credit of this account for law enforce-
ment activities authorized under the Inspec-
tor General Act of 1978, as amended, to re-
main available until expended. 

SURFACE TRANSPORTATION BOARD 
SALARIES AND EXPENSES 

For necessary expenses of the Surface 
Transportation Board, including services au-
thorized by 5 U.S.C. 3109, $31,375,000: Provided, 
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That notwithstanding any other provision of 
law, not to exceed $1,250,000 from fees estab-
lished by the Chairman of the Surface Trans-
portation Board shall be credited to this ap-
propriation as offsetting collections and used 
for necessary and authorized expenses under 
this heading: Provided further, That the sum 
herein appropriated from the general fund 
shall be reduced on a dollar-for-dollar basis 
as such offsetting collections are received 
during fiscal year 2016, to result in a final ap-
propriation from the general fund estimated 
at no more than $30,125,000. 

GENERAL PROVISIONS—DEPARTMENT OF 
TRANSPORTATION 

SEC. 180. During the current fiscal year, ap-
plicable appropriations to the Department of 
Transportation shall be available for mainte-
nance and operation of aircraft; hire of pas-
senger motor vehicles and aircraft; purchase 
of liability insurance for motor vehicles op-
erating in foreign countries on official de-
partment business; and uniforms or allow-
ances therefor, as authorized by law (5 U.S.C. 
5901–5902). 

SEC. 181. Appropriations contained in this 
Act for the Department of Transportation 
shall be available for services as authorized 
by 5 U.S.C. 3109, but at rates for individuals 
not to exceed the per diem rate equivalent to 
the rate for an Executive Level IV. 

SEC. 182. None of the funds in this Act shall 
be available for salaries and expenses of 
more than 110 political and Presidential ap-
pointees in the Department of Transpor-
tation: Provided, That none of the personnel 
covered by this provision may be assigned on 
temporary detail outside the Department of 
Transportation. 

SEC. 183. (a) No recipient of funds made 
available in this Act shall disseminate per-
sonal information (as defined in 18 U.S.C. 
2725(3)) obtained by a State department of 
motor vehicles in connection with a motor 
vehicle record as defined in 18 U.S.C. 2725(1), 
except as provided in 18 U.S.C. 2721 for a use 
permitted under 18 U.S.C. 2721. 

(b) Notwithstanding subsection (a), the 
Secretary shall not withhold funds provided 
in this Act for any grantee if a State is in 
noncompliance with this provision. 

SEC. 184. Funds received by the Federal 
Highway Administration, Federal Transit 
Administration, and Federal Railroad Ad-
ministration from States, counties, munici-
palities, other public authorities, and private 
sources for expenses incurred for training 
may be credited respectively to the Federal 
Highway Administration’s ‘‘Federal-Aid 
Highways’’ account, the Federal Transit Ad-
ministration’s ‘‘Technical Assistance and 
Training’’ account, and to the Federal Rail-
road Administration’s ‘‘Safety and Oper-
ations’’ account, except for State rail safety 
inspectors participating in training pursuant 
to 49 U.S.C. 20105. 

SEC. 185. None of the funds in this Act to 
the Department of Transportation may be 
used to make a loan, loan guarantee, line of 
credit, or grant unless the Secretary of 
Transportation notifies the House and Sen-
ate Committees on Appropriations not less 
than 3 full business days before any project 
competitively selected to receive a discre-
tionary grant award, any discretionary grant 
award, letter of intent, loan commitment, 
loan guarantee commitment, line of credit 
commitment, or full funding grant agree-
ment totaling $750,000 or more is announced 
by the department or its modal administra-
tions from: 

(1) any discretionary grant or federal cred-
it program of the Federal Highway Adminis-
tration including the emergency relief pro-
gram; 

(2) the airport improvement program of the 
Federal Aviation Administration; 

(3) any program of the Federal Railroad 
Administration; 

(4) any program of the Federal Transit Ad-
ministration other than the formula grants 
and fixed guideway modernization programs; 

(5) any program of the Maritime Adminis-
tration; or 

(6) any funding provided under the head-
ings ‘‘National Infrastructure Investments’’ 
in this Act: 

Provided, That the Secretary gives concur-
rent notification to the House and Senate 
Committees on Appropriations for any 
‘‘quick release’’ of funds from the emergency 
relief program: Provided further, That no no-
tification shall involve funds that are not 
available for obligation. 

SEC. 186. Rebates, refunds, incentive pay-
ments, minor fees and other funds received 
by the Department of Transportation from 
travel management centers, charge card pro-
grams, the subleasing of building space, and 
miscellaneous sources are to be credited to 
appropriations of the Department of Trans-
portation and allocated to elements of the 
Department of Transportation using fair and 
equitable criteria and such funds shall be 
available until expended. 

SEC. 187. Amounts made available in this 
or any other Act that the Secretary deter-
mines represent improper payments by the 
Department of Transportation to a third- 
party contractor under a financial assistance 
award, which are recovered pursuant to law, 
shall be available— 

(1) to reimburse the actual expenses in-
curred by the Department of Transportation 
in recovering improper payments; and 

(2) to pay contractors for services provided 
in recovering improper payments or con-
tractor support in the implementation of the 
Improper Payments Information Act of 2002: 
Provided, That amounts in excess of that re-
quired for paragraphs (1) and (2)— 

(A) shall be credited to and merged with 
the appropriation from which the improper 
payments were made, and shall be available 
for the purposes and period for which such 
appropriations are available: Provided fur-
ther, That where specific project or account-
ing information associated with the im-
proper payment or payments is not readily 
available, the Secretary may credit an ap-
propriate account, which shall be available 
for the purposes and period associated with 
the account so credited; or 

(B) if no such appropriation remains avail-
able, shall be deposited in the Treasury as 
miscellaneous receipts: Provided further, 
That prior to the transfer of any such recov-
ery to an appropriations account, the Sec-
retary shall notify the House and Senate 
Committees on Appropriations of the 
amount and reasons for such transfer: Pro-
vided further, That for purposes of this sec-
tion, the term ‘‘improper payments’’ has the 
same meaning as that provided in section 
2(d)(2) of Public Law 107–300. 

SEC. 188. Notwithstanding any other provi-
sion of law, if any funds provided in or lim-
ited by this Act are subject to a reprogram-
ming action that requires notice to be pro-
vided to the House and Senate Committees 
on Appropriations, transmission of said re-
programming notice shall be provided solely 
to the Committees on Appropriations, and 
said reprogramming action shall be approved 
or denied solely by the Committees on Ap-
propriations: Provided, That the Secretary 
may provide notice to other congressional 
committees of the action of the Committees 
on Appropriations on such reprogramming 
but not sooner than 30 days following the 
date on which the reprogramming action has 
been approved or denied by the House and 
Senate Committees on Appropriations. 

SEC. 189. None of the funds appropriated or 
otherwise made available under this Act may 

be used by the Surface Transportation Board 
of the Department of Transportation to 
charge or collect any filing fee for rate or 
practice complaints filed with the Board in 
an amount in excess of the amount author-
ized for district court civil suit filing fees 
under section 1914 of title 28, United States 
Code. 

SEC. 190. Funds appropriated in this Act to 
the modal administrations may be obligated 
for the Office of the Secretary for the costs 
related to assessments or reimbursable 
agreements only when such amounts are for 
the costs of goods and services that are pur-
chased to provide a direct benefit to the ap-
plicable modal administration or adminis-
trations. 

SEC. 191. The Secretary of Transportation 
is authorized to carry out a program that es-
tablishes uniform standards for developing 
and supporting agency transit pass and tran-
sit benefits authorized under section 7905 of 
title 5, United States Code, including dis-
tribution of transit benefits by various paper 
and electronic media. 

SEC. 192. None of the funds made available 
by this Act shall be used by the Surface 
Transportation Board to take any actions 
with respect to the construction of a high 
speed rail project in California unless the 
permit is issued by the Board with respect to 
the project in its entirety. 

SEC. 193. None of the funds made available 
in this Act may be used to facilitate new 
scheduled air transportation originating 
from the United States if such flights would 
land on, or pass through, property con-
fiscated by the Cuban Government, including 
property in which a minority interest was 
confiscated, as the terms confiscated, Cuban 
Government, and property are defined in 
paragraphs (4), (5), and (12)(A), respectively, 
of section 4 of the Cuban Liberty and Demo-
cratic Solidarity (LIBERTAD) Act of 1996 (22 
U.S.C. 6023 (4), (5), and (12)(A)): Provided, 
That for this section, new scheduled air 
transportation shall include any flights not 
already regularly scheduled prior to March 
31, 2015. 

This title may be cited as the ‘‘Department 
of Transportation Appropriations Act, 2016’’. 

TITLE II 
DEPARTMENT OF HOUSING AND URBAN 

DEVELOPMENT 
MANAGEMENT AND ADMINISTRATION 

EXECUTIVE OFFICES 
For necessary salaries and expenses for Ex-

ecutive Offices, which shall be comprised of 
the offices of the Secretary, Deputy Sec-
retary, Adjudicatory Services, Congressional 
and Intergovernmental Relations, Public Af-
fairs, Small and Disadvantaged Business Uti-
lization, and the Center for Faith-Based and 
Neighborhood Partnerships, $14,500,000: Pro-
vided, That not to exceed $25,000 of the 
amount made available under this heading 
shall be available to the Secretary for offi-
cial reception and representation expenses as 
the Secretary may determine. 

ADMINISTRATIVE SUPPORT OFFICES 
(INCLUDING TRANSFER OF FUNDS) 

For necessary salaries and expenses for Ad-
ministrative Support Offices, $547,000,000, of 
which $45,600,000, to remain available until 
expended, in addition to amounts made 
available under this heading for the Office of 
the Chief Financial Officer and the Office of 
the Chief Human Capital Officer, shall be for 
funding shared service agreements between 
the Department of Housing and Urban Devel-
opment and the Department of the Treasury; 
$39,000,000 shall be available for the Office of 
the Chief Financial Officer; $93,000,000 shall 
be available for the Office of the General 
Counsel; $199,000,000 shall be available for the 
Office of Administration; $40,000,000 shall be 
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available for the Office of the Chief Human 
Capital Officer; $49,000,000 shall be available 
for the Office of Field Policy and Manage-
ment; $16,000,000 shall be available for the Of-
fice of the Chief Procurement Officer; 
$3,000,000 shall be available for the Office of 
Departmental Equal Employment Oppor-
tunity; $4,000,000 shall be available for the 
Office of Strategic Planning and Manage-
ment; $44,000,000 shall be available for the Of-
fice of the Chief Information Officer; and of 
which the remaining amount shall be avail-
able through September 30, 2017, for transfer 
to the appropriations for offices specified 
under this heading or the heading ‘‘Program 
Office Salaries and Expenses’’ in this title: 
Provided, That funds provided under this 
heading may be used for necessary adminis-
trative and non-administrative expenses of 
the Department of Housing and Urban Devel-
opment, not otherwise provided for, includ-
ing purchase of uniforms, or allowances 
therefor, as authorized by 5 U.S.C. 5901–5902; 
hire of passenger motor vehicles; and serv-
ices as authorized by 5 U.S.C. 3109: Provided 
further, That notwithstanding any other pro-
vision of law, funds appropriated under this 
heading may be used for advertising and pro-
motional activities that directly support 
program activities funded in this title: Pro-
vided further, That the Secretary shall pro-
vide the Committees on Appropriations quar-
terly written notification regarding the sta-
tus of pending congressional reports: Pro-
vided further, That the Secretary shall pro-
vide in electronic form all signed reports re-
quired by Congress. 

PROGRAM OFFICE SALARIES AND EXPENSES 
PUBLIC AND INDIAN HOUSING 

For necessary salaries and expenses of the 
Office of Public and Indian Housing, 
$203,000,000. 

COMMUNITY PLANNING AND DEVELOPMENT 
For necessary salaries and expenses of the 

Office of Community Planning and Develop-
ment, $102,000,000. 

HOUSING 
For necessary salaries and expenses of the 

Office of Housing, $372,000,000. 
POLICY DEVELOPMENT AND RESEARCH 

For necessary salaries and expenses of the 
Office of Policy Development and Research, 
$22,700,000. 

FAIR HOUSING AND EQUAL OPPORTUNITY 
For necessary salaries and expenses of the 

Office of Fair Housing and Equal Oppor-
tunity, $73,000,000. 

OFFICE OF LEAD HAZARD CONTROL AND 
HEALTHY HOMES 

For necessary salaries and expenses of the 
Office of Lead Hazard Control and Healthy 
Homes, $6,700,000. 

PUBLIC AND INDIAN HOUSING PROGRAMS 
TENANT-BASED RENTAL ASSISTANCE 

For activities and assistance for the provi-
sion of tenant-based rental assistance au-
thorized under the United States Housing 
Act of 1937, as amended (42 U.S.C. 1437 et 
seq.) (‘‘the Act’’ herein), not otherwise pro-
vided for, $15,918,643,000 to remain available 
until September 30, 2018, shall be available 
on October 1, 2015 (in addition to the 
$4,000,000,000 previously appropriated under 
this heading that became available on Octo-
ber 1, 2015), and $4,000,000,000, to remain 
available until September 30, 2019, shall be 
available on October 1, 2016: Provided, That 
the amounts made available under this head-
ing are provided as follows: 

(1) $18,151,000,000 shall be available for re-
newals of expiring section 8 tenant-based an-
nual contributions contracts (including re-
newals of enhanced vouchers under any pro-
vision of law authorizing such assistance 

under section 8(t) of the Act) and including 
renewal of other special purpose or incre-
mental vouchers: Provided, That notwith-
standing any other provision of law, from 
amounts provided under this paragraph and 
any carryover, the Secretary for the cal-
endar year 2016 funding cycle shall provide 
renewal funding for each public housing 
agency based on validated voucher manage-
ment system (VMS) leasing and cost data for 
the prior calendar year and by applying an 
inflation factor as established by the Sec-
retary, by notice published in the Federal 
Register, and by making any necessary ad-
justments for the costs associated with the 
first-time renewal of vouchers under this 
paragraph including tenant protection, 
HOPE VI, and Choice Neighborhoods vouch-
ers: Provided further, That in determining 
calendar year 2016 funding allocations under 
this heading for public housing agencies, in-
cluding agencies participating in the Moving 
To Work (MTW) demonstration, the Sec-
retary may take into account the antici-
pated impact of changes in targeting and 
utility allowances, on public housing agen-
cies’ contract renewal needs: Provided fur-
ther, That none of the funds provided under 
this paragraph may be used to fund a total 
number of unit months under lease which ex-
ceeds a public housing agency’s authorized 
level of units under contract, except for pub-
lic housing agencies participating in the 
MTW demonstration, which are instead gov-
erned by the terms and conditions of their 
MTW agreements: Provided further, That the 
Secretary shall, to the extent necessary to 
stay within the amount specified under this 
paragraph (except as otherwise modified 
under this paragraph), prorate each public 
housing agency’s allocation otherwise estab-
lished pursuant to this paragraph: Provided 
further, That except as provided in the fol-
lowing provisos, the entire amount specified 
under this paragraph (except as otherwise 
modified under this paragraph) shall be obli-
gated to the public housing agencies based 
on the allocation and pro rata method de-
scribed above, and the Secretary shall notify 
public housing agencies of their annual budg-
et by the latter of 60 days after enactment of 
this Act or March 1, 2016: Provided further, 
That the Secretary may extend the notifica-
tion period with the prior written approval 
of the House and Senate Committees on Ap-
propriations: Provided further, That public 
housing agencies participating in the MTW 
demonstration shall be funded pursuant to 
their MTW agreements and shall be subject 
to the same pro rata adjustments under the 
previous provisos: Provided further, That the 
Secretary may offset public housing agen-
cies’ calendar year 2016 allocations based on 
the excess amounts of public housing agen-
cies’ net restricted assets accounts, includ-
ing HUD held programmatic reserves (in ac-
cordance with VMS data in calendar year 
2015 that is verifiable and complete), as de-
termined by the Secretary: Provided further, 
That public housing agencies participating 
in the MTW demonstration shall also be sub-
ject to the offset, as determined by the Sec-
retary, excluding amounts subject to the sin-
gle fund budget authority provisions of their 
MTW agreements, from the agencies’ cal-
endar year 2016 MTW funding allocation: Pro-
vided further, That the Secretary shall use 
any offset referred to in the previous two 
provisos throughout the calendar year to 
prevent the termination of rental assistance 
for families as the result of insufficient fund-
ing, as determined by the Secretary, and to 
avoid or reduce the proration of renewal 
funding allocations: Provided further, That up 
to $75,000,000 shall be available only: (1) for 
adjustments in the allocations for public 
housing agencies, after application for an ad-
justment by a public housing agency that ex-

perienced a significant increase, as deter-
mined by the Secretary, in renewal costs of 
vouchers resulting from unforeseen cir-
cumstances or from portability under sec-
tion 8(r) of the Act; (2) for vouchers that 
were not in use during the 12-month period 
in order to be available to meet a commit-
ment pursuant to section 8(o)(13) of the Act; 
(3) for adjustments for costs associated with 
HUD-Veterans Affairs Supportive Housing 
(HUD–VASH) vouchers; (4) for adjustments 
for public housing agencies with voucher 
leasing rates at the end of the calendar year 
that exceed the average leasing for the 12- 
month period used to establish the alloca-
tion, and for additional leasing of vouchers 
that were issued but not leased prior to the 
end of such calendar year; (5) for public hous-
ing agencies that despite taking reasonable 
cost savings measures, as determined by the 
Secretary, would otherwise be required to 
terminate rental assistance for families as a 
result of insufficient funding; and (6) for ad-
justments in the allocations for public hous-
ing agencies that experienced a significant 
increase, as determined by the Secretary, in 
renewal costs as a result of participation in 
the Small Area Fair Market Rent dem-
onstration: Provided further, That the Sec-
retary shall allocate amounts under the pre-
vious proviso based on need, as determined 
by the Secretary; 

(2) $130,000,000 shall be for section 8 rental 
assistance for relocation and replacement of 
housing units that are demolished or dis-
posed of pursuant to section 18 of the Act, 
conversion of section 23 projects to assist-
ance under section 8, the family unification 
program under section 8(x) of the Act, relo-
cation of witnesses in connection with ef-
forts to combat crime in public and assisted 
housing pursuant to a request from a law en-
forcement or prosecution agency, enhanced 
vouchers under any provision of law author-
izing such assistance under section 8(t) of 
the Act, HOPE VI and Choice Neighborhood 
vouchers, mandatory and voluntary conver-
sions, and tenant protection assistance in-
cluding replacement and relocation assist-
ance or for project-based assistance to pre-
vent the displacement of unassisted elderly 
tenants currently residing in section 202 
properties financed between 1959 and 1974 
that are refinanced pursuant to Public Law 
106–569, as amended, or under the authority 
as provided under this Act: Provided, That 
when a public housing development is sub-
mitted for demolition or disposition under 
section 18 of the Act, the Secretary may pro-
vide section 8 rental assistance when the 
units pose an imminent health and safety 
risk to residents: Provided further, That the 
Secretary may only provide replacement 
vouchers for units that were occupied within 
the previous 24 months that cease to be 
available as assisted housing, subject only to 
the availability of funds: Provided further, 
That of the amounts made available under 
this paragraph, $5,000,000 may be available to 
provide tenant protection assistance, not 
otherwise provided under this paragraph, to 
residents residing in low vacancy areas and 
who may have to pay rents greater than 30 
percent of household income, as the result of 
(1) the maturity of a HUD-insured, HUD-held 
or section 202 loan that requires the permis-
sion of the Secretary prior to loan prepay-
ment; (2) the expiration of a rental assist-
ance contract for which the tenants are not 
eligible for enhanced voucher or tenant pro-
tection assistance under existing law; or (3) 
the expiration of affordability restrictions 
accompanying a mortgage or preservation 
program administered by the Secretary: Pro-
vided further, That such tenant protection as-
sistance made available under the previous 
proviso may be provided under the authority 
of section 8(t) or section 8(o)(13) of the 
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United States Housing Act of 1937 (42 U.S.C. 
1437f(t)): Provided further, That the Secretary 
shall issue guidance to implement the pre-
vious provisos, including, but not limited to, 
requirements for defining eligible at-risk 
households within 120 days of the enactment 
of this Act: Provided further, That any tenant 
protection voucher made available from 
amounts under this paragraph shall not be 
reissued by any public housing agency, ex-
cept the replacement vouchers as defined by 
the Secretary by notice, when the initial 
family that received any such voucher no 
longer receives such voucher, and the au-
thority for any public housing agency to 
issue any such voucher shall cease to exist: 
Provided further, That the Secretary, for the 
purpose under this paragraph, may use unob-
ligated balances, including recaptures and 
carryovers, remaining from amounts appro-
priated in prior fiscal years under this head-
ing for voucher assistance for nonelderly dis-
abled families and for disaster assistance 
made available under Public Law 110–329; 

(3) $1,530,000,000 shall be for administrative 
and other expenses of public housing agen-
cies in administering the section 8 tenant- 
based rental assistance program, of which up 
to $10,000,000 shall be available to the Sec-
retary to allocate to public housing agencies 
that need additional funds to administer 
their section 8 programs, including fees asso-
ciated with section 8 tenant protection rent-
al assistance, the administration of disaster 
related vouchers, Veterans Affairs Sup-
portive Housing vouchers, and other special 
purpose incremental vouchers: Provided, 
That no less than $1,520,000,000 of the amount 
provided in this paragraph shall be allocated 
to public housing agencies for the calendar 
year 2016 funding cycle based on section 8(q) 
of the Act (and related Appropriation Act 
provisions) as in effect immediately before 
the enactment of the Quality Housing and 
Work Responsibility Act of 1998 (Public Law 
105–276): Provided further, That if the 
amounts made available under this para-
graph are insufficient to pay the amounts de-
termined under the previous proviso, the 
Secretary may decrease the amounts allo-
cated to agencies by a uniform percentage 
applicable to all agencies receiving funding 
under this paragraph or may, to the extent 
necessary to provide full payment of 
amounts determined under the previous pro-
viso, utilize unobligated balances, including 
recaptures and carryovers, remaining from 
funds appropriated to the Department of 
Housing and Urban Development under this 
heading from prior fiscal years, excluding 
special purpose vouchers, notwithstanding 
the purposes for which such amounts were 
appropriated: Provided further, That all pub-
lic housing agencies participating in the 
MTW demonstration shall be funded pursu-
ant to their MTW agreements, and shall be 
subject to the same uniform percentage de-
crease as under the previous proviso: Pro-
vided further, That amounts provided under 
this paragraph shall be only for activities re-
lated to the provision of tenant-based rental 
assistance authorized under section 8, in-
cluding related development activities; 

(4) $107,643,210 for the renewal of tenant- 
based assistance contracts under section 811 
of the Cranston-Gonzalez National Afford-
able Housing Act (42 U.S.C. 8013), including 
necessary administrative expenses: Provided, 
That administrative and other expenses of 
public housing agencies in administering the 
special purpose vouchers in this paragraph 
shall be funded under the same terms and be 
subject to the same pro rata reduction as the 
percent decrease for administrative and 
other expenses to public housing agencies 
under paragraph (3) of this heading; 

(5) The Secretary shall separately track all 
special purpose vouchers funded under this 
heading. 

b 2315 

AMENDMENT OFFERED BY MR. AL GREEN OF 
TEXAS 

Mr. AL GREEN of Texas. I have an 
amendment at the desk. 

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will re-
port the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Page 74, line 23, after the dollar amount, 

insert ‘‘(increased by $75,000,000)’’. 
Page 75, line 6, after the dollar amount, in-

sert ‘‘(increased by $75,000,000)’’. 
Page 77, line 24, after the dollar amount, 

insert ‘‘(increased by $75,000,000)’’. 
Page 78, line 9, before the semicolon insert 

the following: ‘‘, except that of the amount 
made available by this proviso, $75,000,000 
shall be used only for the purpose under this 
clause’’. 

Mr. AL GREEN of Texas (during the 
reading). Mr. Chair, I ask that the 
amendment be considered as read. 

The Acting CHAIR. Is there objection 
to the request of the gentleman? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. DIAZ-BALART. Mr. Chairman, I 

reserve a point of order on the gentle-
man’s amendment. 

The Acting CHAIR. A point of order 
is reserved. 

Pursuant to House Resolution 287, 
the gentleman from Texas and a Mem-
ber opposed each will control 5 min-
utes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Texas. 

Mr. AL GREEN of Texas. Mr. Chair-
man, I rise tonight in support of the 
people who make it possible for us to 
be here. Of course, I speak of those per-
sons who go to distant places, those 
persons who serve us in our military 
who don’t always return the same way 
they left. 

I rise tonight because we have had a 
successful program. The HUD VASH 
program has been successful, and it has 
contributed to the decline in homeless-
ness among those persons who make it 
possible for us to be here, who make 
real the great and noble American 
ideals: liberty and justice for all; gov-
ernment of the people, by the people, 
for the people. 

Mr. Chairman, homelessness has de-
clined 33 percent among our veteran 
population since 2010, and this is be-
cause the President made it a priority. 
President Obama indicated that he 
would reduce homelessness among vet-
erans, and he had 2015 as a targeted 
date. 

I am proud to say that in my city of 
Houston, Texas, our mayor, Annise 
Parker, had an event just recently with 
three HUD Secretaries, and it was an-
nounced at that event that in Houston, 
Texas, the resources were available to 
accommodate a veteran in need of a 
place to call home. 

Tonight, Mr. Chairman, I have an 
amendment that would accord $75 mil-
lion to the HUD VASH program. This 
$75 million would be used to make sure 
that what we have done we will not 
only continue to do, but we can do even 
better. 

I believe that the people who have 
served us and who find themselves now 

living on the streets of life should have 
a better quality of life. For this reason, 
I will promote this amendment to-
night, understanding that a point of 
order has been made, but also under-
standing that it is necessary for us to 
continue to remind ourselves that we 
have people who are willing to make 
the sacrifice and that we should make 
sacrifices for them. 

Mr. DIAZ-BALART. Will the gen-
tleman yield? 

Mr. AL GREEN of Texas. I yield to 
the gentleman from Florida. 

Mr. DIAZ-BALART. I want to thank 
the gentleman, again, for his passion 
for this issue and for talking to me 
about this issue, and I look forward to 
continuing to work with the gen-
tleman. 

Obviously, all of us know that there 
is never anything, there is never 
enough that we could ever do for our 
veterans. So again, I thank the gen-
tleman, and I look forward to con-
tinuing to work with the gentleman. 

I thank you for yielding your time. 
Mr. AL GREEN of Texas. Mr. Chair-

man, I thank the chairman and I thank 
the Congress of the United States of 
America because Congress has appro-
priated money for these VASH vouch-
ers, this program. I have always tried 
to get more because I think our vet-
erans deserve as much as we can give 
them, but I am appreciative for what 
Congress has done, and I am appre-
ciative for what the chairman has 
done. 

So tonight I will withdraw my 
amendment, Mr. Chairman, but I do so 
with the understanding that as we 
move forward, knowing that we have 
done a great job, the President has 
done well, that the cities and munici-
palities have worked well with the 
President, this has been an integrated 
system, holistic approach to ending 
homelessness among our veterans, but 
I still believe that we cannot allow our-
selves to relax. We must never assume 
that we have done enough for those 
who are willing to do all for us. 

With that, I ask unanimous consent 
to withdraw my amendment. 

The Acting CHAIR. Is there objection 
to the request of the gentleman from 
Texas? 

There was no objection. 
The Acting CHAIR. The amendment 

is withdrawn. 
AMENDMENT OFFERED BY MS. NORTON 

Ms. NORTON. Mr. Chairman, I have 
an amendment at the desk. 

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will re-
port the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Page 74, line 23, after the dollar amount, 

insert ‘‘(increased by $512,000,000)’’. 
Page 75, line 6, after the dollar amount, in-

sert ‘‘(increased by $512,000,000)’’. 

Mr. DIAZ-BALART. Mr. Chairman, I 
reserve a point of order on the gentle-
woman’s amendment. 

The Acting CHAIR. A point of order 
is reserved. 

Pursuant to House Resolution 287, 
the gentlewoman from the District of 
Columbia and a Member opposed each 
will control 5 minutes. 
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The Chair recognizes the gentle-

woman from the District of Columbia. 
Ms. NORTON. Mr. Chairman, I rise to 

offer an amendment to H.R. 2577, the 
Transportation, Housing and Urban De-
velopment, and Related Agencies Ap-
propriation Act, that would fully fund 
the existing Housing Choice Vouchers 
and replenish the 67,000 vouchers lost 
to the fiscal year 2013 sequestration. 

It is difficult, Mr. Chair, to think of 
a more urgent issue confronting the 
American people. Affordable housing 
has reached zero in many communities 
of our country. It is estimated that 2.1 
million low-income families utilize the 
Housing Choice Voucher program. 
These are the most vulnerable among 
us, including children, senior citizens, 
veterans, and persons with disabilities 
who rely on this important program to 
keep their families from becoming 
homeless. 

Most families must make roughly 
$18.92 per hour to afford a two-bedroom 
apartment, which is more than 21⁄2 
times the Federal minimum wage. In 
the District of Columbia, where afford-
able housing has virtually disappeared, 
families must make $28.25 per hour to 
afford a two-bedroom apartment, mak-
ing the Nation’s Capital one of the 
most expensive housing markets in the 
Nation. 

The District mirrors cities and sub-
urbs throughout the country, however. 
For over a decade, District residents 
have faced increasing rents, stagnant 
incomes, and the disappearance of af-
fordable rental units. As a result, the 
city has had to close—actually close al-
together—its housing waiting list, 
which includes vouchers, leaving more 
than 72,000 people waiting to be placed 
and thousands more waiting for a 
chance even to get on the list. 

My amendment would fund President 
Obama’s budget request to restore 
67,000 vouchers lost during the fiscal 
year 2013 sequestration, bringing ur-
gently needed relief to struggling fami-
lies across the country. I urge my col-
leagues to support this amendment. 
What is Congress here for if not to 
bring some relief to millions of fami-
lies across the country, those who are 
most in need? 

I reserve the balance of my time. 
POINT OF ORDER 

Mr. DIAZ-BALART. Mr. Chairman, I 
insist on my point of order. 

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman 
from Florida may state his point of 
order. 

Mr. DIAZ-BALART. Mr. Chairman, 
this amendment is not in order under 
section 3(d)(3) of House Resolution 5 of 
the 114th Congress which states the fol-
lowing: 

‘‘It shall not be in order to consider 
an amendment to a general appropria-
tions bill proposing a net increase in 
budget authority in the bill unless con-
sidered en bloc with another amend-
ment or amendments proposing an 
equal or greater decrease in such budg-
et authority pursuant to clause 2(f) of 
rule XXI.’’ 

The amendment proposes a net in-
crease in budget authority in the bill 
in violation of such section. 

I ask for a ruling from the Chair. 
The Acting CHAIR. Does any other 

Member wish to be heard on the point 
of order? 

Ms. NORTON. Mr. Chairman, I would 
like to be heard. 

The Acting CHAIR. The gentlewoman 
from the District of Columbia is recog-
nized. 

Ms. NORTON. Mr. Chairman, but for 
sequestration probably most of these 
housing vouchers would have gone 
through. They are already cut. These 
are cuts that were never anticipated. 
These were sequestration cuts. The 
Congress cannot ignore forever the 
neediest people for housing as home-
lessness increases and as there is no re-
lief whatsoever. 

I understand the point of order. I 
can’t agree with it. I think at some 
point this Congress must face what it 
must do for people who but for seques-
tration, something none of us wanted, 
none of us anticipated, would at least 
among them have some who would 
have these housing vouchers. 

The Acting CHAIR. The Chair is pre-
pared to rule. 

The gentleman from Florida makes a 
point of order that the amendment of-
fered by the gentlewoman from the 
District of Columbia violates section 
3(d)(3) of House Resolution 5. 

Section 3(d)(3) establishes a point of 
order against an amendment proposing 
a net increase in budget authority in 
the pending bill. 

As persuasively asserted by the gen-
tleman from Florida, the amendment 
proposes a net increase in budget au-
thority in the bill. Therefore, the point 
of order is sustained. The amendment 
is not in order. 

AMENDMENT OFFERED BY MR. NADLER 
Mr. NADLER. Mr. Chairman, I have 

an amendment at the desk. 
The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will re-

port the amendment. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Page 74, line 23, after the dollar amount, 

insert ‘‘(increased by $1,204,853,210)’’. 
Page 75, line 6, after the dollar amount, in-

sert ‘‘(increased by $182,816,000)’’. 
Page 79, line 1, after the dollar amount, in-

sert ‘‘(increased by $20,000,000)’’. 
Page 81, line 13, after the dollar amount, 

insert ‘‘(increased by $490,037,000)’’. 
Page 83, after line 10, insert the following: 
(5) $277,000,000 shall be for incremental 

rental voucher assistance under section 8(o) 
of the Act to be distributed based on relative 
need, as determined by the Secretary: Pro-
vided, That the Secretary shall make such 
funding available, notwithstanding section 
204 (competition provision) of this title; 

(6) $177,500,000 shall be used for incremental 
rental voucher assistance for use by families, 
veterans, and tribal families who are experi-
encing homelessness, as well as victims of 
domestic and dating violence: Provided, That 
eligibility for veterans is made without re-
gard to discharge status: Provided further, 
That the Secretary shall make such funding 
available through a competitive process to 
public housing agencies that partner with el-
igible Continuums of Care, as identified by 
the Secretary and to recipients eligible to 

receive block grants under the Native Amer-
ican Housing Assistance and Determination 
Act of 1996 (NAHASDA) (25 U.S.C. 4101 et 
seq.): Provided further, That assistance pro-
vided to recipients eligible under NAHASDA 
shall be subject to requirements of 
NAHASDA: Provided further, That the Sec-
retary may waive, or specify alternative re-
quirements for any provision or statute or 
regulation that the Secretary administers in 
connection with the use of funds made avail-
able under this paragraph upon a finding by 
the Secretary that any such waivers or alter-
native requirements are necessary for the ef-
fective delivery and administration of such 
voucher assistance: Provided further, That 
the Secretary shall issue guidance to imple-
ment the previous proviso; 

(7) $37,500,000 shall be made available to 
provide incremental rental voucher assist-
ance for victims of domestic violence, dating 
violence, sexual assault, or stalking, as de-
fined by the Violence Against Women Act 
Reauthorization Act of 2013 (Public Law 113– 
4), who require an emergency transfer: Pro-
vided, That the Secretary shall issue guid-
ance to implement this paragraph; 

(8) $20,000,000 shall be made available for 
new incremental voucher assistance through 
the Family Unification Program: Provided, 
That the assistance made available under 
this paragraph shall continue to remain 
available for family unification upon turn-
over: Provided further, That the amounts 
made available under this paragraph shall be 
used only in connection with tenant-based 
assistance on behalf of— 

(A) any family— 
(i) who is otherwise eligible for such assist-

ance; and 
(ii) who the public child welfare agency for 

the jurisdiction has certified is a family for 
whom the lack of adequate housing is a pri-
mary factor in the imminent placement of 
the family’s child or children in out-of-home 
care; and 

(B) for a period not to exceed 60 months, 
otherwise eligible youths who have attained 
at least 18 years of age and not more than 21 
years of age and who have left foster care at 
age 16 or older. 

Page 83, line 11, strike ‘‘(5)’’ and insert 
‘‘(9)’’ 

Mr. NADLER (during the reading). 
Mr. Chair, I ask unanimous consent to 
waive the reading of the bill. 

The Acting CHAIR. Is there objection 
to the request of the gentleman from 
New York? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. DIAZ-BALART. Mr. Chairman, I 

reserve a point of order on the gentle-
man’s amendment. 

The Acting CHAIR. A point of order 
is reserved. 

Pursuant to House Resolution 287, 
the gentleman from New York and a 
Member opposed each will control 5 
minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from New York. 

Mr. NADLER. Mr. Chairman, I yield 
myself such time as I may consume. 

Mr. Chairman, the funding levels pro-
vided in this bill are unrealistic and 
unsustainable and clearly demonstrate 
that our current budget process has 
failed. This bill reveals where the ma-
jority’s priorities lie, and they clearly 
do not lie in serving the most basic 
function of government: to provide for 
the safety and well-being of its citi-
zens. 

This bill makes major cuts to critical 
HUD programs. The public housing 
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capital fund is slashed by $200 million, 
barely reaching its 1989 level, almost 30 
years ago. This will cover less than 
half of the basic maintenance needs 
and does nothing to address the $25 bil-
lion in deferred projects. 

For the first time since 2007, this 
body will provide no new funding to 
provide housing and support to home-
less veterans. The Healthy Homes and 
Lead Hazard Control program is cut by 
32 percent, even as The Washington 
Post reported 2 months ago that in 
low-income West Baltimore neighbor-
hoods, more than 3 percent of children 
under the age of 6 had dangerously 
high levels of lead in their blood, which 
we know leads to learning disabilities 
and can lead to lifelong dependency, 
not to mention lifelong dependency on 
the taxpayers. 

But perhaps most startling is the 
bill’s failure to provide low-income 
seniors and hard-working families ade-
quate access to affordable housing 
through HUD’s Section 8 program. 
Rental assistance helps 2.1 million 
very-low-income households to rent 
modest homes in the private market at 
affordable costs. Households that use 
vouchers have an average income of 
$13,000 per year, well below the Federal 
poverty line, and nearly all include 
children, seniors, or people with dis-
abilities. Only about one in four eligi-
ble low-income families receives Fed-
eral rental assistance. Long waiting 
lists remain in nearly every commu-
nity, and these long waits are exacer-
bated by a lack of administrative fund-
ing for public housing agencies. 

Sequestration has only made this sit-
uation worse. As of June of last year, 
an estimated 100,000 fewer families 
were receiving assistance from Section 
8 due to the sequestration cuts; 100,000 
families cut off. These cuts have had a 
severe impact on communities at a 
time when the number of very-low-in-
come renters with worst case housing 
needs remains 30 percent higher than it 
was before the Great Recession. 

Through the fiscal year 2014 and fis-
cal year 2015 appropriations bills, Con-
gress began the work of reversing the 
deep cuts in assistance caused by se-
questration, but nearly 67,000 vouchers 
have yet to be restored. My amend-
ment would finally restore those lost 
vouchers by providing an additional 
$512 million to the voucher renewal ac-
count. This amendment mirrors the 
President’s request and targets 30,000 
vouchers to those families and individ-
uals most in need of housing assist-
ance: homeless families; veterans, in-
cluding those not covered by the VASH 
program; victims of domestic violence; 
and Native Americans. 

b 2330 

The bill does include important and 
helpful language directing HUD to tar-
get vouchers to the vulnerable popu-
lations as they become available but 
provides no funds for HUD to do so. 

My amendment sets aside specific 
funding for these targeted vouchers to 

make sure the most vulnerable popu-
lations have access to safe, affordable 
housing. 

This additional funding will go a long 
way toward ensuring that every family 
that qualifies for rental assistance 
finds a home. However, at the funding 
levels for administrative fees in this 
legislation, it would be impossible for 
public housing agencies to hire and 
maintain enough staff to process and 
renew vouchers. 

We cannot continue to undermine 
our hard-working public housing agen-
cies by failing to provide them enough 
money to function. My amendment 
would finally address the undercutting 
of public housing agencies by providing 
an additional $490 million to match the 
President’s request. 

Mr. Chairman, this is the minimum 
we can do to meet the vital needs of 
our lowest-income citizens and of our 
veterans. I urge adoption of this 
amendment, and I reserve the balance 
of my time. 

POINT OF ORDER 
Mr. DIAZ-BALART. Mr. Chairman, I 

insist on the point of order. 
The amendment is not in order under 

section 3(d)(3) of House Resolution 5, 
114th Congress, which states: 

‘‘It shall not be in order to consider 
an amendment to a general appropria-
tions bill proposing a net increase in 
budget authority in the bill unless con-
sidered en bloc with another amend-
ment or amendments proposing an 
equal or greater decrease in such budg-
et authority pursuant to clause 2(f) of 
rule XXI.’’ 

The amendment proposes a net in-
crease in budget authority in the bill 
in violation of such section. 

I ask for a ruling from the Chair. 
The Acting CHAIR. Does any other 

Member wish to be heard on the point 
of order? 

Mr. NADLER. Mr. Chairman, we can 
all agree that this amendment is nec-
essary. We are talking about denying 
tens of thousands of families and sen-
iors access to an efficient, cost-effec-
tive program that keeps families to-
gether and lowers the government’s 
costs over the long term. Without this 
amendment, we will see a spike in 
homelessness, a spike in medical costs, 
and a spike in hungry children. 

I understand the point of order. I un-
derstand that the rules demand an off-
set for any funding increase in the bill. 
I also appreciate the chairman’s efforts 
to support Section 8 and public hous-
ing. However, when funding levels are 
as restrictive as this bill provides 
across the board, it is impossible to off-
set such drastic underfunding without 
hurting other people in need. 

When faced with a funding bill—— 
The Acting CHAIR. Does the gen-

tleman from New York wish to speak 
to the point of order? 

The gentleman will confine his re-
marks to the point of order. 

Mr. NADLER. When faced with a 
funding bill that fails to provide any 
new funding to support homeless vet-

erans and is leaving victims of domes-
tic violence and homeless families with 
no access to secure housing, we need to 
take action to support the most vul-
nerable among us. 

I hope that as we go forward, we can 
find a way to provide these funds so 
that kids, working families, and sen-
iors are not out on the street. 

The Acting CHAIR. The Chair is pre-
pared to rule. 

The gentleman from Florida makes a 
point of order that the amendment of-
fered by the gentleman from New York 
violates section 3(d)(3) of House Reso-
lution 5. 

Section 3(d)(3) establishes a point of 
order against an amendment proposing 
a net increase in budget authority in 
the pending bill. 

As persuasively asserted by the gen-
tleman from Florida, the amendment 
proposes a net increase in budget au-
thority in the bill. Therefore, the point 
of order is sustained. The amendment 
is not in order. 

Mr. PRICE of North Carolina. Mr. 
Chairman, I move to strike the last 
word. 

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman is 
recognized for 5 minutes. 

Mr. PRICE of North Carolina. Mr. 
Chairman, I think it is very important 
that this moment not pass without us 
expressing appreciation to Mr. NADLER 
and to Ms. NORTON for these amend-
ments they have offered, because they 
are addressing a critical issue, a crit-
ical deficiency in this bill. And believe 
me, Mr. Chairman, this is just the tip 
of the iceberg. 

The President proposed in his budget 
to provide additional rental vouchers 
to compensate for those lost earlier to 
sequestration. He also proposed fund-
ing for 30,000 new targeted vouchers, as 
Mr. NADLER was indicating: homeless 
families, veterans, Native Americans, 
victims of domestic violence and stalk-
ing, reuniting families. 

Because of this budget policy that 
has us so hamstrung, we are simply not 
addressing in this bill any of these des-
perate needs. I invite colleagues to 
talk to their local housing authorities, 
if they haven’t already. Ask how many 
are on the waiting list. Ask how many 
people are desperate for decent hous-
ing. There is nothing more basic to our 
communities’ well-being than decent 
housing. 

I don’t know of a single housing pro-
gram that isn’t underresourced, and all 
this because of a budget policy that 
really isn’t working as fiscal policy. 
That is what it is supposed to be doing, 
but it is decimating these investments 
that our country needs to be making. 

I said the tip of the iceberg. Here is 
what I mean. The Choice Neighbor-
hoods initiative is the successor to 
HOPE VI. That has been an enormously 
successful program in my area of Ra-
leigh-Durham in North Carolina. That 
is $20 million. That is a token amount. 
I hope we will revisit that amount 
later. 
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Public housing capital fund, $1.68 bil-

lion. That is $194 million cut from last 
year. That goes back to where we were 
26 years ago. And then we have a $25 
billion backlog—not even beginning to 
address that. 

Mr. Chairman, my district displays 
rental housing for the elderly, housing 
for the disabled. Local congregations 
have taken on these projects. We have 
group homes for the disabled that have 
done a wonderful job. This budget sim-
ply turns them into rental renewal pro-
grams. No capital funding, no increase 
in the supply. And so it goes. 

So Mr. NADLER and Ms. NORTON have 
done us a great service tonight in 
pressing the case for tenant-based rent-
al assistance—for these vouchers—and 
for addressing some of these very needy 
categories of our fellow citizens. But it 
is the tip of the iceberg. It is only one 
of an array of programs that we very 
much need to address. 

I am hopeful that the inadequacy of 
this bill tonight, and the kind of debate 
we are having tonight, the kind of 
sharp relief that these needs are being 
put into, will motivate us very strong-
ly sooner rather than later. 

Let’s not wait for a Presidential 
veto. Let’s not wait for some kind of 
governmental shutdown. Let’s show 
that we can govern. Let’s show that we 
can take hold of our situation, invest 
the way a great country should invest, 
and do a budget agreement that se-
cures our fiscal future but also makes 
room for the kind of investments that 
we should make. 

So I thank my colleagues for bring-
ing up these critical housing needs. We 
simply must address them in the weeks 
ahead. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 
AMENDMENT OFFERED BY MR. GROTHMAN 

Mr. GROTHMAN. Mr. Chairman, I 
have an amendment at the desk. 

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will re-
port the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Page 74, line 23, after the dollar amount, 

insert ‘‘(reduced by $614,000,000)’’. 
Page 75, line 6, after the dollar amount, in-

sert ‘‘(reduced by $434,000,000)’’. 
Page 81, line 13, after the dollar amount, 

insert ‘‘(reduced by $180,000,000)’’. 
Page 81, line 23, after the dollar amount, 

insert ‘‘(reduced by $180,000,000)’’. 
Page 156, line 15, after the dollar amount, 

insert ‘‘(increased by $614,000,000)’’. 

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to 
House Resolution 287, the gentleman 
from Wisconsin and a Member opposed 
each will control 5 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Wisconsin. 

Mr. GROTHMAN. Mr. Chairman, I 
am glad to be here. It shows different 
people look at this budget and see dif-
ferent things. 

I look at this budget and see a $614 
million increase in Section 8 housing, 
and I look at the huge debt we have, 
and I say: Why are we spending more? 
Other people apparently look at the 
$614 million increase and say: Why, 
that is just a pittance. 

Obviously, a 3 percent increase in 
any program at a time we are in the 

huge debt we are should be viewed 
skeptically. I have an amendment here 
to get rid of the $614 million increase. 

Now, as I understand, the reason 
there is an increase is because we are 
getting in less receipts on the Section 
8 housing and, therefore, we feel that 
the citizens of this country have to 
make up the difference. 

My opinion is they have done nothing 
that we have to take more out of their 
pocket, either in taxes or by way of in-
flation, and we should not be increas-
ing this funding by $614 million. 

In the debate over the last amend-
ment it was said that there is a waiting 
list on a lot of these programs. That 
doesn’t mean we have to spend more 
money on the programs. If we are giv-
ing away something for free, there is 
always going to be a waiting list. If 
you go out in society, if a store says, 
we are going to give away something 
for free, you have a waiting list, right? 

This is a flawed program for a couple 
of reasons. I don’t object to using it for 
disabled people. I don’t object to using 
it for elderly people. But like many 
welfare-related programs, two things 
help you in eligibility for this program. 

First of all, you are required not to 
work very hard. And the gentleman 
made a point that the income level of 
a lot of these people in the projects 
isn’t that high. That is because if they 
made more money, they wouldn’t be el-
igible for the generous subsidies. So, of 
course they are not making a lot of 
money. It is wrong to set up a program 
that discourages industry. 

The second thing wrong with this 
program is it discourages marriage. A 
lot of these housing things are set up 
such that if somebody marries the 
mother or father of their children who 
is working harder, you lose the sub-
sidy. I can’t imagine anything more 
foolish than setting up a program that 
says we will give you an apartment if 
you raise a child out of wedlock, but if 
you get married, we will take away 
your apartment. 

The last time we really looked at 
this program was 1994. It is time we 
look at it again. And the idea of pour-
ing another $614 million into this pro-
gram is out of line. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 
Mr. PRICE of North Carolina. Mr. 

Chairman, I claim the time in opposi-
tion. 

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman is 
recognized for 5 minutes. 

Mr. PRICE of North Carolina. Mr. 
Chairman, I claim the time in opposi-
tion with considerable enthusiasm. 

It is as though what I said 5 minutes 
ago about the deficiencies of this bill— 
this whole budget strategy that has 
left us so unable to address our needs— 
it is as though the gentleman took 
that and went in exactly the opposite 
direction. 

His amendment reduced an allocation 
that is already far too low, and it takes 
these rental assistance programs and 
reduces them further. Not only does it 
not meet the need that we are seeing 
but actually reduces what we are al-

ready doing. This means evictions. I 
promise you, it means large-scale evic-
tions. It means a cutting back in com-
munities across this country of the 
housing alternatives that people have. 

I have always thought, Mr. Chair-
man, that rental assistance—Section 
8—should be a housing program that 
conservatives should love because it is 
market-based. It is not, contrary to 
what the gentleman says, a total free 
ride. As a matter of fact, people pay a 
third of their income in rent. What 
Section 8 provides is a modest boost so 
that these housing developments and 
these apartment buildings can work. 
People can live there. They put their 
own money in, and they get a boost. 
They are able to move toward self-suf-
ficiency. 

So it is not public housing. It is hous-
ing for people who are able to do more 
for themselves and who are receiving 
support as they do that. This would be 
unconscionable to cut this program 
further. 

With great conviction I believe this 
would be a mistaken amendment, a 
hard-hearted amendment, and one that 
this body should reject. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 
The Acting CHAIR. The question is 

on the amendment offered by the gen-
tleman from Wisconsin (Mr. 
GROTHMAN). 

The amendment was rejected. 
The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will 

read. 
The Clerk read as follows: 

HOUSING CERTIFICATE FUND 

(INCLUDING RESCISSIONS) 

Unobligated balances, including recaptures 
and carryover, remaining from funds appro-
priated to the Department of Housing and 
Urban Development under this heading, the 
heading ‘‘Annual Contributions for Assisted 
Housing’’ and the heading ‘‘Project-Based 
Rental Assistance’’, for fiscal year 2016 and 
prior years may be used for renewal of or 
amendments to section 8 project-based con-
tracts and for performance-based contract 
administrators, notwithstanding the pur-
poses for which such funds were appro-
priated: Provided, That any obligated bal-
ances of contract authority from fiscal year 
1974 and prior that have been terminated 
shall be rescinded: Provided further, That 
amounts heretofore recaptured, or recap-
tured during the current fiscal year, from 
section 8 project-based contracts from source 
years fiscal year 1975 through fiscal year 1987 
are hereby rescinded, and an amount of addi-
tional new budget authority, equivalent to 
the amount rescinded is hereby appropriated, 
to remain available until expended, for the 
purposes set forth under this heading, in ad-
dition to amounts otherwise available. 

PUBLIC HOUSING CAPITAL FUND 
For the Public Housing Capital Fund Pro-

gram to carry out capital and management 
activities for public housing agencies, as au-
thorized under section 9 of the United States 
Housing Act of 1937 (42 U.S.C. 1437g) (‘‘the 
Act’’), $1,681,000,000, to remain available 
until September 30, 2019: Provided, That not-
withstanding any other provision of law or 
regulation, during fiscal year 2016 the Sec-
retary of Housing and Urban Development 
may not delegate to any Department official 
other than the Deputy Secretary and the As-
sistant Secretary for Public and Indian 
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Housing any authority under paragraph (2) 
of section 9(j) regarding the extension of the 
time periods under such section: Provided 
further, That for purposes of such section 
9(j), the term ‘‘obligate’’ means, with respect 
to amounts, that the amounts are subject to 
a binding agreement that will result in out-
lays, immediately or in the future: Provided 
further, That up to $3,000,000 shall be to sup-
port ongoing Public Housing Financial and 
Physical Assessment activities: Provided fur-
ther, That of the total amount provided 
under this heading, not to exceed $20,000,000 
shall be available for the Secretary to make 
grants, notwithstanding section 204 of this 
Act, to public housing agencies for emer-
gency capital needs including safety and se-
curity measures necessary to address crime 
and drug-related activity as well as needs re-
sulting from unforeseen or unpreventable 
emergencies and natural disasters excluding 
Presidentially declared emergencies and nat-
ural disasters under the Robert T. Stafford 
Disaster Relief and Emergency Act (42 U.S.C. 
5121 et seq.) occurring in fiscal year 2016: Pro-
vided further, That of the total amount pro-
vided under this heading $30,000,000 shall be 
for supportive services, service coordinator 
and congregate services as authorized by sec-
tion 34 of the Act (42 U.S.C. 1437z-6) and the 
Native American Housing Assistance and 
Self-Determination Act of 1996 (25 U.S.C. 4101 
et seq.): Provided further, That of the total 
amount made available under this heading, 
up to $15,000,000 may be used for a Jobs-Plus 
initiative modeled after the Jobs-Plus dem-
onstration: Provided further, That the fund-
ing provided under the previous proviso shall 
provide competitive grants to partnerships 
between public housing authorities, local 
workforce investment boards established 
under section 117 of the Workforce Invest-
ment Act of 1998, and other agencies and or-
ganizations that provide support to help pub-
lic housing residents obtain employment and 
increase earnings: Provided further, That ap-
plicants must demonstrate the ability to 
provide services to residents, partner with 
workforce investment boards, and leverage 
service dollars: Provided further, That the 
Secretary may set aside a portion of the 
funds provided for the Resident Opportunity 
and Self-Sufficiency program to support the 
services element of the Jobs-Plus Pilot ini-
tiative: Provided further, That the Secretary 
may allow PHAs to request exemptions from 
rent and income limitation requirements 
under sections 3 and 6 of the United States 
Housing Act of 1937 as necessary to imple-
ment the Jobs-Plus program, on such terms 
and conditions as the Secretary may approve 
upon a finding by the Secretary that any 
such waivers or alternative requirements are 
necessary for the effective implementation 
of the Jobs-Plus initiative as a voluntary 
program for residents: Provided further, That 
the Secretary shall publish by notice in the 
Federal Register any waivers or alternative 
requirements pursuant to the preceding pro-
viso no later than 10 days before the effective 
date of such notice: Provided further, That for 
funds provided under this heading, the limi-
tation in section 9(g)(1) of the Act shall be 25 
percent: Provided further, That the Secretary 
may waive the limitation in the previous 
proviso to allow public housing agencies to 
fund activities authorized under section 
9(e)(1)(C) of the Act: Provided further, That 
from the funds made available under this 
heading, the Secretary shall provide bonus 
awards in fiscal year 2016 to public housing 
agencies that are designated high per-
formers: Provided further, That the Depart-
ment shall notify public housing agencies of 
their formula allocation within 60 days of en-
actment of this Act. 

PUBLIC HOUSING OPERATING FUND 
For 2016 payments to public housing agen-

cies for the operation and management of 

public housing, as authorized by section 9(e) 
of the United States Housing Act of 1937 (42 
U.S.C. 1437g(e)), $4,440,000,000. 

CHOICE NEIGHBORHOODS INITIATIVE 
For competitive grants under the Choice 

Neighborhoods Initiative (subject to section 
24 of the United States Housing Act of 1937 
(42 U.S.C. 1437v), unless otherwise specified 
under this heading), for transformation, re-
habilitation, and replacement housing needs 
of both public and HUD-assisted housing and 
to transform neighborhoods of poverty into 
functioning, sustainable mixed income 
neighborhoods with appropriate services, 
schools, public assets, transportation and ac-
cess to jobs, $20,000,000, to remain available 
until September 30, 2018: Provided, That 
grant funds may be used for resident and 
community services, community develop-
ment, and affordable housing needs in the 
community, and for conversion of vacant or 
foreclosed properties to affordable housing: 
Provided further, That the use of funds made 
available under this heading shall not be 
deemed to be public housing notwithstanding 
section 3(b)(1) of such Act: Provided further, 
That grantees shall commit to an additional 
period of affordability determined by the 
Secretary of not fewer than 20 years: Pro-
vided further, That grantees shall undertake 
comprehensive local planning with input 
from residents and the community, and that 
grantees shall provide a match in State, 
local, other Federal or private funds: Pro-
vided further, That grantees may include 
local governments, tribal entities, public 
housing authorities, and nonprofits: Provided 
further, That for-profit developers may apply 
jointly with a public entity: Provided further, 
That for purposes of environmental review, a 
grantee shall be treated as a public housing 
agency under section 26 of the United States 
Housing Act of 1937 (42 U.S.C. 1437x), and 
grants under this heading shall be subject to 
the regulations issued by the Secretary to 
implement such section: Provided further, 
That such grantees shall create partnerships 
with other local organizations including as-
sisted housing owners, service agencies, and 
resident organizations: Provided further, That 
the Secretary shall consult with the Secre-
taries of Education, Labor, Transportation, 
Health and Human Services, Agriculture, 
and Commerce, the Attorney General, and 
the Administrator of the Environmental 
Protection Agency to coordinate and lever-
age other appropriate Federal resources: Pro-
vided further, That unobligated balances, in-
cluding recaptures, remaining from funds ap-
propriated under the heading ‘‘Revitalization 
of Severely Distressed Public Housing (HOPE 
VI)’’ in fiscal year 2011 and prior fiscal years 
may be used for purposes under this heading, 
notwithstanding the purposes for which such 
amounts were appropriated. 

FAMILY SELF-SUFFICIENCY 
For the Family Self-Sufficiency program 

to support family self-sufficiency coordina-
tors under section 23 of the United States 
Housing Act of 1937, to promote the develop-
ment of local strategies to coordinate the 
use of assistance under sections 8 and 9 of 
such Act with public and private resources, 
and enable eligible families to achieve eco-
nomic independence and self-sufficiency, 
$75,000,000, to remain available until Sep-
tember 30, 2017: Provided, That the Secretary 
may, by Federal Register notice, waive or 
specify alternative requirements under sec-
tions b(3), b(4), b(5), or c(1) of section 23 of 
such Act in order to facilitate the operation 
of a unified self-sufficiency program for indi-
viduals receiving assistance under different 
provisions of the Act, as determined by the 
Secretary: Provided further, That owners of 
multifamily properties with project-based 
subsidy contracts under section 8 may com-

pete for funding under this heading and/or 
voluntarily make a Family Self-Sufficiency 
program available to the assisted tenants of 
such property in accordance with procedures 
established by the Secretary: Provided fur-
ther, That such procedures established pursu-
ant to the previous proviso shall permit par-
ticipating tenants to accrue escrow funds in 
accordance with section 23(d)(2) and shall 
allow owners to use funding from residual re-
ceipt accounts to hire coordinators for their 
own Family Self-Sufficiency program. 

NATIVE AMERICAN HOUSING BLOCK GRANTS 
For the Native American Housing Block 

Grants program, as authorized under title I 
of the Native American Housing Assistance 
and Self-Determination Act of 1996 
(NAHASDA) (25 U.S.C. 4111 et seq.), 
$650,000,000, to remain available until Sep-
tember 30, 2020: Provided, That, notwith-
standing the Native American Housing As-
sistance and Self-Determination Act of 1996, 
to determine the amount of the allocation 
under title I of such Act for each Indian 
tribe, the Secretary shall apply the formula 
under section 302 of such Act with the need 
component based on single-race census data 
and with the need component based on 
multi-race census data, and the amount of 
the allocation for each Indian tribe shall be 
the greater of the two resulting allocation 
amounts: Provided further, That of the 
amounts made available under this heading, 
$3,500,000 shall be contracted for assistance 
for national or regional organizations rep-
resenting Native American housing interests 
for providing training and technical assist-
ance to Indian housing authorities and trib-
ally designated housing entities as author-
ized under NAHASDA: Provided further, That 
of the funds made available under the pre-
vious proviso, not less than $2,000,000 shall be 
made available for a national organization 
as authorized under section 703 of NAHASDA 
(25 U.S.C. 4212): Provided further, That of the 
amounts made available under this heading, 
$2,000,000 shall be to support the inspection 
of Indian housing units, contract expertise, 
training, and technical assistance in the 
training, oversight, and management of such 
Indian housing and tenant-based assistance, 
including up to $300,000 for related travel: 
Provided further, That of the amount pro-
vided under this heading, $2,000,000 shall be 
made available for the cost of guaranteed 
notes and other obligations, as authorized by 
title VI of NAHASDA: Provided further, That 
such costs, including the costs of modifying 
such notes and other obligations, shall be as 
defined in section 502 of the Congressional 
Budget Act of 1974, as amended: Provided fur-
ther, That these funds are available to sub-
sidize the total principal amount of any 
notes and other obligations, any part of 
which is to be guaranteed, not to exceed 
$17,452,007: Provided further, That the Depart-
ment will notify grantees of their formula 
allocation within 60 days of the date of en-
actment of this Act: Provided further, not-
withstanding section 302(d) of NAHASDA, if 
on January 1, 2016, a recipient’s total 
amount of undisbursed block grants in the 
Department’s line of credit control system is 
greater than three times the formula alloca-
tion it would otherwise receive under this 
heading, the Secretary shall adjust that re-
cipient’s formula allocation down by the dif-
ference between its total amount of 
undisbursed block grants in the Depart-
ment’s line of credit control system on Janu-
ary 1, 2016, and three times the formula allo-
cation it would otherwise receive: Provided 
further, That grant amounts not allocated to 
a recipient pursuant to the previous proviso 
shall be allocated under the need component 
of the formula proportionately among all 
other Indian tribes not subject to an adjust-
ment: Provided further, That the two previous 
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provisos shall not apply to any Indian tribe 
that would otherwise receive a formula allo-
cation of less than $5,000,000: Provided further, 
That to take effect, the three previous pro-
visos do not require the issuance of any regu-
lation. 

INDIAN HOUSING LOAN GUARANTEE FUND 
PROGRAM ACCOUNT 

For the cost of guaranteed loans, as au-
thorized by section 184 of the Housing and 
Community Development Act of 1992 (12 
U.S.C. 1715z-13a), $8,000,000, to remain avail-
able until expended: Provided, That such 
costs, including the costs of modifying such 
loans, shall be as defined in section 502 of the 
Congressional Budget Act of 1974: Provided 
further, That these funds are available to 
subsidize total loan principal, any part of 
which is to be guaranteed, up to 
$1,269,841,270, to remain available until ex-
pended: Provided further, That up to $750,000 
of this amount may be for administrative 
contract expenses including management 
processes and systems to carry out the loan 
guarantee program. 

COMMUNITY PLANNING AND DEVELOPMENT 
HOUSING OPPORTUNITIES FOR PERSONS WITH 

AIDS 
For carrying out the Housing Opportuni-

ties for Persons with AIDS program, as au-
thorized by the AIDS Housing Opportunity 
Act (42 U.S.C. 12901 et seq.), $332,000,000, to 
remain available until September 30, 2017, 
except that amounts allocated pursuant to 
section 854(c)(3) of such Act shall remain 
available until September 30, 2018: Provided, 
That the Secretary shall renew all expiring 
contracts for permanent supportive housing 
that initially were funded under section 
854(c)(3) of such Act from funds made avail-
able under this heading in fiscal year 2010 
and prior fiscal years that meet all program 
requirements before awarding funds for new 
contracts under such section: Provided fur-
ther, That the Department shall notify 
grantees of their formula allocation within 
60 days of enactment of this Act. 

b 2345 

AMENDMENT OFFERED BY MR. NADLER 
Mr. NADLER. Mr. Chairman, I have 

an amendment at the desk. 
The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will re-

port the amendment. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Page 94, line 1, after the dollar amount, in-

sert ‘‘(increased by $3,000,000)’’. 
Page 116, line 12, after the dollar amount, 

insert ‘‘(reduced by $3,000,000)’’. 

Mr. NADLER (during the reading). 
Mr. Chair, I ask unanimous consent to 
waive the reading of the amendment. 

The Acting CHAIR. Is there objection 
to the request of the gentleman from 
New York? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. DIAZ-BALART. Mr. Chairman, I 

reserve a point of order on the gentle-
man’s amendment. 

The Acting CHAIR. A point of order 
is reserved. 

Pursuant to House Resolution 287, 
the gentleman from New York and a 
Member opposed each will control 5 
minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from New York. 

Mr. NADLER. Mr. Chairman, I yield 
myself such time as I may consume. 

Mr. Chairman, since 1992, the Hous-
ing Opportunities for Persons with 
AIDS has provided a vital safety net. 

In the United States, 50,000 people be-
come infected with HIV every year, and 
1.2 million people are living with HIV/ 
AIDS. More than 500,000 of these indi-
viduals will need some form of housing 
assistance during the course of their 
illness, but 145,000 individuals have 
unmet housing needs. 

HOPWA combines housing support 
with additional services to help people 
living with HIV/AIDS and their fami-
lies stay in stable, safe housing; man-
age their illness; and remain active in 
their communities. Housing interven-
tions are critical in our continued fight 
against HIV/AIDS, and research clearly 
shows that stable housing leads to bet-
ter health outcomes. 

Providing stable housing to people 
living with HIV/AIDS reduces the risk 
of transmission to a partner by 96 per-
cent; it reduces emergency room visits 
and expense to the public by 36 percent 
and hospitalizations by 57 percent. In 
other words, investing a modest 
amount in HOPWA today saves us mil-
lions, if not billions of Federal tax-
payer dollars in the future. 

HOPWA is the only Federal housing 
program to provide cities and States 
with dedicated resources to address the 
housing crisis facing people living with 
HIV/AIDS, and the program tradition-
ally enjoys strong bipartisan support. 

Congressional support for HOPWA is 
clear in this legislation. While nearly 
every other program in the bill has 
been slashed by millions of dollars and 
often funded at levels below the point 
of actually functioning, HOPWA saw a 
slight increase in funding during the 
committee’s consideration of the bill. 

Some hail the bill’s slim $332 million 
for HOPWA as a victory. I also applaud 
any additional funding for HOPWA, but 
I cannot call it a victory to fund this 
program below its 2010 funding level 
when wait lists for HOPWA services 
continue to grow and thousands of 
Americans die on the streets and in 
shelters because we refuse to provide a 
few extra million dollars to provide 
them with the care they need. 

I will not claim that my amendment 
completely solves that problem. The 
National AIDS Housing Coalition esti-
mates that, in FY16, they will need $364 
million to provide HOPWA services to 
those who need them and to fund vital 
administrative support to improve the 
program. 

To reach that goal, we would need to 
find $32 million somewhere in this bill 
to transfer to HOPWA, but the funding 
levels we are considering today are so 
abysmally low, it is nearly impossible 
to move that much money without gut-
ting other important programs. 

What we do, at the very least, is pass 
my amendment to restore HOPWA to 
its FY10 funding level of $335 million, a 
scant $3 million increase. That funding 
level makes only a small dent in 
HOPWA’s real need, but it will give 
hundreds more people and families ac-
cess to lifesaving services. It is a very 
small step, but it is in the right direc-
tion, and I believe if we have the 

chance to save even one life, let alone 
hundreds, we have a duty to act. 

To protect those living with HIV/ 
AIDS and to stay within the House 
rules, my amendment offsets this addi-
tional funding to cuts to HUD’s infor-
mation technology fund. 

I recognize the importance of pro-
viding HUD with phones and computers 
and understand the chairman and 
ranking member’s concerns about addi-
tional cuts to this account, but noth-
ing is more important than, quite sim-
ply, saving lives. 

We must pass this amendment and 
give those families battling HIV/AIDS 
a fighting chance. I urge my colleagues 
to support this amendment, and I re-
serve the balance of my time. 

Mr. DIAZ-BALART. Mr. Chairman, I 
withdraw my reservation of a point of 
order. 

The Acting CHAIR. The reservation 
of the point of order is withdrawn. 

Does any Member seek time in oppo-
sition? 

Mr. PRICE of North Carolina. Mr. 
Chairman, let me inquire of the chair-
man, does he plan to claim the time in 
opposition? 

Mr. DIAZ-BALART. Mr. Chairman, I 
will not be claiming the time in opposi-
tion. 

Mr. PRICE of North Carolina. Mr. 
Chairman, although, as a formality, I 
will then claim that time, although I 
am not opposed; I am enthusiastically 
in support of Mr. NADLER’s amend-
ment. 

The Acting CHAIR. Without objec-
tion, the gentleman is recognized for 5 
minutes. 

There was no objection. 
Mr. PRICE of North Carolina. Mr. 

Chairman, I do want to take a little 
extra time to mention some things 
connected to this that I think need to 
come to our colleagues’ attention. 

First of all, this is not an ideal offset 
that Mr. NADLER has chosen. This is 
simply an example of the problem we 
have had all evening. Any funding 
amendment will fill only one hole by 
digging another, and so that is just the 
reality we are dealing with. 

I do support this amendment. It runs 
the risk of further delaying HUD’s ac-
quisition of improved IT systems. We 
are going to need to attend to that. In 
this bill, HUD’s IT account is already 
$150 million below the fiscal year ’15 
level and $234 million below the Presi-
dent’s request. This is not an account 
that has a lot to spare, so I hope we can 
revisit that. 

It may be relatively easy to target 
this funding line. We have got to pro-
vide HUD with the tools it needs to 
properly administer HOPWA and other 
programs. 

We need, of course, eventually, a bi-
partisan budget agreement that will 
allow for a more credible bill that will 
adequately fund HOPWA and HUD’s IT 
account both, both of those. 

Let me say, Mr. Chairman, I, in addi-
tion, hope that the chairman and other 
longtime supporters of HOPWA are 

VerDate Sep 11 2014 06:23 Jun 04, 2015 Jkt 049060 PO 00000 Frm 00103 Fmt 7634 Sfmt 0634 E:\CR\FM\A03JN7.111 H03JNPT1rf
re

de
ric

k 
on

 D
S

K
6V

P
T

V
N

1P
R

O
D

 w
ith

 H
O

U
S

E



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — HOUSEH3866 June 3, 2015 
going to be able to work—we are all 
going to be able to work together mov-
ing forward to get this HOPWA for-
mula updated once and for all. 

The formula hasn’t been updated for 
the distribution of funds, the alloca-
tion of funds, that formula hasn’t been 
updated since the inception of program 
in the early nineties. Without an up-
date, many Americans who are living 
with HIV in areas of the country with 
the fastest growing infection rates— 
namely, the South and rural America— 
are not getting the housing support 
they desperately need. 

As a Member from a State with an 
AIDS death rate higher than the na-
tional average, this issue, getting this 
formula right, is a matter of life and 
death for many of my constituents. 

As we work on this bill in the months 
to come, try to get the funding levels 
where they need to be, we also very 
much need to address that formula 
issue, and I pledge my readiness to 
work with colleagues to have an equi-
table funding formula. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 
Mr. NADLER. Mr. Chairman, how 

much time do I have remaining? 
The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman 

from New York has 11⁄2 minutes re-
maining. 

Mr. NADLER. Mr. Chairman, I yield 
myself the balance of my time. I won’t 
use it. 

I simply want to express my appre-
ciation first to the ranking member for 
supporting the amendment, despite the 
very painful offset which he will have 
to deal with, which I won’t have to deal 
with, except as a single Member of the 
House. 

I want to thank the chairman for not 
opposing this amendment. This amend-
ment is a matter of life or death for a 
large number of people, and I urge my 
colleagues to adopt it. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 
The Acting CHAIR. The question is 

on the amendment offered by the gen-
tleman from New York (Mr. NADLER). 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will 

read. 
The Clerk read as follows: 

COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT FUND 
For assistance to units of State and local 

government, and to other entities, for eco-
nomic and community development activi-
ties, and for other purposes, $3,060,000,000, to 
remain available until September 30, 2018, 
unless otherwise specified: Provided, That of 
the total amount provided, $3,000,000,000 is 
for carrying out the community development 
block grant program under title I of the 
Housing and Community Development Act of 
1974, as amended (‘‘the Act’’ herein) (42 
U.S.C. 5301 et seq.): Provided further, That un-
less explicitly provided for under this head-
ing, not to exceed 20 percent of any grant 
made with funds appropriated under this 
heading shall be expended for planning and 
management development and administra-
tion: Provided further, That a metropolitan 
city, urban county, unit of general local gov-
ernment, or Indian tribe, or insular area that 
directly or indirectly receives funds under 
this heading may not sell, trade, or other-
wise transfer all or any portion of such funds 

to another such entity in exchange for any 
other funds, credits or non-Federal consider-
ations, but must use such funds for activities 
eligible under title I of the Act: Provided fur-
ther, That notwithstanding section 105(e)(1) 
of the Act, no funds provided under this 
heading may be provided to a for-profit enti-
ty for an economic development project 
under section 105(a)(17) unless such project 
has been evaluated and selected in accord-
ance with guidelines required under subpara-
graph (e)(2): Provided further, That none of 
the funds made available under this heading 
may be used for grants for the Economic De-
velopment Initiative (‘‘EDI’’) or Neighbor-
hood Initiatives activities, Rural Innovation 
Fund, or for grants pursuant to section 107 of 
the Housing and Community Development 
Act of 1974 (42 U.S.C. 5307): Provided further, 
That the Department shall notify grantees of 
their formula allocation within 60 days of en-
actment of this Act: Provided further, That of 
the total amount provided under this head-
ing $60,000,000 shall be for grants to Indian 
tribes notwithstanding section 106(a)(1) of 
such Act, of which, notwithstanding any 
other provision of law (including section 204 
of this Act), up to $3,960,000 may be used for 
emergencies that constitute imminent 
threats to health and safety. 
COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT LOAN GUARANTEES 

PROGRAM ACCOUNT 
(INCLUDING RESCISSION) 

Subject to section 502 of the Congressional 
Budget Act of 1974, during fiscal year 2016, 
commitments to guarantee loans under sec-
tion 108 of the Housing and Community De-
velopment Act of 1974 (42 U.S.C. 5308), any 
part of which is guaranteed, shall not exceed 
a total principal amount of $300,000,000, not-
withstanding any aggregate limitation on 
outstanding obligations guaranteed in sub-
section (k) of such section 108: Provided, That 
the Secretary shall collect fees from bor-
rowers, notwithstanding subsection (m) of 
such section 108, to result in a credit subsidy 
cost of zero for guaranteeing such loans, and 
any such fees shall be collected in accord-
ance with section 502(7) of the Congressional 
Budget Act of 1974: Provided further, That all 
unobligated balances, including recaptures 
and carryover, remaining from funds appro-
priated to the Department of Housing and 
Urban Development under this heading are 
hereby permanently rescinded. 

HOME INVESTMENT PARTNERSHIPS PROGRAM 
(INCLUDING TRANSFER OF FUNDS) 

For the HOME investment partnerships 
program, as authorized under title II of the 
Cranston-Gonzalez National Affordable 
Housing Act, as amended, $767,000,000, to re-
main available until September 30, 2019: Pro-
vided, That notwithstanding the amount 
made available under this heading, the 
threshold reduction requirements in sections 
216(10) and 217(b)(4) of such Act shall not 
apply to allocations of such amount: Pro-
vided further, That the requirements under 
provisos 2 through 6 under this heading for 
fiscal year 2012 and such requirements appli-
cable pursuant to the ‘‘Full-Year Continuing 
Appropriations Act, 2013’’, shall not apply to 
any project to which funds were committed 
on or after August 23, 2013, but such projects 
shall instead be governed by the Final Rule 
titled ‘‘Home Investment Partnerships Pro-
gram; Improving Performance and Account-
ability; Updating Property Standards’’ which 
became effective on such date: Provided fur-
ther, That notwithstanding paragraphs 
(1)(B)(i) or (2)(B)(i) of section 1337(a) of the 
Housing and Community Development Act of 
1992 (12 U.S.C. 4567(a)), amounts allocated 
under such paragraphs shall be credited to, 
made available, and merged with this ac-
count: Provided further, That no amounts 

made available by any provision of law may 
be transferred, reprogrammed, or credited to 
the Housing Trust Fund. 

AMENDMENT OFFERED BY MR. AL GREEN OF 
TEXAS 

Mr. AL GREEN of Texas. Mr. Chair-
man, I have an amendment at the desk. 

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will re-
port the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
In the ‘‘Department of Housing and Urban 

Development—Community Planning and De-
velopment—HOME Investment Partnerships 
Program’’ account, after the aggregate dol-
lar amount insert ‘‘(increased by 
$293,000,000)’’. 

In the ‘‘Department of Housing and Urban 
Development—Community Planning and De-
velopment—HOME Investment Partnerships 
Program’’ account, strike the last two pro-
visos. 

Mr. AL GREEN of Texas (during the 
reading). Mr. Chair, I ask unanimous 
consent that the amendment be consid-
ered as read. 

The Acting CHAIR. Is there objection 
to the request of the gentleman from 
Texas? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. DIAZ-BALART. Mr. Chairman, I 

reserve a point of order. 
The Acting CHAIR. A point of order 

is reserved. 
Pursuant to House Resolution 287, 

the gentleman from Texas and a Mem-
ber opposed each will control 5 min-
utes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Texas. 

Mr. AL GREEN of Texas. Mr. Chair-
man, let me please start by acknowl-
edging the Honorable MAXINE WATERS. 
What I present tonight is an amend-
ment that she actually authored, and I 
would like to present it. In so doing, I 
want to remind us that this amend-
ment deals with two programs that are 
near and dear to my heart, the afford-
able housing trust fund and the HOME 
program. 

These programs are near and dear to 
my heart because the greatness of a na-
tion will not be measured by how we 
treat people who live in the suites of 
life, how we treat the well off, the well 
heeled, and the well to do. 

The greatness of a nation is often 
measured by how we treat people who 
live in the streets of life, those who are 
too often among the least, the last, and 
the lost. 

This amendment seeks to provide aid 
and comfort for those who, but for the 
grace of God, could be you or me, but 
those who find themselves living in the 
streets of life. This amendment, in 
dealing with the affordable housing 
trust fund, will restore it. 

The current bill would actually 
eliminate the affordable housing trust 
fund. This amendment provides some 
degree of aid and comfort for those who 
are living at 30 percent of the area me-
dian income, wherever they happen to 
live. 

In Ms. MAXINE WATERS’ district, this 
would mean an annual income of 
$20,200 for a family of four. I would dare 
say that there are few among us who 
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would dare attempt to live off of $20,200 
as an individual. This helps a family of 
four with $20,200. This is what the af-
fordable housing trust fund does. It 
helps people who are extremely low of 
income. 

My hope is that we will be able to 
prevent this elimination of the afford-
able housing trust fund, and this 
amendment does it. 

This amendment also will help those 
who can benefit from the HOME pro-
gram. The HOME program can serve a 
family of four that earns up to $53,900 
per year. This program is a partner-
ship, if you will, between State, munic-
ipal, and Federal Government. 

It has been a program that has been 
of great benefit across the length and 
breadth of this country. There is not a 
State in the country, I would dare say, 
that has not benefited from the HOME 
program. 

It is my hope that we can meet the 
President’s request for the HOME pro-
gram. Right now, it is about $293 mil-
lion short of the President’s request. 
This amendment would add that $293 
million that the President has re-
quested. 

I started by indicating that these are 
two programs that are near and dear to 
me. Mr. Chairman, I believe that Ruth 
Meltzer was right when she indicated 
that some measure their lives by days 
and years, others by heartthrobs, pas-
sions, and tears; but the surest meas-
ure under God’s sun is what for others 
in your lifetime have you done. 

These programs afford us an oppor-
tunity to do for others, to be a blessing 
to those that have not been as blessed 
as we. My hope is that we will find a 
way to salvage both of these programs, 
restore the HOME program to what the 
President has requested, and prevent 
the affordable housing trust fund from 
finding its way to the ash heap of his-
tory. 

I reserve the balance of my time. 
POINT OF ORDER 

Mr. DIAZ-BALART. Mr. Chairman, I 
insist on my point of order. 

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman 
from Florida is recognized. 

Mr. DIAZ-BALART. Mr. Chairman, 
the amendment proposes a net increase 
in budget authority in the bill. 

The amendment is not in order under 
section 3(d)3 of House Resolution 5, 
114th Congress, which states the fol-
lowing: 

‘‘It shall not be in order to consider 
an amendment to a general appropria-
tions bill proposing a net increase in 
budget authority in the bill unless con-
sidered en bloc with another amend-
ment or amendments proposing an 
equal or greater decrease in such budg-
et authority pursuant to clause 2(f) of 
rule XXI.’’ 

The amendment proposes a net in-
crease in budget authority in the bill 
in violation of such section. 

I ask for a ruling from the Chair. 
The Acting CHAIR. Does any other 

Member wish to be heard on the point 
of order? 

Mr. AL GREEN of Texas. If I may, 
Mr. Chairman. 

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman is 
recognized on the point of order. 

Mr. AL GREEN of Texas. Mr. Chair-
man, on the point of order, under-
standing the rules, I still would be-
seech us, Mr. Chairman, to give some 
consideration to the salvation of these 
programs. 

Perhaps I will be able to work with 
the chairman and in some way help 
those who are not in a position to help 
themselves. 

The Acting CHAIR. The Chair is pre-
pared to rule. 

The gentleman from Florida makes a 
point of order that the amendment of-
fered by the gentleman from Texas vio-
lates section 3(d)(3) of House Resolu-
tion 5. 

Section 3(d)(3) establishes a point of 
order against an amendment proposing 
a net increase in budget authority in 
the pending bill. 

As persuasively asserted by the gen-
tleman from Florida, the amendment 
proposes a net increase in budget au-
thority in the bill. Therefore, the point 
of order is sustained. The amendment 
is not in order. 

b 0000 

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will 
read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
SELF-HELP AND ASSISTED HOMEOWNERSHIP 

OPPORTUNITY PROGRAM 
For the Self-Help and Assisted Homeown-

ership Opportunity Program, as authorized 
under section 11 of the Housing Opportunity 
Program Extension Act of 1996, as amended, 
$50,000,000, to remain available until Sep-
tember 30, 2018: Provided, That of the total 
amount provided under this heading, 
$10,000,000 shall be made available to the 
Self-Help and Assisted Homeownership Op-
portunity Program as authorized under sec-
tion 11 of the Housing Opportunity Program 
Extension Act of 1996, as amended: Provided 
further, That of the total amount provided 
under this heading, $35,000,000 shall be made 
available for the second, third, and fourth 
capacity building activities authorized under 
section 4(a) of the HUD Demonstration Act 
of 1993 (42 U.S.C. 9816 note), of which not less 
than $5,000,000 shall be made available for 
rural capacity building activities: Provided 
further, That of the total amount provided 
under this heading, $5,000,000 shall be made 
available for capacity building by national 
rural housing organizations with experience 
assessing national rural conditions and pro-
viding financing, training, technical assist-
ance, information, and research to local non-
profits, local governments and Indian Tribes 
serving high need rural communities. 

HOMELESS ASSISTANCE GRANTS 
(INCLUDING TRANSFER OF FUNDS) 

For the emergency solutions grants pro-
gram as authorized under subtitle B of title 
IV of the McKinney-Vento Homeless Assist-
ance Act, as amended; the continuum of care 
program as authorized under subtitle C of 
title IV of such Act; and the rural housing 
stability assistance program as authorized 
under subtitle D of title IV of such Act, 
$2,185,000,000, to remain available until Sep-
tember 30, 2018: Provided, That any rental as-
sistance amounts that are recaptured under 
such continuum of care program shall re-
main available until expended: Provided fur-

ther, That not less than $250,000,000 of the 
funds appropriated under this heading shall 
be available for such emergency solutions 
grants program: Provided further, That not 
less than $1,905,000,000 of the funds appro-
priated under this heading shall be available 
for such continuum of care and rural housing 
stability assistance programs: Provided fur-
ther, That up to $5,000,000 of the funds appro-
priated under this heading shall be available 
for the national homeless data analysis 
project: Provided further, That all funds 
awarded for supportive services under the 
continuum of care program and the rural 
housing stability assistance program shall be 
matched by not less than 25 percent in cash 
or in kind by each grantee: Provided further, 
That for all match requirements applicable 
to funds made available under this heading 
for this fiscal year and prior years, a grantee 
may use (or could have used) as a source of 
match funds other funds administered by the 
Secretary and other Federal agencies unless 
there is (or was) a specific statutory prohibi-
tion on any such use of any such funds: Pro-
vided further, That the Secretary shall estab-
lish minimum project performance thresh-
olds for each grantee under the continuum of 
care program based on program performance 
data: Provided further, That none of the funds 
provided under this heading shall be avail-
able to renew any expiring contract or 
amendment to a contract funded under the 
continuum of care program unless the Sec-
retary determines that the expiring contract 
or amendment to a contract is needed under 
the applicable continuum of care and meets 
appropriate program requirements, financial 
standards, and performance measures, in-
cluding the minimum performance thresh-
olds established in the previous proviso: Pro-
vided further, That the Secretary shall 
prioritize funding under the continuum of 
care program to grant applications that 
demonstrate a capacity to reallocate funding 
from lower performing projects to higher 
performing projects: Provided further, That 
all awards of assistance under this heading 
shall be required to coordinate and integrate 
homeless programs with other mainstream 
health, social services, and employment pro-
grams for which homeless populations may 
be eligible: Provided further, That with re-
spect to funds provided under this heading 
for the continuum of care program for fiscal 
years 2013, 2014, 2015, and 2016 provision of 
permanent housing rental assistance may be 
administered by private nonprofit organiza-
tions: Provided further, That any unobligated 
amounts remaining from funds appropriated 
under this heading in fiscal year 2012 and 
prior years for project-based rental assist-
ance for rehabilitation projects with 10-year 
grant terms may be used for purposes under 
this heading, notwithstanding the purposes 
for which such funds were appropriated: Pro-
vided further, That all balances for Shelter 
Plus Care renewals previously funded from 
the Shelter Plus Care Renewal account and 
transferred to this account shall be avail-
able, if recaptured, for continuum of care re-
newals in fiscal year 2016: Provided further, 
That the Department shall notify grantees of 
their formula allocation from amounts allo-
cated (which may represent initial or final 
amounts allocated) for the emergency solu-
tions grant program within 60 days of enact-
ment of this Act. 

HOUSING PROGRAMS 
PROJECT-BASED RENTAL ASSISTANCE 

For activities and assistance for the provi-
sion of project-based subsidy contracts under 
the United States Housing Act of 1937 (42 
U.S.C. 1437 et seq.) (‘‘the Act’’), not other-
wise provided for, $10,254,000,000, to remain 
available until expended, shall be available 
on October 1, 2015 (in addition to the 
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$400,000,000 previously appropriated under 
this heading that became available October 
1, 2015), and $400,000,000, to remain available 
until expended, shall be available on October 
1, 2016: Provided, That the amounts made 
available under this heading shall be avail-
able for expiring or terminating section 8 
project-based subsidy contracts (including 
section 8 moderate rehabilitation contracts), 
for amendments to section 8 project-based 
subsidy contracts (including section 8 mod-
erate rehabilitation contracts), for contracts 
entered into pursuant to section 441 of the 
McKinney-Vento Homeless Assistance Act 
(42 U.S.C. 11401), for renewal of section 8 con-
tracts for units in projects that are subject 
to approved plans of action under the Emer-
gency Low Income Housing Preservation Act 
of 1987 or the Low-Income Housing Preserva-
tion and Resident Homeownership Act of 
1990, and for administrative and other ex-
penses associated with project-based activi-
ties and assistance funded under this para-
graph: Provided further, That of the total 
amounts provided under this heading, not to 
exceed $150,000,000 shall be available for per-
formance-based contract administrators for 
section 8 project-based assistance, for car-
rying out 42 U.S.C. 1437(f): Provided further, 
That the Secretary of Housing and Urban 
Development may also use such amounts in 
the previous proviso for performance-based 
contract administrators for the administra-
tion of: interest reduction payments pursu-
ant to section 236(a) of the National Housing 
Act (12 U.S.C. 1715z-1(a)); rent supplement 
payments pursuant to section 101 of the 
Housing and Urban Development Act of 1965 
(12 U.S.C. 1701s); section 236(f)(2) rental as-
sistance payments (12 U.S.C. 1715z-1(f)(2)); 
project rental assistance contracts for the el-
derly under section 202(c)(2) of the Housing 
Act of 1959 (12 U.S.C. 1701q); project rental 
assistance contracts for supportive housing 
for persons with disabilities under section 
811(d)(2) of the Cranston-Gonzalez National 
Affordable Housing Act (42 U.S.C. 8013(d)(2)); 
project assistance contracts pursuant to sec-
tion 202(h) of the Housing Act of 1959 (Public 
Law 86–372; 73 Stat. 667); and loans under sec-
tion 202 of the Housing Act of 1959 (Public 
Law 86–372; 73 Stat. 667): Provided further, 
That amounts recaptured under this head-
ing, the heading ‘‘Annual Contributions for 
Assisted Housing’’, or the heading ‘‘Housing 
Certificate Fund’’, may be used for renewals 
of or amendments to section 8 project-based 
contracts or for performance-based contract 
administrators, notwithstanding the pur-
poses for which such amounts were appro-
priated: Provided further, That, notwith-
standing any other provision of law, upon 
the request of the Secretary of Housing and 
Urban Development, project funds that are 
held in residual receipts accounts for any 
project subject to a section 8 project-based 
Housing Assistance Payments contract that 
authorizes HUD or a Housing Finance Agen-
cy to require that surplus project funds be 
deposited in an interest-bearing residual re-
ceipts account and that are in excess of an 
amount to be determined by the Secretary, 
shall be remitted to the Department and de-
posited in this account, to be available until 
expended: Provided further, That amounts de-
posited pursuant to the previous proviso 
shall be available in addition to the amount 
otherwise provided by this heading for uses 
authorized under this heading. 

HOUSING FOR THE ELDERLY 
For amendments to capital advance con-

tracts for housing for the elderly, as author-
ized by section 202 of the Housing Act of 1959, 
as amended, and for project rental assistance 
for the elderly under section 202(c)(2) of such 
Act, including amendments to contracts for 
such assistance and renewal of expiring con-

tracts for such assistance for up to a 1-year 
term, and for senior preservation rental as-
sistance contracts, including renewals, as 
authorized by section 811(e) of the American 
Housing and Economic Opportunity Act of 
2000, as amended, and for supportive services 
associated with the housing, $414,000,000 to 
remain available until September 30, 2019: 
Provided, That of the amount provided under 
this heading, up to $77,000,000 shall be for 
service coordinators and the continuation of 
existing congregate service grants for resi-
dents of assisted housing projects: Provided 
further, That amounts under this heading 
shall be available for Real Estate Assess-
ment Center inspections and inspection-re-
lated activities associated with section 202 
projects: Provided further, That the Secretary 
may waive the provisions of section 202 gov-
erning the terms and conditions of project 
rental assistance, except that the initial con-
tract term for such assistance shall not ex-
ceed 5 years in duration: Provided further, 
That upon request of the Secretary of Hous-
ing and Urban Development, project funds 
that are held in residual receipts accounts 
for any project subject to a section 202 
project rental assistance contract, and that 
upon termination of such contract are in ex-
cess of an amount to be determined by the 
Secretary, shall be remitted to the Depart-
ment and deposited in this account, to be 
available until September 30, 2019, for pur-
poses under this heading, and shall be in ad-
dition to the amounts otherwise provided 
under this heading for such purposes: Pro-
vided further, That in addition, of the prior 
year unobligated balances of funds, including 
recaptures and carryover, made available 
under this heading, $47,000,000 shall be used 
for an additional amount for the purposes 
provided under this heading, notwith-
standing any purpose for which originally 
appropriated. 

AMENDMENT OFFERED BY MR. GRAYSON 
Mr. GRAYSON. Mr. Chairman, I have 

an amendment at the desk. 
The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will re-

port the amendment. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Page 105, line 9, after the dollar amount in-

sert ‘‘(increased by $2,500,000)’’. 
Page 113, line 6, after the dollar amount in-

sert ‘‘(reduced by $2,500,000)’’. 

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to 
House Resolution 287, the gentleman 
from Florida and a Member opposed 
each will control 5 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Florida. 

Mr. GRAYSON. Mr. Chairman, this 
amendment seeks to increase the hous-
ing for the elderly account in this bill 
by $2.5 million and decrease the policy 
development and research account 
within the Department of Housing and 
Urban Development by an equal 
amount. 

I hope my good friend from Florida 
(Mr. DIAZ-BALART) across the aisle 
agrees with me on this one. I urge all 
of my colleagues to join me in support 
of this amendment. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 
The Acting CHAIR. The question is 

on the amendment offered by the gen-
tleman from Florida (Mr. GRAYSON). 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The Acting CHAIR. 
The Clerk will read. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
HOUSING FOR PERSONS WITH DISABILITIES 

For amendments to capital advance con-
tracts for supportive housing for persons 

with disabilities, as authorized by section 811 
of the Cranston-Gonzalez National Afford-
able Housing Act (42 U.S.C. 8013), for project 
rental assistance for supportive housing for 
persons with disabilities under section 
811(d)(2) of such Act and for project assist-
ance contracts pursuant to section 202(h) of 
the Housing Act of 1959 (Public Law 86–372; 73 
Stat. 667), including amendments to con-
tracts for such assistance and renewal of ex-
piring contracts for such assistance for up to 
a 1-year term, for project rental assistance 
to State housing finance agencies and other 
appropriate entities as authorized under sec-
tion 811(b)(3) of the Cranston-Gonzalez Na-
tional Housing Act, and for supportive serv-
ices associated with the housing for persons 
with disabilities as authorized by section 
811(b)(1) of such Act, $152,000,000, to remain 
available until September 30, 2019: Provided, 
That amounts made available under this 
heading shall be available for Real Estate 
Assessment Center inspections and inspec-
tion-related activities associated with sec-
tion 811 projects: Provided further, That, in 
this fiscal year, upon the request of the Sec-
retary of Housing and Urban Development, 
project funds that are held in residual re-
ceipts accounts for any project subject to a 
section 811 project rental assistance contract 
and that upon termination of such contract 
are in excess of an amount to be determined 
by the Secretary shall be remitted to the De-
partment and deposited in this account, to 
be available until September 30, 2019: Pro-
vided further, That amounts deposited in this 
account pursuant to the previous proviso 
shall be available in addition to the amounts 
otherwise provided by this heading for the 
purposes authorized under this heading: Pro-
vided further, That unobligated balances, in-
cluding recaptures and carryover, remaining 
from funds transferred to or appropriated 
under this heading may be used for the cur-
rent purposes authorized under this heading 
notwithstanding the purposes for which such 
funds originally were appropriated. 

HOUSING COUNSELING ASSISTANCE 
For contracts, grants, and other assistance 

excluding loans, as authorized under section 
106 of the Housing and Urban Development 
Act of 1968, as amended, $47,000,000, to remain 
available until September 30, 2017, including 
up to $4,500,000 for administrative contract 
services: Provided, That grants made avail-
able from amounts provided under this head-
ing shall be awarded within 180 days of en-
actment of this Act: Provided further, That 
funds shall be used for providing counseling 
and advice to tenants and homeowners, both 
current and prospective, with respect to 
property maintenance, financial manage-
ment/literacy, and such other matters as 
may be appropriate to assist them in improv-
ing their housing conditions, meeting their 
financial needs, and fulfilling the respon-
sibilities of tenancy or homeownership; for 
program administration; and for housing 
counselor training: Provided further, That for 
purposes of providing such grants from 
amounts provided under this heading, the 
Secretary may enter into multiyear agree-
ments as is appropriate, subject to the avail-
ability of annual appropriations. 

RENTAL HOUSING ASSISTANCE 
For amendments to contracts under sec-

tion 101 of the Housing and Urban Develop-
ment Act of 1965 (12 U.S.C. 1701s) and section 
236(f)(2) of the National Housing Act (12 
U.S.C. 1715z-1) in State-aided, noninsured 
rental housing projects, $30,000,000, to remain 
available until expended: Provided, That such 
amount, together with unobligated balances 
from recaptured amounts appropriated prior 
to fiscal year 2006 from terminated contracts 
under such sections of law, and any unobli-
gated balances, including recaptures and car-
ryover, remaining from funds appropriated 
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under this heading after fiscal year 2005, 
shall also be available for extensions of up to 
one year for expiring contracts under such 
sections of law. 

PAYMENT TO MANUFACTURED HOUSING FEES 
TRUST FUND 

For necessary expenses as authorized by 
the National Manufactured Housing Con-
struction and Safety Standards Act of 1974 
(42 U.S.C. 5401 et seq.), up to $11,000,000, to re-
main available until expended, of which 
$11,000,000 is to be derived from the Manufac-
tured Housing Fees Trust Fund: Provided, 
That not to exceed the total amount appro-
priated under this heading shall be available 
from the general fund of the Treasury to the 
extent necessary to incur obligations and 
make expenditures pending the receipt of 
collections to the Fund pursuant to section 
620 of such Act: Provided further, That the 
amount made available under this heading 
from the general fund shall be reduced as 
such collections are received during fiscal 
year 2016 so as to result in a final fiscal year 
2016 appropriation from the general fund es-
timated at zero, and fees pursuant to such 
section 620 shall be modified as necessary to 
ensure such a final fiscal year 2016 appropria-
tion: Provided further, That for the dispute 
resolution and installation programs, the 
Secretary of Housing and Urban Develop-
ment may assess and collect fees from any 
program participant: Provided further, That 
such collections shall be deposited into the 
Fund, and the Secretary, as provided herein, 
may use such collections, as well as fees col-
lected under section 620, for necessary ex-
penses of such Act: Provided further, That, 
notwithstanding the requirements of section 
620 of such Act, the Secretary may carry out 
responsibilities of the Secretary under such 
Act through the use of approved service pro-
viders that are paid directly by the recipi-
ents of their services. 

FEDERAL HOUSING ADMINISTRATION 

MUTUAL MORTGAGE INSURANCE PROGRAM 
ACCOUNT 

New commitments to guarantee single 
family loans insured under the Mutual Mort-
gage Insurance Fund shall not exceed 
$400,000,000,000, to remain available until 
September 30, 2017: Provided, That during fis-
cal year 2016, obligations to make direct 
loans to carry out the purposes of section 
204(g) of the National Housing Act, as 
amended, shall not exceed $5,000,000: Provided 
further, That the foregoing amount in the 
previous proviso shall be for loans to non-
profit and governmental entities in connec-
tion with sales of single family real prop-
erties owned by the Secretary and formerly 
insured under the Mutual Mortgage Insur-
ance Fund: Provided Further, That for admin-
istrative contract expenses of the Federal 
Housing Administration, $130,000,000, to re-
main available until September 30, 2017. 

GENERAL AND SPECIAL RISK PROGRAM ACCOUNT 

New commitments to guarantee loans in-
sured under the General and Special Risk In-
surance Funds, as authorized by sections 238 
and 519 of the National Housing Act (12 
U.S.C. 1715z-3 and 1735c), shall not exceed 
$30,000,000,000 in total loan principal, any 
part of which is to be guaranteed, to remain 
available until September 30, 2017: Provided, 
That during fiscal year 2016, gross obliga-
tions for the principal amount of direct 
loans, as authorized by sections 204(g), 207(l), 
238, and 519(a) of the National Housing Act, 
shall not exceed $5,000,000, which shall be for 
loans to nonprofit and governmental entities 
in connection with the sale of single family 
real properties owned by the Secretary and 
formerly insured under such Act. 

GOVERNMENT NATIONAL MORTGAGE 
ASSOCIATION 

GUARANTEES OF MORTGAGE-BACKED SECURITIES 
LOAN GUARANTEE PROGRAM ACCOUNT 

New commitments to issue guarantees to 
carry out the purposes of section 306 of the 
National Housing Act, as amended (12 U.S.C. 
1721(g)), shall not exceed $500,000,000,000, to 
remain available until September 30, 2017: 
Provided, That $23,000,000 shall be available 
for necessary salaries and expenses of the Of-
fice of Government National Mortgage Asso-
ciation: Provided further, That receipts from 
Commitment and Multiclass fees collected 
pursuant to title III of the National Housing 
Act, as amended, shall be credited as offset-
ting collections to this account. 

POLICY DEVELOPMENT AND RESEARCH 

RESEARCH AND TECHNOLOGY 

For contracts, grants, and necessary ex-
penses of programs of research and studies 
relating to housing and urban problems, not 
otherwise provided for, as authorized by title 
V of the Housing and Urban Development 
Act of 1970 (12 U.S.C. 1701z-1 et seq.), includ-
ing carrying out the functions of the Sec-
retary of Housing and Urban Development 
under section 1(a)(1)(i) of Reorganization 
Plan No. 2 of 1968, $52,500,000, to remain 
available until September 30, 2017: Provided, 
That with respect to amounts made avail-
able under this heading, notwithstanding 
section 204 of this title, the Secretary may 
enter into cooperative agreements funded 
with philanthropic entities, other Federal 
agencies, or State or local governments and 
their agencies for research projects: Provided 
further, That with respect to the previous 
proviso, such partners to the cooperative 
agreements must contribute at least a 50 
percent match toward the cost of the 
project: Provided further, That for non-com-
petitive agreements entered into in accord-
ance with the previous two provisos, the Sec-
retary of Housing and Urban Development 
shall comply with section 2(b) of the Federal 
Funding Accountability and Transparency 
Act of 2006 (Public Law 109–282, 31 U.S.C. 
note) in lieu of compliance with section 
102(a)(4)(C) with respect to documentation of 
award decisions: Provided further, That prior 
to obligation of technical assistance funding, 
the Secretary shall submit a plan, for ap-
proval, to the House and Senate Committees 
on Appropriations on how it will allocate 
funding for this activity. 

FAIR HOUSING AND EQUAL OPPORTUNITY 

FAIR HOUSING ACTIVITIES 

For contracts, grants, and other assist-
ance, not otherwise provided for, as author-
ized by title VIII of the Civil Rights Act of 
1968, as amended by the Fair Housing 
Amendments Act of 1988, and section 561 of 
the Housing and Community Development 
Act of 1987, as amended, $65,300,000, to remain 
available until September 30, 2017: Provided, 
That notwithstanding 31 U.S.C. 3302, the Sec-
retary may assess and collect fees to cover 
the costs of the Fair Housing Training Acad-
emy, and may use such funds to provide such 
training: Provided further, That no funds 
made available under this heading shall be 
used to lobby the executive or legislative 
branches of the Federal Government in con-
nection with a specific contract, grant, or 
loan: Provided further, That of the funds 
made available under this heading, $300,000 
shall be available to the Secretary of Hous-
ing and Urban Development for the creation 
and promotion of translated materials and 
other programs that support the assistance 
of persons with limited English proficiency 
in utilizing the services provided by the De-
partment of Housing and Urban Develop-
ment. 

AMENDMENT OFFERED BY MR. STIVERS 
Mr. STIVERS. Mr. Chairman, I have 

an amendment at the desk. 
The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will re-

port the amendment. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Page 114, line 10, after the dollar amount, 

insert ‘‘(reduced by $28,375,000) (increased by 
$28,375,000)’’. 

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to 
House Resolution 287, the gentleman 
from Ohio and a Member opposed each 
will control 5 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Ohio. 

Mr. STIVERS. Mr. Chairman, I want 
to thank Chairman DIAZ-BALART as 
well as Ranking Member PRICE for 
their hard work on this bill and for pre-
paring a bill that is the best we can do. 

I do rise in support of an amendment 
that seeks to curb lawsuit abuse and 
help fund our local governments. This 
creates congressional intent to redirect 
funds away from the private enforce-
ment account to the administrative en-
forcement account. 

My amendment would decrease by 
$28.375 million the Private Enforce-
ment Initiative and redirect those re-
sources to the Administrative Enforce-
ment Initiative in the Fair Housing 
Initiatives Program. 

I believe that the most efficient and 
effective way to protect Fair Housing 
is through the Administrative Enforce-
ment Initiative of the Fair Housing 
Initiatives Program, which helps State 
and local governments who administer 
laws that include rights and remedies 
every day. They act to help Fair Hous-
ing. They know their communities, and 
they can enforce in their communities 
best. 

My amendment would help protect 
more consumers. In fact, I believe ad-
ministrative enforcement is less expen-
sive to taxpayers. It is more certain. It 
has faster resolution. It has less con-
flicts of interest than some of these 
nonprofit proxy agencies that use the 
Private Enforcement Initiative. 

In fact, there is a 1997 GAO study, 
Mr. Chairman, that revealed that more 
than half of the Private Enforcement 
Initiative dollars were concentrated in 
just 6 of the 27 awardees. I have asked 
the GAO to update that study and to 
look at private enforcement as far as 
its effectiveness because, as I said, it is 
slower and more expensive than admin-
istrative enforcement. 

Therefore, I would ask my colleagues 
to support my congressional intent 
amendment to redirect these resources 
to our State and local governments 
who can more effectively administer 
justice. I ask my colleagues to support 
this amendment. 

I reserve the balance of my time. 
Mr. PRICE of North Carolina. Mr. 

Chairman, I claim the time in opposi-
tion to this amendment. 

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman is 
recognized for 5 minutes. 

Mr. PRICE of North Carolina. Mr. 
Chairman, I rise in opposition to this 
amendment. We have only recently re-
ceived it, and I haven’t fully analyzed 
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it; but, on the face of it, it does appear 
to be shifting the support among pri-
vate enforcement and public enforce-
ment, the kind of private enforcement 
that involves community-based groups, 
that involves often more flexible ways 
of resolving conflicts and issues. 

I simply think it is ill advised here 
tonight to undertake that kind of in-
ternal shifting of funds and would sug-
gest that we reject this, understanding 
that we can return to it and examine 
this more fully to see exactly what is 
implied by this kind of internal shift-
ing of funds within Fair Housing ac-
counts. 

I suggest that we reject this amend-
ment. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 
Mr. STIVERS. Mr. Chairman, I would 

simply say to my colleague from North 
Carolina that administrative enforce-
ment is more effective, it is more effi-
cient. That is why we should redirect 
these resources internally inside Fair 
Housing. It doesn’t change Fair Hous-
ing dollars one penny. 

It redirects the resources to more ef-
ficient and effective means of enforce-
ment, from folks who enforce these 
laws every day and can do it faster and 
more effectively, to make sure the peo-
ple that might be discriminated 
against get their redress sooner. 

I am excited about this amendment. I 
think it will lead to much more effec-
tive enforcement. It does so without 
the conflict of interest of these private 
organizations that can have conflicts 
of interest, and that has been another 
issue that I have asked the GAO to 
look at in my letter to them today. 

I apologize that the minority is just 
seeing this for the first time. I did talk 
about it at the Rules Committee the 
other day. It is something I have been 
working on just for a couple of days 
since that Rules Committee meeting 
when it came up. I apologized for not 
giving the gentleman from North Caro-
lina more notice. 

I would urge my colleagues to sup-
port my amendment, and I yield back 
the balance of my time. 

The Acting CHAIR. The question is 
on the amendment offered by the gen-
tleman from Ohio (Mr. STIVERS). 

The amendment was agreed to. 
AMENDMENT OFFERED BY MR. GRAYSON 

Mr. GRAYSON. Mr. Chairman, I have 
an amendment at the desk. 

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will re-
port the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Page 114, line 19, after the dollar amount, 

insert ‘‘(increased by $150,000)’’. 

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to 
House Resolution 287, the gentleman 
from Florida and a Member opposed 
each will control 5 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Florida. 

Mr. GRAYSON. Mr. Chair, this 
amendment seeks to raise the cap on 
funding for the Limited English Pro-
ficiency Initiative under the Fair Hous-
ing and Equal Opportunity section of 
the bill by 50 percent. 

I want to highlight that we are not 
taking away anything from other pro-
grams. We are simply lifting the cap on 
this particular initiative. This amend-
ment has passed by voice vote for the 
last 2 years, and it is my hope that it 
will do so again. 

There are more than 40 million 
Americans who do not speak English as 
their first language. This tiny, but 
vital program demonstrates to the 
American people that we have equal 
protection under the law, regardless of 
what language we speak. 

I hope to once again have the support 
of my friend from Florida and from the 
House as a whole. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 
The Acting CHAIR. The question is 

on the amendment offered by the gen-
tleman from Florida (Mr. GRAYSON). 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will 

read. 
The Clerk read as follows: 

OFFICE OF LEAD HAZARD CONTROL AND 
HEALTHY HOMES 

LEAD HAZARD REDUCTION 
For the Lead Hazard Reduction Program, 

as authorized by section 1011 of the Residen-
tial Lead-Based Paint Hazard Reduction Act 
of 1992, $75,000,000, to remain available until 
September 30, 2017: Provided, That up to 
$15,000,000 of that amount shall be for the 
Healthy Homes Initiative, pursuant to sec-
tions 501 and 502 of the Housing and Urban 
Development Act of 1970 that shall include 
research, studies, testing, and demonstration 
efforts, including education and outreach 
concerning lead-based paint poisoning and 
other housing-related diseases and hazards: 
Provided further, That for purposes of envi-
ronmental review, pursuant to the National 
Environmental Policy Act of 1969 (42 U.S.C. 
4321 et seq.) and other provisions of the law 
that further the purposes of such Act, a 
grant under the Healthy Homes Initiative, or 
the Lead Technical Studies program under 
this heading or under prior appropriations 
Acts for such purposes under this heading, 
shall be considered to be funds for a special 
project for purposes of section 305(c) of the 
Multifamily Housing Property Disposition 
Reform Act of 1994: Provided further, That 
amounts made available under this heading 
in this or prior appropriations Acts, and that 
still remain available, may be used for any 
purpose under this heading notwithstanding 
the purpose for which such amounts were ap-
propriated if a program competition is 
undersubscribed and there are other program 
competitions under this heading that are 
oversubscribed. 

INFORMATION TECHNOLOGY FUND 
For the development of, modifications to, 

and infrastructure for Department-wide and 
program-specific information technology 
systems, for the continuing operation and 
maintenance of both Department-wide and 
program-specific information systems, and 
for program-related maintenance activities, 
$100,000,000: Provided, That any amounts 
transferred to this Fund under this Act shall 
remain available until expended: Provided 
further, That any amounts transferred to 
this Fund from amounts appropriated by pre-
viously enacted appropriations Acts may be 
used for the purposes specified under this 
Fund, in addition to any other information 
technology purposes for which such amounts 
were appropriated. 

OFFICE OF INSPECTOR GENERAL 
For necessary salaries and expenses of the 

Office of Inspector General in carrying out 

the Inspector General Act of 1978, as amend-
ed, $126,000,000: Provided, That the Inspector 
General shall have independent authority 
over all personnel issues within this office. 

GENERAL PROVISIONS—DEPARTMENT OF 
HOUSING AND URBAN DEVELOPMENT 

(INCLUDING RESCISSIONS) 
SEC. 201. Eighty five percent of the 

amounts of budget authority, or in lieu 
thereof 85 percent of the cash amounts asso-
ciated with such budget authority, that are 
recaptured from projects described in section 
1012(a) of the Stewart B. McKinney Homeless 
Assistance Amendments Act of 1988 (42 
U.S.C. 1437 note) shall be rescinded or in the 
case of cash, shall be remitted to the Treas-
ury. Notwithstanding the previous sentence, 
the Secretary may award up to 15 percent of 
the budget authority or cash recaptured and 
not rescinded or remitted to the Treasury to 
provide project owners with incentives to re-
finance their project at a lower interest rate. 
Any amounts of budget authority or cash re-
captured and not rescinded, returned to the 
Treasury, or otherwise awarded by Sep-
tember 30, 2016 shall be rescinded or in the 
case of cash, shall be remitted to the Treas-
ury. 

SEC. 202. None of the amounts made avail-
able under this Act may be used during fiscal 
year 2016 to investigate or prosecute under 
the Fair Housing Act any otherwise lawful 
activity engaged in by one or more persons, 
including the filing or maintaining of a non-
frivolous legal action, that is engaged in 
solely for the purpose of achieving or pre-
venting action by a Government official or 
entity, or a court of competent jurisdiction. 

SEC. 203. Sections 203 and 209 of division C 
of Public Law 112–55 (125 Stat. 693–694) shall 
apply during fiscal year 2016 as if such sec-
tions were included in this title, except that 
during such fiscal year such sections shall be 
applied by substituting ‘‘fiscal year 2016’’ for 
‘‘fiscal year 2011’’ and for ‘‘fiscal year 2012’’ 
each place such terms appear, and shall be 
amended to reflect revised delineations of 
statistical areas established by the Office of 
Management and Budget pursuant to 44 
U.S.C. 3504(e)(3), 31 U.S.C. 1104(d), and Execu-
tive Order No. 10253. 

SEC. 204. Except as explicitly provided in 
law, any grant, cooperative agreement or 
other assistance made pursuant to title II of 
this Act shall be made on a competitive basis 
and in accordance with section 102 of the De-
partment of Housing and Urban Development 
Reform Act of 1989 (42 U.S.C. 3545). 

SEC. 205. Funds of the Department of Hous-
ing and Urban Development subject to the 
Government Corporation Control Act or sec-
tion 402 of the Housing Act of 1950 shall be 
available, without regard to the limitations 
on administrative expenses, for legal serv-
ices on a contract or fee basis, and for uti-
lizing and making payment for the services 
and facilities of the Federal National Mort-
gage Association, Government National 
Mortgage Association, Federal Home Loan 
Mortgage Corporation, Federal Financing 
Bank, Federal Reserve banks or any member 
thereof, Federal Home Loan banks, and any 
insured bank within the meaning of the Fed-
eral Deposit Insurance Corporation Act, as 
amended (12 U.S.C. 1811-11). 

SEC. 206. Unless otherwise provided for in 
this Act or through a reprogramming of 
funds, no part of any appropriation for the 
Department of Housing and Urban Develop-
ment shall be available for any program, 
project or activity in excess of amounts set 
forth in the budget estimates submitted to 
Congress. 

SEC. 207. Corporations and agencies of the 
Department of Housing and Urban Develop-
ment which are subject to the Government 
Corporation Control Act are hereby author-
ized to make such expenditures, within the 
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limits of funds and borrowing authority 
available to each such corporation or agency 
and in accordance with law, and to make 
such contracts and commitments without re-
gard to fiscal year limitations as provided by 
section 104 of such Act as may be necessary 
in carrying out the programs set forth in the 
budget for 2016 for such corporation or agen-
cy except as hereinafter provided: Provided, 
That collections of these corporations and 
agencies may be used for new loan or mort-
gage purchase commitments only to the ex-
tent expressly provided for in this Act (un-
less such loans are in support of other forms 
of assistance provided for in this or prior ap-
propriations Acts), except that this proviso 
shall not apply to the mortgage insurance or 
guaranty operations of these corporations, 
or where loans or mortgage purchases are 
necessary to protect the financial interest of 
the United States Government. 

SEC. 208. The Secretary of Housing and 
Urban Development shall provide quarterly 
reports to the House and Senate Committees 
on Appropriations regarding all uncommit-
ted, unobligated, recaptured and excess funds 
in each program and activity within the ju-
risdiction of the Department and shall sub-
mit additional, updated budget information 
to these Committees upon request. 

SEC. 209. The President’s formal budget re-
quest for fiscal year 2017, as well as the De-
partment of Housing and Urban Develop-
ment’s congressional budget justifications to 
be submitted to the Committees on Appro-
priations of the House of Representatives 
and the Senate, shall use the identical ac-
count and sub-account structure provided 
under this Act. 

SEC. 210. A public housing agency or such 
other entity that administers Federal hous-
ing assistance for the Housing Authority of 
the county of Los Angeles, California, and 
the States of Alaska, Iowa, and Mississippi 
shall not be required to include a resident of 
public housing or a recipient of assistance 
provided under section 8 of the United States 
Housing Act of 1937 on the board of directors 
or a similar governing board of such agency 
or entity as required under section (2)(b) of 
such Act. Each public housing agency or 
other entity that administers Federal hous-
ing assistance under section 8 for the Hous-
ing Authority of the county of Los Angeles, 
California and the States of Alaska, Iowa 
and Mississippi that chooses not to include a 
resident of public housing or a recipient of 
section 8 assistance on the board of directors 
or a similar governing board shall establish 
an advisory board of not less than six resi-
dents of public housing or recipients of sec-
tion 8 assistance to provide advice and com-
ment to the public housing agency or other 
administering entity on issues related to 
public housing and section 8. Such advisory 
board shall meet not less than quarterly. 

SEC. 211. No funds provided under this title 
may be used for an audit of the Government 
National Mortgage Association that makes 
applicable requirements under the Federal 
Credit Reform Act of 1990 (2 U.S.C. 661 et 
seq.). 

SEC. 212. (a) Notwithstanding any other 
provision of law, subject to the conditions 
listed under this section, for fiscal years 2016 
and 2017, the Secretary of Housing and Urban 
Development may authorize the transfer of 
some or all project-based assistance, debt 
held or insured by the Secretary and statu-
torily required low-income and very low-in-
come use restrictions if any, associated with 
one or more multifamily housing project or 
projects to another multifamily housing 
project or projects. 

(b) Transfers of project-based assistance 
under this section may be done in phases to 
accommodate the financing and other re-
quirements related to rehabilitating or con-

structing the project or projects to which 
the assistance is transferred, to ensure that 
such project or projects meet the standards 
under subsection (c). 

(c) The transfer authorized in subsection 
(a) is subject to the following conditions: 

(1) Number and bedroom size of units.— 
(A) For occupied units in the transferring 

project: the number of low-income and very 
low-income units and the configuration (i.e., 
bedroom size) provided by the transferring 
project shall be no less than when trans-
ferred to the receiving project or projects 
and the net dollar amount of Federal assist-
ance provided to the transferring project 
shall remain the same in the receiving 
project or projects. 

(B) For unoccupied units in the transfer-
ring project: the Secretary may authorize a 
reduction in the number of dwelling units in 
the receiving project or projects to allow for 
a reconfiguration of bedroom sizes to meet 
current market demands, as determined by 
the Secretary and provided there is no in-
crease in the project-based assistance budget 
authority. 

(2) The transferring project shall, as deter-
mined by the Secretary, be either physically 
obsolete or economically nonviable. 

(3) The receiving project or projects shall 
meet or exceed applicable physical standards 
established by the Secretary. 

(4) The owner or mortgagor of the transfer-
ring project shall notify and consult with the 
tenants residing in the transferring project 
and provide a certification of approval by all 
appropriate local governmental officials. 

(5) The tenants of the transferring project 
who remain eligible for assistance to be pro-
vided by the receiving project or projects 
shall not be required to vacate their units in 
the transferring project or projects until new 
units in the receiving project are available 
for occupancy. 

(6) The Secretary determines that this 
transfer is in the best interest of the tenants. 

(7) If either the transferring project or the 
receiving project or projects meets the con-
dition specified in subsection (d)(2)(A), any 
lien on the receiving project resulting from 
additional financing obtained by the owner 
shall be subordinate to any FHA-insured 
mortgage lien transferred to, or placed on, 
such project by the Secretary, except that 
the Secretary may waive this requirement 
upon determination that such a waiver is 
necessary to facilitate the financing of ac-
quisition, construction, and/or rehabilitation 
of the receiving project or projects. 

(8) If the transferring project meets the re-
quirements of subsection (d)(2), the owner or 
mortgagor of the receiving project or 
projects shall execute and record either a 
continuation of the existing use agreement 
or a new use agreement for the project 
where, in either case, any use restrictions in 
such agreement are of no lesser duration 
than the existing use restrictions. 

(9) The transfer does not increase the cost 
(as defined in section 502 of the Congres-
sional Budget Act of 1974, as amended) of any 
FHA-insured mortgage, except to the extent 
that appropriations are provided in advance 
for the amount of any such increased cost. 

(d) For purposes of this section— 
(1) the terms ‘‘low-income’’ and ‘‘very low- 

income’’ shall have the meanings provided 
by the statute and/or regulations governing 
the program under which the project is in-
sured or assisted; 

(2) the term ‘‘multifamily housing project’’ 
means housing that meets one of the fol-
lowing conditions— 

(A) housing that is subject to a mortgage 
insured under the National Housing Act; 

(B) housing that has project-based assist-
ance attached to the structure including 
projects undergoing mark to market debt re-

structuring under the Multifamily Assisted 
Housing Reform and Affordability Housing 
Act; 

(C) housing that is assisted under section 
202 of the Housing Act of 1959, as amended by 
section 801 of the Cranston-Gonzales Na-
tional Affordable Housing Act; 

(D) housing that is assisted under section 
202 of the Housing Act of 1959, as such sec-
tion existed before the enactment of the 
Cranston-Gonzales National Affordable 
Housing Act; 

(E) housing that is assisted under section 
811 of the Cranston-Gonzales National Af-
fordable Housing Act; or 

(F) housing or vacant land that is subject 
to a use agreement; 

(3) the term ‘‘project-based assistance’’ 
means— 

(A) assistance provided under section 8(b) 
of the United States Housing Act of 1937; 

(B) assistance for housing constructed or 
substantially rehabilitated pursuant to as-
sistance provided under section 8(b)(2) of 
such Act (as such section existed imme-
diately before October 1, 1983); 

(C) rent supplement payments under sec-
tion 101 of the Housing and Urban Develop-
ment Act of 1965; 

(D) interest reduction payments under sec-
tion 236 and/or additional assistance pay-
ments under section 236(f)(2) of the National 
Housing Act; 

(E) assistance payments made under sec-
tion 202(c)(2) of the Housing Act of 1959; and 

(F) assistance payments made under sec-
tion 811(d)(2) of the Cranston-Gonzalez Na-
tional Affordable Housing Act; 

(4) the term ‘‘receiving project or projects’’ 
means the multifamily housing project or 
projects to which some or all of the project- 
based assistance, debt, and statutorily re-
quired low-income and very low-income use 
restrictions are to be transferred; 

(5) the term ‘‘transferring project’’ means 
the multifamily housing project which is 
transferring some or all of the project-based 
assistance, debt, and the statutorily required 
low-income and very low-income use restric-
tions to the receiving project or projects; 
and 

(6) the term ‘‘Secretary’’ means the Sec-
retary of Housing and Urban Development. 

(e) PUBLIC NOTICE AND RESEARCH REPORT.— 
(1) The Secretary shall publish by notice in 

the Federal Register the terms and condi-
tions, including criteria for HUD approval, of 
transfers pursuant to this section no later 
than 30 days before the effective date of such 
notice. 

(2) The Secretary shall conduct an evalua-
tion of the transfer authority under this sec-
tion, including the effect of such transfers on 
the operational efficiency, contract rents, 
physical and financial conditions, and long- 
term preservation of the affected properties. 

SEC. 213. (a) No assistance shall be provided 
under section 8 of the United States Housing 
Act of 1937 (42 U.S.C. 1437f) to any individual 
who— 

(1) is enrolled as a student at an institu-
tion of higher education (as defined under 
section 102 of the Higher Education Act of 
1965 (20 U.S.C. 1002)); 

(2) is under 24 years of age; 
(3) is not a veteran; 
(4) is unmarried; 
(5) does not have a dependent child; 
(6) is not a person with disabilities, as such 

term is defined in section 3(b)(3)(E) of the 
United States Housing Act of 1937 (42 U.S.C. 
1437a(b)(3)(E)) and was not receiving assist-
ance under such section 8 as of November 30, 
2005; and 

(7) is not otherwise individually eligible, or 
has parents who, individually or jointly, are 
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not eligible, to receive assistance under sec-
tion 8 of the United States Housing Act of 
1937 (42 U.S.C. 1437f). 

(b) For purposes of determining the eligi-
bility of a person to receive assistance under 
section 8 of the United States Housing Act of 
1937 (42 U.S.C. 1437f), any financial assistance 
(in excess of amounts received for tuition 
and any other required fees and charges) 
that an individual receives under the Higher 
Education Act of 1965 (20 U.S.C. 1001 et seq.), 
from private sources, or an institution of 
higher education (as defined under the High-
er Education Act of 1965 (20 U.S.C. 1002)), 
shall be considered income to that indi-
vidual, except for a person over the age of 23 
with dependent children. 

Mr. DIAZ-BALART. Mr. Chairman, I 
ask unanimous consent that the re-
mainder of the bill through page 156, 
line 8 be considered read, printed in the 
RECORD, and open to amendment at 
any point. 

The Acting CHAIR. Is there objection 
to the request of the gentleman from 
Florida? 

There was no objection. 
The text of the remainder of the bill 

through page 156, line 8, is as follows: 
SEC. 214. The funds made available for Na-

tive Alaskans under the heading ‘‘Native 
American Housing Block Grants’’ in title II 
of this Act shall be allocated to the same Na-
tive Alaskan housing block grant recipients 
that received funds in fiscal year 2005. 

SEC. 215. Notwithstanding the limitation in 
the first sentence of section 255(g) of the Na-
tional Housing Act (12 U.S.C. 1715z-20(g)), the 
Secretary of Housing and Urban Develop-
ment may, until September 30, 2016, insure 
and enter into commitments to insure mort-
gages under such section 255. 

SEC. 216. Notwithstanding any other provi-
sion of law, in fiscal year 2016, in managing 
and disposing of any multifamily property 
that is owned or has a mortgage held by the 
Secretary of Housing and Urban Develop-
ment, and during the process of foreclosure 
on any property with a contract for rental 
assistance payments under section 8 of the 
United States Housing Act of 1937 or other 
Federal programs, the Secretary shall main-
tain any rental assistance payments under 
section 8 of the United States Housing Act of 
1937 and other programs that are attached to 
any dwelling units in the property. To the 
extent the Secretary determines, in con-
sultation with the tenants and the local gov-
ernment, that such a multifamily property 
owned or held by the Secretary is not fea-
sible for continued rental assistance pay-
ments under such section 8 or other pro-
grams, based on consideration of (1) the costs 
of rehabilitating and operating the property 
and all available Federal, State, and local re-
sources, including rent adjustments under 
section 524 of the Multifamily Assisted Hous-
ing Reform and Affordability Act of 1997 
(‘‘MAHRAA’’) and (2) environmental condi-
tions that cannot be remedied in a cost-ef-
fective fashion, the Secretary may, in con-
sultation with the tenants of that property, 
contract for project-based rental assistance 
payments with an owner or owners of other 
existing housing properties, or provide other 
rental assistance. The Secretary shall also 
take appropriate steps to ensure that 
project-based contracts remain in effect 
prior to foreclosure, subject to the exercise 
of contractual abatement remedies to assist 
relocation of tenants for imminent major 
threats to health and safety after written 
notice to and informed consent of the af-
fected tenants and use of other available 
remedies, such as partial abatements or re-
ceivership. After disposition of any multi-

family property described under this section, 
the contract and allowable rent levels on 
such properties shall be subject to the re-
quirements under section 524 of MAHRAA. 

SEC. 217. The commitment authority fund-
ed by fees as provided under the heading 
‘‘Community Development Loan Guarantees 
Program Account’’ may be used to guar-
antee, or make commitments to guarantee, 
notes or other obligations issued by any 
State on behalf of non-entitlement commu-
nities in the State in accordance with the re-
quirements of section 108 of the Housing and 
Community Development Act of 1974: Pro-
vided, That any State receiving such a guar-
antee or commitment shall distribute all 
funds subject to such guarantee to the units 
of general local government in non-entitle-
ment areas that received the commitment. 

SEC. 218. Public housing agencies that own 
and operate 400 or fewer public housing units 
may elect to be exempt from any asset man-
agement requirement imposed by the Sec-
retary of Housing and Urban Development in 
connection with the operating fund rule: Pro-
vided, That an agency seeking a discontinu-
ance of a reduction of subsidy under the op-
erating fund formula shall not be exempt 
from asset management requirements. 

SEC. 219. With respect to the use of 
amounts provided in this Act and in future 
Acts for the operation, capital improvement 
and management of public housing as au-
thorized by sections 9(d) and 9(e) of the 
United States Housing Act of 1937 (42 U.S.C. 
1437g(d) and (e)), the Secretary shall not im-
pose any requirement or guideline relating 
to asset management that restricts or limits 
in any way the use of capital funds for cen-
tral office costs pursuant to section 9(g)(1) or 
9(g)(2) of the United States Housing Act of 
1937 (42 U.S.C. 1437g(g)(1), (2)): Provided, That 
a public housing agency may not use capital 
funds authorized under section 9(d) for ac-
tivities that are eligible under section 9(e) 
for assistance with amounts from the oper-
ating fund in excess of the amounts per-
mitted under section 9(g)(1) or 9(g)(2). 

SEC. 220. No official or employee of the De-
partment of Housing and Urban Development 
shall be designated as an allotment holder 
unless the Office of the Chief Financial Offi-
cer has determined that such allotment hold-
er has implemented an adequate system of 
funds control and has received training in 
funds control procedures and directives. The 
Chief Financial Officer shall ensure that 
there is a trained allotment holder for each 
HUD sub-office under the accounts ‘‘Execu-
tive Offices’’ and ‘‘Administrative Support 
Offices’’, as well as each account receiving 
appropriations for ‘‘Program Office Salaries 
and Expenses’’, ‘‘Government National Mort-
gage Association—Guarantees of Mortgage- 
Backed Securities Loan Guarantee Program 
Account’’, and ‘‘Office of Inspector General’’ 
within the Department of Housing and Urban 
Development. 

SEC. 221. The Secretary of the Department 
of Housing and Urban Development shall, for 
fiscal year 2016, notify the public through 
the Federal Register and other means, as de-
termined appropriate, of the issuance of a 
notice of the availability of assistance or no-
tice of funding availability (NOFA) for any 
program or discretionary fund administered 
by the Secretary that is to be competitively 
awarded. Notwithstanding any other provi-
sion of law, for fiscal year 2016, the Secretary 
may make the NOFA available only on the 
Internet at the appropriate Government web 
site or through other electronic media, as de-
termined by the Secretary. 

SEC. 222. Payment of attorney fees in pro-
gram-related litigation must be paid from 
the individual program office and Office of 
General Counsel personnel funding. The an-
nual budget submissions for program offices 

and Office of General Counsel personnel 
funding must include program-related litiga-
tion costs for attorney fees as a separate line 
item request. 

SEC. 223. The Disaster Housing Assistance 
Programs, administered by the Department 
of Housing and Urban Development, shall be 
considered a ‘‘program of the Department of 
Housing and Urban Development’’ under sec-
tion 904 of the McKinney Act for the purpose 
of income verifications and matching. 

SEC. 224. (a) The Secretary of Housing and 
Urban Development shall take the required 
actions under subsection (b) when a multi-
family housing project with a section 8 con-
tract or contract for similar project-based 
assistance: 

(1) receives a Real Estate Assessment Cen-
ter (REAC) score of 30 or less; or 

(2) receives a REAC score between 31 and 59 
and: 

(A) fails to certify in writing to HUD with-
in 60 days that all deficiencies have been cor-
rected; or 

(B) receives consecutive scores of less than 
60 on REAC inspections. 

Such requirements shall apply to insured 
and noninsured projects with assistance at-
tached to the units under section 8 of the 
United States Housing Act of 1937 (42 U.S.C. 
1437f), but do not apply to such units assisted 
under section 8(o)(13) (42 U.S.C. 1437f(o)(13)) 
or to public housing units assisted with cap-
ital or operating funds under section 9 of the 
United States Housing Act of 1937 (42 U.S.C. 
1437g). 

(b) The Secretary shall take the following 
required actions as authorized under sub-
section (a)— 

(1) The Secretary shall notify the owner 
and provide an opportunity for response 
within 30 days. If the violations remain, the 
Secretary shall develop a Compliance, Dis-
position and Enforcement Plan within 60 
days, with a specified timetable for cor-
recting all deficiencies. The Secretary shall 
provide notice of the Plan to the owner, ten-
ants, the local government, any mortgagees, 
and any contract administrator. 

(2) At the end of the term of the Compli-
ance, Disposition and Enforcement Plan, if 
the owner fails to fully comply with such 
plan, the Secretary may require immediate 
replacement of project management with a 
management agent approved by the Sec-
retary, and shall take one or more of the fol-
lowing actions, and provide additional notice 
of those actions to the owner and the parties 
specified above: 

(A) impose civil money penalties; 
(B) abate the section 8 contract, including 

partial abatement, as determined by the Sec-
retary, until all deficiencies have been cor-
rected; 

(C) pursue transfer of the project to an 
owner, approved by the Secretary under es-
tablished procedures, which will be obligated 
to promptly make all required repairs and to 
accept renewal of the assistance contract as 
long as such renewal is offered; or 

(D) seek judicial appointment of a receiver 
to manage the property and cure all project 
deficiencies or seek a judicial order of spe-
cific performance requiring the owner to 
cure all project deficiencies. 

(c) The Secretary shall also take appro-
priate steps to ensure that project-based con-
tracts remain in effect, subject to the exer-
cise of contractual abatement remedies to 
assist relocation of tenants for imminent 
major threats to health and safety after 
written notice to and informed consent of 
the affected tenants and use of other rem-
edies set forth above. To the extent the Sec-
retary determines, in consultation with the 
tenants and the local government, that the 
property is not feasible for continued rental 
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assistance payments under such section 8 or 
other programs, based on consideration of (1) 
the costs of rehabilitating and operating the 
property and all available Federal, State, 
and local resources, including rent adjust-
ments under section 524 of the Multifamily 
Assisted Housing Reform and Affordability 
Act of 1997 (‘‘MAHRAA’’) and (2) environ-
mental conditions that cannot be remedied 
in a cost-effective fashion, the Secretary 
may, in consultation with the tenants of 
that property, contract for project-based 
rental assistance payments with an owner or 
owners of other existing housing properties, 
or provide other rental assistance. The Sec-
retary shall report semi-annually on all 
properties covered by this section that are 
assessed through the Real Estate Assessment 
Center and have physical inspection scores of 
less than 30 or have consecutive physical in-
spection scores of less than 60. The report 
shall include: 

(1) The enforcement actions being taken to 
address such conditions, including imposi-
tion of civil money penalties and termi-
nation of subsidies, and identify properties 
that have such conditions multiple times; 
and 

(2) Actions that the Department of Hous-
ing and Urban Development is taking to pro-
tect tenants of such identified properties. 

SEC. 225. None of the funds made available 
by this Act, or any other Act, for purposes 
authorized under section 8 (only with respect 
to the tenant-based rental assistance pro-
gram) and section 9 of the United States 
Housing Act of 1937 (42 U.S.C. 1437 et seq.), 
may be used by any public housing agency 
for any amount of salary, including bonuses, 
for the chief executive officer of which, or 
any other official or employee of which, that 
exceeds the annual rate of basic pay payable 
for a position at level IV of the Executive 
Schedule at any time during any public 
housing agency fiscal year 2016. 

SEC. 226. None of the funds in this Act may 
be available for the doctoral dissertation re-
search grant program at the Department of 
Housing and Urban Development. 

SEC. 227. None of the funds in this Act pro-
vided to the Department of Housing and 
Urban Development may be used to make a 
grant award unless the Secretary notifies 
the House and Senate Committees on Appro-
priations not less than 3 full business days 
before any project, State, locality, housing 
authority, tribe, nonprofit organization, or 
other entity selected to receive a grant 
award is announced by the Department or its 
offices. 

SEC. 228. None of the funds made available 
by this Act may be used to require or enforce 
the Physical Needs Assessment (PNA). 

SEC. 229. None of the funds made available 
in this Act shall be used by the Federal 
Housing Administration, the Government 
National Mortgage Administration, or the 
Department of Housing and Urban Develop-
ment to insure, securitize, or establish a 
Federal guarantee of any mortgage or mort-
gage backed security that refinances or oth-
erwise replaces a mortgage that has been 
subject to eminent domain condemnation or 
seizure, by a state, municipality, or any 
other political subdivision of a state. 

SEC. 230. None of the funds made available 
by this Act may be used to terminate the 
status of a unit of general local government 
as a metropolitan city (as defined in section 
102 of the Housing and Community Develop-
ment Act of 1974 (42 U.S.C. 5302)) with respect 
to grants under section 106 of such Act (42 
U.S.C. 5306). 

SEC. 231. Amounts made available under 
this Act which are either appropriated, allo-
cated, advanced on a reimbursable basis, or 
transferred to the Office of Policy Develop-
ment and Research in the Department of 

Housing and Urban Development and func-
tions thereof, for research, evaluation, or 
statistical purposes, and which are unex-
pended at the time of completion of a con-
tract, grant, or cooperative agreement, may 
be deobligated and shall immediately be-
come available and may be reobligated in 
that fiscal year or the subsequent fiscal year 
for the research, evaluation, or statistical 
purposes for which the amounts are made 
available to that Office subject to re-
programming requirements in Section 405 of 
this Act. 

SEC. 232. None of the funds made available 
by this Act may be used by the Secretary of 
Housing and Urban Development to require a 
recipient or sub-recipient of funding for the 
purpose of land acquisition, affordable hous-
ing construction, or affordable housing reha-
bilitation to meet Energy Star standards or 
any other energy efficiency standards that 
exceed the requirements of applicable State 
and local building codes. 

SEC. 233. Of the unobligated balances, in-
cluding recaptures and carryover, remaining 
from funds appropriated in section 1497(a) of 
the Dodd-Frank Wall Street Reform and 
Consumer Protection Act (Public Law 111– 
203; 42 U.S.C. 5301 note) and section 2301(a) of 
title III of division B of the Housing and Eco-
nomic Recovery Act of 2008 (Public Law 110– 
289; 42 U.S.C. 5301 note), $7,000,000 is hereby 
rescinded. 

SEC. 234. (a) All unobligated balances, in-
cluding recaptures and carryover, remaining 
from funds appropriated to the Department 
of Housing and Urban Development under 
the heading ‘‘Rural Housing and Economic 
Development’’ are hereby rescinded. 

(b) Effective October 1, 2015, all unobli-
gated balances, including recaptures and car-
ryover, remaining from funds appropriated 
to the Department of Housing and Urban De-
velopment for accounts under the headings 
‘‘Management and Administration’’ and 
‘‘Program Office Salaries and Expenses’’ in 
division K of Public Law 113–235 are re-
scinded. 

This title may be cited as the ‘‘Department 
of Housing and Urban Development Appro-
priations Act, 2016’’. 

TITLE III—RELATED AGENCIES 
ACCESS BOARD 

SALARIES AND EXPENSES 
For expenses necessary for the Access 

Board, as authorized by section 502 of the Re-
habilitation Act of 1973, as amended, 
$7,548,000: Provided, That, notwithstanding 
any other provision of law, there may be 
credited to this appropriation funds received 
for publications and training expenses. 

FEDERAL MARITIME COMMISSION 
SALARIES AND EXPENSES 

For necessary expenses of the Federal Mar-
itime Commission as authorized by section 
201(d) of the Merchant Marine Act, 1936, as 
amended (46 U.S.C. 307), including services as 
authorized by 5 U.S.C. 3109; hire of passenger 
motor vehicles as authorized by 31 U.S.C. 
1343(b); and uniforms or allowances there-
fore, as authorized by 5 U.S.C. 5901–5902, 
$25,660,000: Provided, That not to exceed $2,000 
shall be available for official reception and 
representation expenses. 
NATIONAL RAILROAD PASSENGER CORPORATION 

OFFICE OF INSPECTOR GENERAL 
SALARIES AND EXPENSES 

For necessary expenses of the Office of In-
spector General for the National Railroad 
Passenger Corporation to carry out the pro-
visions of the Inspector General Act of 1978, 
as amended, $23,999,000: Provided, That the 
Inspector General shall have all necessary 
authority, in carrying out the duties speci-
fied in the Inspector General Act, as amend-

ed (5 U.S.C. App. 3), to investigate allega-
tions of fraud, including false statements to 
the government (18 U.S.C. 1001), by any per-
son or entity that is subject to regulation by 
the National Railroad Passenger Corpora-
tion: Provided further, That the Inspector 
General may enter into contracts and other 
arrangements for audits, studies, analyses, 
and other services with public agencies and 
with private persons, subject to the applica-
ble laws and regulations that govern the ob-
taining of such services within the National 
Railroad Passenger Corporation: Provided 
further, That the Inspector General may se-
lect, appoint, and employ such officers and 
employees as may be necessary for carrying 
out the functions, powers, and duties of the 
Office of Inspector General, subject to the 
applicable laws and regulations that govern 
such selections, appointments, and employ-
ment within Amtrak: Provided further, That 
concurrent with the President’s budget re-
quest for fiscal year 2017, the Inspector Gen-
eral shall submit to the House and Senate 
Committees on Appropriations a budget re-
quest for fiscal year 2017 in similar format 
and substance to those submitted by execu-
tive agencies of the Federal Government. 

NATIONAL TRANSPORTATION SAFETY BOARD 
SALARIES AND EXPENSES 

For necessary expenses of the National 
Transportation Safety Board, including hire 
of passenger motor vehicles and aircraft; 
services as authorized by 5 U.S.C. 3109, but at 
rates for individuals not to exceed the per 
diem rate equivalent to the rate for a GS–15; 
uniforms, or allowances therefor, as author-
ized by law (5 U.S.C. 5901–5902), $103,981,000, of 
which not to exceed $2,000 may be used for 
official reception and representation ex-
penses. The amounts made available to the 
National Transportation Safety Board in 
this Act include amounts necessary to make 
lease payments on an obligation incurred in 
fiscal year 2001 for a capital lease. 
NEIGHBORHOOD REINVESTMENT CORPORATION 

PAYMENT TO THE NEIGHBORHOOD 
REINVESTMENT CORPORATION 

For payment to the Neighborhood Rein-
vestment Corporation for use in neighbor-
hood reinvestment activities, as authorized 
by the Neighborhood Reinvestment Corpora-
tion Act (42 U.S.C. 8101–8107), $135,000,000, of 
which $5,000,000 shall be for a multi-family 
rental housing program: Provided, That in 
addition, $42,000,000 shall be made available 
until expended to the Neighborhood Rein-
vestment Corporation for mortgage fore-
closure mitigation activities, under the fol-
lowing terms and conditions: 

(1) The Neighborhood Reinvestment Cor-
poration (NRC) shall make grants to coun-
seling intermediaries approved by the De-
partment of Housing and Urban Development 
(HUD) (with match to be determined by NRC 
based on affordability and the economic con-
ditions of an area; a match also may be 
waived by NRC based on the aforementioned 
conditions) to provide mortgage foreclosure 
mitigation assistance primarily to States 
and areas with high rates of defaults and 
foreclosures to help eliminate the default 
and foreclosure of mortgages of owner-occu-
pied single-family homes that are at risk of 
such foreclosure. Other than areas with high 
rates of defaults and foreclosures, grants 
may also be provided to approved counseling 
intermediaries based on a geographic anal-
ysis of the Nation by NRC which determines 
where there is a prevalence of mortgages 
that are risky and likely to fail, including 
any trends for mortgages that are likely to 
default and face foreclosure. A State Housing 
Finance Agency may also be eligible where 
the State Housing Finance Agency meets all 
the requirements under this paragraph. A 
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HUD-approved counseling intermediary shall 
meet certain mortgage foreclosure mitiga-
tion assistance counseling requirements, as 
determined by NRC, and shall be approved by 
HUD or NRC as meeting these requirements. 

(2) Mortgage foreclosure mitigation assist-
ance shall only be made available to home-
owners of owner-occupied homes with mort-
gages in default or in danger of default. 
These mortgages shall likely be subject to a 
foreclosure action and homeowners will be 
provided such assistance that shall consist of 
activities that are likely to prevent fore-
closures and result in the long-term afford-
ability of the mortgage retained pursuant to 
such activity or another positive outcome 
for the homeowner. No funds made available 
under this paragraph may be provided di-
rectly to lenders or homeowners to discharge 
outstanding mortgage balances or for any 
other direct debt reduction payments. 

(3) The use of mortgage foreclosure mitiga-
tion assistance by approved counseling inter-
mediaries and State Housing Finance Agen-
cies shall involve a reasonable analysis of 
the borrower’s financial situation, an evalua-
tion of the current value of the property that 
is subject to the mortgage, counseling re-
garding the assumption of the mortgage by 
another non-Federal party, counseling re-
garding the possible purchase of the mort-
gage by a non-Federal third party, coun-
seling and advice of all likely restructuring 
and refinancing strategies or the approval of 
a work-out strategy by all interested parties. 

(4) NRC may provide up to 15 percent of the 
total funds under this paragraph to its own 
charter members with expertise in fore-
closure prevention counseling, subject to a 
certification by NRC that the procedures for 
selection do not consist of any procedures or 
activities that could be construed as a con-
flict of interest or have the appearance of 
impropriety. 

(5) HUD-approved counseling entities and 
State Housing Finance Agencies receiving 
funds under this paragraph shall have dem-
onstrated experience in successfully working 
with financial institutions as well as bor-
rowers facing default, delinquency and fore-
closure as well as documented counseling ca-
pacity, outreach capacity, past successful 
performance and positive outcomes with doc-
umented counseling plans (including post 
mortgage foreclosure mitigation counseling), 
loan workout agreements and loan modifica-
tion agreements. NRC may use other criteria 
to demonstrate capacity in underserved 
areas. 

(6) Of the total amount made available 
under this paragraph, up to $2,000,000 may be 
made available to build the mortgage fore-
closure and default mitigation counseling 
capacity of counseling intermediaries 
through NRC training courses with HUD-ap-
proved counseling intermediaries and their 
partners, except that private financial insti-
tutions that participate in NRC training 
shall pay market rates for such training. 

(7) Of the total amount made available 
under this paragraph, up to 5 percent may be 
used for associated administrative expenses 
for NRC to carry out activities provided 
under this section. 

(8) Mortgage foreclosure mitigation assist-
ance grants may include a budget for out-
reach and advertising, and training, as deter-
mined by NRC. 

(9) NRC shall continue to report bi-annu-
ally to the House and Senate Committees on 
Appropriations as well as the Senate Bank-
ing Committee and House Financial Services 
Committee on its efforts to mitigate mort-
gage default. 

UNITED STATES INTERAGENCY COUNCIL ON 
HOMELESSNESS 

OPERATING EXPENSES 
For necessary expenses (including payment 

of salaries, authorized travel, hire of pas-
senger motor vehicles, the rental of con-
ference rooms, and the employment of ex-
perts and consultants under section 3109 of 
title 5, United States Code) of the United 
States Interagency Council on Homelessness 
in carrying out the functions pursuant to 
title II of the McKinney-Vento Homeless As-
sistance Act, as amended, $3,530,000. 

TITLE IV 
GENERAL PROVISIONS—THIS ACT 

SEC. 401. None of the funds in this Act shall 
be used for the planning or execution of any 
program to pay the expenses of, or otherwise 
compensate, non-Federal parties intervening 
in regulatory or adjudicatory proceedings 
funded in this Act. 

SEC. 402. None of the funds appropriated in 
this Act shall remain available for obliga-
tion beyond the current fiscal year, nor may 
any be transferred to other appropriations, 
unless expressly so provided herein. 

SEC. 403. The expenditure of any appropria-
tion under this Act for any consulting serv-
ice through a procurement contract pursu-
ant to section 3109 of title 5, United States 
Code, shall be limited to those contracts 
where such expenditures are a matter of pub-
lic record and available for public inspection, 
except where otherwise provided under exist-
ing law, or under existing Executive order 
issued pursuant to existing law. 

SEC. 404. (a) None of the funds made avail-
able in this Act may be obligated or ex-
pended for any employee training that— 

(1) does not meet identified needs for 
knowledge, skills, and abilities bearing di-
rectly upon the performance of official du-
ties; 

(2) contains elements likely to induce high 
levels of emotional response or psychological 
stress in some participants; 

(3) does not require prior employee notifi-
cation of the content and methods to be used 
in the training and written end of course 
evaluation; 

(4) contains any methods or content associ-
ated with religious or quasi-religious belief 
systems or ‘‘new age’’ belief systems as de-
fined in Equal Employment Opportunity 
Commission Notice N–915.022, dated Sep-
tember 2, 1988; or 

(5) is offensive to, or designed to change, 
participants’ personal values or lifestyle out-
side the workplace. 

(b) Nothing in this section shall prohibit, 
restrict, or otherwise preclude an agency 
from conducting training bearing directly 
upon the performance of official duties. 

SEC. 405. Except as otherwise provided in 
this Act, none of the funds provided in this 
Act, provided by previous appropriations 
Acts to the agencies or entities funded in 
this Act that remain available for obligation 
or expenditure in fiscal year 2016, or provided 
from any accounts in the Treasury derived 
by the collection of fees and available to the 
agencies funded by this Act, shall be avail-
able for obligation or expenditure through a 
reprogramming of funds that: 

(1) creates a new program; 
(2) eliminates a program, project, or activ-

ity; 
(3) increases funds or personnel for any 

program, project, or activity for which funds 
have been denied or restricted by the Con-
gress; 

(4) proposes to use funds directed for a spe-
cific activity by either the House or Senate 
Committees on Appropriations for a dif-
ferent purpose; 

(5) augments existing programs, projects, 
or activities in excess of $5,000,000 or 10 per-
cent, whichever is less; 

(6) reduces existing programs, projects, or 
activities by $5,000,000 or 10 percent, which-
ever is less; or 

(7) creates, reorganizes, or restructures a 
branch, division, office, bureau, board, com-
mission, agency, administration, or depart-
ment different from the budget justifications 
submitted to the Committees on Appropria-
tions or the table accompanying the explana-
tory statement accompanying this Act, 
whichever is more detailed, unless prior ap-
proval is received from the House and Senate 
Committees on Appropriations: Provided, 
That not later than 60 days after the date of 
enactment of this Act, each agency funded 
by this Act shall submit a report to the Com-
mittees on Appropriations of the Senate and 
of the House of Representatives to establish 
the baseline for application of reprogram-
ming and transfer authorities for the current 
fiscal year: Provided further, That the report 
shall include: 

(A) a table for each appropriation with a 
separate column to display the prior year en-
acted level, the President’s budget request, 
adjustments made by Congress, adjustments 
due to enacted rescissions, if appropriate, 
and the fiscal year enacted level; 

(B) a delineation in the table for each ap-
propriation and its respective prior year en-
acted level by object class and program, 
project, and activity as detailed in the budg-
et appendix for the respective appropriation; 
and 

(C) an identification of items of special 
congressional interest. 

SEC. 406. Except as otherwise specifically 
provided by law, not to exceed 50 percent of 
unobligated balances remaining available at 
the end of fiscal year 2016 from appropria-
tions made available for salaries and ex-
penses for fiscal year 2016 in this Act, shall 
remain available through September 30, 2017, 
for each such account for the purposes au-
thorized: Provided, That a request shall be 
submitted to the House and Senate Commit-
tees on Appropriations for approval prior to 
the expenditure of such funds: Provided fur-
ther, That these requests shall be made in 
compliance with reprogramming guidelines 
under section 405 of this Act. 

SEC. 407. No funds in this Act may be used 
to support any Federal, State, or local 
projects that seek to use the power of emi-
nent domain, unless eminent domain is em-
ployed only for a public use: Provided, That 
for purposes of this section, public use shall 
not be construed to include economic devel-
opment that primarily benefits private enti-
ties: Provided further, That any use of funds 
for mass transit, railroad, airport, seaport or 
highway projects, as well as utility projects 
which benefit or serve the general public (in-
cluding energy-related, communication-re-
lated, water-related and wastewater-related 
infrastructure), other structures designated 
for use by the general public or which have 
other common-carrier or public-utility func-
tions that serve the general public and are 
subject to regulation and oversight by the 
government, and projects for the removal of 
an immediate threat to public health and 
safety or brownfields as defined in the Small 
Business Liability Relief and Brownfields 
Revitalization Act (Public Law 107–118) shall 
be considered a public use for purposes of 
eminent domain. 

SEC. 408. None of the funds made available 
in this Act may be transferred to any depart-
ment, agency, or instrumentality of the 
United States Government, except pursuant 
to a transfer made by, or transfer authority 
provided in, this Act or any other appropria-
tions Act. 

SEC. 409. No part of any appropriation con-
tained in this Act shall be available to pay 
the salary for any person filling a position, 
other than a temporary position, formerly 
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held by an employee who has left to enter 
the Armed Forces of the United States and 
has satisfactorily completed his or her pe-
riod of active military or naval service, and 
has within 90 days after his or her release 
from such service or from hospitalization 
continuing after discharge for a period of not 
more than 1 year, made application for res-
toration to his or her former position and 
has been certified by the Office of Personnel 
Management as still qualified to perform the 
duties of his or her former position and has 
not been restored thereto. 

SEC. 410. No funds appropriated pursuant to 
this Act may be expended by an entity un-
less the entity agrees that in expending the 
assistance the entity will comply with sec-
tions 2 through 4 of the Act of March 3, 1933 
(41 U.S.C. 10a–10c, popularly known as the 
‘‘Buy American Act’’). 

SEC. 411. No funds appropriated or other-
wise made available under this Act shall be 
made available to any person or entity that 
has been convicted of violating the Buy 
American Act (41 U.S.C. 10a–10c). 

SEC. 412. None of the funds made available 
in this Act may be used for first-class airline 
accommodations in contravention of sec-
tions 301–10.122 and 301–10.123 of title 41, Code 
of Federal Regulations. 

SEC. 413. (a) None of the funds made avail-
able by this Act may be used to approve a 
new foreign air carrier permit under sections 
41301 through 41305 of title 49, United States 
Code, or exemption application under section 
40109 of that title of an air carrier already 
holding an air operators certificate issued by 
a country that is party to the U.S.-E.U.-Ice-
land-Norway Air Transport Agreement 
where such approval would contravene 
United States law or Article 17 bis of the 
U.S.-E.U.-Iceland-Norway Air Transport 
Agreement. 

(b) Nothing in this section shall prohibit, 
restrict or otherwise preclude the Secretary 
of Transportation from granting a foreign 
air carrier permit or an exemption to such 
an air carrier where such authorization is 
consistent with the U.S.-E.U.-Iceland-Nor-
way Air Transport Agreement and United 
States law. 

SEC. 414. None of the funds made available 
by this Act may be used by the Federal Mari-
time Commission or the Administrator of 
the Maritime Administration to issue a li-
cense or certificate for a commercial vessel 
that docked or anchored within the previous 
180 days within 7 miles of a port on property 
that was confiscated, in whole or in part, by 
the Cuban Government, as the terms con-
fiscated, Cuban Government, and property 
are defined in paragraphs (4), (5), and (12)(A), 
respectively, of section 4 of the Cuban Lib-
erty and Democratic Solidarity (LIBERTAD) 
Act of 1996 (22 U.S.C. 6023). 

The Acting CHAIR. Are there any 
amendments to that portion of the 
bill? 

The Clerk will read. 
The Clerk read as follows: 

SPENDING REDUCTION ACCOUNT 
SEC. 415. The amount by which the applica-

ble allocation of new budget authority made 
by the Committee on Appropriations of the 
House of Representatives under Section 
302(b) of the Congressional Budget Act of 1974 
exceeds the amount of proposed new budget 
authority is $0. 

AMENDMENT OFFERED BY MR. STIVERS 
Mr. STIVERS. Mr. Chairman, I have 

an amendment at the desk. 
The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will re-

port the amendment. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
At the end of the bill (before the short 

title), insert the following: 

SEC. ll. None of the funds made available 
by this Act may be used for the Private En-
forcement Initiative of the Fair Housing Ini-
tiatives Program under section 561(b) of the 
Housing and Community Development Act of 
1987 (42 U.S.C. 3616a(b)) and section 125.401 of 
the regulations of the Secretary of Housing 
and Urban Development (24 C.F.R. 125.401). 

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to 
House Resolution 287, the gentleman 
from Ohio and a Member opposed each 
will control 5 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Ohio. 

Mr. STIVERS. Mr. Chairman, I will 
be fairly brief. 

This is a followup amendment. We 
have already accepted the congres-
sional intent that we will have a pref-
erence toward administrative enforce-
ment. This is a followup limitation 
amendment that basically says we will 
not, for this calendar year, use the Pri-
vate Enforcement Initiative. 

As the gentleman from North Caro-
lina said, we can always come back; 
but I think we need to have time for 
this GAO study that I have requested 
to come back because I would assert 
that administrative enforcement is less 
expensive to taxpayers than private en-
forcement. 

It creates more certainty. It happens 
faster. It has less conflict of interest 
than the Private Enforcement Initia-
tive. I would ask that my colleagues 
support this limitation amendment on 
the Private Enforcement Initiative for 
this year period. 

I reserve the balance of my time. 

b 0015 

Mr. PRICE of North Carolina. Mr. 
Chairman, I rise in opposition to the 
amendment. 

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman is 
recognized for 5 minutes. 

Mr. PRICE of North Carolina. Again, 
Mr. Chairman, let me say how unfortu-
nate I believe it is that we are dealing 
with this kind of amendment in this 
setting here tonight without really 
having much notice, much ability to 
understand the full implications. 

I do think that we need to appreciate 
the role of what the gentleman calls 
private organizations. We are really 
talking here about nonprofits, about 
mediators, about the kind of working 
out of complaints, working out of prob-
lems, informal work with landlords, 
the kind of thing that actually helps 
avoid legal action and avoid litigation. 
There is a lot that can be mediated, a 
lot of things can be worked out in the 
fair housing arena. There are many 
nonprofit groups that do a good job of 
doing that. 

Mr. Chairman, the gentleman appar-
ently has lots of complaints about this, 
and there have been a couple of promi-
nent cases. I am aware of that. But the 
notion that we would come in here to-
night and make a change of this mag-
nitude, of this importance, I simply 
don’t think is responsible. 

So I will speak for myself. I am per-
fectly willing to look at this matter 
down the road. I understand there may 

be some issues here, but this is a pretty 
drastic amendment, and you are taking 
a whole area here of mediation and in-
formal conciliation, things that actu-
ally keep things out of the courts, keep 
things out of the legal system and out 
of litigation. I don’t know why we 
would want to do that. It seems reck-
less to me. 

I recommend that we reject this 
amendment and, at the same time, 
pledge to look at this carefully and 
work on it later. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 
Mr. STIVERS. Mr. Chairman, I yield 

myself such time as I may consume. 
Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from 

North Carolina, Mr. Chair, does recog-
nize that there are problems in the pri-
vate enforcement initiative. He just 
admitted that. There is a lot of lawsuit 
abuse. In fact, many of these organiza-
tions sue first and ask questions later. 
They don’t do their due diligence. They 
send interns in to actually look at 
these places and file lawsuits before 
they get the facts. 

The gentleman asserted that we 
shouldn’t make these kind of changes. 
That is why the people sent us here, to 
make things better. We are supposed to 
do it every day, and when we see prob-
lems, we need to fix them. This is a 
temporary, 1-year halt of the private 
enforcement initiative with the GAO 
study that is not directed in this bill, 
but I asked for by letter through the 
GAO, and they are always good about 
doing those when you ask them to. 
They haven’t looked at this program 
since 1997. 

Mr. Chairman, it is time to look at 
this program in detail. I would assert 
that our local and State governments 
can also do the mediation that the gen-
tleman from North Carolina talked 
about, Mr. Chairman, and they can do 
it better, more efficiently, and without 
the conflicts of interest that some of 
these private organizations have done. 

So I think we ought to give it a try. 
That is the great thing about an an-
nual appropriations bill. Guess what; 
we get to do it again next year. I am 
certainly willing to admit if I am 
wrong and we find out through a GAO 
study that the private enforcement has 
worked well. But there have been arti-
cles in the paper about some of the 
lawsuit abuse that we have seen all 
across the country, and I think we 
should just take a strategic pause here 
and give the money to our State and 
local governments who can better en-
force our laws. They do it every day, 
and they can do it through the medi-
ation and things that the gentleman 
asserts that these private enforcement 
initiatives can do so well. 

Mr. Chairman, I would urge my col-
leagues to support this amendment. I 
think it will help make our fair hous-
ing laws better, and it will protect 
more consumers. 

Mr. Chairman, I yield back the bal-
ance of my time. 

The Acting CHAIR. The question is 
on the amendment offered by the gen-
tleman from Ohio (Mr. STIVERS). 
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The question was taken; and the Act-

ing Chair announced that the ayes ap-
peared to have it. 

Mr. PRICE of North Carolina. Mr. 
Chairman, I demand a recorded vote. 

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to 
clause 6 of rule XVIII, further pro-
ceedings on the amendment offered by 
the gentleman from Ohio will be post-
poned. 

AMENDMENT OFFERED BY MR. GRAYSON 
Mr. GRAYSON. I have an amendment 

at the desk. 
The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will re-

port the amendment. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
At the end of the bill (before the short 

title), insert the following: 
SEC. lll. None of the funds made avail-

able in this Act may be used to enter into a 
contract with any offeror or any of its prin-
cipals if the offeror certifies, as required by 
the Federal Acquisition Regulation, that the 
offeror or any of its principals— 

(1) within a three-year period preceding 
this offer has been convicted of or had a civil 
judgment rendered against it for: commis-
sion of fraud or a criminal offense in connec-
tion with obtaining, attempting to obtain, or 
performing a public (Federal, State, or local) 
contract or subcontract; violation of Federal 
or State antitrust statutes relating to the 
submission of offers; or commission of em-
bezzlement, theft, forgery, bribery, falsifica-
tion or destruction of records, making false 
statements, tax evasion, violating Federal 
criminal tax laws, or receiving stolen prop-
erty; or 

(2) are presently indicted for, or otherwise 
criminally or civilly charged by a govern-
mental entity with, commission of any of 
the offenses enumerated in paragraph (1); or 

(3) within a three-year period preceding 
this offer, has been notified of any delin-
quent Federal taxes in an amount that ex-
ceeds $3,000 for which the liability remains 
unsatisfied. 

Mr. GRAYSON (during the reading). 
Mr. Chair, I ask unanimous consent 
that the reading be waived. 

The Acting CHAIR. Is there objection 
to the request of the gentleman from 
Florida? 

There was no objection. 
The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to 

House Resolution 287, the gentleman 
from Florida and a Member opposed 
each will control 5 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Florida. 

Mr. GRAYSON. Mr. Chair, this 
amendment is identical to other 
amendments that have been inserted 
by voice vote into every appropriations 
bill considered under an open rule dur-
ing the 113th and 114th Congresses. 

My amendment would expand the list 
of parties with whom the Federal Gov-
ernment is prohibited from contracting 
due to serious misconduct on the part 
of that contractor. It is my hope that 
this amendment will be noncontrover-
sial, as it always has been, and again 
passed unanimously by the House. 

Mr. Chairman, I yield back the bal-
ance of my time. 

The Acting CHAIR. The question is 
on the amendment offered by the gen-
tleman from Florida (Mr. GRAYSON). 

The amendment was agreed to. 
AMENDMENT OFFERED BY MR. FITZPATRICK 
Mr. FITZPATRICK. Mr. Chairman, I 

have an amendment at the desk. 

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will re-
port the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
At the end of the bill (before the short 

title), insert the following: 
SEC. ll. None of the funds made available 

by this Act may be used in contravention of 
section 121.584 of title 14, Code of Federal 
Regulations. 

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to 
House Resolution 287, the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania and a Member op-
posed each will control 5 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania. 

Mr. FITZPATRICK. Mr. Chairman, 
my amendment will ensure that the 
FAA is doing everything that it can to 
certify that our aircraft are protected 
during a moment that pilots, flight at-
tendants, and Federal law enforcement 
officers have all said that the aircraft 
is vulnerable to terror hijackings. De-
spite the effort to safeguard the cock-
pit after the 9/11 terror attacks, today, 
operational experience has highlighted 
that a critical vulnerability remains 
when a pilot must open the hardened, 
reinforced cockpit doors to eat, rest, or 
use the bathroom during long flights. 
Even the FAA recognizes that, ‘‘During 
this door transition, the flight deck is 
vulnerable.’’ 

Current FAA regulations require 
that the area outside the flight deck be 
secure before the reinforced cockpit 
door is opened. Currently, some air-
lines are using human shields or, in 
some cases, drink carts to try to block 
entry to the cockpit and claim it ‘‘se-
cure.’’ But only one method has been 
thoroughly studied and proven to beat 
the threat of a trained hijacker ex-
ploiting this particular vulnerability, 
and that is an installed physical sec-
ondary barrier door. These barriers are 
light, inexpensive wire gates that are 
able to protect the flight deck long 
enough for the pilot to shut the rein-
forced door. 

This double door security procedure 
is something that Israeli airlines have 
been using for over a decade. They un-
derstand the risk and how to mitigate 
it. A Cato study has shown these sec-
ondary barrier doors to be the most 
cost-effective way to protect the cock-
pit door when the reinforced door is 
opened. 

This is not some hypothetical threat. 
We know for a fact that terrorists 
maintain their desire to exploit vulner-
abilities in our aircraft safety proto-
cols to bring down an airliner just like 
they did on September 11, 2001. A re-
cent USA Today headline read, ‘‘ISIS’ 
Next Test Could Be a 9/11–Style At-
tack.’’ In 2013, outgoing FBI Director 
Robert Mueller said that the terror 
scenario he fears most remains an at-
tack with the use of an aircraft. 

Perhaps no one knows the con-
sequences of terrorists hijacking our 
aircraft more so than my constituent, 
Ellen Saracini. The terror hijackings 
of September 11 took the life of her 
husband, Victor Saracini, Captain of 
United Flight 175, which was hijacked 

and flown into the South Tower of the 
World Trade Center by al Qaeda terror-
ists. 

Inspired by Ellen and the pilots and 
flight attendants that stand with her, I 
have been working with a bipartisan, 
bicameral group of lawmakers to have 
these commonsense, cost-effective se-
curity features installed on every sin-
gle large passenger aircraft in the 
United States through my bill, H.R. 
911, the Saracini Aviation Safety Act. 

Some have pointed to the ‘‘layered 
security’’ approach to aircraft security 
as proof that we don’t need secondary 
barriers, but one only need to read cur-
rent headlines to see the huge gaps in 
our layered security. As we recently 
learned, undercover agents, we saw, 
this week, were able to get weapons 
past the TSA 95 percent of the time. 

Mr. Chairman, a recent Advisory Cir-
cular issued by the FAA highlights the 
risk to the cockpit during door transi-
tion and calls for the use of effective 
protection measures. Support for this 
amendment today would build on this 
positive step used by the FAA by show-
ing that Congress is serious about this 
issue and that installed physical sec-
ondary barriers are the only way that 
we can guarantee, as FAA regulations 
do require, that the flight deck be se-
cure prior to that reinforced door being 
opened. 

Mr. Chairman, I yield back the bal-
ance of my time. 

The Acting CHAIR. The question is 
on the amendment offered by the gen-
tleman from Pennsylvania (Mr. 
FITZPATRICK). 

The amendment was agreed to. 
AMENDMENT OFFERED BY MR. GRAYSON 

Mr. GRAYSON. Mr. Chairman, I have 
an amendment at the desk. 

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will re-
port the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
At the end of the bill (before the short 

title), insert the following: 
SEC. lll. None of the funds made avail-

able by this Act may be used to make incen-
tive payments pursuant to 48 CFR 16.4 to 
contractors for contracts that are behind 
schedule under the terms of the contract as 
prescribed by 48 CFR 52.211 or over the con-
tract amount indicated in Standard Form 33, 
box 20. 

Mr. GRAYSON (during the reading). 
Mr. Chair, I ask unanimous consent 
that the reading be waived. 

The Acting CHAIR. Is there objection 
to the request of the gentleman from 
Florida? 

There was no objection. 
The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to 

House Resolution 287, the gentleman 
from Florida and a Member opposed 
each will control 5 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Florida. 

Mr. GRAYSON. Mr. Chairman, this is 
a good government amendment the 
House passed by voice vote last year. It 
simply states that bonus payments 
should not be paid to contractors 
whose projects are behind schedule or 
over budget. 
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I urge support for this amendment 

that combats waste, fraud, and abuse 
of taxpayer dollars, Mr. Chairman, and 
I yield back the balance of my time. 

The Acting CHAIR. The question is 
on the amendment offered by the gen-
tleman from Florida (Mr. GRAYSON). 

The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. DIAZ-BALART. Mr. Chairman, I 

move that the Committee do now rise. 
The motion was agreed to. 
Accordingly, the Committee rose; 

and the Speaker pro tempore (Ms. ROS- 
LEHTINEN) having assumed the chair, 
Mr. COLLINS of Georgia, Acting Chair of 
the Committee of the Whole House on 
the state of the Union, reported that 
that Committee, having had under con-
sideration the bill (H.R. 2577) making 
appropriations for the Departments of 
Transportation, and Housing and 
Urban Development, and related agen-
cies for the fiscal year ending Sep-
tember 30, 2016, and for other purposes, 
had come to no resolution thereon. 

f 

HOUR OF MEETING ON TODAY 

Mr. DIAZ-BALART. Madam Speaker, 
I ask unanimous consent that when the 
House adjourns today, it adjourn to 
meet at 9 a.m. today. 

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

There was no objection. 
f 

BILL PRESENTED TO THE 
PRESIDENT 

Karen L. Haas, Clerk of the House, 
reported that on June 2, 2015, she pre-
sented to the President of the United 
States, for his approval, the following 
bill: 

H.R. 2048. To reform the authorities of the 
Federal Government to require the produc-
tion of certain business records, conduct 
electronic surveillance, use pen registers and 
trap and trace devices, and use other forms 
of information gathering for foreign intel-
ligence, counterterrorism, and criminal pur-
poses, and for other purposes. 

f 

ADJOURNMENT 

Mr. DIAZ-BALART. Madam Speaker, 
I move that the House do now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; accord-
ingly (at 12 o’clock and 27 minutes 
a.m.), under its previous order, the 
House adjourned until today, Thurs-
day, June 4, 2015, at 9 a.m. 

f 

PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS 

Under clause 2 of rule XII, public 
bills and resolutions of the following 
titles were introduced and severally re-
ferred, as follows: 

By Mr. ELLISON (for himself, Mr. 
ROHRABACHER, Ms. SCHAKOWSKY, and 
Mr. GRIJALVA): 

H.R. 2623. A bill to reduce prescription drug 
costs by allowing the importation and re-
importation of certain drugs; to the Com-
mittee on Energy and Commerce. 

By Mr. JOHNSON of Georgia (for him-
self and Mr. MCKINLEY): 

H.R. 2624. A bill to amend title XVIII of the 
Social Security Act to allow for fair applica-
tion of the exceptions process for drugs in 
tiers in formularies in prescription drug 
plans under Medicare part D, and for other 
purposes; to the Committee on Energy and 
Commerce, and in addition to the Committee 
on Ways and Means, for a period to be subse-
quently determined by the Speaker, in each 
case for consideration of such provisions as 
fall within the jurisdiction of the committee 
concerned. 

By Mr. GARRETT (for himself and Mr. 
CAPUANO): 

H.R. 2625. A bill to amend the Federal Re-
serve Act to reform the Federal Reserve Sys-
tem; to the Committee on Financial Serv-
ices, and in addition to the Committees on 
Rules, and Oversight and Government Re-
form, for a period to be subsequently deter-
mined by the Speaker, in each case for con-
sideration of such provisions as fall within 
the jurisdiction of the committee concerned. 

By Mr. LUCAS (for himself and Mr. 
COLE): 

H.R. 2626. A bill to amend the Internal Rev-
enue Code of 1986 to permit Indian tribal gov-
ernments to be shareholders of S corpora-
tions; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. RYAN of Ohio (for himself, Ms. 
WILSON of Florida, Ms. DELAURO, and 
Mr. FARR): 

H.R. 2627. A bill to amend the Richard B. 
Russell National School Lunch Act to ex-
pand the use of salad bars in schools; to the 
Committee on Education and the Workforce. 

By Mr. FARENTHOLD (for himself and 
Mr. BUTTERFIELD): 

H.R. 2628. A bill to amend the Internal Rev-
enue Code of 1986 to exclude from gross in-
come any prizes or awards won in competi-
tion in the Olympic Games; to the Com-
mittee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. SHIMKUS (for himself and Mr. 
GENE GREEN of Texas): 

H.R. 2629. A bill to amend the Federal 
Food, Drug, and Cosmetic Act with respect 
to the approval of certain antibacterial and 
antifungal drugs, and for other purposes; to 
the Committee on Energy and Commerce. 

By Mr. JOLLY (for himself and Ms. 
GRAHAM): 

H.R. 2630. A bill to amend the Gulf of Mex-
ico Energy Security Act of 2006 to extend the 
moratorium on oil and gas leasing and re-
lated activities in certain areas of the Gulf 
of Mexico; to the Committee on Natural Re-
sources. 

By Mr. RUSSELL: 
H.R. 2631. A bill to require notice and com-

ment for certain interpretive rules; to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Ms. DELAURO (for herself, Mr. 
MURPHY of Pennsylvania, and Ms. 
CLARK of Massachusetts): 

H.R. 2632. A bill to amend the Public 
Health Service Act to reauthorize and up-
date the National Child Traumatic Stress 
Initiative for grants to address the problems 
of individuals who experience trauma and vi-
olence related stress; to the Committee on 
Energy and Commerce. 

By Mr. DEUTCH (for himself, Mr. 
BUCHANAN, and Mr. WELCH): 

H.R. 2633. A bill to establish an advisory of-
fice within the Bureau of Consumer Protec-
tion of the Federal Trade Commission to pre-
vent fraud targeting seniors, and for other 
purposes; to the Committee on Energy and 
Commerce. 

By Mr. ISRAEL (for himself and Mr. 
KING of New York): 

H.R. 2634. A bill to provide for temporary 
emergency impact aid for local educational 
agencies; to the Committee on Education 
and the Workforce. 

By Mr. PIERLUISI (for himself, Ms. 
BORDALLO, Mr. SABLAN, and Ms. 
PLASKETT): 

H.R. 2635. A bill to amend titles XVIII and 
XIX of the Social Security Act to make im-
provements to the treatment of the United 
States territories under the Medicare and 
Medicaid programs, and for other purposes; 
to the Committee on Energy and Commerce, 
and in addition to the Committee on Ways 
and Means, for a period to be subsequently 
determined by the Speaker, in each case for 
consideration of such provisions as fall with-
in the jurisdiction of the committee con-
cerned. 

By Ms. KELLY of Illinois: 
H.R. 2636. A bill to require a study on the 

public health and environmental impacts of 
the production, transportation, storage, and 
use of petroleum coke, and for other pur-
poses; to the Committee on Energy and Com-
merce. 

By Mr. KELLY of Pennsylvania (for 
himself, Mr. LATTA, and Mr. GUTH-
RIE): 

H.R. 2637. A bill to amend the Clean Air 
Act to prohibit the regulation of emissions 
of carbon dioxide from new or existing power 
plants under certain circumstances; to the 
Committee on Energy and Commerce. 

By Ms. MATSUI (for herself, Mr. PAL-
LONE, Ms. ESHOO, Mr. MICHAEL F. 
DOYLE of Pennsylvania, Mr. BEN RAY 
LUJÁN of New Mexico, and Mr. 
WELCH): 

H.R. 2638. A bill to amend the Communica-
tions Act of 1934 to reform and modernize the 
Universal Service Fund Lifeline Assistance 
Program; to the Committee on Energy and 
Commerce. 

By Mr. PETERS (for himself, Mr. 
TAKANO, Ms. BORDALLO, Ms. 
BROWNLEY of California, Mr. GIBSON, 
and Mrs. NAPOLITANO): 

H.R. 2639. A bill to amend title 38, United 
States Code, to provide for additional quali-
fication requirements for individuals ap-
pointed to marriage and family therapist po-
sitions in the Veterans Health Administra-
tion of the Department of Veterans Affairs; 
to the Committee on Veterans’ Affairs. 

By Mr. PETERS (for himself and Mr. 
HUNTER): 

H.R. 2640. A bill to amend the Internal Rev-
enue Code of 1986 to provide an exclusion 
from gross income for discharge of consumer 
indebtedness; to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

By Mr. PITTS (for himself, Ms. SCHA-
KOWSKY, and Ms. ESHOO): 

H.R. 2641. A bill to improve the integrity 
and safety of interstate horseracing, and for 
other purposes; to the Committee on Energy 
and Commerce. 

By Ms. MAXINE WATERS of California 
(for herself, Mr. CARNEY, Mr. AL 
GREEN of Texas, Mr. FOSTER, Mr. 
SHERMAN, Mrs. CAROLYN B. MALONEY 
of New York, Mr. KILDEE, Mr. DAVID 
SCOTT of Georgia, Mr. HECK of Wash-
ington, Mr. PERLMUTTER, Mr. 
CLEAVER, Mr. MEEKS, Ms. MOORE, Mr. 
HIMES, Mr. DELANEY, Mrs. BEATTY, 
Mr. VARGAS, Mr. ELLISON, Ms. 
SINEMA, Mr. CAPUANO, Ms. 
VELÁZQUEZ, Mr. MURPHY of Florida, 
Mr. HINOJOSA, Mr. LYNCH, Ms. SE-
WELL of Alabama, and Mr. CLAY): 

H.R. 2642. A bill to provide sensible relief 
to community financial institutions, to pro-
tect consumers, and for other purposes; to 
the Committee on Financial Services. 

By Mr. WILLIAMS (for himself, Mr. 
FINCHER, Ms. MOORE, Mr. CAPUANO, 
Mr. NEUGEBAUER, Mr. ELLISON, Mr. 
HUIZENGA of Michigan, Mr. LUCAS, 
and Mr. MEEKS): 

H.R. 2643. A bill to direct the Attorney 
General to provide State officials with ac-
cess to criminal history information with re-
spect to certain financial service providers 
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