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House of Representatives
The House met at 10 a.m. and was
called to order by the Speaker pro tempore (Mr. DUNCAN of Tennessee).
f

DESIGNATION OF THE SPEAKER
PRO TEMPORE
The SPEAKER pro tempore laid before the House the following communication from the Speaker:
WASHINGTON, DC,
July 23, 2015.
I hereby appoint the Honorable JOHN J.
DUNCAN, Jr. to act as Speaker pro tempore
on this day.
JOHN A. BOEHNER,
Speaker of the House of Representatives.
f
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PRAYER
Reverend Brian Bohlman, The Harvest Church, Lexington, South Carolina, offered the following prayer:
O God, our help in ages past and our
hope for years to come, we assemble
today with humility in our hearts as
we ask for Your blessing upon the affairs of this House.
We also remember the words of President Lincoln, when he said: ‘‘I have
been driven many times upon my knees
by the overwhelming conviction that I
had nowhere else to go.’’
So, Lord, we thank You, that when
we lack wisdom and strength, that You
give generously to all who ask without
finding fault.
May our elected officials and leaders
work together towards the common interests of the American people. May
they act justly, love mercy, and walk
humbly with their God.
Lord, we also ask for Your protection
over our servicemembers and families,
both abroad and at home. Strengthen
them when they are weary, increase
their power when weak.
Continue to bless our Nation and the
work of this House. For your honor and
glory, O Lord, we pray.
Amen.

THE JOURNAL
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair has examined the Journal of the
last day’s proceedings and announces
to the House his approval thereof.
Pursuant to clause 1, rule I, the Journal stands approved.
Ms. FOXX. Mr. Speaker, pursuant to
clause 1, rule I, I demand a vote on
agreeing to the Speaker’s approval of
the Journal.
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the Speaker’s approval
of the Journal.
The question was taken; and the
Speaker pro tempore announced that
the ayes appeared to have it.
Ms. FOXX. Mr. Speaker, I object to
the vote on the ground that a quorum
is not present and make the point of
order that a quorum is not present.
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursuant to clause 8, rule XX, further proceedings on this question will be postponed.
The point of no quorum is considered
withdrawn.
f

PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Will the
gentleman from Michigan (Mr. TROTT)
come forward and lead the House in the
Pledge of Allegiance.
Mr. TROTT led the Pledge of Allegiance as follows:
I pledge allegiance to the Flag of the
United States of America, and to the Republic for which it stands, one nation under God,
indivisible, with liberty and justice for all.
f

WELCOMING CHAPLAIN BRIAN
BOHLMAN
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Without
objection, the gentleman from South
Carolina (Mr. WILSON) is recognized for
1 minute.
There was no objection.
Mr. WILSON of South Carolina. Mr.
Speaker, I am grateful to recognize a

constituent, Chaplain Lieutenant Colonel Brian Bohlman, as our guest chaplain today.
Chaplain Bohlman, a native of Bel
Air, Maryland, now resides in West Columbia, South Carolina. Lieutenant
Colonel Bohlman is a dedicated member of the South Carolina Air National
Guard.
After enlisting in the Air Force in
1992, he faithfully served in the Air
Force and Air Force Reserves before
joining the South Carolina Air National Guard. On Active Duty, Chaplain Bohlman provided ministry at
home and abroad during Operations
Noble Eagle, Enduring Freedom, and
Iraqi Freedom.
He is the author of ‘‘So Help Me
God,’’ which is a historical review of
the oath of the military office, and
‘‘For God and Country,’’ which discusses the call for military chaplaincy.
In recognition of his service and pastoral care, Chaplain Bohlman was
awarded the Samuel Stone Award as
the Air National Guard Chaplain of the
Year in 2013, a well-deserved honor.
Chaplain Bohlman is also the founder
and director of Operation Thank You, a
nonprofit dedicated to inspiring our
servicemembers and military families.
As a 28-year veteran of the National
Guard and grateful parent of three
members currently serving in the
Guard, I know firsthand of Chaplain
Bohlman’s dedicated service.
I am grateful to welcome Chaplain
Brian Bohlman, his wife, Shelley, and
his daughter, Mary Ellen, to the Capitol today.
In conclusion, God bless our troops,
and the may the President, by his actions, never forget September the 11th
in the global war on terrorism.
f

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER
PRO TEMPORE
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair will entertain up to five further
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requests for 1-minute speeches on each
side of the aisle.
f

OPPOSE THE IRAN NUCLEAR DEAL
(Mr. TROTT asked and was given permission to address the House for 1
minute.)
Mr. TROTT. Mr. Speaker, this headline is dated July 21, 2025. It is what
our children and grandchildren will
read in the history books in 10 years.
‘‘Due to Obama Agreement, Iran Develops Nuclear Arsenal. Rogue Nation
Now Threatening To Strike United
States, Destroy Israel, & Attack Other
U.S. Allies.’’
In addition to creating a nuclear
Iran, this deal will also create an arms
race. It will create a means through
which to finance more terrorism. It
will create more tension because we
only have ‘‘managed access inspections.’’
What this deal will not change is
Iran’s behavior. They will continue to
hate us. They will continue to call for
‘‘death to America.’’
This deal is a big gamble, a gamble
the United Nations is apparently willing to take, but one that we in Congress must reject.
I urge my colleagues to join me in
opposing this deal. We can never allow
this terrible headline to become a reality.
f
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CONGRATULATING PRATT & WHITNEY ON THEIR 90TH ANNIVERSARY
(Ms. ESTY asked and was given permission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend her remarks.)
Ms. ESTY. Mr. Speaker, I rise today
to congratulate Pratt & Whitney on
their 90th anniversary.
Since 1925, Pratt & Whitney has been
a cornerstone of Connecticut’s and the
Nation’s economy. In the last 90 years,
men and women from across the country and in my State have designed and
produced the most technologically advanced and dependable engines on the
market.
Their F–135 engine powers Lockheed
Martin’s F–35 Joint Strike Fighter, and
their new geared turbofan engine is
setting the standard for performance in
commercial aviation.
Pratt & Whitney’s engineers, manufacturers, designers, and technicians
have fostered Connecticut’s innovation
ecosystem for almost a century. We
could not be more proud that they call
Connecticut home.
Congratulations, Pratt & Whitney.
We look forward to another 90 years of
aviation leadership.
f

WE MUST ADDRESS SANCTUARY
CITIES
(Mr. JOLLY asked and was given permission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend his remarks.)
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Mr. JOLLY. Mr. Speaker, the House
will soon consider legislation to address sanctuary cities, local policies
that skirt Federal policies regarding
the detention of undocumented individuals who have broken the law, a policy
that led recently to a terrible tragedy.
We should address this. It is right we
do so.
But I rise out of concern for the enforcement mechanism in the current
draft of the legislation. The current
draft would penalize sanctuary cities
by reducing assistance to law enforcement, the very men and women we rely
on each day to keep us safe.
Consider the irony. To promote
greater public safety in law enforcement, we are threatening to reduce assistance to law enforcement, when it is
commissions and councils that actually adopt policies regarding sanctuary
cities. This is simply wrong.
We can do better. I anticipate voting
for passage because we need to address
this issue nationally, but I ask my colleagues today to work together. Let’s
replace this shortsighted provision
that wrongfully punishes those who
serve us each day on the front lines of
law enforcement, men and women that,
months ago, we lauded on this House
floor during Police Week for the fine
work they do.
Let’s not reduce resources for law enforcement. Let’s ensure that we are
able to increase and continue to invest
in local law enforcement.
f

SAFE AND ACCURATE FOOD
LABELING ACT OF 2015
(Ms. LEE asked and was given permission to address the House for 1
minute.)
Ms. LEE. Mr. Speaker, I rise in
strong opposition to H.R. 1599, which
would nullify states’ rights to label genetically modified organisms, commonly known as GMOs. The House will
vote on this bill today.
I share the concerns of many of my
constituents in California’s 13th Congressional District about the proliferation of untested, genetically modified
foods entering our food supply.
I also share the concerns about the
risks to farmers, the environment, and
public health created by the rushed
commercialization of genetically engineered crops and genetically modified
food products.
American consumers deserve the best
information available when it comes to
food choices that they make for themselves and their families. Already,
some 64 nations around the world require GMO labeling.
We need to be on the side of transparency and the safety of the people we
represent. That is why I support legislation like Representative PETER
DEFAZIO’s
Genetically
Engineered
Food Right-to-Know Act, H.R. 913,
which would require the labeling of genetically engineered foods at the Federal level.
So I hope my colleagues will defeat
H.R. 1599 and move forward with Fed-
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eral efforts requiring adequate and
clear labeling for the foods American
families are eating.
f

FINDING A CURE FOR DIABETES
(Mr. GUINTA asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend his remarks.)
Mr. GUINTA. Mr. Speaker, I rise
today on behalf of the 1.25 million
American children and adults with
type 1 diabetes.
As Members of Congress, we have the
privilege of meeting with individuals
from our home States advocating on
various issues. All come from different
backgrounds and different experiences;
however, they all have one thing in
common: they come to Washington
looking to change our Nation.
Last week, I had the honor of meeting with 11-year-old Skye Archibald
from Exeter, New Hampshire, who was
in Washington as part of the Juvenile
Diabetes Research Foundation’s Children’s Congress. Skye was diagnosed
with type 1 diabetes at the young age
of 9 and, since then, has been vital in
changing the stigma attached with diabetes, raising money to help find a
cure, and advocating at both the Federal and State level. In fact, her hard
work and dedication has resulted in the
signing of a bill by New Hampshire’s
own Governor.
It is because of bright and determined advocates like Skye that Washington can begin working better for
New Hampshire. And it is because of
Skye that I recently signed on to H.R.
1427, a bipartisan bill to help provide
increased coverage of a vital tool that
monitors sugar levels to help save the
lives of those with diabetes.
f

COMMEMORATING THE LIFE AND
LEGACY OF MS. TOMMIE WILLIAMS
(Mr. VEASEY asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute.)
Mr. VEASEY. Mr. Speaker, I rise
today to commemorate the life and
legacy of a very inspirational Grand
Prairie resident from the Dalworth
community, Ms. Tommie Williams.
Ms. Williams worked as an educator
in several capacities next-door in the
Arlington Independent School District.
She served as a first, third, and seventh
grade teacher, a basketball coach, a
cheerleading sponsor, and vice president of curriculum at Sam Houston
High School. In addition, Ms. Williams
was the first African American administrator and the first parent to serve as
a community ombudsman in the Arlington Independent School District.
In honor of her outstanding service
and education, the Tommie B. Williams Elementary School in Arlington
was dedicated in her honor in 1991.
Although we lost a great educator in
the Arlington Independent School District and many in the Dalworth community lost a great neighbor, her
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friends, the students that she taught,
the parents, the faculty will always remember her passion and her belief in a
brighter future for our youngest members of society.
f

ENFORCE THE LAW AGAINST
SANCTUARY CITIES
(Mr. LAMALFA asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend his remarks.)
Mr. LAMALFA. Mr. Speaker, today I
rise in favor of H.R. 3009, Enforce the
Law Against Sanctuary Cities Act.
Why does it take tragedy after tragedy before this Congress and America
gets behind the idea that we don’t have
to have more tragedies like Kate
Steinle in San Francisco or one that
almost may be forgotten about, Jamiel
Shaw, Jr., in southern California some
years ago, all at the hands of illegal
immigrants that should not be here,
should be deported? Why do we keep
doing this?
Indeed, sanctuary cities not only
don’t enforce the law, they intentionally cause people to be in harm’s
way because they are not enforcing the
law. Denying funding to them is one
strong message to sanctuary cities,
over 300 of them now in the United
States, that they are doing the wrong
thing and needlessly endangering or
losing the lives of Kate Steinle to illegal immigrants that are here causing
this crime.
Mr. Speaker, I urge passage of H.R.
3009, and for the Senate to timely take
it up and pass it as well.
f
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b 1015
SANCTUARY CITIES
(Mr. CÁRDENAS asked and was
given permission to address the House
for 1 minute.)
Mr. CÁRDENAS. Mr. Speaker, watching the news lately, it is nothing but
Donald Trump and his baseless rhetoric. He has attacked a war hero, but
first attacked an entire country of people. Donald Trump is trying to get into
the White House, but it looks like he
has already infiltrated Congress.
This bill on the floor of this House
today has Donald Trump written all
over it. This Donald Trump bill treats
people like criminals who haven’t even
been arrested yet.
Congress doesn’t need to tell our
local police and sheriffs how to keep us
safe. Decades of research shows that
this kind of bill will only make our
neighborhoods less safe.
The safety of our families should not
be a pawn to please Donald Trump. Republicans should work to fix our broken immigration system that will
make our neighborhoods safer and supercharge our economy.
I stand with the Major County Sheriffs’ Association and the Fraternal
Order of Police and oppose this bill.
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HIGHWAY TRUST FUND REFORM
ACT
(Ms. FOXX asked and was given permission to address the House for 1
minute.)
Ms. FOXX. Mr. Speaker, last week
the House passed legislation that
would fund the Nation’s highway and
transit programs through December 18.
Transportation and infrastructure
are key components of economic development efforts in North Carolina, and
this fiscally responsible bill keeps important road and bridge projects going
in the short term while discussions
continue on a longer term bill.
Earlier this year I introduced legislation to help the Federal Government
responsibly manage taxpayer money
and stretch the limited funds available
to the highway trust fund by exempting it from the Davis-Bacon Act’s outdated, wasteful labor requirements for
Federal-aid highway and public transportation projects.
The Davis-Bacon Act was passed in
1931 and requires Federal contractors
and subcontractors to pay the local
prevailing
wage
for
construction
projects on which the Federal Government is a party.
For decades, it has been driving up
the cost of Federal highway projects by
mandating artificially high wages. It is
time to get America back on track by
spending wisely, not carelessly.
f

VOTING RIGHTS ACT
(Ms. JACKSON LEE asked and was
given permission to address the House
for 1 minute and to revise and extend
her remarks.)
Ms. JACKSON LEE. Mr. Speaker, on
August 6, just a few days from now,
America will have the privilege of celebrating the 50th anniversary of the 1965
Voting Rights Act, with the sadness to
know that that Voting Rights Act has
been gutted by the United States Supreme Court with instructions for this
Congress to respond to the rights of
Americans to vote.
I am very proud of the words that
Justice Ginsburg said: It is common
sense that, if polio is on the demise,
why get rid of the polio vaccination.
Voting prohibitions and prohibiting
people from voting has decreased over
the decades, but it has because of the
Voting Rights Act. Frankly, we are
doing a great disservice.
When there are rebel flags being
flown to show racial divide or monuments that represent very dire comments about those who are slaves, it
looks as if this Congress could bring a
voting rights legislation to be voted on
for all Americans to be able to vote.
What a sad state of affairs when we
cannot have a real vote on the floor of
the House to reauthorize the Voting
Rights Act, which many of us have
worked on even from the last Congress.
I finally conclude by saying on this
floor will be a bill dealing with what
we call sanctuary cities, taking advan-
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tage of an enormous tragedy of which I
offer my deepest sympathy.
The National League of Cities, the
Fraternal Order of Police, and the national Major County Sheriffs’ Association are saying that the bill dealing
with sanctuary cities is misguided.
It penalizes law enforcement, and it
doesn’t allow the common sense that
should have been issued in San Francisco, pick up the phone and communicate.
I think we should do the right kind of
law in this body, not laws that will undermine the very principles of democracy, equality, and justice.
Pass a Voting Rights Act now.
f

COMMUNICATION FROM THE
CLERK OF THE HOUSE
The SPEAKER pro tempore laid before the House the following communication from the Clerk of the House of
Representatives:
OFFICE OF THE CLERK,
HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES,
Washington, DC, July 23, 2015.
Hon. JOHN A. BOEHNER,
Speaker, House of Representatives,
Washington, DC.
DEAR MR. SPEAKER: Pursuant to the permission granted in Clause 2(h) of Rule II of
the Rules of the U.S. House of Representatives, the Clerk received the following message from the Secretary of the Senate on
July 23, 2015 at 9:32 a.m.:
That the Senate passed S. 1599.
With best wishes, I am
Sincerely,
KAREN L. HAAS.
f

PROVIDING FOR CONSIDERATION
OF H.R. 3009, ENFORCE THE LAW
FOR SANCTUARY CITIES ACT
Mr. COLLINS of Georgia. Mr. Speaker, by direction of the Committee on
Rules, I call up House Resolution 370
and ask for its immediate consideration.
The Clerk read the resolution, as follows:
H. RES. 370
Resolved, That upon adoption of this resolution it shall be in order to consider in the
House the bill (H.R. 3009) to amend section
241(i) of the Immigration and Nationality
Act to deny assistance under such section to
a State or political subdivision of a State
that prohibits its officials from taking certain actions with respect to immigration. All
points of order against consideration of the
bill are waived. The bill shall be considered
as read. All points of order against provisions in the bill are waived. The previous
question shall be considered as ordered on
the bill and on any amendment thereto to
final passage without intervening motion except: (1) one hour of debate equally divided
and controlled by the chair and ranking minority member of the Committee on the Judiciary; and (2) one motion to recommit.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Georgia is recognized for 1
hour.
Mr. COLLINS of Georgia. Mr. Speaker, for the purpose of debate only, I
yield the customary 30 minutes to the
gentleman from Colorado (Mr. POLIS),
pending which I yield myself such time
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as I may consume. During consideration of this resolution, all time yielded is for the purpose of debate only.
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GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. COLLINS of Georgia. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that all
Members have 5 legislative days to revise and extend their remarks and include extraneous materials on House
Resolution 370, currently under consideration.
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gentleman from Georgia?
There was no objection.
Mr. COLLINS of Georgia. Mr. Speaker, I am pleased to bring this rule forward on behalf of the Rules Committee.
The rule provides for consideration of
H.R. 3009, the Enforce the Law for
Sanctuary Cities Act. The Rules Committee met yesterday evening and
heard testimony from both the chairman of the Judiciary Committee, the
ranking member of the Subcommittee
on Immigration, in addition to several
Members interested in this important
issue.
This rule brought forward by the
committee is a closed rule and provides
for 1 hour of general debate, equally divided and controlled by the chair and
the ranking member of the Judiciary
Committee.
We are bringing this rule forward
today because both the safety of American people and the integrity of our
system of laws depends on its passage.
No institution, body, or agency has the
right to selectively apply the law or selectively enforce the law.
The same individuals who claim exemption from our immigration laws demand equality under our criminal laws.
Do we really want to live in a country
where an agency claims the authority
to pass political judgment on you and
your circumstance to determine if the
law applies to you?
This is precisely what the administration is proposing. Not only are their
actions contrary to public safety, they
fundamentally undermine the most
basic concept of law.
I believe that sanctuary cities are
unacceptable. That is why I was a part
of the effort to prohibit them in Georgia and why I am so committed to continuing this fight here in Congress.
The tragic and preventible death of
Kate Steinle in San Francisco at the
hands of an illegal immigrant is the
latest example of why we have to address sanctuary cities and enforce the
law. Hear me, Mr. Speaker. Kate is not
the only victim.
According to the U.S. Sentencing
Commission, of 74,911 Federal crimes in
fiscal year 2014, 27,505, or 36 percent,
were committed by those here illegally.
During an 8-month period in 2014,
sanctuary cities released more than
8,000 criminal illegal immigrant offenders the U.S. Immigration and Customs
Enforcement was seeking to deport.
According to a new report released
by the Center for Immigration Studies,
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of these 8,000 released, approximately
1,900 were arrested for successive
crimes during the 8-month timeframe.
I believe San Francisco’s hands are
soaked in blood now. They choose to
protect criminal illegal aliens over an
innocent American woman.
Beyond the public safety threat
posed by sanctuary cities, the Federal
Government has the responsibility to
be good stewards of tax dollars entrusted to them by hard-working
Americans.
There is no reasonable explanation,
in law or policy, as to why the Federal
Government should send money to cities in the form of grants or reimbursements to help them enforce the law
when they are blatantly ignoring the
law.
It is a waste of taxpayer money to
send this money to States for purposes
of law enforcement when they clearly
aren’t using it for that purpose.
The situation before us today is one
dangerous political hypocrisy. The administration has vocally stated immigration law lies with the Federal Government and the Federal Government
alone.
In fact, their entire case against Arizona was premised on that point. That
was when States were trying to enforce
the law.
When States don’t enforce the law,
essentially playing into the administration’s failure to enforce the administration’s claims, there is nothing
they can do. It is sort of an interesting
proposition.
Last week I questioned the Secretary
of Homeland Security about the issues
of sanctuary cities. The Secretary stated there was nothing that DHS could
do and that he didn’t feel it was productive to try and force the cities to
cooperate.
The administration jumped all over
States that help enforce immigration
laws, including suing Arizona for enacting laws to protect its borders and
its citizens.
I ask: Where is the outrage by the administration over San Francisco’s failure to follow the law? Where is the lawsuit?
It is not surprising that the administration is only outraged when States
are acting in a manner that doesn’t
meet their political goals.
DHS refuses to make sanctuary cities
comply with the law while, at the same
time, DOJ is now requiring law enforcement in Maricopa County, Arizona, to provide services in Spanish to
jail inmates and to have Federal oversight for all workforce enforcement
raids. This kind of political hypocrisy
is the kind that has already cost the
life of Kate Steinle.
The administration wants a nonenforcement policy, but it is up to Congress to make the administration follow the law. That is exactly why the
Rules Committee is bringing forward
this rule and H.R. 3009.
Sanctuary cities ignore and shield illegal immigrants at the expense of law-
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abiding Americans, and the administration, through its failure to defend
and enforce this law, is complicit.
Listen, Mr. Speaker, I believe that
sanctuary cities should be descriptions
of cities that provide safe and secure
places for law-abiding citizens, not the
definition for cities choosing to provide
safety for those flaunting our immigration laws.
I reserve the balance of my time.
Mr. POLIS. Mr. Speaker, I yield myself such time as I may consume, and I
thank the gentleman from Georgia for
yielding me the 30 minutes.
Mr. Speaker, I rise in opposition to
the rule and the underlying bill. The
rule here today provides for consideration of H.R. 3009, a bill that I strongly
oppose that wouldn’t even solve the
problem that it attempts to here
today.
First, a little bit about the process.
This is a closed process that reflects
the practice of shutting down debate
on the House floor.
We should be talking about how to
protect
Americans
like
Kathryn
Steinle. Instead, we are limited to debating a bill that, even if it had been
the law, would not have affected this
case or others like it or secured our
borders. We are not even allowed to introduce amendments that would secure
our borders here before the House floor.
We have not had a single hearing on
this bill, and it has not been marked up
in committee. It simply appeared before the Judiciary Committee.
It simply appeared before the Rules
Committee yesterday fully formed. We
talked for several hours about many of
its flaws there. But, unfortunately,
nevertheless, it has been advanced
under this rule to the House floor.
This bill is not a fix. It is not a solution to anything. It is a heavy-handed
way to attack communities that are
simply trying to find solutions to what
is fundamentally a Federal problem.
Yes, Mr. Speaker, dress it up however
you like. It is our fault, the institution
of Congress’ fault, the Federal Government’s fault, that we have failed to secure our borders.
It is the Federal Government’s fault
that there are 10-, 12-, 14 million people
in our country illegally, some of them
felon immigrants. That is not the fault
of any city or county or State.
Our law enforcement professionals—
sheriffs, police chiefs—are doing the
best they can with the facts on the
ground which work against them because of this body’s failure to act.
This bill before us is simply an attempt to provide a false solution to a
tragic incident, this in spite of the fact
this body has refused to bring forward
a single bill to fix our broken immigration system or secure our border.
The murder of Kathryn Steinle was a
terrible tragedy. It should not have occurred. There were so many breakages
along the way and things that could
have been done to prevent it. But this
action is primarily a way to highlight
our broken immigration system.
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It is a disgrace, for instance, that our
immigration
enforcement
agencies
dedicate significant resources to pursuing tens of thousands of individuals
with no criminal history while the enforcement of our laws against serious
felons like Mr. Lopez-Sanchez, as a result, is limited to something like a
phone call or an email from the sheriff
in San Francisco.
b 1030
ICE, the agency with sole authority
to pursue, detain, and deport people
within our borders—an agency with a
budget of more than $5 billion annually—is to blame here for its perverse
allocation of resources.
Mr. Speaker, ICE should have pursued this individual vigorously, and
ICE is responsible for the fact that this
man was walking the streets of San
Francisco instead of in Mexico; but,
rather than take responsibility for this
tragedy and commit to making the
necessary changes to prevent anything
like this from happening in the future—like, for instance, encapsulating
the President’s DACA and DAPA programs in statute so that our limited
enforcement resources can be focused
on criminal felons rather than tens of
thousands of individuals with no criminal history—instead of doing that, this
body is threatening local law enforcement with reducing their funds to keep
communities safe.
Mr. Speaker, this bill before us would
do even less to address this issue in a
meaningful way. This legislation undermines local law enforcement, tramples the 10th Amendment to our Constitution, and directly undermines the
authority and judgment exercised by
local law enforcement agencies that
are simply trying to do their job as
best they can in light of a Federal failure—a Federal failure—to deport felon
immigrants, a Federal failure to secure
our borders, and a Federal failure to establish enforcement priorities in statute.
These decisions behind policing communities and ensuring public safety are
made by those in those jurisdictions.
We shouldn’t have reactionary politicians in Washington threatening to cut
off funding to sheriffs and police chiefs
to make their communities less safe
and lead to more victims of felons,
both immigrant and American.
That is why this bill is opposed by
the Conference of Mayors, Law Enforcement Immigration Task Force,
the Fraternal Order of Police, and
many other law enforcement professionals.
The fact is, Mr. Speaker, that article
I, section 8 of the Constitution, which
we began the session of Congress by
reading, makes it clear that it is the
Federal Government’s responsibility to
create and enforce immigration policy.
No matter how much this body tries
to pass its failure on to cities, States,
and counties, it will always come back
here because only the Federal Government can secure our borders, only the
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Federal Government can establish enforcement priorities in statute, only
the Federal Government can provide a
pathway to citizenship, and only the
Federal Government deports felon immigrants.
Despite this, however, Congress has
displayed a complete and total unwillingness to even begin the debate on fixing our broken immigration system,
instead choosing to threaten local law
enforcement for our own failures in
this town, Washington, D.C.
Mr. Speaker, I tried to reinitiate this
debate just yesterday in the Rules
Committee by introducing an amendment to this bill that would have allowed us to address the systemic problems by considering comprehensive immigration reform, including border security. Unfortunately, on a party-line
vote, my measure was voted down and,
therefore, in favor of maintaining this
status quo.
Instead of having a meaningful debate on how to make our immigration
system work in our favor and keep
Americans safe by keeping immigrant
felons off the street and securing our
border, the Republicans are instead insisting to push this bill through the
House, threatening local law enforcement without hearing, committee debate, or even the opportunity to amend
it with good ideas from Democrats or
Republicans.
Felons and egregious immigration
violators
like
Mr.
Lopez-Sanchez
should not be free to walk the streets
of this country, but until this body
gets serious about securing our border
and creating enforceable laws with the
resources to enforce them, people like
Mr. Lopez-Sanchez will walk free and
will continue to harm Americans.
Mr. Speaker, this legislation will effectively require local enforcement of
immigration laws, effectively trying to
foist off our responsibilities on beleaguered local law enforcement agencies
who, with their limited resources, are
making the best judgments they can to
keep their communities safe.
Federal courts have found that the
DHS detainer policies violate the Constitution. Because ICE detainers request that a person be held in local
custody for up to 2 days beyond the
time they would otherwise be released,
Federal courts have concluded that ICE
detainers cause a new period of detention, and they are unconstitutional.
ICE has flouted this requirement for
years, issuing detainers based on investigative interests alone; and these
dragnet detainer issuances practices
have caused the detention of countless
people who were not criminal felons,
felon aliens, who are not removable—
even U.S. citizens in some cases.
The Federal courts finally caught up
with this practice and found them to be
unconstitutional and are holding local
agencies under civil liability for honoring detainer requests from ICE.
In Colorado, for example, the
Arapahoe County sheriff was forced to
pay $30,000 to a victim of domestic vio-
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lence who was, herself, arrested when
she called the police for help. She was
then held in the Arapahoe County jail
at the request of Federal immigration
authorities for 3 days after a judge had
ordered her release. Another case in
Jefferson County Sheriff’s Office was
forced to settle for $40,000.
Now, detainers are a form of communication and are therefore, in a reasonable reading of this proposed law, included. Effectively, you are presenting
impossible choices to local law enforcement. You are telling them, on the one
hand, subject yourself to civil liability
or subject yourself to the cutting off of
Federal grants to support your efforts.
Either way, Mr. Speaker, it is a loss
for the safety of American citizens and
a loss for law enforcement, all because
this body fails to own up to the fact
that only we can fix the problem; only
we can secure the border; only we can
replace our immigration system with a
comprehensive approach that makes
sense and has the resources to enforce
it, the Federal resources to enforcement.
This isn’t some theoretical matter
that some intellectually curious law
review cooked up. Jurisdictions in my
district have been found civilly liable
for enforcing detainers and been forced
to pay. Lawsuits are being filed, and
local law enforcement agencies that
serve as proxies for ICE are losing.
If you want to tell cities in my State
to enforce unconstitutional policies,
why not take on the liability federally?
Will this body pay the settlement from
the Jefferson County Sheriff’s Office?
Will this body pay the settlement of
$30,000 from the Arapahoe County sheriff?
The Republicans are making it clear
that they don’t have a plan to keep
people like Kathryn Steinle safe. They
don’t have a plan to secure our borders.
They don’t have a plan to address our
broken immigration system. This bill
today is just another piece of evidence
of this body’s, this institution’s failure
to keep Americans safe.
Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of
my time.
Mr. COLLINS of Georgia. Mr. Speaker, I yield myself such time as I may
consume.
Mr. Speaker, I just want to hit a couple of points here. It was stated by my
friend from Colorado about the issue of
San Francisco and pursuing individuals, such as this one who committed
murder; and the fact is ICE did ask for
him to be held. San Francisco made the
choice to let him go, which is leading
us to the issue today before us, and we
want to continue.
Also, this one assertion that this is a
false solution debate—when is it a false
solution to actually have to be here
and discuss actually enforcing the law?
I think that is exactly what we are
doing here. If you choose to enforce the
law, that is what your proper role
should be, and if not, these are the penalties that will be put in place.
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I think we will continue this process,
Mr. Speaker, and at this time, I reserve
the balance of my time.
Mr. POLIS. Mr. Speaker, I yield 4
minutes to the gentleman from Massachusetts (Mr. MCGOVERN), my distinguished colleague on the Rules Committee.
Mr. MCGOVERN. I want to thank the
gentleman from Colorado for yielding
me the time.
Mr. Speaker, I rise in opposition to
this closed rule. This process is an absolutely outrage. I also rise in strong
opposition to H.R. 3009.
Mr. Speaker, along with all of my
colleagues and every American, my
heart goes out to the family of Kathryn Steinle. The murder of any innocent person is a tragedy, and after each
such heinous crime, we always ask ourselves: Could this have been avoided?
Could we have done something differently?
Mr. Speaker, H.R. 3009 paints itself as
a remedy to Kathryn Steinle’s death,
but it does nothing—absolutely nothing—to address how to improve communication between our law enforcement, immigration, prosecutors, and
penal institutions, nor does it improve
the protocols and practices of how decisions are made on the release or transfer of a prisoner against whom ICE has
lodged a detainer request.
Instead, Mr. Speaker, H.R. 3009 chose
to penalize local law enforcement agencies and strip them of their Federal
grants
and
funding
when
they
prioritize working with immigrant
communities in order to keep neighborhoods, cities, and towns safe.
Republicans would rather demonize
these cities and local law enforcement
agencies and force them to squander
scarce local resources on immigration
enforcement, instead of local policing.
In effect, Mr. Speaker, H.R. 3009 will
make our cities and communities less
safe, rather than more secure.
This is why law enforcement and city
governments oppose this bill. It deliberately and cynically undermines their
ability to protect their communities,
nurture public trust in the police and
our legal system, and strengthen our
public safety.
H.R. 3009 is opposed by the Major
County Sheriffs’ Association, the Fraternal Order of Police, the National
Criminal Justice Association, the
Major Cities Chiefs Association, the
U.S. Conference of Mayors, and the National League of Cities; all of them
strongly oppose this bill.
Mr. Speaker, this bill reeks of prejudice. It isn’t meant to solve any problem. It is meant to punish cities that
don’t embrace the views of anti-immigrant extremists. It is meant to demonize all immigrants as criminals.
It means to punish any city, any police officer, any sheriff, and any cop on
the beat who challenges the Republican
anti-immigrant orthodoxy of ‘‘hate
them all’’ and ‘‘deport them all.’’ Deport the DREAMers; deport the parents
of U.S. citizens; deport children fleeing
violence—deport, deport, deport.
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Mr. Speaker, this House continues to
wait and wait for the Republican majority to show some leadership and
bring up a comprehensive immigration
reform bill. It has been more than 2
years since the Senate passed a strong,
bipartisan immigration reform bill;
and we are still waiting for the House
Republicans to act.
What we need is a way to bring 11
million of our neighbors, friends, colleagues, small-business owners, and
hard-working residents out of the shadows. Let them register, be documented,
and not fear talking with the police.
Let us recognize their achievements
and contributions to the American way
of life.
This bill had no hearings, no markup,
and no input from local law enforcement—no regular order. In fact, in the
topsy-turvy world of the Republican
House, the Judiciary Committee’s Immigration and Border Security Subcommittee is holding its first hearing
on this topic today—this morning—
when this bill is already here on the
House floor for debate and voted today.
No, Mr. Speaker, this bill is just
more of the same, old, divisive Republican anti-immigrant formula. America
is better than this, and I urge my colleagues to reject this closed rule and to
oppose the underlying bill.
Mr. COLLINS of Georgia. Mr. Speaker, I yield myself such time as I may
consume.
Mr. Speaker, I rise and just, again,
part of this is really—and even if you
look at the Administration’s view on
this bill and others, it is almost an
Alice in Wonderland effect. What is up
is down and down is up. We are looking
at this, that enforcing the law hurts
enforcement of the law and that it is
backwards.
Now, there are issues that need to be
addressed. One of the issues is that we
have a communication problem. I
agree. We have got a communication
problem. When they say, ‘‘Hold him; he
is going to be deported; he is deportable; he is not someone we want on our
streets’’ and San Francisco and other
sanctuary cities choose to release him,
that is a communication problem. I
will agree with my friends across the
aisle on that point.
To say that punishing views—how
about enforcing the law? The last time
I sat in my law classes, we didn’t enforce views; we enforced laws. I think
that is what we are bringing up here.
I can’t let it pass. I talked about this
before, and as a Member who believes
that there are immigration issues that
we need to address and as a member of
the Judiciary Committee—which, by
the way, has held hearings dealing with
this subject—in fact, just last week,
the Secretary of DHS was in. I questioned him directly about this, and it
is amazing. He has no real opinion
about sanctuary cities as he told me in
his testimony.
I find that rather amazing in that he
would say that there would be a problem not enforcing these laws, and when
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I asked about other laws that we want
to enforce—is it okay for cities to turn
their back on those laws—there is not
an opinion there.
We have talked about this. We have
had immigration hearings. We have
begun the process of marking up legislation to secure our communities, to
secure our borders, and to do those
things; but before we start throwing in
the nature of saying there is all wrong
with the Republican majority on something that we have not done, I just
want to go back and remind—I am still
one who at the time was out there
watching the proceedings from my
home in the State of Georgia, where we
were doing everything we could to balance the needs of our State and our
economy during shutdown and during a
depression, recession—whatever you
want to call it—and we were trying to
balance budgets, and we were watching
this issue up here, but what I saw was
that we are told today we are waiting
for Republicans and the Republicans
have all this bad agenda.
At the same point, when this body
was controlled by my friends across the
aisle, when the other body across the
way—the Senate—was controlled by
my friends across the aisle, and when
the administration was new and in
their early stages of developing their
strategy for solving all the world’s
problems, what they chose to do was
wreck health care and to work against
community bankers. They chose that.
b 1045
They chose not to do comprehensive
immigration reform. They chose to use
it as a political issue and a political
pawn. They chose not to bring this up.
When you want to bring it up, let’s
shine the light brightly. Let’s bring it
up and shine the light brightly on both
sides. The world was waiting. You managed to get a lot of other things
through. You managed to do other
things that you wanted to do, but you
chose not to do this. You chose not to
make this.
My question here is simply: the bill
that is being brought forward, it says
enforce the law.
I reserve the balance of my time.
Mr. POLIS. Mr. Speaker, I yield myself such time as I may consume.
As the gentleman from Georgia
might recall, when the Democrats controlled the Senate last session, they
did pass comprehensive immigration
reform with strong Republican and
Democratic support. More than twothirds of the body supported securing
our borders, expelling felon immigrants, and keeping Americans safe.
Had this body simply acted on that
bill, as we repeatedly tried to get them
to do, we quite likely would not be facing this tragedy that we face here
today. Until this body acts, there are
likely to be more victims, more American victims, of criminal immigrants.
It is not the fault of the Democrats.
We, with the Republicans in the Senate, put together a bill that would have
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addressed it. It is the fault of this
body, the House of Representatives,
that failed to act.
Mr. Speaker, I submit for the RECORD
a Statement of Administration Policy
with regard to this bill, which includes
that the President’s senior advisers
would recommend that he veto this
bill. He then goes into some of the
same arguments we have been talking
about with regard to why we need to
secure our border and grow our economy and make sure that we can fix our
broken immigration system.
STATEMENT OF ADMINISTRATION POLICY

smartinez on DSK4TPTVN1PROD with HOUSE

H.R. 3009—ENFORCE THE LAW FOR SANCTUARY
CITIES ACT

(Rep. Hunter, R–CA, and 44 cosponsors)
The Administration strongly opposes H.R.
3009. This bill fails to offer comprehensive reforms needed to fix the Nation’s broken immigration laws, undermines current Administration efforts to remove the most dangerous convicted criminals and to work collaboratively with State and local law enforcement agencies, and threatens the civil
rights of all Americans by authorizing State
and local officials to collect information regarding any private citizen’s immigration
status, at any time, for any reason, and
without justification.
The Administration continues to believe
that it is critical to fix the Nation’s broken
immigration system through comprehensive
commonsense legislation that builds on existing efforts to strengthen border security,
cracks down on employers hiring undocumented workers, streamlines legal immigration, and offers an earned path to citizenship
for undocumented immigrants to get right
with the law if they pass background checks,
contribute to the Nation’s economy by paying taxes, and go to the back of the line.
While the Senate passed comprehensive legislation with strong bipartisan support over
two years ago that would do just that, the
House of Representatives failed to take any
action. According to the Congressional Budget Office, that legislation would also grow
the Nation’s economy by 5.4 percent and reduce Federal deficits by nearly $850 billion
over 20 years. The Administration continues
to urge the Congress to address all of the
problems with the Nation’s broken immigration system and take up commonsense legislation that will offer meaningful solutions to
those problems.
The Administration also believes the most
effective way to enhance public safety is
through sensible and effective policies that
focus enforcement resources on the most significant public safety threats. The Administration has put in place new enforcement
priorities that do just that, focusing limited
resources on the worst offenders—national
security threats, convicted criminals, gang
members, and recent border crossers. The effectiveness of these new priorities depends
on collaboration between Federal, State, and
local law enforcement. Every day, the Federal government fosters State and local collaboration through a variety of mechanisms,
including policies, programs, and joint task
forces. The Department of Homeland Security’s Priority Enforcement Program (PEP)
enables Federal immigration enforcement to
work with State and local law enforcement
to take custody of individuals who are enforcement priorities, including public safety
and national security threats, before those
individuals are released into communities.
PEP is a balanced, commonsense approach to
enforcing the Nation’s immigration laws. It
replaced the Secure Communities program,
which, by establishing a ‘‘one-size-fits-all’’
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approach to State and local cooperation with
Federal immigration enforcement officials,
discouraged some localities from turning
over dangerous individuals to DHS custody.
Secure Communities was embroiled in litigation and widely criticized for undermining
State and local community policing efforts.
PEP builds collaboration between Federal,
State, and local law enforcement that allows
for the most effective enforcement while enhancing community policing and trust. The
Congress should give PEP a chance to work,
instead of displacing that collaborative approach—which prioritizes the worst offenders—with the coercive approach of this bill,
which makes no such differentiation.
Finally, the bill would condition Federal
money on State and local governments allowing their law enforcement officials to
gather citizenship and immigration status
information from any person at any time for
any reason. The Administration believes
that such blanket authority would threaten
the civil rights of all Americans, lead to mistrust between communities and State and
local law enforcement agencies, and impede
efforts to safely, fairly, and effectively enforce the Nation’s immigration laws.
If the President were presented with H.R.
3009, his senior advisors would recommend
that he veto this bill.

Mr. POLIS. Mr. Speaker, I yield 3
minutes to the gentleman from Texas
(Mr. DOGGETT).
Mr. DOGGETT. Mr. Speaker, the
Donald Trump wing of the Republican
Party is clearly ascendant here today.
It is the dominant thinking among
House Republicans.
This is the same crowd that, just
back in February, threatened the funding for Homeland Security because
they were so eager to deport our
DREAMers—young people who came
here as children, who have cleared a
criminal background check, who paid a
fee and are already contributing to
America—because whenever they are in
doubt on immigration, they fade to the
extreme right. These are the same
Members of Congress who have even
gone to court to sue the President of
the United States when he prioritized
the deportation of criminals over immigrant families; and these are the
same Republicans who were so fearful
of a sane discussion here, and this Congress, this House, is never a sanctuary
of sanity when it comes to immigration.
But they refuse to bring to the House
floor a bipartisan bill unanimously approved in the Homeland Security Committee to deal with border security. If
that weren’t bad enough, they came
back this year with a totally partisan
border security bill, and they have
been afraid to bring it to the floor because they do not want a reasoned discussion of immigration in this House of
Representatives.
Unfortunately, this Congress is also
never a sanctuary from partisan political stunts designed to capitalize on
the latest tragedy, like the tragedy
that occurred in San Francisco. This
bill is not about grabbing criminals; it
is about grabbing headlines. It is not
about a thoughtful debate of the best
immigration and law enforcement policies for our country; it is about scoring
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political points. It does so by rejecting
the expert opinion of sheriffs and police chiefs and law enforcement experts
and organizations and local mayors
and leaders in the municipal level
across America who say that, to fight
crime effectively, they need to win the
trust of all of the communities that
they serve.
This bill is opposed by major law enforcement organizations, by municipal
government organizations. I saw at the
top of the list of those law enforcement
organizations the police chief of my
hometown, who works with community
policing to make our communities
safe. Some localities believe that they
can better enforce the law, better keep
our communities safe, if an undocumented person who is a witness or a
victim of crime is involved with them
and reporting those crimes and helping
enforce the law.
If I have to choose between Donald
Trump and his extreme attitudes embodied by colleagues here in this House
today and my local law enforcement
about how to protect my family, all of
our families, I choose law enforcement.
Let’s reject this bad bill.
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
time of the gentleman has expired.
Mr. POLIS. I yield the gentleman an
additional 15 seconds.
Mr. DOGGETT. If they are so committed to supporting local law enforcement, eliminating funding for the
COPS program is hardly the way to do
it. We ought to be putting our dollars
and our support and our immigration
laws in conformity with the law enforcement experts across America and
protect our families.
Reject this bad bill, and then do
something substantive to back our law
enforcement officials.
Mr. COLLINS of Georgia. Mr. Speaker, I yield myself such time as I may
consume.
I appreciate the argument, and this
is why we have this time. But I do want
to just remind again, from my previous
statement, bringing up a bill last Congress reminds me of back when I used
to coach kids in football. There was always that struggle you wanted to put
as many kids in, you wanted everybody
to play, and you still wanted to win the
game. There was that balance that you
always had.
It reminds me of one time it happened to be one of my own kids. Now,
that is pretty hard when you are coaching one of your own kids and you get to
the end of the game and you didn’t put
him in like you thought you were
going to because the time had run out
on the game. And you go to him—fortunately, he was my son. I was driving
home, and I said, ‘‘I am sorry.’’ I called
his name and I said, ‘‘I am sorry I
didn’t get you into the game. The time
had run out, but I had every intention
of getting you into the game.’’ That is
about like saying last Congress when
the Senate was Democrat but the
House was Republican and we have different ideas and different views that we
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are bringing forward. I simply go back
to the time when that did not exist,
when time was still on the clock and
they chose not to do anything.
Also, it is a good distracter from
what we are talking about today: cities
enforcing laws, finding solutions, and
doing so. That is simply what this bill
does, that is what this rule provides
for, and those are the things that need
to be talked about. This is the discussion that needs to be had, and this is
the discussion the American people are
having all over, including, by the way,
San Francisco, who is reevaluating
their policy even now.
I reserve the balance of my time.
Mr. POLIS. Mr. Speaker, I yield 3
minutes to the gentlewoman from
Maryland (Ms. EDWARDS).
Ms. EDWARDS. Mr. Speaker, I thank
the gentleman for yielding.
Mr. Speaker, I rise today to ask my
House colleagues to stop and think for
a moment and to oppose not only the
rule, but the underlying bill. It is extreme, it is anti-immigrant, and it is
really not about sanctuary cities.
In fact, this flawed legislation actually second-guesses the decisions that
are made by local police chiefs and
sheriffs around the country on how
best to police their communities and
ensure public safety and ensure the
kind of cooperation that they need in
order for law enforcement to work
properly.
As the founder and former executive
director of the National Network to
End Domestic Violence, representing
domestic violence organizations and
coalitions around the country, I am
deeply concerned that this legislation
will have a negative effect on the cooperation that is necessary between
law enforcement and isolated, very isolated victims of domestic and sexual
violence. Furthermore, it would strip
the bipartisan provisions that passed in
the Violence Against Women Act when
we just reauthorized it.
Specifically, H.R. 3009 negatively
amends section 241(i) of the Immigration and Nationality Act by doing the
following:
It undermines the spirit and protections of VAWA, effectively pushing immigrant survivors and their children,
many of whom are likely U.S. citizens,
deeper and deeper into the shadows of
danger.
It undermines the policies that local
communities have determined are appropriate for their localities to ensure
that victims of crime come forward
without fear of retribution.
It allows violent crimes to go
uninvestigated, and it leaves victims
without redress because of reductions
in funding.
This bill would have damaging ramifications for families across the Nation
and in my home State of Maryland.
I enter into the RECORD a letter from
the National Task Force to End Sexual
and
Domestic
Violence
Against
Women, representing coalitions, organizations, shelters, services, and pro-
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grams in every single State in this
country.
Mr. Speaker, I want to just quote
from this letter. It says: ‘‘Fear of deportation also strengthens the ability
of abusers and traffickers to silence
and trap their victims. Not only are
the individual victims harmed, but
their fear of law enforcement leads
many to abstain from reporting violent
perpetrators or coming forward, and, as
a result, dangerous criminals are not
identified and go unpunished.’’
NATIONAL TASK FORCE TO END SEXUAL
AND
DOMESTIC VIOLENCE
AGAINST WOMEN,
JULY 21, 2015.
DEAR REPRESENTATIVE: As the Steering
Committee of the National Taskforce to End
Sexual and Domestic Violence (‘‘NTF’’),
comprising national leadership organizations
advocating on behalf of sexual and domestic
violence victims and women’s rights, we represent hundreds of organizations across the
country dedicated to ensuring all survivors
of violence receive the protections they deserve. For this reason, we write to express
our deep concerns about the impact of the
‘‘Enforce the Law for Sanctuary Cities Act’’
(H.R. 3009), which amends section 241(i) of
the Immigration and Nationality Act.
As government officials, we ask you to approach this issue from the perspective of a
leader and be sure of the implications this
bill can have on entire communities. All parties have the common goal of making communities safer. This bill will encourage law
enforcement to enforce immigration law,
and will significantly hinder the ability of
certain communities to build trust and cooperation between vulnerable and isolated
victims of domestic and sexual violence and
law enforcement. Last year marked the
twentieth anniversary of the bipartisan Violence Against Women Act (‘‘VAWA’’), which
has, since it was first enacted, included critical protections for immigrant victims of domestic and sexual violence. This bill undermines the spirit and protections of VAWA
and will have the effect of pushing immigrant survivors and their children (many of
whom are likely U.S. Citizens) deeper into
the shadows and into danger.
As recognized in VAWA, bipartisan legislation supporting our nation’s response to domestic and sexual violence and stalking, immigrant victims of violent crimes are often
fearful of contacting law enforcement due to
fear that they will be deported. A recent and
comprehensive survey shows that 41 percent
of Latinos believe that the primary reason
Latinos/as do not come forward is fear of deportation.
Policies that minimize the intertwining of
local law enforcement with ICE help bring
the most vulnerable victims out of the shadows by creating trust between law enforcement and the immigrant community, which
in turn helps protect our entire communities. Fear of deportation also strengthens
the ability of abusers and traffickers to silence and trap their victims. Not only are
the individual victims harmed, but their fear
of law enforcement leads many to abstain
from reporting violent perpetrators or coming forward, and, as a result, dangerous
criminals are not identified and go
unpunished. These criminals remain on the
streets and continue to be a danger to their
communities.
This bill undermines policies that local
communities have determined are appropriate for their localities, and decrease the
ability of law enforcement agencies to respond to violent crimes and assist all (immigrant, citizens, etc.) victims of crime. As
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recognized in VAWA, law enforcement plays
a critical role in our coordinated community
response to domestic and sexual violence.
Federal law enforcement funding supports
critical training, equipment, and agency
staffing that assists domestic and sexual violence victims. H.R. 3009 will allow violent
crimes to go uninvestigated and leave victims without redress due to reductions in
funding.
For these reasons, we urge you to affirm
the intent and spirit of VAWA and oppose
the provisions above. Thank you very much
for taking this important step to protect and
support immigrant survivors of domestic violence and sexual assault.

Ms. EDWARDS. Surely, Mr. Speaker,
this is not what we need to do. We need
to ensure the continued protections of
domestic violence victims all across
this country, no matter who they are
and no matter where they are, and to
know that law enforcement will be
there to protect them and their children.
Mr. COLLINS of Georgia. Mr. Speaker, I continue to reserve the balance of
my time.
Mr. POLIS. Mr. Speaker, I yield myself such time as I may consume.
The best way to address the problems
in our immigration system, the best
way to address the lack of security for
American citizens, the best way to ensure that there are not others like
Kathryn Steinle and others that have
fallen victim to immigrant felons is to
fix our broken immigration system, secure our borders. Only Congress can do
that.
Now, the President has taken the
first steps to help keep Americans safe
by suggesting certain policies like
DACA and DAPA programs. Now,
DACA is being implemented; DAPA is,
unfortunately, tied up in the courts.
What these efforts allow our law enforcement agencies to do is to focus
their efforts on criminals like Mr.
Lopez-Sanchez rather than violators of
our civil law. It would be better if this
body could put those concepts into
statute or, better yet, make sure that
we can differentiate between noncriminals and criminals within the law.
An immigration reform bill would reduce the risk of tragedies like this and
help keep Americans safe by helping
law enforcement identify people who
are here illegally, and it would bring
people out of the shadows. Identifying
the portion of our people that are here
illegally that qualify for relief and for
prosecutorial discretion would help our
law enforcement agencies narrow their
focus and targets to individuals like
Mr. Lopez-Sanchez.
Immigration reform efforts like H.R.
15, which was the comprehensive bill
from last Congress, would modernize
our immigration agencies, increase enforcement and resources tools, technology, and border security to prevent
tragedies like this from occurring.
Doing the difficult work of having a
meaningful debate around immigration
reform is the only way we can ever be
able to keep Americans safer and reduce the likelihood of this kind of incident.
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A vote for this particular bill won’t
do anything to address these systemic
problems. Had this been the law, it
would not have prevented this tragedy,
nor does it do anything to address the
problems plaguing our immigration
system. Instead, it threatens and bullies local law enforcement and says to
them, either expose yourself to civil liability—which is very real. My agencies in Colorado have been forced to
pay—they have been forced to pay—
$30,000 or $40,000. So pay legal fines, or
we are going to cut your grants.
Look, it is a natural tendency of people to pass the buck, and Congress is
basically trying to pass the buck to
local law enforcement for our failures
here in this body.
Mr. Lopez-Sanchez should not have
been wandering the streets of San
Francisco or any other American city.
He should not have been allowed to illegally enter. In fact, he had been
caught at the border four or five times,
and he had snuck across other times.
b 1100
We need real border security, and we
need to finally enforce our law and get
serious about restoring the rule of law,
which this bill would only make an
even bigger joke.
Rather than restoring the rule of law
and encouraging cooperation between
Federal, State, and local authorities in
cases that involve immigrant felons,
this bill would punish local law enforcement for prioritizing public safety
and community policing over trying to
do the job that Congress and the Federal Government are supposed to do.
I reserve the balance of my time.
Mr. COLLINS of Georgia. Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of my time.
Mr. POLIS. Mr. Speaker, how much
time remains?
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Colorado has 33⁄4 minutes
remaining.
Mr. POLIS. Mr. Speaker, I yield myself the balance of my time.
It is time for this body to fix our broken immigration system to keep Americans safe. How many other victims
like Kathryn Steinle need to make the
ultimate sacrifice—or the countless
other Americans who are victims of
other kinds of crime—at the hands of
immigrant felons? It will be until this
body chooses to fix our broken immigration system and restore the rule of
law.
This particular bill would only further dissipate the rule of law. It tells
local law enforcement you have to either pay fines that drain your ability
to enforce our laws or you lose grants
that reduce your ability to enforce our
laws.
Either way, if this bill were somehow
to become law—even though the President has indicated he would veto it—it
would drain away the very local law
enforcement resources, the purpose of
which is to keep Americans safe.
Let us move forward to replace our
broken immigration system with one
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that works, not try to pass the buck.
Mr. Speaker, the buck can’t be passed.
It is the Federal Government’s responsibility to secure our border and to establish immigration laws. It is the Federal Government’s responsibility to deport criminals.
No matter how this body may try to
say that it should be cities and counties and sheriffs and police chiefs—who
are trying to do the dirty work—who
are the result of our failure to take action, they need to make the decisions
that are in the best interests of keeping their communities safe.
With 10 or 12 or 14 million people in
our country illegally—some of them
immigrant felons—we are passing
along the buck to local law enforcement with an impossible task.
Rather than make that task more
impossible by forcing them to pay civil
fines or to lose important law enforcement resources, let’s help them have
the resources and policies they need to
deport felon immigrants before they
can commit crimes like the tragedy
that occurred in San Francisco.
I urge my colleagues to oppose this
rule, to oppose this bill, and to reject
this bizarre approach that we are seeking here today, which would have done
nothing to have prevented this tragedy
or any other like it, and would lead to
countless more tragedies by taking resources out of the hands of those who
are on the front lines—on our streets,
in our neighborhoods—keeping Americans safe.
I yield back the balance of my time.
Mr. COLLINS of Georgia. Mr. Speaker, I yield myself the balance of my
time.
This is an interesting argument, as I
stated before, because it really defies,
in many ways, logic.
The best way to help prevent what
has just happened is to enforce the law.
It is not to give a substantive, wishywashy: Well, I won’t enforce this. I
don’t want to enforce this. I am making a political judgment.
In fact, that is really what the law
should be there for, is to say: This is
the law that has been passed through
the political process, but this is the
law for everyone.
When you have the debates in Congress, that is what the political argument is for. I don’t disagree with my
friend from Colorado, as this is the
part that we are supposed to debate;
but once it leaves here and it is printed
and it is law and it is signed, it is to be
enforced.
To really argue that, on this side, we
don’t want to enforce, and, on this side,
we want to enforce, where does it end—
when we don’t want to enforce drug
laws? trafficking laws? employment
law? Where does it end?
I am sure there are political differences in many cities, possibly in my
own district of the Ninth District of
Georgia, where cities say: I am not
sure I like this employment law. I am
not sure I like having to deal with
compliance, with Federal law. We will
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just ignore it. No. It is about enforcement.
Lopez-Sanchez was requested by ICE.
Whether you are talking about limited
resources or whether you are talking
about a lot of resources, it doesn’t matter. They requested him to be held.
San Francisco said no. It is San
Francisco’s
choice—their
political
choice, their life choice. It was a life
choice for this young lady. Her life is
gone.
It is not an economic choice—it is a
life choice—and their choice led to a
life’s being taken. It is not about
whether you like the law or not, and it
is not about whether you have a view
on the law or not—it is about whether
you will enforce the law or not.
I struggle with this as I understand
about the interest of immigrant communities, and I understand about good
policing. My father was a State trooper.
I understand the relationship between communities and of their all
working together to provide a safe
community; but sanctuary cities are
sanctuaries for those who abide by the
law—those who are here legally, those
who want to live a prosperous life and
just get up and go to work and not
have to worry about being shot on the
street by somebody who is being
sanctuaried because he is here illegally—not once but multiple times
over.
As has already been stated, this is
not a judgment call. San Francisco
could see this. They could see his
record. They could see he had been detained for illegally entering. This is
not something that was, frankly, even
close. They chose.
The question remains: Do we enforce
or do we not? The question remains: Do
we want to be under a rule of law or do
we want to have something else?
It has been brought up many times
today of a bill in the last Congress that
was passed by the Senate that would be
the panacea for everything and probably would help this. That was the implication given.
I have just one question to those who
make that assertion: If San Francisco
and other sanctuary cities won’t enforce the law now because of their political views, what gives them any idea
they would for a new law?
We have got a fundamental problem
here, Mr. Speaker. The fundamental
problem is: Is political rule of law
going to happen or is the rule of law
going to happen?
Pass any bill you want, but if we
allow them to ignore it without consequence, then you have no standard,
you have no basis for debate, you have
no place to move forward.
You can pass everything you want to
and have the President sign it in beautiful ceremonies; but if we allow political subdivisions in this country to just
continue to pick and choose, then we
have got a problem.
Now, if there are issues, let’s solve
them here. Let’s have the debates—I
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agree—but this isn’t up for debate
when it leaves here.
So pass whatever you want to pass.
Will San Francisco enforce it? I don’t
know—maybe, maybe not—but when
they released and when other sanctuary cities release them and say: We
are not going to hold. We are not going
to do these things, then they have
made a choice. Unfortunately, in this
case, they made a life choice, and that
beautiful life is gone.
This rule simply says enforce the
law. This rule—this bill—says we have
law. It is what we have got right now.
It is not your aspirational goal. It is
the law. Simply enforce it.
Mr. Speaker, I yield back the balance
of my time, and I move the previous
question on the resolution.
The previous question was ordered.
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the resolution.
The question was taken; and the
Speaker pro tempore announced that
the ayes appeared to have it.
Mr. POLIS. Mr. Speaker, on that I
demand the yeas and nays.
The yeas and nays were ordered.
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursuant to clause 8 of rule XX, further proceedings on this question will be postponed.
f

SAFE AND ACCURATE FOOD
LABELING ACT OF 2015
GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. POMPEO. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent that all Members
may have 5 legislative days to revise
and extend their remarks and to include extraneous material on the bill,
H.R. 1599.
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gentleman from Kansas?
There was no objection.
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursuant to House Resolution 369 and rule
XVIII, the Chair declares the House in
the Committee of the Whole House on
the state of the Union for the consideration of the bill, H.R. 1599.
The Chair appoints the gentleman
from Idaho (Mr. SIMPSON) to preside
over the Committee of the Whole.
b 1111
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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. 1599) to
amend the Federal Food, Drug, and
Cosmetic Act with respect to food produced from, containing, or consisting
of a bioengineered organism, the labeling of natural foods, and for other purposes, with Mr. SIMPSON 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 Kansas (Mr.
POMPEO) and the gentleman from
Vermont (Mr. WELCH) each will control
30 minutes.
The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Kansas.
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Mr. POMPEO. Mr. Chairman, I yield
myself such time as I may consume.
Mr. Chairman, H.R. 1599, the Safe and
Accurate Food Labeling Act, is the
product of diligent and bipartisan work
by the Energy and Commerce Committee and the Agriculture Committee.
Over the past year and a half that we
have been working on this legislation,
we have solicited input from Members
and from relevant agencies like the
FDA and the USDA. We have also met
with the organic community, conventional farmers and ranchers, seed producers, scientists, and supply chain
specialists.
Throughout this process, we have
sought to address every legitimate concern and provide whatever clarification
might be necessary.
The fact is that the scientific consensus on the safety of genetically engineered products is utterly overwhelming. Precisely zero pieces of
credible evidence have been presented
that foods produced with biotechnology
pose any risk to our health and safety.
Given this fact, it is not the place of
government—government
at
any
level—to arbitrarily step in and mandate that one plant product should be
labeled based solely on how it was bred
while another identical product is free
of a government warning label because
that producer chose a different breeding technology. That is unscientific,
and that is bad public policy.
The mandatory labeling of genetically engineered products has no basis
in legitimate health or safety concerns,
but is a naked attempt to impose the
preferences of a small segment of the
populace on the rest of us and make
the constituents whom I serve in Kansas pay more for their food.
A recent study shows that the proposed State GE labeling laws could
raise the cost of the average family’s
food bill by, roughly, $500 per year.
Many, many families in Kansas simply
cannot afford that.
Antibiotechnology interest groups
are attempting to use State laws to
force mandatory GE labeling on safe
products and interfere with interstate
commerce.
To ensure that families in Kansas
and all across the country have access
to nutritious and affordable food, H.R.
1599 accomplishes three primary objectives.
First, we ensure that every new GE
plant destined to enter the food supply
goes in for an FDA safety review.
Second, we prevent the creation of
what would be the unworkable patchwork of State-by-State—or even county-by-county or city-by-city—mandatory GE labeling laws.
b 1115
Finally, in order to provide clarity to
those who prefer not to eat GE products, our bill authorizes a voluntary,
user-fee-based non-GE labeling program at the USDA to provide even
greater transparency and more options
so that consumers, by ensuring a com-
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mon definition for non-GMO for all
foods, whether they are sold at the retail level or served in restaurants.
Members of Congress need to realize
that allowing activists to create a
patchwork State-by-State set of rules
will have a real effect on our families
and our districts. Those who support
mandatory GE products must admit
they are willing to increase the cost of
food for families in Wichita and Dallas
and Grand Rapids and in Vermont and
in Boston and all across our Nation
based on unscientific demands of a
handful of antibiotechnology activists.
Congress’ goal must be to ensure that
people in those places have access to
safe, nutritious, and affordable food to
feed their families. A patchwork of
laws will not accomplish that.
The reality is that biotechnologies,
time and time again, have proven safe.
It is simply not debatable. U.S. policies
should reflect that. We should not raise
prices on consumers based on the wishes of a handful of activists. I ask for everyone to support H.R. 1599.
Mr Chairman, I reserve the balance
of my time.
HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES,
COMMITTEE ON ENERGY AND COMMERCE,
Washington, DC, July 15, 2015.
Hon. MICHAEL K. CONAWAY,
Chairman, Committee on Agriculture,
Washington, DC.
DEAR CHAIRMAN CONAWAY: I write in regard
to H.R. 1599, Safe and Accurate Food Labeling Act of 2015, which was ordered reported
by the Committee on Agriculture on July 14,
2015. As you are aware, the bill also was referred to the Committee on Energy and Commerce. I wanted to notify you that the Committee on Energy and Commerce will forgo
action on H.R. 1599 so that it may proceed
expeditiously to the House floor for consideration.
This is done with the understanding that
the Committee on Energy and Commerce’s
jurisdictional interests over this and similar
legislation are in no way diminished or altered. In addition, the Committee reserves
the right to seek conferees on H.R. 1599 and
requests your support when such a request is
made.
I would appreciate your response confirming this understanding with respect to
H.R. 1599 and ask that a copy of our exchange of letters on this matter be included
in the Congressional Record during consideration of the bill on the House floor.
Sincerely,
FRED UPTON,
Chairman.
HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES,
COMMITTEE ON AGRICULTURE,
Washington, DC, June 15, 2015.
Hon. FRED UPTON,
Chairman, Committee on Energy and Commerce,
Washington, DC.
DEAR CHAIRMAN UPTON: Thank you for
your letter regarding H.R. 1599, ‘‘Safe and
Accurate Food Labeling Act of 2015.’’ I appreciate your support in bringing this legislation before the House of Representatives,
and accordingly, understand that the Committee on Energy and Commerce will forego
action on the bill.
The Committee on Agriculture concurs in
the mutual understanding that by foregoing
consideration of the bill at this time, the
Committee on Energy and Commerce does
not waive any jurisdiction over the subject
matter contained in this bill or similar legislation in the future. In addition, should a
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conference on this bill be necessary, I would
support your request to have the Committee
on the Energy and Commerce represented on
the conference committee.
I will insert copies of this exchange in the
Congressional Record during Floor consideration. I appreciate your cooperation regarding this legislation and look forward to continuing to work the Committee on Energy
and Commerce as this bill moves through the
legislative process.
Sincerely,
K. MICHAEL CONAWAY,
Chairman.

Mr. WELCH. I yield myself such time
as I may consume.
Mr. Chairman, I want to address this
issue that Mr. POMPEO and this bill
present to this House. This question of
GMO labeling and biotechnology is a
good thing. Biotechnology has done a
lot of good things for this country and
for consumers. This is not a question
about whether the science says that
GMO foods cause medical issues. That
is not the issue.
The question is whether consumers,
when they purchase food, have a right
to know what is in it. What Mr.
POMPEO and this legislation are suggesting is that, regardless of what consumers want, they won’t be told.
This bill does two fundamental
things. One, it says to those States
that this is not about a small group of
activists. This is States like Vermont,
Maine, and Connecticut with massive
bipartisan votes, Republicans and
Democrats saying that they wanted
the right to have these products labeled, and then the consumer can decide whether he or she wants to purchase that product. It is the market
that ultimately decides.
This legislation would basically
block all State laws that require mandatory GMO labeling; so if the State of
Idaho, with its Republicans and Democrats in the legislature responding to
the demands of its constituents, wanted to label it, they wouldn’t be able to
do it. It effectively blocks the FDA
from creating a national labeling
standard. That is the irony here.
If you are talking preemption, you at
least have to talk about a national
standard that has credibility and provides information that consumers
want. In this case, we strip from the
States the right to do what they believe is in the interest of their citizens
and don’t substitute any serious label
that would apply across the board. This
claim that this would create a patchwork of different State laws is not addressed when you don’t even offer a national standard.
Next, it would allow ‘‘natural’’
claims on GMO foods and block State
laws that prevent such claims. This
legislation fundamentally takes away
from your State and mine the ability
to do what they believe is in the interest of their consumers: let them know
what they are buying.
By the way, what is the problem with
letting consumers know what they are
buying? They are the ones that decide
what products they want to consume.
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The issue here, again, to repeat, is not
about the science of whether GMOs
cause health problems, but there is a
significant issue about GMO products
requiring significantly more herbicides
in order to produce, and the use of herbicides—glyphosate has gone from 16
million pounds to about 280 million
pounds since the introduction. Those
farming practices do have an effect,
and a lot of consumers are really concerned about that.
Mr. Chairman, I reserve the balance
of my time.
Mr. POMPEO. Mr. Chairman, I yield
2 minutes to the gentlewoman from the
great
State
of
Missouri
(Mrs.
HARTZLER).
Mrs. HARTZLER. Mr. Chairman,
today, I rise to lend my support to H.R.
1599, the Safe and Accurate Food Labeling Act. As a mother, farmer, and
former nutrition education teacher, I
understand the importance of providing valuable information to consumers about where their food comes
from and how it is grown.
If we are going to face the growing
challenges of obesity in this country
and increasing demand for food worldwide, each and every American is going
to have to engage in an honest dialogue
about our food production and distribution systems.
It is important that these systems
are based on sound science, with a
strong set of food labeling guidelines
that are consistent across State lines,
affordable for all Americans, and provide accurate and easy to understand
information on the package for those
consumers wanting to know more.
H.R. 1599 is a mirror image of the
successful USDA organic program that
many of my constituents have come to
appreciate and trust. This voluntary,
commonsense option program is a compromise that balances the needs of
both consumers and producers while
providing a national path to getting
consumers information that they may
want.
I thank the chairman for bringing
this timely bill to the floor. I ask all
my colleagues to support H.R. 1599.
Mr. WELCH. I yield 2 minutes to the
gentleman from New Jersey (Mr. PALLONE).
Mr. PALLONE. Mr. Chairman, I have
stated at our two Energy and Commerce Committee hearings on this
issue that I am sympathetic to the
need for Federal legislation.
It does not make sense to have a
patchwork of food labeling requirements in different States. I also do not
believe that genetically engineered
foods are unsafe. If they were unsafe,
they would not be allowed on the market.
However, I acknowledge that the majority of consumers want foods made
with genetically engineered ingredients to be labeled as such. They view
this as a right-to-know issue. While I
don’t know of any scientific reason to
require GE foods to be labeled differently than non-GE foods, I do not
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believe we will be engendering confidence in these foods if we pass H.R.
1599.
I feel that by preempting State rightto-know laws without creating any national labeling requirement, this legislation will be seen by most consumers
as an attempt by Congress and Washington to prevent them from knowing
which foods have GE ingredients, and
therefore, I intend to vote against the
bill.
However, I also understand why others think this bill is important and will
vote for it. Obviously, it is up to any
Member to decide for him or herself
how this affects constituents in their
own districts and vote accordingly.
Mr. POMPEO. I yield 1 minute to the
gentleman from New York (Mr. COLLINS).
Mr. COLLINS of New York. Mr.
Chairman, I rise today in support of
H.R. 1599, the Safe and Accurate Food
Labeling Act.
As today’s global food chain expands,
consumers deserve to know what is in
their food. H.R. 1599 eliminates confusion and saves taxpayers from shouldering the costs associated with a
patchwork of State labeling laws.
Additionally, H.R. 1599 ensures that
our food supply is safe by clearly establishing the FDA as the preeminent authority to make science-based decisions concerning food safety. Currently, a patchwork of GMO labeling
has emerged across our country, with
some States having completely different food labeling requirements than
others.
This hodgepodge of regulation increases the cost of food for families and
negatively impacts food producers. By
increasing transparency, reducing the
cost of regulations, and improving food
safety, H.R. 1599 will bring our Nation’s
food labeling into the 21st century.
Mr. WELCH. I yield 2 minutes to the
gentleman from Minnesota (Mr. PETERSON).
Mr. PETERSON. Mr. Chairman, I rise
to support H.R. 1599.
This bill establishes a voluntary nationwide USDA-administered certification program for labeling genetically
engineered food products, and we believe that this is a reasonable, workable solution that balances consumer
demand to know more about their food
with what we know about the safety of
the foods that we produce.
I didn’t sign on to this bill initially
because I thought we needed to make
some changes, which were eventually
made and made the bill supportable,
from my perspective.
This is a very important point. The
bill ensures that every new genetically
engineered plant destined to enter the
market has to go through an FDA safety review. This change means that
foods from genetically engineered
plants will only be able to enter the
marketplace after this happens, and
that is a change from the current situation.
H.R. 1599 prevents the unworkable
scenario of a State-by-State, county-
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by-county, or even city-by-city labeling law. This patchwork of laws would
only create confusion for consumers,
farmers, and food companies and would
also drive up consumer grocery bills.
I acknowledge that consumers want
to know what they are eating, and in
my opinion, H.R. 1599 provides them
with that information. Before we can
do anything in this area, we have to define what this means, and if you talk
to five different people about what genetically engineered or genetically
modified means, you are going to get
five different answers.
One of the things that will happen
with this bill if it becomes law is that
the USDA will go through a process,
talking to all the stakeholders, and
come up with a definition of what this
means, which I think is one of the most
important things because, right now, I
think there is a real disconnect between the science on this issue and the
consumers.
What this bill does is allows companies like companies in my district to
go and work with the Secretary to create a non-GMO label, nongenetically
engineered label.
The CHAIR. The time of the gentleman has expired.
Mr. WELCH. I yield an additional 30
seconds to the gentleman.
Mr. PETERSON. Then consumers can
find out. If they want to purchase nongenetically engineered products, there
are companies out there that are going
to provide them.
I think this doesn’t get to where a lot
of people want to get, but it gets us a
long ways down the road. It will be
able to define what this means and put
in place a workable solution that I
think people should support.
I urge my colleagues to support H.R.
1599.
Mr. POMPEO. Mr. Chairman, I yield
myself such time as I may consume to
engage in a colloquy with the gentleman from Texas (Mr. CONAWAY).
When considering the substitute reported by the Committee on Agriculture, I would like to confirm that
the committee was aware that many
ingredients derived from genetically
engineered crops have been so highly
refined that they contain no genetically engineered material and that finished food products produced with such
ingredients, likewise, would contain no
genetically engineered material.
Mr. CONAWAY. Will the gentleman
yield?
Mr. POMPEO. I yield to the gentleman from Texas.
Mr. CONAWAY. I thank the gentleman for yielding. It certainly is our
understanding
that
products—and
sugar is a good example of those—may
come from a GE crop, but the finished
product has no genetic material in it.
Mr. POMPEO. This fact exemplifies
why labeling as to whether or not food
has been produced through genetic engineering is appropriately voluntary,
not mandatory, as it seems unnecessary to require labeling about the use
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of genetic engineering if the labeled
food contains no genetically engineered material.
I would just add—and hope that the
gentleman from Texas would concur—
that this approach is consistent with
the exemption from the labeling requirements for major food allergens
that Congress has established for highly refined oils as part of the Food Allergen Labeling and Consumer Protection Act of 2004.
While the eight major food allergens—milk, egg, fish, crustacean shellfish, tree nuts, wheat, peanuts, and
soybeans—must be listed on food labels
where they or ingredients containing
protein derived from these allergens
are added to food, the definition of
‘‘major food allergen’’ excludes any
highly refined oil derived from a major
food allergen and ‘‘any ingredient derived from such highly refined oil.’’
Mr. CONAWAY. Will the gentleman
yield?
Mr. POMPEO. I yield to the gentleman from Texas.
Mr. CONAWAY. I thank the gentleman for yielding. The gentleman is
correct. This is a perfect example of
why passage of this legislation is so
important.
Mr. POMPEO. I thank the gentleman.
I yield 3 minutes to the gentleman
from Texas (Mr. CONAWAY).
(Mr. CONAWAY asked and was given
permission to revise and extend his remarks.)
Mr. CONAWAY. Mr. Chairman, I rise
in support of H.R. 1599. Mankind has
used biological technologies for more
than 10,000 years to improve crops and
livestock and to make useful food products, such as bread, cheese, and to preserve dairy products.
When applied to plant breeding, these
technologies have led to evolution of
nearly every food product we consume.
These and other advances have enabled
us to proudly boast that we enjoy the
safest, highest quality, most abundant,
diverse, and affordable food supply and
fiber mankind has ever known.
As our knowledge has increased, so
has the speed and precision in which we
are able to harness natural capabilities
to improve the plants that we cultivate. These new applications of biotechnology have been available to
American and international consumers
for some three decades.
The safety of technology has been
documented and confirmed by the
world’s leading scientific and public
health organizations, including the
World Health Organization, the National Academies of Science, the American Association for the Advancement
of Sciences, the American Medical Association, and the Royal Society of
Great Britain.
b 1130
The House Agriculture Committee
has frequently reviewed these technologies. We have reviewed the regulatory mechanism that has been in
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place since the Reagan administration
and have been regularly assured by the
absence of any valid concerns regarding the safety or quality of products
derived from these production technologies.
Biotechnology is an essential tool for
farmers and our food supply to have in
the toolbox. If we plan to feed the estimated 10 billion people in the year 2050
in an environmentally sound, sustainable, affordable way, they must be
used.
Unfortunately, threats exist to our
ability to fully utilize this technology
in the form of proposed Federal and
State laws as well as some new State
laws that will be implemented soon if
we don’t act. Passage of any new
antibiotech laws and amendments or
implementation
of
those
already
passed will likely have far-reaching
negative consequences, which we will
debate today.
The legislation before the House
today addresses this threat in a manner that pays tribute to the successful
voluntary, market-driven programs administered by the Department of Agriculture. These programs have not only
enabled farmers to receive premiums in
the marketplace for their efforts to
distinguish their products, they have
appealed to the growing desire of many
food-conscious consumers. One such example is the highly successful National
Organic Program, many aspects of
which we have replicated in this legislation.
The structure and coverage of this
legislation, like that of the National
Organic Program, will assure consumers are given reliable, accurate,
and consistent information related to
the genetic engineering, whether it is
at the retail level or at a restaurant.
In developing this legislation, we
worked in a bipartisan fashion between
the Agriculture and the Energy and
Commerce Committees, receiving and
integrating the ideas and suggestions
of Federal agencies, organic interests,
conventional producers and handlers,
and more.
Mr. Chairman, mandatory labels are
used as a warning or a caution. Even
our opponents to this legislation have
said there is no safety issue here that
we are talking about to ‘‘scare’’ potential consumers. We believe this voluntary program meets that need of letting consumers know, and I urge support of the bill.
Mr. WELCH. I yield 2 minutes to the
gentlewoman
from
Hawaii
(Ms.
GABBARD).
Ms. GABBARD. Mr. Chairman, I am
rising today in strong opposition to
H.R. 1599, which actually stands in direct contradiction to the wishes of almost 90 percent of Americans across
the country. It is no wonder that this
legislation has more commonly become
known to people who are very concerned about this issue as the DARK
Act, or the Deny Americans the Right
to Know Act. And that is really what is
at issue here.
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This legislation makes a mockery of
transparency and leaves U.S. consumers in the dark. What are they so
afraid of? Why deprive Americans of
the ability to make educated choices
about whether they want food with genetically modified ingredients? Why
make the labeling of such food just voluntary? Why not require it as you require basic nutrition information on
processed foods now? Why not join the
64 other countries, including the EU,
Japan, Australia, Brazil, and China, in
empowering our constituents with information, making mandatory labeling?
My State of Hawaii is the number
one State for experimental genetically
engineered plant field trials, according
to the USDA. Many of my constituents
are very concerned about GE crop field
testing because of the lack of information about these trials and the pesticides that are being applied to the
fields.
On the island of Kauai, in my district, residents organized and passed an
ordinance requiring large agrochemical
companies to disclose the pesticides
they are spraying and observe buffer
zones around schools, homes, and hospitals to prevent chemical spray drifts.
The DARK Act could overrule the
rights of these local communities to
make such decisions to protect their
health and safety and guide the growth
of their agricultural industries.
This legislation could overturn a ban
on the cultivation of genetically engineered coffee passed by Hawaii Island
constituents, potentially damaging the
global reputation of Hawaii’s famous
and unique Kona coffee, the only domestic coffee industry in our country.
It could negate a ban on the cultivation of genetically engineered taro, endangering a main staple and culturally
significant plant for indigenous Native
Hawaiians.
This is why I am calling on my colleagues to adopt the Genetically Engineered Food Right-to-Know-Act. I urge
my colleagues today to vote against
the DARK Act and support commonsense labeling as we move forward.
Mr. POMPEO. Mr. Chairman, it is
clear that there is some misinformation here. This legislation has literally
nothing to do with rules about cultivation. State laws will be able to continue to govern that. That is simply
about labeling. I think it is important
every one know that.
I yield 11⁄2 minutes to the gentleman
from Ohio (Mr. GIBBS).
Mr. GIBBS. Mr. Chairman, I rise
today in support of H.R. 1599, the Safe
and Accurate Food Labeling Act.
When any Federal agency mandates
what used to be a voluntary process, it
can only add to a bureaucratic headache. A mandatory process for FDA
food labeling approvals would create
increased costs for businesses and consumers, invite potential litigation, and
burden our Nation’s farmers and small
businesses.
I am pleased to see that this bill
streamlines the voluntary FDA label-
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ing process, with the help of the USDA,
to make a combined, joint effort to
label food headed to the market. Having uniform rules for foods with a
GMO-free label will benefit consumers
and alleviate struggles with interstate
commerce in response to a patchwork
of State and local labeling standards.
H.R. 1599 will help give consumers an
opportunity to make an informed
choice at the supermarket, while also
advancing food safety and consistency
in our food labels.
I thank my colleagues in the Agriculture Committee as well as the Energy and Commerce Committee for
finding a way to make this change in a
simple and most effective way.
Mr. WELCH. Mr. Chairman, I yield 2
minutes to the gentleman from Colorado (Mr. POLIS).
Mr. POLIS. Mr. Chairman, I thank
the gentleman from Vermont for yielding.
I rise in opposition to H.R. 1599. This
legislation, which should be called the
Deny Americans the Right to Know
Act, or DARK Act, represents a major
threat to consumer information. States
have the right to determine their own
local laws relating to GMO labeling,
and the Federal Government shouldn’t
interfere.
I frequently hear Republicans talk
about states’ rights and talk about the
big, bad Federal Government; but when
it comes down to it, here they want to
take away the rights of States and
counties and the voice of people, instead to support huge corporations and
companies.
Polls prove again and again Americans want to know what is in their
food. Nine out of ten Americans support genetically engineered labeling,
including majorities of Democrats, Republicans,
Independents,
Whites,
Latinos, Blacks. What else can bring
everybody together? This isn’t a
‘‘handful of activists’’ we are talking
about here. We are talking about 90
percent of the American people.
It is the right of States to be able to
determine how they label their food.
States are doing it as we speak, just as
they do with many other things: sellby requirements; labels on bottled
water around deposit requirements;
States requiring origin of seafood and
catfish, whether it is farm raised or
wild caught.
It is a vibrant discussion across the
States that we should not preempt here
in Washington at the behest of a couple
major world corporations. We are talking about the rights of hundreds of
counties and States and tribes to talk
about how close to schools and hospitals pesticides can be used that relate
to genetically modified organisms. Do
we really want pesticides used to kill
superbugs sprayed across your 5-yearold child’s playground?
These are the States that we are
talking about, not a handful of activists. It includes States like Texas,
where legislation has been introduced.
This bill will remove everything that
has the right to know for people and
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for States. We need to stand up to fight
for the right to allow States and consumers to make these kinds of choices
for themselves. That is why I cosponsored my colleague from Maine’s substitute amendment, which will remove
the preemption language from the bill.
I urge my colleagues to oppose the
DARK Act and to support consumer
transparency.
Mr. POMPEO. Mr. Chairman, I yield
myself such time as I may consume.
We have heard on multiple occasions
about this 90 percent number in some
poll about folks who want to have this
labeling. This doesn’t even pass the
smell test.
When consumers were asked to list
the items they would like to see labeled, exactly 7 percent of respondents
to a 2013 Rutgers University study volunteered GMOs. Frankly, the most reliable survey, the ballot box, has been
100 percent consistent. Every time a
GMO labeling bill has been presented
to voters in any State in the United
States of America, they have rejected
it.
There is most certainly not 90 percent of the folks wanting to know that.
This bill will not deny those handful
that do the right to do that. It is disingenuous to offer up anything to the
contrary.
I yield 3 minutes to the gentleman
from Pennsylvania (Mr. PITTS).
Mr. PITTS. Mr. Chairman, I rise in
support of H.R. 1599.
There are real sensitivities around
GMOs and all issues regarding the food
we eat and feed our children and grandchildren. It is our job as policymakers,
particularly as it relates to the public
health, to establish a factually and scientifically sound foundation prior to
taking any action that would impact
consumers in our economy.
The bill before us today, H.R. 1599,
does just that by ensuring national
uniformity regarding labeling of foods
derived from genetically engineered
plants by preventing a patchwork of
conflicting State or local labeling laws
which inherently interfere with interstate and foreign commerce.
Genetic engineering in agriculture
has occurred for centuries. Ingredients
from genetically engineered plants
have been a part of the U.S. food supply for decades. In fact, as much as 90
percent of our corn, sugar beet, and
soybean crops are now genetically engineered, and more than 70 percent of
processed foods contain ingredients derived from such crops.
The FDA oversees the safety of all
food products from plant sources, including those from genetically engineered crops. These products must
meet the same safety requirements as
foods from traditionally bred crops.
The FDA currently has a consultation process in place in which developers of the underlying technologies
address any outstanding safety or
other regulatory issues with the agency prior to marketing their products.
The FDA has completed approximately
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100 of such consultations. No products
have gone to market until FDA safetyrelated questions have been resolved.
FDA officials have repeatedly stated
that the agency has no basis for concluding that bioengineered foods are
different from other foods in a meaningful way, and the World Health Organization has confirmed that ‘‘no effects
on human health have been shown as a
result of consumption of such foods.’’
In fact, they can grow faster, resist diseases and drought, cost less, and prove
more nutritious.
Nonetheless, there recently have
been a number of State initiatives calling for mandatory labeling of food
products that contain GMOs. I am concerned that a patchwork of State labeling schemes would be impractical and
unworkable. Such a system would create confusion among consumers and result in higher prices and fewer options.
Mr. Chairman, I commend Representatives POMPEO and BUTTERFIELD for
their leadership on this legislation. I
thank my colleagues on the Agriculture
Committee
for
working
through any issues and reaching consensus between the sponsors, committees of jurisdiction, implementing
agencies, and impacted stakeholders. I
commend the legislation to the House
and urge its adoption.
Mr. WELCH. Mr. Chairman, I yield 2
minutes to the gentleman from Michigan (Mr. CONYERS).
Mr. CONYERS. Mr. Chairman, I
thank Mr. WELCH and Mr. MCGOVERN
for their work on this issue.
Ladies and gentlemen, one of the
most important lessons I have learned
in the years I have been in this great
body is that we have got to be aware of
unintended consequences.
While some claim genetically modified organisms are safe beyond a reasonable doubt, the simple fact is that
there is a great deal that we do not
know about a technology that alters
the basic building blocks of nature.
We have more to learn about how the
widespread use of GMOs could hurt the
resilience of our food system by reducing the diversity of plant species, and
there is much research to undertake on
how the chemicals that are used concurrently with GMOs threaten human
health.
Just this year, the World Health Organization
found
the
herbicide
glyphosate to be a probable cause of
cancer. GMOs are designed specially to
be used with great quantities of this
chemical, and the herbicide is being
used in increasing quantities around
the world.
This is why Pope Francis, himself,
recently spoke of the need to exercise
greater caution with regard to genetical manipulation by biotechnology.
This is why more than 90 percent of
Americans want GMO labeling, according to recent polling.
Mr. Chairman, H.R. 1599 would make
it impossible for people to even be
mindful of unintended consequences. It
makes it impossible for people to know
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what they are purchasing and eating.
It prevents States from taking prudent
actions to protect consumers and farmworkers.
Our Nation’s leading legal organizations, environmental groups, consumer
groups, and food safety groups all oppose H.R. 1599 because it is an attack
on transparency and a dangerous attack on our great tradition of federalism.
Mr. POMPEO. Mr. Chairman, it is my
pleasure to yield 5 minutes to the distinguished gentleman from North Carolina (Mr. BUTTERFIELD), an original cosponsor, who is responsible for getting
this bill to the state it is in today.
b 1145
Mr. BUTTERFIELD. Mr. Chairman, I
thank Mr. POMPEO for yielding time
and thank him for his leadership on
this issue. I thank Mr. WELCH for his
very thoughtful debate.
Mr. Chairman, I rise in support of
H.R. 1599 and urge my colleagues to
vote ‘‘yes’’ on final passage. This bipartisan bill, cosponsored by 106 of our
colleagues, creates a science-based nationwide labeling standard for plantbased foods.
It establishes a national GMO-free
certification program administered by
USDA that will provide a governmentissued label to qualifying products
which will provide a market advantage.
It requires the FDA to conduct premarket safety reviews of all new GM
plant varieties before they can be used
to produce food, and it requires the
FDA to define the term ‘‘natural’’
through a rulemaking process allowing
for public input and discussion.
Despite the downright false claims
made by the opponents of what it will
or won’t do, H.R. 1599 is a measured approach. It gives consumers certainty,
while taking into account the delicate
balance and sheer size and complexity
of the food supply chain that employs
tens of millions of Americans and is responsible for feeding the country.
My opinion is shared by the bill’s 106
sponsors and by 475 agriculture,
science, hunger, and nutrition organizations from all 50 States.
The alternative to H.R. 1599, already
beginning to play out in some States
across the country, is a complex and
unworkable patchwork of differing
State laws that create an uneven playing field that only can cause confusion
among consumers and do little to provide transparency.
Depending on what State regulations
require, farmers and manufacturers
would be forced to set up separate supply chains in order to comply with as
many as 50 different State laws. Wholesale changes to growing, packaging,
and shipping foods would have to be
made, beginning at the farm and all
the way to the supermarket shelf, in
order to comply.
The new infrastructure requirements
are as daunting as they are costly. You
can bet that all of these costs will be
passed on to our constituents, with a
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recent study showing the average cost
topping $500 a year. For many of my
constituents and others across the
country, that will not work.
Despite going in with knowledge of
the consequences that would result
from upending a highly integrated and
interconnected system, several States
have already moved forward with proposals that would require foods containing these ingredients to be labeled.
This is in response to an unsubstantiated claim that foods containing GM
ingredients are in some way dangerous;
they are not.
Foods containing GM ingredients are
safe. Don’t take my word for it. The
science regarding the safety of bioengineered foods is not murky—the opposite, in fact. There have been over 2,000
studies worldwide that shows foods
grown from these plants are safe.
The FDA, USDA, the U.N. Food and
Agriculture Organization, the American Medical Association, National
Academy of Sciences, the American
Association for the Advancement of
Science, the World Health Organization, and nearly every major scientific
organization agrees that foods produced with bioengineered products are
as safe as their non-GMO counterparts.
Even opponents of GM foods admit
they ‘‘have failed to produce any untoward health effects,’’ but the demonization of GM foods continue, despite objective science proving the contrary.
Those opposed to these foods simply reject science. That is tremendously disappointing. Along with the bill’s bipartisan cosponsors—again, 106—I stand
with the science.
That is why I have worked with my
friend, Mr. POMPEO, and the bill’s cosponsors, in advocating for a Federal
framework, a Federal framework that
puts the FDA and USDA—our Nation’s
foremost food safety authorities—in
the driver’s seat.
H.R. 1599 is a balanced approach that
reduces confusion by providing consumers with labeling uniformity across
State lines. It also addresses the concerns of those opposed to GM foods by
establishing a program at USDA that
will provide a Federal certification for
GMO-free foods, while not neglecting
the fact that our Nation’s farmers and
manufacturers grow and produce foods
that are sold far and wide.
Without a Federal standard, those
farmers and manufacturers will be
forced to comply with uneven, costly,
potentially misleading, onerous Stateby-State mandates.
Compliance will require a new, costly
supply chain infrastructure that will
disrupt our food supply. It will cause
confusion, Mr. Chairman, and uncertainty among consumers and, ultimately, will result in the consumer
shouldering the increased costs associated with production.
In that regard, I thank Chairman
CONAWAY for his commitment to work
with livestock and meat producers,
many of whom operate farms and processing facilities in North Carolina, to
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address concerns about the definition
of those products in the bill.
I share Mr. CONAWAY’s commitment
to getting the language right on those
products and ensuring fair and accurate labeling, and I thank him for
working so diligently with Mr. PETERSON on these amendments.
In conclusion, H.R. 1599 is reasonable
and, Mr. Chairman, it is workable.
Mr. WELCH. Mr. Chairman, I yield 2
minutes to the gentleman from Massachusetts (Mr. MCGOVERN).
Mr. MCGOVERN. Mr. Chairman, I
have an idea. It is a radical idea. It is
something that is unprecedented for
this Congress, something that would
genuinely surprise the American people. That idea is simple; let’s give the
American people what they want.
Poll after poll shows that an overwhelming majority of the American
people favor mandatory GMO labeling.
People want to know what is in their
food that they eat, and they want to
know how it is grown. We should give
them what they want; yet the bill before us goes in the opposite direction.
It keeps the American people in the
dark about whether their food contains
GMOs. It is no wonder why Congress is
so unpopular.
To the supporters of this ‘‘keep
Americans in the dark’’ bill, I would
ask one simple question: What are you
afraid of?
This debate is not about whether
GMOs are good or bad. I consume
GMOs; my kids consume GMOs. This is
about consumers’ rights to know what
is in the food that they eat, plain and
simple.
As many of my colleagues know, I
am passionate about ending hunger,
both here in this country and around
the world. If I thought for one second
that GMO labeling would cause food
prices to rise, I wouldn’t be calling for
GMO labeling.
This is a scare tactic being used by
opponents of GMOs labeling. The fact
is companies change their labels all the
time, for all kinds of reasons. Transportation and commodity prices are
drivers of food prices, not labeling.
If you are worried about 50 States requiring 50 different labels, then support
mandatory GMO labeling. Do not override States that have already embraced
GMO labeling or consumers who want
them. Sixty-four countries already
have GMO labeling. Why can’t we?
American food companies already
have to label their foods as containing
GMOs in those countries. Why can’t
American consumers have access to the
same information? Keeping consumers
in the dark about what is in their food
is the wrong approach.
It is a ‘‘Washington knows best’’ approach from politicians inside the beltway who think they know better than
the American people.
I urge my colleagues to vote ‘‘no’’ on
H.R. 1599.
Mr. POMPEO. Mr. Chairman, may I
inquire as to the amount of time remaining on each side?
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The CHAIR. The gentleman from
Kansas has 10 minutes remaining. The
gentleman from Vermont has 151⁄2 minutes remaining.
Mr. POMPEO. Mr. Chairman, I yield
2 minutes to the gentleman from California (Mr. LAMALFA).
Mr. LAMALFA. Mr. Chairman, I rise
today in strong support of H.R. 1599,
the Safe and Accurate Food Labeling
Act.
I also have great appreciation for the
effort by Mr. POMPEO for a thoughtful
and bipartisan bill that will be successful.
Some of the opponents of this bill,
based off clear speculation and fearmongering, are again trying to deny
America’s first industry—farming—the
necessary technology it needs to grow
more food to meet consumer demand in
this generation and the next.
In what other industry do we discourage innovation? Why is it that farming
technology meets such scorn perpetuated by activist groups that stand to
gain financially by tearing down modern agricultural practices?
Across numerous States, including
my home State of California, voters resoundingly rejected State-mandated
GMO labeling. The facts are clear.
Biotechs have facilitated the growth of
more nutritious crops, all the while reducing pesticide spraying by an estimated 975 million pounds.
Biotech crops have also increased
crops produced, saved over 300 million
acres of land, and helped alleviate poverty for 16.5 million small farmers and
farm families, while reducing agriculture’s—wait
for
it—greenhouse
gases.
While some of the colleagues across
the aisle have advocated consumers
have a right to know—and I agree—but
mandated labeling will only cause
more consumer confusion, while drastically increasing the cost of foods for
families at the store shelf across the
entire Nation. This bill allows consumers to have a choice by establishing
a voluntary non-GMO labeling program, much like the successful national organic program.
It is about common sense and delivering consumers what they want,
choice and confidence while buying
their foods without unnecessary confusion and high costs. A uniform, 50State standard helps achieve that goal.
Mr. WELCH. Mr. Chairman, I yield 2
minutes to the gentlewoman from California (Mrs. CAPPS).
Mrs. CAPPS. I thank my colleague
for yielding.
Mr. Chairman, I rise in strong opposition to H.R. 1599. This misguided legislation would limit consumers’ access to
information about the food they eat by
preempting State laws and codifying
the current failed system.
I want to be clear. This is not a debate about whether or not geneticallyengineered foods are safe. It is a debate
about whether or not consumers have a
right to know what is in their food is
the point I hope we can all agree upon.

PO 00000

Frm 00015

Fmt 7634

Sfmt 0634

Unfortunately, consumers currently
do not have access to the information
they are looking for when it comes to
genetically engineered foods. Current
labeling standards are so ineffective
that consumers are often confused by
the information that they do find.
Consumers should be able to trust
that the labeling on food is both accurate and truthful. Consumers should
not be confused about something as
basic and fundamental as the food they
eat, but rather than fix this problem,
H.R. 1599 simply perpetuates the status
quo of confusion.
The food industry claims the current
voluntary system is adequate and consumers do have information they need;
yet despite the fact that there are
great numbers of genetically engineered foods on the market, very few of
them have been labeled as such.
Our constituents want to know how
their food is made, and they are calling
on us to help make this information
more accessible, but instead of responding to this call, this flawed legislation ignores the problem and makes
it even harder to require labeling in
the future. It removes FDA’s authority
to craft a national labeling solution
yet also prevents States from acting on
their own.
Simply put, this bill prioritizes profits over consumer choice and keeps
consumers in the dark. That is why I
strongly oppose this bill, and I urge my
colleagues to join me in voting ‘‘no.’’
Mr. POMPEO. Mr. Chairman, I yield
3 minutes to the gentleman from Washington State (Mr. NEWHOUSE).
Mr. NEWHOUSE. Mr. Chairman, I
thank the gentleman from Kansas.
As a third-generation farmer and a
former director of my State’s Department of Agriculture, I cannot stress
enough the importance of this legislation for our Nation and our world’s
food supply.
Yesterday, I spoke on the merits of
preventing a patchwork of conflicting
State and local GMO labeling laws
which would require producers to sell
under potentially hundreds of different
labels, and I still believe that is a very
important element to this debate.
However, there is another aspect I
would like to address on why I believe
this mandatory labeling law, which
some of my colleagues have called for,
is a very poor idea.
Mr. Chairman, I question the motives
behind some of these arguments. They
say they ‘‘want consumers to have information’’ but that can’t actually be
their concern because this legislation
gives consumers information. It is disingenuous to claim it doesn’t.
If you want to go to a store and buy
a ‘‘non-GMO’’ product, much like ‘‘organic’’ or ‘‘cage-free,’’ you can do that
under this legislation. It will provide
consumers all the information they
need to purchase food they think is
right for their families.
So what is their motive?
Is it they want to try to scare consumers, to demonize this technology?
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Mr. WELCH. Mr. Chairman, I make a
point of order.
The CHAIR. The gentleman will state
his point of order.
Mr. WELCH. The point of order is the
speaker is questioning motives of those
on the other side of this argument.
The CHAIR. Is the gentleman asking
that the gentleman’s words be taken
down?
Mr. WELCH. No, but I would suggest
that the——
The CHAIR. The Chair would generally advise Members to avoid engaging in personalities.
Mr. NEWHOUSE. Mr. Chairman,
antiscience, fear-mongering strategies
cannot be left unanswered. I believe
there are a few things people should
know about biotechnology.
First, I appreciate anyone’s safety
concerns. That is why it is important
to note that the USDA and the FDA
rigorously test every biotech crop for
human safety for years before anything
can be brought to the market.
To be clear, no peer-reviewed study—
and there have been hundreds—has
ever found GMO foods have caused
health concerns, ever.
b 1200
Individuals have concerns about environmental impacts. I appreciate that,
too. But what many people don’t know
is that, by turning on just one gene in
corn, we now have a corn that is significantly more pest-resistant, which
means huge reductions in the use of
pesticides. We can do this with other
crops as well. To be probiotech is to be
proenvironment.
There is a type of rice that is vitamin
A-enriched and has the ability to prevent hundreds of thousands of cases of
blindness and death from vitamin A deficiency around the world.
There is a really nasty type of wheat
rot called UG–99 spreading from Africa
and the Middle East that has the ability to kill 90 percent of the world’s
wheat supply.
To be clear, this would cause a global
famine. Scientists are looking at a way
to create rot-resistant wheat through
biotechnology and gene sequencing,
which would save millions and millions
of lives.
Mr. Chair, this technology is good
proenvironment, lifesaving technology.
And while I agree we need to have a
system to give consumers the freedom
to use it or not, which this bill does, we
cannot allow antiscience opponents of
biotechnology to use scare tactics that
would cost millions of lives in the end.
Mr. WELCH. Mr. Chair, I yield 2 minutes to the gentleman from Oregon
(Mr. SCHRADER).
Mr. SCHRADER. Mr. Chair, as a veterinarian and an organic farmer, having spent 6 years in the House Ag Committee, including 2 as ranking member
of the Biotechnology, Horticulture, and
Research Subcommittee, I have studied
GMOs very closely, and it is something
I take very seriously. In fact, back in
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the eighties, I helped write our State
organic standards in Oregon.
For thousands of years, humans have
grown or bred plants and animals to
choose the most desirable traits for
breeding the next generations in an effort to help them to be able to resist
pests, disease, and increase yields.
Through biotechnology, we have been
able to increase productivity and efficiency while reducing the number of
inputs, like water and pesticides, resulting in higher crop yields. Higher
crop yields per acre allow for better
land management and the conservation
of marginal lands.
GMOs, in combination with good agricultural practices, also improve soil
quality and reduce pollution by allowing farmers to till, work the ground,
less often or not at all, reducing soil
erosion and reducing the carbon footprint of agriculture.
If you are worried about climate
change and want good science, you
should be for this bill. GM crops flourish in challenging environments without the aid of expensive pesticides or
equipment that play an important role
in alleviating hunger and food stress in
the developing world.
This is precisely why I am very concerned about the demonization of biotechnology and the rejection by many
of the supporting science behind it.
Food labeling should be about health
and safety. The reason we have USDA
and FDA is to provide uniform protection to consumers across this country,
to avoid a patchwork of politically motivated, nonscientific, mythological
regulations by activists, not scientists.
And right to know is protected in this
bill.
We have heard from many on polls. I
would like to cite one. The Pew Research Center conducted a poll recently
and found that nearly 90 percent—yes,
90 percent—of the scientific community found genetically engineered food
is safe and poses no health threat to
the environment or humans.
H.R. 1599 provides a uniform standard
for non-GMO products through a
USDA-administered program and ensures national uniformity for non-GE
claims, providing consistency in the
marketplace while ensuring consumer
confidence in the integrity of the label.
Mr. POMPEO. Mr. Chair, I yield 3
minutes to the gentleman from Illinois
(Mr. RODNEY DAVIS).
Mr. RODNEY DAVIS of Illinois. Mr.
Chairman, I thank my colleague from
Kansas (Mr. POMPEO). I know this
hasn’t been an easy path to get to
where we are today, to allow for consumers in all 50 States to be able to
know what is in their food.
I congratulate my colleague from
Kansas (Mr. POMPEO) on the hard work
he and his staff and those on the House
Energy and Commerce Committee and
House Ag Committee have put forth to
make this bill a reality today.
I am proud, as a subcommittee chairman on the House Ag Committee for
Biotechnology, Horticulture, and Re-
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search, to put my name on an amendment to this bill.
I am proud to stand here today to
support this bill as a member of that
committee and, also, as a dad who is
responsible for shopping for many of
the products that we are going to see
this label put on in the grocery stores
when I go home every weekend.
Biotechnology is crucial to our ability to feed the world. It is a critical
technology, so much so in my district
in central Illinois that earlier this
month I went on a biotech tour in my
district.
I visited plants and research facilities from Litchfield, Illinois, to Clinton, Illinois. I met with workers and
scientists who are committed to developing better seed products that will
help us feed a growing world.
Mr. Chairman, it will help us feed a
growing world. So many people that
don’t live in this great country, where
we take for granted our ability to have
access to the safest food supply on this
globe, don’t have access to food.
Biotechnology allows us to grow that
food in countries where people need
food. They need to eat. They don’t
know where their next meal is coming
from. Without biotechnology, we are
not going to be able to feed the billions
that are going to be required in the
coming years.
I want to tell you about Pioneer
technology in Litchfield, Illinois, who
is developing a soybean seed that won’t
have transfats. I thought that was
good, Mr. Chairman. But this is the
type of technology that we are talking
about here.
Science is on our side. Science shows
that GMOs and biotechnology are safe.
As a matter of fact, just earlier today
I was at a panel discussion with Alexis
Taylor, the Deputy Under Secretary
for Farm and Foreign Agricultural
Services right here at our USDA.
She even made a comment that
GMOs are good for climate change.
That should make many of my colleagues in this Chamber happy. But,
unfortunately, I don’t think that will
get them to ‘‘yes’’ on this vote.
We are hearing a lot about motives,
Mr. Chairman. Our motives are to
make sure that every single American
in all 50 States has access, has the
transparency, knows what is in their
food.
This is exactly what H.R. 1599 is
going to do for every single one of
them. Every mom and dad in this country is going to know what is in their
food.
That is exactly why we are doing
this. That is exactly why I am here to
support this bill. That is exactly why I
am proud of my colleague from Kansas
(Mr. POMPEO) for doing exactly what
we are going to do today.
Mr. WELCH. Mr. Chair, I will now
enter into the RECORD two articles,
‘‘Mandatory GMO Labeling’’ and ‘‘NFU
Union Reiterates Support for Mandatory GMO Labeling.’’
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[From the Huffington Post, July 23, 2015]
MANDATORY GMO LABELING—IT’S YOUR
RIGHT TO KNOW
(By Gary Hirshberg)
The crossfire on whether or not to require
mandatory labeling of GMOs has become so
heated and partisan that it’s hard to discern
the facts from rhetoric. The latest volley
was last week’s Slate essay that challenged
labeling proponents’ lack of substantive
proof that GMOs are unsafe or unhealthy.
Author William Saletan raises many valid
points, but equally fails to address the hyperbole and enormous gaps between the
promise and actual performance of agricultural biotechnology. But beyond this imbalance, he entirely misses the fact that there
is a long history of government-enacted labeling disclosures that have nothing to do
with safety concerns. There are no unique
risks associated with orange juice ‘‘from
concentrate’’ compared to fresh juice, or
from ‘‘wild caught’’ vs. farmed fish, but both
require labeling so that consumers can
choose. Most content on food labels is government mandated, marketing oriented, or
intended to inform consumers about information that people just want to know.
And that is the fact that trumps all the
others. Despite years of heated and often exaggerated rhetoric on both sides of the GMO
labeling debate, poll after poll reveals that
the public’s skepticism has remained unchanged and that people just want to know.
The latest Mellman polls show the same results as polls taken three years ago—nine in
every 10 of Americans want labels on foods
containing GMOs so they can make up their
own minds. Here are the three reasons why
this choice makes sense:
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INADEQUATE SCIENTIFIC RESEARCH

There have been essentially no studies by
the government or independent researchers
designed to assess the long-term public
health impacts of growing and consuming
GMO crops. FDA approvals are essentially
based on studies conducted by industry.
GMO technology developers design and conduct all of the studies carried out on their
own inventions, interpret the results (almost
always finding ‘‘no new or novel risk’’), and
report their conclusion to the Food and Drug
Administration (FDA) as part of a ‘‘voluntary consultation.’’ The FDA then performs a cursory appraisal of the submitted
data, and rarely asks for additional information. It does not verify the data’s reliability,
nor attempt to independently confirm the
conclusions drawn from it by the companies.
This is why the FDA is always careful to say,
in closing out a ‘‘voluntary consultation’’
that ‘‘you [the company] have concluded
. . .’’
The lack of credible, independent research
on GMO safety, performance, and economics
is the root cause of lingering controversies
over GMO crops like papaya and golden rice,
as well as confusion over whether Integrated
Pest Management, organic systems, or GMOs
are the best way to deal with pests.
In order for us to be able to trust the
science, both the public and private sectors
need to invest more heavily in the work and
careers of independent scientists willing to
develop and apply improved tools to monitor
the impacts of GMO technology and alternatives. Until then, skepticism will not diminish, in spite of the propaganda.
DRASTICALLY INCREASED HERBICIDE USE
DESPITE CLAIMS TO THE CONTRARY

While proponents promised that GMO
crops would reduce pesticide use, they have,
in fact, locked farmers into unilateral,
chemical and toxin-based pest management
systems that are bad for farmers, the environment, and consumers. However, the use of
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herbicides, a category of pesticides that kill
weeds, has explosively increased, according
to USDA survey data. Where GMO soybeans
and cotton are grown in 2015, overall per acre
herbicide plus insecticide use will be close to
double the level in 1996 at the dawn of the
GMO era.
Since the mid-1990s, when biotech companies introduced genetically engineered crops
that are not adversely impacted by the herbicide glyphosate, its use has increased 16fold to the point where the USGS has found
glyphosate in 60–100 percent of Iowa rainwater. Over-use of this formerly effective
weed control has led to the rapid spread of
over a dozen serious glyphosate-resistant
weeds, so now farmers must now spray three,
four, or five herbicides. This includes older
products with greater potential to cause
damage. Farmers also now apply herbicides
throughout the growing season instead of a
single application at the beginning with
greater potential to damage the soil, harm
wildlife, and increase collateral damage, particularly among those living in farming
areas and drinking water with multiple herbicide residues in it.
Thanks in large part to to GMO crop technology, glyphosate is now by far the most
heavily used pesticide in history, both in the
U.S. and worldwide. Glyphosate is now showing-up in the drinking water, air and breast
milk of mothers in areas where these herbicides are in concentrated use. Most people on
the planet are exposed to glyphosate on a
near-daily basis. And this past spring, the
world’s most respected cancer research
group—the World Health Organization’s
International Agency for Research on Cancer
(IARC) classified glyphosate as ‘‘probably
carcinogenic.’’
So to summarize, regardless of whether
GMOs are ultimately found to be safe to eat,
the WHO IARC findings raise serious questions about whether they are safe to grow.
As resistance continues to escalate due to
over-use, farmers will have no choice but to
continue increasing their use of these toxic
herbicides. This is surely material to us all.
IT’S SIMPLY OUR RIGHT TO KNOW
Responsible advocates are not demanding
mandatory GMO labeling because they are
unsafe; we are demanding labeling because
people want, and have a right to know how
our foods are grown. Just Label It and other
responsible labeling proponents have never
argued that science has proven GMOs to be
unsafe, although we have and will continue
to make the case for more in-depth, independent science using state-of-the-art methods to be as sure as possible that they are
safe. But while scientific questions persist
over the safety of today’s GMO crops, the
now sharply upward trajectory in the
amount of herbicide needed to bring most
GMO crops to harvest on every continent on
which GMO, herbicide-tolerant crops have
been planted, is deeply worrisome.
People have dozens of valid reasons for
wanting to know whether their food is from
genetically engineered crops. Some are
grounded in religious or ethical views. Others reflect concern over the long-term consequences of corporate control over both
seeds and the food supply. Yet others legitimately believe that there has been inadequate independent testing of GMOs for
health and safety.
Whatever the reason, it is clear that facts
and rhetoric will continue to be debated for
years to come. In the interim, mandatory labeling of GMO foods will give consumers another option to steer clear of uncertainty
and support farming systems and technology
more closely aligned with personal values
and concerns. This Thursday, Congress will
vote on H.R. 1599 the so-called Safe and Ac-
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curate Food Labeling Act (colloquially
called the ‘‘DARK Act’’ for Denying Americans the Right to Know), which deceptively
purports to support federal labeling disclosures. But in fact, this bill would effectively
block any hopes of American joining the
other 64 nations around the world who have
instituted mandatory GMO labeling. This
bill needs to be stopped so that all interested
parties—food companies, farmers, regulators
and consumers can sit down at a table and
forge a mutually acceptable and responsible
mandatory labeling protocol free of hyperbole and judgment that simply allows consumers to vote in the marketplace for the
kind of food system we want.
Please contact your congressperson and
tell them to stop the DARK Act and vote
against H.R. 1599.
[From the National Farmers Union, July 21,
2015]
NFU REITERATES SUPPORT FOR MANDATORY
GMO LABELING, OPPOSES POMPEO BILL BUT
NOTES PROGRESS
WASHINGTON.—In light of the U.S. House of
Representatives’ consideration of the Safe
and Accurate Food Labeling Act (H.R. 1599),
National Farmers Union (NFU) President
Roger Johnson again highlighted NFU policy
on Genetically Modified Organism (GMO) labeling. The policy supports conspicuous,
mandatory, uniform and federal labeling for
food products throughout the processing
chain to include all ingredients, additives
and processes, including genetically altered
or engineered food products.
‘‘NFU appreciates efforts by Representatives Pompeo, R–Kansas, and Davis, R–Illinois, to reduce consumer confusion and
standardize a GMO label,’’ said Johnson.
‘‘The bill passed out of committee makes
significant improvements over previous
versions of this bill. Absent a mandatory labeling framework, however, NFU cannot support this bill.’’
Johnson noted that the bill has changed
several times from the one introduced during
the last Congress. Improvements include additional authority for the U.S. Department
of Agriculture (USDA), a labeling framework
that if utilized could reduce consumer confusion, greater emphasis on the Food and Drug
Administration’s role in safety reviews, and
a GMO label that works in conjunction with
USDA’s organic seal instead of counter to it.
‘‘Consumers increasingly want to know
more information about their food, and producers want to share that information with
them,’’ said Johnson. ‘‘It is time to find common ground that includes some form of mandatory disclosure for the benefit of all aspects of the value chain, but this bill is not
that common ground.’’

Mr. WELCH. Mr. Chair, at this time
I yield 2 minutes to the gentleman
from Oregon (Mr. DEFAZIO).
Mr. DEFAZIO. Mr. Chairman, I was
pleased to hear the gentleman who preceded me in the well acknowledge climate change and say that GMOs are
the solution.
I do think climate change is a problem. I don’t think GMOs are the solution.
Let’s go to some of the arguments we
have just heard: This is what we have
been doing for millennia, hybridization, you know, where you graft the
plant onto another plant.
I am not quite sure when the last
time was when a flounder mated with a
tomato plant, but we now have tomatoes that have injected into them
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flounder genes in order to enhance production, or the last time an eel mated
with a salmon. They are putting eel
genes into genetically modified salmon—Frankenfish—so they will grow
twice as fast as other fish, twice as
fast.
Now, they say: Don’t worry. They
won’t get out. And, besides that, most
of them are sterile. Yes. Right. Okay.
So what happens when they do get out
and they begin to cross-breed with real
salmon as opposed to eel salmon or
whatever these things are?
This bill would prohibit any labeling.
You catch a real salmon, it is a salmon. You present someone with a GMO
eel salmon, it is a salmon. You can’t
distinguish. You don’t have to disclose.
So that is not exactly hybridization,
folks.
You know this thing about being politically motivated, nonscientific, and
scare tactics because we want to have
it disclosed that GMOs are contained in
the product. Well, I didn’t hear those
arguments when they required red dye
number two or cellulose or xanthan
gum. Why not GMOs?
Sixty-four countries require the labeling of products that contain GMOs,
not the United States of America. Bastions of democracy like China, Russia,
Saudi Arabia, require it for their consumers. But, no, we are not going to
allow that in the United States of
America.
Proliferation of labels. Yes. That is
happening at the State level. And that
is states’ rights, which Republicans
normally are for, except when a State
does something they don’t like, and
then they are against it.
But there is a solution to that, my
bill, which would require a uniform national label which just simply discloses
‘‘contains GMOs.’’ It won’t cost any additional money, since they are having
to change the nutritional labels anyway.
The CHAIR. The time of the gentleman has expired.
Mr. WELCH. I yield the gentleman an
additional 1 minute.
Mr. DEFAZIO. Now, we heard a lot
about pesticides. This is great. Let’s
talk about Monsanto and glyphosateresistant corn.
They are using more pesticides today
on cornfields than they did historically, more, and they had glyphosateresistant corn.
They dumped the glyphosate on the
corn: Don’t worry. There will never be
a glyphosate-resistant weed. Oops.
They were wrong. Weeds everywhere
now taking over the cornfield.
Let’s change that up. We are now
going to have 2,4–D—remember Agent
Orange? Pretty darn close—resistant
corn. They are going to dump thousands, millions, of tons of 2,4–D over
this corn.
That is the net result of this sort of
forward movement that they are touting as helping us deal with pesticide
and herbicide issues: Oh. Don’t worry.
There will never be a 2,4–D resistant
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weed. If there is, don’t worry. They will
get an even more toxic chemical.
They are addicting farmers to their
products and addicting farmers to buying more and more of their pesticides.
We have now seen milkweed wiped
out in the Midwest, causing a crisis
with monarch butterflies, who are actually a pretty critical pollinator.
Most people don’t know that, apparently. And that is the result of all this
glyphosate and the coming of 2,4–D.
I thank the gentleman for the time.
Mr. POMPEO. Mr. Chair, I reserve
the balance of my time.
Mr. WELCH. Mr. Chair, I yield 11⁄2
minutes to the gentlewoman from New
York (Ms. CLARKE).
Ms. CLARKE of New York. Mr.
Chairman, I rise in opposition to H.R.
1599, the Safe and Accurate Food Labeling Act, also known as ‘‘the DARK
Act.’’ One of my concerns is that this
bill blocks the FDA from creating a national mandatory GMO labeling system.
The current voluntary labeling system is not providing consumers with
the information they need because only
2 percent of the products on the shelves
have voluntarily submitted to the nonGMO labeling process.
It is apparent that mandatory labeling is sorely needed, such as the kind
required by Mr. DEFAZIO, the gentleman from Oregon’s bill, the Genetically Engineered Food Right to Know
Act.
In addition, what has happened to
the outcry for states’ rights from the
other side of the aisle? This bill preempts States from passing their own
GMO labeling laws.
This would essentially invalidate the
will of the people and, in so doing,
limit a State’s ability to respond to the
individual needs of its constituents.
There have been many discussions
and conversations surrounding this
bill. One such discussion has been extremely troubling, debasing, and scornful. Specifically, there are some who
say that poor people don’t care what is
in their food, nor do they care what
they eat.
Let me be clear: I don’t care whether
you are wealthy or poor. All Americans
deserve to know what is in their food.
Poor people are, first and foremost,
human beings. They are not marginal
subordinates in a democratic civil society.
Poor people deserve the same respect
and consideration as the wealthy. Despite what some may think, poor people do care about what food they eat,
and they should be able to choose what
they put in their bodies.
I will say it again. All Americans deserve to know what is in their food. I
ask my colleagues to join me in opposing H.R. 1599, the DARK Act.
Mr. POMPEO. Mr. Chair, I reserve
the balance of my time.
Mr. WELCH. Mr. Chair, I yield 1
minute to the gentleman from California (Mr. COSTA).
Mr. COSTA. Mr. Chair, I rise to urge
my colleagues to support the Safe and
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Accurate Food Labeling measure before us.
This legislation, I understand, creates a great deal of angst among various supporters and opponents. We
have heard that. But it also creates a
uniform, science-based labeling standard. I think that is a move forward.
It also creates Federal regulations
for the Food and Drug Administration
and the United States Department of
Agriculture to remain preeminent authorities in food safety and labeling,
just as it has been for decades.
Additionally, it creates a national
GMO-free certification program so consumers who choose to buy non-GMO
foods have the ability to do so without
the higher prices or the misleading labeling.
This legislation does not reject consumers’ rights to choose. While the opponents of this measure wish it would
do other things, it does not. I think it
is a balanced attempt.
Furthermore, the voters of California, as many of you may know, recently, in proposition 37, had an opportunity to put in GMO labeling. Mr.
Chairman, 42 percent said ‘‘yes,’’ and 58
percent of the voters of California said
‘‘no.’’
I urge we support this legislation.
Mr. POMPEO. Mr. Chair, I reserve
the balance of my time.
Mr. WELCH. Mr. Chair, I yield myself
the balance of my time to close.
I thank the gentleman from Kansas
(Mr. POMPEO), my colleague on the Energy and Commerce Committee. He is a
good man. Sometimes he is misguided,
but he likes Ben & Jerry’s ice cream. I
appreciate that. And it is GMO-free.
But I do want to address seriously
the arguments the gentleman has made
because, number one, this is a serious
issue. It is a serious issue, first of all,
because this legislation puts handcuffs
on all of our State legislatures from
doing whatever it is they deem in the
best interest of their people.
b 1215
Secondly, it puts handcuffs on voters.
Mr. POMPEO said that voters have rejected this. In some ballot initiatives,
that is the case. He is right. Why pass
a law that takes that power from the
voters and invest it here?
This is a very serious policy question
where the United States House of Representatives is intruding into the efforts of States to represent the people
that they serve.
By the way, three States have passed
laws by overwhelming margins. In
Vermont, the Vermont Senate bipartisan body, it was a 26–2 vote; the
Vermont House bipartisan body, it was
114–30 vote. In Connecticut, it was 143–
3 in the House and 35–1 in the Senate.
In Maine, it was 114–4, and it was
unanimously passed in the Senate 35–0.
What we are doing in the House of
Representatives right now is saying to
the Vermont legislature, saying to the
Maine legislature, and saying to the
Connecticut legislature: Drop dead.
What you passed, we are taking away.
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I don’t think that is right.
I will make an acknowledgement.
Sometimes, it is the right thing for the
Federal Government or the Congress to
preempt State action so that it can
have
a
uniform,
across-the-board
standard. That is what the DeFazio bill
does. It acknowledges that so you don’t
have this patchwork.
This bill, with voluntary labeling, in
effect, creates a patchwork. Does it
mean that company A decides they do
want to label and they write the label
they want and company B writes another label or doesn’t? What does that
mean for consumers?
First of all, in all likelihood, there
will be no labels. Secondly, there will
be the patchwork produced by this legislation that is what the critics of the
State-by-State approach say they want
to avoid.
Next, there was an assertion by my
friend from Texas, Mr. CONAWAY, that a
label is a warning. I think that really
goes to the heart of what the dispute
here is. Is a label a warning?
In fact, the proponents of the DeFazio bill and the opponents of this bill
are not asserting that the purpose of
the label is to suggest there is scientific evidence indicating GMOs cause
health problems. What a label is, is information; and the consumer then decides. Your consumers and my consumers, they decide. Whatever their
reason is, they have a right to decide
to buy product A or B, depending on
what is in it or what is not in it.
What is the big fear about letting
consumers know? A lot of the big advocates that are pushing this are, in fact,
some of these manufacturers that create products that they sell to farmers,
and Mr. DEFAZIO outlined that in his
argument. They fear that the label will
reduce the saleability of that product.
Here is the irony: If what they are
producing and selling is so good and so
nutritious and so tasty and so yummy,
why not let the consumer know what is
in it? That would be something you
would want to advertise.
This really is a very profound decision by this Congress. Number one, it
is telling States that have been taking
initiative on the basis of their citizens’
desires that they can’t do it anymore.
Number two, in the name of avoiding a
patchwork set of regulations, it is creating the inevitability of a patchwork.
Then, three, in a very basic way, it is
telling American consumers that it is
really none of their business what is in
their product, no matter how much
they really want to know what is in
their product.
I urge that we vote ‘‘no’’ and defeat
this measure and stand for State rights
and consumer rights to know.
I yield back the balance of my time.
Mr. POMPEO. Mr. Chairman, I yield
myself the balance of my time to close.
As I close, I would like to offer my
thanks first to Mr. WELCH for the respectful debate today and for the ice
cream. I would like to thank my lead
cosponsor, Mr. BUTTERFIELD, for his
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hard work all along the way; as well as
being the chairman of the Congressional Black Caucus, he has leaned into
this and really made us able to get
where we are today
I would like to thank Chairman
UPTON, Chairman CONAWAY, and Ranking Member PETERSON for their support
and effort in getting this legislation to
the floor as well. I would like to thank
all the staff on the Energy and Commerce and Agriculture Committees for
their hard work, too.
I would be remiss if I didn’t thank
Blake Hollander on my staff, who put
in long hours making sure this commonsense bipartisan bill was ready for
the floor.
Mr. Chairman, it is really very simple. H.R. 1599 has two very simple
goals. First, it is to ensure families in
Kansas and across the country have access to nutritious and affordable food;
and, second, it is to make sure that
those who wish to avoid food products
that contain GMOs will be able to do
so, that they will not be denied the
right to know.
In place of a convoluted patchwork of
loophole-filled State or local labeling
laws, we will ensure that our food policy is science based and transparent to
consumers.
Let’s be very clear. Consumers who
wish to avoid foods containing GMOs
are able to do so today, and they will
be able to do so after this bill becomes
law—except it is better now. There will
now be a clear standard about what
that term really means.
Mr. Chairman, this is a commonsense, proconsumer, profarmer bill that
brings clarity to food labeling and
keeps affordable food for our constituents.
I encourage all my colleagues to support H.R. 1599, and I yield back the balance of my time.
Mr. YOUNG of Alaska. Mr. Chair, on June
23, 2015, the House considered H.R. 1599,
the Safe and Accurate Food Labeling Act. It is
my intention to vote against this legislation.
For the past four decades I have fought tirelessly for one of the finest products in the
world, wild Alaskan salmon. The multi-billion
dollar seafood industry in Alaska is the largest
private sector employer in my state. Yet the
approval of a genetically engineered (GE)
salmon, or ‘‘Frankenfish’’ as I call it, could put
our thriving and iconic fishing sector in jeopardy.
Frankenfish could pose a grave threat to our
wild salmon stocks in Alaska, and the Food
and Drug Administration’s (FDA) support for
approving GE salmon is disturbing. Equally
disturbing is the fact that, if approved, the FDA
has said that it would not require GE salmon
to be labeled.
In today’s global marketplace, a consumer’s
access to accurate ingredient information is
paramount. Clear and accurate GE labeling
requirements attempt to mitigate the risk of
market confusion or rejection by countries that
have no interest in purchasing the hybrid organism. Consumer confusion about what types
of salmon or seafood are genetically engineered may deter shoppers from purchasing
these products altogether. If GE salmon is ap-
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proved despite opposition from Congress and
nearly two million people who wrote in to the
FDA, it should be clearly labeled to avoid the
potential market rejection of all salmon.
In an effort to ensure that Alaskan consumers have this essential information, Alaska
enacted legislation in 2005 that requires the
labeling of all products containing GE fish and
shellfish. However, the so-called Safe and Accurate Food Labeling Act (H.R. 1599), recently
referred out of the House Agriculture Committee, would block states like Alaska from requiring mandatory labeling of GE fish while
also curtailing FDA’s ability to craft a true, national GE labeling system. Rather, its proponents would suggest that Alaskan fishermen
should go through a costly non-GMO certification if they want consumers to know that
their salmon is not genetically engineered.
Why should all U.S. salmon fishermen have to
prove their salmon are non-GMO when farmed
GE salmon coming into the U.S. from other
countries would not. It is insufficient for consumers and it is insufficient for Alaska’s thriving fishing industry.
For these reasons, I oppose H.R. 1599 in
defense of states’ rights to decide these important matters for themselves. All consumers
should be able to see whether their salmon is
Frankenfish or not.
Mr. VAN HOLLEN. Mr. Chair, I rise in opposition to this legislation, which would preempt
the ability of states to require GMO labeling
laws.
Numerous studies have shown that Americans want to know what’s in their food. As
states respond to this trend, we should not restrict their ability to keep consumers informed
about the food they eat. GMO labeling laws
are widely supported by consumers in over 60
countries including China, Russia and the European Union. We should not deny states the
ability to make this decision for their residents.
While I understand the concerns about the
potential for a patchwork of state labeling
laws, companies, can, of course, voluntarily
choose to provide GMO information on their
labeling. In fact, many of those opposing this
legislation provide information on GMO products in Europe and other countries.
Mr. Chair, this bill was rushed through the
Agriculture Committee and came too quickly to
the House floor before we could have a serious discussion about GMO labeling and consumer rights. We must closely study the merits of the bill and find common ground between labeling and a consumer’s right to know
before we vote on this far-reaching legislation.
Mr. MCGOVERN. Mr. Chair, I rise today to
highlight an editorial that my good friend and
colleague, Congresswoman CHELLIE PINGREE
of Maine and I recently wrote expressing our
opposition to H.R. 1599, the Safe and Accurate Food Labeling Act. It appeared in the July
21, 2015 online edition of The Boston Globe.
[From the Boston Globe, July 21, 2015]
LET AMERICANS DECIDE FOR THEMSELVES ON
GMOS
(By Jim McGovern and Chellie Pingree)
America has a proud tradition of empowering consumers. You can walk into any grocery store in the country, pick up a product
from the shelf, and immediately learn the
calorie count, the amount of protein per
serving, and the full list of ingredients.
So it’s alarming that Congress could soon
pass a bill that aims to keep consumers in
the dark when it comes to foods with genetically modified organisms, or GMOs.
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This week, the House of Representative
will consider the Safe and Accurate Food Labeling Act. Unfortunately, the bill does
nothing to support safe and accurate food labeling. Instead, it protects the status quo by
preventing states from requiring labels on
foods containing GMO ingredients and locks
in the current and inadequate voluntary
GMO labeling system.
As more of the foods we eat contain GMOs,
consumers naturally want to know which
foods contain them. All they are asking for
are the facts. This bill ignores that.
Congress needs to pass a law that puts consumers first by requiring mandatory GMO
labeling across the country, eliminating confusion and establishing one national standard.
Polls consistently show that there is overwhelming support for clearly labeling foods
that have been genetically modified or contain GMO ingredients. In a 2012 survey by the
Mellman Group, 89 percent were in favor of
labeling with 77 percent saying they ‘‘strongly’’ prefer GMO labeling. That same survey
also showed strong bipartisan support for
GMO labeling with huge majorities of Democrats (85 percent), independents (93 percent),
and Republicans (88 percent) all in favor.
While Congress has been stuck in neutral,
states have stepped up and passed laws that
give the power back to consumers. In 2014,
Vermont became the first state to require
mandatory GMO labeling. Connecticut and
Maine have both passed laws to require labeling and more than a dozen other states
are considering similar oversight, including
Massachusetts. What’s more, 64 other countries have GMO labeling, including Brazil
whose consumption patterns are similar to
those in the United States.
Supporters of the bill claim that GMO labeling will increase food prices. While plenty
of things impact the prices we pay at the
grocery
store—including
transportation
costs and ingredient costs—GMO labeling is
not one of them. In study after study, we
have seen that a simple GMO disclaimer on
food packaging will not increase prices.
Food companies change their labels all the
time to make new claims, and all food companies will soon have to change their labels
to make important changes to the Nutrition
Fact Panel. Adding a few words to the back
of the food package about genetic engineering will not have any impact of the cost of
making food.
Opponents of updating food labeling made
the same bogus arguments when they fought
nutrition labeling in the 1980s. Back then,
they claimed that disclosing the presence of
calories, salt, fat, and sugar would require
costly reformulations. But those much more
significant changes to foods labels—adding
the Nutrition Facts Panel and including
more information about ingredients—didn’t
change the price of food at all.
Americans want more information, not
less. What we need is one law that makes
GMO labeling mandatory across the country
and establishes a single national standard
that eliminates confusion and puts consumers in charge.
This debate isn’t about the safety of GMOs.
It’s about consumers’ right to know what’s
in the food they put on their tables. We
ought to give them that right.

Mr. BLUM. Mr. Chair, I rise today to offer
my strong support of the bipartisan Safe and
Accurate Food Labeling Act of 2015. I want to
recognize the hard work my colleague of Mr.
POMPEO, as well as the efforts of both the
Committee on Energy and Commerce and the
Committee on Agriculture into this legislation.
As a representative from the great State of
Iowa, I am extremely sensitive and aware of
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the issues facing agriculture—from farm to
fork—and I am aware of the challenges my
constituents face while producing the delicious
and nutritious food the rest of us consume. On
an annual basis, Iowa grows $12B worth of
corn and $5.7B worth of soybeans, of which
95% and 97%, respectively, are Genetically
Modified Organisms—or GMOs. Recently,
states began to enact laws that required labeling of these GMO products, often with exemptions for local products, would increase compliance costs for producers and create confusion for consumers.
This bill addresses the current patchwork of
state biotechnology labeling requirements—
compliance with which would be a daunting
task for the producers in my district that distribute food throughout the United States—by
providing a mechanism for uniform labeling requirements. No one benefits—not farmers, nor
food manufacturers and processors, nor retailers, and most of all, not consumers—from a
confusing collection of state laws—each different, with different requirements—creating
great confusion among consumers in the marketplace.
It does so by establishing a voluntary nonGMO labeling program at USDA modeled after
the highly successful National Organic Program. Today, when consumers go into a grocery store, they may see a wide variety of
products that may have a non-GMO label on
it. However, there isn’t a standard that defines
what a non-GMO product is or is not. The language of the bill directs the USDA to establish
standards and certification process for producers in order to put a non-GMO label on
their products.
Mr. Chair, a number of constituents along
with some of my colleagues, are advocating
for mandatory labeling for GMO products because consumers have a right to know what is
in their food. I agree—consumers have a right
to know—and the standards set by the USDA
under this legislation will provide consumers
with all the information necessary to make informed decisions and choices on their grocery
stores purchases. This bill protects and enhances consumer choice by establishing a voluntary non-GMO labeling program—without
costing them an extra $500 a year per family
that economists at Cornell University estimate
mandatory labeling would.
Mr. Chair, I urge all my colleagues to support H.R. 1599—over 470 agricultural and
food organizations that represent the entire
food chain have already done so. The legislation enhances consumer choice, clears up
confusion in the marketplace, and enhances
consumer confidence in the food we eat.
Vote ‘‘Yes’’ on H.R. 1599.
The CHAIR. All time for general debate has expired.
Pursuant to the rule, the bill shall be
considered for amendment under the 5minute rule.
In lieu of the amendment in the nature of a substitute recommended by
the Committee on Agriculture, printed
in the bill, it shall be in order to consider as an original bill for the purpose
of amendment under the 5-minute rule
an amendment in the nature of a substitute consisting of the text of Rules
Committee print 114–24, modified by
the amendment printed in part A of
House Report 114–216. That amendment
in the nature of a substitute shall be
considered as read.
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The text of the amendment in the nature of a substitute is as follows:
H.R. 1599
Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of America in
Congress assembled,
SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE; TABLE OF CONTENTS.
(a) SHORT TITLE.—This Act may be cited as

the ‘‘Safe and Accurate Food Labeling Act of
2015’’.
(b) TABLE OF CONTENTS.—The table of contents of this Act is as follows:
Sec. 1. Short title; table of contents.
Sec. 2. Savings clause.
TITLE I—FOOD SAFETY AFFIRMATION
FOR CERTAIN PLANT PRODUCTS
Subtitle A—Food and Drug Administration
Sec. 101. Consultation process.
Subtitle B—Department of Agriculture
Sec. 111. Regulation.
Sec. 112. Regulations.
Sec. 113. Preemption.
Sec. 114. Rule of construction.
Sec. 115. Implementation report.
TITLE II—GENETIC ENGINEERING
CERTIFICATION
Sec. 201. Genetic engineering certification.
Sec. 202. Regulations.
Sec. 203. Preemption.
Sec. 204. Applicability.
TITLE III—NATURAL FOODS
Sec. 301. Labeling of natural foods.
Sec. 302. Regulations.
Sec. 303. Preemption.
Sec. 304. Effective date.
SEC. 2. SAVINGS CLAUSE.

Nothing in this Act (or the amendments made
by this Act) is intended to alter or affect the authorities or regulatory programs, policies, and
procedures otherwise available to, or the definitions used by, the Food and Drug Administration under the Federal Food, Drug, and Cosmetic Act (21 U.S.C. 301 et seq.) or the Animal
and Plant Health Inspection Service under the
Plant Protection Act (7 U.S.C. 7701 et seq.), to
ensure the safety of the food supply and the
protection of plant health.
TITLE I—FOOD SAFETY AFFIRMATION FOR
CERTAIN PLANT PRODUCTS
Subtitle A—Food and Drug Administration
SEC. 101. CONSULTATION PROCESS.

Chapter IV of the Federal Food, Drug, and
Cosmetic Act is amended by inserting after section 423 of such Act (21 U.S.C. 350l) the following:
‘‘SEC. 424. FOOD DERIVED FROM NEW PLANT VARIETIES.
‘‘(a) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall con-

tinue to administer the consultation process established under the Food and Drug Administration’s policy statement entitled ‘Statement of
Policy: Food Derived from New Plant Varieties’
published in the Federal Register on May 29,
1992 (57 Fed. Reg. 22,984).
‘‘(b) DETERMINATION OF MATERIAL DIFFERENCE BETWEEN FOOD FROM GENETICALLY
ENGINEERED PLANTS AND COMPARABLE FOODS.—
‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—For purposes of subsection
(a), the use of genetic engineering does not, by
itself, constitute information that is material for
purposes of determining whether there is a difference between a food produced from, containing, or consisting of a genetically engineered plant and a comparable food.
‘‘(2) LABELING REQUIRED.—The Secretary may
require that the labeling of a food produced
from, containing, or consisting of a genetically
engineered plant contain a statement to adequately inform consumers of a difference between the food so produced and its comparable
food if the Secretary determines that—
‘‘(A) there is a material difference in the functional, nutritional, or compositional characteristics, allergenicity, or other attributes between
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the food so produced and its comparable food;
and
‘‘(B) the disclosure of such material difference
is necessary to protect public health and safety
or to prevent the label or labeling of the food so
produced from being false or misleading in any
particular.’’.
Subtitle B—Department of Agriculture
SEC. 111. REGULATION.

The Plant Protection Act (7 U.S.C. 7701 et
seq.) is amended by adding at the end the following new subtitle:
‘‘Subtitle F—Coordination of Food Safety and
Agriculture Programs

smartinez on DSK4TPTVN1PROD with HOUSE

‘‘SEC. 461. NOTIFICATION RELATING TO CERTAIN
GENETICALLY ENGINEERED PLANTS.
‘‘(a) IN GENERAL.—Subject to subsection (b), it

shall be unlawful to sell or offer for sale in
interstate commerce a nonregulated genetically
engineered plant for use or application in food
or a food produced from, containing, or consisting of a nonregulated genetically engineered
plant unless—
‘‘(1)(A) the Secretary of Health and Human
Services notified the entity seeking evaluation of
a food produced from, containing, or consisting
of the genetically engineered plant in writing
that the Secretary of Health and Human Services, in evaluating the food from the genetically
engineered plant through the consultation process referred to in section 424(a) of the Federal
Food, Drug, and Cosmetic Act, has no objections
to the entity’s determination that food produced
from, containing, or consisting of the genetically
engineered plant that is the subject of the notification is safe for use by humans or animals, as
applicable, and lawful under the Federal Food,
Drug, and Cosmetic Act, and
‘‘(B) the entity seeking evaluation of a food
produced from, containing, or consisting of the
genetically engineered plant submits to the Secretary of Agriculture the notification of the
finding of the Secretary of Health and Human
Services under subparagraph (A); or
‘‘(2) before the date of the enactment of the
Safe and Accurate Food Labeling Act of 2015,
the Secretary of Health and Human Services—
‘‘(A) considered the consultation process referred to in section 424(a) of the Federal Food,
Drug, and Cosmetic Act with respect to such genetically engineered plant to be complete;
‘‘(B) notified the consulting party in writing
that all questions with respect to the safety of
food produced from, containing, or consisting of
the genetically engineered plant have been resolved; and
‘‘(C) published such notification on the public
Internet website of the Food and Drug Administration.
sub‘‘(b)
EXCEPTIONS.—Notwithstanding
section (a), this section does not apply with respect to the sale or offering for sale in interstate
commerce of a genetically engineered plant—
‘‘(1) for the purpose of research or development testing, including—
‘‘(A) testing conducted to generate data and
information that could be used in a submission
to the Secretary under this title or other regulatory submission; or
‘‘(B) multiplication of seed or hybrid and variety development conducted before submitting a
notification under subsection (a)(1)(B);
‘‘(2) solely because a processing aid or enzyme
produced from the genetically engineered plant
is intended to be used to produce food; or
‘‘(3) solely because the genetically engineered
plant is used as a nutrient source for microorganisms.
‘‘(c) RULE OF CONSTRUCTION.—Nothing in
subsection (b)(1) may be construed as authorizing the sale or offering for sale in interstate
commerce of a nonregulated genetically engineered plant for use or application in food or a
food produced from, containing, or consisting of
a nonregulated genetically engineered plant.
‘‘(d) PUBLIC DISCLOSURE.—
‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—Subject to paragraph (2),
the Secretary of Agriculture shall publish on the
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public Internet website of the Department of Agriculture, and update as necessary, a registry
that includes—
‘‘(A) a list of each nonregulated genetically
engineered plant intended for a use or application in food that may be sold or offered for sale
in interstate commerce, in accordance with subsection (a);
‘‘(B) the petitions submitted to, and determinations made by, the Secretary of Agriculture
with respect to such a plant; and
‘‘(C) the notifications of findings issued by the
Secretary of Health and Human Services with
respect to such a plant or the use or application
of such a plant in food.
‘‘(2) TRADE SECRETS AND CONFIDENTIAL INFORMATION.—Notwithstanding paragraph (1), nothing in this section shall be construed to alter the
protections offered by laws, regulations, and
policies governing disclosure of confidential
commercial or trade secret information, and any
other information exempt from disclosure pursuant to section 552(b) of title 5, United States
Code, as such provisions would be applied to the
documents and information referred to in subparagraphs (A) through (C) of paragraph (1).
‘‘(e) IMPORTED FOOD.—In the case of food imported into the United States that is food produced from, containing, or consisting of a plant
that meets the definition of a nonregulated genetically engineered plant or a plant that, if
sold in interstate commerce, would be subject to
regulation under part 340 of title 7, Code of Federal Regulations (or any successor regulations),
the provisions of this section shall apply to such
food in the same manner and to the same extent
as such provisions apply to a food that is not so
imported.
‘‘SEC. 462. DEFINITIONS.

‘‘In this subtitle:
‘‘(1) FOOD.—The term ‘food’ has the meaning
given such term in section 201(f) of the Federal
Food, Drug, and Cosmetic Act (21 U.S.C. 321(f)).
‘‘(2) NONREGULATED GENETICALLY ENGINEERED
PLANT.—The term ‘nonregulated genetically engineered plant’ means a genetically engineered
plant—
‘‘(A) for which the Secretary of Agriculture
has approved a petition under section 340.6 of
title 7, Code of Federal Regulations (or any successor regulations), for a determination that the
genetically engineered plant should not be regulated under this Act; or
‘‘(B) that—
‘‘(i) is not subject to regulation as a plant pest
under this Act;
‘‘(ii) contains genetic material from a different
species; and
‘‘(iii) has been modified through in vitro recombinant deoxyribonucleic acid (DNA) techniques.’’.
SEC. 112. REGULATIONS.

Not later than one year after the date of the
enactment of this Act, the Secretary of Agriculture shall promulgate interim final regulations to carry out the amendments made by section 111.
SEC. 113. PREEMPTION.

Regardless of whether regulations have been
promulgated under section 112, beginning on the
date of the enactment of this Act, no State or
political subdivision of a State may directly or
indirectly establish under any authority or continue in effect as to any food in interstate commerce any requirement with respect to the sale
or offering for sale in interstate commerce of a
genetically engineered plant for use or application in food that is not identical to the requirement of section 461 of the Plant Protection Act
(as added by section 111 of this Act).
SEC. 114. RULE OF CONSTRUCTION.

Nothing in the amendments made by this subtitle is intended to alter or affect the ability of—
(1) the Secretary of Health and Human Services to take enforcement actions with respect to
a violation of the Federal Food, Drug, and Cosmetic Act (21 U.S.C. 301 et seq.), including section 301 of such Act (21 U.S.C. 331); or
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(2) the Secretary of Agriculture to take enforcement actions with respect to a violation of
the Plant Protection Act (7 U.S.C. 7701 et seq.),
including section 411 of such Act (7 U.S.C. 7711).
SEC. 115. IMPLEMENTATION REPORT.
(a) STUDY.—Not later than 1 year after the

date of the enactment of this Act, the Secretary
of Agriculture and the Secretary of Health and
Human Services shall jointly submit to Congress
a report evaluating the progress made in the implementation of subtitle F of the Plant Protection Act, as added by section 111. Such report
shall include—
(1) an analysis of plants over which regulatory oversight under such subtitle is required;
(2) an analysis of the extent to which the provisions of such subtitle establish an appropriate
scope of regulatory oversight for the Animal and
Plant Health Inspection Service and the Food
and Drug Administration, including their oversight of public research programs; and
(3) any potential changes to the Plant Protection Act that would better facilitate implementation of a coordinated, predictable, and efficient
science-based regulatory process.
(b) COORDINATION WITH OTHER EFFORTS TO
MODERNIZE REGULATION.—The report under
subsection (a) shall be prepared, to the greatest
extent practicable, in accordance with the process described in the memorandum issued by the
Executive Office of the President on July 2, 2015,
entitled ‘‘Modernizing the Regulatory System
for Biotechnology Products’’, including the directive specified in such memorandum to update
the ‘‘Coordinated Framework for Regulation of
Biotechnology’’ published by the Executive Office of the President, Office of Science and
Technology Policy, in the Federal Register on
June 26, 1986 (51 Fed.Reg. 23302).
TITLE II—GENETIC ENGINEERING
CERTIFICATION
SEC.

201.

GENETIC
CATION.

ENGINEERING

CERTIFI-

The Agricultural Marketing Act of 1946 (7
U.S.C. 1621 et seq.) is amended by adding at the
end the following new subtitle:
‘‘Subtitle E—Genetic Engineering
Certification
‘‘SEC. 291. DEFINITIONS.

‘‘In this subtitle:
‘‘(1) The term ‘certifying agent’ means the
chief executive officer of a State or, in the case
of a State that provides for the statewide election of an official to be responsible solely for the
administration of the agricultural operations of
the State, such official, and any person (including a private entity) who is accredited by the
Secretary as a certifying agent for the purpose
of certifying a covered product as a product, the
labeling of which may indicate whether the
product is produced with or without the use of
genetic engineering.
‘‘(2) The term ‘covered product’ means—
‘‘(A) an agricultural product, whether raw or
processed (including any product derived from
livestock that is marketed in the United States
for consumption by humans or other animals);
‘‘(B) any other food (as defined in section 201
of the Federal Food, Drug, and Cosmetic Act)
not derived from an agricultural product; and
‘‘(C) seed or other propagative material.
‘‘(3) The term ‘genetically engineered plant’
refers to a plant or plant product (as those terms
are defined in section 403 of the Plant Protection Act (7 U.S.C. 7702)), if—
‘‘(A) it contains genetic material that has
been modified through in vitro recombinant
deoxyribonucleic acid (DNA) techniques; and
‘‘(B) the modification could not otherwise be
obtained using conventional breeding techniques.
‘‘(4) The term ‘comparable food’ means, with
respect to a covered product produced from, containing, or consisting of a genetically engineered plant—
‘‘(A) the parental variety of the plant;
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‘‘(B) another commonly consumed variety of
the plant; or
‘‘(C) a commonly consumed covered product
with properties comparable to the covered product produced from, containing, or consisting of
the genetically engineered plant.
‘‘(5) The term ‘handle’ means to sell, process
or package covered products.
‘‘(6) The term ‘producer’ means a person who
engages in the business of growing or producing
covered products.
‘‘(7) The term ‘Secretary’ means the Secretary
of Agriculture, acting through the Agricultural
Marketing Service.
‘‘SEC.

291A. NATIONAL GENETICALLY ENGINEERED FOOD CERTIFICATION PROGRAM.
‘‘(a) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall estab-

lish a voluntary genetically engineered food certification program for covered products with respect to the use of genetic engineering in the
production of such products, as provided for in
this subtitle. The Secretary shall establish the
requirements and procedures as the Secretary
determines are necessary to carry out such program.
‘‘(b) CONSULTATION.—In developing the program under subsection (a), the Secretary shall
consult with such other parties as are necessary
to develop such program to ensure that producers or handlers seeking to make claims under
section 291B or 291C are certified to make such
claims.
‘‘(c) CERTIFICATION.—The Secretary shall implement the program established under subsection (a) through certifying agents. Such certifying agents may certify that covered products
were or were not produced with the use of genetic engineering or a genetically engineered
plant, in accordance with this subtitle.
‘‘(d) SEAL.—The Secretary shall establish a
seal to identify covered products in interstate
commerce using terminology the Secretary considers appropriate for covered products certified
under this title, including terminology commonly used in interstate commerce or established by the Secretary in regulations.
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‘‘SEC. 291B. NATIONAL STANDARDS FOR LABELING NONGENETICALLY ENGINEERED
FOOD.
‘‘(a) IN GENERAL.—To be sold or labeled as a

covered product produced without the use of genetic engineering—
‘‘(1) the covered product shall—
‘‘(A) be subject to supply chain process controls that address—
‘‘(i) the producer planting seed that is not genetically engineered;
‘‘(ii) the producer keeping the crop separated
during growth, harvesting, storage, and transportation; and
‘‘(iii) persons in direct contact with such crop
or products derived from such crop during
transportation, storage, or processing keeping
the product separated from other products that
are or are derived from genetically engineered
plants; and
‘‘(B) be produced and handled in compliance
with a nongenetically engineered food plan developed and approved in accordance with subsection (c);
‘‘(2) in the case of a covered product derived
from livestock that is marketed in the United
States for human consumption, the covered
product and the livestock, products consumed
by such livestock, and products used in processing the products consumed by such livestock
shall be produced without the use of products
derived from genetic engineering; and
‘‘(3) labeling or advertising material on, or in
conjunction with, such covered product shall
not suggest either expressly or by implication
that covered products developed without the use
of genetic engineering are safer or of higher
quality than covered products produced from,
containing, or consisting of a genetically engineered plant.
‘‘(b) EXCEPTIONS.—A covered product shall
not be considered as not meeting the criteria
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specified in subsection (a) solely because the
covered product—
‘‘(1) is manufactured or processed using a genetically engineered microorganism or a processing aid or enzyme;
‘‘(2) is derived from microorganisms that consumed a nutrient source produced from, containing, or consisting of a genetically engineered plant; or
‘‘(3) is an approved substance on the National
List established under section 2118 of the Organic Foods Production Act of 1990 (7 U.S.C.
6517).
‘‘(c) NONGENETICALLY ENGINEERED FOOD
PLAN.—
‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—A producer or handler
seeking certification under this section shall
submit a nongenetically engineered food plan to
the certifying agent and such plan shall be reviewed by the certifying agent who shall determine if such plan meets the requirements of this
section.
‘‘(2) CONTENTS.—A nongenetically engineered
food plan shall contain a description of—
‘‘(A) the procedures that will be followed to
assure compliance with this section;
‘‘(B) a description of the monitoring records
that will be maintained; and
‘‘(C) any corrective actions that will be implemented in the event there is a deviation from the
plan.
‘‘(3) AVAILABILITY.—The nongenetically engineered food plan and the records maintained
under the plan shall be available for review and
copying by the Secretary or a certifying agent.
‘‘(d) TREATMENT OF LIVESTOCK.—In the case
of a covered product derived from livestock that
is marketed in the United States for human consumption, the covered product shall not be considered to be genetically engineered solely because the livestock consumed feed produced
from containing, or consisting of a genetically
engineered plant.’’.
‘‘SEC. 291C. NATIONAL STANDARDS FOR LABELING
GENETICALLY
ENGINEERED
FOOD.
‘‘(a) IN GENERAL.—To be sold or labeled as a

covered product produced with the use of genetic engineering—
‘‘(1) the covered product shall be produced
and handled in compliance with a genetically
engineered food plan developed and approved in
accordance with subsection (b); and
‘‘(2) the labeling of or advertising material on,
or in conjunction with, such covered product
shall—
‘‘(A) not expressly or impliedly claim that a
covered product developed with the use of genetic engineering is safer or of higher quality
solely because the covered product is a product
developed with the use of genetic engineering;
‘‘(B) not make any claims that are false or
misleading; and
‘‘(C) contain such information as the Secretary considers appropriate.
‘‘(b) GENETICALLY ENGINEERED FOOD PLAN.—
‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—A producer or handler
seeking certification under this section shall
submit a genetically engineered food plan to the
certifying agent and such plan shall be reviewed
by the certifying agent who shall determine if
such plan meets the requirements of this section.
‘‘(2) CONTENTS.—A genetically engineered
food plan shall contain a description of—
‘‘(A) the procedures that will be followed to
assure compliance with this section;
‘‘(B) a description of the monitoring records
that will be maintained; and
‘‘(C) any corrective actions that will be implemented in the event there is a deviation from the
plan.
‘‘(3) AVAILABILITY.—The genetically engineered food plan and the records maintained
under the plan shall be available for review and
copying by the Secretary or a certifying agent.
‘‘(c) PROHIBITION AGAINST RESTRICTING CERTAIN DISCLOSURES.—With respect to a covered
product that otherwise meets the criteria speci-
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fied in subsection (a), the Secretary may not
prevent a person—
‘‘(1) from disclosing voluntarily on the labeling of such a covered product developed with
the use of genetic engineering the manner in
which the product has been modified to express
traits or characteristics that differ from its comparable food; or
‘‘(2) from disclosing in advertisements, on the
Internet, in response to consumer inquiries, or
on other communications, other than in the labeling, that a covered product was developed
with the use of genetic engineering.
‘‘SEC. 291D. IMPORTED PRODUCTS.

‘‘Imported covered products may be sold or labeled as produced with or without the use of genetic engineering if the Secretary determines
that such products have been produced and
handled under a genetic engineering certification program that provides safeguards and
guidelines governing the production and handling of such products that are at least equivalent to the requirements of this subtitle.
‘‘SEC. 291E. ACCREDITATION PROGRAM.
‘‘(a) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall estab-

lish and implement a program to accredit a governing State official, and any private person,
that meets the requirements of this section as a
certifying agent for the purpose of certifying a
covered product as having been produced with
or without the use of genetic engineering or a
genetically engineered plant, in accordance with
this subtitle.
‘‘(b) REQUIREMENTS.—To be accredited as a
certifying agent under this section, a governing
State official or private person shall—
‘‘(1) prepare and submit to the Secretary an
application for such accreditation;
‘‘(2) have sufficient expertise in agricultural
production and handling techniques as determined by the Secretary; and
‘‘(3) comply with the requirements of this section.
‘‘(c) DURATION OF ACCREDITATION.—An accreditation made under this section shall be for
a period of not to exceed 5 years, as determined
appropriate by the Secretary, and may be renewed.
‘‘(d) COORDINATION WITH EXISTING ORGANIC
PROGRAM ACCREDITATION.—A governing State
official or private person who is accredited to
certify a farm or handling operation as a certified organic farm or handling operation pursuant to section 2115 of the Organic Foods Production Act of 1990 (7 U.S.C. 6415) (and such accreditation is in effect) shall be deemed to be accredited to certify covered products under this
subtitle.
‘‘SEC. 291F. RECORDKEEPING, INVESTIGATIONS,
AND ENFORCEMENT.
‘‘(a) RECORDKEEPING.—
‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—Except as otherwise pro-

vided in this title, each person who sells, labels,
or represents any covered product as having
been produced with or without the use of genetic engineering or a genetically engineered
plant shall—
‘‘(A) maintain records in a manner prescribed
by the Secretary; and
‘‘(B) make available to the Secretary, on request by the Secretary, all records associated
with the covered product.
‘‘(2) CERTIFYING AGENTS.—
‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—A certifying agent shall—
‘‘(i) maintain all records concerning the activities of the certifying agent with respect to
the certification of covered products under this
subtitle in a manner prescribed by the Secretary;
and
‘‘(ii) make available to the Secretary, on request by the Secretary, all records associated
with such activities.
‘‘(B) TRANSFERENCE OF RECORDS.—If a private
person that was certified under this subtitle is
dissolved or loses accreditation, all records and
copies of records concerning the activities of the
person under this subtitle shall be transferred to
the Secretary.
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‘‘(b) INVESTIGATIONS.—
‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary may take
such investigative actions as the Secretary considers to be necessary—
‘‘(A) to verify the accuracy of any information reported or made available under this subtitle; and
‘‘(B) to determine whether a person covered
by this subtitle has committed a violation of any
provision of this subtitle, including an order or
regulation promulgated by the Secretary pursuant to this subtitle.
‘‘(2) SPECIFIC INVESTIGATIVE POWERS.—In carrying out this subtitle, the Secretary may—
‘‘(A) administer oaths and affirmations;
‘‘(B) subpoena witnesses;
‘‘(C) compel attendance of witnesses;
‘‘(D) take evidence; and
‘‘(E) require the production of any records required to be maintained under this subtitle that
are relevant to an investigation.
‘‘(c) VIOLATIONS OF SUBTITLE.—
‘‘(1) FAILURE TO PROVIDE INFORMATION.—Any
person covered by this subtitle who, after notice
and an opportunity to be heard, has been found
by the Secretary to have failed or refused to provide accurate information (including a delay in
the timely delivery of such information) required
by the Secretary under this subtitle, shall be assessed a civil penalty of not more than $10,000.
‘‘(2) MISUSE OF LABEL.—
‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—Any person who, after notice and an opportunity to be heard, is found by
the Secretary to have knowingly sold or labeled
any covered product as having been produced
with or without the use of genetic engineering
or a genetically engineered plant, except in accordance with this subtitle, shall be assessed to
a civil penalty of not more than $10,000.
‘‘(B) CONTINUING VIOLATION.—Each day during which a violation described in subparagraph
(A) occurs shall be considered to be a separate
violation.
‘‘(3) INELIGIBILITY.—
‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—Except as provided in subparagraph (C), any person that carries out an
activity described in subparagraph (B), after notice and an opportunity to be heard, shall not
be eligible, for the 5-year period beginning on
the date of the occurrence, to receive a certification under this subtitle with respect to any
covered product.
‘‘(B) DESCRIPTION OF ACTIVITIES.—An activity
referred to in subparagraph (A) is—
‘‘(i) making a false statement;
‘‘(ii) a violation described in paragraph (2)(A);
‘‘(iii) attempting to have a label indicating
that a covered product has been produced with
or without the use of genetic engineering or a
genetically engineered plant affixed to a covered
product that a person knows, or should have
reason to know, to have been produced in a
manner that is not in accordance with this subtitle; or
‘‘(iv) otherwise violating the purposes of the
genetically engineered food certification program established under section 291A, as determined by the Secretary.
subpara‘‘(C)
WAIVER.—Notwithstanding
graph (A), the Secretary may modify or waive a
period of ineligibility under this paragraph if
the Secretary determines that the modification
or waiver is in the best interests of the genetically engineered food certification program established under section 291A.
‘‘(4) REPORTING OF VIOLATIONS.—A certifying
agent shall immediately report any violation of
this subtitle to the Secretary.
‘‘(5) CEASE-AND-DESIST ORDERS.—
‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary may, after
providing notice and an opportunity to be
heard, issue an order, require any person who
the Secretary reasonably believes is selling or labeling a covered product in violation of this subtitle to cease and desist from selling or labeling
such covered product as having been produced
with or without the use of genetic engineering
or a genetically engineered plant.
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‘‘(B) FINAL AND CONCLUSIVE.—The order of
the Secretary imposing a cease-and-desist order
under this paragraph shall be final and conclusive unless the affected person files an appeal
from the Secretary’s order with the appropriate
district court of the United States not later than
30 days after the date of the issuance of the
order.
‘‘(6) VIOLATIONS BY CERTIFYING AGENT.—A
certifying agent that is a private person that
violates the provisions of this subtitle or falsely
or negligently certifies any covered product that
does not meet the terms and conditions of the
genetically engineered food certification program established under section 291A, as determined by the Secretary, shall, after notice and
an opportunity to be heard—
‘‘(A) lose accreditation as a certifying agent
under this subtitle; and
‘‘(B) be ineligible to be accredited as a certifying agent under this subtitle for a period of
not less than 3 years, beginning on the date of
the determination.
‘‘(7) SUSPENSION.—
‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary may, after
first providing the certifying agent notice and
an opportunity to be heard, suspend the accreditation of the certifying agent for a period specified in subparagraph (B) for a violation of this
subtitle.
‘‘(B) PERIOD OF SUSPENSION.—The period of a
suspension under subparagraph (A) shall terminate on the date the Secretary makes a final determination with respect to the violation that is
the subject of the suspension.
‘‘(8) ENFORCEMENT BY ATTORNEY GENERAL.—
On request of the Secretary, the Attorney General may bring a civil action against a person in
a district court of the United States to enforce
this subtitle or a requirement or regulation prescribed, or an order issued, under this subtitle.
The action may be brought in the judicial district in which the person does business or in
which the violation occurred.
‘‘SEC.

291G.

AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS; FEES.
‘‘(a) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.—

There are authorized to be appropriated to establish the genetically engineered food certification program under section 291A, $2,000,000, to
remain available until expended.
‘‘(b) FEES.—
‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—Upon establishment of the
genetically engineered food certification program under section 291A, the Secretary shall establish by notice, charge, and collect fees to
cover the estimated costs to the Secretary of carrying out this subtitle.
‘‘(2) AVAILABILITY.—Fees collected under
paragraph (1) shall be deposited into a fund in
the Treasury of the United States and shall remain available until expended, subject to appropriation, to carry out this subtitle.’’.
SEC. 202. REGULATIONS.

In promulgating regulations to carry out the
amendments made by section 201, the Secretary
of Agriculture shall—
(1) provide a process to account for certified
nongenetically engineered covered products containing material from genetically engineered
plants due to the inadvertent presence of such
material;
(2) to the greatest extent practicable, establish
consistency between the certification programs
established under subtitle E of the Agricultural
Marketing Act of 1946 (as added by section 201
of this Act), the organic certification program
established under the Organic Foods Production
Act of 1990 (7 U.S.C. 6501 et seq.), and other voluntary labeling programs administered by the
Secretary;
(3) with respect to regulations for covered
products intended for consumption by non-food
animals, take into account the inherent differences between food intended for animal and
human consumption, including the essential vitamins, minerals, and micronutrients required to
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be added to animal food to formulate a complete
and balanced diet; and
(4) provide a process for requesting and granting exemptions from the requirements of subtitle
E of the Agricultural Marketing Act of 1946 (as
added by section 201 of this Act) under conditions established by the Secretary.
SEC. 203. EFFECTIVE DATE; PREEMPTION.

(a) EFFECTIVE DATE.—Regardless of whether
regulations have been promulgated under section 202 of this Act, the amendments made by
section 201 shall take effect beginning on the
date of the enactment of this Act.
(b) PROHIBITIONS AGAINST MANDATORY LABELING OF FOOD DEVELOPED USING GENETIC ENGINEERING.—
(1) IN GENERAL.—Subject to paragraph (2), no
State or political subdivision of a State may directly or indirectly establish under any authority or continue in effect as to any covered product (as defined in section 291 of the Agricultural
Marketing Act of 1946, as added by section 201
of this Act) in interstate commerce, any requirement for the labeling of a covered product indicating the product as having been produced
from, containing, or consisting of a genetically
engineered plant, including any requirements
for claims that a covered product is or contains
an ingredient that was produced from, contains,
or consists of a genetically engineered plant.
(2) EXCEPTION.—Notwithstanding paragraph
(1), a State (or a political subdivision thereof)
may establish either of the following voluntary
programs for the regulation of claims described
in such paragraph:
(A) A program that relates to voluntary claims
to which paragraph (1) of section 204(a) of this
Act applies.
(B) A program that—
(i) is voluntary;
(ii) is accredited by the Secretary pursuant to
section 291E of the Agricultural Marketing Act
of 1946 (as added by section 201 of this Act); and
(iii) establishes standards that are identical to
the standards established under section 291B or
291C of the Agricultural Marketing Act of 1946,
as applicable (as added by section 201 of this
Act).
(c) RULE OF CONSTRUCTION.—For the sole purpose of subsection (b)(1), a covered product derived from livestock that consumed genetically
engineered plants shall be deemed as having
been produced from, containing, or consisting of
a genetically engineered plant.
SEC. 204. APPLICABILITY.

(a) EXISTING CLAIMS.—A voluntary claim
made with respect to whether a covered product
(as defined in section 291 of the Agricultural
Marketing Act of 1946, as added by section 201
of this Act) was produced with or without the
use of genetic engineering or genetically engineered plants before the date of the enactment
of this Act—
(1) may be made for such a product during the
36-month period that begins on the date of the
enactment of this Act; and
(2) after the expiration of such 36-month period, may be made so long as the labels associated with such a claim meet the standards specified in section 291B or 291C of the Agricultural
Marketing Act of 1946, as applicable (as added
by section 201 of this Act).
(b) ORGANIC CERTIFICATION.—In the case of a
covered product (as defined in section 291 of the
Agricultural Marketing Act of 1946, as added by
section 201 of this Act) produced by a farm or
handling operation that is certified as an organic farm or handling operation under the Organic Foods Production Act of 1990 (7 U.S.C.
6501 et seq.), such product is deemed to be certified as a product produced without the use of
genetic engineering under the genetically engineered food certification program established
under section 291A of the Agricultural Marketing Act of 1946 (as added by section 201 of
this Act).
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TITLE III—NATURAL FOODS
SEC. 301. LABELING OF NATURAL FOODS.

Section 403 of the Federal Food, Drug, and
Cosmetic Act (21 U.S.C. 343) is amended by adding at the end the following:
‘‘(z)(1) If its labeling contains an express or
implied claim that the food is ‘natural’ unless
the claim is made in accordance with subparagraph (2).
‘‘(2) A claim described in subparagraph (1)
may be made only if the claim uses terms that
have been defined by, and the food meets the requirements that have been established in, regulations promulgated to carry out this paragraph.
‘‘(3) Notwithstanding subparagraph (2), prior
to the finalization of regulations to carry out
this paragraph, the use of any claim that a food
is ‘natural’ shall be allowed if consistent with
the Secretary’s existing policy for such claims.
‘‘(4) In promulgating regulations to carry out
this paragraph, the Secretary shall differentiate
between food for human consumption and food
intended for consumption by animals other than
humans.
‘‘(5) For purposes of subparagraph (1), a natural claim includes the use of—
‘‘(A) the terms ‘natural’, ‘100% natural’, ‘naturally grown’, ‘all natural’, and ‘made with
natural ingredients’; and
‘‘(B) any other terms specified by the Secretary.’’.
SEC. 302. REGULATIONS.
(a) PROPOSED REGULATIONS.—Not later than

18 months after the date of enactment of this
Act, the Secretary of Health and Human Services shall issue proposed regulations to implement section 403(z) of the Federal Food, Drug,
and Cosmetic Act, as added by section 301 of
this Act.
(b) FINAL REGULATIONS.—Not later than 30
months after the date of enactment of this Act,
the Secretary of Health and Human Services
shall issue final regulations to implement such
section 403(z).
SEC. 303. PREEMPTION.

Section 403A(a) of the Federal Food, Drug,
and Cosmetic Act (21 U.S.C. 343–1(a)) is amended—
(1) in paragraph (4), by striking ‘‘or’’ at the
end;
(2) in paragraph (5), by striking the period
and inserting a comma; and
(3) by inserting after paragraph (5) the following:
‘‘(6) any requirement for the labeling of food
of the type required by section 403(z) that is not
identical to the requirement of such section.’’.
SEC. 304. EFFECTIVE DATE.
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The labeling requirements of section 403(z) of
the Federal Food, Drug, and Cosmetic Act, as
added by section 301 of this Act, shall take effect on the effective date of final regulations
promulgated under section 302(b) of this Act.
The provisions of section 403A(a)(6) of the Federal Food, Drug, and Cosmetic Act, as added by
section 303 of this Act, take effect on the date of
enactment of this Act.

The CHAIR. No amendment to that
amendment in the nature of a substitute shall be in order except those
printed in part B of House Report 114–
216. Each such amendment may be offered only in the order printed in the
report, by a Member designated in the
report, shall be considered as read,
shall be debatable for the time specified in the report equally divided and
controlled by the proponent and an opponent, shall not be subject to amendment, and shall not be subject to a demand for division of the question.
AMENDMENT NO. 1 OFFERED BY MR. DEFAZIO

The CHAIR. It is now in order to consider amendment No. 1 printed in part
B of House Report 114–216.
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Mr. DEFAZIO. I have an amendment
at the desk.
The CHAIR. The Clerk will designate
the amendment.
The text of the amendment is as follows:
Page 4, after line 5, insert the following:
‘‘(3) LABELING OF PRODUCTS THAT ARE REQUIRED TO BE LABELED ABROAD.—
‘‘(A) REQUIREMENT.—The Secretary shall
require that food produced from, containing,
or consisting of a genetically engineered
plant and intended for sale in interstate
commerce be labeled as such if—
‘‘(i) the person producing or manufacturing
the food, or any affiliate thereof, produces or
manufactures an equivalent food intended
for consumption in a foreign country; and
‘‘(ii) the person or affiliate is required by
such foreign country to indicate in the labeling of such food that it is produced from,
contains, or consists of a genetically engineered plant.
‘‘(B) DEFINITION.—In this paragraph, the
term ‘affiliate’ means any entity that controls, is controlled by, or is under common
control with another entity.’’.

The CHAIR. Pursuant to House Resolution 369, the gentleman from Oregon
(Mr. DEFAZIO) and a Member opposed
each will control 5 minutes.
The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Oregon.
Mr. DEFAZIO. Mr. Chair, there was a
time when Monsanto supported labeling. Of course, 64 countries have adopted labeling, including the United Kingdom.
Here is what Monsanto said back
then: Monsanto fully supports U.K.
food manufacturers and retailers in
their introduction to these labels. We
believe you should be aware of all the
facts before making a purchase. We encourage you to look out for these labels.
That was then; this is now. Now,
Monsanto and Monsanto’s allies say
such labeling is impossible, impractical, and unnecessary. There was a
time when Monsanto was proud of their
genetically modified organisms. Why
not now?
We have heard all of these arguments, some of which aren’t exactly
accurate, about the great benefits of
GMOs. Why not put on there, ‘‘GMOs
solve global warming.’’ Put it right
there on the label. For all the people
who are concerned about climate
change, that would be something.
Now, 64 countries around the world
require labeling; and many, many large
U.S. firms actually do label in those
countries. The countries are all the European Union—that is a pretty big slice
of the world economy—China, Japan,
Australia, South Korea, Brazil, India,
New
Zealand,
Russia,
Ukraine,
Kazakhstan, and Saudi Arabia. Now,
all of those countries require it; U.S.
manufacturers ship products to those
countries, and they put it on the label.
Now, Hershey’s is not the only company that does this. This is a Hershey’s
label, and it is ‘‘made in the USA.’’ We
like that. We like exporting things
around the world, so we are very proud
of the exports of Hershey’s and other
food manufacturers, but because of
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laws in Sweden, they have to say ‘‘contains genetically modified organisms.’’
Now, somehow, they can do that
there. I mean, the EU has consistent
rules, and my bill would have rules
consistent with the EU. They could
make one label, which would go to
about half the world’s economy. If it
really costs money to print different
labels, that would actually save them
money, and it would do away with this
argument about a proliferation of various different labels across the U.S.
There are some other countries that
have different requirements, and they
do still export to those countries, too.
They can’t have a uniform overseas
label, but they could get darn close
with all of the European Union, United
States; and New Zealand and Australia
are virtually identical.
Now, it isn’t just Hershey’s. These
large companies go into—at least—50 of
the 64 countries that require labeling:
Pepsi, Tyson, Nestle, Coke, Mars, Hershey, Kellogg, and Heinz.
Now, I was contacted by Hershey, and
they said: We can’t deal with the proliferation in the States.
Then they should support my bill.
Get a uniform national label. Let consumers know it contains GMOs. Monsanto can go out and tout the benefits
or others can tout the benefits of
GMOs, and then they could have one
label for the EU and the United States.
I reserve the balance of my time.
Mr. POMPEO. Mr. Chair, I rise in opposition to the amendment.
The CHAIR. The gentleman from
Kansas is recognized for 5 minutes.
Mr. POMPEO. Mr. Chairman, the
United States should not let other
countries dictate U.S. food policy. This
would be absurd. It is exactly what this
amendment does.
The proponents of this amendment
seemingly wish to scare the public with
unjustified warning labels on all products produced with any technology or,
short of that, punish companies that
have the audacity to engage in foreign
commerce.
Just because European policy has
been driven by fear-mongering, we
should not allow it to be so here in the
United States. We should not succumb
to this angry rhetoric. We should lead
the world in getting this policy right.
Now, let’s just say, for sake of argument, we were to pass this amendment.
I would like to ask: Who would be responsible for enforcement of such a
quagmire? What agency licenses exports of food? What agency would be
responsible for monitoring where in the
world those products went and what
specific requirements were placed on
them by the countries receiving those
products?
Assuming such information is actually obtained, that information is likely proprietary business information,
exempted from disclosure between
agencies by the Freedom of Information Act.
Here in the United States, we rely on
the FDA for responsibility for food inspection, but as many proponents of
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mandatory warning labels are quick to
point out, the FDA inspects less than 1
percent of the products.
Are the proponents just doing this
for show? Or do they actually expect an
agency to fulfill its enforcement obligation? If so, has this amendment been
scored?
I can only imagine what the cost will
be to the agency to ensure that labels
mandated by this amendment’s sponsors are accurate.
Mr. Chairman, this amendment
would take us backwards. It would require an even more patchwork set of
rules. I urge that we get to uniformity.
The logistics of enforcing every product label and their counterpart in 1 of
195 other countries in the world would
be costly and a waste of taxpayer dollars.
I urge the defeat of this ill-conceived
effort to punish American businessmen
and -women who are doing their best to
grow our economy.
I reserve the balance of my time
Mr. DEFAZIO. Mr. Chair, 64 countries
require labeling, including the European Union. This would give companies
an opportunity to have a consistent
label across the United States and into
the European Union.
Consumers want this. The polls are
consistently 88 percent. Monsanto
spends $20 million, $30 million like they
did in Oregon convincing people it
would drive up food costs; and then
they won by one one-hundredths of 1
percent in that election, after spending
a record amount of money.
Americans want to know what is in
their food; don’t put them in the dark.
I yield back the balance of my time.
Mr. POMPEO. Mr. Chairman, we
should not create a system whereby
U.S. food producers are at the complete
mercy of global actors all around the
world. Goodness knows what the requirements would be for their labels
here.
I urge my colleagues to vote against
this amendment, and I yield back the
balance of my time.
The CHAIR. The question is on the
amendment offered by the gentleman
from Oregon (Mr. DEFAZIO).
The question was taken; and the
Chair announced that the noes appeared to have it.
Mr. DEFAZIO. Mr. Chair, I demand a
recorded vote.
The CHAIR. Pursuant to clause 6 of
rule XVIII, further proceedings on the
amendment offered by the gentleman
from Oregon will be postponed.
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AMENDMENT NO. 2 OFFERED BY MR. HUFFMAN

The CHAIR. It is now in order to consider amendment No. 2 printed in part
B of House Report 114–216.
Mr. HUFFMAN. I have an amendment at the desk.
The CHAIR. The Clerk will designate
the amendment.
The text of the amendment is as follows:
Page 10, line 12, at the end of section 113 of
the bill insert the following: ‘‘Nothing in
this title or the amendments made thereby
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shall be construed to limit the authority of
a State or tribe (or a political subdivision
thereof) to prohibit or restrict the cultivation of genetically engineered plants on or
near tribal lands.’’.

The CHAIR. Pursuant to House Resolution 369, the gentleman from California (Mr. HUFFMAN) and a Member
opposed each will control 5 minutes.
The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from California.
Mr. HUFFMAN. Mr. Chairman, I rise
to offer an amendment to ensure tribal
sovereignty
is
not
inadvertently
harmed by this legislation, the DARK
Act.
I am joined by several colleagues in
support of this amendment, including
cosponsors
Representatives
POLIS,
MCCOLLUM, GRIJALVA, and RUIZ.
Now, much of the debate this morning has focused on how and if this bill
will preempt State and local laws,
which would include ordinances in my
district that have been adopted by
Marin, Mendocino, Humboldt, and
Trinity Counties.
b 1230
I agree with my colleagues: we deserve to know what is in our food, and
this bill prevents local and State governments from providing consumers
with that information, the information
they want.
But in today’s debate, little has been
said about the need to protect the principle of tribal self-governance. I recognize that some of my colleagues believe
the manager’s amendment addresses
any concerns regarding preemption and
tribal sovereignty. I disagree. That is
why I am offering this amendment to
address any potential ambiguity in the
bill, and to ensure that tribes can continue to take action on GMOs, as many
of them have sought to do. If the underlying bill is supposed to protect
tribal sovereignty, I would hope that
the bill supporters wouldn’t mind making that protection explicit by passing
this amendment.
In 2013, the National Congress of
American Indians, which supports my
amendment today, passed a resolution
calling on Congress and the Federal
Government to ‘‘preserve, protect, and
maintain the integrity of traditional
native foods, seeds, and agricultural
systems . . . support the labeling of
seeds or products containing GE technology and ingredients . . . create GE
and transgenic crop-free zones; and oppose the use and cultivation of GE
seeds in the United States.’’ But this
bill would preempt the creation of a
national standard for GMOs that NCAI
has asked for.
Now, this is not just about crops, Mr.
Chairman. The Affiliated Tribes of
Northwest Indians, which includes several tribes in my district, are strongly
opposed to the FDA approval of genetically engineered salmon due to the potential for harmful impacts on wild
salmon that are so important to the
tribes and to, frankly, the commercial
economy in my district. Under this leg-
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islation, it is hard to see how FDA
could ever require the labeling of genetically engineered salmon.
With the significant concerns over
GE foods and the proactive steps that
tribes are taking on their lands and resources, we ought to make clear that
this bill will not affect tribes’ authorities to prohibit or restrict the cultivation of GE plants on or near tribal
lands.
The Congressional Research Service
has taken a look at this bill’s new preemption section, and they have said
that the effects of the preemption language are ambiguous. In the case of impacts to tribes, we ought to leave no
ambiguity.
I urge support of this amendment. No
matter how we feel about the legislation as a whole, I would hope, at the
very least, we could clarify that tribes
should retain the authority to restrict
GE plants on their own lands, if they so
choose.
I reserve the balance of my time.
Mr. POMPEO. Mr. Chairman, I rise in
opposition to the amendment.
The CHAIR. The gentleman from
Kansas is recognized for 5 minutes.
Mr. POMPEO. Mr. Chairman, simply
put, H.R. 1599 does not prohibit local
governments from passing and enforcing bans on cultivation of genetically
engineered crops. Similarly, it does not
do that with respect to tribal sovereignty either.
The bill before us applies only to the
food use and labels. There is nothing in
this legislation that any opponent can
point to that suggests or implies interference with State or local ordinances
related to plant cultivation, period.
Likewise, the preemption provision
that the amendment seeks to modify
only applies to States and political
subdivisions thereof. Tribal lands are
sovereign. They are not affected.
If the amendment sponsor wishes
only to clarify sovereign rights of tribal governments on their land, then we
would be happy to work with him, but
the structure of this amendment appears to provide tribal governments
with some level of authority over land
outside of their boundaries. This may
or may not have been the intended purpose of the amendment, but it has serious unintended consequences.
I urge the sponsor to withdraw this
amendment and allow us the opportunity to work together to address
their concerns.
I reserve the balance of my time.
Mr. HUFFMAN. Mr. Chairman, if the
intent is not to prohibit or restrict or
preempt tribal sovereignty, why not
make it clear, why not pass this
amendment?
I yield 1 minute to the distinguished
gentleman from Oregon (Mr. DEFAZIO).
Mr. DEFAZIO. Mr. Chairman, there
are three preemption sections in this
bill: one prohibits States from labeling
GMOs; another establishes something
for a label called ‘‘natural,’’ which will
contain GMOs and can contain GMOs
and still be labeled ‘‘natural’’; and then
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finally, a very poorly written big section that seems to preempt all State
regulations and tribal regulations.
The Navajo Nation has a ban on the
cultivation of genetically modified
crops. They are trying to preserve their
indigenous crops.
States have provided for buffer zones
in 30 States. This bill, I believe, will
preempt those 30 States from establishing buffer zones to protect conventional crops.
We had conventional wheat in Oregon
that was banned from export because of
GMO pollution—conventional wheat,
let alone organic wheat, which would
be worthless if it had GMO pollution.
So in this bill I had an amendment to
clarify this section and say, no, no, no,
not preempting State Departments of
Agriculture establishing reasonable
rules to protect conventional and organic farmers from preemption. They
say they fixed it. I don’t believe they
have. That part of the bill is very
vague. This, I believe, could both preempt tribal sovereign entity, State
sovereign entity, and reasonable regulations to protect other farmers.
Mr. POMPEO. Mr. Chairman, the language is very clear. It says that ‘‘no
State or political subdivision of a State
may directly or indirectly establish
under any authority or continue in effect as to any food in interstate commerce any requirement with respect to
genetically engineered plants for a use
or application of food that is not identical to the requirement of section 461
of the Plant Protection Act.’’
I reserve the balance of my time.
Mr. HUFFMAN. Mr. Chairman, I respectfully disagree that that language
is clear, but I would note that that language says nothing about tribal sovereignty.
Mr. Chairman, colleagues, this is a
bill that is deeply flawed. It should be
opposed for all sorts of reasons. But
here is an amendment that would at
least make it a little better for those of
us that represent Indian Country, for
those of us that care about tribal sovereignty.
For those of us that want to protect
the tribes who have taken action on
their land, who have in some cases
partnered with States for buffer zones
near tribal land, we ought to at least
take this additional step to make it
clear that they can do that, that we are
not running roughshod over their tribal sovereignty.
With that, I request an ‘‘aye’’ vote,
and I yield back the balance of my
time.
Mr. POMPEO. Mr. Chairman, nothing
in this amendment will impact tribal
sovereignty one iota. It talks about
States and political subdivisions. That
doesn’t apply in any way to tribal land.
Mr. Chairman, I urge my colleagues
to vote against this amendment, and I
yield back the balance of my time.
The CHAIR. The question is on the
amendment offered by the gentleman
from California (Mr. HUFFMAN).
The question was taken; and the
Chair announced that the noes appeared to have it.
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Mr. HUFFMAN. Mr. Chairman, I demand a recorded vote.
The CHAIR. Pursuant to clause 6 of
rule XVIII, further proceedings on the
amendment offered by the gentleman
from California will be postponed.
AMENDMENT NO. 3 OFFERED BY MS. DELAURO

The CHAIR. It is now in order to consider amendment No. 3 printed in part
B of House Report 114–216.
Ms. DELAURO. Mr. Chairman, I have
an amendment at the desk.
The CHAIR. The Clerk will designate
the amendment.
The text of the amendment is as follows:
Page 33, lines 13 through 17, amend paragraph (2) to read as follows:
‘‘(2) A claim described in subparagraph (1)
may be made only if—
‘‘(A) the claim uses terms that have been
defined by, and the food meets the requirements that have been established in, regulations promulgated to carry out this paragraph; and
‘‘(B) the food is not produced using, does
not contain, and does not consist of a genetically engineered plant.’’.

The CHAIR. Pursuant to House Resolution 369, the gentlewoman from Connecticut (Ms. DELAURO) and a Member
opposed each will control 5 minutes.
The Chair recognizes the gentlewoman from Connecticut.
Ms. DELAURO. Mr. Chairman, I yield
myself 2 minutes.
Mr. Chairman, my amendment would
make clear that foods labeled ‘‘natural’’ cannot contain genetically modified material.
I want to emphasize right from the
outset it is about our basic right to
know what we are eating and what we
are feeding to our children.
FDA already requires clear labeling
of over 3,000 ingredients, additives, and
food processes. One example: fruit juice
must indicate whether or not it is from
concentrate. Clearly, that is not a
judgment on food safety; it is a simple
matter of transparency.
Calling GMO foods ‘‘natural’’ is not
transparent. It is confusing, and we
have the data to back that up.
As Members can see from the chart
behind me, almost two-thirds of American adults believe that ‘‘natural’’ already means GMO-free, and 84 percent
agree that that is what it should mean.
We need to make sure that food labels reflect that commonsense understanding. As drafted, this bill would do
the opposite. It would codify the status
quo, being that food companies can put
‘‘natural’’ on a product, even if it was
genetically engineered, which allows
misleading labels. It would perpetuate
misunderstandings and confusion. It
would keep American families in the
dark.
This is not what the American public
wants. More than 90 percent of us want
clear GMO labeling. In response to this
overwhelming demand, three States—
Vermont, Maine, and my home State of
Connecticut—have passed laws restricting the ‘‘natural’’ label to foods
that do not contain GMOs. Several
other States are considering similar
laws.
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Without my amendment, this bill
would nullify those State laws. This
would represent a serious setback for
the right to know in these States
around the country.
Mr. Chairman, American families
want clear information about GMOs.
They deserve that information. I urge
my colleagues to support the amendment, and I reserve the balance of my
time.
Mr. RODNEY DAVIS of Illinois. Mr.
Chairman, I wish to rise in opposition.
The CHAIR. The gentleman is recognized for 5 minutes.
Mr. RODNEY DAVIS of Illinois. Mr.
Chairman, I reserve the balance of my
time.
Ms. DELAURO. Mr. Chairman, I yield
2 minutes to the gentleman from Oregon (Mr. DEFAZIO), my colleague.
Mr. DEFAZIO. Mr. Chairman, this
bill would deceive consumers. It would
say that there will now be an FDA definition of ‘‘natural.’’ The FDA has
never, ever wanted to try and define
‘‘natural’’ and that it would include
GMOs. Something labeled as ‘‘natural’’—Cheerios, naturally flavored—if
it contained GMOs, they wouldn’t have
to say that.
So consumers often, in fact, confuse
the ‘‘organic’’ and the ‘‘natural’’ label.
In fact, some polls show that consumers more often think ‘‘natural’’ is
natural and they are not quite sure
what ‘‘organic’’ is. This bill is going to
muddy those waters further, deceive
consumers, and have them buy things
labeled ‘‘natural’’ that contain genetically modified organisms.
Why is that in this bill? We can fight
over the labeling standards for disclosure. Why are you going to muddy the
waters and confuse things and create a
new mandatory Federal definition and
label for ‘‘natural’’ that contains
GMOs?
Again, here we have all natural
vodka creamy marinara. Wow, that is
something. And again, this has a number of things in it that very likely contain GMOs that wouldn’t be disclosed.
But they do have to disclose, and she
does, cellulose, sorbic acid, whey, xanthan gum, vodka—of course, it is vodka
sauce. But in the future, natural, contains GMOs, no disclosure.
This is really, really I think probably
the most egregious part of a very egregious bill—preempting states’ rights.
Remember, this is the party of states’
rights. Until a State does something
they don’t like, then we have got to
preempt it.
Then they say, well, we can’t have
proliferation of labels. Well, there is a
very simple solution, my bill, one mandatory standard Federal label that
would say, ‘‘contains GMOs.’’ Then
that label could be sold into the European Union. You would be able to sell
to about half of the world’s economy
with one label; whereas, today, you
have got to have one label for the EU,
one label for the U.S., and then a multiple of other countries where 50 major
corporations sell their products.
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This is so disingenuous. It is very discouraging.
Mr. RODNEY DAVIS of Illinois. Mr.
Chairman, I continue to reserve the
balance of my time.
Ms. DELAURO. Mr. Chairman, how
much time remains?
The CHAIR. The gentlewoman from
Connecticut has 1 minute remaining.
Ms. DELAURO. Mr. Chairman, as I
said at the beginning, this is not a
question of safety or otherwise of GMO
foods. We need to ask ourselves a simple question: Does the word ‘‘natural’’
really mean to a salmon engineered to
grow at double the normal rate? a cereal created in a laboratory to be resistant to herbicide? a tomato with fish
genes? Are these things natural? Our
common sense says no. A clear majority of Americans agree. By overwhelming margins, we want to know
when our food contains GMOs.
We are what we eat, and whether it is
the number of calories in our kids’
Happy Meals, the country where our
beef was raised, or the GMO content of
the food we buy at the supermarket, as
consumers, as parents, as Americans,
we have a right to know.
As drafted, this bill would fly in the
face of that broad consensus and keep
us in the dark. For the sake of transparency and for commonsense, I urge
my colleagues to support this amendment.
I yield back the balance of my time.
Mr. RODNEY DAVIS of Illinois. Mr.
Chairman, it is interesting; this whole
entire debate we have talked about
science. The science clearly shows that
genetically modified seeds, genetically
modified foods, are safe for every single
American family.
It is also interesting that my colleague brought a box of Honey Nut
Cheerios to the floor. My colleague
talked about claims made on that box.
Well, it is interesting that my colleague didn’t bring a box of regular
Cheerios that sometimes contain a
label of non-GMO.
Well, it is a marketing ploy, and that
is what we are trying to correct here,
because there is no GMO oat. It is all
to convince consumers that it is somehow safer, even though there is no distinction between that Cheerios that
has that label and the other Cheerios
box that doesn’t.
b 1245
It is interesting to see those specific
points brought to the floor to try and
make this case. It is just clearly not
resonating with the American people.
There are no clear and consistent
standards for the term ‘‘natural,’’
which is why we are trying to correct
this in this bill.
We need to make sure that consistent
litigation that has come about because
of the very definitions of what the
term ‘‘natural’’ means can stop. Let’s
put a clear standard in place.
H.R. 1599 also requires the FDA to
file a notice and comment rulemaking
process to define and set standards for
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the term ‘‘natural.’’ I thought this was
exactly what the rulemaking process
was supposed to be used for.
This will allow for an open, transparent, public process so that the FDA
can establish such standards based on
the facts, the science, and the input received.
This amendment would predetermine
that outcome and not allow for a
science-based, fact-driven process—
that is open to the public—to continue
to move forward.
I urge my colleagues to reject this
amendment. Let’s get on the path of
passing H.R. 1599 in this House.
I yield back the balance of my time.
The CHAIR. The question is on the
amendment offered by the gentlewoman
from
Connecticut
(Ms.
DELAURO).
The question was taken; and the
Chair announced that the noes appeared to have it.
Ms. DELAURO. Mr. Chairman, I demand a recorded vote.
The CHAIR. Pursuant to clause 6 of
rule XVIII, further proceedings on the
amendment offered by the gentlewoman from Connecticut will be postponed.
AMENDMENT NO. 4 OFFERED BY MS. PINGREE

The CHAIR. It is now in order to consider amendment No. 4 printed in part
B of House Report 114–216.
Ms. PINGREE. Mr. Chairman, I have
an amendment at the desk.
The CHAIR. The Clerk will designate
the amendment.
The text of the amendment is as follows:
Page 1, strike line 1 and all that follows
through the end of the bill, and insert the
following:
SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE.

This Act may be cited as the ‘‘Non-GMO
Disclosure Act of 2015’’.
SEC. 2. NON-GMO FOOD CERTIFICATION PROGRAM.

The Agricultural Marketing Act of 1946 (7
U.S.C. 1621 et seq.) is amended by adding at
the end the following new subtitle:
‘‘Subtitle E—Non-GMO Food Certification
Program
‘‘SEC. 291. CERTIFICATION OF NON-GMO FOODS.
‘‘(a) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall es-

tablish a voluntary certification program for
food produced without the use of genetic engineering to be known as the Non-GMO Food
Certification Program.
‘‘(b) CONSULTATION.—The Secretary shall
consult with other relevant parties to develop the Non-GMO Food Certification Program.
‘‘(c) CERTIFICATION.—The Secretary shall
implement the Non-GMO Food Certification
Program through certifying agents. Certifying agents may certify that products were
not produced with the use of genetic engineering or a genetically engineered plant, in
accordance with this subtitle.
‘‘(d) SEAL.—The Secretary shall establish a
seal to identify products that were not produced with the use of genetic engineering or
a genetically engineered plant in interstate
commerce using terminology the Secretary
considers appropriate, including terminology
commonly used in interstate commerce or
established by the Secretary in regulations.
‘‘SEC. 292. DEFINITIONS.
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‘‘(1) GENETICALLY ENGINEERED.—The term
‘genetically engineered’, used with respect to
a food, means a material intended for human
consumption that is—
‘‘(A) an organism that is produced through
the intentional use of genetic engineering; or
‘‘(B) the progeny of intended sexual or
asexual reproduction (or both) of 1 or more
organisms that is the product of genetic engineering.
‘‘(2) GENETIC ENGINEERING.—The term ‘genetic engineering’ means a process—
‘‘(A) involving the application of in vitro
nucleic acid techniques, including recombinant deoxyribonucleic acid (DNA) and direct injection of nucleic acid into cells or
organelles;
‘‘(B) involving the application of fusion of
cells beyond the taxonomic family; or
‘‘(C) that overcomes natural physiological,
reproductive, or recombinant barriers and
that is not a process used in traditional
breeding and selection.’’.
SEC. 3. REGULATIONS.

Not later than 1 year after the date of the
enactment of this Act, the Secretary shall
promulgate regulations to implement the
Non-GMO Food Certification Program in accordance with section 291 of the Agricultural
Marketing Act of 1946 (7 U.S.C. 1621 et seq.),
as added by section 2.
SEC. 4. SAVINGS CLAUSE.

Nothing in this Act (or the amendments
made by this Act) is intended to alter or affect the authorities or regulatory programs,
policies, and procedures otherwise available
to, or the definitions used by, the Food and
Drug Administration under the Federal
Food, Drug, and Cosmetic Act (21 U.S.C. 301
et seq.) or the Animal and Plant Health Inspection Service under the Plant Protection
Act (7 U.S.C. 7701 et seq.).

Ms. PINGREE (during the reading).
Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent to dispense with the reading.
The CHAIR. Is there objection to the
request of the gentlewoman from
Maine?
There was no objection.
The CHAIR. Pursuant to House Resolution 369, the gentlewoman from
Maine (Ms. PINGREE) and a Member opposed each will control 10 minutes.
The Chair recognizes the gentlewoman from Maine.
Ms. PINGREE. Mr. Chairman, I yield
myself such time as I may consume.
I appreciate the lively debate that
has gone on today, and I want to speak
in favor of this particular amendment.
This is the Pingree-DeFazio-Polis
amendment in the nature of a substitute, which strikes all of the
anticonsumer and antifarmer provisions of the underlying bill.
This comes down to a very simple
proposition: Do consumers have a right
to know what is in the food they buy
and that they feed to their families?
As we have heard many times today,
9 out of 10 consumers say, yes, they
support GMO labeling. The public
wants to know, as more and more people care about what is in their food and
where it comes from. People want to
know more, not less, about what they
eat.
We already know a lot about our
food. We know how many calories are
in it, thanks to the labels. We know
how much vitamin C we get per serving. We know if a fish is farm raised or
wild caught.
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We want to know those things. We
actually know if our orange juice is
made from concentrate or not. Maybe
not everybody wants to know that, but
it is right there on the label. Shouldn’t
we also be able to know if the food we
are buying has GMO ingredients?
I know some of the opponents of labeling have suggested that consumers
might be frightened by GMO ingredients if they were to see them on the labels.
Do we really think that consumers
are not smart enough to handle this information? Do we really think that 90
percent of Americans are wrong to
want GMO products labeled?
Not only does this bill make it very
unlikely that we would ever see the labeling of GMO products on a national
basis, but it goes after the laws that
have already been passed at the State
level, just like in my State of Maine.
Our law was passed by a Democratic
legislature, was signed by a conservative Republican Governor, and it has
a huge amount of public support.
Now Congress wants to tell the consumers of my State and my State legislators that they cannot have this basic
piece of information.
I guarantee you, if Congress passes
this law, my State legislature and my
constituents will not be happy. They
do not want to see their ability to
make those decisions taken away.
Not only does this bill go after State
labeling laws, but it may also preempt
laws and regulations at a local level
that protect farmers from contamination by drift from GMO crops.
In my State and in many others,
local organic farms are contributing to
the economy by growing high-value,
high-demand crops.
Some local and county governments
have created buffer zones to protect
those farms from contamination from
GMO crops, and we have heard from experts who say this bill would preempt
these laws.
Why would we want to do that? Why
would we want to undercut one of the
fastest growing sectors in our farm
economy that has been very beneficial
to rural States like mine—that has revitalized many communities and that
has provided economic opportunities
for our farmers? What reason would we
have to go in the opposite direction?
I urge my colleagues to support this
amendment. It would strike the dangerous parts of this bill.
I reserve the balance of my time.
Mr. POMPEO. Mr. Chairman, I rise in
opposition to the amendment.
The CHAIR. The gentleman from
Kansas is recognized for 10 minutes.
Mr. POMPEO. Mr. Chairman, this
amendment would completely gut the
primary purpose of the legislation before us today.
In order to prevent a patchwork of 50
different labeling laws for genetically
engineered ingredients, preemption is
necessary to protect interstate commerce.
Of course, we have heard a lot today
about states’ rights, but the Founders
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understood what was important about
interstate commerce.
They knew that local governments
were at risk of trying to put in place
rules that favored local activities; so
they accounted for this. They created
what is called the Interstate Commerce
Clause.
It is right there in the Constitution,
and it is pretty darned clear. It was
about trade between the States. It said
that the Federal Government shall
have the authority to regulate this
trade. It is important that we do this
today, but this amendment would deny
us the capacity to do that.
Current State labeling initiatives include a number of varying exemptions,
loopholes, and caveats, making it very
confusing for not only food producers,
but for consumers to understand what
it is they are truly consuming.
H.R. 1599 builds on this idea of a uniform standard to provide clarity and
consistency to consumers that they
can depend upon, regardless of where
they shop for food.
I reserve the balance of my time.
Ms. PINGREE. Mr. Chairman, I yield
2 minutes to the gentleman from California (Mr. FARR), my good friend and
the ranking member of the Appropriations Subcommittee on Agriculture,
Rural Development, Food and Drug Administration, and Related Agencies.
Mr. FARR. Mr. Chairman, I rise in
strong support of this amendment. The
author is an organic grower. She knows
how people care about what is in their
food.
I represent one of the most successful
agricultural counties in the United
States—Monterey County. I challenge
anybody to find a county in this country that makes $4.5 billion a year by
growing over 100 different crops in one
county.
Food is just like politics—it is all
local. What the underlying bill does is
strike local control—local control
where people care about the methodology of growing.
My area is the area that blossomed
into creating the California Organic
Standards Act, which I authored in the
California State Legislature, which became the model for the Federal Organic Standards Act. This preempts
some of the regulations in there. That
is not a good thing to do.
Although the Federal Government
may have the authority on interstate
commerce, I don’t think that people
want the Federal Government to preempt the ability for them to know
their farmers, to know their food, and
to have it be labeled as they so choose
in a local area.
Labeling is really important, but
what you do is change the definition of
labels here to one size fits all. That is
not the way this country works. That
is not the way farming works. And it is
certainly not the way that consumers
want it to be.
It is too early for the Federal Government, for Congress, to jump in and
try to mix up this field. Allow local
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politics to exist. Allow people to
choose to know what is in their food by
allowing it to be labeled locally.
Let’s support American agriculture
so that we can sell it abroad. This bill
does everything but gain confidence.
The amendment is to be supported.
Mr. POMPEO. Mr. Chairman, I yield
3 minutes to the gentleman from Illinois (Mr. RODNEY DAVIS).
Mr. RODNEY DAVIS of Illinois. Mr.
Chairman, I am honored to follow my
colleague from California. Less than a
year ago I was in his fine district, and
I saw the benefits of the agricultural
industry in Monterey, California.
I actually toured an organic food
processing facility in and around my
colleague’s district, and I saw firsthand
the impact of California agriculture.
I want my colleagues to be assured
that the organic labeling program is
exactly what this bill is modeled after.
The words that may have been developed in the California State Senate and
in the California State Assembly are
part of our national organic standards
because they work. Organic is a voluntary program just like we are trying
to put forth.
This is exactly what we are trying to
do, Mr. Chairman—address the concerns of many Americans who want a
label and who have contacted our offices.
Americans also want standards; so,
when we hear words like ‘‘contamination,’’ unfortunately, it connotates
negativity to consumers that somehow
GMOs are bad for them. The science,
though, clearly shows they are not.
As a matter of fact, I just walked
over to the Senate side and sat down
with some of my colleagues who probably will not vote for this bill. We
didn’t know, because there was no
label, whether or not that sandwich we
ate contained genetically modified organisms—seeds—if it were produced
with GMOs.
We are trying to fix that. We would
allow that sandwich shop to actually
meet a set of standards, just like how
our organic growers do today, to determine what a GMO product means.
When we hear about trade, earlier
today, I was with a member of the European Parliament, Julie Girling. We
were talking about some of the impacts
of the GMO rules and regulations in
the EU on their ability to get cheap
food into their supermarkets.
I would urge my colleagues to talk to
those who are experiencing the exact
same thing right now in our European
countries that are our allies. Talk with
Ms. Girling. Talk to her about the
problems that Europe is experiencing.
We are trying to stop those problems
from happening here in America. I
want to make sure that we use
science—that we use the facts—and
that we use a model of a very successful organic labeling program to write
this bill.
Therefore, my colleagues should be in
favor of this if they are so in favor of
the existing program today.
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Ms. PINGREE. Mr. Chairman, I yield
2 minutes to the gentleman from New
Jersey (Mr. PALLONE), the ranking
member of the Energy and Commerce
Committee, who cares deeply about
issues surrounding our environment
and public health.
Mr. PALLONE. Mr. Chairman, the
amendment offered to H.R. 1599 by Congresswoman PINGREE and Congressman
DEFAZIO would replace the underlying
bill with a voluntary certification program for non-genetically engineered
foods, enabling companies that elect to
go through this process to certify that
their food is non-GE and share this information with consumers through a
seal established by the USDA, similar
to the organic program.
This amendment is a step forward in
providing consumers with the information they want. While this amendment
would preserve the ability of States
and localities to act in regards to the
labeling of non-GE and GE foods, it unfortunately does not address the problem many of us have heard about
today, and that is a patchwork of food
labeling requirements across the country.
As I have said previously, I can’t support preempting State labeling laws
without establishing a national mandatory labeling standard in its place.
Moving forward, I hope that we can
work with the Senate to strike a balance that will address concerns we
have heard on both sides of this issue.
Mr. POMPEO. Mr. Chairman, I reserve the balance of my time.
Ms. PINGREE. Mr. Chairman, I yield
2 minutes to the gentleman from Oregon (Mr. BLUMENAUER), a hard-working Congressman who cares deeply, as
well, about agriculture issues and
about the consumers in his State.
Mr. BLUMENAUER. I thank the gentlewoman who represents the other
Portland. I deeply appreciated her
leadership and insight in this area.
Mr. Chairman, these are areas that
touch Americans on a whole host of
levels, but one of the things that is important to note is that the extreme
provisions of the preemption bill, of
the underlying bill that we are discussing, actually have significant negative consequences on hard-working
farmers in our State.
There are vast world markets that
we export to, and most of the world
markets care about whether or not the
product is genetically engineered or
not. You can argue the merits, but the
world market has made a judgment.
We had some cross contamination in
wheat for the genetically engineered
strain, which set off alarm bells. Oregon farmers lost business as a result
of that.
The underlying bill would undercut
the efforts of 40 States in working with
their local communities to try and provide protections.
Whether or not you are going to label
it, there is no reason that you can’t
provide reasonable buffers around crops
that are genetically modified so that
you can help provide some protection.
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Why would we want to strip away the
ability of State and local governments
to provide those sort of protections?
Now, in the long run, Mr. Chairman,
what we need to do is just have a uniform national policy that labels these,
that gets rid of all the problems of
multiplicity of labels and the costs and
the confusion. My good friend from Oregon (Mr. DEFAZIO) has legislation that
would do precisely that. But in the
meantime, I deeply appreciate my
friend from Maine stepping up to get
rid of the most egregious part of the
underlying bill, create a program that
they can label their products GE free,
and get rid of these egregious preemption provisions.
Mr. POMPEO. I reserve the balance
of my time.
Ms. PINGREE. Would the Chair
please inform how much time I have remaining.
The CHAIR. The gentlewoman from
Maine has 2 minutes remaining. The
gentleman from Kansas has 61⁄2 minutes remaining.
Ms. PINGREE. Mr. Chair, I yield myself such time as I may consume.
We have heard a lot of arguments
about this bill today and the various
components of it, why the bill is not a
good idea, and why my amendment,
which would strike most of the egregious parts of the bill, would be a beneficial way to change this.
Just to go back to my favorite example about labeling, the next time you
go into a grocery store, take a look at
the carton of orange juice. Right there
on the front of the label you will see
the words ‘‘from concentrate’’ on most
of the juice boxes. By law, those words
have to appear right there on the front
of the label in letters at least half as
tall as the name of the brand. We are
that specific.
Now, the fact that we need to know
the difference in that carton between
fresh squeezed and made from concentrate or any other process that
might have been used shows me that
we have decided to have labels for almost everything you can think of except GMO ingredients.
If it is so important for Americans to
know whether or not their orange juice
is made from a concentrate, don’t you
think it is reasonable to put a label
somewhere on the back of a package of
food telling consumers whether or not
it contains GMO ingredients?
This bill, if it is passed by the House,
will effectively guarantee that consumers won’t have access to that information when they go to the grocery
store. This bill will take away the
rights of States like mine in Maine to
pass laws that protect our consumers.
States like Maine and Vermont, who
have already passed laws like this, will
not have the right to proceed. The Pingree-DeFazio-Polis amendment will
strike the worst parts of this bill. I
urge all of my colleagues to support
this amendment.
I yield back the balance of my time.
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Mr. POMPEO. I yield myself the balance of my time.
Mr. Chairman, this amendment
would put us right back where we are
today, with a patchwork of laws confusing consumers and making it difficult on American food companies to
compete around the world to feed the
next billion people.
This amendment would drive up the
cost of food for every consumer in the
United States of America by relegating
them to the set of patchwork rules,
which would drive costs throughout
the food safety and supply chain.
We have heard today that this puts
farmers at risk, it makes life for farmers difficult. We have heard from Representatives from Maine who said that,
and yet the Maine Beverage Association and the Maine Potato Board both
endorsed this legislation.
We have heard that this will hurt Oregon farmers and Oregon consumers,
and yet the Oregon Farm Bureau, the
Oregon Feed and Grain Association,
the Oregon Potato Commission, the Oregon Retail Council, the Oregon Seed
Association, the Oregon Wheat Growers League, and Oregonians for Food &
Shelter endorsed this bill.
Mr. Chairman, this amendment will
gut this entire legislation. It takes
away the important balance that has
been struck in order to make sure that,
in fact, consumers do have the right to
know.
We have heard these vague epithets
trying to rename this bill the DARK
Act, Denying Americans the Right to
Know, but as a good conservative, I can
promise you, this bill doesn’t deny any
consumer any right to know what is in
their food product.
If a consumer, like my cousin, who
likes her non-GMO food, wants to continue to feed that to herself and her
family, when this bill becomes law, she
will still be able to do so. I would never
deny any American the right to know
what is in their food.
This is about freedom and consumer
choice and affordability. Our bill will
achieve that, and this amendment
would destroy that. I urge my colleagues to vote against this amendment.
I yield back the balance of my time.
The CHAIR. The question is on the
amendment offered by the gentlewoman from Maine (Ms. PINGREE).
The amendment was rejected.
ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE CHAIR

The CHAIR. Pursuant to clause 6 of
rule XVIII, proceedings will now resume on those amendments printed in
part B of House Report 114–216 on
which further proceedings were postponed, in the following order:
Amendment No. 1 by Mr. DEFAZIO of
Oregon.
Amendment No. 2 by Mr. HUFFMAN of
California.
Amendment No. 3 by Ms. DELAURO of
Connecticut.
The Chair will reduce to 2 minutes
the minimum time for any electronic
vote after the first vote in this series.
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AMENDMENT NO. 1 OFFERED BY MR. DEFAZIO

The CHAIR. The unfinished business
is the demand for a recorded vote on
the amendment offered by the gentleman from Oregon (Mr. DEFAZIO) on
which further proceedings were postponed and on which the noes prevailed
by voice vote.
The Clerk will redesignate the
amendment.
The Clerk redesignated the amendment.
RECORDED VOTE

The CHAIR. A recorded vote has been
demanded.
A recorded vote was ordered.
The vote was taken by electronic device, and there were—ayes 123, noes 303,
not voting 7, as follows:
[Roll No. 459]
AYES—123
Adams
Aguilar
Bass
Beatty
Becerra
Beyer
Blumenauer
Bonamici
Boyle, Brendan
F.
Brown (FL)
Brownley (CA)
Capps
Capuano
Cárdenas
Carson (IN)
Cartwright
Castro (TX)
Chu, Judy
Cicilline
Clark (MA)
Clarke (NY)
Cleaver
Cohen
Connolly
Conyers
Courtney
Cummings
Davis, Danny
DeFazio
DeGette
DeLauro
DeSaulnier
Doggett
Edwards
Ellison
Eshoo
Esty
Farr
Fattah
Gabbard
Gallego
Grayson

Green, Al
Green, Gene
Grijalva
Gutiérrez
Hahn
Hastings
Higgins
Honda
Huffman
Jackson Lee
Johnson (GA)
Johnson, E. B.
Kennedy
Kuster
Langevin
Larson (CT)
Lee
Levin
Lewis
Lieu, Ted
Lofgren
Lowenthal
Lowey
Luján, Ben Ray
(NM)
Lynch
Maloney,
Carolyn
Maloney, Sean
Matsui
McCollum
McDermott
McGovern
Meng
Moore
Moulton
Nadler
Napolitano
Neal
Nolan
Norcross
O’Rourke
Pascrell

Abraham
Aderholt
Allen
Amash
Amodei
Ashford
Babin
Barletta
Barr
Barton
Benishek
Bera
Bilirakis
Bishop (GA)
Bishop (MI)
Bishop (UT)
Black
Blackburn
Blum
Bost
Boustany
Brady (TX)
Brat
Bridenstine
Brooks (AL)
Brooks (IN)

Buchanan
Buck
Bucshon
Burgess
Bustos
Butterfield
Byrne
Calvert
Carney
Carter (GA)
Castor (FL)
Chabot
Chaffetz
Clay
Clyburn
Coffman
Cole
Collins (GA)
Collins (NY)
Comstock
Conaway
Cook
Cooper
Costa
Costello (PA)
Cramer

Payne
Pelosi
Perlmutter
Pingree
Pocan
Polis
Rangel
Rice (NY)
Roybal-Allard
Ruppersberger
Rush
Ryan (OH)
Sánchez, Linda
T.
Sanchez, Loretta
Sanford
Schakowsky
Schiff
Scott (VA)
Serrano
Sherman
Sires
Slaughter
Smith (WA)
Speier
Swalwell (CA)
Takai
Thompson (CA)
Titus
Tonko
Torres
Tsongas
Van Hollen
Vela
Velázquez
Visclosky
Waters, Maxine
Watson Coleman
Welch
Wilson (FL)
Yarmuth

smartinez on DSK4TPTVN1PROD with HOUSE

NOES—303

VerDate Sep 11 2014

July 23, 2015

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — HOUSE

04:11 Jul 24, 2015

Crawford
Crenshaw
Crowley
Cuellar
Culberson
Curbelo (FL)
Davis (CA)
Davis, Rodney
Delaney
DelBene
Denham
Dent
DeSantis
DesJarlais
Deutch
Diaz-Balart
Dingell
Dold
Donovan
Doyle, Michael
F.
Duckworth
Duffy
Duncan (SC)
Duncan (TN)
Ellmers (NC)
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Emmer (MN)
Engel
Farenthold
Fincher
Fitzpatrick
Fleischmann
Fleming
Flores
Forbes
Fortenberry
Foster
Foxx
Frankel (FL)
Franks (AZ)
Frelinghuysen
Fudge
Garamendi
Garrett
Gibbs
Gibson
Gohmert
Goodlatte
Gosar
Gowdy
Graham
Granger
Graves (GA)
Graves (LA)
Graves (MO)
Griffith
Grothman
Guinta
Guthrie
Hanna
Hardy
Harper
Harris
Hartzler
Heck (NV)
Heck (WA)
Hensarling
Herrera Beutler
Hice, Jody B.
Hill
Himes
Hinojosa
Holding
Hoyer
Hudson
Huelskamp
Huizenga (MI)
Hultgren
Hunter
Hurd (TX)
Hurt (VA)
Issa
Jeffries
Jenkins (KS)
Jenkins (WV)
Johnson (OH)
Johnson, Sam
Jolly
Jones
Jordan
Joyce
Katko
Kelly (IL)
Kelly (MS)
Kelly (PA)
Kildee
Kilmer
Kind
King (IA)
King (NY)
Kinzinger (IL)
Kirkpatrick

Kline
Knight
Labrador
LaMalfa
Lamborn
Lance
Larsen (WA)
Latta
Lawrence
Lipinski
LoBiondo
Loebsack
Long
Loudermilk
Love
Lucas
Luetkemeyer
Lummis
MacArthur
Marchant
Marino
Massie
McCarthy
McCaul
McClintock
McHenry
McKinley
McMorris
Rodgers
McNerney
McSally
Meadows
Meehan
Meeks
Messer
Mica
Miller (FL)
Miller (MI)
Moolenaar
Mooney (WV)
Mullin
Mulvaney
Murphy (FL)
Murphy (PA)
Neugebauer
Newhouse
Noem
Nugent
Nunes
Olson
Palazzo
Pallone
Palmer
Paulsen
Pearce
Perry
Peters
Peterson
Pittenger
Pitts
Poe (TX)
Poliquin
Pompeo
Posey
Price (NC)
Price, Tom
Quigley
Ratcliffe
Reed
Reichert
Renacci
Ribble
Rice (SC)
Richmond
Rigell
Roby

Roe (TN)
Rogers (AL)
Rogers (KY)
Rohrabacher
Rokita
Rooney (FL)
Ros-Lehtinen
Roskam
Ross
Rothfus
Rouzer
Royce
Ruiz
Russell
Ryan (WI)
Salmon
Sarbanes
Scalise
Schrader
Schweikert
Scott, Austin
Scott, David
Sensenbrenner
Sessions
Sewell (AL)
Shimkus
Shuster
Simpson
Sinema
Smith (MO)
Smith (NE)
Smith (NJ)
Smith (TX)
Stefanik
Stewart
Stivers
Stutzman
Takano
Thompson (MS)
Thompson (PA)
Thornberry
Tiberi
Tipton
Trott
Turner
Upton
Valadao
Vargas
Veasey
Wagner
Walberg
Walden
Walker
Walorski
Walters, Mimi
Walz
Wasserman
Schultz
Weber (TX)
Webster (FL)
Wenstrup
Westerman
Westmoreland
Whitfield
Williams
Wilson (SC)
Wittman
Womack
Woodall
Yoder
Yoho
Young (AK)
Young (IA)
Young (IN)
Zeldin
Zinke

NOT VOTING—7
Brady (PA)
Carter (TX)
Clawson (FL)

Israel
Kaptur
Keating

Lujan Grisham
(NM)

b 1332
Ms. KELLY of Illinois, Messrs.
DONOVAN, AUSTIN SCOTT of Georgia,
CLAY,
Ms.
WASSERMAN
SCHULTZ, Messrs. BUTTERFIELD and
LAWRENCE changed their vote from
‘‘aye’’ to ‘‘no.’’
Ms. LORETTA SANCHEZ of California changed her vote from ‘‘no’’ to
‘‘aye.’’
So the amendment was rejected.
The result of the vote was announced
as above recorded.
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AMENDMENT NO. 2 OFFERED BY MR. HUFFMAN

The CHAIR. The unfinished business
is the demand for a recorded vote on
the amendment offered by the gentleman from California (Mr. HUFFMAN)
on which further proceedings were
postponed and on which the noes prevailed by voice vote.
The Clerk will redesignate the
amendment.
The Clerk redesignated the amendment.
RECORDED VOTE

The CHAIR. A recorded vote has been
demanded.
A recorded vote was ordered.
The CHAIR. This will be a 2-minute
vote.
The vote was taken by electronic device, and there were—ayes 196, noes 227,
not voting 10, as follows:
[Roll No. 460]
AYES—196
Adams
Aguilar
Bass
Beatty
Becerra
Bera
Beyer
Blum
Blumenauer
Bonamici
Boyle, Brendan
F.
Brooks (AL)
Brown (FL)
Brownley (CA)
Bustos
Butterfield
Byrne
Capps
Capuano
Cárdenas
Carney
Carson (IN)
Cartwright
Castor (FL)
Castro (TX)
Chu, Judy
Cicilline
Clark (MA)
Clarke (NY)
Clay
Cleaver
Clyburn
Cohen
Cole
Connolly
Conyers
Cooper
Courtney
Crowley
Cuellar
Cummings
Davis (CA)
Davis, Danny
DeFazio
DeGette
Delaney
DeLauro
DelBene
DeSaulnier
Deutch
Dingell
Doggett
Doyle, Michael
F.
Duckworth
Edwards
Ellison
Engel
Eshoo
Esty
Farr
Fattah
Fitzpatrick
Fortenberry
Foster
Frankel (FL)
Fudge
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Gabbard
Gallego
Gibson
Graham
Grayson
Green, Al
Green, Gene
Grijalva
Gutiérrez
Hahn
Hastings
Heck (NV)
Heck (WA)
Herrera Beutler
Higgins
Himes
Hinojosa
Honda
Hoyer
Huffman
Huizenga (MI)
Jackson Lee
Jeffries
Johnson (GA)
Johnson, E. B.
Kelly (IL)
Kennedy
Kildee
Kilmer
Kind
Kirkpatrick
Kuster
Langevin
Larsen (WA)
Larson (CT)
Lawrence
Lee
Levin
Lewis
Lieu, Ted
Lipinski
LoBiondo
Loebsack
Lofgren
Lowenthal
Lowey
Luján, Ben Ray
(NM)
Lynch
Maloney,
Carolyn
Maloney, Sean
Massie
Matsui
McCollum
McDermott
McGovern
McNerney
McSally
Meeks
Meng
Miller (MI)
Moore
Moulton
Murphy (FL)
Nadler
Napolitano
Neal

Noem
Nolan
Norcross
O’Rourke
Pallone
Pascrell
Payne
Pelosi
Perlmutter
Peters
Pingree
Pocan
Polis
Posey
Price (NC)
Quigley
Rangel
Reed
Rice (NY)
Richmond
Rokita
Roybal-Allard
Ruiz
Ruppersberger
Rush
Ryan (OH)
Sánchez, Linda
T.
Sanchez, Loretta
Sarbanes
Schakowsky
Schiff
Schrader
Scott (VA)
Serrano
Sherman
Sinema
Sires
Slaughter
Smith (NJ)
Smith (WA)
Speier
Swalwell (CA)
Takai
Takano
Thompson (CA)
Thompson (MS)
Titus
Tonko
Torres
Tsongas
Van Hollen
Vargas
Veasey
Vela
Velázquez
Visclosky
Wasserman
Schultz
Waters, Maxine
Watson Coleman
Welch
Wilson (FL)
Yarmuth
Young (AK)
Zinke

July 23, 2015
NOES—227
Abraham
Aderholt
Allen
Amash
Amodei
Ashford
Babin
Barletta
Barr
Barton
Benishek
Bilirakis
Bishop (GA)
Bishop (UT)
Black
Blackburn
Bost
Boustany
Brady (TX)
Brat
Bridenstine
Brooks (IN)
Buchanan
Buck
Bucshon
Burgess
Calvert
Carter (GA)
Chabot
Chaffetz
Coffman
Collins (GA)
Collins (NY)
Comstock
Conaway
Cook
Costa
Costello (PA)
Cramer
Crawford
Crenshaw
Culberson
Curbelo (FL)
Davis, Rodney
Denham
Dent
DeSantis
DesJarlais
Diaz-Balart
Dold
Donovan
Duffy
Duncan (SC)
Duncan (TN)
Ellmers (NC)
Emmer (MN)
Farenthold
Fincher
Fleischmann
Fleming
Flores
Forbes
Foxx
Franks (AZ)
Frelinghuysen
Garamendi
Garrett
Gibbs
Gohmert
Goodlatte
Gosar
Gowdy
Granger
Graves (GA)
Graves (LA)
Graves (MO)

Griffith
Grothman
Guinta
Guthrie
Hanna
Hardy
Harper
Harris
Hartzler
Hensarling
Hice, Jody B.
Hill
Holding
Hudson
Huelskamp
Hultgren
Hunter
Hurd (TX)
Hurt (VA)
Issa
Jenkins (KS)
Jenkins (WV)
Johnson (OH)
Johnson, Sam
Jolly
Jones
Jordan
Joyce
Katko
Kelly (MS)
Kelly (PA)
King (IA)
King (NY)
Kinzinger (IL)
Kline
Knight
Labrador
LaMalfa
Lamborn
Lance
Latta
Long
Loudermilk
Love
Lucas
Luetkemeyer
Lummis
MacArthur
Marchant
Marino
McCarthy
McCaul
McClintock
McHenry
McKinley
McMorris
Rodgers
Meadows
Meehan
Messer
Mica
Miller (FL)
Moolenaar
Mooney (WV)
Mullin
Mulvaney
Murphy (PA)
Neugebauer
Newhouse
Nugent
Nunes
Olson
Palazzo
Palmer
Paulsen
Perry

AMENDMENT NO. 3 OFFERED BY MS. DELAURO

Peterson
Pittenger
Pitts
Poe (TX)
Poliquin
Pompeo
Price, Tom
Ratcliffe
Reichert
Renacci
Ribble
Rice (SC)
Rigell
Roby
Roe (TN)
Rogers (AL)
Rogers (KY)
Rohrabacher
Rooney (FL)
Ros-Lehtinen
Roskam
Ross
Rothfus
Rouzer
Russell
Ryan (WI)
Salmon
Sanford
Scalise
Schweikert
Scott, Austin
Scott, David
Sensenbrenner
Sessions
Sewell (AL)
Shimkus
Shuster
Simpson
Smith (MO)
Smith (NE)
Smith (TX)
Stefanik
Stewart
Stivers
Stutzman
Thompson (PA)
Thornberry
Tiberi
Tipton
Trott
Turner
Upton
Valadao
Wagner
Walberg
Walden
Walker
Walorski
Walters, Mimi
Walz
Weber (TX)
Webster (FL)
Wenstrup
Westerman
Westmoreland
Whitfield
Williams
Wilson (SC)
Wittman
Womack
Woodall
Yoder
Yoho
Young (IA)
Young (IN)
Zeldin

NOT VOTING—10
Bishop (MI)
Brady (PA)
Carter (TX)
Clawson (FL)

Israel
Kaptur
Keating

Lujan Grisham
(NM)
Pearce
Royce

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE CHAIR
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The CHAIR (during the vote). There
is 1 minute remaining.
b 1338
Mr. FLEISCHMANN changed his vote
from ‘‘aye’’ to ‘‘no.’’
Mr. VEASEY changed his vote from
‘‘no’’ to ‘‘aye.’’
So the amendment was rejected.
The result of the vote was announced
as above recorded.
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The CHAIR. The unfinished business
is the demand for a recorded vote on
the amendment offered by the gentlewoman
from
Connecticut
(Ms.
DELAURO) on which further proceedings
were postponed and on which the noes
prevailed by voice vote.
The Clerk will redesignate the
amendment.
The Clerk redesignated the amendment.
RECORDED VOTE

The CHAIR. A recorded vote has been
demanded.
A recorded vote was ordered.
The CHAIR. This is a 2-minute vote.
The vote was taken by electronic device, and there were—ayes 163, noes 262,
not voting 8, as follows:
[Roll No. 461]
AYES—163
Adams
Aguilar
Ashford
Bass
Beatty
Becerra
Beyer
Blumenauer
Bonamici
Boyle, Brendan
F.
Brooks (AL)
Brown (FL)
Brownley (CA)
Bustos
Capps
Capuano
Cárdenas
Carney
Carson (IN)
Cartwright
Castro (TX)
Chu, Judy
Cicilline
Clark (MA)
Clarke (NY)
Clay
Cleaver
Cohen
Connolly
Conyers
Costa
Courtney
Cummings
Davis (CA)
Davis, Danny
DeFazio
DeGette
Delaney
DeLauro
DelBene
DeSaulnier
Dingell
Doggett
Doyle, Michael
F.
Duckworth
Edwards
Ellison
Engel
Eshoo
Esty
Farr
Fattah
Fudge
Gabbard

Gallego
Garamendi
Gibson
Grayson
Green, Al
Green, Gene
Grijalva
Gutiérrez
Hahn
Heck (WA)
Higgins
Himes
Honda
Hoyer
Huffman
Huizenga (MI)
Jackson Lee
Jeffries
Johnson (GA)
Johnson, E. B.
Kelly (IL)
Kennedy
Kildee
Kilmer
Kind
Kuster
Langevin
Larsen (WA)
Larson (CT)
Lawrence
Lee
Levin
Lewis
Lieu, Ted
Lipinski
LoBiondo
Loebsack
Loudermilk
Lowenthal
Lowey
Luján, Ben Ray
(NM)
Lynch
Maloney,
Carolyn
Maloney, Sean
Matsui
McCollum
McDermott
McGovern
McNerney
Meeks
Meng
Moore
Moulton
Nadler

Abraham
Aderholt
Allen
Amash
Amodei
Babin
Barletta
Barr
Barton
Benishek
Bera
Bilirakis

Bishop (GA)
Bishop (MI)
Bishop (UT)
Black
Blackburn
Blum
Bost
Boustany
Brady (TX)
Brat
Bridenstine
Brooks (IN)

Napolitano
Neal
Nolan
Norcross
O’Rourke
Pallone
Pascrell
Payne
Pelosi
Perlmutter
Peterson
Pingree
Pocan
Poliquin
Polis
Quigley
Rangel
Rice (NY)
Rohrabacher
Roybal-Allard
Ruiz
Ruppersberger
Rush
Ryan (OH)
Sánchez, Linda
T.
Sanchez, Loretta
Sanford
Sarbanes
Schakowsky
Schiff
Scott (VA)
Serrano
Sherman
Sires
Slaughter
Smith (NJ)
Smith (WA)
Speier
Swalwell (CA)
Takai
Thompson (CA)
Titus
Tonko
Torres
Tsongas
Van Hollen
Vargas
Velázquez
Visclosky
Waters, Maxine
Watson Coleman
Welch
Wilson (FL)
Yarmuth
Zeldin

NOES—262
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Buchanan
Buck
Bucshon
Burgess
Butterfield
Byrne
Calvert
Carter (GA)
Castor (FL)
Chabot
Chaffetz
Clyburn

Coffman
Cole
Collins (GA)
Collins (NY)
Comstock
Conaway
Cook
Cooper
Costello (PA)
Cramer
Crawford
Crenshaw
Crowley
Cuellar
Culberson
Curbelo (FL)
Davis, Rodney
Denham
Dent
DeSantis
DesJarlais
Deutch
Diaz-Balart
Dold
Donovan
Duffy
Duncan (SC)
Duncan (TN)
Ellmers (NC)
Emmer (MN)
Farenthold
Fincher
Fitzpatrick
Fleischmann
Fleming
Flores
Forbes
Fortenberry
Foster
Foxx
Frankel (FL)
Franks (AZ)
Frelinghuysen
Garrett
Gibbs
Gohmert
Goodlatte
Gosar
Gowdy
Graham
Granger
Graves (GA)
Graves (LA)
Graves (MO)
Griffith
Grothman
Guinta
Guthrie
Hanna
Hardy
Harper
Harris
Hartzler
Hastings
Heck (NV)
Hensarling
Herrera Beutler
Hice, Jody B.
Hill
Hinojosa
Holding
Hudson
Huelskamp
Hultgren
Hunter
Hurd (TX)

Hurt (VA)
Issa
Jenkins (KS)
Jenkins (WV)
Johnson (OH)
Johnson, Sam
Jolly
Jones
Jordan
Joyce
Katko
Kelly (MS)
Kelly (PA)
King (IA)
King (NY)
Kinzinger (IL)
Kirkpatrick
Kline
Knight
Labrador
LaMalfa
Lamborn
Lance
Latta
Lofgren
Long
Love
Lucas
Luetkemeyer
Lummis
MacArthur
Marchant
Marino
Massie
McCarthy
McCaul
McClintock
McHenry
McKinley
McMorris
Rodgers
McSally
Meadows
Meehan
Messer
Mica
Miller (FL)
Miller (MI)
Moolenaar
Mooney (WV)
Mullin
Mulvaney
Murphy (FL)
Murphy (PA)
Neugebauer
Newhouse
Noem
Nugent
Nunes
Olson
Palazzo
Palmer
Paulsen
Perry
Peters
Pittenger
Pitts
Poe (TX)
Pompeo
Posey
Price (NC)
Price, Tom
Ratcliffe
Reed
Reichert
Renacci

Ribble
Rice (SC)
Richmond
Rigell
Roby
Roe (TN)
Rogers (AL)
Rogers (KY)
Rokita
Rooney (FL)
Ros-Lehtinen
Roskam
Ross
Rothfus
Rouzer
Royce
Russell
Ryan (WI)
Salmon
Scalise
Schrader
Schweikert
Scott, Austin
Scott, David
Sensenbrenner
Sessions
Sewell (AL)
Shimkus
Shuster
Simpson
Sinema
Smith (MO)
Smith (NE)
Smith (TX)
Stefanik
Stewart
Stivers
Stutzman
Takano
Thompson (MS)
Thompson (PA)
Thornberry
Tiberi
Tipton
Trott
Turner
Upton
Valadao
Veasey
Vela
Wagner
Walberg
Walden
Walker
Walorski
Walters, Mimi
Walz
Wasserman
Schultz
Weber (TX)
Webster (FL)
Wenstrup
Westerman
Westmoreland
Whitfield
Williams
Wilson (SC)
Wittman
Womack
Woodall
Yoder
Yoho
Young (AK)
Young (IA)
Young (IN)
Zinke

NOT VOTING—8
Brady (PA)
Carter (TX)
Clawson (FL)

Israel
Kaptur
Keating

Lujan Grisham
(NM)
Pearce

b 1342
So the amendment was rejected.
The result of the vote was announced
as above recorded.
The CHAIR. The question is on the
amendment in the nature of a substitute.
The amendment was agreed to.
The CHAIR. Under the rule, the Committee rises.
Accordingly, the Committee rose;
and the Speaker pro tempore (Mr.
WOMACK) having assumed the chair,
Mr. SIMPSON, Chair of the Committee
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of the Whole House on the state of the
Union, reported that that Committee,
having had under consideration the bill
(H.R. 1599) to amend the Federal Food,
Drug, and Cosmetic Act with respect to
food produced from, containing, or consisting of a bioengineered organism,
the labeling of natural foods, and for
other purposes, and, pursuant to House
Resolution 369, he reported the bill
back to the House with an amendment
adopted in the Committee of the
Whole.
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under
the rule, the previous question is ordered.
Is a separate vote demanded on any
amendment to the amendment reported from the Committee of the
Whole?
If not, the question is on the amendment in the nature of a substitute.
The amendment was agreed to.
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the engrossment and
third reading of the bill.
The bill was ordered to be engrossed
and read a third time, and was read the
third time.
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the passage of the bill.
The question was taken; and the
Speaker pro tempore announced that
the ayes appeared to have it.
RECORDED VOTE

Mr. PALLONE. Mr. Speaker, I demand a recorded vote.
A recorded vote was ordered.
The SPEAKER pro tempore. This is a
5-minute vote.
The vote was taken by electronic device, and there were—ayes 275, noes 150,
not voting 8, as follows:
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[Roll No. 462]
AYES—275
Abraham
Adams
Aderholt
Allen
Amodei
Ashford
Babin
Barletta
Barr
Barton
Benishek
Bera
Bilirakis
Bishop (GA)
Bishop (MI)
Black
Blackburn
Blum
Bost
Boustany
Brady (TX)
Brat
Bridenstine
Brooks (AL)
Brooks (IN)
Brown (FL)
Buck
Bucshon
Burgess
Bustos
Butterfield
Byrne
Calvert
Carney
Carter (GA)
Castor (FL)
Chabot
Chaffetz
Clay
Cleaver
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Clyburn
Coffman
Cole
Collins (GA)
Collins (NY)
Comstock
Conaway
Cook
Cooper
Costa
Costello (PA)
Cramer
Crawford
Crenshaw
Cuellar
Culberson
Curbelo (FL)
Davis, Danny
Davis, Rodney
Denham
Dent
DeSantis
DesJarlais
Diaz-Balart
Dold
Donovan
Duckworth
Duffy
Duncan (SC)
Ellmers (NC)
Emmer (MN)
Farenthold
Fincher
Fitzpatrick
Fleischmann
Fleming
Flores
Forbes
Fortenberry
Foster

04:11 Jul 24, 2015

Foxx
Frelinghuysen
Fudge
Garamendi
Garrett
Gibbs
Gohmert
Goodlatte
Gosar
Gowdy
Graham
Granger
Graves (GA)
Graves (LA)
Graves (MO)
Green, Al
Green, Gene
Griffith
Grothman
Guinta
Guthrie
Hanna
Hardy
Harper
Harris
Hartzler
Hastings
Heck (NV)
Hensarling
Herrera Beutler
Hice, Jody B.
Hill
Hinojosa
Holding
Hudson
Huelskamp
Huizenga (MI)
Hultgren
Hunter
Hurd (TX)
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Hurt (VA)
Issa
Jackson Lee
Jenkins (KS)
Jenkins (WV)
Johnson (OH)
Johnson, E. B.
Johnson, Sam
Jolly
Jones
Jordan
Joyce
Katko
Kelly (IL)
Kelly (MS)
Kelly (PA)
King (IA)
King (NY)
Kinzinger (IL)
Kirkpatrick
Kline
Knight
Labrador
LaMalfa
Lamborn
Latta
Lawrence
Lipinski
LoBiondo
Loebsack
Long
Loudermilk
Love
Lucas
Luetkemeyer
Lummis
MacArthur
Marchant
Marino
McCarthy
McCaul
McClintock
McCollum
McHenry
McKinley
McMorris
Rodgers
McSally
Meadows
Meehan
Messer
Mica

Miller (FL)
Miller (MI)
Moolenaar
Mooney (WV)
Mullin
Mulvaney
Murphy (PA)
Neugebauer
Newhouse
Noem
Norcross
Nugent
Nunes
Olson
Palazzo
Palmer
Pascrell
Paulsen
Pearce
Perry
Peterson
Pittenger
Pitts
Poe (TX)
Pompeo
Price, Tom
Ratcliffe
Reed
Reichert
Renacci
Ribble
Rice (SC)
Richmond
Rigell
Roby
Roe (TN)
Rogers (AL)
Rogers (KY)
Rohrabacher
Rokita
Rooney (FL)
Ros-Lehtinen
Roskam
Ross
Rothfus
Rouzer
Royce
Ruppersberger
Russell
Ryan (WI)
Salmon
Scalise

Aguilar
Amash
Bass
Beatty
Becerra
Beyer
Blumenauer
Bonamici
Boyle, Brendan
F.
Brownley (CA)
Buchanan
Capps
Capuano
Cárdenas
Carson (IN)
Cartwright
Castro (TX)
Chu, Judy
Cicilline
Clark (MA)
Clarke (NY)
Cohen
Connolly
Conyers
Courtney
Crowley
Cummings
Davis (CA)
DeFazio
DeGette
Delaney
DeLauro
DelBene
DeSaulnier
Deutch
Dingell
Doggett
Doyle, Michael
F.
Duncan (TN)
Edwards
Ellison
Engel
Eshoo

Esty
Farr
Fattah
Frankel (FL)
Franks (AZ)
Gabbard
Gallego
Gibson
Grayson
Grijalva
Gutiérrez
Hahn
Heck (WA)
Higgins
Himes
Honda
Hoyer
Huffman
Jeffries
Johnson (GA)
Kennedy
Kildee
Kilmer
Kind
Kuster
Lance
Langevin
Larsen (WA)
Larson (CT)
Lee
Levin
Lewis
Lieu, Ted
Lofgren
Lowenthal
Lowey
Luján, Ben Ray
(NM)
Lynch
Maloney,
Carolyn
Maloney, Sean
Massie
Matsui
McDermott

Schrader
Schweikert
Scott, Austin
Scott, David
Sensenbrenner
Sessions
Sewell (AL)
Shimkus
Shuster
Simpson
Sinema
Smith (MO)
Smith (NE)
Smith (TX)
Stefanik
Stewart
Stivers
Stutzman
Thompson (MS)
Thompson (PA)
Thornberry
Tiberi
Tipton
Trott
Turner
Upton
Valadao
Veasey
Wagner
Walberg
Walden
Walker
Walorski
Walters, Mimi
Walz
Weber (TX)
Webster (FL)
Wenstrup
Westerman
Westmoreland
Whitfield
Williams
Wilson (SC)
Wittman
Womack
Woodall
Yoder
Yoho
Young (AK)
Young (IA)
Young (IN)
Zinke

NOES—150
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McGovern
McNerney
Meeks
Meng
Moore
Moulton
Murphy (FL)
Nadler
Napolitano
Neal
Nolan
O’Rourke
Pallone
Payne
Pelosi
Perlmutter
Peters
Pingree
Pocan
Poliquin
Polis
Posey
Price (NC)
Quigley
Rangel
Rice (NY)
Roybal-Allard
Ruiz
Rush
Ryan (OH)
Sánchez, Linda
T.
Sanchez, Loretta
Sanford
Sarbanes
Schakowsky
Schiff
Scott (VA)
Serrano
Sherman
Sires
Slaughter
Smith (NJ)
Smith (WA)
Speier

Swalwell (CA)
Takai
Takano
Thompson (CA)
Titus
Tonko
Torres
Tsongas

Van Hollen
Vargas
Vela
Velázquez
Visclosky
Wasserman
Schultz
Waters, Maxine

Watson Coleman
Welch
Wilson (FL)
Yarmuth
Zeldin

NOT VOTING—8
Bishop (UT)
Brady (PA)
Carter (TX)

Clawson (FL)
Israel
Kaptur

Keating
Lujan Grisham
(NM)

b 1350
So the bill was passed.
The result of the vote was announced
as above recorded.
A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.
AMENDMENT OFFERED BY MR. POLIS

Mr. POLIS. Mr. Speaker, I have an
amendment at the desk to change the
title of the bill to the ‘‘Deny Americans the Right to Know Act.’’
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Clerk will report the amendment.
The Clerk read as follows:
Mr. Polis moves to amend the title of H.R.
1599 to read as follows: ‘‘A bill to enact the
‘Deny Americans the Right to Know Act’ or
the ‘DARK Act’.’’.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under
clause 6 of rule XVI, the amendment is
not debatable.
The question is on the amendment.
The question was taken; and the
Speaker pro tempore announced that
the noes appeared to have it.
Mr. POLIS. Mr. Speaker, on that I
demand the yeas and nays.
The yeas and nays were ordered.
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursuant to clause 8 of rule XX, this 15minute vote on the amendment to the
title will be followed by a 5-minute
vote on adoption of House Resolution
370.
The vote was taken by electronic device, and there were—yeas 87, nays 337,
not voting 9, as follows:
[Roll No. 463]
YEAS—87
Aguilar
Bass
Becerra
Blumenauer
Bonamici
Boyle, Brendan
F.
Capps
Cárdenas
Carson (IN)
Cartwright
Chu, Judy
Cicilline
Clark (MA)
Clarke (NY)
Clay
Connolly
Conyers
Cummings
DeFazio
DeGette
Delaney
DeLauro
DeSaulnier
Deutch
Edwards
Ellison
Fattah
Gabbard
Gallego

Grayson
Grijalva
Gutiérrez
Hahn
Higgins
Honda
Huffman
Johnson (GA)
Johnson, E. B.
Kennedy
Kuster
Lee
Levin
Lewis
Lieu, Ted
Lofgren
Lowenthal
Maloney,
Carolyn
Massie
McDermott
McGovern
McNerney
Meng
Moore
Moulton
Murphy (FL)
Nadler
Nolan
O’Rourke

Abraham
Adams

Aderholt
Allen

Payne
Pelosi
Perlmutter
Pingree
Polis
Rangel
Rice (NY)
Roybal-Allard
Ryan (OH)
Sánchez, Linda
T.
Sanchez, Loretta
Schiff
Serrano
Sherman
Slaughter
Smith (WA)
Speier
Swalwell (CA)
Takai
Titus
Tonko
Torres
Tsongas
Van Hollen
Velázquez
Visclosky
Waters, Maxine
Watson Coleman
Welch

NAYS—337
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Amash
Amodei
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Ashford
Babin
Barletta
Barr
Barton
Beatty
Benishek
Bera
Beyer
Bilirakis
Bishop (GA)
Bishop (MI)
Bishop (UT)
Black
Blackburn
Blum
Bost
Boustany
Brady (TX)
Brat
Bridenstine
Brooks (AL)
Brooks (IN)
Brown (FL)
Brownley (CA)
Buchanan
Buck
Bucshon
Burgess
Bustos
Butterfield
Byrne
Calvert
Capuano
Carney
Carter (GA)
Castor (FL)
Castro (TX)
Chabot
Chaffetz
Cleaver
Clyburn
Coffman
Cohen
Cole
Collins (GA)
Collins (NY)
Comstock
Conaway
Cook
Cooper
Costa
Costello (PA)
Courtney
Cramer
Crawford
Crenshaw
Crowley
Cuellar
Culberson
Curbelo (FL)
Davis (CA)
Davis, Danny
Davis, Rodney
DelBene
Denham
Dent
DeSantis
DesJarlais
Diaz-Balart
Dingell
Doggett
Dold
Donovan
Doyle, Michael
F.
Duckworth
Duffy
Duncan (SC)
Duncan (TN)
Ellmers (NC)
Emmer (MN)
Engel
Eshoo
Esty
Farenthold
Farr
Fincher
Fitzpatrick
Fleischmann
Fleming
Flores
Forbes
Fortenberry
Foster
Foxx
Frankel (FL)
Franks (AZ)
Frelinghuysen
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Fudge
Garamendi
Garrett
Gibbs
Gibson
Gohmert
Goodlatte
Gosar
Gowdy
Graham
Granger
Graves (GA)
Graves (LA)
Graves (MO)
Green, Al
Green, Gene
Griffith
Grothman
Guinta
Guthrie
Hanna
Hardy
Harper
Harris
Hartzler
Hastings
Heck (NV)
Heck (WA)
Hensarling
Herrera Beutler
Hice, Jody B.
Hill
Himes
Hinojosa
Holding
Hoyer
Hudson
Huelskamp
Huizenga (MI)
Hultgren
Hunter
Hurd (TX)
Hurt (VA)
Issa
Jackson Lee
Jeffries
Jenkins (KS)
Jenkins (WV)
Johnson (OH)
Johnson, Sam
Jolly
Jones
Jordan
Joyce
Katko
Kelly (IL)
Kelly (MS)
Kelly (PA)
Kildee
Kilmer
Kind
King (IA)
King (NY)
Kinzinger (IL)
Kirkpatrick
Kline
Knight
Labrador
LaMalfa
Lamborn
Lance
Langevin
Larsen (WA)
Larson (CT)
Latta
Lawrence
Lipinski
LoBiondo
Loebsack
Long
Loudermilk
Love
Lowey
Lucas
Luetkemeyer
Luján, Ben Ray
(NM)
Lummis
MacArthur
Maloney, Sean
Marchant
Marino
Matsui
McCarthy
McCaul
McClintock
McCollum
McHenry
McKinley
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McMorris
Rodgers
McSally
Meadows
Meehan
Meeks
Messer
Mica
Miller (FL)
Miller (MI)
Moolenaar
Mooney (WV)
Mullin
Mulvaney
Murphy (PA)
Napolitano
Neal
Neugebauer
Newhouse
Noem
Norcross
Nugent
Nunes
Olson
Palazzo
Pallone
Palmer
Pascrell
Paulsen
Pearce
Perry
Peters
Peterson
Pittenger
Pitts
Pocan
Poe (TX)
Poliquin
Pompeo
Posey
Price (NC)
Price, Tom
Quigley
Ratcliffe
Reed
Reichert
Renacci
Ribble
Rice (SC)
Richmond
Rigell
Roby
Roe (TN)
Rogers (AL)
Rogers (KY)
Rohrabacher
Rokita
Rooney (FL)
Ros-Lehtinen
Roskam
Ross
Rothfus
Rouzer
Royce
Ruiz
Ruppersberger
Rush
Russell
Ryan (WI)
Salmon
Sanford
Sarbanes
Scalise
Schakowsky
Schrader
Schweikert
Scott (VA)
Scott, Austin
Scott, David
Sensenbrenner
Sessions
Sewell (AL)
Shimkus
Shuster
Simpson
Sinema
Sires
Smith (MO)
Smith (NE)
Smith (NJ)
Smith (TX)
Stefanik
Stewart
Stivers
Stutzman
Takano
Thompson (CA)
Thompson (MS)
Thompson (PA)
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Thornberry
Tiberi
Tipton
Trott
Turner
Upton
Valadao
Vargas
Veasey
Vela
Wagner
Walberg
Walden

Walker
Walorski
Walters, Mimi
Walz
Wasserman
Schultz
Weber (TX)
Webster (FL)
Wenstrup
Westerman
Westmoreland
Whitfield
Williams

Wilson (FL)
Wilson (SC)
Wittman
Womack
Yarmuth
Yoder
Yoho
Young (AK)
Young (IA)
Young (IN)
Zeldin
Zinke

NOT VOTING—9
Brady (PA)
Carter (TX)
Clawson (FL)
Israel

Kaptur
Keating
Lujan Grisham
(NM)

Lynch
Woodall

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER PRO TEMPORE

The SPEAKER pro tempore (during
the vote). There are 2 minutes remaining.
b 1407
Mr. RUIZ and Ms. WASSERMAN
SCHULTZ changed their vote from
‘‘yea’’ to ‘‘nay.’’
So the amendment was rejected.
The result of the vote was announced
as above recorded.
A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.
f

PROVIDING FOR CONSIDERATION
OF H.R. 3009, ENFORCE THE LAW
FOR SANCTUARY CITIES ACT
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The unfinished business is the vote on adoption of the resolution (H. Res. 370) providing for consideration of the bill
(H.R. 3009) to amend section 241(i) of
the Immigration and Nationality Act
to deny assistance under such section
to a State or political subdivision of a
State that prohibits its officials from
taking certain actions with respect to
immigration, on which the yeas and
nays were ordered.
The Clerk read the title of the resolution.
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the resolution.
This is a 5-minute vote.
The vote was taken by electronic device, and there were—yeas 243, nays
174, not voting 16, as follows:
[Roll No. 464]
YEAS—243
Abraham
Aderholt
Allen
Amash
Amodei
Babin
Barletta
Barr
Barton
Benishek
Bilirakis
Bishop (MI)
Bishop (UT)
Black
Blackburn
Blum
Bost
Boustany
Brady (TX)
Brat
Bridenstine
Brooks (AL)
Brooks (IN)
Buchanan
Buck
Bucshon
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Burgess
Byrne
Calvert
Carter (GA)
Chabot
Chaffetz
Coffman
Cole
Collins (GA)
Collins (NY)
Comstock
Conaway
Cook
Costello (PA)
Cramer
Crawford
Crenshaw
Culberson
Curbelo (FL)
Davis, Rodney
Denham
Dent
DeSantis
DesJarlais
Diaz-Balart
Dold
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Donovan
Duffy
Duncan (SC)
Duncan (TN)
Ellmers (NC)
Emmer (MN)
Farenthold
Fincher
Fitzpatrick
Fleischmann
Fleming
Flores
Forbes
Fortenberry
Foxx
Franks (AZ)
Frelinghuysen
Garrett
Gibbs
Gibson
Gohmert
Goodlatte
Gosar
Gowdy
Granger
Graves (GA)

Graves (LA)
Graves (MO)
Griffith
Grothman
Guinta
Guthrie
Hanna
Hardy
Harper
Harris
Hartzler
Heck (NV)
Hensarling
Herrera Beutler
Hice, Jody B.
Hill
Holding
Hudson
Huelskamp
Huizenga (MI)
Hultgren
Hunter
Hurd (TX)
Hurt (VA)
Issa
Jenkins (KS)
Jenkins (WV)
Johnson (OH)
Johnson, Sam
Jolly
Jones
Jordan
Joyce
Katko
Kelly (MS)
Kelly (PA)
King (IA)
King (NY)
Kinzinger (IL)
Kline
Knight
Labrador
LaMalfa
Lamborn
Lance
Latta
LoBiondo
Long
Loudermilk
Love
Lucas
Luetkemeyer
Lummis
MacArthur
Marchant
Marino

Massie
McCarthy
McCaul
McClintock
McHenry
McKinley
McMorris
Rodgers
McSally
Meadows
Meehan
Messer
Mica
Miller (FL)
Miller (MI)
Moolenaar
Mooney (WV)
Mullin
Mulvaney
Murphy (PA)
Neugebauer
Newhouse
Noem
Nugent
Nunes
Olson
Palazzo
Palmer
Paulsen
Pearce
Perry
Pittenger
Pitts
Poe (TX)
Poliquin
Pompeo
Posey
Price, Tom
Ratcliffe
Reed
Reichert
Renacci
Ribble
Rice (SC)
Rigell
Roby
Roe (TN)
Rogers (AL)
Rogers (KY)
Rohrabacher
Rokita
Rooney (FL)
Ros-Lehtinen
Roskam
Ross
Rothfus

Adams
Aguilar
Ashford
Bass
Beatty
Becerra
Bera
Beyer
Bishop (GA)
Blumenauer
Bonamici
Boyle, Brendan
F.
Brown (FL)
Brownley (CA)
Bustos
Butterfield
Capps
Capuano
Cárdenas
Carney
Carson (IN)
Cartwright
Castor (FL)
Castro (TX)
Chu, Judy
Cicilline
Clark (MA)
Clarke (NY)
Clay
Cleaver
Clyburn
Cohen
Connolly
Conyers
Cooper
Costa
Courtney
Crowley
Cuellar
Cummings

Davis (CA)
Davis, Danny
DeFazio
DeGette
Delaney
DeLauro
DelBene
DeSaulnier
Deutch
Dingell
Doyle, Michael
F.
Duckworth
Edwards
Ellison
Engel
Eshoo
Esty
Farr
Fattah
Foster
Frankel (FL)
Fudge
Gabbard
Gallego
Garamendi
Graham
Grayson
Green, Al
Grijalva
Gutiérrez
Hahn
Hastings
Heck (WA)
Higgins
Himes
Honda
Hoyer
Huffman
Jackson Lee
Jeffries

Rouzer
Royce
Russell
Ryan (WI)
Salmon
Sanford
Scalise
Schweikert
Scott, Austin
Sensenbrenner
Sessions
Shimkus
Shuster
Simpson
Smith (MO)
Smith (NE)
Smith (NJ)
Smith (TX)
Stefanik
Stewart
Stivers
Stutzman
Thompson (PA)
Thornberry
Tiberi
Tipton
Trott
Turner
Upton
Valadao
Wagner
Walberg
Walden
Walker
Walorski
Walters, Mimi
Weber (TX)
Webster (FL)
Wenstrup
Westerman
Westmoreland
Whitfield
Williams
Wilson (SC)
Wittman
Womack
Woodall
Yoder
Yoho
Young (AK)
Young (IA)
Young (IN)
Zeldin
Zinke

NAYS—174
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Johnson (GA)
Johnson, E. B.
Kelly (IL)
Kennedy
Kildee
Kilmer
Kind
Kirkpatrick
Kuster
Langevin
Larsen (WA)
Larson (CT)
Lawrence
Lee
Levin
Lewis
Lieu, Ted
Lipinski
Loebsack
Lofgren
Lowenthal
Lowey
Luján, Ben Ray
(NM)
Maloney,
Carolyn
Maloney, Sean
Matsui
McCollum
McDermott
McGovern
Meeks
Meng
Moore
Moulton
Murphy (FL)
Nadler
Napolitano
Neal
Nolan
Norcross

H5440
O’Rourke
Pallone
Pascrell
Payne
Pelosi
Perlmutter
Peters
Peterson
Pingree
Pocan
Polis
Price (NC)
Rangel
Rice (NY)
Richmond
Roybal-Allard
Ruiz
Ruppersberger
Rush

Takano
Thompson (CA)
Thompson (MS)
Titus
Tonko
Torres
Tsongas
Van Hollen
Vargas
Veasey
Velázquez
Visclosky
Walz
Wasserman
Schultz
Waters, Maxine
Watson Coleman
Welch
Yarmuth

NOT VOTING—16
Brady (PA)
Carter (TX)
Clawson (FL)
Doggett
Green, Gene
Hinojosa

Israel
Kaptur
Keating
Lujan Grisham
(NM)
Lynch

McNerney
Quigley
Sires
Vela
Wilson (FL)

b 1416
So the resolution was agreed to.
The result of the vote was announced
as above recorded.
A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.
Stated against:
Mr. GENE GREEN of Texas. Mr. Speaker,
on rollcall No. 464, had I been present, I
would have voted ‘‘no.’’
f

ENFORCE THE LAW FOR
SANCTUARY CITIES ACT
Mr. GOODLATTE. Madam Speaker,
pursuant to House Resolution 370, I
call up the bill (H.R. 3009) to amend
section 241(i) of the Immigration and
Nationality Act to deny assistance
under such section to a State or political subdivision of a State that prohibits its officials from taking certain
actions with respect to immigration,
and ask for its immediate consideration.
The Clerk read the title of the bill.
The SPEAKER pro tempore (Ms.
FOXX). Pursuant to House Resolution
370, the bill is considered read.
The text of the bill is as follows:
H.R. 3009
Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of America in
Congress assembled,
SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE.

This Act may be cited as the ‘‘Enforce the
Law for Sanctuary Cities Act’’.

smartinez on DSK4TPTVN1PROD with HOUSE

SEC. 2. ELIGIBILITY REQUIREMENTS FOR STATE
CRIMINAL ALIEN ASSISTANCE PROGRAM (SCAAP) FUNDING.

Section 241(i) of the Immigration and Nationality Act (8 U.S.C. 1231(i)) is amended by
adding at the end the following:
‘‘(7) A State (or a political subdivision of a
State) shall not be eligible to enter into a
contractual arrangement under paragraph (1)
if the State (or political subdivision)—
‘‘(A) has in effect any law, policy, or procedure in contravention of subsection (a) or (b)
of section 642 of the Illegal Immigration Reform and Immigrant Responsibility Act of
1996 (8 U.S.C. 1373); or
‘‘(B) prohibits State or local law enforcement officials from gathering information
regarding the citizenship or immigration
status, lawful or unlawful, of any individual.’’.
SEC. 3. LIMITATION ON DOJ GRANT PROGRAMS.

(a) COPS.—In the case of a State or unit of
local government that received a grant
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Ryan (OH)
Sánchez, Linda
T.
Sanchez, Loretta
Sarbanes
Schakowsky
Schiff
Schrader
Scott (VA)
Scott, David
Serrano
Sewell (AL)
Sherman
Sinema
Slaughter
Smith (WA)
Speier
Swalwell (CA)
Takai
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award under part Q of title I of the Omnibus
Crime Control and Safe Streets Act of 1968
(42 U.S.C. 3796dd et seq.), if, during a fiscal
year, that State or local government is a
State or local government described in subsection (c), the Attorney General shall withhold all of the amount that would otherwise
be awarded to that State or unit of local government for the following fiscal year.
(b) BYRNE-JAG.—In the case of a State or
unit of local government that received a
grant award under subpart 1 of part E of title
I of the Omnibus Crime Control and Safe
Streets Act of 1968 (42 U.S.C. 3750 et seq.), if,
during a fiscal year, that State or unit of
local government is described in subsection
(c), the Attorney General shall withhold all
of the amount that would otherwise be
awarded to that State or unit of local government for the following fiscal year.
(c) STATES AND LOCAL GOVERNMENTS DESCRIBED.—A State or unit of local government described in this subsection is any
State or local government that—
(1) has in effect any law, policy, or procedure in contravention of subsection (a) or (b)
of section 642 of the Illegal Immigration Reform and Immigrant Responsibility Act of
1996 (8 U.S.C. 1373); or
(2) prohibits State or local law enforcement officials from gathering information
regarding the citizenship or immigration
status, lawful or unlawful, of any individual.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Virginia (Mr. GOODLATTE)
and the gentleman from Michigan (Mr.
CONYERS) each will control 30 minutes.
The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Virginia.
GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. GOODLATTE. Madam Speaker, I
ask unanimous consent that all Members may have 5 legislative days in
which to revise and extend their remarks and to include extraneous materials on H.R. 3009, currently under consideration.
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gentleman from Virginia?
There was no objection.
Mr. GOODLATTE. Madam Speaker, I
yield myself such time as I may consume.
I support H.R. 3009, the Enforce the
Law for Sanctuary Cities Act, and
commend Representative HUNTER for
introducing this legislation. It helps to
address one of the main factors contributing to the collapse of immigration enforcement in the United States,
‘‘sanctuary cities’’ that prohibit their
law enforcement officers from sharing
information with Federal immigration
authorities to enable the removal of
unlawful and criminal aliens.
Nearly 20 years ago, Congress realized that sanctuary cities were impeding the Federal Government from enforcing our immigration laws and jeopardizing the safety of our residents, immigrant and native-born alike.
Legislation cowritten by former
chairman of the Judiciary Committee,
LAMAR SMITH, prohibited States and localities from becoming sanctuaries for
unlawful aliens.
The Illegal Immigration Reform and
Immigrant Responsibility Act of 1996
ensures that jurisdictions cannot prohibit or restrict government officials
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from sending to or receiving from Federal immigration authorities information regarding the immigration status
of any person.
Unfortunately, despite the proliferation of sanctuary jurisdictions, the
Justice Department has never initiated
a prosecution for violation of the 1996
act. If the administration won’t act,
Congress must, and that is what Mr.
HUNTER’s bill does.
It withholds key Federal law enforcement grants from sanctuary jurisdictions that violate the 1996 act. Enactment of Representative HUNTER’s legislation will help persuade sanctuary jurisdictions to simply abide by current
Federal law and, in doing so, advance
public safety.
Representative HUNTER’s bill is an
important first step, but there is much
more we will need to do to rebuild immigration enforcement in the United
States. Once jurisdictions notify DHS
of arrested unlawful and criminal
aliens, it is crucial that they hold
these aliens for transfer so that DHS
can launch removal proceedings.
The Center for Immigration Studies
has revealed that, in the first 8 months
of 2014, sanctuary cities refused to
comply with DHS detainers for 8,145
aliens. After releasing these aliens, in
only an 8-month period, 1,867 were arrested again for a criminal offense.
Most recently, San Francisco’s refusal
to honor a DHS detainer resulted in
the tragic death of Kathryn Steinle.
This is why it is so important that
jurisdictions honor DHS detainers. In
fact, just this morning, we held a hearing in the Judiciary Committee where
a representative from the Steinle family testified.
The conclusion of the witnesses was
that we need to make crystal clear
that compliance with ICE detainers is
mandatory; yet this administration
openly proclaims that detainers can be
ignored and has chosen to dramatically
scale back their issuance.
This administration has chosen to
create enforcement-free zones for millions of unlawful and criminal aliens.
It has turned the U.S. into a sanctuary
Nation. That is the current reality.
Despite DHS’ pledge to prioritize the
removal of serious criminal aliens, in
the last year, the number of administrative arrests by criminal aliens has
fallen by a third. U.S. Immigration and
Customs Enforcement continues to release thousands of criminal aliens onto
our streets, 30,558 in 2014, of which another 1,423 have already been convicted
of new crimes.
There are almost 180,000 convicted
criminal aliens currently in removal
proceedings living in our neighborhoods and almost 170,000 convicted
aliens who have been ordered removed
from the country also still living free
and causing crimes on our streets.
Under the Obama administration, the
total number of convicted criminal
aliens who are not being detained has
jumped 28 percent since 2012 to a total
of nearly 350,000.
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We must prevent this or any other
administration from being able to turn
off the switch on immigration enforcement. Representative GOWDY, chairman of the Immigration and Border Security Subcommittee, has offered us a
way forward to ensure enforcement of
our immigration laws, despite the purposeful inaction of any administration.
His legislation, the Michael Davis,
Jr. and Danny Oliver in Honor of State
and Local Law Enforcement Act, allows States and localities to enact and
enforce immigration laws of their own,
as long as they are consistent with
Federal
law.
Jurisdictions
could
proactively take responsibility for protecting their communities and ensuring the integrity of our immigration
system.
Today, we are making an important
down payment on protecting our constituents, and I appreciate the majority leader’s commitment to me that we
will take additional action to ensure
compliance with our immigration laws
in the future.
I urge my colleagues to support H.R.
3009, the Enforce the Law for Sanctuary Cities Act, and I reserve the balance of my time.
Mr. CONYERS. Madam Speaker, I
yield myself such time as I may consume.
I rise in strong opposition to H.R.
3009, the Enforce the Law for Sanctuary Cities Act.
This thoroughly flawed measure is a
blatant attempt by most of the majority to insert its anti-immigrant status
agenda into local policing initiatives.
It does this by prohibiting State and
local governments from receiving critical criminal justice funds if they have
policies that prioritize public safety
and community policing over Federal
immigration enforcement.
The bill absolutely makes no sense
because, rather than improving public
safety, it will achieve the complete opposite; and that is not just my conclusion. Law enforcement agencies from
across the United States and numerous
organizations—such as the Major County Sheriffs Association, the Fraternal
Order of Police, the Law Enforcement
Immigration Task Force, the United
States Conference of Mayors, and the
National League of Cities—all oppose
this bill.
In effect, this bill would punish law
enforcement officers by withholding
the funds they need to do their jobs,
and it would require States and localities to prioritize Federal immigration
enforcement ahead of enhancing public
safety.
Reactionary proposals such as this
legislation will only make our communities less safe because immigrants
will not report crimes or otherwise cooperate with the police if they fear
they or their family members may be
asked for their immigration status. As
a result, crimes will go unsolved and
unpunished while criminals are free to
victimize more people.
In addition, withholding crucial
United States Department of Justice
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funds from local communities will not
lower crime. Studies have demonstrated that these programs, particularly the COPS and Byrne JAG
funds, provide crucial support services
to fight criminal activity, but a vote
for H.R. 3009 is a vote to take these
funds away and to risk making communities less safe.
All of us, on both sides of the aisle,
are opposed to violent crime. There is
simply no debate about that. Not one
of us would condone what happened to
Kate Steinle in San Francisco, but
H.R. 3009 is simply the wrong approach.
I agree with the Major Cities Chiefs
Association that the best way to reduce crime in their cities is to gain the
community’s trust and cooperation. I
also believe that the majority of immigrants in this country are hard-working, law-abiding residents; and comprehensive immigration reform would
allow these law-abiding individuals to
come out of the shadows and get right
with the law.
Such legislative reform would enable
Immigration and Customs Enforcement
to focus its limited resources on deporting the worst elements, while ensuring that our entire community, citizens and immigrants alike, are protected from harm.
Instead of considering this commonsense solution, the majority—most of
them—have repeatedly voted to deport
DREAMers; to deport the parents of
United States citizens; and to deport
vulnerable children from fleeing persecution, violence, and trafficking.
Now, the majority, in the form of
H.R. 3009, asks us to override the public
safety mission of State and local enforcement agencies to increase deportations.
I strenuously urge my colleagues to
oppose this dangerous legislation.
Madam Speaker, I reserve the balance of my time.
b 1430
Mr. GOODLATTE. Madam Speaker, I
yield 4 minutes to the gentleman from
California (Mr. HUNTER), the chief
sponsor of this legislation.
Mr. HUNTER. Madam Speaker, let
me say to Chairman GOODLATTE, thank
you very much for your leadership on
this and thanks for moving this so
quickly. This is a timely bill, and I just
want to thank you and your committee
for moving it so quick.
This legislation is about one thing.
That is accountability. The American
people have the right to not give their
Federal tax dollars to municipalities
and States that do not follow Federal
law.
There are lots of changes to enforcement that must be imposed on sanctuary cities, and we are going to work
toward those things. This Republican
Congress is going to work toward those
things, just as we are putting in motion a mechanism today that holds
sanctuary cities accountable.
I think we can all agree that any locality must comply with the law, and
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they are required to coordinate and cooperate with the Federal Government.
If an arrest is made, the Federal Government should be notified.
The fact that San Francisco and L.A.
and other cities disagree with the politics of Federal enforcement does not
give them a free pass to subvert the
law. If they do, there has to be consequences.
The way that we impose consequences on these sanctuary cities is
by hitting them where it hurts, and
that is in their pocketbook. It is simple.
If you don’t comply with the law as
it stands now, then you don’t receive
coveted Federal money intended for
law enforcement. And that money allocated for fiscal year 2015 alone almost
adds up to a billion dollars.
$800 million are going to municipalities, cities, counties, and States that
care more about illegal alien criminals,
felons, than they do their own citizens.
It is time we stand up to sanctuary cities and begin holding them accountable
for their failure to uphold the law.
I come as a representative that has
sanctuary cities in my district. They
are going to lose money for this. They
are going to lose money because they
are not complying with Federal law.
This Federal money that they get is
taxpayer money from States like Wisconsin, from New York, from South
Carolina, from Florida, and throughout
the entire country. People around this
country don’t want their money going
to States and cities that don’t care to
follow the Federal law.
Again, if you are a State, city, or locality and you choose to defy Federal
immigration law, you will be cut off
from three Federal programs: the State
Criminal Alien Assistance Program,
the
Community-Oriented
Policing
Services program, and the Byrne JAG
program.
These are the three funds that will
get cut if you are a sanctuary city. All
you have to do to receive these funds is
comply with the Federal law.
This bill is just the first step in restoring accountability in our immigration system. Our border infrastructure
continues to fall short in too many
places, and I am as frustrated as anyone in this Congress that the administration refuses to enforce Federal immigration law.
These are all serious issues that need
to be addressed, and I look forward to
working with this Congress and Chairman GOODLATTE in the future to advance these goals.
I urge my colleagues to support H.R.
3009.
Mr. CONYERS. Madam Speaker, I
yield 4 minutes to the gentlewoman
from California (Ms. ZOE LOFGREN).
Ms. LOFGREN. Madam Speaker, we
have an immigration system that is
badly broken. There are 11 million undocumented people in this country.
Contrary to what Donald Trump may
think, the majority of these people are
not rapists.
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They
are
hard-working
people,
spouses and parents of U.S. citizens,
DREAMers, entrepreneurs who want an
opportunity to come forward, submit
to background checks, and become
fully American.
Faced with a broken system, State
and local law enforcement have adopted policies to enhance public safety
and maintain community trust.
Because when people are afraid of the
police, when they are afraid that the
police might ask them or their family
about their immigration status, they
are afraid to report crimes, unlikely to
cooperate with investigations, and
then criminals thrive and the general
public suffers.
This bill puts an impossible choice
between State and local law enforcement agencies. They can either abandon policies that work or they can lose
the Federal funds they rely on to police
their communities and protect them.
The dangers posed by this bill are
real. 144 national, State, and local advocacy organizations have written opposing this bill because of the detrimental impact it would have on public
safety, big cities, but also little ones
like Dayton, Ohio, a place that most
people don’t think of as a sanctuary
city.
In Dayton, police officers are told not
to check immigration status of witnesses and victims, nor to ask about
immigration during minor traffic
stops.
The police chief there has explained
that this policy has helped them have a
safer community. According to the
chief, after the policy was adopted, serious violent crime dropped nearly 22
percent and serious property crime decreased almost 15 percent.
Madam Speaker, why should Dayton,
Ohio, be barred from receiving funds
for policing when their policies work?
Now, punishing the law enforcement
officers by withholding the funds they
need is not only incorrect, it is why the
bill is opposed to by the Major County
Sheriffs’ Associations, the Fraternal
Order of Police, dozens of sheriffs and
police chiefs.
The President has said we should deport felons, not families, and that is
what his priority enforcement program
does.
The Secretary of Homeland Security
told the Judiciary Committee just last
week that withholding funds from communities would be a huge setback in efforts to improve the relationship between DHS, State, and local law enforcement in communities across the
country.
It has been said that this bill is a response to the tragic murder of Kathryn
Steinle in San Francisco, just up the
road from my district.
However, nothing in this bill would
have prevented that outrageous murder
of Ms. Steinle. Nothing in the bill
would have required the Bureau of
Prisons and ICE to consult with San
Francisco, to ascertain whether or not
the 20-year-old warrant would lead to a
prosecution.

VerDate Sep 11 2014

July 23, 2015

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — HOUSE

04:11 Jul 24, 2015

Jkt 049060

Nothing in this bill would have required ICE to obtain a warrant, as is
necessary to hold people beyond the
term of their criminal sentence.
Nothing in the bill would even have
affected the sheriff of San Francisco’s
decision to release the individual
charged with murdering Ms. Steinle.
So that tragedy should not be used to
advance a different agenda, this bill.
Over the last year we have come to
the floor to vote on bills to deport the
DREAM Act kids, to deport the parents
of U.S. citizens, to deport vulnerable
children fleeing persecution and sex
trafficking.
Today we are asked to vote on a bill
that overrides the public safety mission of State and local law enforcement
agencies and to increase deportations
all around.
We had the votes to pass comprehensive immigration reform in the last
Congress, and I hope we can get back
to that point.
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
time of the gentlewoman has expired.
Mr. CONYERS. I yield 15 seconds to
the gentlewoman.
Ms. LOFGREN. Madam Speaker, I
would note that we have an opportunity here to learn from the tragedy
in San Francisco to come up with real
solutions that would make our community safer instead of using that tragedy
as an excuse to promote a different
agenda.
Mr. GOODLATTE. Madam Speaker, I
yield myself 15 seconds to make very
clear nothing in this bill requires any
officer of the law to ask any question
of any victims of crime about their immigration status.
All it does is prohibit cities and
counties from ordering their officers to
not communicate with ICE or gather
information from ICE about the status
of individuals. This is a good bill.
I yield 2 minutes to the gentleman
from Texas (Mr. SMITH), the former
chairman of the Judiciary Committee
and the current chairman of the
Science Committee.
Mr. SMITH of Texas. Madam Speaker, first of all, let me thank the gentleman from Virginia and a good friend
and the chairman of the Judiciary
Committee for yielding me time.
Madam Speaker, I support H.R. 3009,
the Enforce the Law for Sanctuary
City Act. The bill is appropriately
named, since sanctuary cities violate
current laws that require these jurisdictions to share information with Federal authorities about illegal immigrants who have been arrested.
H.R. 3009 helps enforce an immigration bill I introduced several years ago
that became law. This legislation withholds certain Federal funds from sanctuary jurisdictions that hide the immigration status of illegal immigrants
charged with crimes. These reforms
serve as a first step in keeping dangerous criminals off our streets and out
of our neighborhoods.
Sanctuary cities have increased
under this administration, which has
done nothing to discourage them.
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During only an 8-month period last
year, sanctuary cities released almost
9,000 illegal immigrants charged with
or convicted of serious crimes. Onequarter have already been arrested
again for committing more crimes, like
murder and sexual assault. When does
it end?
I don’t understand how anyone could
oppose enforcing immigration laws.
The victims are not Democrats or Republicans. The victims are innocent
Americans.
Many of the crimes committed by illegal immigrants could have been prevented if the Obama administration
had enforced immigration laws. Instead, it has chosen to ignore them and
innocent Americans continue to pay a
steep price.
I thank the gentleman from California (Mr. HUNTER) for authorizing
this legislation, and I urge its approval.
Mr. CONYERS. Madam Speaker, I
yield 4 minutes to the gentleman from
New York (Mr. NADLER), a senior member of the Judiciary Committee.
Mr. NADLER. Madam Speaker, I rise
in strong opposition to H.R. 3009, which
would make communities across the
country less safe from crime.
This legislation would withhold needed Federal funding from cities that
prohibit their law enforcement authorities from collecting information
on a person’s immigration status or
that have policies restricting the disclosure of this information to other
governmental entities.
Many cities, including New York,
have made the reasonable determination that they will not question victims of crime or witnesses to a crime
about their immigration status. They
believe it is counterproductive to make
them afraid to cooperate with law enforcement.
But this bill says that we in Congress
know better, and, in the name of protecting public safety, we will deny such
cities the funds that they need to protect the public safety.
Many cities think that their communities are safer when a victim of domestic violence feels comfortable asking the police for protection from their
abuser without fear of deportation.
They believe that witnesses to a murder ought to step forward and assist
law enforcement in tracking down the
perpetrator without fear that they will
face consequences of their own if they
step forward.
They think that good policing depends on building trust with their residents and that striking fear among immigrants that they may be deported if
they report a crime makes everyone
less safe.
Punishing residents of cities whose
officials have made such decisions is
both unfair and unwise. New York City
alone could lose $57 million under this
legislation.
This would not only punish the public officials who set these policies and
the undocumented residents in their
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communities, but it would punish all
innocent people who depend on these
Federal resources to protect public
safety.
My heart is with the Steinle family,
and we all share their outrage at
Kate’s senseless murder. But this bill
and other attempts to punish so-called
sanctuary cities would do nothing to
address the issues that might have prevented her death.
Instead of taking positive steps to
improve communication between Federal, State, and local authorities, this
bill simply demonizes immigrants and
perpetuates the myth that they are
more prone to commit a crime than is
the native-born population.
This legislation might fit comfortably in Donald Trump’s campaign
platform, but it has no business on the
House floor.
I urge my colleagues to vote ‘‘no.’’
Mr. CONYERS. Will the gentleman
yield?
Mr. NADLER. I yield to the gentleman from Michigan.
Mr. CONYERS. Madam Speaker, I
just want to make clear that the gentleman from Virginia, the chairman of
the committee, is wrong about this
bill. He says it only prohibits States
and localities from adopting policies
about not communicating with ICE.
This is not true.
The bill also prohibits State and
local law enforcement agencies from
adopting policies directing their officers not to collect information about
immigration status for the general
public.
Any individual, the bill says. So it
doesn’t state that State and local police must gather immigration status
information for the Federal Government.
Mr. NADLER. Madam Speaker, I
thank the gentleman.
b 1445
Mr. GOODLATTE. Madam Speaker, I
yield myself 15 seconds to say again,
nothing in the bill requires any officer
to ask any question of any victim of
crimes about their immigration status.
All it does is prohibit cities and counties from ordering their officers to not
communicate with ICE or to gather the
information status of individuals.
I yield 2 minutes to the gentleman
from Iowa (Mr. KING), a member of the
Committee on the Judiciary.
Mr. KING of Iowa. Madam Speaker, I
appreciate this bill coming to the floor.
I hear this discussion, and it seems to
me there is a consistent theme that the
people on the other side of the aisle are
opposed to bringing leverage to political subdivisions to bring about law enforcement. They assert that nothing in
this bill could have prevented the tragic murder of Kate Steinle.
I would suggest that if we had no
sanctuary jurisdictions in America,
there is a lot greater chance that his
deportation would have stuck; and if
we had a President of the United
States who worked to get our law en-
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forcement officers to coordinate at
each level of our political subdivisions
rather than litigate when they do mirror Federal law, likely we would have
had a chance to prevent not only her
tragic death but that of thousands and
thousands of others.
I support this bill. It is encompassed
within an amendment that I brought to
the floor here on June 3 that passed
with 227 votes. I congratulate DUNCAN
HUNTER for his persistence on this legislation that is 6 years long. I am
grateful to be working on an immigration issue with the second generation
of Hunters.
I see there is much more enforcement
that is ahead of us, but this is a step,
and it is a step that helps us find out
are people for a thread of enforcement
and bringing some leverage to try to
bring the political subdivisions in line
rather than having them flout the law,
which they have consistently done, and
it has grown dramatically under the
Obama administration.
I would add that there is much more
that I would like to do, much more to
do. I would like to move Kate’s Law.
MATT SALMON has brought some of
that. I would like to make it incremental so it goes from a 5-year mandatory to a 10-year mandatory on second
offense and move it up the line. I would
like to make E-Verify mandatory. I
would like to pass the New IDEA Act
so the IRS can help enforce this. I
would like to build a fence, a wall, and
a fence, Madam Speaker, and I would
like to repass the border bill that we
did last summer. There are a number of
good things.
By the way, we need to make detainers mandatory, and we need to tighten
up the loophole language. All of that
we have a chance to do after Labor
Day. Today we need to do what we can
do, and that is pass this bill.
Mr. CONYERS. Madam Speaker, I
yield 2 minutes to the gentleman from
North Carolina (Mr. PRICE).
Mr. PRICE of North Carolina. Madam
Speaker, I rise in opposition to this
misguided legislation offered under the
false pretense that it has something to
do with the tragic murder of Kathryn
Steinle in San Francisco. Make no mistake, Miss Steinle’s killer should not
have been on the streets. We must get
to the bottom of the official misjudgment and negligence and the bureaucratic breakdown that led to this tragedy.
As the former chairman of the Subcommittee on Homeland Security of
the Committee on Appropriations, I
take a backseat to no one when it
comes to deporting dangerous criminal
aliens who pose a threat to public safety. But we also need to be very clear
about this: this tragedy has nothing to
do with so-called sanctuary cities.
The bill before us would punish some
of the most vulnerable cities high on
the UASI list—places like San Francisco, New York, Miami, Chicago—punish them for exercising their lawful
discretion in dealing with noncriminals
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or those with minor violations. They
do this in order to protect the public
and enforce the law, which requires
trust and cooperation with immigrant
communities. To scapegoat entire cities and make law enforcement less effective through this bill is simply inexcusable.
I urge its defeat.
Mr. GOODLATTE. Madam Speaker, I
yield myself 15 seconds to say to the
gentleman from North Carolina, this
bill has everything to do with what
happened in San Francisco. The tragic
murder of Kate Steinle was because the
city of San Francisco was not following
the law and contacting the immigration service and doing things to make
sure that he was deported. Instead,
they released him back onto their
streets.
I yield 2 minutes to the gentleman
from California (Mr. CALVERT).
Mr. CALVERT. Madam Speaker, I
rise today in support of this bill, in
support of American families.
This week, we have heard powerful
and heartbreaking stories from families who have lost a loved one at the
hands of an illegal immigrant. Oftentimes, these individuals were able to
operate freely because of the sanctuary
policies of certain U.S. cities, policies
that ignore Federal immigration law.
It is time this Congress put the lives
and welfare of American citizens and
legal residents first. It is time to protect the innocent. This means not another Kate, Josh, Dennis, Danny,
Grant, and countless others. It is time
to penalize cities that willfully ignore
Federal law to the detriment of citizens and legal residents.
I encourage my fellow Members to
read the testimony from this week’s
Senate hearing. Read about the lives
lost, the brutality of the crimes, the
lack of remorse by the perpetrators,
and the heartbreak of the families.
Today we have a choice: protect fellow
Americans or give sanctuary to criminal aliens.
Mr. CONYERS. Madam Speaker, I
yield 21⁄2 minutes to the gentleman
from Illinois (Mr. GUTIÉRREZ), an excellent member of the Committee on the
Judiciary.
Mr. GUTIÉRREZ. Madam Speaker,
just a few weeks into his campaign and
Donald Trump has a bill on the floor of
the House. That is better than some of
the Senators he is running against.
Donald Trump announces his campaign, saying Mexican immigrants are
mostly murderers, drug dealers, and
rapists. What is the response from the
Republican Party? Do they denounce
him? No, they only denounce people
when they go after war heroes who ran
for President. I denounce him for that,
too.
Some tried to distance themselves
from his comments. Okay. But here we
are on the floor of the House passing a
bill to jump on the Trump bandwagon,
cynically exploiting a family’s tragedy
in San Francisco to score political
points.
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I have been very clear from day one,
despite efforts to spear me by hard-line
advocates, that the person, this LopezSanchez, who pulled the trigger in San
Francisco should have been deported
and never turned over. I have no sympathy for him. I have said it on this
floor, and I will say it again today:
murderers should rot in hell.
The breakdown by the Federal Government—the Federal Government—to
deport a known criminal, as they have
done before, to keep them in jail, is
what led to an American woman losing
her life. She was just about the age of
my daughters when she was killed. A
tragedy, and a preventable tragedy, if
the Federal Government had done what
it is supposed to do, and preventable if
this Congress had done what it was
supposed to do and address immigration years ago, as my side of the aisle
has been pleading for you to do.
But this Republican proposal is not a
serious attempt at fixing the problem.
Instead of piecemeal measures aimed
at maximizing deportation, the long
overdue solution is for Congress to
enact comprehensive immigration reform that combines smart enforcement
at the border and in the interior with a
clear plan for reducing the size of the
undocumented population in America.
We do this by having a modern visa
system so people can come with visas
and background checks, not with
smugglers or overstaying visas and just
blending in. We do this by telling millions of people who have never committed crimes: Come forward; admit
you are here illegally; go through a
background check; and work your way
to the right side of the law. Get the
millions of immigrants inside the system and on the books so they no longer
need to worry about their local police
working with or without the deportation system.
If you get millions and millions of
immigrants inside the law, then the
ones who are criminals can’t qualify to
get inside the law. They will stick out
like sore thumbs, not blend in to our
communities across America and cause
havoc, as they did in San Francisco.
But this is very specifically the approach the Republican majority refused to touch with a 10-foot pole because they see demagogues like Donald
Trump.
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
time of the gentleman has expired.
Mr. CONYERS. Madam Speaker, I
yield an additional 15 seconds to the
gentleman.
Mr. GUTIÉRREZ. But this approach
of bringing millions and millions of immigrants inside the law so that we can
get after the criminals that stick out
like sore thumbs outside of the law,
this approach is what has been the approach that the Republican majority
refuses to touch with a 10-foot pole because they see demagogues like Donald
Trump firing up frustrated voters and
want to take the easy way out.
Mr. GOODLATTE. Madam Speaker, I
yield 3 minutes to the gentleman from
Arizona (Mr. SALMON).
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Mr. SALMON. Madam Speaker, I
would like to thank my colleague DUNCAN HUNTER for working with me in
crafting this important piece of legislation. As the coauthor of this bill, I am
very proud to see the House taking action on this front. I also want to thank
leadership for bringing this bill to the
floor.
We are hearing some strange rhetoric
here today, especially from the other
side of the aisle. I hear about vulnerable cities. How about vulnerable taxpaying Americans? I hear about sanctuary for thugs like the one that killed
Kate Steinle. Shouldn’t our cities be a
sanctuary for law-abiding American
citizens who have a right to walk on
safe streets?
Make no mistake, this is a very, very
important bill. From 2010 to 2014, the
number 121 should stick in everybody’s
minds; 121 illegal immigrants with
lengthy criminal records went on to
commit murder after they were let out
to do their heinous crimes.
That is why I was so appalled to hear
one of my colleagues from across the
aisle call the murder of American citizens like Kate Steinle and my constituent, Grant Ronnebeck, a little
thing. Such disgusting remarks and
flagrant disregard for life, especially
the lives of those that we claim to represent, I find repulsive. In fact, such
callous remarks only serve to highlight
the fact that it is time for the majority
of Americans who want to see government fulfill its most basic constitutional duties, protecting its borders
and its citizens, stand up and take
America back. It is time to stand up
and be heard and demand that our government fulfill these most basic duties.
These sanctuary cities that refuse to
uphold the law and openly broadcast
the fact that they are flouting the law
make our country less safe and only
serve to perpetuate tragedies like the
one that we saw in San Francisco. Not
only are these supposed sanctuary cities ignoring the law, but they are
broadcasting the fact to illegal immigrant felons like Kate Steinle’s murderer, a seven-time felon who flat out
admitted one of the reasons that he
chose to stay in San Francisco—in
fact, the predominant reason he chose
to stay—was because he knew that
they would protect him.
Well, who is going to protect lawabiding Americans? When will American cities be sanctuaries for Americans and not for illegal felons?
Unfortunately, these sanctuary cities
are not being held accountable by this
administration,
which
has
demonstrated time and time again it has
no interest in securing the border or
upholding existing immigration law.
With this in mind, I think that we have
a responsibility to stand up and do
what is right. This sanctuary cities
policy and fixing it so that they have
to abide by the laws that we pass here
in Congress to protect our borders and
protect our citizens has to be adhered
to. It is just common sense.
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Mr. CONYERS. Madam Speaker, I
yield the balance of my time to Representative LOFGREN and ask unanimous consent that she be permitted to
control the time.
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gentleman from Michigan?
There was no objection.
Ms. LOFGREN. Madam Speaker, I
yield 1 minute to the gentleman from
Texas (Mr. O’ROURKE).
Mr. O’ROURKE. Madam Speaker, I
would like to bring the perspective of
my community, the community I have
the honor of representing in Congress,
El Paso, Texas, to bear in this discussion.
El Paso is the safest community with
an over 500,000 population in the United
States today, and it has been for the
last 4 years in a row. That is, some people think, despite the fact that it is
connected to Ciudad Juarez at the
U.S.-Mexico border and despite the fact
that it has a large number of immigrants in the community. I say, and
the people who live in that community
agree with me, that it is, in large part,
because of immigrants who come to
participate and contribute to the
American Dream.
b 1500
On issues and matters of law enforcement, I tend to defer to the experts.
Big city police chiefs and county sheriffs, like the sheriff in El Paso, Texas,
say for them to prevent crime and
solve crimes, it is necessary to be able
to work with everyone in the community without fear that they are going
to be enforcing Federal law enforcement mandates to the exclusion of the
public safety of the people that I have
the honor of representing.
For that reason, I urge my colleagues
to join me in voting against this proposal, a solution in search of a problem.
Mr. GOODLATTE. Mr. Speaker, I
yield myself 15 seconds to say, yet
again, nothing in this bill requires any
officer to ask any question of any victims of crime about their immigration
status. All it does is prohibit cities and
counties from ordering their officers
not to communicate with ICE or to
gather information status about individuals.
It is my pleasure to yield 2 minutes
to the gentlewoman from Tennessee
(Mrs. BLACKBURN).
Mrs. BLACKBURN. Mr. Speaker, I
thank the gentleman from Virginia for
so consistently working on this issue of
how we deal with the criminal illegal
alien population and also with the
sanctuary cities.
I thank Mr. HUNTER for the work
that he has done on this bill. I chuckled when Congressman KING and the
gentleman from Iowa mentioned the
second generation of Hunters because,
yes, we do know that his father was
very involved in this issue and focusing
on making certain that we keep our
cities safe.
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As we have this debate and as we
look at these sanctuary city policies
that certain counties and cities and
State have exercised, we have come to
realize that through the years, every
State has become a border State and
every town a border town because of
the criminal illegal alien population
that will gravitate to these sanctuary
cities.
Los Angeles was the first sanctuary
city in 1979. We hear people say, Oh,
this is an issue that has been around
for a long time. Mr. Speaker, that does
not mean you do not address the issue.
It means you solve the problem; you
bring forward solutions, and that is
what we are doing here today.
The U.S. Sentencing Commission recently released some data that I think
is instructive to this debate. Illegal
aliens accounted for almost 75 percent
of Federal sentencing for drug possession and made up more than a third of
all Federal sentences in 2014. That is
why we are dealing with this issue.
Our constituents are saying, You
need to put this on a front burner and
deal with this issue. That is what we
are doing here. Look at the State of
Texas. I just recently read the stats
from them.
The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
BYRNE). The time of the gentlewoman
has expired.
Mr. GOODLATTE. I yield an additional 1 minute to the gentlewoman
from Tennessee.
Mrs. BLACKBURN. In Texas, the department of public safety released a report that, between 2008 and 2014, foreign aliens committed over 600,000
crimes and almost 3,000 murders in the
State of Texas. That is the reason that
we come here to address this issue.
Mr. Speaker, the crime rate for illegal aliens in this country should be
zero. It should be zero because it
should not be tolerated.
Ms. LOFGREN. Mr. Speaker, I yield 2
minutes to the gentleman from California (Mr. BECERRA).
Mr. BECERRA. I thank the gentlewoman for yielding.
The man who killed Kathryn Steinle
should be punished to the fullest extent
of the law. Perhaps more importantly,
the officials who released the person
who killed her—released this man from
custody—dropped the ball, they should
be held accountable.
This bill punishes the police in my
city of Los Angeles, the police in the
city of Knoxville, and the police in
Manchester, New Hampshire. It punishes police that had nothing to do
with the crime that occurred in San
Francisco. It takes away money from
the police departments in Los Angeles,
in Knoxville, and Manchester, when we
need to put people and police on the
street to protect all of us.
This would deprive our cities of monies we have earned because we paid our
taxes. Why? It is because the proponents of this bill say that our cities
are violating the law. If we are violating the law, name the law we are
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violating. We are not violating any
law. You just don’t like the policy.
Don’t take the Donald Trump bait.
Don’t punish others for the crimes of
someone else. In our country, you go
after the person who is criminally liable; you go after that individual and
lock them up forever, but don’t tell the
police in Los Angeles, Manchester, or
in Knoxville, Tennessee, or other cities
that are trying to have a working relationship between their police and growing immigrant communities that they
won’t be able to collaborate so we can
go after the criminals—because that is
what you are doing.
You are taking money away from
L.A., even though this crime did not
happen in my city, and you are telling
my police department and the men and
women in uniform in L.A. that they
will have fewer officers by their side
because you are going to take money
away because you don’t like that some
guy committed a criminal act. He
killed someone; he should be punished
for it, but we had nothing to do with it.
Go after the folks that are accountable.
This is not the way we do justice in
America, and it is wrong. It is wrong
for you to tell all these communities
who have a working relationship between their police officers and their
growing immigrant communities that
they are now going to lose funds to
hire more police officers. That is the
wrong way to do it.
That is the Donald Trump bait. Don’t
take it. Let’s vote this down.
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Members are reminded that their remarks
must be directed to the Chair.
Mr. GOODLATTE. Mr. Speaker, I
yield myself 30 seconds to respond to
the gentleman from California to tell
him that the law that sanctuary cities
are violating is title 8, section 1373 of
the United States Code, communication between government agencies and
the Immigration and Naturalization
Service.
The failure to do that has resulted in
8,000 criminal aliens being released
onto our streets just last year by sanctuary cities. Those 8,000 criminal aliens
have since then already committed
nearly 1,900 additional crimes. This is
about not just San Francisco, but other
States as well.
I yield 3 minutes to the gentleman
from Texas (Mr. FARENTHOLD).
Mr. FARENTHOLD. Mr. Speaker, I
rise today in support of the Enforce the
Law for Sanctuary Cities Act because
we have got to stop the madness of not
enforcing our laws.
In the last weeks, we have seen coverage of two terrible murders that occurred because our laws went unenforced. My thoughts, prayers, and condolences go out to the families of the
victims. Sadly, these tragedies are but
a representation of a larger, deeper,
and more troubling problem.
While I wish today we were also considering legislation by Mr. GOWDY to
address the administration’s abysmal
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lack of respect for our immigration
laws, Chairman MCCAUL’s bill to secure
the borders, or Chairman LAMAR
SMITH’s bill to implement E-Verify to
stop businesses from exploiting undocumented workers, this bill is a step
in the right direction. It will stop the
American people from subsidizing local
law enforcement departments that
refuse to do their jobs and enforce the
law.
Let’s take the emotion out of this.
Let’s take it out of the immigration
and border security issue, which are
emotionally charged. This is a fiscally
responsible bill. If we were spending
money for a defense contractor to develop a new weapons system and they
weren’t developing that weapons system, we would take the money back.
Well, here we are, giving money to
law enforcement to work with ICE to
deal with criminal aliens, and they are
not doing it. Of course, we have got to
take the money back. It would be foolish to do anything else.
Mr. Speaker, this horrible loss of life
that we have seen is a result of the
negligence and complete lack of respect for the rule of law that this administration and the mayors of sanctuary cities took an oath to uphold. It
is appalling. Today, we are going to be
able to deal with one part of that problem, and I am going to encourage all of
my colleagues to vote with me to support H.R. 3009 and put our Nation back
on the path to sanity.
Ms. LOFGREN. Mr. Speaker, may I
inquire how much time remains?
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentlewoman from California has 93⁄4 remaining. The gentleman from Virginia
has 71⁄2 minutes remaining.
Ms. LOFGREN. Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of my time.
Mr. GOODLATTE. Mr. Speaker, we
have only one additional speaker, and I
reserve the balance of my time.
Ms. LOFGREN. Mr. Speaker, I yield
myself such time as I may consume.
Community trust policies result in
more efficient policing. When State
and local law enforcement agencies
promote community trust policies,
public safety is increased.
The current New York police commissioner and former chief of police in
Los Angeles, William Bratton, said:
‘‘When officers can speak freely with
victims and witnesses, it goes a long
way towards making every American
neighborhood much safer.’’
Here is a case study in New Haven,
Connecticut. According to a 2010 report
by the Police Executive Research
Forum, New Haven, Connecticut, developed a community trust policy in
which New Haven police assured immigrant communities that the police department’s goals were to address crime
and to make the streets safer.
They encouraged people to report
crime and to cooperate, regardless of
their immigration status. The city law
prohibited immigration status inquiries of crime victims, witnesses, or others who approached police for assistance.
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I would note that the bill before us
would prohibit this policy, this law
that New Haven adopted. The result of
New Haven’s policy and their other
community trust policies were stronger ties between law enforcement and
the immigrant community. Over the
next several years, New Haven experienced a 46 percent decrease in murders
and a 13 percent decrease in rape
incidences. This policy, which this bill
would prohibit, worked.
This was a very important result.
After learning of it, the United States
Conference of Mayors, a group that
most of us trust pretty much, did a survey of cities around the United States
who adopted the same trust policies.
They include Alameda, California;
Augusta, Georgia; New Brunswick, New
Jersey; and a whole host of others.
They found that all of these cities also
reported the same kind of reduction in
crime after they adopted these policies.
Adopting these policies is an important
component of keeping communities
safe, and this bill would prohibit that.
It would prohibit it.
Now, I understand the outrage over
Mr. Lopez-Sanchez. In fact, I share it.
Obviously, he has been accused of murder. Even when we have a situation
like this, we have to have a trial, but
I believe personally that he is guilty,
based on all the evidence.
I believe he should not have been out
on that street in San Francisco. If you
look at his record—and I will go
through it a little bit—it actually
makes certain points. I have heard people say, Well, we have got open borders,
and that is why he was here.
In fact, that is not the case. This individual attempted to enter the United
States repeatedly, and he was caught
by the Border Patrol, just as they are
supposed to do their job.
What happened then is he was deported repeatedly in the nineties, and
then they started prosecuting him for
felony reentry after removal. He served
16 years in Federal prison for the felony of reentering after removal.
Our laws went after him. He should
not have been released in San Francisco, but I think some of what we need
to do is see what policies would have
kept him off that street, and I will deal
with those later.
I yield 2 minutes to the gentleman
from California (Mr. BECERRA).
Mr. BECERRA. I thank the gentlewoman for yielding.
I took a look at the statute, the code
section that the chairman cited as the
authority that a law has been violated
by San Francisco.
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will suspend.
The gentleman will direct his remarks to the Chair.
Mr. BECERRA. Mr. Speaker, I will
direct my remarks to the Chair.
May I ask, Mr. Speaker, if any of my
time has been consumed as a result of
the Chair’s interruptions of my remarks?
The SPEAKER pro tempore. It has
not.
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Mr. BECERRA. I thank the Chair.
Mr. Speaker, the chairman of the
committee made a statement that the
law that had been violated by San
Francisco, and the law that would be
violated by places like Los Angeles
that would cause this legislation to
have my community of Los Angeles
lose money for its police officers was a
particular section in the code.
b 1515
I have read the code. I am looking it
up right now. That section relates to
information being provided about the
immigration status of an individual.
We are not talking about the immigration status of an individual. We all
knew that this individual was not documented. We knew his status. The information that was not conveyed in
this particular case is that the individual is going to be released from custody. This bill doesn’t change that.
There was no law violated by the city
of San Francisco. Certainly, my city of
Los Angeles didn’t violate any law. The
city of Knoxville, Tennessee, didn’t
violate any law. The city of Manchester, New Hampshire didn’t violate
any law. And I could name to you any
number of other cities and towns in
America who are trying to establish
working relationships with their immigrant community who did not violate
any law. But this bill would punish all
those cities and towns simply because
this legislation wishes to extract punishment for any city that has established a policy working with its immigrant community.
There is no State or city law in
America that supersedes Federal law.
Federal law is the law of the land. The
chairman knows that. We all know
that. And so, to pretend that somehow
cities are violating Federal law is a
farce. It is the sort of attack that Donald Trump is using right now as he
goes out and campaigns for President.
We should not fall for that, and we
should not deny our police departments
funding because of a policy that some
people don’t like.
I thank the gentlewoman for yielding.
Ms. LOFGREN. Mr. Speaker, I yield
myself such time as I may consume.
I just want to close by posing some of
the questions that this bill does not
deal with and that I think should command our attention.
In this case, we had an individual
who had a criminal record. He had attempted to enter the United States,
was apprehended, deported, was prosecuted and convicted for illegal entry
after removal. After serving over 4
years for the last felony prosecution,
he was ready to be deported, but they
found, even though he had been deported many times before with an outstanding bench warrant from 1995
where the underlying offense was marijuana possession, all of a sudden, this
year, he was sent to San Francisco.
I think one of the questions we need
to ask is: What is the process of out-
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standing warrants and its interface
with the Bureau of Prisons when someone really should be deported?
Apparently, there was no communication between the Federal Government and the prosecuting attorney in
San Francisco. He was sent to, apparently, San Francisco, but the district
attorney did not see this matter until
he was already in custody.
Now, I don’t fault the district attorney for not prosecuting on a 20-yearold marijuana possession case. Where
would you find the witnesses? And, in
fact, in California today, marijuana
possession is an infraction, not a misdemeanor. But the point is he should
never have been in San Francisco to
begin with.
So I think we need to take a look at
the processes that we have to make
sure that we don’t have this kind of
situation again. Clearly, he should not
have been released when the district
attorney declined to prosecute.
Mr. Speaker, I yield 1 minute to my
colleague from California (Mr. FARR).
Mr. FARR. Mr. Speaker, I represent
many small communities in California
that have a lot of gang violence. It is
mostly Hispanic young men against
Hispanic young men. They are not undocumented. They are actually secondgeneration gangs, a lot of killings. In
fact, it is labeled the murder capital of
the world, or in the United States.
What the community has been trying
to do is work out what we call community policing, where you really trust
the cops. What happens is they asked
them to be a sanctuary city, because
what the local cops didn’t like about
the INS and la migra coming in is that
they would just come in and do raids
and they would round up innocent people, and there was just lots of confusion. Our office would get involved trying to trace people down, where are
they, and all these things.
What the sanctuary city says is,
look, let’s not just turn over the name
to everybody we stop on an infraction
to the Federal cop. Let them come
down and do what they call jail checks.
Well, they don’t want to do jail checks.
That is not fun and fancy.
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
time of the gentleman has expired.
Ms. LOFGREN. I yield the gentleman
an additional 30 seconds.
Mr. FARR. The problem is that this
community policing, the problem is
this bill just busts all that, all the
trust that has been built.
As Congresswoman LOFGREN said, the
San Francisco deal was a big screwup
between law enforcement. But don’t penalize all these other cities that are
doing a lot of wonderful things to do
community policing and lead to confidence in law enforcement, not
disconfidence.
You are going to create more problems than you ever imagined, like people not wanting to report crimes, not
wanting to talk to cops, and you are
just using the heavy hand of government to bust good community relations.
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I just think this is the wrong way to
do it. Let’s let this thing air out and
address the problems that Congresswoman LOFGREN talked about and not
adopt this bill.
Mr. GOODLATTE. Mr. Speaker, I
yield myself 1 minute to respond to
both gentlemen from California.
First, with regard to Mr. BECERRA,
the fact of the matter is that title 8 of
the United States Code, section 1373,
related to communication between
government agencies and Immigration
and Naturalization Service, is an important statute, and sanctuary cities
violate that statute when they pass ordinances that prohibit—prohibit—their
law enforcement officers from communicating with the Immigration and
Naturalization Service.
This yields situations like what occurred in San Francisco, because the
sheriff there has a policy saying they
could not communicate with the INS.
Already, one San Francisco supervisor
has called upon the city to change the
policy so that they will communicate.
This bill, which cuts off funds to cities that have provisions that contradict and violate the United States
law does the same thing by a different
route, and it will save many lives in
the future if local law enforcement will
communicate with the INS.
Now, to the gentleman from California (Mr. FARR), I just want to repeat
again what I have said several times
here.
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
time of the gentleman has expired.
Mr. GOODLATTE. I yield myself an
additional 15 seconds.
There is nothing in this bill that requires any officer to ask any question
of any victims of crimes about their
immigration status or to reveal that
information to the INS.
So I would urge folks to look at what
this bill, very straightforward, simple
bill says. Federal law governs immigration policy, and local governments
shouldn’t have hundreds of different
immigration policies of their own.
I reserve the balance of my time.
Ms. LOFGREN. Mr. Speaker, I yield
myself the balance of my time. I would
just close by saying that we have been
asked by law enforcement agencies, by
domestic violence advocacy groups, by
the faith community not to adopt this
bill. I know we can come together to
make a safer community. This bill is
not the answer, and I urge Members to
vote ‘‘no.’’
I yield back the balance of my time.
Mr. GOODLATTE. Mr. Speaker, may
I ask how much time is remaining?
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman has 61⁄4 minutes remaining.
Mr. GOODLATTE. Mr. Speaker, I
yield the balance of my time to the
gentleman from South Carolina (Mr.
GOWDY), the chairman of the Immigration
and
Border
Security
Subcommittee, to close our debate.
Mr. GOWDY. Mr. Speaker, I want to
thank Chairman GOODLATTE for his
leadership on this and so many other

VerDate Sep 11 2014

04:11 Jul 24, 2015

H5447

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — HOUSE

Jkt 049060

issues of significance on the Judiciary
Committee. His steady hand and brilliant legal mind are without equal on
our committee.
Mr. Speaker, I also want to thank
the family of Kate Steinle for the grace
that they have shown during this time
of unspeakable grief.
Burying a child, Mr. Speaker, is what
each of us who has ever been called
Mom or Dad fears the most. After
Trayvon Martin was killed, the President said, ‘‘That could have been my
son,’’ Mr. Speaker.
And when I see a picture of a beautiful Kate Steinle smiling, that could
have been any of our daughters. And it
still can be, because what happened to
her, Mr. Speaker, can and will happen
again if we do not get serious about enforcing the law.
Juan Francisco Lopez-Sanchez, Mr.
Speaker, had a quarter century’s worth
of lawlessness. Dating back to 1991, he
committed local, State, and Federal
crimes in five separate States, I hasten
to add, Mr. Speaker. He was deported
five times, and each time had so little
regard for the law of this country that
he reentered that border that we are
supposed to have functional control
over.
His procedural history, Mr. Speaker,
is every bit as disturbing. In May of
2011, this defendant was convicted and
sentenced to 46 months imprisonment
for illegal reentry again. At the conclusion of that sentence, he was released
from the Bureau of Prisons to a known
sanctuary jurisdiction for the ostensible prosecution of an old drug case.
Of course, Mr. Speaker, San Francisco did not prosecute that old drug
case. They dismissed it, which surprises exactly no one, and then they released this defendant.
They did not return him to the Bureau of Prisons. They did not return
him to Federal probation. They did not
honor the detainer that had been
placed by ICE. They released him, who
was not supposed to be in the country
in the first place, with this horrific
criminal history. They released him so
he would be free to walk around and
shoot someone’s daughter, which is exactly what he did.
Mr. Speaker, we are given a litany of
excuses. I have heard them this morning, Mr. Speaker, for policies like this.
We are told that we need policies like
the one in San Francisco so people will
cooperate with law enforcement.
I want you, Mr. Speaker, to consider
just how utterly illogical that comment is. We need to release known
criminals back into society so society
will help us catch known criminals.
How absurd is that, that we are going
to release people that should be deported, that are recidivist felons, so
other people will help us catch those
who should be deported and are recidivist felons?
For almost 5 years, Mr. Speaker, I
have worked alongside Chairman GOODLATTE, and I have heard a litany of
phrases, with almost catatonic fre-

PO 00000

Frm 00041

Fmt 7634

Sfmt 9920

quency, as if repeating something
enough will make it true—phrases, Mr.
Speaker, like ‘‘functional control over
the border’’—but I have yet to hear
how somebody can reenter five times if
you have functional control over the
border.
I have heard we need citizenship for
11 million undocumented aspiring
Americans, as if 11 million of any category can pass a background check.
I have heard arguments against empowering State and local law enforcement to assist in the enforcement of
our immigration laws, Mr. Speaker.
Now, stop and think. We trust them
to do murder cases, sex assault cases,
kidnapping
cases,
narcotics
trafficking. You even trust them to provide security, Mr. Speaker, at their
own functions back in the district. But
when it comes to immigration law, oh,
no. No, sir. We don’t trust you to enforce immigration law. Everything
else, including our own security both
here in Washington and back in the
district, but God forbid we trust State
and local cops to help us with immigration law.
The President says we need immigration reform so folks will, to use his
words, Mr. Speaker, come forward, get
on the books, get right with the law.
I want you to ask yourself, what in
Mr. Lopez-Sanchez’ background makes
you think he would ever come forward?
And why in the hell does he need to be
on the books? He is in the Bureau of
Prisons. You don’t need him on the
books. He is in the Bureau of Prisons.
And you had him, and you let him go.
b 1530
Which brings me to my favorite
phrase, Mr. Speaker, ‘‘sanctuary cities.’’ It has almost a Utopian sound to
it, doesn’t it?
Well, as the Speaker knows, the definition of a ‘‘sanctuary’’ is a place of
refuge or safety. And my question for
folks in San Francisco and my colleagues who support this policy is: A
refuge for whom? A sanctuary for
whom? A refuge for Kate Steinle? A
sanctuary for Kate Steinle? A refuge
for a convicted felon with a 25-yearlong criminal history?
So the phrase sounds benign, but it
was no sanctuary for her. It may have
been for him, but it sure as hell wasn’t
for her.
Mr. Speaker, my message to San
Francisco would be simple: You won’t
honor our detainers, we won’t honor
your warrants. If detainers are too
much trouble for you to handle, perhaps Federal money will be too much
trouble for you to handle, too. If you
can’t honor our detainers, you are not
going to get any more money.
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
time of the gentleman has expired.
Mr. GOODLATTE. I yield back the
balance of my time.
Mr. CICILLINE. Mr. Speaker, I rise today to
express my concerns about the Enforce the
Law for Sanctuary Cities Act. I am completely
appalled by the tragic and senseless death of
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Kathryn Steinle and those responsible should
be held fully accountable. Dangerous criminals, including those who are in the United
States illegally, should not ever be released
into the community.
However, H.R. 3009 does not address this
problem. In fact, if H.R. 3009 becomes law it
will only make it more difficult for law enforcement agencies to prevent future tragedies like
this one. The system failed to catch this felon,
not because of our nation’s immigration policy,
but because there was a breakdown in communication between agencies. The suspect,
who has confessed to the shooting, has seven
prior felony convictions, and has been deported five times, was apprehended by U.S.
Immigration and Customs Enforcement (ICE)
and turned over to the custody of the San
Francisco Sheriff’s Department at its request
on an outstanding drug warrant. ICE issued a
detainer, requesting to be notified before the
suspect’s release. Unfortunately, the suspect
was released back onto the streets after the
prosecutor declined to pursue the drug
charges.
This individual should never have been released from the custody of law enforcement,
and the events that followed reflect a systemic
failure on the part of local law enforcement
and prosecutors. And while I believe that Congress has a moral responsibility to prevent future tragedies like this from occurring in the future, this legislation falls far short in addressing any of the failings in our immigration system that led to it. If enacted, H.R. 3009 would
not have required local law enforcement to
certify that the suspect would be prosecuted
before taking custody of him. Nor would it
have required the Bureau of Prisons or ICE to
consult with local law enforcement or prosecutors to determine whether justice would be
better served by having the suspect deported
rather than being transferred to face an unlikely prosecution for a 20-year-old drug possession charge.
H.R. 3009 purports to address this tragedy
by stripping local law enforcement agencies of
necessary federal funding to fulfill its responsibilities to the public. More specifically, the
legislation would strip funding for state criminal
alien assistance programs. Instead of aiding
local law enforcement, this bill would cripple
the efforts of these agencies to support federal
law enforcement. In a naked attempt to score
political points, this legislation deliberately ignores and neglects the roots of the tragedy.
As such, a wide coalition of groups oppose
H.R. 3009, including the Major County
Sherriff’s Association, the National Fraternal
Order of Police, the Law Enforcement Immigration Task Force, the National League of
Cities, the U.S. Conference of Mayors, AFL–
CIO, AFSCME, ACLU, LULAC, and LCCHR.
While I remain committed to substantive and
constructive reform of our nation’s immigration
system, this legislation falls far short of what
is necessary.
Ms. JACKSON LEE. Mr. Speaker, as a senior member of the Committees on the Judiciary and on Homeland Security, I rise in strong
opposition to H.R. 3009, the so-called ‘‘Enforce the Law for Sanctuary Cities Act.’’
I oppose this legislation because it undermines public safety, fails to address needed
immigration reform, promotes a deportationonly approach, and will not achieve the Republican leadership’s stated purpose in bringing the bill to the floor.
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Mr. Speaker, nothing in H.R. 3009 would
have prevented the tragic killing of an innocent
young woman in San Francisco.
Instead, this bill is being rushed to the floor
for the sole purpose of exploiting that tragedy
by scapegoating immigrants and undocumented persons, holding them responsible for
the actions of one person, and avoiding action
on comprehensive immigration reform.
It is undisputable that victims of murder deserve justice.
H.R. 3009 the ‘‘Enforce the Law for Sanctuary Cities Act’’ would push undocumented
immigrants further into the shadows and create and an environment with heightened
threats to our safety and ability to seek justice.
Stripping state and local law enforcement
agencies of key funding and resources impedes their ability to combat crime and protect
our communities.
Surely, House Republicans do not want to
tie the hands of law enforcement when it
comes to preventing and investigating criminal
acts.
Rather than taking positive steps to promote
better cooperation and communication between Federal, State and local authorities,
where appropriate, H.R. 3009 punishes State
and local law enforcement agencies that
prioritize public safety and community policing
over immigration enforcement efforts.
Nearly every major law enforcement association in the country, from the Major Cities
Chiefs Associations, the Major Counties Sheriffs Association, the Fraternal Order of Police,
and the Law Enforcement Immigration Task
Force, opposes H.R. 3009 and the host of
other similar and related proposals set forth by
Republicans.
H.R. 3009 simply spreads the myth that all
immigrants are criminals and threats to the
public—despite decades of research that demonstrate the fact that immigrants are less likely
to commit serious crimes than native-born persons and are less likely to end up in prison.
In fact, thousands immigrant populations
throughout the country have resided within our
country for decades as law-abiding, tax-paying, hard-working model persons who contribute to our nation’s economy and culture of
diversity and inclusiveness.
Additionally, thousands of immigrant populations are actually here seeking safety and
refuge because they too are victims of horrific
abuse, torture and massacre that plagues their
native countries.
Yet, once again we are discussing measures that simply seek to enhance and promote
mass criminalization, racial profiling and discrimination, and deportation of immigrants.
In just this past year, House Republicans
have voted to:
1. Deport hundreds of thousands of Dreamers who came to the country as children and
are American in all but name;
2. Deport millions of parents of US citizens
who are playing by the rules, contributing to
their communities and working to support their
families; and
3. Deport without due process tens of thousands of unaccompanied children who came
to the US fleeing persecution, extreme violence and trafficking.
Just this past Friday, the U.S. Court of Appeals for the 1st Circuit issued an opinion dismissing immunity claims by ICE Agents who
unlawfully detained an American citizen.
A U.S. citizen who was born in Guatemala
and has resided here since the 1980s and
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was naturalized in 1995, was subjected to
multiple ICE detainers in violation of her
Fourth and Fifth Amendment rights.
On at least two occasions the plaintiff was
detained by ICE and questioned about her citizenship—despite her repeated claims and assertion of her legal status.
No efforts were made to confirm or investigate prior to her detention by ICE which allowed her to be booked, strip-searched and
held in jail for up to 48-hours.
‘‘Detain first, question later’’ practices and
policies should not be supported—yet H.R.
3009 penalizes law enforcement for refusing
to gather information about one’s citizenship
or immigration status where such actions are
unwarranted.
President Obama issued a statement today
advising that H.R. 3009 will get vetoed if presented to him for signature.
It cannot be said that immigration reform is
being taken seriously, when proposals are
rushed and fail to go through regular order.
Serious reform requires bringing to the floor
for debate a comprehensive immigration bill
that reforms our broken immigration system by
making it fairer and more humane, and secures our Northern, Southern, and maritime
borders and our ports.
The House Homeland Security Committee
proved this can be done last year when it reported out of committee on a unanimous vote,
H.R. 1417, the Border Security Results Act of
2014.
Instead of wasting time on legislation that is
designed to attract publicity rather than have
any realistic chance of becoming law, we
should be bringing to the floor for debate legislation that will address the real problems and
challenges facing the American people.
Instead of squandering valuable floor time
on this irresponsible legislation, the House
should be allowed to work its will on issues
that matter, like raising the minimum wage,
protecting the right to vote of all Americans,
and passing criminal justice reform that builds
trust and respect between law enforcement
agencies and the communities they are to protect and serve.
Mr. VAN HOLLEN. Mr. Speaker, I rise today
in opposition to H.R. 3009, the so-called ‘‘Enforce the Law for Sanctuary Cities Act.’’
This misguided legislation is purportedly a
response to the heartbreaking and tragic
shooting of Kathryn Steinle earlier this month.
However, the reality is that this legislation
cynically uses this isolated incident to scapegoat all undocumented immigrants and undermine community policing. Specifically, H.R.
3009 would withhold critical funding for State
and local law enforcement agencies as well as
victims of crimes unless these jurisdictions
bear the burden of enforcing Federal immigration statutes.
If passed, this bill would tie the hands of
local law enforcement agencies who are working to promote safety and build community
trust. Requiring local police to enforce Federal
immigration laws often times dissuades undocumented individuals from reporting crimes,
offering testimony, and serving as witnesses in
court proceedings. For example, the evidence
shows that victims of domestic violence will be
afraid to report these crimes to police for fear
of deportation. A survey conducted by the National Domestic Violence Hotline in 2013 found
that nearly 50-percent of foreign born individuals were afraid to seek help because of their
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immigrant status. As Secretary of Homeland
Security Jeh Johnson testified earlier this
month, ‘‘mandating through legislation the conduct of sheriffs and police chiefs’’ is not the
way to go.
Instead of pushing these failed policies, we
need to come together and pass bipartisan
legislation to address our broken immigration
system. I urge my colleagues to oppose this
bill.
Mr. FARR. Mr. Speaker, I rise today to
voice my opposition to HR 3009. First and
foremost, my heartfelt sympathies go out to
the Steinle family for the loss of their daughter, Kate. There is no question that her death
is tragic and unjust.
However, this bill neither avenges her death
nor effectively prevents similar tragedies from
happening in the future. Absent comprehensive immigration reform, we are forcing local
police to act as federal immigration officials.
That is wrong, wrong, wrong.
I represent one of the largest agriculture districts in CA that is dependent on migrant workers who toil the fields to feed our nation. We
also have a significant gang violence problem
in ‘‘the Salad Bowl of the World’’, yet, I am not
aware that any of our local law enforcement
officials think this bill is a good idea.
In some of the harshest neighborhoods, our
local law enforcement officials have established satellite facilities and programs for the
kids in the neighborhood that provide alternatives to joining gangs. This type of 21st
Century Policing encourages community partnerships, problem-solving and organizational
transformation.
Mr. Speaker, we have already seen the willingness of the Republicans to shut down the
government over immigration issues by failing
to fund the Department of Homeland Security
for 4 months. While compromising the safety
of our communities and the effectiveness of
our local police might be good for Donald
Trump, it is bad for America.
I urge a no vote.
Ms. ROYBAL-ALLARD. Mr. Speaker, the recent killing of Kathryn Steinle in San Francisco
is a tragedy, and my thoughts are with her
family during this very difficult time.
Unfortunately, the Majority has chosen to
politicize this tragedy by bringing this misguided and unacceptable bill to the floor.
H.R. 3009 would withhold Department of
Justice grants specifically targeted to enhance
public safety, support community policing, and
assist crime victims from states and law enforcement agencies that do not collect information regarding a person’s immigration status.
We can and should ensure that serious
criminals who are dangerous and enforcement
priorities for ICE are not released from the
custody of local law enforcement. However, it
is misguided and counterproductive to force
local law enforcement officers to inquire about
a person’s immigration status at any time and
for any reason in order to be eligible to receive critical public safety funding.
It is also wrong and irresponsible that this
bill misrepresents the immigrant community as
one comprised entirely of criminals. In fact,
decades of research show that immigrants are
less likely to commit serious crimes than native-born persons.
Earlier this year, many Republicans insisted
that our Homeland Security Appropriations bill
include anti-immigrant riders, and threatened
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to shut down the Department of Homeland Security if they did not get their way. Sadly, H.R.
3009 is just more of the same from the Majority, who apparently think it is more important
to incite hatred of our immigrant population for
political purposes than it is to keep our communities safe and secure.
If we truly want to deal with our broken immigration system, we must pass comprehensive immigration reform that treats immigrants
humanely, focuses on deporting those who
threaten our safety and national security, and
better secures our borders. Unfortunately, the
House Majority has no interest in passing
such reforms and instead chooses to rob local
law enforcement of the money they need to
keep our constituents safe from harm.
I urge my colleagues to oppose this bill.
The SPEAKER pro tempore. All time
for debate has expired.
Pursuant to House Resolution 370,
the previous question is ordered on the
bill.
The question is on the engrossment
and third reading of the bill.
The bill was ordered to be engrossed
and read a third time, and was read the
third time.
MOTION TO RECOMMIT

Mr. JEFFRIES. Mr. Speaker, I have a
motion to recommit at the desk.
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is the
gentleman opposed to the bill?
Mr. JEFFRIES. I am opposed to it in
its current form.
Mr. GOODLATTE. Mr. Speaker, I reserve a point of order.
The SPEAKER pro tempore. A point
of order is reserved.
The Clerk will report the motion to
recommit.
The Clerk read as follows:
Mr. Jeffries moves to recommit the bill
H.R. 3009 to the Committee on the Judiciary,
with instructions to report the same back to
the House forthwith, with the following
amendment:
Add at the end the following:
SEC.ll.

PROTECTING LOCAL COMMUNITIES
FROM CUTS TO LAW ENFORCEMENT.

The Attorney General may not reduce or
eliminate, under this Act or the amendment
made by this Act, any sums provided to a
State (or a political subdivision of a State) if
the Attorney General determines that such
reduction or elimination would result in—
(1) an increase in the overall crime rate in
that State or political subdivision, including
an increase in domestic violence, sex trafficking, or crimes against children; or
(2) a decrease in the number of trained law
enforcement officers in that State or political subdivision, including community police, that are available to protect the public.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from New York is recognized
for 5 minutes.
Mr. JEFFRIES. Mr. Speaker, this is
the final amendment to the bill, which
will not kill the bill or send it back to
committee. If adopted, the bill will immediately proceed to final passage, as
amended.
The murder of Kate Steinle in San
Francisco was a national tragedy that
certainly shocked the conscience of
America. We must continue to mourn
her passing. We must continue to stand
behind her family.
We must continue to make sure that
her killer is prosecuted to the full ex-
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tent of the law, but we should not respond with irresponsible public policy.
Our Founders indicated that the
House of Representatives is supposed
to reflect the passions of the people,
but the passions should be properly
channeled into an appropriate legislative vehicle.
On December 14, 2012, 20 children
were brutally gunned down in Sandy
Hook Elementary School. More than
30,000 additional Americans have died
as a result of gun violence since that
fateful day. Mr. Speaker, 952 days have
passed. This House has done nothing.
On June 27, 2013, the Senate passed a
bipartisan comprehensive immigration
reform bill, 52 Democrats, 14 Republicans, 2 Independents. That bill would
have secured our borders. That bill
would have reduced the deficit by more
than $850 billion over 20 years. That
bill would have required undocumented
immigrants to learn English, pay back
taxes, pass a criminal background
check, and then get at the back of the
line. Mr. Speaker, 757 days have passed.
This House has done nothing.
Instead, we are here today considering a misguided legislative response
to a terrible tragedy. That is why I
offer this amendment, which will prevent the elimination or reduction of
funds to State or local law enforcement
organizations if the Attorney General
determines that the elimination of
funding would result in an overall increase in the crime rate, particularly
with respect to domestic violence, sex
trafficking, and crimes against children, or if it would result in a decrease
in the number of trained law enforcement officers on American streets.
The COPS and Byrne-JAG programs
are essential to public safety and
should not be used as a blunt force
weapon to carry out a reckless and irresponsible
antiimmigrant
agenda.
That is why the National Fraternal
Order of Police, the Law Enforcement
Immigration Task Force, and the
Major County Sheriffs’ Association of
America all oppose the underlying legislation.
In a letter dated July 15, the National Fraternal Order of Police expressed their ‘‘strong opposition to any
amendment or piece of legislation that
would penalize law enforcement agencies by withholding Federal funding or
resources from law enforcement assistance programs in an effort to coerce a
policy change in so-called sanctuary
cities.’’
In offering this amendment, I stand
with law enforcement. In offering this
amendment, I stand with the Statue of
Liberty that sits in New York Harbor
with the inscription ‘‘Give me your
tired, your poor, your huddled masses
yearning to breathe free.’’
In offering this amendment, I stand
with the United States Constitution
and the 10th Amendment limitation on
the Federal Government’s ability to
commandeer State or local police authorities into the service of Federal
areas of enforcement.
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In offering this amendment, I stand
with the Scripture in Matthew 25:35,
where it says: I was hungry, and you
gave me food. I was thirsty, and you
gave me drink. I was a stranger, and
you welcomed me.
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
time of the gentleman has expired.
Mr. GOODLATTE. Mr. Speaker, I
withdraw my reservation of a point of
order.
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The reservation is withdrawn.
Mr. GOODLATTE. Mr. Speaker, I rise
in opposition to the motion to recommit.
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Virginia is recognized for
5 minutes.
Mr. GOODLATTE. Mr. Speaker, I
urge my colleagues to oppose this motion to recommit. It would give the discretion to the Attorney General of the
United States and the ability to determine whether or not such reductions
provided in this legislation would take
place.
This is the same Attorney General of
the United States who is new to the position, but has already indicated her
unwillingness to enforce title VIII, section 1373, of the United States Code related to the requirement that cities
and all other government agencies
communicate with the Immigration
and Naturalization Service.
The Enforce the Law for Sanctuary
Cities Act helps to address one of the
main factors contributing to the collapse of immigration enforcement in
the United States.
Hundreds of sanctuary cities are violating Federal law by prohibiting their
law enforcement officers from sharing
information with Federal immigration
authorities to enable the removal of
unlawful and criminal aliens.
This bill will finally establish penalties to persuade these jurisdictions to
comply with longstanding Federal law.
Sanctuary cities present a clear and
present danger to their citizens. In the
first 8 months of 2014, they released
8,145 aliens who the Department of
Homeland Security wanted to deport.
Very quickly, almost a quarter of
these aliens were arrested again for
new criminal offenses. Most recently,
San Francisco’s refusal to honor a DHS
detainer resulted in the tragic death of
Kate Steinle.
This is not an isolated incident. This
is something that will continue again
and again and again unless these cities
start cooperating with law enforcement.
And, yes, there are many other
things that need to be done to protect
American citizens from unlawful criminal aliens besides this bill. Those
should be brought to the floor as well.
But this bill represents an important
first step in making rogue jurisdictions
comply with Federal law and safeguard
their communities. We will take further steps in the months ahead to ensure enforcement of immigration laws,
but we have to start today.
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Federal grants—and there are three
categories of grants covered by this
legislation—are not entitlements to
the States. They are gratuities that
Congress has chosen to give to the
States.
The Supreme Court has held that
Congress can place restrictions or conditions on the receipt of Federal funds
to further policies that are aimed at
protecting the general welfare.
I support these law enforcement
grants, but the solution to potential
loss of these funds is simple: eliminate
the policies that violate Federal law,
eliminate the policies that prohibit information sharing with the Immigration and Customs Enforcement agency,
and they will receive this funding.
They will also receive safer communities, communities that are sanctuaries for law-abiding citizens, not
sanctuaries for criminals.
This legislation must be passed to
protect American citizens and do right
by them and do it in honor of people
like Kate Steinle, who gave her life because of these bad policies.
I urge my colleagues to oppose the
motion to recommit, support this legislation, and I yield back the balance of
my time.
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Without
objection, the previous question is ordered on the motion to recommit.
There was no objection.
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion to recommit.
The question was taken; and the
Speaker pro tempore announced that
the noes appeared to have it.
Mr. JEFFRIES. Mr. Speaker, on that
I demand the yeas and nays.
The yeas and nays were ordered.
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursuant to clause 8 and clause 9 of rule XX,
this 15-minute vote on the motion to
recommit will be followed by 5-minute
votes on passage of the bill, if ordered,
and the question on agreeing to the
Speaker’s approval of the Journal, if
ordered.
The vote was taken by electronic device, and there were—yeas 181, nays
239, not voting 13, as follows:
[Roll No. 465]
YEAS—181
Adams
Aguilar
Ashford
Bass
Beatty
Becerra
Bera
Beyer
Bishop (GA)
Blumenauer
Bonamici
Boyle, Brendan
F.
Brown (FL)
Brownley (CA)
Bustos
Butterfield
Capps
Capuano
Cárdenas
Carney
Carson (IN)
Cartwright
Castor (FL)
Castro (TX)
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Chu, Judy
Cicilline
Clark (MA)
Clarke (NY)
Clay
Cleaver
Clyburn
Cohen
Connolly
Conyers
Cooper
Costa
Courtney
Crowley
Cuellar
Cummings
Davis (CA)
Davis, Danny
DeFazio
DeGette
Delaney
DeLauro
DelBene
DeSaulnier
Deutch
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Dingell
Doggett
Doyle, Michael
F.
Duckworth
Edwards
Ellison
Engel
Eshoo
Esty
Farr
Fattah
Foster
Frankel (FL)
Fudge
Gabbard
Gallego
Garamendi
Graham
Grayson
Green, Al
Green, Gene
Grijalva
Gutiérrez
Hahn

Hastings
Heck (WA)
Higgins
Himes
Honda
Hoyer
Huffman
Jackson Lee
Jeffries
Johnson (GA)
Johnson, E. B.
Keating
Kelly (IL)
Kennedy
Kildee
Kilmer
Kind
Kirkpatrick
Kuster
Langevin
Larsen (WA)
Larson (CT)
Lawrence
Lee
Levin
Lewis
Lieu, Ted
Lipinski
Loebsack
Lofgren
Lowenthal
Lowey
Luján, Ben Ray
(NM)
Lynch
Maloney,
Carolyn
Maloney, Sean

Matsui
McCollum
McDermott
McGovern
McNerney
Meeks
Meng
Moore
Moulton
Murphy (FL)
Nadler
Napolitano
Neal
Nolan
Norcross
O’Rourke
Pallone
Pascrell
Payne
Pelosi
Perlmutter
Peters
Peterson
Pingree
Pocan
Polis
Price (NC)
Quigley
Rangel
Rice (NY)
Richmond
Roybal-Allard
Ruiz
Ruppersberger
Rush
Ryan (OH)
Sánchez, Linda
T.

Abraham
Aderholt
Allen
Amash
Amodei
Babin
Barletta
Barr
Barton
Benishek
Bilirakis
Bishop (MI)
Black
Blackburn
Blum
Bost
Boustany
Brady (TX)
Brat
Bridenstine
Brooks (AL)
Brooks (IN)
Buchanan
Buck
Bucshon
Burgess
Byrne
Calvert
Carter (GA)
Chabot
Chaffetz
Coffman
Cole
Collins (GA)
Comstock
Conaway
Cook
Costello (PA)
Cramer
Crawford
Crenshaw
Culberson
Curbelo (FL)
Davis, Rodney
Dent
DeSantis
DesJarlais
Diaz-Balart
Dold
Donovan
Duffy
Duncan (SC)
Duncan (TN)
Ellmers (NC)
Emmer (MN)
Farenthold
Fincher
Fitzpatrick
Fleischmann

Fleming
Flores
Forbes
Fortenberry
Foxx
Franks (AZ)
Frelinghuysen
Garrett
Gibbs
Gibson
Gohmert
Goodlatte
Gosar
Gowdy
Granger
Graves (GA)
Graves (LA)
Graves (MO)
Griffith
Grothman
Guinta
Guthrie
Hanna
Hardy
Harper
Harris
Hartzler
Heck (NV)
Hensarling
Herrera Beutler
Hice, Jody B.
Hill
Holding
Hudson
Huelskamp
Huizenga (MI)
Hultgren
Hunter
Hurd (TX)
Hurt (VA)
Issa
Jenkins (KS)
Jenkins (WV)
Johnson (OH)
Johnson, Sam
Jolly
Jones
Jordan
Joyce
Katko
Kelly (MS)
Kelly (PA)
King (IA)
King (NY)
Kinzinger (IL)
Kline
Knight
Labrador
LaMalfa

Sanchez, Loretta
Sarbanes
Schiff
Schrader
Scott (VA)
Scott, David
Serrano
Sewell (AL)
Sherman
Sinema
Sires
Slaughter
Smith (WA)
Swalwell (CA)
Takai
Takano
Thompson (CA)
Thompson (MS)
Titus
Tonko
Torres
Tsongas
Van Hollen
Vargas
Veasey
Vela
Velázquez
Visclosky
Walz
Wasserman
Schultz
Waters, Maxine
Watson Coleman
Welch
Wilson (FL)
Yarmuth

NAYS—239
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Lamborn
Lance
Latta
LoBiondo
Long
Loudermilk
Love
Lucas
Luetkemeyer
Lummis
MacArthur
Marchant
Marino
Massie
McCarthy
McCaul
McClintock
McHenry
McKinley
McMorris
Rodgers
McSally
Meadows
Meehan
Messer
Mica
Miller (FL)
Miller (MI)
Moolenaar
Mooney (WV)
Mullin
Mulvaney
Murphy (PA)
Neugebauer
Newhouse
Noem
Nugent
Nunes
Olson
Palazzo
Palmer
Paulsen
Pearce
Perry
Pittenger
Pitts
Poe (TX)
Poliquin
Pompeo
Posey
Price, Tom
Ratcliffe
Reed
Reichert
Renacci
Ribble
Rice (SC)
Rigell
Roby

July 23, 2015
Roe (TN)
Rogers (AL)
Rogers (KY)
Rohrabacher
Rokita
Rooney (FL)
Ros-Lehtinen
Roskam
Ross
Rothfus
Rouzer
Royce
Russell
Ryan (WI)
Salmon
Sanford
Scalise
Schweikert
Scott, Austin
Sensenbrenner
Sessions

Walker
Walorski
Walters, Mimi
Weber (TX)
Webster (FL)
Wenstrup
Westerman
Westmoreland
Whitfield
Williams
Wilson (SC)
Wittman
Womack
Woodall
Yoder
Yoho
Young (AK)
Young (IA)
Young (IN)
Zeldin
Zinke

NOT VOTING—13
Bishop (UT)
Brady (PA)
Carter (TX)
Clawson (FL)
Collins (NY)

Lujan Grisham
(NM)
Schakowsky
Speier
Stewart

Denham
Hinojosa
Israel
Kaptur

b 1607
Messrs. CONAWAY, FINCHER, STIVERS, and JOHNSON of Ohio changed
their vote from ‘‘yea’’ to ‘‘nay.’’
Ms. GABBARD and Mr. SHERMAN
changed their vote from ‘‘nay’’ to
‘‘yea.’’
So the motion to recommit was rejected.
The result of the vote was announced
as above recorded.
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the passage of the bill.
The question was taken; and the
Speaker pro tempore announced that
the ayes appeared to have it.
RECORDED VOTE

Ms. LOFGREN. Mr. Speaker, I demand a recorded vote.
A recorded vote was ordered.
The SPEAKER pro tempore. This is a
5-minute vote.
The vote was taken by electronic device, and there were—ayes 241, noes 179,
not voting 13, as follows:
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[Roll No. 466]
AYES—241
Abraham
Aderholt
Allen
Amash
Amodei
Babin
Barletta
Barr
Barton
Benishek
Bera
Bilirakis
Bishop (MI)
Black
Blackburn
Blum
Bost
Boustany
Brady (TX)
Brat
Bridenstine
Brooks (AL)
Brooks (IN)
Buchanan
Buck
Bucshon
Burgess
Byrne
Carter (GA)
Chabot
Chaffetz
Coffman
Cole
Collins (GA)
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Collins (NY)
Comstock
Conaway
Cook
Cooper
Costello (PA)
Cramer
Crawford
Crenshaw
Cuellar
Culberson
Davis, Rodney
Denham
Dent
DeSantis
DesJarlais
Diaz-Balart
Duffy
Duncan (SC)
Duncan (TN)
Ellmers (NC)
Emmer (MN)
Farenthold
Fincher
Fitzpatrick
Fleischmann
Fleming
Flores
Forbes
Fortenberry
Foxx
Franks (AZ)
Frelinghuysen
Garrett
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Shimkus
Shuster
Simpson
Smith (MO)
Smith (NE)
Smith (NJ)
Smith (TX)
Stefanik
Stivers
Stutzman
Thompson (PA)
Thornberry
Tiberi
Tipton
Trott
Turner
Upton
Valadao
Wagner
Walberg
Walden

Gibbs
Gibson
Gohmert
Goodlatte
Gosar
Gowdy
Granger
Graves (GA)
Graves (LA)
Graves (MO)
Griffith
Grothman
Guinta
Guthrie
Hanna
Hardy
Harper
Harris
Hartzler
Heck (NV)
Hensarling
Herrera Beutler
Hice, Jody B.
Hill
Holding
Hudson
Huelskamp
Huizenga (MI)
Hultgren
Hunter
Hurd (TX)
Hurt (VA)
Issa
Jenkins (KS)
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Jenkins (WV)
Johnson (OH)
Johnson, Sam
Jolly
Jones
Jordan
Joyce
Katko
Keating
Kelly (MS)
Kelly (PA)
King (IA)
Kinzinger (IL)
Kline
Knight
Labrador
LaMalfa
Lamborn
Lance
Latta
LoBiondo
Long
Loudermilk
Love
Lucas
Luetkemeyer
Lummis
MacArthur
Marchant
Marino
Massie
McCarthy
McCaul
McClintock
McHenry
McKinley
McMorris
Rodgers
McSally
Meadows
Meehan
Messer
Mica
Miller (FL)
Miller (MI)
Moolenaar
Mooney (WV)

Mullin
Mulvaney
Murphy (PA)
Neugebauer
Newhouse
Noem
Nugent
Nunes
Olson
Palazzo
Palmer
Paulsen
Pearce
Perry
Peterson
Pittenger
Pitts
Poe (TX)
Poliquin
Pompeo
Posey
Price, Tom
Ratcliffe
Reed
Renacci
Ribble
Rice (SC)
Rigell
Roby
Roe (TN)
Rogers (AL)
Rogers (KY)
Rohrabacher
Rokita
Rooney (FL)
Ros-Lehtinen
Roskam
Ross
Rothfus
Rouzer
Royce
Russell
Ryan (WI)
Salmon
Sanford
Scalise
Schweikert

Adams
Aguilar
Ashford
Bass
Beatty
Becerra
Beyer
Bishop (GA)
Blumenauer
Bonamici
Brown (FL)
Brownley (CA)
Bustos
Butterfield
Capps
Capuano
Cárdenas
Carney
Carson (IN)
Cartwright
Castor (FL)
Castro (TX)
Chu, Judy
Cicilline
Clark (MA)
Clarke (NY)
Clay
Cleaver
Clyburn
Cohen
Connolly
Costa
Courtney
Crowley
Cummings
Curbelo (FL)
Davis (CA)
Davis, Danny
DeFazio
DeGette
Delaney
DeLauro
DelBene
DeSaulnier
Deutch
Dingell
Doggett
Dold
Donovan

Doyle, Michael
F.
Duckworth
Edwards
Ellison
Engel
Eshoo
Esty
Farr
Fattah
Foster
Frankel (FL)
Fudge
Gabbard
Gallego
Garamendi
Graham
Grayson
Green, Al
Green, Gene
Grijalva
Gutiérrez
Hahn
Hastings
Heck (WA)
Higgins
Himes
Honda
Hoyer
Huffman
Jackson Lee
Jeffries
Johnson (GA)
Johnson, E. B.
Kelly (IL)
Kennedy
Kildee
Kilmer
Kind
King (NY)
Kirkpatrick
Kuster
Langevin
Larsen (WA)
Larson (CT)
Lawrence
Lee
Levin
Lewis
Lieu, Ted

Scott, Austin
Sensenbrenner
Sessions
Shimkus
Shuster
Simpson
Sinema
Smith (MO)
Smith (NE)
Smith (NJ)
Smith (TX)
Stefanik
Stivers
Stutzman
Thompson (PA)
Thornberry
Tiberi
Tipton
Trott
Turner
Upton
Valadao
Wagner
Walberg
Walden
Walker
Walorski
Walters, Mimi
Weber (TX)
Webster (FL)
Wenstrup
Westerman
Westmoreland
Whitfield
Williams
Wilson (SC)
Wittman
Womack
Woodall
Yoder
Yoho
Young (AK)
Young (IA)
Young (IN)
Zeldin
Zinke

NOES—179
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Lipinski
Loebsack
Lofgren
Lowenthal
Lowey
Luján, Ben Ray
(NM)
Lynch
Maloney,
Carolyn
Maloney, Sean
Matsui
McCollum
McDermott
McGovern
McNerney
Meeks
Meng
Moore
Moulton
Murphy (FL)
Nadler
Napolitano
Neal
Nolan
Norcross
O’Rourke
Pallone
Pascrell
Payne
Pelosi
Perlmutter
Peters
Pingree
Pocan
Polis
Price (NC)
Quigley
Rangel
Reichert
Rice (NY)
Richmond
Roybal-Allard
Ruiz
Ruppersberger
Rush
Ryan (OH)
Sánchez, Linda
T.
Sanchez, Loretta

Sarbanes
Schakowsky
Schiff
Schrader
Scott (VA)
Scott, David
Serrano
Sewell (AL)
Sherman
Sires
Slaughter
Smith (WA)

Swalwell (CA)
Takai
Takano
Thompson (CA)
Thompson (MS)
Titus
Tonko
Torres
Tsongas
Van Hollen
Vargas
Veasey

Vela
Velázquez
Visclosky
Walz
Wasserman
Schultz
Waters, Maxine
Watson Coleman
Welch
Wilson (FL)
Yarmuth

NOT VOTING—13
Bishop (UT)
Boyle, Brendan
F.
Brady (PA)
Calvert

Carter (TX)
Clawson (FL)
Conyers
Hinojosa
Israel

Kaptur
Lujan Grisham
(NM)
Speier
Stewart

b 1619
So the bill was passed.
The result of the vote was announced
as above recorded.
A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.
Stated for:
Mr. CALVERT. Mr. Speaker, on rollcall 466,
I was unable to vote due to a malfunction of
my voting card. Had I been able to vote, I
would have voted yes on rollcall 466.
f

THE JOURNAL
The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
CARTER of Georgia). The unfinished
business is the question on agreeing to
the Speaker’s approval of the Journal,
which the Chair will put de novo.
The question is on the Speaker’s approval of the Journal.
Pursuant to clause 1, rule I, the Journal stands approved.
f

LEGISLATIVE PROGRAM
(Mr. HOYER asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute.)
Mr. HOYER. Mr. Speaker, I yield to
the gentleman from California (Mr.
MCCARTHY), my friend, the majority
leader.
Mr. MCCARTHY. I thank the gentleman for yielding.
Mr. Speaker, on Monday, the House
will meet at noon for morning hour and
2 p.m. for legislative business. Votes
will be postponed until 6:30 p.m.
On Tuesday and Wednesday, the
House will meet at 10 a.m. for morning
hour and noon for legislative business.
On Thursday, the House will meet at
9 a.m. for legislative business. Last
votes of the week are expected no later
than 3 p.m.
On Friday, no votes are expected in
the House.
Mr. Speaker, the House will consider
a number of suspensions next week, a
complete list of which will be announced by close of business tomorrow.
In addition, the House will consider
H.R. 427, the Regulations from the Executive in Need of Scrutiny Act of 2015,
sponsored by Representative TODD
YOUNG.
Last year Federal regulations burdened job creators with trillions of dollars in costs. This bill, commonly referred to as the REINS Act, will ensure
that Congress has a say in whether
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major rules should be imposed on the
American people.
The House will also consider H.R.
1994, the VA Accountability Act, sponsored by Chairman JEFF MILLER.
Getting the best possible service to
our Nation’s veterans starts with having the best possible personnel in
charge VA programs.
This critical bill will give the administration additional tools to turn
things around at the VA and ensure
veterans have the kind of care they deserve.
I thank the gentleman.
Mr. HOYER. I thank the gentleman
for his information with reference to
the two bills that will be considered
next week.
We are coming now to the end of the
scheduled work period, and we will be
going into the August break. We just
passed a bill, Mr. Leader, which dealt
with a tragedy—or purportedly dealt
with a tragedy—that occurred in San
Francisco.
Every Member of this House believes,
I think, that a mistake was made by
the sheriff in San Francisco in releasing this individual who had been convicted of numerous felonies.
We also believe, if we had passed a
comprehensive immigration reform bill
similar to the one the Senate passed in
the last Congress, that this problem
itself would not be solved—because we
believe that the sheriff should not have
released this individual irrespective of
the status of immigration reform—but
we believe this would go a long way towards enhancing the ability of both
law enforcement and of communities
to deal with the immigration issue as
well as giving confidence to people of
their status.
Does the gentleman believe that
there is any possibility of a comprehensive immigration bill being considered
in the next work period?
I yield to my friend.
Mr. MCCARTHY. I thank my friend
for yielding.
What happened in San Francisco was
not just a mistake. This individual had
seven
felonies.
It
is
not
miscommunication. Kate lost her life
and should not had to have.
Sanctuary cities are made up of individuals who believe they can make
their own law and disregard the law of
the Federal Government.
I think today’s bill was a good first
start. I do look forward to continuing
the conversations on both sides of the
aisle on immigration reform, but I
have nothing scheduled at this time.
Mr. HOYER. Just to make it clear,
the mistake was the sheriff’s. He
should not have done what he did. It
was a tragedy. We all agree on that.
Very frankly, we don’t think that he
was compelled to do so by the sanctuary law that San Francisco had in effect.
I will tell the majority leader that we
had a difference of opinion in a previous bill, the Violence Against Women
Act, where you did not include protec-
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tion for immigrants when they came
forward to law enforcement authorities
and complained of domestic violence.
We had a disagreement on that, and
the disagreement was that we thought
they ought to be protected, which is
why so many law enforcement officials
opposed the bill that was brought forward.
I will tell you again, Mr. Leader, that
we do not believe that the statute that
was in San Francisco compelled or led
to the actions of the sheriff in releasing a felon who had committed the numerous felonies and should not have
been released. It was a tragedy.
Let me go on, Mr. Leader, to the appropriations process.
There are no appropriation bills listed on your schedule for next week. We
have after next week some, I think, 16
legislative days left between now and
the end of the fiscal year.
Again, for the next period that we
are going to be back and in light of the
fact that we know what it is going to
be at least—and I will have some questions on some things that may be on,
but we know what is scheduled for next
week—does the gentleman believe that
our Members ought to anticipate the
further consideration of appropriation
bills prior to the end of the fiscal year?
I yield to my friend.
Mr. MCCARTHY. I thank the gentleman for yielding.
As I mentioned last week, yes, it is
our intention to get back to the appropriation process as soon as possible.
As the gentleman knows, we are halfway done. We should finish our job, but
I will make sure to keep the Members
updated on the appropriation bills as
they are scheduled and continue to be
considered.
Mr. HOYER. I thank the majority
leader. I am pleased to hear that.
I know the Speaker observed—and I
think he is probably right—that there
will have to be a CR. In light of that,
I would hope that the majority leader,
in league with the chairman of the Appropriations Committee, perhaps with
the chairman of the Ways and Means
Committee, and with the Speaker,
would initiate the conversations now
in preparation so that we would not
have a crisis on September 30, but
would, in a logical and, hopefully, a cooperative way, have gotten to what action would be taken with respect to a
CR. I would urge my friend to pursue
those discussions.
I would be glad to participate with
him in those discussions with others on
our side who will be involved in that
process—our ranking member on the
Appropriations Committee, our ranking member on the Ways and Means
Committee, and our ranking member
on the Budget Committee.
I yield to my friend if he wants to
make a comment.
Mr. MCCARTHY. No.
Mr. HOYER. I thank the gentleman.
The gentleman and I have had discussions about highways. We know that
next week the highway authorization
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ends. We are planning on leaving here,
if the schedule is kept, on Thursday of
next week.
Will the gentleman tell me what he
believes is the status of the highway
bill?
I know the Senate is discussing a
longer term highway bill. Neither the
majority leader nor I are very enthusiastic about that bill as I have learned
in my discussions with you.
Will you tell me what your plans are
with respect to the highway bill so
that we don’t leave here without some
sort of authorization having been
passed?
I yield to my friend.
b 1630
Mr. MCCARTHY. Well, I thank the
gentleman for yielding. I thank him for
his discussions with me regarding highways. Just last week, we passed a bipartisan bill that would ensure critical
infrastructure
projects
continue
throughout the year.
I know the Senate has their debate.
Our bill goes to the end of the year
with a long-term solution. The Senate
currently is debating a bill that is not
funded long term. I think the best bit
of advice is to urge the Senate to accept our bill.
Mr. HOYER. I thank the gentleman.
Lastly, as the gentleman knows, I
have been very much involved with the
authorization of the Export-Import
Bank through the years. As the gentleman knows, Mr. Cantor and I
worked together and came up with a
bipartisan proposal in 2012 that passed
this House overwhelmingly with approximately 140 Republicans and about
185 or more Democrats, so it passed
overwhelmingly.
Can the gentleman tell me whether
or not there is any possibility of assuring that the majority of this House can
work its will and the majority of the
Senate—and I say that because MITCH
MCCONNELL, the leader of the Senate,
is quoted as saying the supporters of
the Federal Export-Import Bank have
the Senate votes to revive it and will
get a chance to do so.
Majority Leader MITCH MCCONNELL
said, It looks to me like they have the
votes—and I am requesting to give
them the opportunity. MCCONNELL,
who opposes the Bank, said he expects
supporters to try to attach the reauthorization to a highway bill.
Assuming that we get a bill from the
Senate with the Export-Import Bank
attached to it, does the majority leader
believe that we will have the opportunity—and I think the majority of the
Members of the House would vote in
favor of it—will have the opportunity
to vote on the Export-Import Bank before we leave here on Thursday?
I yield to my friend
Mr. MCCARTHY. I thank the gentleman for yielding.
I thank my friend for his weekly
questions. I think you may have asked
these questions actually more times
than we repealed ObamaCare, but my
answer remains the same.
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Mr. HOYER. I could not possibly
stand on this floor long enough to do
that.
I yield to my friend.
Mr. MCCARTHY. My answer still remains the same to the gentleman.
There is no action scheduled in the
House on Ex-Im.
Mr. HOYER. I keep asking that question, and I keep getting the wrong answer. I will be faithful to asking that
question.
I say that with humor, but the gentleman knows that I believe this is an
extraordinarily serious issue. The gentleman knows I agree with the Speaker
of the House of Representatives, Mr.
BOEHNER, that we are losing jobs right
now as a result of our failure to extend
the authorization of the Export-Import
Bank past June 30.
The gentleman knows I believe that
165,000 jobs are at risk. The Indian director of their export-import bank is
quoted as saying in the paper, just the
other day, that he believes they are
going to pick up jobs and orders because of the failure of the Export-Import Bank to be reauthorized.
I think this is not something that is
not real. It is a loss of jobs and a loss
of competitive status for our country if
we do not reauthorize this and do so as
quickly as possible.
I will keep asking the question because I feel it is so very important to
our country and to our competitiveness, but I appreciate the gentleman’s
faithfulness in his answer. I am hopeful
that it will change.
Mr. MCCARTHY. We will keep repealing ObamaCare.
Mr. HOYER. Mr. Speaker, I didn’t notice that ObamaCare had been repealed. I simply noticed the Supreme
Court said it was a constitutional piece
of legislation.
I yield back the balance of my time.
f

ADJOURNMENT FROM THURSDAY,
JULY 23, 2015, TO MONDAY, JULY
27, 2015
Mr. MCCARTHY. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent that when the
House adjourns today, it adjourn to
meet on Monday, July 27, 2015, when it
shall convene at noon for morning-hour
debate and 2 p.m. for legislative business.
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gentleman from California?
There was no objection.

smartinez on DSK4TPTVN1PROD with HOUSE

f

PLANNED PARENTHOOD
(Mr. ROTHFUS asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend his remarks.)
Mr. ROTHFUS. Mr. Speaker, it is
painful to hear the words in the recently released video showing Planned
Parenthood trafficking in body parts.
At one point, the doctor talks about
a customer wanting ‘‘lower extremities,’’ that is legs in everyday language.
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‘‘I don’t know what they are going to
do with it. Maybe they want muscle,’’
she says.
These are legs that will never run to
a mom or a dad, never run to a brother
or a sister, never run to a spouse, never
run to protect another child.
It has been 42 years since the Supreme Court did what Justice White
called an exercise of raw judicial
power. Since then, we have seen more
than 55 million abortions in this country; yet we are still shocked by what
these videos show.
This is a teaching moment, Mr.
Speaker. There is a lot of pain implicit
in these videos, pain for kids, pain for
moms, pain for dads and families. Perhaps these videos can become the moment where our Nation can begin to
heal that pain.
Stopping taxpayer dollars flowing to
organizations responsible for this horror is a good place to start that healing.
f

FALLEN HAYWARD POLICE DEPARTMENT
SERGEANT
SCOTT
LUNGER
(Mr. SWALWELL of California asked
and was given permission to address
the House for 1 minute and to revise
and extend his remarks.)
Mr. SWALWELL of California. Mr.
Speaker, I rise today to ask that this
House honor Sergeant Scott Lunger, 48
years old, who was murdered tragically
yesterday as a Hayward police officer
while on routine patrol.
His murder is a reminder that the
work we call our police officers to do
puts them and their lives in jeopardy
every day, every stop, not knowing if it
is going to be their last or if they are
going to return home to see their families.
Sergeant Lunger leaves behind a
wife, two daughters, a brother, family,
and friends; but he died doing what he
loved, his second career working as a
police officer.
For 15 years, he did so to help people
in the community. He served on the
SWAT team and on the gang unit. He
was described by his police chief as a
warrior cop, an ethical police officer.
He was described by others as that
ideal officer, that go-to guy. A lieutenant said: He is the best cop and
crimefighter I have ever seen.
The East Bay and Hayward community mourns the loss of Sergeant Scott
Lunger. Long live the memory of Sergeant Scott Lunger. May God watch
over his soul, our community, and his
family.

last week’s ESPYs ceremony with the
Pat Tillman award.
The award is named after former
NFL player Pat Tillman, who joined
the Army Rangers following 9/11,
served several tours in combat before
he died in a friendly fire incident in Afghanistan in 2004. It recognizes an individual with a strong connection to
sports who has served others in a way
that echoes Pat’s legacy.
Danielle Green could not be more deserving of this prestigious honor. While
bravely serving her country in Iraq,
she lost part of her left arm from a
rocket-propelled grenade attack. Upon
her return, Green earned the Purple
Heart for injuries suffered in combat.
She now works with returning veterans
as a readjustment counselor in South
Bend, Indiana.
Danielle’s sacrifice to protect our
freedom and her contributions to Indiana veterans deserves recognition. She
is an inspiration to Hoosiers everywhere.
Today, I thank Danielle Green and
all of our servicemen and -women for
the sacrifices they make in the name of
freedom.
f

THE EQUALITY ACT
(Mr. KENNEDY asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend his remarks.)
Mr. KENNEDY. Mr. Speaker, today,
my colleague Congressman DAVID
CICILLINE, an unparalleled champion
for LGBT rights, introduced the Equality Act. I rise today as a proud cosponsor in support of this bill.
Recent gains, from public opinion to
the Supreme Court, have undoubtedly
accelerated our ongoing civil rights
march, but real justice will be served
in this country when the LGBT community is guaranteed—not just legal
equality, but lived equality.
The ability to experience everyday
life without fear of discrimination is
something most of us take for granted.
Walking into a gas station without
worrying about being denied service because of your gender identity, heading
into a movie theater without fear of
being turned away because of the hand
you held when you walked in, that
threat of judgment, rejection, and prejudice is injustice in its purest form.
Today, through the Equality Act, we
can help root out the dangerous intolerance that continues to define too
many American lives. I urge all of my
colleagues to join this fight, cosponsor
this bill, and get it signed into law.

f

f

HONORING DANIELLE GREEN
(Mrs. WALORSKI asked and was
given permission to address the House
for 1 minute and to revise and extend
her remarks.)
Mrs. WALORSKI. Mr. Speaker, I rise
today to recognize former Notre Dame
basketball player and Army veteran,
Danielle Green, who was recognized at

SECRET SIDE DEALS WITH IRAN
CONCERNING
INSPECTION
OF
THEIR NUKES
(Mr. POE of Texas asked and was
given permission to address the House
for 1 minute.)
Mr. POE of Texas. Mr. Speaker, it
seems the Iranians are not the only
ones we can’t trust. Apparently, there
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are some secret side deals with Iran
concerning inspections of their nukes.
The administration conveniently withheld this from Congress.
Susan Rice said:
These documents are not public, but nonetheless, we have been briefed on those documents. We know their contents. We are satisfied with them, and we will share the contents of those briefings in full in a classified
session with the Congress, so there is nothing in that regard that we know that they
won’t know.

Let me get this straight. We are supposed to trust the person who lied to
the American people on national television about Benghazi?
Mr. Speaker, what else are they hiding? Maybe the details of the side deal
are stored on a server somewhere. We
know we can’t trust the Iranians to follow the deal.
Now, we can’t trust the administration to let us know what is in the deal.
Let’s hope these secret side deals are
not as hard to get a hold of as the
former Secretary of State’s emails.
And that is just the way it is.
f

INDIAN INDEPENDENCE DAY
(Mrs. WATSON COLEMAN asked and
was given permission to address the
House for 1 minute.)
Mrs.
WATSON
COLEMAN.
Mr.
Speaker, I rise today to recognize Indian Independence Day and the 11th
Annual New Jersey India Day Parade,
organized by the Indian Business Association.
On August 15, 1947, India won its freedom from the British Empire, raising
the Indian national flag at the Red
Fort in Delhi.
On August 9 of this year, New Jersey’s vibrant Indian American community will celebrate that milestone with
one of the largest events in the world,
drawing more than 35,000 attendees.
Oak Tree Road, between Edison and
Iselin, will be filled with dozens of
floats, marching bands, musicians, and
dignitaries, concluding with a cultural
program that will offer everyone
present the opportunity to see the
beautiful traditions of India in addition
to modern culture.
New Jersey is home to one of the
largest Asian Indian populations in the
United States, behind California and
New York in number, but second to
none as a percent of our overall population. They are a thriving group that
contributes to our State’s economic
growth and strength in diversity.
I wish everyone well as they prepare
for the August festivities and send
early Indian Independence Day greetings to all those celebrating in my district.
smartinez on DSK4TPTVN1PROD with HOUSE

f

HONORING
FLORIDA
INTERNATIONAL
UNIVERSITY
STUDENT CRISTINA GOMEZ
(Ms. ROS-LEHTINEN asked and was
given permission to address the House
for 1 minute and to revise and extend
her remarks.)
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Ms. ROS-LEHTINEN. Mr. Speaker, I
rise today to talk about Cristina
Gomez and thank her for her kind, generous, and caring spirit.
It has been a little over a year since
this promising young woman from
South Florida suffered a serious traumatic brain injury after she fell while
jogging. Before her tragic accident,
Cristina was a senior at my alma
mater, Florida International University. She was studying to be a teacher
and donated much of her free time to
help others.
Cristina’s family has established the
Cristina Gomez Traumatic Brain Injury Foundation to help other families
in similar circumstances and to carry
on Cristina’s legacy as she recovers.
Christina, the thoughts and prayers
of our community are with you and
your family. Get well soon. Florida
International University misses you
and wants you back.
f

b 1645
JORDAN MICHAEL FILLER
FOUNDATION
(Mr. DOLD asked and was given permission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend his remarks.)
Mr. DOLD. Mr. Speaker, I rise today
to commend the efforts of the Jordan
Michael Filler Foundation in their
fight against an unseen killer: addiction.
One person dies every 3 days in the
Chicago suburbs because of a heroin
overdose. Jordan Filler was 23 when his
addiction to heroin tragically took his
life. His family started the Jordan Michael Filler Foundation in his honor to
help others combat addiction. The
foundation works tirelessly to provide
vital education to children and their
families on addiction.
Mr. Speaker, heroin is an epidemic in
our community, and unfortunately,
there is no silver bullet to end drug
abuse. As the co-chair of the Illinois
Suburban Anti-Heroin Task Force, I
am committed to working with local
organizations like the Jordan Michael
Filler Foundation to prevent drug
overdose. There are no easy solutions
to the drug abuse epidemic, but I am
committed to putting in the hard work
required to make progress alongside
our many community partners.
I offer my sincerest thanks to the
Jordan Michael Filler Foundation and
other community organizations for
their lifesaving work.
f

HONORING MIKE ZAHN
(Mr. RODNEY DAVIS of Illinois
asked and was given permission to address the House for 1 minute and to revise and extend his remarks.)
Mr. RODNEY DAVIS of Illinois. Mr.
Speaker, I rise today to recognize Mike
Zahn, a friend, public servant, and
leader in the Springfield, Illinois, community.
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For several years, Mike has been involved in the International Union of
Operating Engineers Local 965 in
Springfield. His father was an operating engineer and served as the
branch’s business manager.
Following in his father’s footsteps,
Mike first joined in 1974 and spent
nearly 30 years with Local 965, eventually becoming the business manager for
the branch himself.
In addition to his time with Local
965, Mike also immersed himself in
public service. He served as the chairman of the Illinois State Council and
was a member of the Greater Springfield Chamber of Commerce Diversity
Development Council. Mike has been a
strong voice for improving our infrastructure, as a frequent visitor to this
great city.
After over four decades with Local
965, Mike announced he is going to retire as an operating engineer. He and
his wife, Jacki, have two children,
Steve and Jessica.
I am proud to honor my friend Mike
Zahn for his work on behalf of the people of Springfield, Illinois, and this
great country. I wish him the best in
his retirement.
f

RELIGIOUS PERSECUTION
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under
the Speaker’s announced policy of January 6, 2015, the gentleman from Georgia (Mr. COLLINS) is recognized for 60
minutes as the designee of the majority leader.
GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. COLLINS of Georgia. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that all
Members have 5 legislative days in
which to revise and extend their remarks and include extraneous materials on the topic of my Special Order.
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gentleman from Georgia?
There was no objection.
Mr. COLLINS of Georgia. Mr. Speaker, I would like to start by looking at
headlines. All you have got to do is
just read the headlines that are blaring
at us, coming at us in print, over our
Internet, and others. They say things
like: ‘‘Five children among 94 crucified,
flogged, and caged by ISIS for eating
during Ramadan’’; ‘‘Hundreds Killed in
Nigeria
Anti-Christian
Violence’’;
‘‘ISIS Plants Land Mines in Christian
Civilian Homes, Ancient Ruins Across
Iraq, Syria.’’
If we have the stomach for it that
particular day, we may read the article
that follows. We might say a prayer or
silently wonder at the brazen face of
evil. But ultimately, we go on with our
lives. We do not fear for our personal
safety or that of our families because
of systemic religious violence.
Yet millions of our brothers and sisters around the world do not have the
luxury of walking away from real religious persecution. They don’t read the
news stories; they live them day in and
day out. They have watched family
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members die. They have had friends
simply vanish into thin air, never to be
heard from again. Their homes and
businesses are seized by the government. Even as they place their hope in
eternity, they fear for their future here
on Earth.
Today, my colleagues and I come to
the House floor to tell our stories. We
come because this body and this administration have a responsibility to
use our position to promote religious
liberty around the world. Millions of
lives are literally depending on America’s willingness to export our most
precious commodity, religious freedom,
and it is time to step up our efforts.
As a pastor and currently a chaplain
in the United States Air Force Reserve,
defending religious liberty at home and
abroad is near and dear to my heart. I
have had the honor of serving folks of
many faiths, as well as those with no
faith, and I am convinced that the
foundational importance of religious
liberty is not just in America, but in
every country.
No nation is truly free unless its citizens can practice their religious beliefs
without fear of losing their life or livelihood because of state-sponsored opposition or unchecked persecution by
their neighbors. Yet even in democratized societies, we are witnessing a
sharp increase in violent religious persecution worldwide.
If America is to be a shining city
upon a hill in the 21st century, we must
redouble our commitment to fighting
for those around the world who do not
enjoy the basic right to worship as
they choose.
I am grateful that my colleagues who
share my passion for religious liberties
have joined me for this Special Order,
and I am especially grateful to my
friend from California, Representative
VARGAS. We have gotten to know each
other and travel, but on this issue,
party lines are diminished, party lines
are laid aside. When we think about
our own freedoms and religious liberty,
he is a champion for that.
I yield to the gentleman from California (Mr. VARGAS) as we continue to
discuss this issue.
Mr. VARGAS. I thank the gentleman
from Georgia, Representative DOUG
COLLINS, for his opening remarks and
especially for his courage to speak out
for religious freedom around the world
and also for his courage serving our
Nation in uniform.
At this moment, religious freedom
around the world is in a state of emergency. The recently released International Religious Freedom annual report describes ‘‘humanitarian crisis
fueled by waves of terror, intimidation,
violence,’’ and ‘‘the horrific loss of
human life, freedom, and dignity that
has accompanied the chaos.’’
From the brutality of ISIL in Iraq
and Syria to Boko Haram’s mass murders at mosques and churches and the
displacement of over 140,000 Rohingya
Muslims and 100,000 Kachin Christians
in Burma, the past year has seen un-
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speakable violations of the basic right
to practice one’s religion. Additionally,
blasphemy laws, the vast displacement
of religious minorities, and the persistent attacks on religious communities and places of worship should all
be a cause for concern.
Today, I would like to highlight the
plight of religious minorities in ISILheld territories a year after the fall of
Mosul.
The Nineveh plains have been inhabited by Christians for the past 2,000
years and was first settled in 6000 BCE.
In the Bible, the Prophet Jonah was ordered by God to ‘‘Arise, go unto
Nineveh, that great city, and preach
unto it the preaching that I bid thee.’’
Based in modern-day Mosul, with the
Tigris River to the east, the Nineveh
plains is rich in cultural history and
religious diversity. Before the fall of
Saddam Hussein, the number of Christians in Iraq had been estimated to be
between 800,000 and 1.4 million. This included Armenian Catholics, Chaldean
Christians, Assyrian Church of the
East members, and Protestants. In
2013, the Christian population was estimated at 500,000 and shrinking significantly.
Last year, the world watched in horror as a transnational Sunni insurgency initiated a political and religious insurrection in the name of establishing a caliphate across Iraq and
Syria.
After ISIL established its control
over northwestern Iraq, these Islamist
insurgents warned religious minorities
living under its jurisdiction to either
convert to Islam, pay a cumbersome religious tax, or be executed. These religious minorities included Christians,
Yazidis, Turkmen, and Shabak, all of
which have a long and rich history in
the region and have historically coexisted peacefully with Muslims.
Since ISIL’s declaration, thousands
of families have packed their belongings and fled to neighboring communities in Kurdistan, Syria, Lebanon,
and Jordan. Many thousands have been
murdered or abducted, and an unknown
number of women and girls have been
sexually assaulted and forced into marriage.
We all witnessed in August 2014 thousands of Yazidis fleeing to Mount
Sinjar to escape the brutality and persecution as ISIL advanced in the surrounding areas. I would like to read the
testimony of a Yazidi recounting that
horrible time:
Hours later, ISIS forces attacked the
Yazidis in Sinjar. The Yazidis in towns and
villages of the south side of Mount Sinjar
had some light weapons, such as AK–47 rifles,
with a small amount of ammunition. They
fought against ISIS forces for 4 or 5 hours.
While this minimal defense was proceeding,
many Yazidis fled to Mount Sinjar.
Finally, the defenders ran out of bullets
and our positions were overrun. The lucky
few Yazidis who made it to Mount Sinjar
stayed for several days without any food or
water. Hundreds then died from starvation
and dehydration, especially infants, young
children, sick people, and elders.
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On August 6, while ISIS forces flushed
other Yazidi and Chaldo-Assyrians from
their Nineveh plain homes, ISIS also advanced toward Mount Sinjar. Then the
Yazidis had no choice but to flee by foot, a
journey that took days.
On Friday, August 15, more than 210 Yazidi
families in Kocho village, which is just south
of Sinjar City, received an ISIS order to convert to Islam or be killed. In that village, the
ISIS militia beheaded more than 70 young
men, killed hundreds, and took all women,
girls, and children to Badush Prison near
Mosul. The women and children were sold as
sex slaves by ISIS commanders.

While American leadership assisted
in providing humanitarian relief as
events unraveled, little was done to alleviate ISIL’s reign of terror. Since
then, over 2 million people have been
displaced, and thousands continue to
face crimes against humanity. These
include torture, enslavement, rape,
forced prostitution, imprisonment, and
extermination.
Additionally, as a means to eradicate
the history and heritage of these different groups, ISIS has led a campaign
to destroy cultural and religious properties. Assyrians and other Christians
have seen the destruction of the statue
of the Virgin Mary at the Immaculate
Church and the tomb of the Prophet
Jonah, and numerous churches have
been destroyed, looted, and burned
down.
In closing, I would like to echo the
words of Pope Francis, who eloquently
stated: ‘‘Our brothers are being persecuted, chased away, they are forced
to leave their homes without being
able to take anything with them. I assure these families that I am close to
them and in constant prayer. . . I
know how much you are suffering. I
know you are being stripped of everything.’’
Mr. COLLINS of Georgia. I think
what you have stated shows what we
are dealing with here. What we are
finding is the intolerance, something
that is just so atypical of what we find
here in America.
I think the reason we are here today
and actually talking about this is to
again raise that level and to understand that this is not something in the
past, not something beyond. It is something that is going on right now.
It is not easy to hear about, but you
had spoken of it as well, the ISIL victims who reject forced conversion. As
we think about that in our religious
freedom context, just because they say,
‘‘I am not going to convert to your
faith,’’ Mr. Speaker, is what they are
saying, they are crucified, beheaded,
tortured, raped, and countless other
atrocities, sold into slavery, simply because they stand on their own faith and
won’t be forced into the faith of another.
ISIL, frankly, is just evil. They hide
behind the cloak of religiousness. The
problem is evil is just evil. You call
evil what it is. Religious freedom has
to be protected, and we have to be purveyors of that.
When we look around, just in the
Iraq community alone, just a few years
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ago, there were 1.5 million Christians
in Iraq. Now, the best estimates are
200,000, at best estimate. And it just
continues to drive. This is something
that we are going to have to continue,
I believe, to watch.
There is a dear friend of mine here
tonight who is a fighter for not only religious liberties, but I have fought with
him for the lives and the birthdays of
newborns everywhere. He is a fighter
for religious liberties. The gentleman
from Arizona speaks with authority on
these issues because he has been there
and he has been fighting on the front
lines for a while.
It is my privilege to yield to the gentleman from Arizona (Mr. FRANKS) to
continue this discussion on the need
for religious liberties.
b 1700
Mr. FRANKS of Arizona. Mr. Speaker, I thank the gentleman. It is a privilege for me to be here on the floor of
the House of Representatives tonight
with Congressman COLLINS and Congressman VARGAS.
I consider them both precious friends
and colaborers in this vital struggle for
religious freedom, which is the cornerstone of all other freedoms; and without which, there can be really no other
kind of freedom to exist for any length
of time.
Mr. Speaker, there is nothing that I
fear more for my colleagues and my
fellow Americans than the danger of
growing numb to the evil that incites
these horrific atrocities being committed against people around the world
today based on their faith.
I submit that we are, in these days,
witnesses to some of the most glaring
and brutal attacks on this universal
right of religious freedom in all of our
history.
The Islamic State, that metastasizing cancer spreading throughout the
Middle East and north Africa, is especially targeting Christians, Yazidis,
and other ancient religious minorities
and communities for extinction.
The world has watched this insidious
campaign of terror unfold day by day
for over a year. More than 407 days now
have passed since the ancient city of
Mosul fell into the hands of the Islamic
State.
Their campaign of terror drove hundreds of thousands of Christian men,
women, and children out of the land of
their spiritual heritage, which dates
back for nearly 2,000 years.
Nearly 1 year has passed since the Islamic State’s attack on the Yazidi
community. Thousands were slaughtered, Mr. Speaker. At least 5,000
women and young girls were taken captive as sex slaves. Nearly 1,000 boys between the ages of 4 and 10 were captured and forced into ISIS training
camps.
Mr. Speaker, there is no room for
Christians, Yazidis, or other dissidents
in the Islamic State’s self-proclaimed
caliphate. Innocent men, women, and
children are forced to choose between
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their deeply held religious beliefs and
their lives.
They are subject to torture, mass
executions, beheadings, and crucifixions. They are drowned and burned
alive in cages. They are raped, abused,
and sold as commodities in a modern
day slave market.
They are tied to chairs and thrown
off high-rise buildings. They are desecrated,
violated,
humiliated,
and
stripped of their dignity. Their ancient
places of worship and sacred sites are
destroyed.
Mr. Speaker, how many more unimaginable atrocities must occur before this administration takes off its
heartless blinders and finds the courage and determination to decisively address this evil slaughter of innocents
based on their religious beliefs?
German Lutheran pastor and antiNazi dissident Dietrich Bonhoeffer
said: ‘‘Silence in the face of evil is evil
itself. God will not hold us guiltless.
Not to speak is to speak, and not to act
is to act.’’
Mr. Speaker, the Obama administration can no longer remain conspicuously silent on the plight of religious
minorities caught in the wake of the
Islamic State. It is vital that America
and the world make the necessary responses to stop this campaign of terror
and preserve these ancient religious
communities from extinction.
In the middle of this scourge, the administration has allowed the Special
Envoy to promote religious freedom of
religious minorities in the Near East
and South Central Asia position to remain vacant now for nearly a year.
Very little effort has been made to
equip regional security forces to protect these communities from ISIS’ advance.
This administration’s response is
shameful and an astonishing failure,
and it only affirms the Islamic State’s
barbaric strategy and encourages what
they proudly boast to be a ‘‘battle between faith and blasphemy, truth, and
falsehood.’’
Mr. Speaker, I would just adjure the
President of the United States not to
continue to stand by and let this evil
relentlessly proceed.
The assault on religious freedom we
are witness to in the Middle East is
just one of the many attacks against
this most sacred and basic right of religious freedom. There are thousands of
innocent people around the world who
are antagonized, oppressed, tortured,
and killed because of their belief or disbelief in a particular religion or ideology.
I know these are challenging subjects, Mr. Speaker, but God help us to
remain committed to echoing the
voices of these innocents in the halls of
Congress.
May we all be relentlessly committed
to pursue that day when the light of
hope will fall across all of the lonely
faces of God’s children all over this
world and that this ‘‘most inalienable
and sacred right of true religious free-
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dom will be the possession of every last
human being, and the destiny of future
generations will be to walk in the sunlight of liberty for as long as mankind
inhibits the Earth.’’
May it be so.
I thank the gentleman.
Mr. COLLINS of Georgia. I thank you
again, Congressman FRANKS, for your
friendship. Thank you for your outspokenness on this issue for many
years, and I think we continue to bring
this forward as we go forward.
Mr. Speaker, one of the things I want
to overlook before I turn it over to another colleague is the area of Pakistan—and this is something that is
many times overlooked when we start,
but in Pakistan, blasphemy laws carry
a potential death sentence.
Now, think about this for just a second—and, again, in our area, we get
numb to the fact because of what we
have—but blasphemy laws there carry
a potential death sentence for anyone
who insults Islam or professes another
faith.
In November 2014, two Pakistani parents were burned alive because of their
Christian faith. These individuals were
accused of burning a Koran and subsequently killed by a mob of their countrymen.
A Pakistani court also convicted a
Christian woman, mother of five, Asia
Bibi, of blasphemy and sentenced her
to death. Yesterday, after much prayer
and concern from the Christian community, Reuters News reported that
the Pakistani Supreme Court temporarily suspended her death sentence.
While the suspension is welcome
news, the international community desires that Ms. Bibi is released from
prison because of the trumped-up
charges.
These are just two examples of persecution in a nation in which all minorities must grapple with the devastating
impact of the notorious blasphemy law,
as well as the danger posed by Islamic
militant organizations that enjoy a
strong foothold in the region.
We must, as Congress and the administration, implore, put pressure—whatever we need to do—to say to Pakistan:
This is something that has got to be removed. This is something that needs to
be done away with. These blasphemy
laws must be put away, to be a part of
a free and orderly society that actually
recognizes the beliefs and religious liberties.
Mr. Speaker, I yield to the gentleman
from North Carolina (Mr. WALKER), my
friend and fellow pastor to speak on
this issue and bring his perspective on
what he has seen across the world, but
also in his time in Congress.
Mr. WALKER. Thank you, Congressman COLLINS. I appreciate you raising
this issue and bringing it to the House
floor. It is one of a growing concern
internationally, that we have seen organizations like Boko Haram and others who have done great damage to
those, really, to the least of these.
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Mr. Speaker, our Nation was founded
on the right to believe and to live according to one’s beliefs, and our commitment to allow people to live out
their religious values without fear of
discrimination is really the cornerstone that developed our country into
a force for freedom; but this liberty
isn’t just an American right. It should
be a foundational element for all people groups.
Who would have ever thought that we
would be in a position to reference the
United Nations? This right is so universal that it was included as article 18
of the U.N.’s Universal Declaration of
Human Rights.
Article 18 recognizes that the right of
all people to freedom of thought, conscience, and religion—this right includes freedom to change his religion
or belief, freedom to manifest his belief
in teaching, practice, worship, and observance.
However, members of the very institution that is supposed to subscribe to
this declaration proactively seek out
and punish individuals in groups for
their very own religious beliefs.
In violation of international law—
and his inherent human rights—Iran is
currently imprisoning a gentleman by
the name of Saeed Abedini for the mere
fact of being a Christian, a man who
was working with children who had little hope, if any.
I have communicated on multiple occasions with his wife, Naghmeh, whose
children have pleaded and begged this
administration and Iran to be able to
release.
In fact, in 2012, the history, during a
visit to Tehran to meet with his family
to talk about helping out with orphanages and building board members, the
Iranian Revolutionary Guard arrested
Saeed for his Christian faith.
Without any due process, Saeed was
summarily given a sentence of 8 years.
Throughout Saeed’s imprisonment, he
has spent weeks in solitary confinement. The prison guards have allowed
other prisoners to come and beat him.
He is denied medical treatment for infections that resulted from beatings because he is labeled an infidel.
I am more than proud that this
House unanimously passed H. Res. 233,
that demands the immediate release of
Pastor Saeed, along with former U.S.
marine, Amir Hekmati, and Washington Post journalist, Jason Rezaian;
but we need to do more. We need to return Pastor Saeed to his home family
now.
As I was thinking about this whole
process and speaking about it, I actually thought back to the original
Mayflower Compact, so I looked it up.
The words—it is amazing—still ring
true, Mr. Speaker.
Allow me remind us just for a moment of those words. It reads:
IN THE NAME OF GOD, AMEN. We, whose
names are underwritten, the Loyal Subjects
of our dread Sovereign Lord King James, by
the Grace of God, of Great Britain, France,
and Ireland, King, Defender of the Faith,
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etc., Having undertaken for the Glory of
God, and Advancement of the Christian
Faith, and the Honour of our King and Country, a Voyage to plant the first Colony in the
northern Parts of Virginia; Do by these Presents, solemnly and mutually, in the Presence of God and one another, covenant and
combine ourselves together into a civil Body
Politick, for our better Ordering and Preservation, and Furtherance of the Ends aforesaid: And by Virtue hereof do enact, constitute, and frame, such just and equal Laws,
Ordinances, Acts, Constitutions, and Officers, from time to time, as shall be thought
most meet and convenient for the general
Good of the Colony; unto which we promise
all due Submission and Obedience.
IN WITNESS whereof we have hereunto
subscribed our names at Cape-Cod the eleventh of November, in the Reign of our Sovereign Lord King James, of England, France,
and Ireland, the eighteenth, and of Scotland
the fifty-fourth, 1620.

It is all over, and we need to continue
to shine this light.
Mr. VARGAS. Mr. Speaker, again, I
would like to thank Mr. FRANKS from
Arizona and Mr. WALKER from North
Carolina and especially you, Representative COLLINS, for your remarks and
your leadership on this issue. Thank
you.
I would also like to conclude my remarks today by highlighting a few
other key issues. According to the U.N.
High Commissioner for Refugees, there
are more than 50 million refugees
around the world, half of which are
women and children.
Religion is a key factor in humanitarian crises worldwide, as we saw earlier this year, with a record number of
refugees attempting to cross the Mediterranean to seek asylum.

Ronald Reagan—in closing—said it
best. He said:

b 1715
In this Congress, I have also introduced legislation—the Protecting Religious Minorities Persecution by ISIS
Act of 2015—to address the plight of religious minorities in ISIS-held territories.
Additionally, there are far too many
people imprisoned for religious belief
and religious freedom advocacy. We
heard already about Mr. Saeed Abedini.
I would also like to take a moment
to focus on the issue of prisoners of
conscience around the world by highlighting the plight of Behnam Irani of
Iran, as detailed in the U.S. Commission on International Religious Freedom’s Defending Freedom Project Prisoner’s List: Behnam Irani is an evangelical Christian leader from Iran who
led a 300-member church of Iran in
Karaj, a city less than 15 minutes outside the capital of Tehran. In 2011,
Irani was sentenced to 6 years’ imprisonment for his Christian activities
after a raid on a house church in Karaj.
In September 2014, Mr. Irani was hit
with 18 additional charges, including
Mofsed-e-filarz, which means ‘‘spreading corruption on Earth,’’ a crime punishable by death. However, in October
2014, this charge was dropped and Irani
was sentenced instead to 6 years’ imprisonment due to his alleged acting
against national security and forming
a group to overthrow the government.
In total, Pastor Irani is expected to
serve a total of 12 years in prison and
is, therefore, due for release in 2023.
Mr. Irani has faced numerous health
problems while in prison, including severe bleeding due to stomach ulcers
and colon complications. Mr. Irani is
married and has a daughter and a son.
Lastly, I would like to bring a spotlight to the increase in anti-Semitism
in Europe. According to numerous reports, there has been an increase of
anti-Semitic acts in France, the United
Kingdom, Belgium, Austria, Italy, and
Germany between 2013 and 2014.
These include violent acts and attacks with an anti-Jewish motivation.
Earlier this year, the world saw four
Jewish patrons being murdered during
an attack on a kosher supermarket in
Paris, France.

The most essential element of our defense
of freedom is our insistence on speaking out
for the cause of religious liberty.

That is why we are here today, and I
hope and am proud to stand with Representative COLLINS in continuing to
stand for those who cannot stand for
themselves.
Mr. COLLINS of Georgia. Mr. Speaker, I do appreciate those words, and I
think it is not just in faraway places.
We are also dealing with this kind of
issue in this hemisphere as well.
Just a little closer to home, southern
Mexico even has experienced growing
religious tensions over the past year.
In a country in which 90 percent of
Mexico’s
population
identifies
as
Catholic, the Mexican Constitution
even has long protected freedom of
worship.
There is growing hostilities against
Protestantism. In fact, the highlands
of southern Mexico have a history of
sectarian violence. Just a few decades
ago, conflict led to hundreds of deaths
and the displacement of 30,000 Protestants.
Right now, the conflict has arisen
once again. Protestants have had their
lands seized, utilities cuts, and appeals
for government assistance has fallen on
deaf ears. There are also reports of violence, death threats, and forcible expulsions of hundreds of victims from
communities in recent years.
You don’t have to go all over the
world to see that we have this rise of
religious intolerance around. That is a
basic right, as Congressman WALKER
stated. Even in the U.N., it is one of
those rights that is laid out in article
18, that everyone has the right to freedom of thought, conscience, and religion.
A right includes freedom to change
his religion or belief in freedom, either
alone or in a community with others or
in public or private, to manifest his religion or belief in teaching, practice,
worship, and observation.
Mr. Speaker, I yield to my dear
friend from California, Representative
VARGAS, for more, as we have been
hearing from our friends.
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We must continue to partner with
and
support
Jewish
communities
around the world to mitigate these
anti-Semitic attacks.
With that, I again would like to
thank my Republican colleagues and
all of my colleagues for their support
on this issue. Again, I would like to
thank, in particular, my colleague and
friend from Georgia (Mr. COLLINS).
Mr. COLLINS of Georgia. Thank you
for being here, Congressman VARGAS.
I think there are many things that
we can stand for. Nothing, I think,
more basic to our liberties not only
here in our country, but around the
world, is just standing for, as Congressman WALKER just said, those who can’t
stand for themselves, who are right
now being persecuted simply for the
act of a conscious belief, the act of having a faith that others disagree with.
I think that is why we are here tonight, Mr. Speaker, to talk about this
in terms of things that we can do and
things that we can highlight.
One of the issues that is concerning
to me—and it is going to be debated in
this Chamber later—is, when we are
dealing with countries who have—and
we have talked about this today with
Iran—dealing with countries who encourage religious persecution. They
have issues with this. And we yet enter
into agreements without discussing
those.
My concern is, in matters of trade
and business, all international leaders
come to our President, our Ambassadors, our State Department, our government officials. Whenever they come
and trade in business—and they want
to do business because this is the market that everybody wants—then this is
our time to bring this up.
It is in those times that we bring up
the persecution. It is in those times
that we bring up the five that are held
in Iran. It is in those times that we
stand for them while they are shackled
and cannot stand for themselves.
We have to get over this ridiculous
notion that we shouldn’t bring up religious liberty in certain contexts because we don’t want to offend anyone.
We are worried about causing offense
while men, women, girls, and boys are
being raped, killed, crucified, and losing their lives. No American faces a
barbaric State-sponsored death sentence simply because he or she believes
a different religion than a neighbor.
Mr. Speaker, this is part of the freedom that we have. It is a part of the
freedom that has been given to us by
those who have passed before us.
I have always believed that we stand
on the freedoms in this country today
of the Constitution and the charters
that have gone before us and not only
what they did to sign their names to
the Declaration of Independence, to
sign their names to the Constitution,
but to say that we will fight for those
rights and those men and women who
have died over the years, to say these
are worth fighting for.
There have even been issues in our
own country of intolerance. And what
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we have to understand, from my perspective even as an Air Force chaplain,
is there have been more discussions on
what is right and how we are going to
stand up for what we believe.
As an Air Force chaplain, I am there
not only from my faith background
that I have, but for all, whether they
have a hard-and-fast faith, a faith that
is just being developed or they have no
faith at all.
That is what a chaplain is there for,
is to present encouragement and to
preserve the religious freedoms and
protections that we have.
If we back up on that, if we back up
on the basic freedoms such as religious
liberty, freedom of conscience, these
things that we take for granted, this
human rights issue in our country,
then what else are we going to back up
on? If we start messing with the fundamental pillars, where will it end?
The light that shines brightest here
is the one that shines brightest across
the seas. We cannot let this issue continue to just become dull to us by simply reading headlines on a page, maybe
saying a prayer for those in need, or
believing that a book of martyrs is
something that used to happen and not
anymore.
Today there are those around the
world who are simply dying or being
persecuted because of their own conscience, because of their belief that
they hold. That is wrong.
It is time for us to use all of our resources here in the freest country in
the world, to say: We are not going to
stand for it. We need to make this the
light.
I thank Congressman VARGAS again
and those who have come in to be a
part of this, to make sure that this
light is not dim. It is something that
will continue to shine brightly.
Mr. Speaker, I yield back the balance
of my time.
f

FIFTH
ANNIVERSARY
OF
THE
DODD-FRANK WALL STREET REFORM AND CONSUMER PROTECTION ACT
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under
the Speaker’s announced policy of January 6, 2015, the gentleman from Connecticut (Mr. HIMES) is recognized for
60 minutes as the designee of the minority leader.
Mr. HIMES. Mr. Speaker, I come to
the floor today on this fifth anniversary of Dodd-Frank to reflect a little
bit on a signal piece of legislation that,
to this day, remains controversial.
Dodd-Frank, of course, was a response to the worst economic meltdown that we have seen in this country
since the Great Depression of the 1930s.
I want to reflect back on what led to
the need for Dodd-Frank, the impact
that that Great Recession, as we have
come to call it, had on Americans and
American families all over this country and then think a little bit about
what Dodd-Frank has and has not done
in the 5 years since its passage.
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It remains a controversial piece of
legislation. All you have to do is look
at the steady stream of press releases
from the majority party on financial
services.
I have a few here:
Dodd-Frank has enshrined too big to
fail into law.
Obama claimed Dodd-Frank would
lift the economy. It has done the opposite, despite the fact that we learned
today, of course, we have got one of the
lowest jobless rates in a very, very long
time.
Financial crisis was caused by Washington’s dumb regulations. That would
come as a surprise to pretty much anybody with economic know-how who saw
the long chain of malfeasance and irresponsibility in the mortgage market
that actually led to the crisis.
Dodd-Frank is setting the stage for
the next crisis.
‘‘Dodd-Frank Act leaves America less
stable, less prosperous, less free.’’
These are truly extravagant claims.
So let’s back up a little bit and remember January of 2009. That happens
to be the month that I was given the
privilege of serving in this Chamber.
It came after the last quarter of 2008
in which the United States’ economy
actually shrank at an 8 percent rate on
an annualized basis.
The economy was very literally melting down. The stock market was half of
what it is today. Businesses were closing.
Americans saw literally trillions of
dollars of value—let’s talk for a second
about what ‘‘value’’ means.
‘‘Value’’ means that retirement fund
that you were relying on in order to retire. It means the money that you had
set aside in a brokerage account to
educate your children.
It means those savings that you had
accumulated over many, many years of
foregoing that vacation or scrimping
on the budget, those things. All of that,
for many Americans, was wiped out or
cut in half, devastation.
And, by the way, in January of 2009—
I remember this—though the bailout
had passed this House what was known
as the TARP, the Troubled Asset Relief
Program, and though that had been put
into place by the United States Congress and seemed to have stabilized the
market, at least temporarily, we worried day in and day out as to whether
this—let’s face it—obnoxious measure—I don’t think there is anybody
who thinks in a free market system
there should be bailouts—this obnoxious, politically toxic measure which,
nonetheless, reasserted some stability
in the financial services sector—nobody really knew if it was enough.
I remember wondering whether we
might not see a bankruptcy in a money
center bank, a moment, perhaps, in
which ATMs wouldn’t have money in
them. This was January of 2009.
Most importantly—there are a lot of
big words—asset values, this, that, and
the other thing, money center banks—
this meant devastation for millions of
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Americans who lost their jobs, for families who weren’t going to be able to
send their kids to school, who were
going to have to postpone retirement,
unemployment going into double digits, meaning that—and I spoke to one
of my constituents yesterday who has
an Ivy League degree who found himself working as a clerk at Home Depot,
surrounded by other people with lots of
education who were fortunate to have
that job back in 2009, 2010 because the
economy had been devastated by a financial services industry and, yes, by
Fannie Mae and Freddie Mac, and insufficient regulation and irresponsibility on the part of some of the regulators had devastated the economy and
left the American people holding the
bag.
So what happened? We went to work.
We went to work in 2009. In 2010, we
passed the Dodd-Frank Act. The DoddFrank Act is a complicated, big thing,
but it addressed every stage of that
chain of irresponsibility and malfeasance, starting with the selling of toxic
and explosive mortgages to families
that brokers and others knew couldn’t
possibly repay those mortgages to the
bundling of those toxic mortgages into
complicated securities which, frankly,
you needed a Ph.D. to understand, to
the fact that some of the credit rating
agencies then put investment-grade
AAA ratings on these toxic securities,
to the fact that derivatives were then
written on these securities, derivatives
that were largely unregulated as the
result of an act of this Congress, a long
line of malfeasance and irresponsibility
of insufficient regulation and of regulation insufficiently enforced, a terrible
market practice.
And, of course, in the middle of 2008,
the chickens came home to roost and
the economy was devastated and the
American people, almost without exception, suffered.
b 1730
We saw the Troubled Asset Relief
Program—the bailout—passed. Imagine
how shocking that is to the American
people. I have lost my job; I have lost
my home, and there is a bailout of
these institutions that I don’t know a
whole lot about; but I suspect, correctly, were at the heart of this crisis.
No wonder we had political upheaval
in this country after that happened.
Every step in that chain, Mr. Speaker,
from toxic mortgages to securities that
nobody understood, to credit rating
agencies doing an awful job in evaluating those securities, to Fannie Mae
and Freddie Mac acting irresponsibly,
to regulators being asleep at the
switch, Dodd-Frank addressed every
element of that set of problems which
combined to devastate the American
economy and to hurt American families.
Did it do it perfectly? Of course, it
didn’t do it perfectly. We were legislating under conditions of great fear
and heightened emotions, and at the
end of the day, we are mortals addressing very, very complicated issues.
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It was a good-faith effort to address
what had clearly caused this problem.
This notion that the Republicans are
peddling that it was caused by Washington’s dumb regulations is beyond insane because Dodd-Frank looked at
what actually caused the problems of
2008 and addressed them.
What happened? We were told that
Dodd-Frank would be a job killer. This
was back in 2010 when anything that
the then-Democratic Congress did was
going to be a job killer.
The Affordable Care Act which, as it
turns out, has provided health insurance to 16 million Americans, was
going to be a job killer. Dodd-Frank
was going to be a job killer. Everything
was going to be a job killer. When we
turned the lights on in this room, it
was a job killer.
You don’t hear that much anymore
because, since those fantastic descriptions of job-killing legislation, we have
added almost 13 million jobs to the
economy. The unemployment rate
today is as low as it was before the
meltdown of 2008.
The stock market has doubled since
then, business confidence is up, business investment is up, and our capital
markets are healthy. This idea that it
was going to be job-killing was just
flat-out wrong, certainly compared to
the crisis, which was the true job killer.
Mr. Speaker, the other accusation
that was made, of course, was that
Dodd-Frank was going to crush credit
markets, that the sources of financing
that a family needs to buy a home or
to send a child to college, the sources
of financing that give rise to startup
companies, companies like Google
which didn’t exist 25 years ago, venture
capital, the stock market that, of
course, gives equity to our businesses
to grow and expand and employ more,
those were going away because of
Dodd-Frank. The criticisms leveled and
the predictions made about the credit
markets were apocalyptic.
Let’s take a look at what actually
happened. I assembled a little bit of the
data here just to show what has happened in the credit markets. We all
love venture capital, that iconic image
of the entrepreneurs in the garage developing a product that grows into a
multibillion-dollar corporation that
provides an electronic device that
changes our lives and that makes our
lives better—venture capital.
Here is the line. Venture capital at
the start of Dodd-Frank and, today,
that is a line running up and to the
right.
Let’s look at total consumer credit.
You want to buy a car; you want to
buy a television set. Consumer credit,
we all use it. At the start of DoddFrank, 5 years ago—and today—a dramatic increase in consumer credit.
Stock market—the stock market, of
course, is where established companies
go to raise money and where we put
money hoping it will grow. What has
happened there? A near doubling of the
stock market—robust.
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Commercial and industrial loans—
what if you are a business and you
don’t want to raise money in the stock
market, you want to borrow money?
Commercial and industrial loans—
every one of these lines which capture
most of the financing mechanisms and
how healthy they are running at the
point in time when Dodd-Frank was
started to today is running strongly
upwards.
All of those criticisms that it was
going to crush the credit markets are
completely rebutted by pretty much
anything that is happening in the credit markets today.
Let’s just spend a minute, Mr. Speaker, on what was actually in DoddFrank because this is pretty complicated stuff. What was actually in
Dodd-Frank were a couple of important
ideas, that we should have something
called a Consumer Financial Protection Bureau that says to credit card
companies, No, you can’t switch the
order of a purchase to make it look
like somebody overdrew an account or
spent too much money so that you can
charge a $25 fee; that said to mortgage
brokers, No, you can’t put somebody
into an inappropriately risky or highcost mortgage just because you make
more money for doing so.
Mr. Speaker, we have standards in
our country. You can’t buy a toaster
that will burn down your house. You
can’t buy a car that will explode when
you turn on the ignition. That happens
because we have minimum safety
standards.
If you can’t buy a toaster that will
burn down your house, why should you
be allowed to be sold a mortgage that
very clearly will cause you to lose your
house? That is what the Consumer Financial Protection Bureau does, and it
has returned literally millions and millions of dollars to the American public
as a result of its telling those cheats,
those people who would prey on the financial naivete of the American people: You can’t do that anymore; and if
you do it, we are going to shut you
down, and you are going to give the
money back.
That is what the Consumer Financial
Protection Bureau is doing today.
Mr. Speaker, the second important
thing that Dodd-Frank did was to say,
for the first time, that maybe we ought
to regulate this derivatives market.
Now, derivatives are a fairly complicated financial instrument.
Most Americans don’t use derivatives
directly and don’t necessarily know
what they do. They are essentially
bets, and that is okay. If you want to
bet that oil prices are going to go up or
down because you use oil, you ought to
be able to take that bet to hedge your
risk. That is okay.
But in the early 2000s, the derivatives
market had become very literally
nothing but a betting game for people
who simply wanted to roll the dice on
the mortgage market or on the direction of a corporate credit or on the
stock market.
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You could take any bet. People would
lend you money; you could place that
bet, and off you went. That is, of
course, what brought down what was
otherwise an iconic American insurance company, AIG. This was truly a
storied insurance company that got
into the derivatives business and
touched off the crisis.
Shockingly, by law, the derivatives
market, even though it is more complicated and larger than the stock market, by law, was not regulated. When
you wanted to buy or sell a derivative,
you picked up the phone; you called
your broker; you did the deal, and nobody necessarily knew about it.
That obviously doesn’t happen in the
stock market. You go through a
broker; the trade gets registered, and
the SEC looks over the shoulder of the
market to make sure it operates in a
safe and sound fashion.
By law, the derivatives market was
unregulated and untransparent, and
Dodd-Frank said that does not make
sense and said that, if you are going to
trade derivatives, you are going to do
it over an exchange, the way we trade
stocks. If you are going to trade derivatives—particularly risky ones—you
are going to put up capital against the
bet you are taking so that if you lose,
you can pay it off.
That is what happened with AIG.
They took a whole lot of very big bets
that they had no ability to pay off
when they lost.
Who lent them the money to take
those bets, Mr. Speaker? It was banks
and brokerages who, when they found
out that the bet they thought they
won, there was no money coming to
them, that is when we got into real
trouble at places like Bear Stearns and
Lehman Brothers.
We said, crazy though it may sound,
a market as complicated and as large
as the derivatives market ought to be
subject to the same transparency and
regulation that the stock market has
been subject to since the 1930s. That is
what Dodd-Frank did.
Finally—Dodd-Frank did a lot, but
this is another really big thing—DoddFrank said we ought to actually have a
mortgage market that is a little friendlier to the American people because,
for most Americans, the savings that
they have is in their homes.
For generations, until 2008, generally, home prices had gone up. Let’s
face it, the middle class works pretty
hard not making a lot of extra money.
The growth in the value of their home
was the way you amassed a nest egg to
retire or to buy that vacation cabin,
whatever it was you aspired to do; yet
by 2008, this had become yet another
dangerous casino.
It was true at the time, though it is
not true anymore, that a broker could
sell a mortgage to a family that was a
lot more expensive and a lot riskier
than it needed to be because that
broker could get paid more in commission for selling that more complicated,
more risky mortgage than that broker
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would get paid for selling a plain vanilla mortgage.
Those days are gone. Those days are
gone, and that is a very, very good
thing for the American people. Remember, homes are where people—most people—have their savings. That is what
Dodd-Frank was.
My friends on the Republican side
who have these incredible statements,
like the financial crisis was caused by
Washington’s dumb regulations, fail to
see that Dodd-Frank was actually a
proportionate and targeted response to
a truly devastating financial crisis
that had real impact on an awful lot of
families.
I am sorry about that. The reason I
am sorry about that is because DoddFrank, of course, is not perfect. There
are clearly issues around some things
like Fannie Mae and Freddie Mac,
which Dodd-Frank was silent on.
Today, the vast majority of American mortgages are still explicitly
backstopped by the Federal Government because we didn’t reform Fannie
Mae and Freddie Mac.
Shame on both parties for that, by
the way. We had a lot to do when the
Democrats were running the show, and
we didn’t get to that point. In the
many years since the Republicans have
been controlling this Chamber, they
have not taken that up. We should take
that up. I am very proud to be, along
with Congressman DELANEY and Congressman CARNEY, a sponsor of legislation which would do just that.
Mr. Speaker, there is still difficulty
for Americans who should probably
qualify for a mortgage in getting that
mortgage. It is possible that DoddFrank swung the pendulum a little far
in the mortgage market in a way that
we ought to look at and be very, very
careful about because, remember, at
the core of the crisis in 2008 were mortgages that an awful lot of people
shouldn’t have been in, an overcommitment on the part of public policy and
others to make every American a
homeowner, to make it cheap, and to
have outrageously complicated mortgages so that could happen. Carefully,
we ought to look at what is happening
in the mortgage market today.
Mr. Speaker, there are more technical issues. There are questions about
whether there is enough liquidity in
the mechanisms, particularly bonds,
that companies use to finance themselves.
There are fair questions about whether we have adequately dealt with the
question of too big to fail. Dodd-Frank
certainly put profound strictures on
large institutions. It gave the government unprecedented authority to look
into the so-called too-big-to-fail institutions and say: Sorry, you have got to
shrink down. You have got to get out
of this business.
It put additional capital—in fact,
just this week, the Federal Reserve announced the additional capital that
large institutions will be required to
set aside. It is a fair debate as to
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whether or not we have truly dealt
with the question of too big to fail.
Mr. Speaker, this is the rub: as long
as the discussion we have about DoddFrank is a near religious discussion
with my friends in the Republican
Party making statements like DoddFrank should be repealed, the DoddFrank Act leaves America less stable,
less prosperous, and less free; and, yes,
frankly, as long as the Democrats don’t
open the door to the notion that we
may not have gotten it perfectly right
on each one of its pages, we won’t be
able to come together to do something
which is essential in any piece of legislation, but particularly in financial
regulation, which is to adapt and allow
the regulatory structure to change to
reflect changing conditions.
There are very few markets as adaptive, that change more rapidly, that innovate for good and for ill, as rapidly
as the financial services market. As a
result, we need a regulatory apparatus
that adapts along with the market,
that looks for new threats, and that realizes that the regulation of 40 years
ago actually doesn’t make a lot of
sense today.
This near religious conflict that we
have with the Republicans saying, You
ought to do away with the whole darn
thing—they say that, of course, they
have never actually brought legislation
forward to repeal Dodd-Frank which
should cause you to ask, Mr. Speaker,
how serious they are about truly repealing it, but as long as that is the
conversation—repeal or don’t change a
word of this legislation—we give up the
opportunity to make it better and to
make it change with the underlying
conditions that it seeks to regulate.
b 1745
That is where we need to go. We need
to acknowledge that Dodd-Frank has
done some very, very good things, that
it has addressed some catastrophic
problems, that it took on behavior that
is embarrassing to contemplate when
looked back 5, 10 years, but that maybe
we didn’t get it 100 percent right and
start that conversation.
We should do that to make sure that
American families are never put in the
position they were put in back in ’09.
We should do that because the truth is
that the financial services industry is
crucial to prosperity in this country.
If you want to buy a house, educate a
child, buy a car, invest in a company,
start a company, grow a company, you
have to have access to capital. One of
the competitive advantages of this
country is our incredibly liquid and efficient capital markets. It is a big part
of why we are as prosperous as we are
today.
But if we can’t acknowledge that the
regulatory structure has to adapt and
change, we risk either putting Americans at risk one more time or damaging these incredible capital markets
that are truly a national competitive
advantage of the United States, one of
the reasons we are the center of innovation on the planet.
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I think, Mr. Speaker, we can get that
balance right. I think we just need to
take the temperature down, approach
this from the standpoint of what
makes sense, acknowledge that we all
have good ideas, and move forward so
that we remain innovative, we keep
our competitive advantages, but we
never, ever allow the American people
to suffer the way they did starting in
2008.
So looking back over 5 years, I think
Dodd-Frank was a tremendous accomplishment. It really addressed a cataclysmic problem. But it doesn’t stop
there. I urge my colleagues to recognize that we have taken a very big step
in the right direction, but the next step
demands us to be constructive and remember that we can find a balance between innovation and liquid and strong
capital markets and the protection of
our constituents.
Mr. Speaker, I yield back the balance
of my time.
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IMMIGRATION REFORM
The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
BUCK). Under the Speaker’s announced
policy of January 6, 2015, the Chair recognizes the gentleman from Texas (Mr.
GOHMERT) for 30 minutes.
Mr. GOHMERT. Mr. Speaker, we had
a statement from the White House
spokesman yesterday at a White House
press briefing in which he had said that
the Republicans have ‘‘no one to blame
but themselves.’’
So, Mr. Speaker, I thought it would
be helpful if we looked at the statements he made about the vast amount
of crime in America disproportionately
being committed by people who are illegally in the United States.
First, the White House spokesman
said it included—and he is talking
about the President’s bill and how if
the House had passed that, then all our
problems are over. And he said about
the President’s bill, it included a historic investment in border security.
Well, let me help. Obviously, he is
just not up on what the law said. He
hadn’t read it as I had. But what it did
is it set forward a plan to have a plan
made by Homeland Security within so
many months. It has been a good while
since I looked at it, but they had all
kinds of time to put together a plan.
And then that would be looked at by
GAO, the Government Accountability
Office, as I recall, and then they had so
much time, a vast amount of time, to
analyze that to see if the situational
awareness and occupational control
would be adequate under the plan that
was being proposed by Homeland Security, the very people that have not secured the border so far.
And then as time went on, I believe
at the end of 5 years, it got really serious. If the border occupational control
and situational awareness were not
adequate, then there was a real tough
penalty, and that was that the, I believe it was, Secretary of Homeland Security had to give a report on why it
was not adequately controlled.
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Look, the Senate bill was a disaster.
It did nothing to control our border. It
was the same kind of gobbledygook we
have been dealing with for quite some
time from the White House.
And we have said consistently, as Republicans in this House, most of us, if
the President will secure the border,
we will pass an immigration bill that
takes care of everything else. It is pretty basic: secure the border, then we
will deal with the people that are here
illegally.
Until the border is secured, then you
are going to keep having people like
Juan Francisco Lopez-Sanchez coming
back across. So it won’t matter how
expansive a bill is and how much situational awareness there is on our borders or in our country; it won’t matter
because people like Mr. Lopez-Sanchez
will keep coming back.
We have got to have border security.
That is all there is to it. Once the border is secure, we can work everything
else out. And I pointed out many times
what I have learned on the border,
what I have heard repeatedly from our
immigration officers, our border patrolmen, that they are not allowed to
properly secure the border.
We had this massive influx of people
coming in, and apparently it is expected to grow some more again this
year, but we are not securing the border. We let them come in. And once
they are on our side of the border, then
we go ahead and ship them off. This
had been going on for some time.
One of the border patrolmen told me
that, among the drug cartels and the
gangs in Mexico, the Homeland Security Department is called ‘‘logistics,’’
after the commercial. I forget if it is
FedEx or UPS, one of them that say:
Hey, we are the logistics. You give us
your package, and then we get it wherever you want it to go.
I asked just in the last couple of
weeks the Secretary of Homeland Security: Are you still shipping people all
over the place? I didn’t get an adequate
answer. I am afraid the answer is:
There is still the logistics. We won’t
stop you at the border if you come
across the river, we are not going to
have people out there at the river to
stop you from coming onto United
States property. Now we are going to
let you get onto United States property, and then we are going to take you
where you need to go. You may have to
stay in a facility here or there. That’s
the kind of thing that was going on
that was luring more and more people.
And as the border patrolmen, multiple, told me, Chris Crane has testified
about himself that every time somebody in Washington talks about amnesty, talks about legalizing people
that are here, it becomes a massive
draw, a lure to people to come into this
country illegally. That lures people to
their deaths. It lures young girls into
situations where they end up being sex
slaves, we are told, that the sex trafficking is horrendous, and that young
girls coming up here are often raped on
the way by the gangs bringing them.
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And as one border patrolman had
said, since he was Hispanic and he
spoke better Spanish than many of the
people coming across, he would ask
them the question they are required to
ask about why did you come to America, and 90 percent of the time he said
they would say to get away from gang
violence. He would say in Spanish: Hey,
some gringo may accept that, but you
and I both know you paid a gang, some
gang to bring you up here. So don’t be
telling me you came to get away from
the gangs; you used a gang to get here.
And 90 percent of the time, their responses were: Well, yeah, that is true,
but we were told to say we are getting
away from gang violence.
Well, the spokesperson for the White
House also said about the Senate bill it
would also have ramped up Interior enforcement of immigration laws against
dangerous individuals.
Well, in Juan Francisco Lopez-Sanchez’ case, the immigration laws were
being enforced to some extent, not
completely, but to some extent. He had
been to prison a number of times. He
violated the immigration laws and had
illegal reentry, been deported five
times. So at least on five occasions, the
Interior enforcement was happening.
The issue was that the Bureau of Prisons released him to a sanctuary city of
San Francisco and not to ICE, and San
Francisco released him then to walk
freely.
So, even if we followed the White
House advice and ramped up Interior
enforcement, which clearly this administration has no intention whatsoever
of doing—and I have stories to back
that up shortly—then it would not
have changed, in all likelihood, the
outcome of that case. For those who
are tempted to say, ‘‘You are making a
big deal about one case where a sweet
young daughter was shot dead by somebody deported five times, a criminal, a
felon, multiple-time felon, but it is not
that big a deal,’’ well, it is a big deal.
Just recently, we had an article, the
7th of July of this year, written by
Caroline May, headline, ‘‘Illegal Immigrants Accounted for Nearly 37 Percent
of Federal Sentences in FY 2014.’’
According to fiscal year 2014 USSC
data, of 74,911 sentencing cases, citizens accounted for 43,479, or 58 percent;
illegal immigrants accounted for 27,505,
or 36.7 percent; and legal immigrants
made up for 4 percent of those sentences.
As far as drug trafficking, illegal immigrants represented 16.8 percent of all
drug trafficking cases. They represented 20 percent of the kidnapping
and hostage taking cases. They represented 74.1 percent of the drug possession cases, 12.3 percent of money
laundering cases, and 12 percent of
murder convictions.
Of the Federal murder convictions in
America, 12 percent would not have
happened. Since this President has
taken office, there are thousands of
people who would not have been murdered if we enforced our immigration
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laws and had a secure border. It is not
just this precious girl in San Francisco.
It is not a race issue. There are Hispanics being killed. There are Hispanics being taken hostage. There are
Hispanics being raped.
b 1800
There are Whites, Blacks, Asians—
you name it. They are victims of illegal immigrant criminal activity.
It is absolutely outrageous for anyone in a government position to belittle thousands of people being murdered, raped, kidnapped, and to be so
cavalier about it.
The White House says, well, the bill
that they were plugging for would have
enhanced penalties for repeat immigration violators with sentences up to 20
years for certain illegal aliens who
were convicted of felonies.
Look, there were laws in place, and
they were violated. He had been to
prison. Until you secure the border,
people like Mr. Lopez-Sanchez are
going to keep coming back. You have
to secure the border.
He also said the bill would have increased penalties for passport and immigration document trafficking and
fraud.
Yes, like that would have stopped
him. He came back across illegally five
times. It wasn’t a passport issue. It is
just pretty dramatic what kind of
things have occurred.
I also filed a bill today—we have got
some cosponsors—regarding the District of Columbia. The District of Columbia, by authority of the Constitution, was empowered to Congress. We
set up local control.
Some would say: Well, wait a minute.
If you are trying to punish a sanctuary
city like the District of Columbia, the
only real Federal city in the country,
the only real city under congressional,
constitutional control, why don’t you
just leave it to the locals?
We did, and the local officials allowed it to become a sanctuary city
that was not enforcing the law.
So the bill that was passed today
wasn’t near as tough as I felt like it
should have been. It wasn’t near as
tough of a bill as the King amendment
had been that we had previously passed
with plenty of votes.
We could have passed it again today,
but that is not the bill that was
brought. It is a good first step. It is a
step in the right direction.
That is why I ended up voting for it
even though it was not as strong as the
original King amendment. It is important to avoid having sanctuaries, refuges, for people who are felons, like the
man who killed Kate Steinle.
Then we have this story from July 22
by Elizabeth Harrington. It points out
that the Obama administration is not
only planning on not enforcing the law,
despite all the hogwash coming out of
the White House press room, and not
only are they not going to enforce the
law, but here is what is coming out.
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The article points out:
‘‘The Obama administration is moving forward with plans to expand a
waiver program that will allow additional illegal aliens to remain in the
country rather than apply for legal status from abroad.
‘‘The Department of Homeland Security issued a proposed rule on Tuesday
that would make changes to a waiver
program created by President Barack
Obama’s executive action on immigration in 2013,’’ unconstitutional as it
was.
‘‘The action created a waiver that
primarily allowed illegal immigrants
with a U.S. citizen spouse or parent to
stay . . . ’’ and it goes into the specifics. ‘‘The new rule expands eligibility to a host of other categories of
illegal immigrants.’’
Jessica Vaughan, director of policy
studies at the Center for Immigration
Studies, said:
‘‘ ‘It’s a very bad policy. It makes it
possible for illegal aliens to avoid the
consequences established by Congress
to deter people from settling here illegally and then laundering their status
by adjusting to a green card.’
‘‘Vaughan, who has been following
the issue for over 2 years, said the
changes to the waiver program would
increase fraud.
‘‘ ‘It is a slap in the face to the many
legal immigrants who abide by the law,
follow the process, and wait their
turn,’ she said. ‘In addition, it will increase the likelihood of fraud in the
marriage categories, which produce
tens of thousands of new green cards
each year.’
‘‘ ‘The President should not be
issuing executive actions that serve
only to expedite the legalization process for those who have ignored our
laws. This legalization gimmick is undermining the integrity of our legal
immigration system, and Congress
should take steps to block it.’
‘‘The public will have 60 days to comment on the proposal.’’
It appears to be yet another unconstitutional act by our President, still
seeming to thumb his nose at the judge
in south Texas who had put an injunction on the last amnesty that was
issued by the President. So they are
just going to keep going, apparently.
This article by Julia Preston has a
title from The New York Times: ‘‘Most
Undocumented Immigrants Will Stay
Under Obama’s New Policies, Report
Says.’’
‘‘Under new immigration enforcement programs the Obama administration is putting in place across the
country, the vast majority of unauthorized immigrants—up to 87 percent—would not be the focus of deportation operations and would have ‘a degree of protection’ to remain in the
United States, according to a report
published Thursday by the Migration
Policy Institute.
‘‘The report found that about 13 percent of an estimated 11 million immigrants without papers, or about 1.4 mil-
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lion people, have criminal records or
recently crossed the border illegally,
making them priorities for deportation
under guidelines the administration
announced in November.’’
It makes it very clear that there is so
much disingenuousness coming out of
the White House.
Oh, yes, if we had passed this ridiculous bill that the Senate passed, which
really was not going to address the
issue of enforcement adequately, we
were going to have studies and plans.
If it did not work in 5 years, heck, we
would let the Secretary give us a report on why it didn’t all work. I mean,
it is absurd. Secure the border. It is
very basic. The President has got the
power, and he has got the money.
Heck, they just blew off the $4 billion
virtual fence a few years ago that we
had appropriated money for. What are
they doing with that money? Why
haven’t they secured the border with
that? They could do it.
Just when you think news about people acting illegally and being given amnesty couldn’t get much worse, this
story by Steven Green, on July 20, by
PJ Media, reads:
‘‘Iranian worshippers chant slogans
during their Friday prayer service at
the Tehran University campus in
Tehran, Iran, Friday . . . The main
prayer service in the Iranian capital
has been interrupted by repeated
chants of ‘death to America’—despite
this week’s landmark nuclear deal with
world powers that was welcomed by authorities in Tehran.’’
The devastating revelation from
Mitch Ginsburg and the Times of Israel
reads:
‘‘Mojtaba Atarodi, arrested in California for attempting to acquire equipment for Iran’s military-nuclear programs, was released in April as part of
back channel talks, Times of Israel
told. The contacts, mediated in Oman
for years by close colleagues of the Sultan, have seen a series of U.S.-Iran
prisoner releases’’—not exchanges, but
releases—‘‘and there may be more to
come.’’
I mean, it is incredible. We are told
we have seen the deal. Oh, yes. There
are parts, like the IAEA has got to
work out its side deal that we don’t see
here in Congress, but it is a good deal.
Let’s not forget my friend who spoke
last from the other side of the aisle was
talking about how great the DoddFrank bill is. Let me just say this
quickly about that.
As for the Dodd-Frank bill that was
passed, supposedly, to punish those evil
investment banks on Wall Street, what
has it really done? It has punished the
community banks that didn’t do anything wrong.
They weren’t invested in mortgagebacked securities. They weren’t doing
all kinds of machinations to try to create new forms of legalized gambling on
Wall Street. They weren’t engaged in
that.
Yet, Dodd-Frank has so punished
community banks that every month
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there are fewer community banks.
They are getting gobbled up by the
guys who caused the problems. That is
what Dodd-Frank did.
It added so much expense and burden
on the local banks, and it provided a
lot of benefits to the biggest banks.
They are the ones that could absorb
the parts of the law. We are losing
banks constantly.
As far as the great economic news,
we know we have at least 93-plus million people for the first time in our history—94 million people, maybe, now—
who have given up looking for jobs. It
has never gotten that high before.
It had gotten close once before, I
think, under Carter, but it has never
gotten this high before. People have
just given up looking for jobs. You
have got more on food stamps than
ever before. Is that really something to
be proud of? It is if you want indentured servitude of the people of the
United States.
The middle class, we hear now recently, is growing smaller. The gap between the ultra rich and the poor is
growing bigger under this President’s
redistribution model because it doesn’t
work.
The most troubling economic statistic that anybody should have been
seeing over the last few years—over the
last 2 years—came out in 2013, that,
under President Obama, for the first
time in American history—ever—95
percent of all of the income went to the
top 1 percent income earners.
It still bothers me greatly. But I
read, actually, that, even though the
top 1 percent is making 95 percent of
all the income, it was a slower growth
to them than in the last two expansions.
So it really was not that great of
news for them. Well, it isn’t great for
America when 95 percent of the income
is made by the top 1 percent.
It is just this wink and nod with Wall
Street from this administration of: We
are going to call you fat cats. We are
going to punish you. We are going to
hit you with Dodd-Frank.
And what happens? You kill the
smaller banks. You hurt the middle
class. You overburden the middle class.
You make it more difficult for them to
live. More people end up on food
stamps. It is a disaster.
That is why it was no surprise in the
last couple of days when we saw a report that there is a great majority of
Americans who feels like this President has hurt the economy more than
he has helped it. I don’t know that that
is true, but I do know that more people, according to the poll, are saying
that.
Capital markets and Wall Street, oh,
they have done well. Yes, that is what
happens when we create more money
than at any time in American history.
We are creating money.
Notice, Mr. Speaker, I am saying
‘‘creating money’’ because I learned it
was improper to say we are printing
more money than ever before.
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I was told by someone with the Fed—
some years back when I asked: ‘‘How
much more money are we printing than
we have ever printed?’’—‘‘Oh, none,
really.’’
‘‘But there is more money in the system.’’
‘‘Oh, yes. We couldn’t possibly print
all of the money we are creating.’’
Are you kidding me? We are just adding numbers. We aren’t even bothering
to print it anymore as we are increasing money so fast. It is an outrage
what has happened.
The bottom line is Americans are
suffering. Government does not make
things better. It is better when they
get a job, not more food stamps.
It is time that we knock Dodd-Frank
down to size where it does deal with
the investment banks that caused the
problem of 2008 and doesn’t punish the
banks that didn’t get us in that trouble.
In the time I have left, I have just
got to go back to this horrendous Iranian deal. It is putting the United
States and all freedom-loving people at
risk.
Iran cannot be trusted, and I am still
concerned about the language, like, if
you say in a bill or in the Iran agreement, oh, yes, you can’t use ICBMs or
develop them for 8 years or, at the
broader conclusion of the IAEAs, that
nuclear material is being used for
peaceful purposes, whichever is earlier.
b 1815
That concerns me about the 8-year
requirement. Is it really an 8-year requirement, seriously? I mean, what
does that mean? I went down and
cleared that that was not classified, so
I could speak of that. There are a few
places where I have seen that that language, the broader conclusion by the
IAEA, holy cow, that is completely out
of our control. That is one of the time
deadlines that some of the important
timing can be?
Iran continues to make clear, as this
story from July 12 from Adam Kredo
says, that Iran is saying, ‘‘We will
trample upon America.’’
‘‘Iranian cleric Ayatollah Mohammad
Ali Movahedi Kermani, who was handpicked by the Islamic Republic’s supreme leader to deliver the prayers, delivered a message of hostility toward
the United States in the first official
remarks since a final nuclear deal was
signed between Iran and world powers
in Vienna last week.’’
‘‘Analysts who spoke to the Washington Free Beacon about the antiAmerican tone of last week’s prayers
said it is a sign Tehran believes it
bested the United States in the talks.’’
You think?
The article further down says:
‘‘Iran’s defense minister on Monday
said the deal also will prohibit all foreigners from inspecting Iran’s ’defensive and missile capabilities’ at sensitive military sites.’’
You don’t have to have my SAT
scores to know they are going to be
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classifying as many sites as they can
as defensive sites that we cannot have
inspected.
It is time to say ‘‘no’’ to the deal.
Americans need to rise up and demand
it, and let’s crush the Iranian deal before Iran crushes Israel and the Great
Satan, United States.
I yield back the balance of my time.
f

LEAVE OF ABSENCE
By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted to:
Mr. CLAWSON of Florida (at the request of Mr. MCCARTHY) for today on
account of a family emergency.
f

EXPENDITURES BY THE OFFICE
OF GENERAL COUNSEL UNDER
HOUSE RESOLUTION 676, 113TH
CONGRESS
HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, COMMITTEE ON HOUSE ADMINISTRATION,
Washington, DC, July 23, 2015.
Hon. JOHN A. BOEHNER,
Speaker, House of Representatives,
Washington, DC.
DEAR MR. SPEAKER, Pursuant to section
3(b) of H. Res. 676 of the 113th Congress, as
continued by section 3(f)(2) of H. Res. 5 of the
114th Congress, I write with the following enclosure which is a statement of the aggregate amount expended on outside counsel
and other experts on any civil action authorized by H. Res. 676.
Sincerely,
CANDICE S. MILLER, Chairman,
Committee on House Administration.

AGGREGATE AMOUNT EXPENDED ON OUTSIDE COUNSEL
OR OTHER EXPERTS—H. RES. 676
July 1–September 30 2014 ....................................................
October 1–December 31, 2014 ..............................................
January 1–March 31, 2015 ...................................................
April 1, 2015–June 30, 2015 ................................................

........................
$42,875.00
50,000.00
29,915.00

Total ..............................................................................

122,790.00

f

ADJOURNMENT
Mr. GOHMERT. Mr. Speaker, I move
that the House do now adjourn.
The motion was agreed to; accordingly (at 6 o’clock and 19 minutes
p.m.), under its previous order, the
House adjourned until Monday, July 27,
2015, at noon for morning-hour debate.
f

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS,
ETC.
Under clause 2 of rule XIV, executive
communications were taken from the
Speaker’s table and referred as follows:
2271. A letter from the Acting Under Secretary, Personnel and Readiness, Department of Defense, transmitting notification
that the Department intends to assign
women to certain previously closed positions
in the Army, pursuant to 10 U.S.C. 652; to the
Committee on Armed Services.
2272. A letter from the Director, Regulatory Management Division, Environmental
Protection Agency, transmitting the Agency’s direct final rule — Air Plan Approval;
MI, Belding; 2008 Lead Clean Data Determination [EPA-R05-OAR-2015-0407; FRL-9930-
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81-Region 5] received July 22, 2015, pursuant
to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Added by Public Law
104-121, Sec. 251; to the Committee on Energy
and Commerce.
2273. A letter from the Director, Regulatory Management Division, Environmental
Protection Agency, transmitting the Agency’s direct final rule — Approval and Promulgation of Air Quality Implementation
Plans; District of Columbia, Maryland, and
Virginia, 2011 Base Year Emissions Inventories for the Washington DC-MD-VA Nonattainment Area for the 2008 Ozone National
Ambient Air Quality Standard [EPA-R03OAR-2014-0759; FRL-9930-96-Region 3] received July 22, 2015, pursuant to 5 U.S.C.
801(a)(1)(A); Added by Public Law 104-121,
Sec. 251; to the Committee on Energy and
Commerce.
2274. A letter from the Director, Regulatory Management Division, Environmental
Protection Agency, transmitting the Agency’s direct final rule — Approval and Promulgation of Implementation Plans for the
State of Alabama: Cross-State Air Pollution
Rule [EPA-R04-OAR-2015-0313; FRL-9931-24Region 4] received July 22, 2015, pursuant to
5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Added by Public Law
104-121, Sec. 251; to the Committee on Energy
and Commerce.
2275. A letter from the Director, Regulatory Management Division, Environmental
Protection Agency, transmitting the Agency’s direct final rule — Approval and Promulgation of Implementation Plans; New
Mexico; Electronic Reporting Consistent
With the Cross Media Electronic Reporting
Rule [EPA-R06-OAR-2015-0172; FRL-9931-09Region 6] received July 22, 2015, pursuant to
5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Added by Public Law
104-121, Sec. 251; to the Committee on Energy
and Commerce.
2276. A letter from the Director, Regulatory Management Division, Environmental
Protection Agency, transmitting the Agency’s direct final rule — Approval and Promulgation of Implementation Plans; Oregon;
Grants Pass Second 10-Year PM10 Limited
Maintenance Plan [EPA-R10-OAR-2015-0323;
FRL-9931-16-Region 10] received July 22, 2015,
pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Added by
Public Law 104-121, Sec. 251; to the Committee on Energy and Commerce.
2277. A letter from the Director, Regulatory Management Division, Environmental
Protection Agency, transmitting the Agency’s direct final rule — Approval and Promulgation of State Implementation Plans:
Oregon: Grants Pass Carbon Monoxide Limited Maintenance Plan [EPA-R10-OAR-20150322; FRL-9931-13-Region 10] received July 22,
2015, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Added
by Public Law 104-121, Sec. 251; to the Committee on Energy and Commerce.
2278. A letter from the Director, Regulatory Management Division, Environmental
Protection Agency, transmitting the Agency’s final rule — Sedaxane; Pesticide Tolerances [EPA-HQ-OPP-2014-0354; FRL-9930-84]
received July 22, 2015, pursuant to 5 U.S.C.
801(a)(1)(A); Added by Public Law 104-121,
Sec. 251; to the Committee on Energy and
Commerce.
2279. A letter from the Director, Office of
Personnel Management, transmitting the Office’s final rule — Prevailing Rate Systems;
Redefinition of the Jacksonville, FL; Savannah, GA; Hagerstown-Martinsburg-Chambersburg, MD; Richmond, VA; and Roanoke,
VA, Appropriated Fund Federal Wage System Wage Areas (RIN: 3206-AN15) received
July 22, 2015, pursuant to 5 U.S.C.
801(a)(1)(A); Added by Public Law 104-121,
Sec. 251; to the Committee on Oversight and
Government Reform.
2280. A letter from the Associate General
Counsel for General Law, Office of the General Counsel, Transportation Security Ad-
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ministration, Department of Homeland Security, transmitting a report pursuant to the
Federal Vacancies Reform Act of 1998, Pub.
L. 105-277 as codified in 5 U.S.C. 3345 et seq;
to the Committee on Oversight and Government Reform.
2281. A letter from the Chief Administrative Officer, transmitting the quarterly report of receipts and expenditures of appropriations and other funds for the period April
1, 2015 to June 30, 2015, pursuant to 2 U.S.C.
104a; Public Law 88-454; (H. Doc. No. 114—52);
to the Committee on House Administration
and ordered to be printed.
2282. A letter from the Acting Director, Office of Sustainable Fisheries, NMFS, National Oceanic and Atmospheric Administration, transmitting the Administration’s temporary rule — Fisheries of the Exclusive Economic Zone Off Alaska; Atka Mackerel in
the Bering Sea and Aleutian Islands Management Area [Docket No.: 131021878-4158-02]
(RIN: 0648-XD744) received July 22, 2015, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Added by Public Law 104-121, Sec. 251; to the Committee on
Natural Resources.
2283. A letter from the Acting Director, Office of Sustainable Fisheries, NMFS, National Oceanic and Atmospheric Administration, transmitting the Administration’s temporary rule — Fisheries of the Caribbean,
Gulf of Mexico, and South Atlantic; Coastal
Migratory Pelagic Resources of the Gulf of
Mexico and South Atlantic; Trip Limit Reduction [Docket No.: 001005281-0369-02] (RIN:
0648-XD717) received July 22, 2015, pursuant
to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Added by Public Law
104-121, Sec. 251; to the Committee on Natural Resources.
2284. A letter from the Acting Director, Office of Sustainable Fisheries, NMFS, National Oceanic and Atmospheric Administration, transmitting the Department’s modification of fishing seasons — Fisheries Off
West Coast States; Modifications of the West
Coast
Commercial
Salmon
Fisheries;
Inseason Actions #3, #4, #5, and #6 [Docket
No.: 150316270-5270-01] (RIN: 0648-XD976) received July 22, 2015, pursuant to 5 U.S.C.
801(a)(1)(A); Added by Public Law 104-121,
Sec. 251; to the Committee on Natural Resources.
2285. A letter from the Acting Director, Office of Sustainable Fisheries, NMFS, National Oceanic and Atmospheric Administration, transmitting the Administration’s temporary rule — Fisheries of the Caribbean,
Gulf of Mexico, and South Atlantic; 2015
Commercial Accountability Measure and
Closure for South Atlantic Snowy Grouper
[Docket No.: 0907271173-0629-03] (RIN: 0648XE003) received July 22, 2015, pursuant to 5
U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Added by Public Law 104121, Sec. 251; to the Committee on Natural
Resources.
2286. A letter from the Acting Director, Office of Sustainable Fisheries, NMFS, National Oceanic and Atmospheric Administration, transmitting the Administration’s temporary rule — Atlantic Highly Migratory
Species; Atlantic Bluefin Tuna Fisheries
[Docket No.: 120328229-4949-02] (RIN: 0648XD672) received July 22, 2015, pursuant to 5
U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Added by Public Law 104121, Sec. 251; to the Committee on Natural
Resources.
2287. A letter from the Deputy Assistant
Administrator for Regulatory Programs,
NMFS, Office of Sustainable Fisheries, National Oceanic and Atmospheric Administration, transmitting the Administration’s temporary final rule — Fisheries of the Northeastern United States; Atlantic Herring
Fishery; Adjustments to 2015 Annual Catch
Limits [Docket No.: 141002820-5113-01] (RIN:
0648-XD536) received July 22, 2015, pursuant
to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Added by Public Law
104-121, Sec. 251; to the Committee on Natural Resources.
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2288. A letter from the Deputy Assistant
Administrator for Regulatory Programs,
NMFS, Office of Sustainable Fisheries, National Oceanic and Atmospheric Administration, transmitting the Administration’s final
rule — Atlantic Highly Migratory Species;
2006 Consolidated Atlantic Highly Migratory
Species (HMS) Fishery Management Plan;
Amendment 7; Correction [Docket No.:
120328229-5064-03] (RIN: 0648-BC09) received
July 22, 2015, pursuant to 5 U.S.C.
801(a)(1)(A); Added by Public Law 104-121,
Sec. 251; to the Committee on Natural Resources.
2289. A letter from the Deputy Assistant
Administrator for Regulatory Programs,
NMFS, Office of Sustainable Fisheries, National Oceanic and Atmospheric Administration, transmitting the Administration’s final
rule — Magnuson-Stevens Fishery Conservation and Management Act Provisions; Fisheries of the Northeastern United States;
Standardized Bycatch Reporting Methodology Omnibus Amendment [Docket No.:
140904749-5507-02] (RIN: 0648-BE50) received
July 22, 2015, pursuant to 5 U.S.C.
801(a)(1)(A); Added by Public Law 104-121,
Sec. 251; to the Committee on Natural Resources.
2290. A letter from the Assistant Attorney
General, Office of Legislative Affairs, Department of Justice, transmitting a report
entitled, ‘‘Debt Collection Recovery Activities of the Department of Justice for Civil
Debts Referred for Collection Annual Report
for FY 2014’’, pursuant to 31 U.S.C. 3718, Contracts for collection services, and the Debt
Collection Improvement Act of 1996; to the
Committee on the Judiciary.
2291. A letter from the Chief Counsel, Federal Emergency Management Agency, Department of Homeland Security, transmitting the Department’s final rule — Suspension of Community Eligibility; Virginia: Augusta County, Unincorporated Areas [Docket
ID: FEMA-2015-0001; Internal Agency Docket
No.: FEMA-8389] received July 22, 2015, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Added by Public Law 104-121, Sec. 251; jointly to the Committees on Financial Services and Homeland
Security.
f

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON
PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS
Under clause 2 of rule XIII, reports of
committees were delivered to the Clerk
for printing and reference to the proper
calendar, as follows:
Mr. GOODLATTE: Committee on the Judiciary. H.R. 2604. A bill to improve and reauthorize provisions relating to the application
of the antitrust laws to the award of needbased educational aid (Rept. 114–224). Referred to the Committee of the Whole House
on the state of the Union.
Mr. MILLER of Florida: Committee on
Veterans’ Affairs. H.R. 1994. A bill to amend
title 38, United States Code, to provide for
the removal or demotion of employees of the
Department of Veterans Affairs based on performance or misconduct, and for other purposes; with an amendment (Rept. 114–225, Pt.
1). Referred to the Committee of the Whole
House on the state of the Union.
DISCHARGE OF COMMITTEE

Pursuant to clause 2 of rule XIII, the
Committee on Oversight and Government Reform discharged from further
consideration. H.R. 1994 referred to the
Committee of the Whole House on the
state of the Union.
f

PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS
Under clause 2 of rule XII, public
bills and resolutions of the following
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titles were introduced and severally referred, as follows:
By Mr. WALZ (for himself, Mr. WITTMAN, Mr. GENE GREEN of Texas, Mr.
DUNCAN of South Carolina, Mr.
THOMPSON of Mississippi, Mr. THOMPSON of California, and Mr. KIND):
H.R. 3173. A bill to promote conservation
for the purpose of enhancing hunting, fishing
and other outdoor recreational opportunities; to the Committee on Natural Resources.
By Mr. CHAFFETZ (for himself, Mr.
Mr.
CLEAVER,
Mr.
CARTWRIGHT,
JONES, Mrs. LOVE, and Mr. RUSH):
H.R. 3174. A bill to promote competition
and help consumers save money by giving
them the freedom to choose where they buy
prescription pet medications, and for other
purposes; to the Committee on Energy and
Commerce.
By Ms. BONAMICI:
H.R. 3175. A bill to assure equity in contracting between the Federal Government
and small business concerns, and for other
purposes; to the Committee on Small Business.
By Mr. COOK:
H.R. 3176. A bill to amend title 18, United
States Code, to establish a criminal violation for injuring or destroying property
under the jurisdiction of the National Park
Service, and for other purposes; to the Committee on the Judiciary.
By Mr. HECK of Nevada (for himself,
Mr. ROE of Tennessee, Mr. POLIS, Mr.
POCAN, Mr. KLINE, Mr. SCOTT of Virginia, Mr. WALBERG, Mr. MESSER, Mr.
GROTHMAN, Ms. STEFANIK, Mrs. DAVIS
of California, Mr. GRIJALVA, Mr.
SABLAN, Ms. BONAMICI, Mr. TAKANO,
Ms. CLARK of Massachusetts, Mr.
Mr.
ROYCE,
Mr.
DESAULNIER,
BUCSHON, and Mr. KELLY of Pennsylvania):
H.R. 3177. A bill to simplify the application
used for the estimation and determination of
financial aid eligibility for postsecondary
education; to the Committee on Education
and the Workforce.
By Ms. FOXX (for herself, Mr. MESSER,
Mr. SABLAN, Mr. KLINE, Mr. SCOTT of
Virginia, Mr. WALBERG, Mr. HECK of
Nevada, Mr. CARTER of Georgia, Ms.
STEFANIK, Mrs. DAVIS of California,
Mr. GRIJALVA, and Mr. DESAULNIER):
H.R. 3178. A bill to simplify and streamline
the information regarding institutions of
higher education made publicly available by
the Secretary of Education, and for other
purposes; to the Committee on Education
and the Workforce.
By Mr. GUTHRIE (for himself, Mr.
ALLEN, Ms. BONAMICI, Mr. KLINE, Mr.
SCOTT of Virginia, Mr. HUNTER, Mr.
WALBERG, Mr. HECK of Nevada, Mr.
MESSER, Mr. CARTER of Georgia, Ms.
STEFANIK, Mrs. DAVIS of California,
Mr. GRIJALVA, Mr. SABLAN, Mr.
POCAN, Mr. TAKANO, Ms. CLARK of
Massachusetts, Mr. DESAULNIER, and
Mr. HUDSON):
H.R. 3179. A bill to amend the loan counseling requirements under the Higher Education Act of 1965, and for other purposes; to
the Committee on Education and the Workforce.
By Ms. STEFANIK (for herself, Mr.
CURBELO of Florida, Mr. HINOJOSA,
Mr. KLINE, Mr. SCOTT of Virginia, Mr.
THOMPSON of Pennsylvania, Mr. HECK
of Nevada, Mrs. DAVIS of California,
Mr. TAKANO, Mr. DESAULNIER, and
Mr. GIBSON):
H.R. 3180. A bill to amend the Higher Education Act of 1965 to provide students with
increased flexibility in the use of Federal
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Pell Grants, and for other purposes; to the
Committee on Education and the Workforce.
By Mr. HURD of Texas (for himself,
Mr. CUELLAR, and Mr. MCCAUL):
H.R. 3181. A bill to amend title 23, United
States Code, to permit border States to designate certain funds for border infrastructure projects, and for other purposes; to the
Committee on Transportation and Infrastructure.
By Ms. EDDIE BERNICE JOHNSON of
Texas (for herself and Mr. SMITH of
Texas):
H.R. 3182. A bill to advance United States
leadership in planetary science and space exploration though education and outreach; to
the Committee on Science, Space, and Technology.
By Mr. JOLLY:
H.R. 3183. A bill to amend the Veterans Access, Choice, and Accountability Act of 2014
to expand and make permanent the Veterans
Choice Program, and for other purposes; to
the Committee on Veterans’ Affairs.
By Mrs. LAWRENCE:
H.R. 3184. A bill to amend the Internal Revenue Code of 1986 to permit the medical expenses of dependents who have not attained
age 26 to be paid from a health savings account; to the Committee on Ways and
Means.
By Mr. CICILLINE (for himself, Mr.
POLIS, Mr. SEAN PATRICK MALONEY of
New York, Mr. POCAN, Mr. TAKANO,
Ms. SINEMA, Mr. AGUILAR, Mr.
ASHFORD, Ms. BASS, Mr. BECERRA,
Mr. BERA, Mr. BEYER, Mr. BLUMENAUER, Ms. BONAMICI, Mr. BRENDAN
F. BOYLE of Pennsylvania, Ms.
BROWNLEY of California, Mrs. BUSTOS,
Mrs. CAPPS, Mr. CAPUANO, Mr.
CÁRDENAS, Mr. CARNEY, Mr. CARSON
of Indiana, Mr. CARTWRIGHT, Ms. CASTOR of Florida, Mr. CASTRO of Texas,
Ms. JUDY CHU of California, Ms.
of
Massachusetts,
Mr.
CLARK
CLEAVER, Mr. COOPER, Mr. CONNOLLY,
Mr. CONYERS, Mr. COURTNEY, Mr.
CROWLEY, Mr. CUMMINGS, Mr. DANNY
K. DAVIS of Illinois, Mrs. DAVIS of
Ms.
California,
Mr.
DEFAZIO,
Mr.
DELANEY,
Ms.
DEGETTE,
Ms.
DELBENE,
Mr.
DELAURO,
DESAULNIER, Mr. DEUTCH, Mrs. DINGELL, Ms. EDWARDS, Mr. ELLISON, Mr.
ENGEL, Ms. ESHOO, Ms. ESTY, Mr.
FARR, Mr. FATTAH, Mr. FOSTER, Ms.
FRANKEL of Florida, Ms. GABBARD,
Mr. GALLEGO, Mr. GARAMENDI, Mr.
GRAYSON, Mr. AL GREEN of Texas, Mr.
GRIJALVA, Mr. GUTIÉRREZ, Ms. HAHN,
Mr. HASTINGS, Mr. HECK of Washington, Mr. HIGGINS, Mr. HINOJOSA,
Ms. NORTON, Mr. HONDA, Mr. HOYER,
Mr. HUFFMAN, Mr. ISRAEL, Ms. JACKSON LEE, Mr. JEFFRIES, Ms. KAPTUR,
Mr. HIMES, Mr. JOHNSON of Georgia,
Mr. KEATING, Ms. KELLY of Illinois,
Mr. KENNEDY, Mr. KILDEE, Mr. KILMER, Ms. KUSTER, Mr. LANGEVIN, Mr.
LARSON of Connecticut, Ms. LEE, Mr.
LEVIN, Mr. LEWIS, Mr. TED LIEU of
California, Mr. LOEBSACK, Ms. LOFGREN, Mr. LOWENTHAL, Mrs. LOWEY,
Ms. MICHELLE LUJAN GRISHAM of New
Mexico, Mr. BEN RAY LUJÁN of New
Mexico, Mr. LYNCH, Mrs. CAROLYN B.
MALONEY of New York, Ms. MATSUI,
Ms. MCCOLLUM, Mr. MCDERMOTT, Mr.
MCGOVERN, Mr. MCNERNEY, Mr.
MEEKS, Ms. MENG, Mr. MOULTON, Mr.
MURPHY of Florida, Mr. NADLER, Mrs.
NAPOLITANO, Mr. NEAL, Mr. NOLAN,
Mr. NORCROSS, Mr. O’ROURKE, Mr.
PALLONE, Mr. PASCRELL, Ms. PELOSI,
Mr. PETERS, Ms. PINGREE, Mr. PRICE
of North Carolina, Mr. QUIGLEY, Miss
RICE of New York, Ms. ROYBAL-
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ALLARD, Mr. RUIZ, Mr. RUSH, Mr.
RYAN of Ohio, Ms. LINDA T. SÁNCHEZ
of California, Ms. LORETTA SANCHEZ
of California, Mr. SARBANES, Ms.
SCHAKOWSKY, Mr. SCHIFF, Mr. SCHRADER, Mr. SCOTT of Virginia, Mr.
SERRANO, Mr. SHERMAN, Mr. SIRES,
Ms. SLAUGHTER, Mr. SMITH of Washington, Ms. SPEIER, Mr. SWALWELL of
California, Mr. TAKAI, Mr. THOMPSON
of California, Mr. TONKO, Mrs.
TORRES, Ms. TSONGAS, Mr. VAN HOLLEN, Mr. VARGAS, Mr. VEASEY, Ms.
Mr.
WALZ,
Ms.
VELÁZQUEZ,
WASSERMAN SCHULTZ, Mrs. WATSON
COLEMAN, Mr. WELCH, Ms. WILSON of
Florida, Mr. YARMUTH, Mr. COHEN,
Mr. MICHAEL F. DOYLE of Pennsylvania, Mrs. KIRKPATRICK, Mr. LARSEN
of Washington, Mr. RUPPERSBERGER,
Mr. VELA, Ms. DUCKWORTH, Mr. DOGGETT, Mr. RANGEL, Mr. BRADY of
Mrs.
Pennsylvania,
Ms.
TITUS,
BEATTY, Mr. PAYNE, Mrs. LAWRENCE,
and Ms. SEWELL of Alabama):
H.R. 3185. A bill to prohibit discrimination
on the basis of sex, gender identity, and sexual orientation, and for other purposes; to
the Committee on the Judiciary, and in addition to the Committees on Education and
the Workforce, Financial Services, Oversight
and Government Reform, and House Administration, for a period to be subsequently determined by the Speaker, in each case for
consideration of such provisions as fall within the jurisdiction of the committee concerned.
By Mr. WOODALL (for himself and Mr.
GOHMERT):
H.R. 3186. A bill to amend the Balanced
Budget and Emergency Deficit Control Act
of 1985 to reform the budget baseline; to the
Committee on the Budget.
By Mr. MASSIE (for himself, Ms. PINGREE, Mr. JONES, and Mr. POLIS):
H.R. 3187. A bill to amend the Federal Meat
Inspection Act to exempt from inspection
the slaughter of animals and the preparation
of carcasses conducted at a custom slaughter
facility, and for other purposes; to the Committee on Agriculture.
By Mr. GRAVES of Missouri:
H.R. 3188. A bill to amend title 31, United
States Code, to end speculation on the current cost of multilingual services provided
by the Federal Government, and for other
purposes; to the Committee on Oversight and
Government Reform.
By Mr. HUIZENGA of Michigan:
H.R. 3189. A bill to amend the Federal Reserve Act to establish requirements for policy rules and blackout periods of the Federal
Open Market Committee, to establish requirements for certain activities of the
Board of Governors of the Federal Reserve
System, and to amend title 31, United States
Code, to reform the manner in which the
Board of Governors of the Federal Reserve
System is audited, and for other purposes; to
the Committee on Financial Services, and in
addition to the Committee on Oversight and
Government Reform, for a period to be subsequently determined by the Speaker, in
each case for consideration of such provisions as fall within the jurisdiction of the
committee concerned.
By Mr. CARTWRIGHT (for himself, Mr.
LANCE, Mr. HUFFMAN, Mr. PETERS,
Mr. BLUMENAUER, Ms. NORTON, Ms.
PINGREE, Mr. HONDA, Mr. HASTINGS,
Mr. CAPUANO, Mr. FITZPATRICK, Mr.
POLIS, Mr. CONNOLLY, Mr. KIND, Mr.
LOWENTHAL, Mr. VAN HOLLEN, Mr.
QUIGLEY, Mr. FARENTHOLD, and Mr.
GARAMENDI):
H.R. 3190. A bill to amend title 31, United
States Code, to enhance the Federal Government’s planning and preparation for extreme
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weather, and the Federal Government’s dissemination of best practices to respond to
extreme weather, thereby increasing resilience, improving regional coordination, and
mitigating the financial risk to the Federal
Government from such extreme weather; to
the Committee on Transportation and Infrastructure, and in addition to the Committee
on Oversight and Government Reform, for a
period to be subsequently determined by the
Speaker, in each case for consideration of
such provisions as fall within the jurisdiction of the committee concerned.
By Mr. CHABOT:
H.R. 3191. A bill to amend the Consolidated
and Further Continuing Appropriations Act,
2015 with respect to funding available for fiscal year 2015 for certain general business
loans authorized under the Small Business
Act, to amend the Small Business Act to
modify loan limitations, and for other purposes; to the Committee on Small Business.
By Mr. HILL (for himself and Mr.
SHERMAN):
H.R. 3192. A bill to provide for a temporary
safe harbor from the enforcement of integrated disclosure requirements for mortgage
loan transactions under the Real Estate Settlement Procedures Act of 1974 and the
Truth in Lending Act, and for other purposes; to the Committee on Financial Services.
By Ms. TITUS (for herself, Mr. BILIRAKIS, Ms. BROWN of Florida, Mr.
CÁRDENAS, Ms. CLARK of Massachusetts, Mr. HASTINGS, Mr. HONDA, Ms.
JACKSON LEE, Mr. LOBIONDO, Mr.
MARINO, Mr. MCGOVERN, Mr. NADLER,
Ms. NORTON, Mr. QUIGLEY, Mr. RANGEL, and Ms. ROS-LEHTINEN):
H.R. 3193. A bill to amend the Animal Welfare Act to require that covered persons develop and implement emergency contingency
plans; to the Committee on Agriculture.
By Mr. ELLISON (for himself and Mr.
CICILLINE):
H.R. 3194. A bill to protect and promote
international religious freedom; to the Committee on the Judiciary, and in addition to
the Committee on Foreign Affairs, for a period to be subsequently determined by the
Speaker, in each case for consideration of
such provisions as fall within the jurisdiction of the committee concerned.
By Mr. ELLISON (for himself and Mr.
CONYERS):
H.R. 3195. A bill to establish minimum
standards of disclosure by franchises whose
franchisees use loans guaranteed by the
Small Business Administration; to the Committee on Energy and Commerce.
By Mr. ELLISON (for himself, Mr. CONYERS, and Mr. HUFFMAN):
H.R. 3196. A bill to establish minimum
standards of fair conduct in franchise sales
and franchise business relationships, and for
other purposes; to the Committee on the Judiciary.
By Mrs. BLACK (for herself, Mr.
WESTERMAN, Mr. COLLINS of Georgia,
Mr. KELLY of Pennsylvania, Mr.
MESSER, Mr. FRANKS of Arizona, Mr.
GRAVES of Missouri, Mr. DUNCAN of
South Carolina, Mrs. WAGNER, Mr.
OLSON, Mr. BRIDENSTINE, Mr. HENSARLING, Mr. CHABOT, Mr. PALAZZO,
Mr. JORDAN, Mr. ADERHOLT, Mr. HARPER, Mr. BYRNE, Mr. PITTS, Mr.
BABIN, Mr. WENSTRUP, Mr. DUNCAN of
Tennessee, Mr. YOHO, Mr. MILLER of
Florida, Mr. DUFFY, Mr. HUELSKAMP,
Mr. HUDSON, Mr. MULLIN, Mr.
Mr.
PEARCE,
Mr.
BENISHEK,
GROTHMAN, Mr. ROE of Tennessee,
Mr. ROTHFUS, Mr. BOUSTANY, Ms.
FOXX, Mr. FORBES, Mr. FLEISCHMANN,
Mr. HARRIS, Mr. JODY B. HICE of
Georgia, Mr. TIBERI, Mr. LONG, Mr.
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CULBERSON, Mr. COLE, Mr. ROUZER,
Mr. CRAMER, Mr. SMITH of Missouri,
Mr. FINCHER, Mr. WITTMAN, Mr.
LUETKEMEYER, Mr. CRAWFORD, Mr.
MASSIE, Mr. ROSKAM, Mr. MEADOWS,
Mr. MOOLENAAR, Mr. GOSAR, Mr.
MARCHANT, Mr. AMASH, Mr. SMITH of
Texas, Mrs. LUMMIS, Mr. RATCLIFFE,
Mr. SAM JOHNSON of Texas, Mr. SMITH
of New Jersey, Mrs. BLACKBURN, Mr.
KELLY of Mississippi, and Mr. PALMER):
H.R. 3197. A bill to prohibit Federal funding to entities that do not certify the entities will not perform, or provide any funding
to any other entity that performs, an abortion; to the Committee on Energy and Commerce.
By Mr. AGUILAR:
H.R. 3198. A bill to amend the Internal Revenue Code of 1986 to allow a credit to small
employers for certain newly hired employees, and for other purposes; to the Committee on Ways and Means.
By Mr. BRAT (for himself, Mr.
GROTHMAN, Mr. MESSER, and Mr.
PALMER):
H.R. 3199. A bill to prohibit statutory sanctions relief by the United States with respect
to Iran unless the Senate provides its advice
and consent to ratification of the Joint Comprehensive Plan of Action; to the Committee
on Foreign Affairs.
By Ms. BROWN of Florida:
H.R. 3200. A bill to authorize the Secretary
of Veterans Affairs to transfer unobligated
amounts previously made available to the
Department of Veterans Affairs to the medical accounts of the Department to improve
the furnishing of health care to veterans; to
the Committee on Veterans’ Affairs, and in
addition to the Committee on Appropriations, for a period to be subsequently determined by the Speaker, in each case for consideration of such provisions as fall within
the jurisdiction of the committee concerned.
By Mr. CÁRDENAS (for himself and
Ms. ROS-LEHTINEN):
H.R. 3201. A bill to support the integration
of immigrants to the United States into the
economic, social, cultural, and civic life of
their local communities and the Nation, and
for other purposes; to the Committee on the
Judiciary, and in addition to the Committee
on Education and the Workforce, for a period
to be subsequently determined by the Speaker, in each case for consideration of such provisions as fall within the jurisdiction of the
committee concerned.
By Mr. CLAWSON of Florida (for himself, Mr. JOLLY, Ms. ROS-LEHTINEN,
Mr. CURBELO of Florida, Mr. CRENSHAW, and Mr. DIAZ-BALART):
H.R. 3202. A bill to amend section 42 of title
18, United States Code, popularly known as
the Lacey Act, to add certain species of
lionfish to the list of injurious species that
are prohibited from being imported or
shipped; to the Committee on the Judiciary.
By Mr. HIGGINS:
H.R. 3203. A bill to require prompt responses by mortgage owners of homes in
foreclosure to short sale offers to purchase
such homes, and for other purposes; to the
Committee on Financial Services.
By Mr. ISRAEL:
H.R. 3204. A bill to amend the Elementary
and Secondary Education Act of 1965 to reduce the testing requirements for part A of
title I of such Act, and for other purposes; to
the Committee on Education and the Workforce.
By Ms. JACKSON LEE:
H.R. 3205. A bill to establish the History Is
Learned from the Living grant program to
enable communities to learn about historical
movements in the United States in the past
century through the oral histories of com-
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munity members who participated in those
movements, and for other purposes; to the
Committee on Natural Resources.
By Mr. MCDERMOTT (for himself, Ms.
FRANKEL of Florida, Ms. MOORE, Mr.
VAN HOLLEN, Mr. CAPUANO, Ms.
CLARK of Massachusetts, Mr. SCOTT
of Virginia, Mr. TAKANO, Mr. CONYERS, Mr. SWALWELL of California,
Mr. BLUMENAUER, Mr. GALLEGO, Mr.
RANGEL, Mr. HONDA, Mr. ELLISON, Ms.
JUDY CHU of California, Mr. THOMPSON of California, Mr. MURPHY of
Florida, Ms. WILSON of Florida, Mrs.
TORRES, Mr. FARR, Mrs. NAPOLITANO,
Ms. MAXINE WATERS of California,
and Ms. BONAMICI):
H.R. 3206. A bill to amend the Internal Revenue Code of 1986 to exclude from gross income student loan indebtedness discharged
in connection with closures of educational
institutions, and for other purposes; to the
Committee on Ways and Means.
By Ms. NORTON:
H.R. 3207. A bill to amend the Public
Health Service Act to provide for a national
program to conduct and support activities
toward the goal of significantly reducing the
number of cases of overweight and obesity
among individuals in the United States; to
the Committee on Energy and Commerce.
By Mr. O’ROURKE:
H.R. 3208. A bill to amend title 5, United
States Code, to clarify the timing of deposits
relating to the Civil Service Retirement System with respect to crediting military service, and for other purposes; to the Committee on Oversight and Government Reform.
By Mr. PAULSEN (for himself, Mr.
COURTNEY, Ms. SLAUGHTER, Mr.
REICHERT, and Ms. JENKINS of Kansas):
H.R. 3209. A bill to amend the Internal Revenue Code of 1986 to permit the disclosure of
certain tax return information for the purpose of missing or exploited children investigations; to the Committee on Ways and
Means.
By Mr. SALMON:
H.R. 3210. A bill to prohibit United States
voluntary contributions to the United Nations Democracy Fund; to the Committee on
Foreign Affairs.
By Mr. SCHRADER:
H.R. 3211. A bill to provide for the addition
of certain real property to the reservation of
the Siletz Tribe in the State of Oregon; to
the Committee on Natural Resources.
By Mr. SCHRADER:
H.R. 3212. A bill to amend the Grand Ronde
Reservation Act to make technical corrections, and for other purposes; to the Committee on Natural Resources.
By Mr. WILLIAMS:
H.R. 3213. A bill to amend the Internal Revenue Code of 1986 to make 100 percent bonus
depreciation permanent; to the Committee
on Ways and Means.
By Mr. RODNEY DAVIS of Illinois:
H.J. Res. 61. A joint resolution amending
the Internal Revenue Code of 1986 to exempt
employees with health coverage under
TRICARE or the Veterans Administration
from being taken into account for purposes
of determining the employers to which the
employer mandate applies under the Patient
Protection and Affordable Care Act; to the
Committee on Ways and Means, and in addition to the Committee on the Budget, for a
period to be subsequently determined by the
Speaker, in each case for consideration of
such provisions as fall within the jurisdiction of the committee concerned.
By Mr. BECERRA:
H. Res. 372. A resolution recognizing the
importance of the 2015 Special Olympics
World Games hosted by the United States of
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America in Los Angeles, California; to the
Committee on Foreign Affairs.
By Mr. NOLAN:
H. Res. 373. A resolution expressing the
sense of the House of Representatives regarding the need for Congress to have the power
to implement and enforce limits on when
money can be spent on campaign activities,
and for other purposes; to the Committee on
House Administration.
By Mr. HECK of Washington (for himself, Mr. BYRNE, Mr. SALMON, Mr.
VELA, Ms. BORDALLO, Mr. RUSSELL,
Mr. KEATING, Mr. QUIGLEY, and Mr.
LARSEN of Washington):
H. Res. 374. A resolution recognizing the
50th anniversary of Singaporean independence and reaffirming Singapore’s close partnership with the United States; to the Committee on Foreign Affairs.
By Mr. LIPINSKI (for himself, Ms.
SCHAKOWSKY, Mr. HULTGREN, Mr.
GUTIÉRREZ, Ms. KELLY of Illinois, Ms.
DUCKWORTH, Mr. FOSTER, Mr. SHIMKUS, Mr. KINZINGER of Illinois, Mr.
DANNY K. DAVIS of Illinois, Mr.
QUIGLEY, Mrs. BUSTOS, and Mr. RODNEY DAVIS of Illinois):
H. Res. 375. A resolution honoring the victims, survivors, and those who responded to
the Eastland disaster—a shipwreck which resulted in the deaths of 844 passengers and
crew—on its centennial; to the Committee
on Transportation and Infrastructure.
By Mr. BENISHEK:
H. Res. 376. A resolution to refer H.R. 3133,
a bill making congressional reference to the
United States Court of Federal Claims pursuant to sections 1492 and 2509 of title 28,
United States Code, of certain Indian landrelated takings claims of the Grand Traverse
Band of Ottawa and Chippewa Indians of
Michigan and its individual members; to the
Committee on the Judiciary.
By Mr. BRAT:
H. Res. 377. A resolution recognizing ‘‘National Atomic Veterans Day’’ on July 16; to
the Committee on Veterans’ Affairs.
By Mr. ISRAEL (for himself, Ms. CASTOR of Florida, Ms. DELAURO, Mr.
FITZPATRICK, Mr. GRIJALVA, Mr. HIGGINS, Mr. HIMES, Mr. ISSA, Mrs. CAROLYN B. MALONEY of New York, Ms.
MCCOLLUM, Ms. NORTON, Ms. SLAUGHTER, Ms. TSONGAS, Ms. WASSERMAN
SCHULTZ, and Mr. DEFAZIO):
H. Res. 378. A resolution expressing support
for the designation of September 2015 as ‘‘National Ovarian Cancer Awareness Month’’; to
the Committee on Oversight and Government Reform.
By Mr. LANCE (for himself, Mr. WEBER
of Texas, Mr. MARINO, Mr. MCKINLEY,
Mr. NUNES, Mr. BOUSTANY, Mr.
MESSER, Mr. MACARTHUR, Mr. OLSON,
and Ms. JENKINS of Kansas):
H. Res. 379. A resolution reaffirming the
role of the House of Representatives in the
review and approval or disapproval of the
Joint Comprehensive Plan of Action relating
to the nuclear program of Iran; to the Committee on Foreign Affairs.
f
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MEMORIALS
Under clause 3 of rule XII, memorials
were presented and referred as follows:
102. The SPEAKER presented a memorial
of the Senate of the State of Illinois, relative
to Senate Joint Resolution No. 218, urging
President Obama and the United States Senate and House of Representatives to reauthorize the United States Export-Import
Bank before June 30, 2015; to the Committee
on Financial Services.
103. Also, a memorial of the Legislature of
the State of Ohio, relative to House Concur-
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rent Resolution No. 9, to establish a sustainable energy-abundance plan for Ohio to meet
future Ohio energy needs with affordable,
abundant, and environmentally friendly energy; to the Committee on Energy and Commerce.
104. Also, a memorial of the Legislature of
the State of Ohio, relative to House Concurrent Resolution No. 9, to establish a sustainable energy-abundance plan for Ohio to meet
future Ohio energy needs with affordable,
abundant, and environmentally friendly energy; to the Committee on Energy and Commerce.
105. Also, a memorial of the Legislature of
the State of Texas, relative to Senate Concurrent Resolution No. 32, urging the United
States Congress to expedite natural gas exports; to the Committee on Energy and Commerce.
106. Also, a memorial of the Legislature of
the State of Illinois, relative to Senate Joint
Resolution No. 7, urging the President of the
United States, members of Congress, and the
United States Department of Labor to update regulations implementing an executive
order prohibiting discrimination by federally-assisted contractors and subcontractors;
to the Committee on Oversight and Government Reform.
f

CONSTITUTIONAL AUTHORITY
STATEMENT
Pursuant to clause 7 of rule XII of
the Rules of the House of Representatives, the following statements are submitted regarding the specific powers
granted to Congress in the Constitution to enact the accompanying bill or
joint resolution.
By Mr. WALZ:
H.R. 3173.
Congress has the power to enact this legislation pursuant to the following:
This bill is enacted pursuant to Section 8
of Article I of the United States Constitution.
By Mr. CHAFFETZ:
H.R. 3174.
Congress has the power to enact this legislation pursuant to the following:
Article I, Section 8, Clause 3:
To regulate commerce with foreign nations, and among the several states, and with
the Indian tribes;
By Ms. BONAMICI:
H.R. 3175.
Congress has the power to enact this legislation pursuant to the following:
Article I, Section 8, clause 1.
By Mr. COOK:
H.R. 3176.
Congress has the power to enact this legislation pursuant to the following:
Article I, Section 8 of the United States
Constitution
By Mr. HECK of Nevada:
H.R. 3177.
Congress has the power to enact this legislation pursuant to the following:
Article I, section 8 of the Constitution of
the United States
By Ms. FOXX:
H.R. 3178.
Congress has the power to enact this legislation pursuant to the following:
Article I, section 8 of the Constitution of
the United States
By Mr. GUTHRIE:
H.R. 3179.
Congress has the power to enact this legislation pursuant to the following:
Article I, section 8 of the Constitution of
the United States
By Ms. STEFANIK:
H.R. 3180.
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Congress has the power to enact this legislation pursuant to the following:
Article I, section 8 of the Constitution of
the United States
By Mr. HURD of Texas:
H.R. 3181.
Congress has the power to enact this legislation pursuant to the following:
Article I, Section 8, Clause 1:
‘‘The Congress shall have Power To lay and
collect Taxes, Duties, Imposts and Excises,
to pay the Debts and provide for the common
Defence and general Welfare of the United
States; but all Duties, Imposts and Excises
shall be uniform throughout the United
States . . .’’
By Ms. EDDIE BERNICE JOHNSON of
Texas:
H.R. 3182.
Congress has the power to enact this legislation pursuant to the following:
Art. 1, Sect. 8
By Mr. JOLLY:
H.R. 3183.
Congress has the power to enact this legislation pursuant to the following:
The principal constitutional authority for
this legislation is clause 7 of section 9 of article I of the Constitution of the United
States (the appropriation power), which
states: ‘‘No Money shall be drawn from the
Treasury, but in Consequence of Appropriations made by Law . . .’’ In addition, clause
1 of section 8 of article I of the Constitution
(the spending power) provides: ‘‘The Congress shall have the Power . . . to pay the
Debts and provide for the common Defence
and general Welfare of the United States.
. . .’’ Together, these specific constitutional
provisions establish the congressional power
of the purse, granting Congress the authority to appropriate funds, to determine their
purpose, amount, and period of availability,
and to set forth terms and conditions governing their use.
By Mrs. LAWRENCE:
H.R. 3184.
Congress has the power to enact this legislation pursuant to the following:
Article I, Section 8, Clause 1
The Congress shall have Power to lay and
collect Taxes, Duties, Imposts and Excises,
to pay the Debts and provide for the common
Defence and general Welfare of the United
States; but all Duties, Imposts and Excises
shall be uniform throughout the United
States.
By Mr. CICILLINE:
H.R. 3185.
Congress has the power to enact this legislation pursuant to the following:
Article 1, Section 8
By Mr. WOODALL:
H.R. 3186.
Congress has the power to enact this legislation pursuant to the following:
Article 1, Section 9, Clause 7
By Mr. MASSIE:
H.R. 3187.
Congress has the power to enact this legislation pursuant to the following:
This act is justified by the Commerce
Clause of the United States Constitution
which, by granting Congress the power to
regulate commerce among the several states,
also allows Congress to prevent or prohibit
federal interference with Americans’ ability
to slaughter and process meat. This act is
also justified by the Ninth and Tenth
Amendments to the Constitution, which recognize that rights and powers are retained
and reserved by the people and to the States.
By Mr. GRAVES of Missouri:
H.R. 3188.
Congress has the power to enact this legislation pursuant to the following:
Article I, Section 8 gives Congress the
power to lay and collect taxes, duties, imposts and excises, and to pay the debts levied
by such expenses.
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By Mr. HUIZENGA of Michigan:
H.R. 3189.
Congress has the power to enact this legislation pursuant to the following:
Article 1, Section 8, Clause 3 (To regulate
commerce with foreign nations, and among
the several states, and with the Indian
tribes); Article I, Section 8, Clause 5 (To coin
money, regulate the value thereof; and of
foreign coin, and fix the standard of weights
and measures); Article I, Section 8, Clause 6
(To provide for the punishment of counterfeiting the securities and current coin of the
United States); and Article I, Section 8,
Clause 18 (To make all laws which shall be
necessary and proper for carrying into execution the foregoing powers, and all other powers vested by this Constitution in the government of the United States, or in any department thereof).
By Mr. CARTWRIGHT:
H.R. 3190.
Congress has the power to enact this legislation pursuant to the following:
Article I, Section 8, Clause 3 (relating to
the power of Congress to regulate Commerce
with foreign Nations, and among the several
States, and with the Indian Tribes.)
Article I; Section 8; Clause 18
The Congress shall have Power To make
all Laws which shall be necessary and proper
for carrying into Execution the foregoing
Powers, and all other Powers vested by this
Constitution in the Government of the
United States, or in any Department or Officer thereof.
By Mr. CHABOT:
H.R. 3191.
Congress has the power to enact this legislation pursuant to the following:
Article 1, Section 8, Clause 3 of the United
States Constiution
By Mr. HILL:
H.R. 3192.
Congress has the power to enact this legislation pursuant to the following:
Article I, section 8, clause 3
By Ms. TITUS:
H.R. 3193.
Congress has the power to enact this legislation pursuant to the following:
Clause 18 of Section 8 of Article 1 of the
United States Constitution
By Mr. ELLISON:
H.R. 3194.
Congress has the power to enact this legislation pursuant to the following:
Article I, Section 8, Clause 18 of the United
States Constitution.
By Mr. ELLISON:
H.R. 3195.
Congress has the power to enact this legislation pursuant to the following:
Congress has the power to enact this legislation pursuant to Article I, Section 8,
Clause 1 and 3.
By Mr. ELLISON:
H.R. 3196.
Congress has the power to enact this legislation pursuant to the following:
Congress has the power to enact this legislation pursuant to Article I, Section 8,
Clause 1 and 3.
By Mrs. BLACK:
H.R. 3197.
Congress has the power to enact this legislation pursuant to the following:
Article I, Section 8, Clause 1 and Article I,
Section 9, Clause 7 of the United States Constitution.
By Mr. AGUILAR:
H.R. 3198.
Congress has the power to enact this legislation pursuant to the following:
Clause 1 of Section 8 and Clause 18 of Section 8, of Article 1 of the United States Constitution.
By Mr. BRAT:
H.R. 3199.
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Congress has the power to enact this legislation pursuant to the following:
Article II, Section 2 gives the President
the ‘‘Power, by and with the Advice and Consent of the Senate, to make Treaties, provided two thirds of the Senators present concur.’’ Article I, Section 8, clause 18 grants
Congress the Power ‘‘To make all Laws
which shall be necessary and proper for carrying into Execution the foregoing Powers,
and all other Powers vested by this Constitution in the Government of the United States,
or in any Department of Officer thereof.’’ It
is necessary and proper to clarify that the
matter addressed by this legislation is a
treaty and must be considered under the relevant requirements of the Constitution.
By Ms. BROWN of Florida:
H.R. 3200.
Congress has the power to enact this legislation pursuant to the following:
Pursuant to Article I, section 8 of the
United States Constitution, this legislation
is authorized by Congress’ power to ‘‘provide
for the common defense and general welfare
of the United States.’’’
By Mr. CÁRDENAS:
H.R. 3201.
Congress has the power to enact this legislation pursuant to the following:
Article 1, Section 8, Clause 1
The Congress shall have power to lay and
collect taxes, duties, imposts and excises, to
pay the debts and provide for the common
defense and general welfare of the United
States; but all duties, imposts and excises
shall be uniform throughout the United
States;
To borrow money on the credit of the
United States
By Mr. CLAWSON of Florida:
H.R. 3202.
Congress has the power to enact this legislation pursuant to the following:
Article I, Section 8: ‘‘To regulate Commerce with foreign Nations, and among the
several States, and with Indian Tribes;’’
By Mr. HIGGINS:
H.R. 3203.
Congress has the power to enact this legislation pursuant to the following:
Article I, Section 8, Clause 18
By Mr. ISRAEL:
H.R. 3204.
Congress has the power to enact this legislation pursuant to the following:
Article I, Section 8 of the United States
Constitution.
By Ms. JACKSON LEE:
H.R. 3205.
Congress has the power to enact this legislation pursuant to the following:
This bill is enacted pursuant to the power
granted to Congress under Article I, Section
8, Clauses 1, 3, and 18 of the United States
Constitution.
By Mr. MCDERMOTT:
H.R. 3206.
Congress has the power to enact this legislation pursuant to the following:
Clause I of Section VIII of Article I: ‘‘The
Congress shall have power to lay and collect
Taxes, Duties, Imposts, and Excises, to pay
the Debts and provide for the common
Defence and general Welfare of the United
States’’
By Ms. NORTON:
H.R. 3207.
Congress has the power to enact this legislation pursuant to the following:
clause 3 of section 8 of article I of the Constitution.
By Mr. O’ROURKE:
H.R. 3208.
Congress has the power to enact this legislation pursuant to the following:
Clause 18 of Section 8 of Article I of the
United States Constitution
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By Mr. PAULSEN:
H.R. 3209.
Congress has the power to enact this legislation pursuant to the following:
Article 1, Section 8, Clauses 1 and 18 of the
United States Constitution
By Mr. SALMON:
H.R. 3210.
Congress has the power to enact this legislation pursuant to the following:
Article I, Section 9, Clause 7—‘‘No money
shall be drawn from the Treasury, but in
Consequence of Appropriations made by Law;
and a regular Statement and Account of the
Receipts and Expenditures of all public
Money shall be published from time to
time.’’
By Mr. SCHRADER:
H.R. 3211.
Congress has the power to enact this legislation pursuant to the following:
This bill is enacted pursuant to the power
granted to Congress under Article I, Section
8, Clause 3 of the United States Constitution.
By Mr. SCHRADER:
H.R. 3212.
Congress has the power to enact this legislation pursuant to the following:
This bill is enacted pursuant to the power
granted to Congress under Article I, Section
8, Clause 3 of the United States Constitution.
By Mr. WILLIAMS:
H.R. 3213.
Congress has the power to enact this legislation pursuant to the following:
The Congress shall have Power to lay and
collect Taxes, Duties, Imposts and Excises,
to pay the Debts and provide for the common
Defence and general Welfare of the United
States; but all Duties, Imposts and Excises
shall be uniform throughout the United
States.
By Mr. RODNEY DAVIS of Illinois:
H.J. Res. 61.
Congress has the power to enact this legislation pursuant to the following:
Article I, Section 8, Clause 1 of the United
States Constitution.
f

ADDITIONAL SPONSORS
Under clause 7 of rule XII, sponsors
were added to public bills and resolutions, as follows:
H.R. 169: Mr. GOSAR.
H.R. 183: Mr. RIBBLE.
H.R. 217: Mr. NEWHOUSE.
H.R. 333: Mr. TAKANO, Mr. DEFAZIO, and
Mr. FITZPATRICK.
H.R. 335: Ms. BORDALLO.
H.R. 339: Mr. GUTHRIE, Mr. AUSTIN SCOTT of
Georgia, Mr. ROGERS of Alabama, Mr. COLE,
Mr. SESSIONS, Mr. MCKINLEY, Mr. COOK, and
Mr. ROHRABACHER.
H.R. 342: Mr. BROOKS of Alabama.
H.R. 381: Mrs. WATSON COLEMAN.
H.R. 430: Ms. DUCKWORTH.
H.R. 449: Mr. KIND.
H.R. 540: Mr. WEBER of Texas.
H.R. 546: Mr. KING of New York and Mr.
CASTRO of Texas.
H.R. 578: Mr. JENKINS of West Virginia.
H.R. 592: Mr. GIBBS, Mr. JENKINS of West
Virginia, and Ms. LINDA T. SÁNCHEZ of California.
H.R. 653: Mr. MCGOVERN.
H.R. 692: Mr. COLLINS of New York and Mr.
SAM JOHNSON of Texas.
H.R. 703: Mr. WENSTRUP.
H.R. 721: Mr. FITZPATRICK.
H.R. 775: Mr. JOLLY, Mr. DUNCAN of South
Carolina, Mr. BEYER, and Mr. PEARCE.
H.R. 799: Mr. UPTON.
H.R. 815: Mr. BARLETTA and Mr. MACARTHUR.
H.R. 825: Mr. NORCROSS and Mr. JOLLY.
H.R. 828: Mr. JOLLY.
H.R. 829: Mr. HONDA.
H.R. 836: Mrs. MCMORRIS RODGERS.
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H.R. 842: Mr. CRENSHAW.
H.R. 855: Mr. GIBSON and Mr. HINOJOSA.
H.R. 885: Mr. TURNER.
H.R. 890: Mr. BEYER.
H.R. 894: Mr. GIBSON.
H.R. 902: Mr. BEYER.
H.R. 918: Mr. ALLEN and Mr. LATTA.
H.R. 921: Mr. ROUZER.
H.R. 932: Mr. DANNY K. DAVIS of Illinois,
Miss RICE of New York, Mr. CARTWRIGHT, and
Mr. WELCH.
H.R. 940: Mr. WOODALL and Mr. COLE.
H.R. 973: Mr. QUIGLEY and Mr. PIERLUISI.
H.R. 999: Mr. GIBSON and Mr. NUGENT.
H.R. 1062: Ms. DUCKWORTH.
H.R. 1095: Ms. ROYBAL-ALLARD.
H.R. 1100: Ms. GRANGER, Ms. SLAUGHTER,
Ms. LINDA T. SÁNCHEZ of California, Mr.
BRIDENSTINE, Mr. MICA, Mr. LARSEN of Washington, Mr. YOUNG of Iowa, Mr. CALVERT, and
Mrs. BEATTY.
H.R. 1107: Mr. GIBSON.
H.R. 1148: Mr. OLSON.
H.R. 1155: Mr. NEWHOUSE.
H.R. 1192: Ms. EDDIE BERNICE JOHNSON of
Texas.
H.R. 1194: Mr. TAKANO.
H.R. 1202: Mr. DESAULNIER.
H.R. 1209: Mr. JENKINS of West Virginia and
Ms. BROWNLEY of California.
H.R. 1211: Mr. POCAN.
H.R. 1258: Mr. UPTON.
H.R. 1270: Mr. BOUSTANY and Mr. LATTA.
H.R. 1288: Mr. CURBELO of Florida, Mr.
SERRANO, and Mr. WESTMORELAND.
H.R. 1301: Mr. TED LIEU of California, Mr.
DOLD, and Mr. MARCHANT.
H.R. 1309: Mr. BRADY of Texas, Mr. LUCAS,
Mr. DESJARLAIS, Mr. YOUNG of Iowa, and
Mrs. BLACKBURN.
H.R. 1320: Mr. JENKINS of West Virginia.
H.R. 1344: Mr. SMITH of Washington.
H.R. 1371: Mr. YOUNG of Alaska and Mr.
HARDY.
H.R. 1384: Mr. FITZPATRICK, Mr. SCOTT of
Virginia, and Mr. LUETKEMEYER.
H.R. 1387: Mr. DENHAM.
H.R. 1391: Ms. BROWN of Florida.
H.R. 1401: Mr. CARTER of Georgia.
H.R. 1421: Miss RICE of New York and Mr.
SCHIFF.
H.R. 1427: Mr. MEADOWS.
H.R. 1434: Mr. VISCLOSKY, Mr. GENE GREEN
of Texas, Mr. VEASEY, Mr. COLE, Mr. HOYER,
and Mr. VELA.
H.R. 1462: Ms. BROWNLEY of California.
H.R. 1475: Mr. POSEY.
H.R. 1545: Mr. JENKINS of West Virginia.
H.R. 1546: Mr. DEUTCH.
H.R. 1553: Mr. MURPHY of Florida, Mr.
PERLMUTTER, and Mr. JONES.
H.R. 1559: Ms. MOORE.
H.R. 1567: Mrs. WALORSKI.
H.R. 1571: Mr. NEAL.
H.R. 1594: Mr. BRIDENSTINE, Mr. CUMMINGS,
Mr. MICA, Mr. STIVERS, and Mr. YOUNG of
Iowa.
H.R. 1608: Mr. NEWHOUSE and Mr.
GUTIÉRREZ.
H.R. 1610: Mr. TIBERI, Mr. MARINO, Mr.
RUSSELL, Mr. BRIDENSTINE, Mr. HUDSON, Mr.
FARENTHOLD, Mrs. ELLMERS of North Carolina, Mr. GRAVES of Louisiana, Mr. ROYCE,
Mr. NUGENT, Mr. BABIN, Mr. WALKER, and Mr.
EMMER of Minnesota.
H.R. 1624: Mr. NOLAN, Mr. BLUM, Mr.
DENHAM, Mr. MCCAUL, Mr. RUIZ, Mr. SHUSTER, Mr. KELLY of Mississippi, Mr. YOUNG of
Iowa, Mr. SMITH of Missouri, Mr. YOHO, and
Mr. WALKER.
H.R. 1655: Mr. NEAL, Mr. KATKO, Mr. LARSON of Connecticut, and Mr. KINZINGER of Illinois.
H.R. 1670: Mr. MACARTHUR.
H.R. 1736: Mr. STUTZMAN.
H.R. 1752: Mr. BENISHEK.
H.R. 1769: Mr. PETERS and Mr. WALBERG.
H.R. 1784: Mr. SHIMKUS.
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H.R. 1814: Mr. RYAN of Ohio and Mr. TURNER.
H.R. 1830: Mr. SCHWEIKERT.
H.R. 1856: Ms. PINGREE.
H.R. 1875: Ms. GABBARD.
H.R. 1901: Mr. CARTER of Georgia.
H.R. 1981: Mr. UPTON.
H.R. 1994: Mr. THOMPSON of Pennsylvania.
H.R. 1995: Mrs. LOVE.
H.R. 2005: Mr. DESAULNIER.
H.R. 2043: Mr. VALADAO.
H.R. 2050: Mr. DOLD.
H.R. 2061: Mr. DOLD.
H.R. 2063: Mr. POCAN.
H.R. 2066: Mr. NUGENT.
H.R. 2082: Ms. ESHOO.
H.R. 2096: Mr. RENACCI.
H.R. 2125: Ms. DUCKWORTH.
H.R. 2217: Mr. POCAN.
H.R. 2229: Mr. DUFFY.
H.R. 2241: Mr. AL GREEN of Texas.
H.R. 2247: Mr. CHABOT.
H.R. 2259: Mr. CRENSHAW and Mr. ROONEY of
Florida.
H.R. 2266: Mr. GUTIÉRREZ, Ms. CASTOR of
Florida, Ms. SINEMA, Mr. TAKANO, Mr. ELLISON, Mr. SCHIFF, and Mr. SWALWELL of California.
H.R. 2287: Mr. ROUZER.
H.R. 2290: Mr. WALBERG.
H.R. 2292: Mr. MICHAEL F. DOYLE of Pennsylvania and Ms. ROYBAL-ALLARD.
H.R. 2293: Mr. BARLETTA, Ms. SINEMA, Mr.
ISRAEL, Mr. SCHRADER, Ms. BROWN of Florida, Mr. HONDA, Ms. JACKSON LEE, Mr. RANGEL, and Mr. ROSKAM.
H.R. 2315: Mr. CARTWRIGHT, Mr. BERA, Mr.
POE of Texas, Mr. CARNEY, Mrs. BROOKS of
Indiana, Mr. SIRES, Mr. MICHAEL F. DOYLE of
Pennsylvania, Mr. ROONEY of Florida, Mr.
BUCK, Ms. GABBARD, Mr. PALAZZO, and Mr.
GOHMERT.
H.R. 2355: Mr. WELCH.
H.R. 2366: Mr. ROKITA.
H.R. 2382: Mr. DENHAM.
H.R. 2391: Mr. DESAULNIER.
H.R. 2400: Mr. BISHOP of Utah, Mr. MCKINLEY, Mr. POMPEO, Mr. TIPTON, and Mr. YOUNG
of Iowa.
H.R. 2403: Mr. WITTMAN, Mr. CARTER of
Georgia, Mr. KATKO, and Mrs. BLACKBURN.
H.R. 2404: Mr. HUNTER.
H.R. 2407: Mr. DENHAM.
H.R. 2408: Mrs. LAWRENCE.
H.R. 2410: Mr. SMITH of Washington.
H.R. 2494: Ms. GRANGER.
H.R. 2530: Mr. RICHMOND and Mr. VARGAS.
H.R. 2545: Miss RICE of New York.
H.R. 2602: Ms. KUSTER, Mr. NORCROSS, Mr.
CAPUANO, Mr. KEATING, Ms. MOORE, Mr. HASTINGS, Mr. NEAL, and Ms. BROWNLEY of California.
H.R. 2622: Mr. JOLLY.
H.R. 2643: Mr. JONES and Mr. MARCHANT.
H.R. 2646: Mr. NOLAN.
H.R. 2652: Mr. ABRAHAM, Ms. MCSALLY, and
Mr. JENKINS of West Virginia.
H.R. 2657: Mr. SIMPSON.
H.R. 2661: Mr. LOEBSACK, Mrs. BUSTOS, Mr.
POLIS, Mr. SARBANES, Mr. CONNOLLY, Ms.
NORTON, and Mr. BLUMENAUER.
H.R. 2663: Mr. DUNCAN of South Carolina
and Mr. LABRADOR.
H.R. 2680: Mr. TED LIEU of California.
H.R. 2689: Mr. MCNERNEY and Ms. BASS.
H.R. 2698: Mr. COOK and Mr. MACARTHUR.
H.R. 2702: Mr. O’ROURKE.
H.R. 2711: Mr. ROE of Tennessee and Mr.
COLLINS of New York.
H.R. 2744: Mr. ROHRABACHER and Mr.
HONDA.
H.R. 2769: Mr. MURPHY of Florida.
H.R. 2799: Ms. CLARKE of New York.
H.R. 2802: Mr. WOMACK, Mr. MCCAUL, Mr.
GRAVES of Louisiana, and Mr. DESANTIS.
H.R. 2805: Mr. BARLETTA.
H.R. 2823: Ms. NORTON, Mr. GRIJALVA, Mr.
PAYNE, and Mr. POCAN.
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2835: Mr. BARLETTA.
2847: Mr. ISRAEL.
2871: Ms. CLARKE of New York.
2894: Ms. KELLY of Illinois.
2896: Mr. SMITH of Nebraska and Mr.
YOUNG of Iowa.
H.R. 2903: Mr. PETERS and Mr. GROTHMAN.
H.R. 2911: Mr. NEAL and Mrs. BLACK.
H.R. 2915: Mr. HONDA, Mr. GRIJALVA, and
Mr. GIBSON.
H.R. 2942: Mr. RICE of South Carolina, Mr.
CHABOT, and Mrs. HARTZLER.
H.R. 2948: Mr. DESAULNIER and Ms. LOFGREN.
H.R. 2954: Mr. COHEN.
H.R. 2965: Mr. UPTON.
H.R. 2974: Mr. PETERS.
H.R. 2992: Mr. SEAN PATRICK MALONEY of
New York, Mr. BARR, Mr. CARNEY, Mr.
DELANEY, Mr. PETERS, and Mr. BUCSHON.
H.R. 2994: Mr. POCAN and Mr. RANGEL.
H.R. 2999: Miss RICE of New York.
H.R. 3011: Mr. JOLLY, Mr. SAM JOHNSON of
Texas, Mr. RICE of South Carolina, Mr. KING
of New York, Mr. CHABOT, Mr. LOUDERMILK,
Mr. DUNCAN of Tennessee, Mr. GRAVES of
Louisiana, and Mrs. HARTZLER.
H.R. 3025: Mr. LAMALFA.
H.R. 3033: Mr. BUCSHON.
H.R. 3036: Mr. SWALWELL of California.
H.R. 3039: Mr. CARTER of Georgia and Mr.
GRAVES of Missouri.
H.R. 3047: Mr. HARRIS, Mr. GROTHMAN, and
Mr. LAMALFA.
H.R. 3051: Mr. HASTINGS, Mr. SWALWELL of
California, Ms. CLARK of Massachusetts, Mr.
CONYERS, Ms. CLARKE of New York, Mr.
JOHNSON of Georgia, and Mr. COHEN.
H.R. 3052: Mr. BABIN and Mr. JOHNSON of
Ohio.
H.R. 3060: Mr. POCAN.
H.R. 3068: Ms. NORTON.
H.R. 3071: Mr. GALLEGO and Ms. LOFGREN.
H.R. 3084: Mr. JOLLY, Mr. MEEKS, Mr. YOHO,
Ms. STEFANIK, and Ms. SLAUGHTER.
H.R. 3089: Mr. CARTER of Georgia.
H.R. 3091: Ms. ROS-LEHTINEN.
H.R. 3092: Mr. BARLETTA.
H.R. 3093: Mr. MEADOWS and Mr. CHABOT.
H.R. 3095: Mr. DEFAZIO and Ms. DELBENE.
H.R. 3100: Mr. ROE of Tennessee.
H.R. 3105: Ms. DEGETTE.
H.R. 3110: Mr. ABRAHAM.
H.R. 3114: Ms. NORTON and Mr. HONDA.
H.R. 3115: Mr. HENSARLING, Mr. ISSA, Mr.
ROTHFUS, Mr. FARENTHOLD, Mr. SAM JOHNSON
of Texas, and Mr. BILIRAKIS.
H.R. 3119: Mr. WALDEN.
H.R. 3120: Mr. RYAN of Ohio.
H.R. 3126: Mr. BABIN, Mr. CRAWFORD, Mr.
ROGERS of Alabama, Mr. FLEMING, Mr. ROE of
Tennessee, and Mr. PALAZZO.
H.R. 3132: Ms. BROWN of Florida, Ms. NORTON, Mr. COSTA, Mr. NOLAN, Ms. BONAMICI,
and Ms. ESTY.
H.R. 3134: Mr. HOLDING, Mr. HURT of Virof
Georgia,
Mr.
ginia,
Mr.
COLLINS
HULTGREN, Mr. JODY B. HICE of Georgia, Mr.
FORBES, Mr. ROUZER, Mr. PALMER, Mr.
MASSIE, Mr. BISHOP of Michigan, Mr. ROHRABACHER, Mrs. NOEM, and Mr. ALLEN.
H.R. 3136: Mr. GOSAR and Mr. KING of Iowa.
H.R. 3139: Mr. RODNEY DAVIS of Illinois, Mr.
BILIRAKIS, Mr. POSEY, Mr. FORTENBERRY, and
Mr. THOMPSON of Pennsylvania.
H.R. 3148: Mr. KILMER.
H.R. 3151: Mr. CARTER of Georgia, Mr.
GOSAR, Mr. BARLETTA, and Mr. SAM JOHNSON
of Texas.
H.R. 3161: Mr. HARPER, Mr. CRAWFORD, Mr.
HILL, Mr. FLEMING, and Mr. WESTERMAN.
H.R. 3163: Mr. VEASEY and Mr. SWALWELL
of California.
H.R. 3164: Mr. VEASEY.
H.R. 3165: Mr. SMITH of Texas, Mr. BROOKS
of Alabama, Mr. MCCLINTOCK, Mr. KING of
Iowa, and Mr. FARENTHOLD.
H.R. 3170: Mr. RODNEY DAVIS of Illinois.
H.R.
H.R.
H.R.
H.R.
H.R.
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H.J. Res. 9: Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN.
H.J. Res. 14: Mr. PALMER.
H.J. Res. 48: Mr. DEFAZIO and Ms. SLAUGHTER.
H.J. Res. 51: Miss RICE of New York.
H.J. Res. 59: Mr. SAM JOHNSON of Texas and
Mr. LABRADOR.
H. Con. Res. 17: Mr. FATTAH.
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H. Con. Res. 62: Mr. ISRAEL, Mr. MCKINLEY,
and Mrs. HARTZLER.
H. Res. 130: Ms. CLARKE of New York.
H. Res. 140: Mrs. DINGELL.
H. Res. 318: Mr. MCCLINTOCK.
H. Res. 343: Mr. POSEY, Mr. CONAWAY, Mrs.
BROOKS of Indiana, Mr. COLLINS of New York,
Mr. GROTHMAN, Mr. RODNEY DAVIS of Illinois,
Mr. HOLDING, and Mr. WALBERG.
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H. Res. 354: Mr. SWALWELL of California,
Mr. VAN HOLLEN, Mr. JOHNSON of Ohio, Mr.
SESSIONS, Mr. MURPHY of Pennsylvania, and
Mr. COOK.
H. Res. 365: Mr. VEASEY.
H. Res. 366: Mr. VEASEY.
H. Res. 367: Mr. MARINO, Mr. LOBIONDO, Mr.
HARDY, Mr. JOHNSON of Ohio, and Mr.
RIGELL.
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Senate
The Senate met at 9:30 a.m. and was
called to order by the Honorable DEAN
HELLER, a Senator from the State of
Nevada.
f

PRAYER
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Today’s
prayer will be offered by Pastor Ken
Carney, First Church of the Nazarene,
Hot Springs, AR.
The guest Chaplain offered the following prayer:
Let us pray.
Heavenly Father, we come before
You today asking You for a new touch
of grace to fall on all of our elected
leaders. You told us in Your Word to
ask for wisdom. I humbly ask today for
everyone who governs and makes decisions concerning our great country to
be filled with Your divine wisdom.
Please, Father, remember mercy for
those who are weak and struggling.
I close my prayer by asking that You
protect all of our elected leaders and
their families from harm and danger.
This I pray in Your Holy and Matchless Name. Amen.
f

PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE
The Presiding Officer led the Pledge
of Allegiance, as follows:
I pledge allegiance to the Flag of the
United States of America, and to the Republic for which it stands, one nation under God,
indivisible, with liberty and justice for all.
f

APPOINTMENT OF ACTING
PRESIDENT PRO TEMPORE
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
clerk will please read a communication
to the Senate from the President pro
tempore (Mr. HATCH).
The legislative clerk read the following letter:
U.S. SENATE,

SSpencer on DSK4SPTVN1PROD with SENATE

PRESIDENT PRO TEMPORE,
Washington, DC, July 23, 2015.
To the Senate:
Under the provisions of rule I, paragraph 3,
of the Standing Rules of the Senate, I hereby

appoint the Honorable DEAN HELLER, a Senator from the State of Nevada, to perform
the duties of the Chair.
ORRIN G. HATCH,
President pro tempore.

Mr. HELLER thereupon assumed the
Chair as Acting President pro tempore.
f

on her side who worked with us to help
prepare this bill and then voted with us
to advance it last night. I hope we will
continue to work together to finally
deliver a fiscally responsible, longterm highway bill for the American
people.
f

RECOGNITION OF THE MAJORITY
LEADER
The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tempore. The majority leader is recognized.
f

THE HIGHWAY BILL
Mr. MCCONNELL. Mr. President,
there are a lot of tired clichés about
not giving up after an initial setback. I
won’t subject our colleagues to any of
those this morning, but I will say that
last night’s vote represents an important first step toward passing a
multiyear, bipartisan highway bill. It
is the first step on a much longer road
but, in my view, a worthwhile one.
This bipartisan bill will fund our
roads, highways, and bridges for longer
than any transportation bill considered
by Congress in a decade, and the highway proposal will do so without increasing taxes or adding to the deficit.
That is no small achievement.
Just consider what the Committee
for a Responsible Federal Budget had
to say about the bill we voted to move
forward on last night. It is ‘‘refreshing,’’ they said, to see Congress focusing ‘‘on a multi-year solution instead
of just another short-term patch.’’ In
general, their overall view was that
this is ‘‘a fiscally responsible bill that
relies on some pretty solid offsets.’’
That is from the Committee for a Responsible Federal Budget. They called
it ‘‘a fiscally responsible bill that relies on some pretty solid offsets.’’ Positive comments such as those echo the
kinds of things I continue to hear from
Members of both parties.
I would like to thank the Senator
from California and the other Members

OBLIGATIONS UNDER IRAN NUCLEAR AGREEMENT REVIEW ACT
Mr. MCCONNELL. Mr. President, yesterday I joined Speaker BOEHNER, Senator COTTON, and Congressman POMPEO
in sending a letter to the administration with a simple request: that the administration meet its full obligations
to Congress under the terms of the bipartisan Iran Nuclear Agreement Review Act—a law both parties supported
overwhelmingly just this spring. The
law gives Congress the right to review
all of the elements of an agreement
struck between the White House and
Iran and then take a vote on it.
The law is clear, but the administration has not submitted the side agreements
between
the
International
Atomic Energy Agency and Iran to the
Senate, withholding the text from both
Democrats and Republicans in Congress. And since the Iran Nuclear
Agreement Review Act was signed into
law prior to the completion of the negotiation in Vienna, Secretary Kerry
was fully aware—fully aware—of the
requirement in law to submit the side
deal to Congress.
Congress cannot properly carry out
its obligation to the American people
until the administration fulfills its
legal obligation to the American people and to Congress, so we are calling
on the administration to do that immediately.
f

RECOGNITION OF THE MINORITY
LEADER
The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Democratic leader is recognized.

∑ This ‘‘bullet’’ symbol identifies statements or insertions which are not spoken by a Member of the Senate on the floor.
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SUPPORTING OUR NATION’S
VETERANS
Mr. REID. Mr. President, we can tell
a lot about how a Senator feels about
our veterans by seeing how they vote
on issues dealing with veterans. We can
tell a lot about a Senator by how he or
she treats our Nation’s veterans. Are
they committed to giving our veterans
the care and help they deserve and
need or do they see American servicemembers as political footballs to be
used for partisan fights?
I was disappointed yesterday to see
my Republican colleagues try to actually manipulate a good veterans bill, a
noble bill, and it was done for political
purposes.
The senior Senator from Washington,
who has worked so hard on veterans
issues for years now in the Senate,
crafted a bipartisan piece of legislation
to help veterans to do a number of
things—basically, to help with their
families. It is a tragic reality that
thousands of veterans and servicemembers struggle with issues related to reproductive health, including fertility,
some as a result of injuries sustained
in combat. Senator MURRAY’s bill
would give the Veterans’ Administration the resources it needs to attend to
our veterans’ reproductive health. The
legislation would also help facilitate
adoptive services for wounded veterans
who want a family of their own.
Senator MURRAY’s bill was to be
marked up. That means it would be finalized in committee before it was reported from that committee to the
floor. That is one of the opportunities
we have to get legislation on the floor.
But in a cynical, duplicitous move, a
handful of Republicans on that committee were determined to manipulate
the legislation. Instead of working
with Senator MURRAY and others on
the committee to pass a good bill as is,
the junior Senator from North Carolina
and other Republicans tried to attach
so-called poison pill amendments to
the bill. Senator MURRAY, to her credit, saw immediately what this charade
was all about as a political stunt and
requested that the chairman pull her
bill from consideration, which did happen. The Senator from Washington
didn’t want a good, bipartisan bill hijacked by a few Republicans looking to
get their names on FOX television.
This episode says a lot about today’s
Republican Party. This is an attack on
families, it is an attack on the health
of women, and it is an attack on our
veterans.
Every servicemember who puts on
the uniform of the United States armed
services deserves everything we can
give them because they take an oath to
defend our Nation. It is not a pledge
taken lightly by these men and women
who serve. They understand what is
being asked of them. They know that
at any given time they may have to
sacrifice everything for this country.
We here in the Senate take a similar
oath when we are sworn in to office,
but we also make an unspoken, yet
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equally solemn, vow—to do everything
in our power to support these veterans.
We aren’t called upon to make the ultimate sacrifices they are, but we have
to recognize that they need our help.
That means we do anything we can to
give them the care they deserve. That
means we always put their well-being
above partisan politics.
The Republicans in this ploy yesterday put FOX News ahead of the welfare
of the veterans community. This is, in
fact, a reality. It is too bad for the veterans community.
Mr. President, I suggest the absence
of a quorum.
The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tempore. The clerk will call the roll.
The legislative clerk proceeded to
call the roll.
Ms. STABENOW. Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent that the order for
the quorum call be rescinded.
The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr.
ROUNDS). Without objection, it is so ordered.
f

RESERVATION OF LEADER TIME
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under
the previous order, the leadership time
is reserved.
f

HIRE MORE HEROES ACT OF 2015—
MOTION TO PROCEED
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under
the previous order, the Senate will resume consideration of the motion to
proceed to H.R. 22, which the clerk will
report.
The senior assistant legislative clerk
read as follows:
Motion to proceed to Calendar No. 19, H.R.
22, a bill to amend the Internal Revenue
Code of 1986 to exempt employees with
health coverage under TRICARE or the Veterans Administration from being taken into
account for purposes of determining the employers to which the employer mandate applies under the Patient Protection and Affordable Care Act.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Michigan.
Ms. STABENOW. Mr. President, first
let me say it is important that we fund
the highway trust fund and that we
have a long-term commitment to the
infrastructure of our country—the
jobs, the economy, the neighborhoods.
I see the distinguished Senator from
Oklahoma coming to the floor. He
leads the committee that oversees
transportation. He and my friend from
California have put forward a 6-year
authorization on policy that I think we
should commend them for. I am proud
to be a part of the group. Certainly
Democrats have been united in saying
we need a sense of urgency, we need to
get beyond month-to-month highway
trust fund renewals, and we need to
make a commitment to a long-term approach, just as every other country has
done in a global economy, so that we
can continue to compete and win as it
relates to our roads, bridges, ports,
rails, and all of the other parts of our
infrastructure.
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What concerns me about the bill in
front of us, though, is that, while we
are on the one hand wanting to make
sure we have good infrastructure for
our communities, including safe roads,
safe bridges, and other investments,
one of the ways it is funded in this
bill—and I believe strongly that we
need to fix this before it moves forward, and I will do whatever I can to
make sure we do, along with colleagues
on both sides of the aisle who care
about this—is a small provision that
actually takes money away from communities and neighborhoods working
very hard to come back from blight.
We have communities all across
Michigan—this is called the Hardest
Hit Fund. There are communities all
across Michigan. I don’t have the full
list in front of me right now, but I will
do this off the top of my head. We have
Detroit, Pontiac, Flint, Saginaw, Lansing, and Grand Rapids. Here is the
list: Highland Park, Jackson, Inkster,
Ecorse, Muskegon Heights, River
Rouge,
Port
Huron,
Hamtramck,
Ironwood, and Adrian. These are all
communities that are working very
hard, through public sector and private
sector efforts, to rebuild neighborhoods, to take down drug houses on a
block where children are walking by on
the way to school, and to rebuild with
a new park or new housing.
This is a program that has worked. In
one of America’s great cities that have
gone through a lot of challenges called
the city of Detroit, there is a huge effort going on right now, including public sector and private sector foundations. We have CEOs running towards
the city of Detroit. It is really an
amazing thing to see, what the private
sector is doing. They are engaged in an
effort to save and rebuild neighborhoods that can be saved by going into
neighborhoods where the majority of
houses are where senior citizens have
lived for generations. Young couples
have bought a house, but maybe there
are two or three houses on a block that
are empty and that are places where
crime is occurring, such as drug
houses. We take those down. What is
happening in the city of Detroit is that
home values are going up and things
are beginning to turn around because
of this strategy.
Unfortunately, in this bill, monies
that have been allocated to cities
across the country in States across the
country—I believe we have a list of
States. States across the country have
been allocated funds to fix issues, to fix
houses, to rebuild neighborhoods. In
this bill, money we are counting on,
money that has been allocated for this
purpose will be taken back. Can my
colleagues imagine that?
Here is the way this works. We have
construction going on. Let’s say they
are removing asbestos from a home or
taking houses down. The contractor
does the work, and the city pays the
contractor and then turns the bill in to
the U.S. Department of the Treasury.
They are counting on the fact that
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they will be paid because we, the Federal Government, have given them in
writing our word that they have a certain amount of dollars allocated.
This bill, unfortunately—and I am
hopeful that this was not done on purpose and that we will be able to fix
this—actually says that you incur that
bill from the private contractor, but we
are not going to pay it anymore. It is
one thing if we want to debate whether
this program makes sense going forward, but for allocations that have already been made for South Carolina, Illinois, and Ohio—and my good friend,
ROB PORTMAN——
Mr. INHOFE. Mr. President, will the
Senator yield?
Ms. STABENOW. I will be happy to
yield to the distinguished chairman.
Mr. INHOFE. I have been listening. I
say to my good friend that I am concerned about that.
As the Senator from Michigan
knows, there are several titles in this
bill. I chair the Environment and Public Works Committee, which is about 90
percent of the bill. But what the Senator is referring to here is in the banking title of the bill.
I understand—and I can’t say this for
certain—that there are a couple of
amendments that address this. One
amendment may be that of the Senator
from Michigan.
Ms. STABENOW. Mr. President, I say
to the chairman that Senator PORTMAN
and I will have an amendment.
Mr. INHOFE. OK, it was my understanding that was the case. I have
checked with the leaders of the banking committee, and I think they are
anticipating that could happen. So I
appreciate it, and I just wanted that
clarification as to where that problem
that you point out does exist in the
bill.
Ms. STABENOW. Thank you very
much, Mr. Chairman, for that clarification.
I do want to indicate very clearly
that for communities around this country, this is a big deal. This is certainly
a big deal for Michigan, and I can’t in
any way support any effort going forward unless this is fixed. It is a small
amount of dollars in the larger scheme
of funding this bill, and if it means
that we fund the highway bill one less
month rather than devastating communities such as Cleveland, Detroit,
Flint, and cities in Illinois and South
Carolina, Nevada, California, Kentucky, and across the country, then so
be it. But I can’t be any part of something that takes a huge effort and
stops it in its tracks when it is so important to rebuild.
I just want to share one example of
why this is so important. I know the
chairman is waiting to speak, so I
won’t be long. But I do want to show
that in every rebuild community—let
me just give you one story.
In Detroit in October of 2009—this
was in the paper—a 14-year-old girl on
her way to high school was pulled behind a garage in a blighted neighbor-
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hood. In 2012, Detroit neighbors organized to try to protect schoolgirls from
being assaulted on their way to school.
One volunteer told the Detroit Free
Press of rescuing a 13-year-old girl who
was attacked in an abandoned garage.
In 2012, a man who lived near Detroit
looks for girls who are walking alone—
girls walking to school, doing the right
thing. We want them to go to school.
We want them to get an education. The
man abducted them at gunpoint and
took them to vacant buildings and assaulted them. One man was accused of
assaulting seven women. In 2012, a
young woman was pulled into an abandoned house just two blocks from
Denby High School and sexually assaulted—two blocks from school. She
was trying to go to school when she
was sexually assaulted. The Detroit
Free Press interviewed an 18-year-old
young woman who walked every day to
school. She said she passed 88 vacant
homes, and she knew other girls her
age had been attacked in the neighborhood. This is getting fixed. This is getting fixed. Those buildings are coming
down and in some cases what we have
are landlords fixing them up. They are
going in and taking back the house and
rebuilding the house. People are buying
homes. They are coming back into the
neighborhoods. In some cases small
businesses are buying these homes.
We have rejuvenation going on like I
have never seen before. It is dependent
on the blight funds that we, through
the Department of Treasury, have
made available. I am not debating
whether we should add more. I would
love to add more. We need more funds.
We need a more robust program. What
I am saying is that it is outrageous if
we are in a situation where there is
money that cities are already counting
on and spending with the private sector, with neighborhoods, with church
groups—everybody is involved in this—
and they are in the middle of a project
and they are told: You know what; the
good news is we are going to fix the
road in front of your house. The bad
news is your neighborhood is going to
fall apart because we are not keeping
our commitments as it relates to
blight.
I will be speaking more as we go. I
want to certainly yield to our distinguished chairman. I appreciate the
work of EPW, as I said earlier, in the
policy. But this is critical to get done.
This absolutely has to be out of this
bill, and I hope it will be. I hope it will
be.
Thank you, Mr. President.
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Oklahoma.
Mr. INHOFE. Mr. President, it is my
understanding that the Senator from
Indiana, Mr. COATS, is going to want
some time to speak, and I am very
flexible today. I just want to visit
about the bill. We have so many parts
of this, and I think that people have
not really had a chance, and a lot of
Members have not really gotten into
the bill to see how far it goes and what
it does.
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This is the sixth one of these that I
have had since I have been here in the
House and the Senate. We had one in
the House first. This bill, I think, is
really good.
People forget that the last big bill we
had was in 2005. It was a 5-year bill and
it is very similar to the bill before us
today. There were projects that took
place that were in that bill that are
now complete. In my State of Oklahoma, we had a bridge in terrible condition in Oklahoma City. In fact, we
had a terrible accident. A lady with her
three small children was driving under
the bridge and concrete dropped and
killed her. This has happened. I spoke
yesterday about all the bridges and the
problems that exist around this country with all of our deficient bridges. So
it is serious.
Since 2009 we have not had a longterm bill. This is it. We have been operating on short-term extensions. There
have been a total of 33 short-term extensions. On short-term extensions you
can’t get anything done. You cannot
have any major reforms.
In this bill we have reforms in the
NEPA system, the environmental system. We are giving latitude for road
construction in terms of endangered
species. There might be some little
critter 6 feet down that some people
don’t want to disturb. Anyway, we are
making exceptions. So we are really
going to be able to get these projects
going, and this is the first time since
2009 that we are doing it the right way.
Yesterday there were some provisions about which what we have tried
to do is take them one at a time to
show how much daylight is in this bill
so that people know how their money
is being spent. Every project that is
out there can now be monitored.
What I would like to do is talk about
the background of this. People don’t
realize that this was started in 1956 by
the great General Dwight D. Eisenhower, who became the President of
the United States. This Senator can
say, as one of the most conservative
Members of the Senate, I believe the
Federal Government has grown larger
and more invasive than our Founding
Fathers ever envisioned, and our country could benefit from a smaller and
more efficient government. I have observed that in government, if there is a
problem out there, the government
comes along and starts some kind of
agency to deal with the problem and
then the problem goes away, but the
agency continues. In fact, they become
part of the problem. Right now I am
having a problem with one of the big
bureaucracies, the FAA, on legislation
that I proposed and that we passed 2
years ago, and now we have an extension of that.
When looking at the budgets of the
various bureaucracies—and in that
case I don’t have the exact figures—it
has almost doubled what it was in 1986,
yet the workload is less. We have to
keep in mind this is going on. This is
what people are complaining about.
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What they are not complaining about
is what the Constitution says we are
supposed to be doing.
The Constitution is very clear. It
says in article I, section 8 what we are
supposed to be doing as Members of the
Senate and the House—No. 1, defending
America, and No. 2, building and maintaining roads and bridges. Sometimes
we need to get out that old worn out
document and reread it and find out
that this is what this bill is all about.
No one else is doing it for us.
There are a lot of ideas that people
have, and there are a lot of conservative groups, for example, that are saying we need devolution.
I will tell the Presiding Officer something that in all his infinite wisdom he
doesn’t know, and that is that 20 years
ago I was the father of devolution. It is
more fun to stand on the steps and say
all we have to do is do away with all
the Federal gas taxes and move them
to the States and let the States take
care of these. I would suggest that
some people are in States such as
South Dakota where there is a lot of
land and not a whole lot of people, and
that just wouldn’t work. Here is the
problem with that issue. In order to
make devolution work—and, again,
this Senator was the guy that as beautiful as it was on the stump, it was fun
to talk about until I found out it was
wrong. First of all, it is easy to repeal
all the Federal taxes, but then you
have to assume that all 48 States will
agree to pass a tax increase, and that
isn’t going to happen. I think we all
know that.
I want to mention something that is
important, and that is to give the history of this. There are two areas where
I believe the Federal Government has
to be involved, as I mentioned, and
that are consistent with the Constitution. This is both a conservative and
constitutional understanding of the
role of the Federal Government. President Eisenhower’s Federal-Aid Highway Act of 1956 authorized construction of a 41,000-mile national system of
interstate and defense highways. This
chart I have in the Chamber shows the
blue lines as the original highways, and
the red came along later, which is the
National Highway System. So you have
the Interstate Highway System and the
National Highway System. The blue is
the Interstate Highway System, consisting of 41,000 miles of highways. This
is actually a map of Eisenhower’s
Interstate Highway System back in
1956.
In order to finance this massive undertaking and to fund the remainder of
the Federal-Aid Highway Program, the
Highway Revenue Act of 1956 created
the highway trust fund. That is what
we have been talking about for a long
period of time now. It provided that
revenues from certain highway user
groups be credited to the highway trust
fund.
Interestingly, I can remember when
the biggest problem with the highway
trust fund was that it had too big a
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surplus. It was huge. I remember the
Clinton administration tried to take
$12 billion out of the highway trust
fund for another program, and they
were successful. It took me 3 years to
get it back. That is because it was a
target that had a lot of money in it.
Well, the dedicated funding mechanism
provided certainty for the Federal
highway program. The 13-year authorization of the Highway Revenue Act
gave the States the necessary certainty to plan and construct highway
projects.
Since 1956, Congress has regularly reauthorized the Federal-Aid Highway
Program. Eisenhower’s highway act of
1956 was implemented to solve many
problems we are experiencing now as
our infrastructure deteriorates.
Keep in mind that it was all built on
a 50-year basis and that it would last 50
years. Well, that was about 70 years
ago. It is beyond its maintenance period now, and that is why it is so critical today.
The act originally in 1956 was implemented to solve the problems that we
are experiencing now as our infrastructure deteriorates. Most notably, billions of dollars have been wasted on detours, traffic jams, and inefficiency in
the transport of goods.
Not only did Eisenhower understand
the constitutional order as intended by
the Framers, but he demonstrated the
terms and conditions of the Constitution in the implemented Federal-Aid
Highway Act of 1956. The original principles of the Constitution and the Federal-State relationship exist to ensure
liberty while maintaining security. Eisenhower was the President, but he was
also a general. He was a star. He knew
about the military. His original concern was not with the economy as
much as it was with the military. This
was following World War II, and he was
anticipating that something else could
happen. He wanted to make sure that
we could move our goods and services
around for military defense purposes.
The principles were made operational
via the interstate highway act of 1956,
and this chart has the stated purpose of
the act by the President. He said: ‘‘The
obsolescence of the Nation’s highways
presents an appalling problem of waste,
danger and death.’’
This is a statement he made at that
time. Unfortunately, Congress has forgotten that passing fully funded, longterm transportation legislation is one
of the unique responsibilities and has
instead fallen into a pattern of passing
short-term extensions. Now, I have already talked about how many extensions have been passed since 2009—33 of
them. In those extensions, you don’t
get any of the reforms, you don’t have
any of the opportunities to build roads
cheaper and repair the bridges much
cheaper. Now we can do that.
So he said: ‘‘Adequate financing
there must be, but contention over the
method should not be permitted to
deny our people these critically needed
roads.’’ The need for a Federal invest-
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ment is dire. Just look at the current
condition of our roads and bridges.
What was once the best transportation
system in the world is now rapidly deteriorating as we struggle to maintain
the existing condition of our infrastructure. Our global competitors are
outpacing us in their infrastructure investment. I think we have another
chart on that.
The interstate system is just as
much about defense as it is interstate
commerce: ‘‘The obsolescence of the
nation’s highways presents an appalling problem of waste, danger and
death.’’
This was what the President said at
that time. He is right. The condition of
our roads currently has impacted the
quality of life for all Americans. Fiftyfour percent of America’s major roads
are rated poor or mediocre, according
to the U.S. Department of Transportation.
This has become a matter of life and
death: 32,700 Americans died in traffic
crashes in 2013, with 1 of 3 fatalities related to poor road conditions, according to the Federal Highway Administration. We all remember back in 2007,
up in Minnesota—it got a lot of attention up there at that time when they
had the bridge collapse, the people who
died, the people who were injured. It is
something that could have been avoided if we had kept up-to-date on all of
our bridges.
As I said yesterday, I talked about
all of the bridges we have—not all of
them, just some of the ones that are
used more than any others. This shows
the structurally deficient bridges. The
darker the color the worse the bridges.
There is my State of Oklahoma. You
can see the entire northeast quarter of
the State has a lot of the deficient
bridges.
I was talking to the Senator from
Missouri, Mr. BLUNT, yesterday. He
talked about in Missouri—the problems
we have in Missouri and Oklahoma.
There are a lot of structurally deficient
bridges in both states. The DRIVE Act
is addressing that but also the very
large bridges that are causing unnecessary deaths. Our national interstate
system needs to be completely reconstructed. Right now, the 47,000—this is
critical here. The 47,000-mile interstate
system is about 60 years old. Many of
the first segments, including segments
in Oklahoma and Missouri and Kentucky, are now well beyond their 50year design life.
When Eisenhower successfully passed
the Federal-Aid Highway Act in 1956,
both the House and the Senate were
controlled by Democrats, while he was
a Republican. The measure was met
with widespread bipartisan support.
There is no such thing as a Republican
bridge or a Democratic road. This is
something that should be blind to partisan politics, but nonetheless he was
very active and he considered that one
of his top priorities.
In fact, during the debates in Congress in 1955 and 1956, there had been no

E:\CR\FM\G23JY6.005

S23JYPT1

SSpencer on DSK4SPTVN1PROD with SENATE

July 23, 2015

opposition to the interstate system.
The DRIVE Act,that is what we are
going to be voting on—we have already
voted on a motion to proceed to it, so
we have crossed that bridge. We are
now going to be considering amendments. The DRIVE Act is a long-term
investment vision with new reforms
that will provide States with certainty
and flexibility needed to revamp our
National Highway System.
We are going to—this is the only opportunity we are going to have to get
this done. We are going to try to finish
this bill by the end of next week. So
that will be quite an undertaking. I
would invite and hope that all of our
Members will bring their amendments
down. We will be considering amendments. We can’t consider them unless
they come down. What I don’t want to
happen is to be standing here begging
for amendments to come down, and
then 2 weeks from now, right before it
comes time, find that we have to pass
a procedure not to allow amendments.
We don’t want that to happen. So we
are saying get your amendments down
here early. We know there are some of
them—there has been a lot of publicity
on this—that are not germane. Yet we
are going to go ahead and consider
them. We are going to open the amendment process. That is one thing I think
the Republicans do better than Democrats because during the years the
Democrats controlled this Chamber, we
just had a handful of amendments at
that time. We passed that 8-year record
in the first month by encouraging people to bring down amendments. So I am
asking the Democratic and Republican
Senators to do that.
This is going to be the most significant bill—now that we have passed the
Defense authorization bill. That is not
all behind us yet. We are still meeting
on that. In fact, we had a meeting this
morning, but nonetheless it was passed
from the committee and from the floor.
Now the most important legislation
that is left for the rest of the year is
this bill we are talking about now.
There is going to be a lot of legislation
that is going to be introduced.
In my committee, the Environment
and Public Works Committee, a lot of
people think of that, and I know the
Presiding Officer is an active member
of that committee. It is not just public
works. It is not just roads and highways and bridges. The other part of it,
the environment and public works, includes all of the overregulation.
Right now, if you go back to your
States—I don’t care what State it is—
and you talk to people on the streets
who are in business, they will tell you
the greatest problem we are having
right now is overregulation by the
EPA. The Environmental Protection
Agency is passing regulations right
now. I mean, look at the cap-and-trade
legislation. That would constitute the
greatest tax increase in history. Yet
they tried to pass it as legislation. Now
they are trying to do it as regulations.
The waters of the United States.
That is an issue that if you talk to

VerDate Sep 11 2014

23:48 Jul 23, 2015

S5481

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — SENATE

Jkt 049060

your farmers—I don’t care if it is in
South Dakota, Oklahoma, Missouri or
any of the rest of the country—and you
ask what is the biggest problem you
are facing right now, it is nothing that
is found in the farm bill. It is the overregulation by the EPA. They will single out the waters of the United States
bill or rule that they are trying to put
through. I recall so vividly, just a few
years ago, when two Members authored
bills to take the word ‘‘navigable’’ out.
I am sure there are some who have forgotten the fact that the regulation of
water in the United States has always
been left to the States, except for navigable waters. I understand that. Even
being a conservative, I understand the
Federal Government needs to be regulating those.
What the liberals tried to do is take
the word ‘‘navigable’’ out so the States
would have no say in the regulation
that is out there. So not only did we
defeat the legislation, but both Senator
Feingold and Congressman Oberstar,
who were the sponsors of the bill, were
defeated in the next election too. We
have all these things. We have endangered species. These are all part of this
committee. So it is overregulation that
is consuming most of our time.
Repairing our roads and bridges is an
area where everyone agrees. You have
to keep in mind, this bill passed—our
bipartisan bill—unanimously out of
committee, not one vote against.
I am prepared to yield the floor because I understand the Senator from
Indiana is here.
I yield the floor.
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Indiana.
Mr. COATS. Mr. President, I want to
thank my colleague from Oklahoma for
his recent statement. I also understand
he is willing to help relieve me a little
bit, as I am the next Presiding Officer.
I appreciate that. I will relieve him of
that responsibility as soon as I finish
my remarks.
WASTEFUL SPENDING

As many know, I have, since February, been coming to the Senate
floor—now 18 different times—to highlight waste, fraud, and abuse within
the Federal Government. The Senator
from Oklahoma was talking about his
committee, which he runs in such an
efficient and effective way—I am particularly taken with the overregulation under this administration. It resonates with me. It is killing our farmers. It is killing our small businesses.
We are all for safe, sound, cost-effective regulations that address safety
and health. No one is trying to undo
those, but we have an agency that is
running amuck with ideological determinations on the basis of what ‘‘they
think is best’’ for the country, regardless of what numbers come up, what
impact they have—what negative impacts. No one has better led this effort
than the Senator from Oklahoma, Mr.
INHOFE. I thank him for that.
But today I have come to talk about
waste, abuse, and fraud. I have been
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down here 18 times since February,
once a week. I could be down here
every day. I could be down here every
hour. It is astounding the amount of
taxpayers’ hard-earned dollars that has
to pay for what has been categorized by
neutral agencies—not on a partisan
basis at all—as total waste, total fraud,
and total abuse.
So here I am again, trying to do the
best we can to make this government
more effective, more efficient, and
more focused on the essential things it
needs to do—wiping out, eliminating
the abusive use, the wasteful use, and
the fraudulent use of hard-earned tax
dollars.
Today, what I would like to speak
about relates to the so-called Affordable Care Act. I think we found that a
better title would have been the
‘‘Unaffordable Care Act.’’ But last
week in the Senate Finance Committee, we had the Director from
GAO—a member from GAO, Mr.
Bagdoyan. He is the Director of Audit
Services at the Government Accountability Office.
It was a fascinating hearing, but he
came to report to us about abuses that
are taking place or could take place
with the Affordable Care Act enrollment. It is amazing. I would like to go
over that. His audit team—this is his
job. His job is to audit the spending of
taxpayer dollars. In this case, they
looked at the Affordable Care Act enrollment process. They wanted to see
whether the procedures that had been
agreed to, to prevent people from abusing this in a fraudulent way—if they
had been implemented at the Centers
for Medicare and Medicaid, CMS.
So what they did is run an undercover so-called secret shopper investigation to test the internal controls of
healthcare.gov to review how the Centers for Medicare and Medicaid Services handle this new program. Particularly, this investigation was designed
to determine how effective the administration’s Federal health insurance exchange is protecting against fraudulent
applications. So it is a very narrowly
focused test and a very legitimate test
to see if the agreed-upon measures and
criteria for qualifying to enroll in
health care, the ObamaCare bill, have
been put in place.
There are millions of people who
have
selected
ObamaCare
plans
through healthcare.gov. Eight million
Americans in 34 States have selected
plans, and 87 percent of those have
qualified for premium subsidies. That
alone adds up to tens of billions in subsidies each year, all coming through
healthcare.gov. That is an issue in and
of itself. I am not here necessarily to
address that. We can address that at
another time.
But the key question was, if applicants misrepresent themselves with
fake facts in order to receive those subsidies,
would
the
folks
at
healthcare.gov find those, catch them,
and keep them from qualifying. Unfortunately, the answer is a resounding
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no. The GAO, the Government Accountability Office, found that 11 out
of 12 fake applications received approval. For this investigation, GAO
created false identities and used them
to apply for premium tax subsidies
through the Federal health insurance
exchange. They used fake documents
or, in several cases, no documents at
all. It was just a test. So they would
learn that either those applications
would be turned down or that those restrictions which were designated—that
those running healthcare.gov knew
what they needed to do and did what
they needed to do.
The Centers for Medicare and Medicaid Services accepted 11 out of the 12,
accepted the fake documents, for some
didn’t even attempt to verify their authenticity, and as a result they enrolled those applicants. They granted
them thousands of dollars in premium
tax subsidies. Specifically, CMS awarded $30,000 in advanced premium tax
credits to 11 of those 12 fraudulent applicants in 2014 alone.
As 2015 began, CMS then terminated
coverage for 6 of those 11 fake individuals, noting that they had not properly
registered or provided necessary documents. So it seemed then that, OK, the
program turned out to work and CMS
finally caught on to the fact that they
were issuing subsidies for fraudulent
applications. Well, that optimism was
very short-lived because GAO then
called CMS pretending to be those individuals who had been turned down, and
in five of the six cases, they were able
to get their coverage and subsidies restored without submitting any paperwork.
The system handles millions of applications with billions of dollars of subsidies, and they did not design a mechanism to identify fraud even though
they had been told they were not identifying the fraud and not putting the
measures in place to do so.
Part of the problem is that the law is
so gargantuan, it is nearly unworkable.
But there is no excuse for these compliance numbers when billions of taxpayer
dollars are at stake.
Unfortunately, the administration
continues to measure success by the
number of people who have signed up
for ObamaCare. Last year, the administration rejoiced when reaching its enrollment goal and lauded it as proof
the exchanges were working just fine.
However, given the results of this investigation, I wonder what percentage
of those enrollees were real people providing real information and how many
were people providing no information
or false information.
When the test revealed that 11 out of
12—that is a pretty high percentage.
You can multiply that out over what
you think might be happening in the
enrollment process, and there could be
very substantial amounts of taxpayer
money being paid in subsidies to people
who do not qualify.
Careful oversight of these programs
for Federal benefits is of utmost impor-
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tance,
whether
it
is
CMS
on
ObamaCare or whether it is any other
agency in government that is providing
benefits to individuals. I have listed
many of those in my ‘‘Waste of the
Week’’ speeches.
This government needs to—must and
Congress must do better in terms of
oversight to make sure taxpayer dollars are spent effectively and efficiently, and if not, returned to the taxpayers so they don’t have to send them
here to be wasted in the first place.
Clearly GAO used only a small number of claims, but imagine what hasn’t
been looked at or identified and what
those numbers would be. This is a canary in a coal mine. If this isn’t an
alarm bell of dysfunction, I don’t know
what it is.
Today I am not going to speculate on
how much money has been wasted because of the acceptance of false applications, but I will put $30,000 of documented abuse of subsidies that were
paid for under the GAO investigation.
So it is just a little bump on our gauge
as we head toward $100 billion, and I
have been told that next week’s waste
of the week will take us to our goal of
$100 billion. We had hoped to reach that
goal by the end of this year. We are
way ahead of time. And, as I said, I
could come down here every day or
maybe every hour, given the waste we
are finding in this misuse of taxpayer
money.
I thank the Chair again for helping
me out on the time situation. I look
forward to relieving the Presiding Officer in the chair.
With that, I yield the floor.
I suggest the absence of a quorum.
The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr.
INHOFE). The clerk will call the roll.
The legislative clerk proceeded to
call the roll.
Mr. INHOFE. Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent that the order for
the quorum call be rescinded.
The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr.
COATS). Without objection, it is so ordered.
Mr. INHOFE. Mr. President, we have
so many elements of the bill that is
under consideration now, the DRIVE
Act. It is enjoyable to talk about it.
Yesterday we talked about the transparency, the fact that we have a way
that the public can know every dime.
I was watching as the Presiding Officer was giving a presentation on waste
in government. That is not the case
here. If all government agencies had
the transparency we are going to have
with the DRIVE Act, where everyone is
going to know on a day-to-day basis
the progress of every bridge, every
highway that is being done, the renovations, then we wouldn’t be having that
problem. We are doing it right.
You know, I look at these different
parts of the bill. It is so big, you can
talk about it for a long period of time.
Yesterday we went over not all of the
deficient bridges in the country but
quite a few of them, and when people
stop and realize that people die unnec-
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essarily because of deficiencies in our
bridges—it is a serious thing.
But one of the parts of this bill that
people are not aware of as much as
they should be is the freight section of
the bill, transporting freight around.
We talked about the history. We talked
about the fact that the first bill that
came along for a transportation reauthorization bill back in 1956 was primarily for military purposes. Now we
realize the deficiency—we are compared to China, compared to other
countries in not keeping up our highway system.
Today the National Highway System
carries more than 55 percent of the Nation’s highway traffic and 97 percent of
the truck freight traffic. Of the 4 million miles of public roads, the National
Highway System represents 5.5 percent
of the Nation’s most heavily traveled
miles of road. That 5.5 percent carries
97 percent of the freight.
Americans depend on a well-maintained National Highway System that
provides critical connections between
urban and rural communities. American businesses pay an estimated $27
billion a year in extra freight transportation costs due to the poor condition
of public roads, which increases shipping delays and raises prices on everyday products. Recognizing that it is
the foundation of the Nation’s economy and the key to the Nation’s ability to compete in the global economy,
it is essential that we focus efforts to
improve freight movement on the National Highway System.
You know, in all the bills—and I have
been involved in six of these over the
years—we have never really singled out
freight to be addressed. Yet there is no
one in here who hasn’t gone down our
roads and highways and seen the congestion and the traffic and trucks
idling here and there and everyone
being late, and there is a tremendous
cost to that.
The DRIVE Act includes two new
programs to help States deliver
projects that promote the safe, efficient, and reliable transportation of
consumer goods and products. The first
new program is the National Freight
Program. The National Freight Program is distributed by a formula that
will provide funds to all States to enhance the movement of goods, reduce
costs, and improve the performance for
businesses.
It is kind of interesting because one
of the good features about a transportation system and the way we have
been doing it with our Transportation
reauthorization bill is that we rely on
the States to decide what their priorities are. This infinite wisdom in Washington where they think they know
more than we know in the States is not
true at all. So this is one of the rare
areas where we go to States and say:
Look, you guys, you decide what you
think your priorities are in Indiana or
in Oklahoma. So we have a formula to
address that.
The problem with that is when you
get to moving freight, they do not have
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that as a high priority because most
freight moves through a State and they
do not consider that to be a local problem. They are more concerned about
passenger cars. So it doesn’t appear in
their priorities. Well, it does appear
now.
So we have the first new program,
the National Freight Program, which
is a different type of formula, and it
addresses the movement of freight
through States. The program will expand flexibility for both rural and
urban areas to designate key freight
corridors that match the regional
movement of goods on roads. It will
improve the efforts to identify projects
with a high return on investment
through State freight plans and State
advisory committees.
The second program is the Assistance
for Major Projects Program. It creates
a competitive grant program to provide
funds to major projects of high importance to the community, to the region,
and to the Nation. The program includes a set-aside for rural areas and
ensures an equitable geographic distribution of funds.
These new freight programs will only
exist if the DRIVE Act is enacted. That
is what we are talking about now—the
DRIVE Act. And it will be enacted by
Congress, I am very confident.
I can’t imagine, by the way, Members
not listening to the people back home.
Right now, if you go back to any of the
States—I don’t care what State it is—
and you talk to the State departments
of transportation, they will be listening to not just the road builders and
suppliers but the people who are driving on the roads. It is the most popular
thing in America. So I can’t imagine
having the opportunity to have a 6year program and getting justification
for voting against it.
I think it is time to be innovative
and forward-thinking in how the Federal programs use tax dollars to responsibly partner with the States to
improve the National Highway System,
and the DRIVE Act is the answer.
Let’s talk about Fort Lee, NJ. Here
is the George Washington Bridge,
which connects Fort Lee, NJ, to New
York City. It is the second worst
freight bottleneck by congestion index
in the Nation. Average speed slows to
29 miles an hour. Rush hour speeds in
the morning and evenings slow to
below 15 miles an hour. The nearby I–95
Cross Bronx Expressway is the most
congested corridor in the country. The
morning southbound commute is considered the worst of the worst in the
country.
The
George
Washington
Bridge is the world’s busiest motor vehicle bridge. That is what we are looking at.
Yesterday we were talking about the
Brooklyn Bridge. Some of us here are
old enough to remember the old Tarzan
movies. Do you guys remember that?
Do you watch the reruns? Johnny
Weissmuller was his name. He had a lot
of muscles and was a very strong guy.
One of his movies was ‘‘Tarzan’s New
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York Adventure.’’ In that movie he was
being chased around the Brooklyn
Bridge. The Brooklyn Bridge was built
in 1883 and here we are today and we
still have the Brooklyn Bridge. Anyway, Johnny Weissmuller crawled up
on the top as the cops were chasing
him with guns and all that and he
dived off. Every time I drive over that
bridge, I think I am going to be diving
off there if it collapses.
Houston, TX, is home to 5 of the top
20 freight bottlenecks in the Nation.
Texas is home to 9 of the top 25 freight
bottlenecks. Freight bottlenecks cost
the freight industry in Texas some $671
million a year—that is just in Texas,
the bottlenecks—and 8.8 million hours
of delay.
I–45 at U.S. 59 is ranked third by the
congestion index. I–45 at U.S. 610 North
is ranked 15. Average speed slows to 39
miles an hour. Morning and evening
rush hour speeds drop way below that.
Look at this. You can see that is a
problem. That is why this is a very important part of the bill that is before
us now.
I think we have an opportunity here.
We have to sometimes remind people of
what doesn’t work. What doesn’t work
are short-term fixes or short-term extensions of previous bills that were
passed. The last one we passed was in
2005. It was a 5-year bill. It expired at
the end of 2009. At that time we should
have started another transportation reauthorization bill, but we didn’t do it.
So we have had short-term extensions.
There is a guy named Gary Ridley
out in Oklahoma who is recognized nationally. He has been here testifying
several times before us as a nationally
recognized scholar. He really understands transportation. If we look at the
33 short-term extensions we have operated under here in America after 2009
and before this bill, it wastes more dollars than a long-term reauthorization.
I think it is important for a lot of
people to hear this because sometimes
there are rating organizations that
say: Well, we are going to oppose a bill
because it is a big spending bill. Sure it
is a big spending bill. You know, that
old, worn-out document called the Constitution says what we are supposed to
be doing here is defending America and
building bridges and roads. So that is
what this is all about, and we are going
to do it. But for conservative groups to
say they don’t want to support this
bill—they have dropped short of understanding the fact that the alternative
is to have short-term extensions, which
is an irresponsible use of dollars. The
conservative position is to pass a funded highway reauthorization bill.
I know a lot of people will be talking
about devolution. I can talk about this
because going back 25 years ago, at
that time a guy named Connie Mack,
who was a House Member and later a
Senator from Florida—he and I were
the fathers of devolution. You didn’t
know that, did you? We are the ones
who introduced the devolution bill. The
idea sounded good on the stump be-
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cause you could say: Well, we will just
repeal all the Federal taxes and make
State taxes out of them.
Well, it didn’t quite work that way
because you can’t do that. If you repeal
a Federal tax, then you have to pass a
State tax. And how many people here
are naive enough to believe that all 48
contiguous States would be willing to
pass a sizable State tax increase? It is
not going to happen. So that is why the
National Highway System is so important. That is why Eisenhower started
this back in 1956.
I have friends up in Wyoming. There
are very few people in Wyoming, but
there are a lot of roads that are part of
our National Highway System. If devolution occurred in Wyoming, they
would have to pass a 31-cent-per-gallon
gasoline tax increase in Wyoming. It is
not going to happen. We know it is not
going to happen. So we are not going to
have a uniform system unless we do it
this way.
The opportunity we have now is the
DRIVE Act. I know the House has
made some statements that they want
to do a 5-month extension. See, there
we go again, another short-term extension. Their reasoning, I guess, is they
want to get to the year’s end and then
couple that—because of the popularity
of the highway bill—with some of the
tax changes that are set to take place
at the first of this coming year.
So I know some of my friends—because I have talked to them over in the
House—have said: Well, we want a
short-term bill because we don’t think
you are going to pass a long-term bill
in the Senate.
Well, when they find out we are going
to pass a long-term bill—we are going
to pass this bill—that will change
things. So I look forward to that, to
the opportunity to get this passed and
get it passed in a timely fashion.
By the way, we have to keep in mind
that we are on a deadline. The deadline
is the end of this month. The highway
trust fund runs out of money at that
time, so that is why it is important
that we get this passed.
ORDER FOR RECESS

Mr. President, I ask unanimous consent that the Senate recess from 12:30
p.m. until 2:15 p.m. and that the time
during the recess count postcloture on
the motion to proceed to H.R. 22.
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, it is so ordered.
Mr. INHOFE. With that, I yield the
floor.
I suggest the absence of a quorum.
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
clerk will call the roll.
The legislative clerk proceeded to
call the roll.
Mrs. FISCHER. Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent that the order for
the quorum call be rescinded.
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, it is so ordered.
Mrs. FISCHER. Mr. President, I rise
today to speak about critical legislation before the Senate regarding our
Nation’s
transportation
regulatory
framework and infrastructure.
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As an active member of the Senate
commerce committee and the Environment and Public Works Committee, I
am proud of the work my colleagues
and I have done to develop a strong,
comprehensive bill that keeps our Nation moving by making our transportation system safer and more efficient,
while also increasing our global competitiveness. As many may know, my
father was the director of the Nebraska
Department of Roads. Through his
service—and by osmosis—I gained a
deep appreciation for infrastructure
projects and enabling them to move
forward in Nebraska and elsewhere.
I have spoken with families, consumers, workers, and business owners
all across the State of Nebraska. The
message is loud and clear. Nebraskans
want a long-term highway bill. Nebraskans want to bring certainty to local
projects and increase safety on the
roads and highways.
In the coming days, the Senate has
the opportunity to provide our constituents with just that—a 6-year
transportation bill that will help vital
projects get up and running.
The bill enhances safety, makes
much-needed regulatory reforms, and
increases investment in our Nation’s
infrastructure.
I appreciate the work that Chairmen
THUNE and INHOFE and Senator BOXER
and their committee staff members
have accomplished with the DRIVE
Act.
The DRIVE Act will reauthorize surface transportation programs for 6
years—something I have long advocated—to provide certainty for States,
businesses, families, and the traveling
public. Most importantly, the bill advances key provisions to ensure that
local infrastructure projects in my
State will move forward with a better
and more defined process from the
onset.
Throughout the process of developing
this bill, I worked with local stakeholders in Nebraska, including our
State department of roads, highway
builders, consultants, and transportation leaders. The meaningful changes
I championed will provide better coordination between the Federal Highway Administration and States on
streamlining environmental permitting and review and programmatic
agreement templates when initiating
new infrastructure projects.
More specifically, the bill will establish procedures, based on a template
developed by the Transportation Secretary, allowing States, in addition to
the Federal Government, to determine
which State or Federal agencies must
be consulted prior to beginning an infrastructure project.
In addition, the bill provides technical assistance to States that want to
assume responsibility for reviews of
categorical exclusion projects, which
are a category of projects that don’t
have a significant impact on the environment, triggering a less arduous
level of environmental review.

VerDate Sep 11 2014

July 23, 2015

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — SENATE

00:59 Jul 24, 2015

Jkt 049060

My provision would help States provide their own certification regarding
the appropriate level of environmental
review of certain projects, rather than
wasting time and taxpayer dollars
waiting for the Federal Government to
provide the assessments.
Given Nebraska’s challenges with
starting and completing infrastructure
projects, these elements of the DRIVE
Act offer a major step forward for
transportation projects in my State. I
appreciate all of the input my office received from Nebraska’s transportation
stakeholders on these crucial issues.
The bill also includes major components of a bill I introduced earlier this
summer called the TRUCK Safety Reform Act. The legislation offers important regulatory reforms to the Federal
Motor Carrier Safety Administration,
or FMCSA, and encourages stronger
regulatory
analysis,
more
transparency, and wider public participation
in this regulatory process.
The bill also provides regulatory relief to agricultural producers in Nebraska, reforms research at the Department of Transportation to reduce duplication across the modal administrations, and it addresses the challenges
of the CSA truck scoring program.
I am also pleased that the bill establishes a new freight program to
prioritize, increase efficiency, and
lower the cost of the movement of
freight imports and exports throughout
our Nation.
The freight program will help America’s transportation system continue
to facilitate expanding U.S. trade
flows.
The DRIVE Act further incorporates
performance-based regulations into our
Nation’s transportation system. Performance-based measures will offer
States more flexibility in meeting the
goals of infrastructure-related regulations.
Furthermore, the reforms to our
transportation system will increase
U.S.
global
competitiveness
and
strengthen safety on our Nation’s
roads. They will also provide certainty
to States and local governments, businesses, consumers, workers, and families.
Although this bill does not include
every single provision for which I initially advocated, I was willing to compromise. I was willing to compromise
for the greater good of our country’s
transportation network. I truly appreciate Senator BOXER’s willingness to
negotiate in good faith.
I encourage all of my colleagues to
support this essential legislation. It is
time for us to address our Nation’s
transportation challenges.
I yield the floor.
I suggest the absence of a quorum.
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
clerk will call the roll.
The legislative clerk proceeded to
call the roll.
Mr. COATS. Madam President, I ask
unanimous consent that the order for
the quorum call be rescinded.
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The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mrs.
FISCHER). Without objection, it is so
ordered.
THE BUDGET

Mr. COATS. Madam President, I repeatedly have come down to the Senate
floor to talk about our budget issues.
Earlier this morning I talked about my
18th waste of the week—looking at
waste, fraud, and abuse in terms of
government spending and a waste of
taxpayers’ dollars.
The first 4 years of this 6-year term
that I am enjoying and participating
in, I have been consumed with the issue
of our continuing deficit spending and
increasing national debt.
I was part of a group working directly with the President in an effort
for many months with his top people to
reach an agreement on how to address
our long-term budget situation. It is no
secret that under this administration
the national debt has almost doubled.
It is staggering to think that over the
230 or 240 years of the life of this country we have gone from $10.6 trillion to
now $18.8 trillion of debt. It is going to
have consequences.
As chairman of the Joint Economic
Committee, we recently released some
information entitled ‘‘Ten Things to
know about CBO’s Long-Term Budget
Outlook.’’ This is something we spent a
great deal of time debating years ago,
but it has fallen under the radar. We
are obviously dealing with issues that
are important. This Iran deal that has
just been signed by the administration
deserves intense concentration and
consideration in terms of how we address it. We also have the continuing
economic malaise and slow recovery
from the recession.
We have a number of issues we need
to address, such as highway funding,
health care, and so forth. These are all
important issues. But underlying all of
this is a fundamental issue that has
not been addressed, and if it is not addressed, it will have significant and adverse consequences for the American
people, not just for future generations
but even for our own generation.
I keep trying to bring us back to this
gorilla in the room that we ignore and
keep thinking we will deal with it
later. It has been passed on, and the socalled can has been kicked down the
road election after election, through
different Presidents and resulting in
more and more negative consequences
for the American people.
Our Joint Economic Committee just
recently released ten things we need to
know about the Congressional Budget
Office’s long-term budget outlook.
No. 1, the United States cannot rely
on borrowing forever. This is not a
complex issue. If you continue to borrow more money and don’t pay your
bills, eventually the tax collector is at
the door. With the tax collector being
at the door, this means eventually investors will demand higher and higher
interest rates because we don’t have
the confidence the United States is
going to be able to pay its bills.
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No. 2, mandatory spending skyrockets. We all have known the spending for Medicare and Medicaid and entitlements is running amok and it
needs to be addressed on a long-term
fix.
No. 3, according to CBO, ‘‘The large
amount of debt could also compromise
national security by constraining defense spending in times of international crisis or by limiting the country’s ability to prepare for such a crisis.’’ Look at the world today. It is
aflame. Yet we are cutting our defense
at historically low rates of readiness in
terms of dealing with this. So while the
threat increases daily and is right
there before us, we are slashing our
spending on defense and national security because we cannot afford it due to
the entitlements eating all of this up.
No. 4, bankruptcy looms for Social
Security. We stand here and pretend
like everything is fine and everybody is
going to continue to receive their Social Security checks, no problem. CBO
projects that bankruptcy looms for Social Security. The report that just
came out from the trustees has basically said that within a relatively
short period of time Social Security is
going to hit bankruptcy. What does
that mean? That means dramatic cuts
in Social Security benefits to people
who have counted on using Social Security to help for their retirement or
dramatic tax increases to cover the
deficit.
There is a portion of Social Security—the Social Security disability
benefits—that the trustees said is
going broke next year. We are more
than halfway through 2015, and CBO
projects that by the end of 2016 the Social Security disability fund will be
going bankrupt. That is what has been
said here. If you don’t trust my words,
read the—not my favorite newspaper
but one that usually gets its facts
right—the New York Times. Today’s
New York Times has a major article:
‘‘Social Security Disability Benefits
Face Cuts in 2016, Trustees Say.’’ I will
quote a couple of items which are written in this issue:
Eleven million people face a deep, abrupt
cut in disability insurance benefits in late
2016 if Congress fails to replenish Social Security’s disability trust fund, which is running out of money.
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That statement was issued by the administration.
Officials expressed concern about the program as they issued their annual report on
the financial condition of Medicare and Social Security, which together account for 40
percent of all federal spending.
The trustees of Social Security . . . said
the disability trust fund would be depleted in
the last quarter of 2016. After that, they said,
benefits would automatically be cut by 19
percent because revenues, largely from payroll taxes, would be sufficient to cover only
81 percent of scheduled benefit payments.

Folks, we have been warning about
this for years, not doing anything
about it, and we now have this report
from the trustees who oversee these
funds, and the report, as published by
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the New York Times today, says this
thing is going broke next year and cuts
will be 19 percent because we don’t
have the money to pay for it. You
would think the alarm bells would be
sounding. You would think we would finally understand we are hitting the
wall on spending and that we would finally step up and do something about
runaway
entitlement
mandatory
spending or everybody will end up paying the price.
I will add one more point from the
New York Times:
The trustees, in their report, said that the
squeeze on the disability program was ‘‘but
the first manifestation of larger financial
imbalances facing Social Security as a
whole, as well as Medicare.’’

Where is AARP? Where are the people in retirement who say don’t touch
a penny of my Social Security or Medicare benefits, when the trustees say
don’t worry, we will not have to touch
a penny of it; the program is going
broke on its own.
For all of us who have been pleading
to do something to address this issue,
it is not even being talked about. Yet
anybody who comes to the floor and
says this kind of stuff is immediately
pilloried by AARP: Oh, they are going
to go off and cut our Social Security.
No. It is going to automatically happen
because we haven’t addressed the issue.
So don’t criticize us for trying to address an issue that will cut your benefits by 19 percent or cause the program
to go broke. Support those who have
had the courage to stand and say:
Folks, we have to do something about
this. If you want to continue and guarantee Social Security benefits when
people retire or give them Medicare
coverage when they retire and need it,
something has to be done now or there
will be massive cuts. That is not just a
Republican or conservative standing
and saying that we are spending too
much money and we have to cut back
on that; the trustees who oversee the
programs are warning us and saying
you have to do something or everybody
is going to take not just a haircut but
a major cut.
A couple of other things came out on
the budget term outlook. The Federal
debt has nearly doubled since President
Obama was elected. It now stands at 74
percent of the economy. The Federal
debt has nearly doubled since the
President was elected. What a legacy.
Why in the world would a President of
the United States with a responsibility
to oversee the fiscal basis of what
makes this country work and to commit to people that he will address problems as they occur—if this was a private business, it would be in bankruptcy. Nobody would buy the stock of
this business. Nobody would buy bonds
of this business. Nobody would invest
in this business because it is totally
dysfunctional and it is totally going
broke. Yet the Federal Government has
printing presses down in the basement
and they keep printing out dollars.
That decreases their value to cover our
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debts, and they continue to tell people
to go ahead and loan money to the
States. We are also going to keep taking your taxes, but buy our bonds and
don’t worry because we are going to
pay them back—not at this rate. We
are heading toward the wall, we are in
the crisis, and we are not doing anything about it.
No. 6, and the last point. Hopefully,
CBO, the Congressional Budget Office,
made correct assumptions. Their warnings are based on assumptions and
hopefully we will make some efforts
and prevent some of this, but if they
are off by just three-quarters of 1 percentage point, it will result in a dramatic change of raising the Federal
debt from 111 percent of the economy
by 2039 to 159 percent of the economy.
You know who has those numbers?
Greece. Japan is careening toward that
catastrophe.
If you want to see a model or example of what happens to a country that
allows its debt to run unchecked and to
hit the 100-percent mark of its total
economy, just take a look at what is
happening in Greece. None of us wants
to see that happen, but we have far too
few alarm bells sounding in this country because it is happening. This isn’t
just Republican or conservative propaganda. This is the Congressional Budget Office. It is not Republican, it is not
Democratic, it is totally neutral. It is
math. It is numbers. It has nothing to
do with ideology. It has everything to
do with numbers that ought to be driving us to deal with this issue, standing
up to our constituents and saying, regardless of the political consequences,
folks, just do the math. It is pretty
simple math. If we don’t do something,
everyone is going to pay the price.
For those organizations—and I call
out AARP—that scare people with mail
and phone calls and everything else
saying that they are going to cut your
Social Security and take some money
away from your disability benefits,
that is not what we want to do. We
want to guarantee what we have promised to people, but if we don’t take
these actions, it will automatically
happen. So we need the support of everybody who has concern not just
about my generation, who are retiring
in record numbers, but about the future for our children and grandchildren. What is this country going to
be if we can’t take these steps?
I get exercised about this, and it is
why I came back. It is one of the two
main reasons I decided to run for the
Senate again. I was worried about terrorist attacks and the nightmare of a
marriage between weapons of mass destruction and terrorist groups impacting our country and the world. But
while we seem to be struggling to address the terror issue and having some
success—at least we are aware of it on
a daily basis—we are letting this fiscal
crisis go by without even talking about
it. I think everybody is exhausted. We
have had exhausting exchanges. We
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have had bipartisan Democrats and Republicans working together and pleading with the President and the White
House, starting with Simpson-Bowles,
which was a bipartisan effort. The
Gang of 6, the Committee of 12, the
supercommittee were all bipartisan efforts.
I was part of the dinner group, which
was an effort to plead with the President to do something together to address this problem and being turned
down time after time after time. Now
we are sailing toward the end of this
Presidency, and obviously nothing is
going to be done even though the Social Security trust fund is going to expire on the President’s watch. They
will come up with some gimmick and
shift some money around and so forth,
thereby just putting us further in debt
and kicking the can down the road.
They have to cover this because politically they will not allow this to happen, but they will do it in a way that
makes our situation even worse.
As the President careens toward retirement and his legacy, one of those
legacies will be questioned by people
for years and years into the future:
Why didn’t we do something when we
had the chance on a bipartisan basis
with support from both parties? Why
was the President so adamant about
not doing anything to address this
problem?
Time is running out. Social Security
disability will collapse under the President’s leadership before he escapes at
the end of 2016. You can tell how frustrated I am, but I will keep coming
down here and talking about this stuff
and hopefully—well, we don’t want it
to happen under a crisis. We don’t want
to be days away from bankruptcy, so
we move some money around in the
Federal budget and so forth and so on,
take it from Peter to pay Paul, put us
further in debt, and then kick the can
down the road.
I feel for the next President, whoever
that might be. They are going to get a
can of worms because we didn’t do anything about this during this tenure.
With that, I yield the floor.
I suggest the absence of a quorum.
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
clerk will call the roll.
The senior assistant legislative clerk
proceeded to call the roll.
Mr. BOOKER. Madam President, I
ask unanimous consent that the order
for the quorum call be rescinded.
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, it is so ordered.
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RECESS
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under
the previous order, the Senate stands
in recess until 2:15 p.m.
Thereupon, the Senate, at 12:33 p.m.,
recessed until 2:15 p.m. and reassembled when called to order by the Presiding Officer (Mr. PORTMAN).
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HIRE MORE HEROES ACT OF 2015—
MOTION TO PROCEED—Continued
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Vermont.
Mr.
LEAHY.
Mr.
President,
Vermonters—like many Americans—
are frustrated. They are frustrated
when they see short-term patches that
do not make investments in our crumbling infrastructure. They are frustrated with seeing meaningful policy
advance, while Congress bickers over
how to pay for it—and at what expense
to other critical programs.
Passing a long-term authorization to
make needed improvements to our
aging roads and bridges is a matter of
common sense. It is a matter of safety.
And quite frankly, for us in Congress,
it’s our job.
After 11 short-term extensions over
the course of 3 years, Congress finally
approved MAP–21 in 2012. Now, two
short-term extensions later and faced
with another expiration deadline, we
have a choice: another patch, or pass a
meaningful, long-term transportation
authorization that will give our States
the ability to build and repair roads,
bridges, and byways, to promote rail
safety and transit, and to invest in the
critical infrastructure that supports
our cities and towns, enables interstate
and intrastate commerce, and creates
jobs for American workers. The time to
pass a plan for long-term transportation funding is now.
Vermonters take great pride in our
historic downtowns and small communities. In our cities and towns, we have
a culture of getting things done. We
find a way to accomplish our shared
goals. But, when those shared goals
rely largely on a Federal funding
stream that is unreliable at best, and
uncertain at worst, it makes it impossible to double down on the investments needed to keep the cars, buses,
and trucks moving on our roads. We
can invest in bridges and roads overseas. We do it all the time. We decided
to spend a couple of trillion dollars in
Iraq. We didn’t use any offsets; we just
put it on the credit card. As one
Vermonter said to me back home: We
spend billions upon billions of dollars
to build roads and bridges over there,
and then they blow them up. Why don’t
we spend a little bit of that money here
at home, and we will take care of those
roads and bridges?
As much as we invest in bridges and
roads overseas, we must do so right
here at home. Look at this bridge show
in this picture I have in the Chamber.
It is located in East Montpelier, just
about 5 miles from where I was born. It
was built in 1936—the year my parents
were married. It is in dire need of repair. Weather, the sometimes very
harsh Vermont climate, age, and traffic volume—more than 4,400 vehicles
cross it per day, 10 percent of which are
trucks—have led to the deterioration
of the bridge. It is one of nearly 300
long and short bridges in Vermont that
have been deemed structurally deficient. The East Montpelier Bridge re-
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mains open—at least for now. It will be
replaced in 2018, with a price tag of $7.3
million, about 2 minutes’ worth of the
money we wasted in Iraq. It is an issue
of safety. It is an issue of economic certainty. It is a commonsense investment that has been delayed for too
long because resources are far too
scarce. I am willing to bet the same
could be said of all 50 States represented in this body.
We all agree that a long-term transportation bill means safe bridges,
paved roads, and completed railways.
But it also encourages innovative
projects that incorporate public health,
environmental, and social incentives.
Look no further than Burlington, VT.
A picturesque town nestled on the
shores of Lake Champlain, it is home
to a variety of innovative entrepreneurs and businesses, from hightech hubs to specialty food producers.
As our businesses and communities
grow, Vermonters depend on safe and
reliable modes of transportation to
keep them connected.
Church Street is a pedestrian-only
street that welcomes locals and visitors to enjoy the many vibrant shops
and restaurants. As businesses begin to
sprawl beyond the limits of Church
Street and settle into new homes along
Pine Street, the city has invested in
safe modes of travel to ensure accessibility. The Bike Path Rehabilitation
Project and the Safe Streets Collaborative are projects that consider the
needs of the community as a whole—either in a vehicle, on foot, or pedaling.
Main Street—the heart of any
Vermont downtown—is home to small
businesses and services such as post offices, grocery stores, medical offices,
and banks. In a rural State such as
Vermont, investing in our infrastructure extends beyond bridges and roads.
It is sidewalk repair. It is establishing
crosswalks. It is widening roads to provide for parking, and it is installing
such basic things as street lighting,
refuse receptacles and landscaping.
After many years of economic decline in downtown Barre—one of our
larger cities—the city’s Main Street
was left with empty storefronts and
lonely streets. The community introduced the Big Dig—a multiyear effort
to revitalize Main Street and City Hall
Park. With funding sourced from
Downtown Transportation Grants and
Federal funding sourced through the
Agency of Transportation, 200 State
employees were able to relocate into a
new office building in the heart of
downtown.
Look at the before and after pictures.
The differences are stark. These are
the kinds of Federal investments, coupled with investments from States and
towns, that can revitalize communities
across the country. This project
brought life back into Main Street.
Businesses filled vacant office spaces,
restaurants opened their doors, and the
sidewalks welcomed locals and visitors
alike. The transportation funding went
beyond just improving the physical infrastructure; it was an investment in
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the health and economy of the community.
The highway trust fund is not just
about infrastructure; it is about jobs—
jobs that cannot be shipped overseas.
Earlier this year, I met with Jeff
Tucker, the president of Dubois &
King. D&K is a Vermont owned and
based consulting engineering firm
which employs 100 people, including
about 80 Vermonters. Jeff’s frustration
was clear: short-term highway trust
fund extensions paralyze the ability of
States and municipalities to plan.
Jeff’s company provides high quality
engineering jobs with an average annual salary of over $71,000. These jobs
come with full benefits—health care,
paid vacation, sick and holiday paid
time off and retirement packages.
A significant portion of his business
includes transportation-related engineering projects that originate from
the Vermont Agency of Transportation. The Vermont Agency of Transportation creates a statewide plan
based on the State’s known Federal
transportation funding share—something the agency has not been able to
count on in a long time. There are
thousands more examples of businesses
around the country hampered in the
same way. In a State like Vermont, a
short-term construction season paired
with a short-term funding stream is a
terrible combination, for both the
State and the companies that provide
these services.
Now the Senate is debating how to
move forward with a long-term investment in our roads and bridges and railways. It is an important debate. There
is a lot about this policy proposal that
I support. I share the concerns, however, of many that it will undermine
the safety of riders, bikers, and pedestrians.
The policy is not perfect, but how we
pay for it should also be considered.
The highway trust fund has been supported for the most part by a user-fee
driven system. Our roads and byways
need our attention, but a long-term extension of this authorization, paid for
by robbing from other critical programs, is as unsustainable as a network of short-term patches.
America is starving for real, certain
infrastructure investment. The highway trust fund cannot limp forward on
a continued series of short-term extensions. Our country’s progress is being
stalled, and it is time we start building
for our future.
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JUDICIAL NOMINATIONS

Mr. President, last week the junior
Senator from Arkansas objected to a
request to vote on any of the five nominations to the U.S. Court of Federal
Claims. They have been waiting for 10
months for a vote. He did not want to
debate the merits of any of these eminently qualified nominees. I think the
junior Senator is dusting off the Republican playbook from the last Congress to try to do to the U.S. Court of
Federal Claims what he could not do to
the DC Circuit.
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The caseload statistics of the U.S.
Court of Federal Claims—as in other
courts—have increased and decreased
at various times. This does not mean
that one Republican should be permitted to put up a wholesale blockade
of nominees to a specific court preventing every single one of them from
being considered on their merit by the
full Senate. Furthermore, in contrast
to the assertions made by the junior
Senator for Arkansas, the number of
new cases filed with the court since
2007 has actually increased by 13.4 percent.
Early in the last Republican administration, there was discussion about the
caseload of the U.S. Court of Federal
Claims, but no Senate Republican
voiced concern then. In fact, during the
Bush administration, the Senate confirmed nine judges to the CFC—with
the support of every Senate Republican. Only three CFC judges nominated by President Obama have received confirmation votes. This is the
same double standard that Senate Republicans tried to apply to President
Obama’s D.C. Circuit nominees, when
they filibustered and refused to permit
any of President Obama’s three pending D.C. Circuit nominees from receiving a vote last Congress.
Not a single Republican on the Senate Judiciary Committee raised a concern about the CFC’s caseload either
during the committee hearings on
these nominations last year or during
the committee debate last year or this
year. In blocking these five nominees,
the junior Senator from Arkansas ignores the Senate Judiciary Committee’s unanimous votes on these nominations in 2014 and again this year. He
also disregards the chief judge who
speaks on behalf of the entire court
and the five past presidents of the U.S.
Court of Federal Claims Bar Association who have urged the Senate to fill
these vacancies.
In 2003, the now-chairman of the Senate Judiciary Committee engaged in a
debate on the caseload of this court. He
said then: ‘‘I feel it is unfair to these
Court of Federal Claims nominees to
deny them a seat by bringing up this
point at this late date.’’ I hope that the
junior Senator from Arkansas will heed
these words and remove his objection
to an up or down vote on these nominees. If he personally does not believe
these judges need to be confirmed, he
can certainly vote against them.
The fact is that all five of these
nominees are impeccably qualified. One
of the nominees, Armando Bonilla,
would be the first Hispanic judge to
hold a seat on the court, but the junior
Senator from Arkansas objected. The
nominee is strongly endorsed by the
Hispanic National Bar Association and
has spent his entire career—now spanning over two decades—as an attorney
for the Department of Justice. He was
hired out of law school in the Department’s prestigious Honors Program,
and has risen to become the Associate
Deputy Attorney General in the Department.
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Another nominee, Jeri Somers, retired with the rank of lieutenant colonel in the U.S. Air Force, but the junior senator from Arkansas objected.
The nominee spent over two decades
serving first as a Judge Advocate General and then as a Military Judge in
the U.S. Air Force and the District of
Columbia’s Air National Guard. In 2007,
she became a Board judge with the U.S.
Civilian Board of Contract Appeals and
currently serves as its vice chair.
Mr. Bonilla and Ms. Somers are just
two of the five nominees being blocked
from consideration by one Senator.
Both of them have dedicated the majority of their careers in service to our
Nation. They deserve better than the
treatment they are receiving from this
Senate. I urge the Senate majority
leader to move to confirmation votes
on these well qualified nominees without further delay.
Since President Obama was sworn in
as President of the United States, I am
afraid Republicans have made it their
priority to obstruct nominations put
forward.
More than half a year into this new
Congress, the Republican leadership
has scheduled votes to confirm only
five judicial nominees. Let me contrast
that with the last 2 years of President
George W. Bush’s tenure. Democrats
had taken over the Senate majority. If
we treated Republican President Bush
that way the new Republican Senate
majority is treating Democratic President Obama only five judges would
have been confirmed by today in 2007.
Instead, we confirmed 25 district and
circuit court judges by July 23, 2007.
Let me say that again because I want
to make it clear that we would not
play politics with judges because they
are supposed to be outside of politics.
By this time in the last 2 years of
President Bush’s term, when I was
chairman of the Judiciary Committee,
we had moved 25 judges through the
process to confirmation. Today’s Republican leadership has allowed only
five of President Obama’s judicial
nominees to be confirmed.
In the last 2 years of President
Bush’s tenure the Democratic majority
moved 68 district and circuit judges
through the process to confirmation.
And today, we find Republicans objecting to even considering highly qualified men and women to these judgeships. In the last 2 years of the Reagan
term a Democratic majority confirmed
85 judges.
Twenty-five by this time in 2007, 68 in
all during the last 2 years of President
Bush’s term. Only five for President
Obama. Seventeen by this time in the
last 2 years of President Reagan’s
term, 85 in all. Only five for President
Obama.
You know all this does is politicize
the Federal judiciary. They are an
independent branch of government.
The Senate ought to be confirming
them. Let’s not have a double standard. We made it clear we would not do
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that with President Reagan and President Bush. We shouldn’t do it with
President Obama.
It is up to the majority leader and
the Senate Republicans to demonstrate
that they are not applying a double
standard that is solely driven by who
occupies the White House. The Senate
should be confirming these long delayed U.S. Court of Federal Claims
nominees and then proceeding to nine
other judicial nominees pending on the
Senate Executive Calendar.
I see my good friend on the floor.
I yield the floor.
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Mississippi.
Mr. WICKER. Mr. President, I rise to
talk about a very important amendment that Senator FEINSTEIN and I will
be offering to the transportation bill
when we move to consideration. That
vote may be around 2 a.m., and then
the clock will tick. But then at some
point on Sunday, I am hoping that we
will begin the process of considering
amendments and, chief among them,
should be the Feinstein-Wicker amendment to the bill regarding truck-length
increases. Our amendment would authorize the Secretary of Transportation to require a truck size-andweight study before promulgating a
rule to increase the minimum length
limitation for trucks.
Now I show to my colleagues and I
show to the Presiding Officer a poster.
What I am showing is a picture, a
drawing of what we call twin 33’s. This
is the tractor trailer. Here is a 33-foot
trailer, and here is another 33-foot
trailer tacked on to the back of that.
So twin 33’s are long trucks—longer
than is allowed in 39 States.
So far we have let the States make
the decision about whether to accept
these, and some 39 of our Federal
States have decided: No, we don’t want
trucks this long with the twin 33 trailers on them in our States.
Our amendment would accept that
decision on the part of the States. Our
decision would allow those 39 States to
continue to make that decision. Of
course, the States that want trucks
that long can make that decision
themselves.
Why are we having to offer such an
amendment on this highway and transportation bill? Because the Appropriations Committee, by a very close margin of some 16 yeses and 14 noes, has
decided otherwise. Unless we act as a
Senate, that legislation on the appropriations side of things will go forward
and will become the law of the land,
telling 39 States that they cannot
make their own decisions on twin 33’s.
So we would allow the States to continue to make this decision while the
Secretary of Transportation promulgates a full rule to increase the minimum length limitation.
I will tell you that preliminary information from the U.S. Department of
Transportation indicates that we don’t
need to go to mandatory twin 33’s. The
U.S. Department of Transportation has
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concluded there should be no change to
the current maximum truck length
limit allowed on Federal highways.
Their preliminary report goes on to
say: ‘‘The Department finds that the
current data limitations are so profound that no changes in the relevant
laws and regulations should be considered until these data limitations are
overcome.’’ So that is the counsel of
the U.S. Department of Transportation.
I will say that I am not always bound
by what the Federal departments say.
As a matter of fact, I would stress that
decisions are better made by the States
and State legislators, Governors, and
transportation commissions, but I do
think it is instructive that even these
people at the Federal level are counseling against this idea of a Federal
mandate to all 50 States that they
must move to the twin 33’s. So that is
the U.S. Department of Transportation.
Why is ROGER WICKER from Mississippi on the floor advocating for federalism and advocating for States
making their own decisions, basically
advocating against a Federal mandate
for these long trucks?
I will tell you. I started hearing from
folks. When this issue came before the
Appropriations Committee, a group of
people rose up and said: What are you
doing? What are you thinking, mandating this to all 50 States without
their consent?
So who is for the Feinstein-Wicker
amendment and opposed to mandatory
twin 33 trucks in all of our States? I
will tell you who is opposed to it—advocates for highway and auto safety.
AAA knows a little something about
getting around the United States of
America. AAA is for the FeinsteinWicker amendment. The National
Troopers Coalition knows a little
something about safety on the highways. They are opposed to mandatory
twin 33’s.
I will also tell you it is very interesting that as for the Mississippi
Trucking Association, you would think
every trucker would want to be for
this, make more money, and get to
haul more stuff. The Mississippi Trucking Association contacted our office
and said: We don’t want this. Senator
WICKER, other Members of the Senate
and the House, oppose this Federal
mandate that is about to come out of
the Appropriations Committee and
pass the Feinstein-Wicker amendment.
The Mississippi Trucking Association
is for our amendment and against twin
33’s, along with a host of other trucking associations from east to west and
from north to south.
I will tell you who else is opposed to
mandatory twin 33’s: the Mississippi
Sheriffs’ Association and a host of
other States’ sheriffs associations and
the Mississippi Association of Chiefs of
Police and a host of other State associations of chiefs of police.
Did I mention that the Illinois State
Senate unanimously passed a resolu-
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tion in support of what the FeinsteinWicker amendment would do and opposed mandatory twin 33’s. The Illinois
State Senate unanimously passed this
resolution saying to the Congress:
Leave it up to the State of Illinois. We
know what is best for our State when it
comes to infrastructure. We know what
is best for our State when it comes to
the safety of our citizens.
So it is people such as them. The
Mississippi Transportation Commission, or MDOT, has passed a unanimous
resolution asking us to oppose twin 33’s
on a mandatory basis.
Why are people so opposed to these?
They haul a whole lot more. Obviously,
some people would make a lot more
money if they could have this much
area in their trailers to haul things. So
why are people opposed to it?
Well, they are concerned about—for
one thing—wear and tear on our Nation’s infrastructure. We are going to
pass a bill, I hope, in a few days and
send it over to the House. We hope we
get it sent to the President on a bipartisan basis, and we want to build some
more highways. We want to strengthen
our bridges. Everyone within the sound
of my voice knows we need to do that.
It is a question of how to come up with
the money, but the last thing we need
to do is to authorize—not authorize,
mandate—something that is going to
cause more wear and tear and that 39
States don’t want because of the wear
and tear.
Also, estimates are that this forced
mandate, if it comes from Washington,
DC—if the Feinstein-Wicker amendment or something like it doesn’t
pass—will cost about $1.2 billion to $1.8
billion per year in additional funding
because of the pavement damage. It
just doesn’t stand to reason that you
can mandate this sort of additional
truck length on the highways without
more damage to the highways. It
makes sense, and we have statistics to
prove it.
Also, it is a matter of public safety.
I will tell you that not every interstate
in my State of Mississippi is exactly
straight and narrow. We have some
hills, and we have places where the
curves are less desirable than I would
like them to be. We are told that stopping distances are going to increase if
we mandate this sort of thing on the 50
States. There are longer stopping distances for double 33’s than the truck
configuration we currently have on the
roads in the United States of America.
The double 33 trailers in some studies
took 22 feet longer to stop than the
current double 28’s with normal operating brakes.
I have four grandchildren in Mississippi. I have two daughters with
small children, two sons-in-law in Mississippi, and they are driving up and
down these highways. I would just as
soon they not have to compete on the
roads, on those curves.
On Waterworks Curve in Jackson,
MS, I would rather my three grandchildren not be in a van with a twin 33
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trying to pass them. I just don’t think
it is safe for my children and my
grandchildren, and the State governments in 39 States apparently agree. If
they decide they disagree, they have
that right.
Also, I think that Senator FEINSTEIN
and I, with our amendment, are standing up for small business. Do you know
who can afford a twin 33 tractor-trailer
rig, double 33’s? The big guys. The big
companies. You know their names.
They can afford to do this. And certainly one can understand why they
would think it would be better for their
business.
But I will tell you there is a reason
why the Mississippi Trucking Association is opposed to this. They do not
have the money to convert to a bunch
of twin 33 double trailers. They would
rather not do this. As a matter of fact,
this Federal mandate—if Congress decides to do this, and I certainly hope
we don’t; I hope we don’t think we are
so smart we can mandate this on 50
States—is going to put some small
truckers out of business. That is why
the Mississippi Truckers Association
passed a resolution. That is why they
have contacted me.
And I will tell you this, Mr. President. While the American Trucking Association says they are for these twin
33’s, the individual members of the
ATA—the American Trucking Association—have come to me and said: Thank
you, Senator WICKER, for standing up
for our interests because we are small
businesses and we can’t afford to get in
this competition. It will run us out of
business to have to go out and make a
capital investment.
I would also make an argument just
in the name of federalism. There is a
reason we have 50 States. And, you
know, my Republican Party won an
election in November and we won control of this body. One of the things we
have said as Republicans is that we
don’t think all the wisdom resides here
in Washington, DC. We don’t like a lot
of Federal mandates; we like States
making decisions.
We made a bold statement last week
that States should make their own decisions and school boards locally
should make their own decisions with
regard to education. I voted for that. I
applaud that. It didn’t go as far as
many on this side would have perhaps
wanted, but we made a strong statement that we wouldn’t have a national
education school board policy; we
would move more of the decisionmaking back to the States. So why on
Earth, a week and a half or 2 weeks
later, would we make a decision here in
Washington, DC, that we know more
about how to take care of infrastructure; that we know more about truck
lengths and more about safety for our
children and grandchildren here in
Washington, DC, than State legislatures do? I just don’t think we will do
that.
I urge my colleagues, while we have
some time to debate, to get down to
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the floor. Let’s talk about this issue.
We will be standing in quorum calls
and recesses subject to the call of the
Chair for perhaps most of this weekend. We have time to debate this issue
now and for the few moments it takes
Sunday or Monday or Tuesday or
whenever we actually vote on this. We
are entitled to a vote, Mr. President,
on this germane amendment. And this
is germane. It is not something extraneous, dealing with social issues or
Planned Parenthood or any number of
nongermane issues that I am sympathetic with. This is a transportation
issue. It is germane to the bill. The
Senate needs to work its will on this
issue. It needs to go over to the House
and they need to work their will.
I think that once we think about
this, I would say to the Presiding Officer and to the rest of my colleagues, we
will make the decision that we ought
to leave this issue up to the States.
There is a reason 39 States don’t want
to do this, in their considered opinion.
We ought to respect that decision. We
ought to do it in the name of federalism, in the name of the States having the right to do things a little differently in each State if they want to,
in the name of safety, in the name of
infrastructure, and in the name of fairness.
I thank Senator FEINSTEIN for joining with me on this bipartisan amendment, and I urge my colleagues, when
the time comes—after the brief debate
on the floor on this issue has occurred—to vote yes in favor of the
Feinstein-Wicker amendment.
Mr. President, I yield the floor to my
friend.
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Oregon.
(The remarks of Mr. MERKLEY pertaining to the introduction of S. 1858
are printed in today’s RECORD under
‘‘Statements on Introduced Bills and
Joint Resolutions.’’)
The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. CASSIDY). The Senator from Kansas.
Mr. ROBERTS. Mr. President, I call
up the Roberts amendment for consideration.
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senate is on a motion to proceed. Amendments are not in order.
Mr. ROBERTS. Mr. President, when
it is in order and I call up the Roberts
amendment for consideration, I will
thank my colleagues Senators ALEXANDER, BURR, CORNYN, COTTON, GARDNER, RISCH, SASSE, BOOZMAN, and
TILLIS for joining me on this amendment.
Today we ask our fellow colleagues
to stand with us to protect the U.S.
economy from $3.2 billion in retaliatory tariffs being applied to our exports to Canada and Mexico every
year—every year.
A recent ruling from the World Trade
Organization found, for the fourth and
final time, that our Country of Origin
Labeling Program for meat—or what
the acronym says is COOL, to which it
is often referred—that this labeling
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program violates our trade agreements
with our two closest trading partners.
This debate isn’t about the merits of
a particular labeling program or our
opinions about how our beef or pork or
chicken should be sold. No, this debate
is about a simple fact, and facts are
stubborn things.
Whether you support COOL or whether you oppose COOL, the fact is that
retaliation is coming unless the Senate
acts to stop this program that the WTO
has found to be discriminatory.
Over the years, this body has attempted many times to craft a workable COOL Program for all stakeholders while still living up to our
international trade obligations. Congress, through directives in the 2002
farm bill and the 2008 farm bill, required the establishment of COOL for
meat. Through regulations issued in
2009 and revised in 2013, the Department of Agriculture made several attempts to implement a workable and
WTO-compliant COOL Program. However, as I mentioned earlier, again and
again the WTO ruled in favor of Canada
and Mexico. On four occasions—four—
our trade regulator ruled that the U.S.
policy did not live up to our international trade obligations and disadvantaged our best trading partners,
Canada and Mexico.
Some have suggested we should salvage this labeling program by once
again making more changes. However,
simply changing certain aspects of the
program will not prevent the $3.2 billion in retaliation from damaging our
economy. Don’t take my word for it.
Here is a statement, issued just today,
from the Canadian Government, which
will determine whether retaliation on
U.S. products will take effect in the
near future: ‘‘The only acceptable outcome remains for the United States to
repeal COOL or face $3 billion in annual retaliation.’’
I have worked with many of my colleagues over the years and over the
last few weeks to craft a solution that
meets the needs of all stakeholders.
However, after all of our work, it is
clear that to protect our economy—to
ensure Canada and Mexico drop their
pursuit of retaliation on U.S. exports—
we must first take up the House-passed
bill repealing COOL, a bipartisan bill
that received 300 votes in the House of
Representatives.
The damages Canada and Mexico are
seeking are immense—over $3.2 billion
in sanctions on U.S. products is probable if we do not repeal COOL—and
these are not just agriculture products
in the crosshairs. Products including
beef, pork, cherries, and ethanol—repeat, and ethanol—wine, orange juice,
jewelry, even mattresses, furniture,
and parts for heating appliances are
just some of the targets of Canadian retaliation. Mexico has yet to finalize
their list, but we expect it to be just as
damaging.
California alone has $4 billion in exports to Canada at risk. Florida, Illinois, Iowa, Michigan, Minnesota, New
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Jersey, New York, Pennsylvania,
Texas, Washington, and Wisconsin each
have roughly $1 billion in exports from
their State at risk from the Canadian
retaliation alone.
I remind my colleagues that again
today Canada released a statement in
response to legislation authored by
others that reaffirmed their position:
‘‘The U.S. Senate must follow the lead
of the House of Representatives and
put forward legislation that repeals
COOL once and for all.’’
Now, I must emphasize to my colleagues that retaliation is fast approaching and the responsibility sits
squarely on our shoulders to avoid it.
Regardless of what farm groups, the
Department of Agriculture, or the
USTR say or regardless of what some
Members would like, Canada and Mexico—and only Canada and Mexico—
have the ability to halt retaliation.
So this takes me back to the beginning of my statement: It doesn’t matter if you support COOL or if you oppose COOL, you cannot ignore the fact
that retaliation is imminent and that
we must avoid it.
Repeal of mandatory COOL is necessary to protect the U.S. economy
from damaging sanctions, and our
amendment will accomplish just that.
I urge my colleagues to adopt the
amendment.
I suggest the absence of a quorum.
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
clerk will call the roll.
The legislative clerk proceeded to
call the roll.
Mr. ROBERTS. Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent that the order for
the quorum call be rescinded.
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, it is so ordered.
Mr. ROBERTS. Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent that the ‘‘Statement from Ministers Ritz and Fast on
Senator STABENOW’s Proposed Bill to
amend U.S. Country of Origin Labelling (COOL)’’ be printed in the RECORD.
There being no objection, the material was ordered to be printed in the
RECORD, as follows:
(From Agriculture and Agri-Food Canada,
July 23, 2015]
STATEMENT FROM MINISTERS RITZ AND FAST
ON SENATOR STABENOW’S PROPOSED BILL TO
AMEND U.S. COUNTRY OF ORIGIN LABELING
(COOL)
(By Agriculture Minister Gerry Ritz and
International Trade Minister Ed Fast)
Senator Stabenow’s (COOL) 2.0 fails to address Canada’s concerns and would continue
to undermine our integrated North American
supply chains. By continuing the segregation
of and discrimination against Canadian cattle and hogs, Senator Stabenow’s measure
will harm farmers, ranchers, packers, retailers and consumers on both sides of the border. This is contrary to successive World
Trade Organization (WTO) decisions that
have clearly ruled in Canada’s favor.
The U.S. Senate must follow the lead of
the House of Representatives and put forward legislation that repeals COOL once and
for all.
The only acceptable outcome remains for
the United States to repeal COOL or face $3B
in annual retaliation.
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Canada will continue to stand up for the
rights of our cattle and hog producers to ensure this harm is ended and to restore the
value of our highly integrated North American livestock market.

Mr. ROBERTS. Mr. President, I suggest the absence of a quorum.
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
clerk will call the roll.
The legislative clerk proceeded to
call the roll.
Mrs. CAPITO. Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent that the order for
the quorum call be rescinded.
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, it is so ordered.
Mrs. CAPITO. Mr. President, I rise in
strong support of the DRIVE Act. I
commend Chairman INHOFE and Ranking Member BOXER for their bipartisan
work on this bill that passed out of the
Environment and Public Works Committee with a unanimous vote.
A long-term highway solution such
as the DRIVE Act will provide our
States with the certainty they need to
advance
major
road
and
bridge
projects. Passing a 6-year bill would be
a great achievement for this Congress,
especially in the context of our recent
history, and I am hopeful we will seize
this opportunity.
Several years ago, as a member of
the House Transportation Committee, I
strongly supported the last long-term
highway bill that helped support major
roads in West Virginia and around the
country.
The 2005 highway bill was extended 10
separate times—10 times—between 2009
and 2012. During that period, States
were only assured Federal funding for a
period of weeks or months, making
lasting improvements to our highway
infrastructure difficult, and it shows.
As we saw between 2009 and 2012, several short-term extensions resulted in
fewer and more costly fixes. In 2012, we
passed MAP–21 to reauthorize the highway program for 2 years. I served as a
conferee on that legislation.
MAP–21 was a strong bipartisan
achievement that included a number of
important
reforms
to
streamline
project delivery and help States complete their projects more efficiently
and economically, but ultimately
MAP–21 was a 2-year bill.
Since MAP–21, we have had more of
the same: short-term extension after
short-term extension. The recent history shows how significant this opportunity we have is. We have before us a
bipartisan, fiscally responsible bill
that will provide the certainty our
States need to improve the Nation’s
highway system for several years.
I am encouraged by the bipartisan
vote we saw last night to move to debate, and I hope my colleagues will
continue to work together to drive
that DRIVE Act into law.
West Virginians rely heavily, as do
most people around the country, on
roads, bridges, and highways to fuel
our economy, to access hard-to-reach
places in our State, to get to and from
work, and to transport goods and serv-
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ices. West Virginians understand the
need for a long-term highway bill.
Nearly one-third of our State’s major
roads are currently in poor condition.
The Federal Highway Administration
has listed 960 West Virginia bridges as
structurally deficient. We have quite a
few bridges in our State because of our
beautiful mountains.
The DRIVE Act will increase funding
for maintaining and repairing these
bridges. The bill prioritizes maintenance of our major roads, helping to
address the current state of disrepair
on highways across this country.
This is a statistic of which, quite
frankly, I was jarred by the number.
Each West Virginia motorist pays an
average of $575 a year in extra maintenance costs due to the poor road conditions. The DRIVE Act will help our
States address maintenance and repair,
meaning safer and less costly trips for
our drivers, but the biggest thing is the
certainty that comes from a long-term
highway bill. It is important for not
only the maintenance aspect, but it is
most important to advance new
projects. Large highway projects are
expensive multiyear endeavors.
States can’t plan for the future based
on funding commitments for a week or
a month. Whether the issue is relieving
congestion and improving access to
rural communities to fuel economic development or moving freight across the
country, the DRIVE Act will help the
most important projects move forward.
In West Virginia, U.S. Route 35 in
Putnam and Mason Counties is one of
our most critical projects. It is an important freight link for the goods moving from the Southeast to the Midwest,
but it has been two lanes for a very
long time. It was one of the most dangerous roads that interstate truck traffic shared.
Thanks in part to the 2005 bill I
talked about, the majority of Route 35
is now a four-lane highway, and our
State efforts to complete the remaining 14 miles are well underway, but the
DRIVE Act will aid efforts to get that
project across the finish line. It will
also help us build Corridor H for residents in Central and Eastern West Virginia, an important part of the Appalachian Development Highway System.
When this road is completed, it will
link counties in Central West Virginia
with the Interstate 81 corridor, improving safety and providing economic development opportunities for our communities.
Whether it is Route 35, Corridor H,
the King Coal Highway, Coal Fields Expressway
or
other
high-priority
projects across our State, States need
that certainty that is going to come
from a dedicated Federal investment to
move forward. That is what a longterm highway bill does while creating
jobs for our construction workers.
According to the Contractors Association of West Virginia, construction
and employment in my State fell by
11.3 percent between November of 2013
and November of 2014. That is 1 year.
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Passing a highway bill that supports
investment in our roads and bridges
will put these men and women back to
work.
Reauthorizing our highway program
for 6 years would be reason enough, in
my opinion, to strongly support the
DRIVE Act. I want to highlight another part of this bill that is important
to my State. It reauthorizes the Appalachian Regional Commission through
2021. West Virginia is the only State
whose boundaries fall entirely within
the commission’s boundaries.
Earlier this year, the commission
marked its 50th anniversary of leading
efforts to fight poverty and improve
the quality of life in the Appalachian
region. Over that period, poverty in the
Appalachian region has been cut in
half, and the percentage of residents
over 25 with college degrees has nearly
tripled, but there is much more work
to be done.
The
DRIVE
Act
authorizes
a
broadband
deployment
initiative
through the ARC to help increase access to high-speed internet—a problem
in rural America—in support of distance learning, telemedicine, and business development.
Reauthorizing the ARC and bringing
broadband to small, economically distressed communities will help bring
jobs to West Virginia. The ARC provides important support for health
care, education, and infrastructure programs, and I am pleased the DRIVE
Act will allow the commission to continue its efforts for the next 6 years.
Now is the time to move our transportation system forward and meet the
needs of our growing population, ensure safety for travelers, and promote
growth in areas that struggle economically. The Senate has the opportunity
to make a real and positive difference
for all Americans by passing the
DRIVE Act.
I ask my colleagues on both sides of
the aisle to support this important legislation.
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Ohio.
Mr. PORTMAN. Mr. President, as we
have been talking about fixing our Nation’s infrastructure, I want to raise a
concern I had with one of the potential
ways in which we are talking about
paying for it. That is by using funds
out of what is called the Hardest Hit
Fund.
Over the years, I have worked in my
State of Ohio and around the country
to help deal with this issue of abandoned homes. We are all concerned
about communities that have blighted
properties because they tend to be
magnets for crime, for drugs, and for
other illegal activity. It turns out that
one of the best ways to increase home
values in some of the blighted neighborhoods around our country and in my
home State of Ohio is to actually take
these abandoned homes, tear them
down, and have that property be used
for other purposes, whether it is new
development, a community garden or
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whether it is simply razing the property to ensure that homes in the neighborhood are not affected negatively by
those home values going down.
There is a lot of information out
there about this now because many
States have become active in doing it,
and it appears it is working. In other
words, home values are increasing,
sometimes dramatically, by taking
down these blighted properties. I think,
perhaps inadvertently, Members of this
body who are looking at ways to pay
for the highway trust fund extension
decided that the Hardest Hit Fund was
the place to look. There is no question
there has been a GAO report about
some aspects of this fund and how it
has been used, where there might be
need for reform, maybe significant reform, but this one area of dealing with
blighted properties is one we need to be
very careful with.
Main Streets across our country are
looking to us right now in the U.S.
Senate to ensure that we don’t overreach, and trying to find funding for infrastructure, in effect, creates more
problems in those neighborhoods. In
my home State of Ohio, we have nearly
80,000 dangerous abandoned homes. One
of the best things that you can do to
address public safety in tumbling home
values in those neighborhoods is to demolish these structures. By the way,
some of the data that we have from cities in my home State of Ohio says they
cost neighbors up to 80 percent of their
value.
We have also seen that first responders sometimes are at risk when these
homes are subject to arson and other
crimes. Sadly, we lost a firefighter in
one of these homes in Ohio because of
arson.
I remember touring some of these
abandoned homes in Toledo, OH, where
I got to witness one of the homes being
torn down. I have done the same thing
in Warren, OH, and I have done the
same thing in other communities
around our State. I have done the same
thing in Toledo with the mayor. As we
were talking to neighbors, I asked the
neighbor who was right next to one of
the homes being torn down, how do you
feel about this? She said what other
neighbors have told me on other opportunities that I have had to go into
these communities and talk about
abandoned homes. She said: Well, it
will be better because there is less
blight and there is less crime. We have
a concern because this abandoned home
is being used by drug dealers. But she
also said: You know, ROB, I live right
next to this home. There are only a few
feet that separated these two homes.
She said: I have three kids at home.
Every night when I went to bed, I was
worried about what might happen, that
an arsonist would light this home on
fire, as has been done throughout the
city of Toledo and other cities with
abandoned homes, and that my kids
would be at risk.
This is something that is working. I
am concerned that if we do not take
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this into account as we look at how to
pay for this infrastructure bill, we will
make the situation worse rather than
better.
One way we are getting at this in my
home State of Ohio and around the
country is land banks. In some of the
hardest hit States, manufacturing
States like Ohio and Michigan got to
work attacking this issue. The resources they need to demolish these
properties in order to help struggling
neighborhoods recover come in part
from the Hardest Hit Fund.
In Ohio we now have 24 land banks. I
think there are six more in formation.
By the end of the year, we expect to
have at least 30 county land banks in
Ohio.
After visiting some of these neighborhoods that are impacted by these
homes and walking the streets with
local officials in 2013, I authored a bill
called the Neighborhood Safety Act. It
was a companion bill to a bipartisan
House effort that was led by some Ohio
Members of Congress, including DAVE
JOYCE, MARCY KAPTUR, and MARCIA
FUDGE. Our legislation called for the
Hardest Hit Fund to be used for demolition purposes.
After we pushed for this and pushed
aggressively, this important change
was made. It provided nearly $66 million to my State of Ohio to deal with
these thousands of abandoned homes
we talked about. I know the State of
Michigan also received a significant
part of the Hardest Hit Fund for these
purposes, as did other States. Again, I
am concerned about this potential payfor in the legislation that could take
away some of these funds, which are
critical for doing this important work.
I have been in touch with the land
banks in Ohio. I am talking to the Ohio
Housing Finance Agency to determine
what is the best path forward to protect these funds. We are working right
now with the committee leadership to
see if we can modify the language in
the underlying bill. I know it is something that is a concern to Senator STABENOW because I spoke to her about it
earlier today, as well as my colleague
from Ohio Senator BROWN.
I don’t know what we are going to do
going forward. We may need to offer an
amendment to change the language. I
am hopeful we can have this be part of
a managers’ amendment. Again, dealing with these abandoned, blighted
homes is a public safety concern. It is
a huge concern for local officials, local
officials in my home State whom I
have talked to, been on the streets
with, but also local officials across our
country. We have to protect these
funds for the communities that so desperately need them.
I wish to particularly thank a friend
back home, Jim Rokakis, director of
the Thriving Communities Initiative at
the Western Reserve Land Conservancy. He has done excellent work
highlighting issues in Ohio and has
helped to bring people together.
I hope we will be able to resolve this
issue in a managers’ amendment, but if
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not, I do intend to offer an amendment,
and I hope that amendment can be supported on a bipartisan basis to ensure
that we are not, perhaps inadvertently,
taking away this tool that we are using
every day to make our neighborhoods
safer and to improve home values for
the people we represent.
The final point I wish to make about
the underlying legislation is that it
also includes very important language
that reforms our regulatory system—
specifically, our permitting system.
For years now, people have been talking about the fact that America is a
place where it is hard to building something. In fact, it has gotten to the
point that one international survey
that is widely respected has said that
America has fallen to No. 41 in the
world in terms of the ease of doing
business as it relates to green-lighting
a project. Think of a commercial building, road or bridge being built or an energy project, whether it is solar, wind
or oil and gas.
What we are finding out is that it is
so hard to build something in America,
that some of these funds are going
somewhere else. Sometimes in foreign
capitals, as we visit as congressional
delegations, we see a lot of cranes and
a lot of activity. Part of that is because these funds are not coming to
this country because it takes so long to
build something and to get the permits, and there is so much uncertainty
and the capital is not patient enough.
There is more legal liability here than
in so many other countries. So being
No. 41 in the world has led to our having fewer good-paying construction
jobs here in this country.
As a result of this concern, over the
last 3 years, I worked with my colleagues on both sides of the aisle to
draft commonsense legislation to speed
up the permitting process, while still
ensuring that we go through a regulatory process that includes an environmental review and other reviews.
This legislation streamlines the process and requires one Federal agency to
be accountable, which is not the case
now. It deals with some of the issues
that we have now. For instance, you
may have as many as 35 different Federal permits on an energy project just
to get the project going.
It also helps with regard to legal liability. With regard to the statute of
limitations, instead of having it run 6
years after the final environmental review, we limited that to 2 years, which
is plenty of time to bring a lawsuit.
Some have found that the 6-year statute of limitations makes it very difficult to find investors.
This is an important part of the legislation that we are dealing with as
part of the highway trust fund. It is
part of this infrastructure bill and will
not only provide more funding for our
highways and roads but will also ensure that we can move forward with
more of these projects more quickly
and use the money for efficiently.
This legislation has been supported
broadly across the aisle. It was re-
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ported out of our committee—the governmental affairs committee—earlier
this year with a strong bipartisan vote.
I believe the vote was 12 to 1. It is supported by the U.S. Chamber of Commerce and also by the AFL–CIO Building Trades Council. They feel strongly
about it for all the right reasons. They
want to bring back some jobs. A lot of
construction jobs that were lost during
the financial crisis have yet to come
back. This will help.
I commend the authors of the underlying legislation for including my bill
as part of the underlying bill. I sure
hope it stays in the bill because it is
the right thing to do for taxpayers, it
is the right thing to do to get projects
moving, and, of course, it is the right
thing to do to create more jobs at a
time when all of us continue to be disappointed by the recovery, which is one
of the weakest recoveries we have ever
seen in the history of our country.
I thank the Presiding Officer for allowing me to talk about an issue that
is of concern; that is, that the Hardest
Hit Fund does an excellent job in our
communities with regard to abandoned
homes. We have to be careful that we
not pull the rug out from under these
organizations that are doing a terrific
job helping to make our communities
safer and helping to increase home values.
Again, I wish to commend those who
have included in this legislation our
permitting
bill.
Senator
CLAIRE
MCCASKILL from Missouri and I have
worked on this for 3 years. It is good
bipartisan legislation. It makes sense
in order to get America back to work
and building things again. It will help
in terms of the highway funding by
making sure that funding goes further,
and it will also help in terms of all
sorts of construction of other projects,
such as energy projects, commercial
buildings, and other infrastructure.
With that, I yield to my colleague.
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Minnesota.
Mr. FRANKEN. Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent to speak for up to
10 minutes as in morning business.
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, it is so ordered.
OVERTIME PAY

Mr. FRANKEN. Mr. President, I rise
today to talk about the Department of
Labor’s proposal to provide overtime
pay to more Americans, a step that
could affect as many as 90,000 middleclass workers in Minnesota and nearly
5 million around the country.
Right now, if someone makes more
than $450 a week, or about $24,000 a
year, there is a very good chance they
don’t qualify for overtime pay, and
that is below the current poverty line
for a family of four. The newly proposed regulations would raise that
level to $970 a week, or about $50,000
annually. That means that a salaried
worker earning less than that amount
will be able to benefit from overtime
pay regardless of the duties that he or
she performs. This change would ben-

PO 00000

Frm 00016

Fmt 0624

Sfmt 0634

efit an enormous number of Americans
whose wages have remained virtually
unchanged while the cost of education,
childcare, and retirement have risen
steadily over the past decade.
Last month, we saw the 64th straight
month of private sector job growth
since the Great Depression. Our economy overall is getting stronger, but
too much of that prosperity is going to
people at the top. Middle-class families
and those aspiring to be in the middle
class simply are not reaping the benefits. In fact, America’s wealth gap between middle-income and upper-income
families is at its highest level—the
gap—since 1983. The gap between the
highest and lowest earners is at its
greatest since before the Great Depression. This kind of inequality is not just
bad for those workers. It is bad for our
economy as a whole, which is strongest
when we have a thriving middle class.
Overtime protections were first
passed as part of the Fair Labor Standards Act of 1938 in the midst of the
Great Depression, when the economy
was far worse off than it is now. It was
passed as a way to protect workers
from abusive employers and lay the
groundwork to rebuild the middle
class. While overtime protections have
been a staple of the American economy, they no longer reach many of the
workers they were intended to help.
Just look at the trends. In 1975, overtime covered 62 percent of full-time
salaried workers, including a majority
of people with college degrees. Today
only 8 percent of workers are eligible
for overtime, which is an especially
alarming statistic since hourly wages
for the average worker have remained
flat in real dollars since 1979. That is
why in January of this year I joined
several of my colleagues in pushing
President Obama to update these outdated overtime rules. We asked the
President to allow more working people to qualify for overtime and to index
those earnings, that threshold, to keep
up with inflation so that future generations of American workers could reap
the benefits of their hard work. I am
glad the administration agreed. These
proposed rules will help put more
money in the pockets of those who
work longer hours or provide incentive
to employers to hire more workers or
increase the hours of part-time workers and help strengthen the economy.
These rules will allow workers to spend
their new-found earnings and spur further economic growth. They will help
grow our shrinking middle class, which
is the backbone of our economy, and
help create a pathway for those who
want to become a part of the middle
class. It is vital that we support this
proposal to guarantee overtime pay to
millions of more Americans.
I thank the Presiding Officer, and I
suggest the absence of a quorum.
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
clerk will call the roll.
The bill clerk proceeded to call the
roll.
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Mr. HOEVEN. Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent that the order for
the quorum call be rescinded.
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, it is so ordered.
Mr. HOEVEN. Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent to speak as in
morning business for up to 10 minutes.
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, it is so ordered.
(The remarks of Mr. HOEVEN pertaining to the introduction of S. 1844
are printed in today’s RECORD under
‘‘Statements on Introduced Bills and
Joint Resolutions.’’)
Mr. HOEVEN. I yield the floor.
I suggest the absence of a quorum.
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
clerk will call the roll.
The bill clerk proceeded to call the
roll.
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Connecticut.
Mr. BLUMENTHAL. Mr. President, I
ask unanimous consent that the order
for the quorum call be rescinded.
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, it is so ordered.
Mr. BLUMENTHAL. Mr. President,
as I watch this great deliberative body
move toward a transportation bill, I
sometimes feel as though I am watching an impending train wreck or a car
crash because on the issue of safety
this bill reflects a tragic, unfortunate,
unforgivable missed opportunity. If we
authorize this transportation measure,
which is vitally important to the future of our Nation and will help drive
economic growth and create jobs, we
will miss the opportunity to make our
roads and rails safer, more reliable, and
more resilient for our economy and
quality of life. We are missing an opportunity to, in effect, save lives.
Anyone who has opened the morning
newspaper and read about a derailment—whether in Bridgeport, Rikers
Island, the Bronx, NY, or Philadelphia—causing injuries, deaths, loss of
both life and property, can ask, understandably, why can’t they do something? Anybody who discovers a used
car bought by a friend or a relative or
oneself rife with recalls and the need
for repairs can justifiably ask, why
can’t they do something? Anybody who
has had a near miss on the highway
with an 80,000-pound truck going 75
miles an hour because there is a tired
truckdriver under pressure from an
owner or because there are two 33length rigs can justifiably ask, why
haven’t they done something? The answer is because the Senate is missing
an opportunity now, this year, on this
bill.
I spend a lot of time driving Connecticut’s roads and seeing firsthand
how all of these vital forms of transportation—railroad, bridges, ports, and
airports—are in need of investment.
The latest example and evidence is
from a report released today—it is
called the ‘‘TRIP report’’—in New
Haven finding that 45 percent of roads
there are in poor condition and that
the cost to drivers is $707 a year in re-
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pairs. That is real money. The roads
are in very bad condition—45 percent of
them—in the New Haven area alone.
And the ‘‘TRIP report’’ ought to be a
powerful reminder of the need for robust and enduring investment.
I wrote to the writers and drafters of
the bill before us asking for a good bill
that makes the kind of investment we
need to respond to the needs that are
reflected in the ‘‘TRIP report,’’ which
is in the range of billions of dollars a
year, but this measure provides to Connecticut only about $500 million a
year—a pittance compared to what the
need is in Connecticut.
According to the American Society
of Civil Engineers and the Federal
Highway
Administration,
keeping
roads and rail reliable and safe means
investment. Creating jobs means investment. Driving the economy forward means investment. All of those
goals can be served by a robust and
adequate investment.
I urged that the bill cover the full 6
years. Instead, this bill really is a mirage of what is necessary. The bill before us fails to provide a long-term and
robust plan to meet the priorities for
our Nation’s transportation infrastructure. Major construction projects, such
as building the I–84/Route 8 highway
interchange in Waterbury, known as
the Mixmaster, and replacing the
Aetna Viaduct portions of I–84 in Hartford, will take years to complete. This
bill provides only the illusion of a longterm authorization, backed only by 3
years of dedicated funding for highways and no—let me repeat—no dedicated funding for critical infrastructure investment in our Nation’s commuter railroads.
When the American people discover
what is in this bill, they are going to
again say: Why can’t they do something? Why can’t they do something
better than this train wreck and car
collision of a bill?
I voted against the motion to proceed
to this bill because of its failure to provide a path forward and this bill’s failure to provide a reliable funding source
for the commuter rail systems millions
of Americans depend on every day and
its failure to address our country’s ongoing crisis in transportation safety.
We have seen the evidence of safety
failure in a variety of tragic instances—in Philadelphia, in Westchester County, where a collision at a
grade crossing killed six people; a derailment in the Bronx that killed four;
a train on the wrong track that struck
and killed a worker in West Haven;
and, of course, the derailment in
Bridgeport that injured more than 70
people.
Positive train control would help prevent these kinds of tragedies. It is a
technology similar to GPS—not much
more
complicated—that
monitors
track conditions and speeds and helps
trains slow or stop before there is a
collision or derailment. It is not a new
or novel or original, untested technology; it has been around for years.
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This bill fails to bring our railroads
into the latest 20th-century technology, not to mention the 21st-century technology that positive train
control offers.
The Northeast Corridor is in urgent
need of at least $570 million per year to
enable a decent and adequate state of
repair, to give railroads a realistic
chance of implementing lifesaving
positive train control technology, and
to improve safety at rail grade crossings. That is money which can’t be created by a mirage or an illusion in a bill
like this one. The national infrastructure safety and investment grants program was designed to provide this level
of support. If Congress were to dedicate
the necessary funding from the highway trust fund, it could be done, but
Congress is ignoring this fundamental
need.
On our roads, American bus and
truck drivers perform an essential
service and they work hard at it, but
their industry also has well-documented safety issues. Unfortunately,
this legislation creates additional hurdles for the Federal Motor Carrier
Safety Administration to promulgate
rules and to address safety issues.
Rather than making the world safer, it
actually enables more danger.
The bill before us allows 18-year-olds
to sit behind the wheel of an 80,000pound truck going 75 miles an hour—
with no requirement to get rest—to
drive 75 miles an hour not only within
the State but across State lines.
The bill allows giant twin 33’s—new
to our roads—to be driven across State
lines, putting drivers at risk and further degrading our highway system.
The bill eviscerates rules on how
much rest truckdrivers must take.
That rest is essential to safety.
I sought to strike and modify these
damaging provisions in committee, and
I urged my colleagues to support essential safety reforms, but unfortunately
those calls went unheeded.
Over the last 2 years, the commerce
committee has had a tragic front-row
seat—a unique insight into the tragedies that pile up when safety is ignored. Our national safety regulators
all too commonly look the other way
when auto companies, for example,
conceal information to protect profits
over human life.
I appreciate the work of Senator
BOXER, who has stripped the most offensive provisions out of the title governing the National Highway Traffic
Safety Administration. That title no
longer limits grants for the prevention
of drunk driving, for example. Unfortunately, it still contains unacceptable
loopholes.
Due to the GM ignition coverup and
the Takata airbag crisis, there are currently an unprecedented 64 million cars
on the road today that are under safety
recall. Let me repeat that number.
There are 64 million cars on the road
today that are under safety recall.
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That is 25 percent of the total 250 million cars in America. To say this number is unprecedented fails to do it justice.
Along with a number of my colleagues, particularly Senator MARKEY,
I advocated numerous policy changes
to ensure accountability for these
problems and make them less likely in
the future—not just to punish but to
protect. I would like to focus on two
that are particularly urgent.
First, many of the cars that have
been recalled are 10 or more years old
and in the hands of their second or
third owners. There needs to be a provision that says to these car dealers
that when a car is in a recall, they
have an obligation to notify a new
owner and, in fact, to repair the car.
Second, as we learned in the case of
GM, Federal prosecutors simply lack
legal tools to file criminal charges
against companies for knowingly concealing information about defects that
can kill. Deliberate coverup and concealment of deadly defects should be
punishable criminally, as it is in other
industries where the stakes are similar. We know that employees at GM
were aware of dangerous safety defects
but chose to remain silent or, in fact,
mislead authorities, leading to hundreds of injuries and deaths.
This measure and the DRIVE Act do
nothing to hold manufacturers or their
corporate officers criminally responsible when they knowingly fail to disclose those risks. Even after the defects are discovered, this bill lacks the
teeth to ensure that wrongdoing is not
repeated. Their civil penalty authority
for safety violations is currently
capped at $35 million. The DRIVE Act
leaves these fines at just a pittance
compared to the revenue of GM—less
than the cost of doing business. Safety
fines need to be meaningful rather than
a pittance, less than the cost of doing
business. Congress must remove this
cap and ensure that safety penalties
provide a meaningful deterrent to
wrongdoing. Even at $70 million, it is a
pittance compared to GM, which made
$156 billion in 2014.
Americans deserve better than another 6 years of crashes, bridge collapses, accidents that are preventable,
and they need protection to stop it. I
hope my colleagues will join me to implement reforms now and take strong
steps to build and maintain a transportation system worthy of the greatest,
strongest country in the history of the
world.
For our economy, we can create jobs.
For our quality of life, we can ensure
quality and convenience. For our safety, we can prevent tragedy. We can do
better with a transportation system
that keeps people safe.
Thank you, Mr. President.
I yield the floor.
I suggest the absence of a quorum.
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
clerk will call the roll.
The bill clerk proceeded to call the
roll.
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Mr. PERDUE. Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent that the order for
the quorum call be rescinded.
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, it is so ordered.
Mr. PERDUE. Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent to speak as in
morning business for up to 15 minutes.
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, it is so ordered.
NUCLEAR AGREEMENT WITH IRAN

Mr. PERDUE. Mr. President, I rise
today to talk about a very important
topic for our country, the future of our
kids, and the future of our kids’ kids.
This morning I was in a Foreign Relations hearing about Iran. It is pretty
obvious that the administration has
decided once again that our democratic
values and procedures are just too high
of a hurdle to clear. Instead of keeping
its promise to the American people and
following the pledge it made to Congress just a few months ago to give everyone time to review the terms of this
deal, the administration has instead
undercut all of us again. This administration has effectively ignored 98 Senators—myself included—and 400 Representatives who voted for the Iran Nuclear Agreement Review Act earlier
this year. By advancing this vote at
the U.N. Security Council, this administration has violated the very balance
of power between our three branches of
government.
I am outraged that this administration continues to circumvent Congress
at every turn, from regulations, to
mandates, to foreign policy. This is an
absolute failure of the administration
to do what is best for the American
people, our security, and indeed the security of the world.
The precept for this deal with Iran
simply doesn’t make sense. This deal
started off by ceding the right to enrich to Iran immediately, reversing
decades of U.S. nonproliferation policy.
In fact, Secretary Kerry said in 2013
that ‘‘we do not recognize the right to
enrich.’’
This deal reverses six United Nations
Security Council resolutions and turns
a pariah proliferator into a legitimate
nuclear state.
This agreement allows Iran to leapfrog over the 18 countries who have
peaceful nuclear programs but no enrichment and to be treated like countries like Argentina, Brazil, Germany,
Netherlands, and Japan who have
peaceful energy programs and domestic
enrichment but who do not have a nuclear weapon. These five nations are
upstanding members of the international community.
This deal takes Iran—the largest
state sponsor of terrorism and a violator of human rights as well as an international pariah—and treats Iran’s nuclear program like Japan’s.
Secretary Kerry said at a hearing in
the Foreign Relations Committee in
March that ‘‘our negotiation is calculated to make sure that [Iran] can
never have a nuclear weapon.’’ But
President Obama has said that ‘‘in year
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13, 14, or 15 . . . the breakout times
would have shrunk down to almost
zero.’’
So this deal will not protect Iran
from becoming a nuclear weapons
state; it just delays it. As I have said
all along, I cannot support any deal
that allows Iran to become a nuclear
weapons state—not now, not in 10
years, not ever.
What is more, this deal provides Iran
with billions of dollars of sanctions relief upfront, before the IAEA completes
its assessment on whether Iran’s nuclear program is indeed peaceful. It
took the IAEA 19 years to make this
determination for South Africa’s program. And this deal starts lifting
United Nations and European Union
sanctions this year, the arms embargo
in 5 years, and the ballistic missile ban
in 8 short years. This deal will provide
Iran with a windfall of sanctions relief
of up to over $100 billion—funds that
President Obama’s National Security
Advisor Susan Rice just recently conceded will go to terrorism, the Iranian
military, the Houthis, and Assad.
President Obama said that ‘‘this deal
is not built on trust, it is built on verification.’’ But this deal doesn’t require
‘‘anytime, anywhere’’ inspections of all
nuclear and military sites. Instead, it
empowers Iran to create lengthy delays
when IAEA inspectors request access
to suspicious nuclear sites that are indeed not declared by Iran. From what I
understand, the IAEA will have two
teams traveling a country twice the
size of Texas. And let’s not forget that
Iran developed the Fordow facility and
it operated for years despite having
IAEA teams on the ground.
And if we do find Iran to be in violation of this deal, our enforcement
mechanism has no teeth. Snapback
sanctions in fact are a fantasy. Paragraph 37 of the Iran deal states that
Iran will cease performing all of its
commitments to the deal in the event
of a full or partial snapback. Iran will
walk away if we try to hold it to the
very deal it just signed off on.
With this all-or-nothing nature of the
snapback, will anyone try to punish
Iran’s cheating? History tells us that
when Iran cheats, it does so incrementally, in small steps, so no single action in and of itself can be punished,
but when you look at it over time,
their cheating is egregious.
Will any nation be willing to stake
sinking the entire deal over minor
cheating? Even if sanctions are indeed
snapped back, Iran’s sanctions relief is
front-loaded. They will be able to so
quickly pad their economy to make
themselves more resistant to future
sanctions. Most dangerously, this deal
is predicated on the idea that the regime will change its dangerous behavior, when we have only seen proof that
we will see more of the same—sponsorship of rogue regimes and terrorism
worldwide.
So I am curious, given what we know
now about this deal, how the United
States not only voted for this deal at
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the United Nations Security Council
but actually sponsored the resolution.
Secretary Kerry claims that should
Congress disapprove of this deal, we
would be in noncompliance with all of
the other countries in the world. He
claims that there will be no nation
standing with us on our sanctions or
opposition to Iran.
Well, I say we let the nations of the
world decide for themselves. Let’s give
the world the option. We have stood
alone before. Do you want to do business with Iran or the United States?
We have stood alone many times in history when it meant doing the right
thing.
The American people and the fine
people of Georgia who are calling and
writing into my office every day are
uncomfortable with this nuclear deal
for Iran, and they are uncomfortable
with our future under its provisions. So
I say to this administration that you
cannot circumvent the American people with this nuclear deal. Congress
will have its say. We worked hard for
this 60-day review period and I will do
my part to muster the 67 votes required to disapprove a deal that leaves
Iran as a nuclear threshold state in a
little more than a decade.
This 60-day oversight period is the result of a bipartisan effort in the House
and Senate, protecting the balance of
the three branches of government. Now
we must act together to protect our
country and our world from a very bad
actor like Iran from ever becoming a
nuclear weapons state.
Mr. President, I rise also in the time
remaining to speak very briefly of a
current issue that we are going to vote
on, possibly this weekend; that is, the
highway trust fund. Georgia sent me to
Washington to help solve our fiscal crisis, not make it worse. As a member of
the Senate Budget Committee, I am
working every day to find smarter
ways to prioritize our spending. That
way we can support critical functions
of the Federal Government such as
funding our National Highway System.
Make no mistake—I support funding
infrastructure, but we must do it responsibly. Transportation is a top priority as it supports a robust economy
and is one of the responsibilities the
Federal Government is charged with in
executing under the Constitution. As
we continue to debate the highway bill
in the Senate, I am committed to finding the right funding and enough funding for our critical infrastructure
needs.
As proposed, the highway bill authorizes spending for the next 6 years yet
only funds these programs for the next
3 years. Passing responsibility over to
the next Congress to find additional
funding mechanisms for the remaining
3 years is unacceptable. It is what has
gotten us in this debt crisis in the first
place. Some of my colleagues have suggested this is simply the way the Senate has acted in the past. Yes, I got
that. Again, it is what got us here.
That may be true, but it does not make
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it right. I was not sent to Washington
to accept this status quo.
A serious long-term solution needs to
be fully funded, not filled with halfempty promises that cannot be kept or
could add to our national debt. I am
working to find a responsible way forward in order to provide Georgia and
other States with more certainty
through a longer term solution, instead
of settling for just another short-term
fix. Today, I am introducing an amendment to simply match the authorization period with the available funding.
That sounds basic; it sounds simple. It
is what I have to do at home in my
home budget. It is what most Americans have to do. If they don’t have the
money, they don’t spend it. This
amendment ensures that Congress is
not authorizing spending programs beyond a point where there is no money
to pay for them in the future.
I urge my colleagues to join me in
breaking Washington of its chronic
overspending problem. I urge my colleagues to support a fiscally responsible highway bill that matches the
length of the authorization with the
funding mechanism. That way we can
continue to fund our critical infrastructure projects without compromising our conservative budget principles.
I yield the floor.
I suggest the absence of a quorum.
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
clerk will call the roll.
The senior assistant legislative clerk
proceeded to call the roll.
Mr. THUNE. Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent that the order for
the quorum call be rescinded.
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, it is so ordered.
Mr. THUNE. Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent that I be allowed to
speak for up to 15 minutes.
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, it is so ordered.
Mr. THUNE. Mr. President, the Senate has an opportunity to pass a
multiyear transportation bill that ensures critical transportation projects
move forward without disruption. As
part of this bipartisanship bill, the
DRIVE Act, we also have an opportunity to pass necessary policy changes
that enhance safety and make our
transportation system work better.
Part of the DRIVE Act includes important work on transportation policy
we have undertaken at the Senate
Commerce, Science, and Transportation Committee. We will lose an opportunity to pass bipartisan reforms if
we do not approve this critical legislation.
The last time we passed a multiyear
transportation bill into law was 2012.
However, since 2009, we have passed 33
short-term extensions to avoid a funding gap that would stop much-needed
transportation projects. Highway and
transportation
infrastructure
projects—and in many urban areas,
public transit projects—are important
to our constituents and our Nation’s
economy.
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If we continue to do short-term extensions—again 33, literally 33 shortterm extensions since 2009—that is a
terrible way to run a highway program.
It does not allow State departments of
transportation to plan. It does not
allow those who are involved in the
construction, the contractors who
build our roads and bridges, an opportunity to plan. It creates all kinds of
uncertainty out there.
We need the certainty that comes
with a long-term highway program instead of having these 33 short-term extensions. So this is a unique opportunity that we have to actually put in
place policies that would guide us at
least for the next 3 years and hopefully
beyond. Our transportation system is
one of our government’s visible assets.
Our constituents who sent us here notice when there is a problem with it.
The Federal infrastructure investment that Senator INHOFE and Senator
BOXER have taken the lead on in the
Environment and Public Works Committee and the transit projects for
which the banking committee is responsible are not the only critical
parts of our transportation system.
There are policy decisions and advanced safety initiatives. We have
rules governing how and when and
where we build critical projects, as
well as oversight of various regulations
at the U.S. Department of Transportation regarding trucking, freight rail,
passenger rail, and automobile safety
requirements.
These areas are the exclusive jurisdiction of the Senate commerce committee. I have the honor of chairing
the Commerce, Science, and Transportation Committee. I was pleased to see
my friend from Florida, Senator NELSON, who is the ranking member of our
committee, return last night following
his surgery last week to help advance
consideration of the DRIVE Act.
Let’s talk about some of the policies
that I have worked on with colleagues
on both sides of the aisle that will not
become law if we fail to move forward
with this bill. Keep in mind that Senators WICKER and BOOKER are the authors of the rail safety bill that the
commerce committee passed by voice
vote last month, and their bill is included in this legislation.
Let’s also recognize that commuter
rail systems, including New Jersey
Transit and Virginia Railway Express,
have stated that they will not meet
Federal deadlines for implementing
positive train control technology. This
legislation currently before the Senate
would authorize grants and prioritize
loan applications to help commuter
railroads deploy this new technology to
help address safety issues and to get
positive train control up and running
as soon as possible.
The bill also includes numerous additional rail safety requirements, including the implementation of necessary
automatic train control modifications
and crew communication improvements, to improve operations while
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positive train control is being implemented.
The National Transportation Safety
Board recommended requiring inwardfacing cameras in all passenger railroads to create more accountability.
This bill requires all passenger railroads to install such equipment in
their locomotives. In fact, I have a letter here from the National Transportation Safety Board, in which Chairman Christopher Hart says:

SSpencer on DSK4SPTVN1PROD with SENATE

I applaud the recent passage of the passenger rail safety bill. I was pleased to see
the inclusion of our recommendations regarding inward and outward audio and image
recorders.
Thank you for your ongoing support of the
NTSB.

That is from the National Transportation Safety Board Chairman, Mr.
Christopher Hart. So having these necessary improvements will make our
passenger rail systems much safer as
they travel across the country.
The bill also streamlines the permitting process for improvements to existing railroad track and infrastructure
and improves multimodal planning and
permitting. The Secretary of Transportation will have new authority to speed
up projects and to reduce paperwork
burdens. Outside of improving rail safety, we include a proposal offered as an
amendment during committee markup
by Senator MCCASKILL to ban rental
car companies from renting vehicles
needing recall repair work.
We also include several provisions to
increase consumer awareness of recalls,
increased corporate responsibility, and
improved highway safety efforts in all
the States. Following a harsh inspector
general report criticizing the Federal
Government’s auto safety regulator,
this bill requires the full implementation of reforms outlined in that report.
Once these reforms are implemented,
the agency’s funding authorization will
substantially increase to meet the
GROW AMERICA requests for vehicle
safety efforts. These are important
safety provisions in this bill. They
make our roads and our transportation
system safer, and they deserve our support.
At the committee level, some provisions of our title were the subject of
constructive discussions that helped us
improve this bill before it made its way
to the floor. Here are a few things we
did to broaden support for this proposal
after our committee passed the bill
last week.
Senator MANCHIN raised concerns
about a provision I authored that requires additional testing for a new
train braking requirement known as
ECP that will be required under law by
2021 and 2023. I worked with Senator
MANCHIN. We came to an agreement
that if new real-world tests show that
the requirement isn’t effective, it cannot proceed. If it is effective, there will
be no delay in its implementation, and
there will be no need for new rulemaking.
We worked with Mothers Against
Drunk Driving on another important
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issue to combat drunk driving. When
we heard they had concerns with our
24/7 sobriety program grant language,
we worked with them to address those
concerns and to assure that the dedicated grant program with ignition
interlock laws continues.
A pilot program our bill proposed
that would allow licensed truckdrivers
between the ages of 18 to 21 to cross
short distances outside the borders of
their home State now requires not only
the approval of participating States
but also the approval of the Secretary
of Transportation. At the Commerce
Committee we have worked on a bipartisan basis to change, drop or add provisions since we marked up the bill to
earn the support of colleagues on both
sides of the aisle.
There are still some differences. I expect amendments where this body will
have the opportunity to decide important issues that we have debated
throughout the committee process. One
such issue, which I heard a variety of
opinions about, concerns the current
$35 million cap on fines that the Department of Transportation can assess
on manufacturers for auto safety violations. This bill would double the cap to
$70 million, provided that the Department first finishes a still undone rulemaking process on penalty assessment
factors that was required in our last
highway bill.
I have heard arguments that this cap
on fines for auto safety failure should
be raised more or even set at an unlimited amount, but we are doubling this
cap to $70 million and conditioning an
additional increased authorization for
vehicle safety on implementing needed
reforms.
This bill enhances safety. If we do
not pass this bill, auto safety regulators don’t get more funding, as called
for by Secretary Foxx and various safety groups following the record 64 million auto safety recalls we have witnessed over the past 2 years. Penalties
for auto safety violations will not go
up if this bill doesn’t pass, commuter
railroads don’t get new assistance to
implement positive train control or the
other critically important safety improvements that the NTSB, Amtrak,
the FRA, and others have called for.
None of that happens if this bill doesn’t
pass. Rental car companies don’t face a
Federal ban on renting vehicles that
are subject to open recalls if this bill
doesn’t pass.
Not passing the safety reforms in the
DRIVE Act would be an incredible
missed opportunity for addressing a
host of key safety improvements. Some
in this building believe it would be
easier if we just passed another shortterm extension. They are right. It
would be much easier, but keeping
highway and related transportation infrastructure projects funded for a few
more months doesn’t address safety
and regulatory issues that we cannot
afford to keep ignoring.
Five months from now, if tax reform
leaves us with new options, we can al-
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ways decide to infuse additional funding into the bill before the Senate, but
delaying action on transportation for 5
months could also compound our difficulties. Remember, there have already been 33 short-term extensions
passed by Congress since 2009.
A silent part of every argument for a
short-term extension is let’s not address safety and other critical transportation needs. The right decision for
the American people is to seize the opportunity
to
pass
a
bipartisan,
multiyear transportation bill without
delay.
I wish to share with you some of the
letters of support we have received
from various organizations that have
looked at the body of work that is included in these particular provisions
that I have mentioned.
The Governors Highway Safety Association says:
GHSA congratulates the U.S. Senate Commerce Committee on releasing S. 1732. This
six-year reauthorization bill will provide
needed stability and consistency for state
highway safety agencies to reduce the number of crashes, injuries and fatalities on
America’s roads.

This is from the American Public
Transportation Association. It says:
On behalf of the American Public Transportation Association (APTA), our 1,500
member agencies, and the millions of Americans that depend on public transportation, I
write to commend the Committee’s hard
work to advance comprehensive rail legislation that attempts to address safety, funding
needs, Amtrak enhancements, improved
project delivery, and other important rail
policy issues.
We fully support the inclusion of a rail
title within any broader surface transportation authorization package considered in
the Senate.

That was from the president and CEO
of the American Public Transportation
Association.
The National Association of Railroad
Passengers states that they are writing
‘‘to endorse the inclusion of the Railroad Reform, Enhancement, and Efficiency Act (S. 1626) into the Comprehensive Transportation and Consumer Protection Act of 2015 (S. 1732).
‘‘The move to include passenger rail
authorizing language in a broader highway and transit bill is an important
step in recognizing the critical role
intercity trains play in a national
transportation system.’’
This letter is from the States for
Passenger Rail Coalition:
On behalf of the States for Passenger Rail
Coalition, Inc., (SPRC) I write in support of
the actions taken by the Commerce Committee to introduce sections of the highway
bill. I am particularly pleased that the Railroad Reform, Enhancement, and Efficiency
Act (R2E2)—as approved by the Commerce
Committee—was included as a title of the
bill.

These are just a few of the examples
of letters we have received. The final
one I will mention is from Transportation for America, and there again
they say they appreciate the fact that
we are authorizing ‘‘the federal passenger rail program with the transportation safety and freight provisions
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under the jurisdiction of the Commerce
Committee through 2021,’’ and that
‘‘this proposal moves the federal transportation program in the right direction in addressing the nation’s freight
needs.’’
The point I wish to make is there
have been some of our colleagues on
the floor who have been finding fault
with various provisions in the bill, and
obviously there are going to be a lot of
people who aren’t going to support this
in the end anyway, but we ought to at
least be talking about the facts. We
ought to be talking about what is actually in the bill, and we ought to be
talking about the important reforms
that were made in this legislation that
addressed safety issues, safety on the
highway, safety on our rail system, improvements and reforms in our passenger rail systems, and the commuter
railroads we have traveling across this
country. There are a number of needed
safety improvements and reforms that
will be lost if we fail to act.
The letters I have mentioned are just
a few examples of the organizations
that rely upon those forms of transportation, that recognize this is an opportunity we should not miss.
I hope we will take advantage of the
opportunity and not do another shortterm extension, which would be the
34th now since 2009, and not put in
place the types of changes, reforms,
and improvements that are needed in
our transportation system across this
country. If we fail to act now—the window that people think we have now for
a short-term extension—the 34th shortterm extension—we will be looking at
this sometime later this year, and we
will be right back where we are right
now.
We shouldn’t miss this opportunity.
We should take advantage of it and try,
and as best we can as we move this
across the Senate floor and debate
some of these issues—if there are ideas
about improving it, making it better,
making it stronger, I think that is
what this debate is all about. But I
want to make sure that as we talk
about these issues we are accurately
characterizing and reflecting what is
actually in the bill and all the work
that has been done on both sides of the
aisle by both Democrats and Republicans and Members who are interested
in these issues.
There are a number of committees
that have jurisdiction over transportation issues. As I mentioned, the Commerce Committee is just one. The Environment and Public Works Committee has had the lead on writing the
bill. The Finance Committee, on which
I also serve, is responsible for—at least
largely responsible for—trying to come
up with the pay-fors the way that we
are going to fund this, and the banking
committee deals with many of the
transit provisions of the bill.
So there are multiple jurisdictional
issues involved here. All the committees have been active. All the Members
on those committees have been active.
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I can certainly say that on our committee, the commerce committee, we
had great participation from both Republicans and Democrats on the committee. We had a lot of good input,
which didn’t end when we reported the
bill out of the committee but continued on through the weekend and into
this week. So we continue to look at
ways we can make this bill stronger.
But I have to say, all the things that
are included in here, all the things I
mentioned along with the components
and features of this bill that have been
worked on by other committees, are
important changes. Probably, most important of all, is that we get something
that puts in place a multiyear bill that
creates the kinds of conditions that are
conducive to jobs and to economic
growth. We all know how important
transportation infrastructure is to our
economy.
I come from a part of the country
where we rely heavily—we drive long
distances, we have a lot of geography
that we have to cover. Our economy,
because we are agriculturally based, relies very heavily upon getting our
products to the marketplace. So we
have to have good roads and bridges,
we have to have a railroad system that
works, and we believe that many of the
things that are done in this bill contribute to, enhance, make stronger,
better, and more efficient our transportation system. That is good for jobs,
that is good for the economy in this
country, and that is why it is so important that we move forward.
I yield the floor.
I suggest the absence of a quorum.
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
clerk will call the roll.
The senior assistant legislative clerk
proceeded to call the roll.
Mr. HATCH. Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent that the order for
the quorum call be rescinded.
The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr.
THUNE). Without objection, it is so
ordered.
Mr. HATCH. Mr. President, after last
night’s cloture vote, we are one step
closer to providing a long-term solution for the shortfalls in the highway
trust fund. Soon we will begin debate
on legislation that will provide more
clarity and certainty to our States and
to highway builders and workers
throughout the country.
Earlier this week, I was pleased to
learn that our distinguished majority
leader and the ranking member of the
Environment and Public Works Committee were able to reach a bipartisan
agreement to authorize and fund a
long-term highway extension. I want to
commend both of them and everyone
who was involved in putting this bill
together for their hard work and willingness to put partisanship aside in
order to help the American people.
Now the rest of us need to follow
their example. I want to express my
support for this bipartisan highway bill
and urge all of my Senate colleagues to
do the same.
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The legislation that we will soon be
debating would authorize expenditures
from the highway trust fund for 6 years
and provide 3 years of funding. It would
do so without adding a dime to the deficit and without raising taxes.
Over the last few months, we have all
heard from the naysayers who claimed
that such a feat was impossible, that
there was no path forward to provide
long-term highway funding without a
massive tax increase. I am pleased to
see our colleagues have provided us
with such a path. All we have to do is
be willing to walk down that path.
This bipartisan bill provides us with
a historic opportunity when it comes
to highway funding. It would provide
the longest extension of highway funding we have seen in over a decade.
I know my colleagues on the other
side of the aisle—including some who
will likely come out against this bill—
like to point to the 2012 MAP–21 legislation as a paragon for how Congress
should consider and pass a long-term
highway bill. Of course, MAP–21 extended highway funding for only 2
years. This legislation we will be debating this week will go for a significantly longer period of time.
In short, passage of this bill would be
a significant victory for good government, and, of course, it would provide a
great example of what is possible when
Members of both parties work together.
Of course, we have seen a number of
these types of examples in the Senate
this year. For example, earlier this
year we passed legislation to permanently repeal and replace the Medicare
sustainable growth rate system, a
problem that had plagued Congress and
our health care system for years.
Shortly thereafter, we passed a bipartisan bill to combat human trafficking.
And, of course, after that, Members
from both parties in both Chambers
came together to renew trade promotion authority and update our trade
laws for the 21st century.
The Senate is working again, and I
don’t think it is going to stop any time
soon. I think the highway bill will be
the next item we add to the long list of
bipartisan victories we have achieved
in the Senate under the current leadership. We just need to keep moving this
bill forward.
Of course, this bill isn’t perfect either. Anyone who is desperate to find a
reason to vote against this legislation
could likely scour through the text and
find some frivolous reason.
The pay-fors in the bill—at least as
far as I am concerned—don’t all represent ideal policy choices. But we
shouldn’t hold a good bill hostage
while we search for perfection. Indeed,
as I said a number of times here on the
floor in recent months, I have been
here in the Senate for 39 years, and in
that time I don’t remember voting on
very many bills I thought were perfect.
This is a good bill. It is not meant to
be a partisan wish list or a political
messaging vehicle. It provides a serious
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and workable solution to a legitimate
problem, and it was designed to get
support from Members of both parties.
Once again, I want to commend my
colleagues for getting us this close to a
solution on highways.
As we all know, the House has taken
a different path with regard to highway
funding. They have sent over a 6-month
patch with the intention of using that
time to work on a solution that would
both fix problems in our Tax Code and
provide for long-term highway funding.
The idea of linking highways to tax
reform has a lot of support here in
Washington. Like I said, that is the
path the House has opted to go down,
and I know leaders in the Obama administration have a similar vision.
I want to make one thing clear. I
support tax reform. I have been and
will continue to be the most outspoken
Member of the Senate in favor of robust, bipartisan tax reform. I agree
with many of my colleagues that linking that effort to the highway funding
could make a lot of sense.
Luckily, the Senate’s highway bill
will allow us to continue to pursue
that path. Keep in mind, that under
this bill, we will have 3 years of additional authorized highway expenditures to pay for when all is said and
done. This means that whenever we can
agree on a tax reform package, whether
it is 6 months from now or later, it will
still be possible—and likely just as sensible—to tie the two efforts together.
My colleagues also need to keep in
mind that while this legislation addresses the immediate need for highway funding, the fundamental issues
that fuel the need for tax reform will
remain in place. We will still face an
increasing number of corporate incursions and foreign takeovers. Our tax
rates will still be too high, and our Tax
Code will still be altogether too complicated and burdensome.
In other words, if Congress passes
this bipartisan, long-term highway bill,
we will still be under enormous pressure to fix our Nation’s broken Tax
Code and to provide relief to struggling
job creators and taxpayers throughout
the country. No one should question
that.
Once again, I urge my colleagues on
both sides of the aisle to support this
bipartisan highway package. It provides a realistic path forward to a solution that all of us want to see. Traditionally, Members of both parties have
been able to come together to deal with
our Nation’s infrastructure. For the
sake of our citizens who need better
roads and highways; for our builders,
engineers, and job creators, who want
to grow and expand; and for our workers who need good jobs, I hope we can
do so with this important legislation.
Now, having said that and having
found good in what both the House and
Senate are trying to do, I think it is
important to point out that delaying
this for 6 months is not going to work.
I can see the same roadblocks thrown
up every step of the way, and then you
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get to the end of that particular time
and the leverage is going to be with
those who want to stall this fight to
begin with.
So I am concerned about doing that,
especially when we have what really is
a very good highway bill here in the
Senate and could solve at least these
problems for a while, and we can still
work on tax reform in the process.
I have no illusions. I have been
around here for a long time, and I
know how difficult tax reform is going
to be. I also know it takes Presidential
leadership, which I hope will be there
when the time comes. But we have no
guarantee it is going to be there.
I can remember many months ago
that I said to the President: If you
want tax reform, send us a wellthought-out bill, and we will see what
we can do to put it through. I am still
waiting, and I can say that to put all
our apples in that particular basket
may not be the smartest thing we can
do, especially since we are going to be
in an election year next year. That
could make it very, very difficult by
the end of this year to really do what
we all know we should do.
This bill answers that problem. It
gets rid of one very important big problem, and that is our highway funding.
It is no secret that we on the Finance
Committee provided—and they didn’t
think we could do this—really around
$82 billion, which we found in the code.
We did not expect all $82 billion to be
used, but they were there, and it would
have given us approximately a 6-year
highway bill.
That is not going to happen now. But
to have a 3-year highway bill, with
some of the things we were able to
come up with—even though some are
difficult and controversial—is nothing
short of a miracle. So I think we have
to get this done. We need to show the
House that the Senate is moving
ahead, and we also need to cooperate
with our friends in the House when it
comes to tax reform.
I hope we can bring both Houses together and do tax reform before the end
of the year. It would be wonderful if we
could. I don’t have any illusions about
it, however. But I think we ought to do
what we should do, what we have to do,
and what needs to be done at this particular time.
With that, Mr. President, I suggest
the absence of a quorum.
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Will the
Senator withhold his request?
Mr. HATCH. I will be happy to withhold.
The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. CASSIDY). The Senator from California.
Mrs. BOXER. Mr. President, I appreciate the remarks of my friend from
Utah. Before Senator HATCH leaves the
floor, I just want to say that we have
worked very hard to put this bill together. It has been difficult. If I were
writing it, I would have written it differently. If the Senator from Utah were
writing it alone, he would have written
it differently. But we have worked to-
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gether long enough to know that we
have to meet each other halfway.
Mr. HATCH. Will the Senator yield?
Mrs. BOXER. Of course.
Mr. HATCH. I want to thank her.
Mrs. BOXER. Oh, that is nice. Thank
you.
Mr. HATCH. This has not been an
easy thing to do, and she has taken
some unnecessary and unjust criticism
for trying to do the art of the doable
here in the Senate.
I just want to tell her it has been a
privilege to work with her, and I want
to make sure that together—and with
the help of others—we get this bill
through for the benefit of this country
and for the benefit of our highways.
I know how hard the Senator from
California and the distinguished Senator from Oklahoma have worked on
the highway bill. So I just want to say
I have tremendous respect for the Senator and appreciate her efforts in this
regard and want to give kudos to her.
Keep it up. We have to get this done.
Mrs. BOXER. I say to Senator HATCH,
that means a lot to me. I so remember
that the Senator from Utah set the
pace for bipartisan cooperation when
he worked with the late great Senator
Ted Kennedy. People looked at the two
of you and said: This is impossible. But
my colleague was able to find the common ground and build on it, and I
watched that.
Senator INHOFE and I have been able
to do our best to also find the sweet
spot where we could come together and
work together. I just wanted my colleague to know that the teamwork I
watched between himself and Senator
Kennedy from time to time on very important issues made an impression on
me and certainly on the Senate and on
the whole country.
Mr. HATCH. If the Senator will yield
again—
Mrs. BOXER. Of course.
Mr. HATCH. I remember when we finally got together. It was way back in
1980–1981.
Mrs. BOXER. That is right.
Mr. HATCH. From that point on we
found ways of coming together and getting things done that are monumental
and landmark pieces of legislation.
There is no reason why we can’t do
that today.
Let me just mention that on the
Committee on Finance we have put out
of the committee almost 40 bills that
are bipartisan—not just one Democrat
or one Republican, but bipartisan in
nature—not the least of which is the
highway bill—the funding, rather. And
I just have to say that we are doing
what we should do here.
I think people feel good about it. I
have had people come up and say it is
wonderful we are having amendments
again and working together and we are
getting things done. And I certainly attribute some of that to the distinguished Senator from California and
the work she is doing here in the Senate. I do personally appreciate working
with her.
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Let’s get this done. I will do everything in my power to help the Senator
from California, and I thank her so
much.
Mrs. BOXER. Yes. I say to Senator
HATCH, we are going to have some
tough votes coming up, and some people aren’t going to like this amendment or that amendment, but all I
want to say is this: Let’s keep our eye
on what the prize is.
Before the Senator leaves the floor, I
want to share with him a photo. Last
week, on the California-Arizona border,
a bridge collapsed. Now, this bridge had
been rated as structurally obsolete because so much traffic was going between California and Arizona—so much
more traffic than was anticipated. We
are so fortunate there were no deaths
involved.
To me this is the reason why we are
doing what we are doing. We just can’t
sit back and wait for some great, wonderful future promise to come down
from the sky and say: We have solved
the funding problems.
We want to find that solution. It is
not at hand. So what the Senator did,
which was so important—working with
all the members of the Committee on
Finance and across party lines with
leadership and everybody else—was to
put together sources of funding that he
felt the Senate could live with.
As it turned out, there were a couple
of things that were a bridge too far—
talking about bridges—for a couple of
Members, and we are fixing those. We
are fixing those, and it is good. But
none of these pay-fors are delightful.
They are all hard. But this is what we
are trying to turn around.
So I say to my colleagues on both
sides—and I have said it to my own
caucus over and over—nobody is going
to love every page of this bill because
that is the nature of legislating. If we
each could write our own bill, we would
love every page. We would be thrilled.
We would blow kisses at every page.
But we don’t write it ourselves. We
have to step back, and we have to allow
the process to work.
Yesterday, that process worked. It
was tough, but we got more than 60
votes to begin work on a long-term surface transportation bill. That bill is
going to give certainty to our States—
3 years of certain funding and a 6-year
authorization, with the hope that in
the coming months we can figure out a
good way to look at international tax
reform and other ways to pay for the
final 3 years.
But let me be clear. It has been more
than 10 years since we have had more
than a 2-year extension. This is a 3year bill, and it makes great improvements in the Environment and Public
Works title.
We really did compromise, Senator
INHOFE and I, and he and I really
worked well together in this area. This
cloture vote was so key and so important to business and labor and all the
people who know they don’t want this
to happen to them in their State, in
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their commute. How many more
bridges have to fail before we recognize
that we can’t be patching up this highway trust fund little by little? It is just
not working.
I often say this—and I hope it doesn’t
bore people because I have said it a
lot—if you wanted to buy a house and
you found a house and you went to a
good banker and he or she looked at
you and said ‘‘I have great news for
you, Mr. or Mrs. America—we have
checked your credit rating, your credit
rating is great, and we are going to
give you a mortgage’’ and you said
‘‘That is wonderful news’’ and then
they said ‘‘But it is only for 6 months
or 5 months or 1 year,’’ you are not
going to buy that house. That is what
we have been doing to our States and
local entities. They can’t build anything new. They can’t make investments that are important because they
don’t have a guarantee that the funding will be there.
The beautiful thing about our funding system is it is Federal, State, and
local, and there is even sometimes
some private money that comes in. So
the Federal Government is the spark. I
don’t know what the Presiding Officer’s ratio is in Louisiana, whether it
is 50/50 or 60/40. In my State, it is about
50/50. We have 50 percent local State
dollars to 50 percent Federal dollars.
Some of our States rely on the Federal
Government for 90 percent of their
transportation dollars, and one State,
100 percent. So this isn’t a question of
having the States do this by themselves; they really can’t do it by themselves.
It was President Eisenhower—a Republican President—so many years ago
who said if we are going to have a
strong country, if we are going to protect our national security, we have to
be able to move people and move goods.
He took a tour across this great Nation, and he came up with the notion of
a highway trust fund and a national
transportation infrastructure.
Well, the EPW Committee—which I
am the ranking member of and Senator
INHOFE chairs—provides about 70 percent of the spending in this Transportation bill. We came together in a 20to-0 vote and voted in favor of the
DRIVE Act. This is going to support
millions of jobs—not hundreds, not
thousands, but millions of jobs across
our great Nation—and it will provide
economic security. If we don’t do this
and we wind up with a patch, believe
me when I tell you that our States will
shut down their programs because they
just can’t move forward.
It is imperative that we act now—I
agree with Senator HATCH—because we
have come so far. If we don’t do this,
we will be looking at another extension. Somebody told me it was the 34th
extension—the 34th extension. That is
not right. We need to do our work. The
committees have done their work.
I was happy to hear that Senator
BROWN now says that the transit funding is good. It is very good, as well as
the highway funding.
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So I want people to keep in mind the
picture of this bridge. It means that
when there are goods moving through
from Arizona to California or California to Arizona, the cars and trucks
have to go 400 miles out of their way—
the cost of that to our Nation’s business, the difficulty of that to those who
drive the trucks and the vans.
I will say that this link is closed indefinitely. That is a terrible thing to
say. They don’t have a plan to fix this
because it is so complex, and we need
the funding so that they can. We have
emergency funding in this bill—$100
million per year—to look at situations
like this and come in and help.
How many more bridges have to collapse before we do our job? We cannot
be economically competitive when
truckers delivering goods have to drive
400 miles out of the way to get goods
from one State to another.
Here are the facts: There are 61,300
bridges that are structurally deficient
in America. Fifty 50 percent of our
roads are in less than good condition.
We have no excuses. We need to move
forward.
I will show a list of supporters of our
work. I just implore those 38 or so
Members who voted no on going to this
bill—I ask you to take a look at these
groups and tell me in your heart of
hearts how you can say no to them.
These are hard-working people. They
are Republicans. They are Democrats.
They are Independents. They are people of every political stripe—the American Highway Users Alliance, the
American Public Transportation Association, the American Road and Transportation Builders Association, American Society of Civil Engineers, American Trucking Associations, equipment
distributors,
general
contractors,
equipment manufacturers, metropolitan planning organizations, the National Asphalt Pavement Association.
I have four of these charts. These are
the people who want us to vote yes:
The National Association of Counties—
I started off as a county supervisor—
they know the bridges and roads are in
disrepair; the National Association of
Manufacturers; the National Association of Truck Stop Operators; the National Governors Association; the
League of Cities; the ready mixed concrete people; the sand, stone, and gravel people; the independent drivers; the
Portland Cement Association; the Retail Industry Leaders Association.
Here is another one, the last one: The
U.S. Chamber of Commerce. Now, I ask
you, when do we see the U.S. Chamber
of Commerce, the International Union
of Operating Engineers, the Laborers’
International Union of North America,
the United Brotherhood of Carpenters—when do we see all these on
the same side? The answer: When we
write a highway bill.
America is coming together around
our efforts. We should be unanimous
even though there are parts of the bill
I don’t like and you don’t like. Colleagues, we cannot have a perfect bill.
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It is an imperfect bill in an imperfect
world. But unless we wrote it ourselves, we would never be thrilled with
every provision.
I will finish. The AAA—remember
those people we call when we break
down? The AAA said: Pass a bill. They
are tired of coming out to start up cars
that aren’t running well because they
get caught in some kind of sinkhole.
The U.S. Conference of Mayors; the
American Association of State Highway and Transportation Officials;
Mothers Against Drunk Driving—and I
want to say that at first Mothers
Against Drunk Driving opposed this
bill. Now they support it. There is also
the American Council of Engineering
Companies.
This is a list of people who are begging us to pass this bill.
Democrats stood here, and we called
on the Republicans to please come up
with a bill, and they did. There were
reasons to say we didn’t love it, and we
sat down and we worked hard. I have to
say that Senator MCCONNELL and his
staff, my staff, Senator INHOFE’s staff,
Senator DURBIN and his staff—we have
been working hard. We are still working to get more votes. We need more
votes. We need this to happen.
Today my plea is that the clock is
ticking. We have 8 days, colleagues,
until the highway trust fund goes bust.
Guess what. We can solve this problem,
get a strong bill that increases funding
in the first year by 6 percent and after
that a couple percent a year for 3
years. It scores well. It doesn’t add a
penny to the deficit. I am so glad we
are moving forward, but we need more
support.
Here is my last plea to everybody
who might possibly be listening—
maybe my relatives, but in addition to
that, anyone who might be listening:
There are going to be amendments that
I don’t like and that you don’t like.
Could we try to keep our eye on the
prize? This is the prize. We don’t want
this happening anyplace in this country. It brings devastation.
We have a good bill before us. Is it
perfect? No. Are the pay-fors perfect?
No. Are we continuing to improve it?
Yes. Can we always do more later? Yes.
Let’s say yes together, Republicans
Democrats. Let’s deliver this for the
American people.
I thank the Chair.
I yield the floor.
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from North Dakota.
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HONORING VIETNAM VETERANS AND NORTH DAKOTA’S SOLDIERS WHO LOST THEIR LIVES IN
VIETNAM

Ms. HEITKAMP. Mr. President, as I
do on many Thursdays, I rise again
today to share about the lives of the
men from my State, the North Dakotans who died during the Vietnam war.
I have been talking about the 189 men
who didn’t make it home, but that is
not a complete accounting of the people we lost as a result of Vietnam.
Many of our Vietnam veterans continue to feel the effects of their service

VerDate Sep 11 2014

July 23, 2015

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — SENATE

03:45 Jul 24, 2015

Jkt 049060

long after they return home. Some developed medical conditions that, quite
frankly, are hard to explain. I have
worked with a number of these men,
many of whom became my friends and
one who is very special to me, a veteran by the name of Bill Broer, who
was former director of the North Dakota Bureau of Criminal Investigation.
WILLIAM

‘‘BILL’’ BROER

William ‘‘Bill’’ Broer started his
work in law enforcement as a security
policeman in the U.S. Air Force. During the Vietnam war, Bill was stationed at a base that supported aircraft
that was used in Agent Orange campaigns. Bill died in 2002, at the age of
53, from non-Hodgkin’s lymphoma.
In 1989, Bill was appointed Director
of the Bureau of Criminal Investigation
and was an outstanding law enforcement official. He was awarded the Attorney General’s Meritorious Service
Award in 1991 and the North Dakota
peace officers highest award, the Lone
Eagle Award, in 1996.
Bill worked hard for North Dakota
law enforcement both at his desk in
our office and during his free time. He
started a bowling tournament to bring
together people involved in law enforcement from across our State so
they could get to know each other and
work together in an environment that
took them away from their official duties. That tournament is now in its
30th year.
Bill also was instrumental in creating the Peace Officers Memorial that
stands on the capitol grounds today,
recognizing that those who serve in law
enforcement also take that risk every
day that so many of our servicemen do
in protection of our people.
But I want to say something more
than that about Bill. I am quite certain
I probably would not have been attorney general without Bill’s help, and I
certainly don’t believe I would have
been a United States Senator without
the lessons I learned from Bill Broer.
He was a great friend and a trusted adviser to me.
Quite honestly, I don’t know anyone
in law enforcement who didn’t absolutely love him. His staff was devastated when Bill was taken ill. We
were devastated when we lost Bill way
too early—I know not as devastated as
his wonderful wife and his two great
daughters. I remember when he used to
rush home so he could be at a basketball game, of course in his suit and tie,
always cheering them on. His only
fault probably was being an Atlanta
Braves fan.
JOHN SCHNEIDER

Another friend of mine, John Schneider, died in 2001 from a brain tumor. He
also was a Vietnam-era veteran and a
true friend and public servant of the
highest caliber.
John served in the Peace Corps in Afghanistan in the 1960s and was tops in
his language class, which was learning
Pashto. He worked with farmers to introduce a hardier, more productive
wheat variety to the region.
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While in law school, John was drafted. He entered the Marine Corps in 1970
and was deployed to bases in Japan and
the Philippines during the Vietnam
war. John finished his law studies after
he was discharged and joined a firm in
Fargo, ND. He was elected to the North
Dakota House of Representatives in
1982 and was known for his brilliant
command of the legislative process. He
was appointed U.S. attorney for North
Dakota in 1993. In fact, he served in
that capacity because I begged him to
join me. He served as our U.S. attorney
during those same years that I served
as attorney general, and we spent a lot
of time together, especially in Indian
Country, working on the law enforcement issues of the day.
John was devoted to his wife Lois
and their sons Jasper and Rocky. He
loved cooking—cooking with way too
much salt for them—and visiting with
them for endless hours, even taking
longer routes to school so he and his
sons could talk.
John organized the Schneider baseball games, family tennis matches, and
other competitions. The boys have a
love of baseball to this day because of
John. He loved to sing, knew thousands
of songs, had a beautiful voice, and
wrote and produced original family
Christmas plays for 15 years.
John was thoughtful and kind. He
loved life and he loved North Dakota
and its people.
Now I have the privilege of sharing
about the lives and deaths of other
North Dakotans, those men who did
not come home from the war.
JAMES

‘‘JIMMY’’ LEVINGS

James Levings was commonly called
Jimmy. He was from New Town. He
was born on October 18, 1948. He served
in the Army’s 503rd Infantry, 173rd Airborne Brigade. Jimmy was 19 years old
when he was killed May 23, 1968.
His father James Conklin, Jr., served
our country in the Army during the
Korean war, and his grandfather Martin Levings also served in the Army in
Europe during World War I.
Jimmy grew up close to his grandparents, aunts, uncles, and cousins.
They said Jimmy thought the world of
hunting, hiking, and riding horses.
His family appreciates the letters he
mailed them when he was serving in
Vietnam. They remember the pictures
he mailed them and how proud he
looked to be serving his country.
Jimmy’s cousin Rex Mayer said he
enjoyed when Jimmy stayed with his
family when they were young because
Jimmy was like an older brother who
played with him and took him to the
movies at the nearby theater. Rex said
Jimmy was 17 years old when he enlisted in the Army and volunteered to
return to Vietnam for his second tour.
Rex remembers seeing Jimmy when he
was home on leave between his tours
and that Jimmy had a different look
about him, that he was changed by
what he experienced in Vietnam.
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Jimmy was shot and killed in Vietnam when he approached his base perimeter and was accidentally mistaken
as a hostile force.
Jimmy is buried in Snowbird Chapel
Cemetery and his name is memorialized on the Mandan, Hidatsa & Arikara
Fallen Soldiers Memorial near New
Town.
WARD WALTER

Ward Walter was born October 13,
1917. Prior to serving in Vietnam, Ward
had lived in McKenzie County and in
Minot. He served in the Army’s 720th
Military Police Battalion. Ward was 50
years old when he died on November 29,
1967.
Ward spent most of his adult life
working in law enforcement and serving in the Army. Based on Ward’s time
in the Army and experience in four
countries, his fellow soldiers became
like family to him. His camaraderie
and guidance earned him the nickname
of Pop.
One month after arriving in Vietnam,
Ward’s team was tasked with setting
up an ambush. Once in their ambush
position, a U.S. Army jeep drove by
and spotted movement. Thinking
Ward’s team members were opposing
forces, the jeep opened fire, shooting
Ward in the chest and killing him.
To commemorate Ward, members of
his battalion named the movie theater
at their post in Vietnam the Sergeant
Ward ‘‘Pop’’ Memorial Theater.
The Army recognized Ward’s service
by issuing him the Bronze Star Medal
for Valor, the Purple Heart, and the
Good Conduct Medal.
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LEON LOCHTHOWE

Leon Lochthowe was from Minot. He
was born March 23, 1945. He served in
the Marine Corps’ Mike Company, 9th
Marines, 3rd Marine Division. Leon
died on September 22, 1967. He was 22
years old.
Leon was the oldest of four children
born to Don and Donna Lochthowe. His
mother Donna said that growing up on
the family farm, Leon was a free spirit
and enjoyed riding his dirt bike in offroad races. He married Betty Berg, and
they had a son Rickie and daughter
Kimberly.
On September 10, 1965, Leon, his wife,
and two children were driving north of
Minot and were hit head-on by a drunk
driver. Leon’s wife and both children
were killed.
After his wife and kids’ deaths,
Leon’s draft number was changed to
that of a single man. He chose to enlist
in the Marines. A year after his family’s death, he arrived in Vietnam.
Leon’s fellow marine Gerald Loretta
credits Leon with saving his life by
pulling him to safety after he was
wounded so badly he could not move.
Other fellow marines have also written
about Leon’s heroism during his service.
On September 22, 1967, Leon received
a letter from his mother stating that
his parents were in California with his
brother Gary, who was critically ill
with spinal meningitis. Gary recently
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had enlisted in the Marines and was in
his first days of basic training when he
was hospitalized. That same afternoon,
rockets and artillery began shelling
the area that Leon was defending.
Shrapnel struck him in the chest, and
he was killed instantly.
Leon’s parents left California, where
their son Gary was in a coma, to return
to Minot to receive Leon’s body and
hold a funeral. Just hours after arriving home, Donna learned that her father had died in his home. The day
after his funeral, they held Leon’s funeral. During Leon’s funeral reception,
the family learned their son Gary had
just died in California. This is a family
who had held three funerals for the
men they love in just 1 week.
ROBERT

‘‘BOBBY’’ STOREY

Robert ‘‘Bobby’’ Storey was from
Grand Forks, and he was born July 22,
1946. He served in the Army Reserve’s
17th Aviation Group, 1st Aviation Brigade as a helicopter pilot. Bobby was 22
years old when he died on November 21,
1968.
He was the oldest of four children.
His father Henry served in the Air
Force and the family moved to different bases while the kids were young.
Bobby’s sister Debbie said that
Bobby was kind and had a smile that
would light up a room. She remembers
that in high school he played quarterback for the high school football team
and was nicknamed Bunny because of
how fast he could run. Bobby’s friends
came to their house often, which
meant a house full of boys and a refrigerator stocked with milk.
Bobby attended college at the University of North Dakota. He joined the
Sigma Nu Fraternity, and he and several of his fraternity brothers enlisted
in the Army.
Bobby became a Warrant Officer helicopter pilot, and about a month after
arriving in Vietnam his helicopter was
shot down and Bobby was killed. After
his death, Bobby’s father also went to
Vietnam, serving our country in 1970
and 1971.
After Bobby’s death, both of Bobby’s
brothers chose to wear the number 22
on their sports jerseys, just like Bobby
had in high school. In memory of
Bobby, his youngest brother named
their son Robert.
DELAND

‘‘DENNIS’’ ZUBKE

Deland ‘‘Dennis’’ Zubke was from
Grassy Butte, and he was born October
28, 1951. He served in the Army’s 15th
Artillery Regiment. Deland was just 19
years old when he went missing on
March 1, 1971.
He was one of five children born to
Drusilla and Gerald Zubke.
One of Deland’s fellow soldiers,
Ralph, wrote a remembrance describing
how Deland volunteered to take
Ralph’s place on a dangerous mission
the day Deland was last seen. His actions that day under intense enemy
and friendly fire made Deland a hero.
In Ralph’s eyes, Deland should have
been awarded a Silver Star for his
courage under the most difficult com-
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bat conditions imaginable. Deland had
arrived in Vietnam about 2 months earlier.
In 1978, the Army changed Deland’s
status from Missing in Action to Died
While Missing. Deland has never been
found.
DAVID KLINE

David Kline was born July 31, 1948,
and was from Hurdsfield. He was in the
Army’s 1st Cavalry Division. David
died July 2, 1967. He was 18 years old.
David’s sister Faye remembers that
David was liked by everyone in
Hurdsfield. David was the envy of
many because he owned a pink and
white 1957 Chevy convertible.
He played basketball for the high
school team and liked playing his guitar for fun. ‘‘Dancing in the Streets’’
by Martha and the Vandellas was one
of his favorite songs. He was senior
class president and hoped to teach history someday.
He had a younger brother Curtis, who
was just 11 months younger than
David. They were so close, folks around
town told them they were like twins.
Faye said that when she, David, and
Curtis were young, they always participated in Memorial Day events, placing
flags next to the headstones of our
country’s veterans. Faye recalls clearly that one time David noted that
‘‘someday, I will have a flag just like
that.’’
She remembers the words he said to
her, his little sister, the last time he
left for Vietnam: ‘‘Don’t grow up too
fast.’’
ROBERT

‘‘BOB’’ FULLMER

Robert ‘‘Bob’’ Fullmer was from
Grand Forks. He was born April 2, 1948.
He served in the Army’s 25th Infantry
Division. Bob died on June 6, 1969. He
was 21 years old.
Bob had two brothers, Bud and Bill.
They both served our country. Bud
served in the Navy and Bill served in
the Army Reserve.
Bill said Bob was very social and enjoyed always having friends over. When
Bob was killed in Vietnam, his parents
donated his death gratuity to the
Grand Forks Central High School to be
used as a scholarship for students with
average grades who wished to attend
the University of North Dakota.
Bob’s high school friend Barb Colby
wrote a poem about Bob shortly after
he died, and the poem was published in
1987 in the first issue of a magazine entitled ‘‘Reflecting on the Memories of
War.’’ This was her poem:
Why didn’t you say goodbye
The January day,
When that damn warring airplane
Took you so far away?
Maybe you knew before you left
That you were going to die
So your heart just wouldn’t let you
Come and say goodbye.
Please try and understand
I can’t come to where you lie.
I guess I feel like you did then.
I just can’t say goodbye.

After learning that Bob’s mother had
read her poem, Barb visited his mother
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on Memorial Day. After their visit,
Barb wrote a letter to the editor of the
magazine describing how she and Bob’s
mother reminisced about Bob’s life and
the people who have contacted his
mother since his death describing the
ways they have touched his mother’s
heart.
Talking with Bob’s mother and seeing her laughter, strength, and warmth
made Barb realize, 17 years later, that
her poem was not finished. Barb wrote
this ending to her poem and dedicated
it to Bob and his mother.
Seventeen years have come and gone
Again it’s the month of May.
I went back home and met your mom
On this Memorial Day.
She talked of you as a child and son
I told her stories of our youth.
And as we shared our memories and loss
She taught me a simple truth.
She showed me that your memory is alive
So you’ll never really die.
She made me laugh—she let me cry
She helped me to say goodbye.

These are just some of the stories I
am privileged to share, hopefully with
the rest of the country, as we continue
this 50-year remembrance of the Vietnam war and the people who took part.
I think it is so critical and so important, especially in this time when we
call on people to make sacrifices, that
so many of the young people here, who
would be the age of the grandchildren
of many of the people who served, appreciate and understand the extent of
the sacrifice and the disruption of family but the love of country that is an
inherent part of each one of these stories.
I yield the floor.
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Montana.
Mr. DAINES. Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent that following my
very brief remarks Senator SULLIVAN
be allowed to speak.
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, it is so ordered.
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MONTANA WILDFIRES

Mr. DAINES. Mr. President, I want
to bring attention to the serious
wildfires going on in Montana as I
speak. There are currently two large
active fires burning in Montana, including 4,000 acres called the Reynolds
Creek fire right in Glacier National
Park, as well as the Cabin Gulch fire,
2,500 acres, near Townsend.
Our fire crews are putting themselves
in harm’s way to protect our lands, our
forests, and our communities. With
lower-than-average snowpack, we have
had less-than-average rains. It has created a situation. We have very low
water levels in our rivers and our
streams, and our firefighting teams are
facing ripe conditions for wildfire.
They are also being driven by high
winds and dry fuels. So far this year,
we are experiencing the second worst
fire season in terms of impacted areas
in a decade. The situation could only
get more serious in the coming weeks
and months.
Our communities, our watersheds,
our wildlife habitat, our access to
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recreation—all of these critical Montana treasures—are at risk for wildfire.
Please join me in praying for the safety
of our firefighters, and please thank
them for a job and service well done for
the State of Montana.
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Alaska.
Mr. SULLIVAN. Mr. President, I wish
to begin my remarks this afternoon by
commending my colleague from North
Dakota for her weekly tributes to our
Vietnam veterans. I have watched her
do that week after week. It is very
moving. It speaks volumes to her character as well as the character of the
veterans from North Dakota.
NUCLEAR AGREEMENT WITH IRAN

Mr. President, I come to the floor
this afternoon to speak about one of
the important issues facing the Senate
today, for weeks, months, and maybe
even years, and that is the debate we
are having over the Iran nuclear agreement.
Many of my colleagues have already
spoken very eloquently and very patiently about this agreement. I want to
give one example. My colleague from
Maine, Senator KING, was on the floor
the other day when I was presiding. He
was imploring us to fully debate the
issue. He stated: ‘‘The truth emerges
from the fire of an argument on an
issue of this importance.’’ I couldn’t
agree more. We should debate this
issue. We should fully vet this issue.
We should bring all of the voices of the
people we represent into this body to
debate this issue.
Where to begin? There is so much
here, so many issues. We have seen
some of them: centrifuges, enrichment,
inspections, sanctions, and anywhere,
anytime inspections. We have to examine all of that.
I thought it was important today to
step back and take a look at some of
the big issues. There are three issues
that I believe are particularly important as we start this debate: first, the
role of the American people and this
body and the Congress with regard to
this agreement; second, the basic underlying premise of this agreement—
the driving force that in many ways is
behind this agreement; and third, the
main goal as has been agreed to by the
President and by Members of this body
on what we should be trying to achieve
with regard to this agreement.
First, the role of the American people in this body. There is confusion,
which has been perpetuated by this administration, that those of us who are
asking questions and are skeptical of
the agreement are somehow being partisan. The President said that Republicans, no matter the deal, will disagree with him and not vote with him.
In some ways he seems to be making
this about his personal agenda. But
with all due respect to the President,
the Iranian nuclear agreement is much
bigger than President Obama—much
bigger. The President will be gone in 18
months, and the American people will
have to live with the consequences of
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this agreement for decades. That is
why it is so important that the Congress debate and approve or disapprove
this agreement. Yet, had the Obama
administration had its way, we would
not be doing this today—what we are
doing right now—debating this agreement.
In fact, throughout this process, from
the very beginning, they have been
dismissive of the role of the American
people through their representatives in
Congress to weigh in and bring clarity
and wisdom to what this agreement is
all about. Just a few months ago, the
President said that he did not want the
Congress to be involved at all. We
started debating an act on this floor to
provide this body with an opportunity
to review and approve. He said he
would veto it—no involvement from
the American people. The administration only backed off when a bipartisan
group of Senators, Democrats and Republicans, stood firm—a veto-proof majority—and said: No, the American people need to be read into this agreement. That was when we passed the
Iran Nuclear Review Act. I personally
would have preferred that this be
viewed as a treaty by the administration, but we are reviewing it now under
that law.
The President and Secretary Kerry
have taken the deal to the U.N. Security Council—again, before Congress
and the American people even started
to debate the issue. The Russians and
Chinese were voting on this agreement
before we had the opportunity to do so.
Members of this body, Democrats and
Republicans, implored the Secretary by
saying: Don’t do this; it is an affront to
the American people. They didn’t listen. Finally, the President is saying—
even before we debate—if we are not in
agreement with him, he is going to
veto whatever we do in this body.
This is not how the Federal Government is supposed to conduct foreign
policy. Throughout the history of this
great body, weighing in and voting on
international agreements and international treaties of this magnitude
have been the Senate’s most important
job, the heart and soul of what we do in
this body. Sadly, two former Members
of this body—the President and the
Secretary of State—have actively
fought against our involvement.
But Alexander Hamilton knew better. In the Federalist Papers, he spoke
about the critical role of the Senate in
foreign affairs. He warned against the
President having sole authority over
issues of such a ‘‘delicate and momentous kind.’’ He argued vigorously for
the Senate to have a say on critical
foreign policy and national security
issues. Our history and the Constitution reflect this, and that is where we
come in, and that is why we are debating this.
In examining the agreement, I think
it is important to understand and look
at the bigger picture. What is the driving force? What is the underlying
premise? What is the philosophy that is
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motivating this agreement? It is not
hard to discern. From the beginning of
the Obama administration, the President and his team have been focused on
transforming our relationship with
Iran to bring it into the community of
respected nations, thereby transforming the Middle East. The President
has talked about this a number of
times. He highlighted this in a speech
to the United Nations in 2013, and it is
here again in the text of this agreement.
The text of the agreement states that
the P5+1 expresses its desire to build a
new relationship with Iran. That is in
the agreement. This is a bold and ambitious goal, no doubt, but it is also dangerously naive. Interestingly, there is
no reciprocal statement in the agreement by Iran about Iran wanting to
have a new relationship with the
United States or the West. We want it;
they don’t seem to want it. In fact,
with its leaders regularly still chanting
‘‘death to America; death to Israel’’
even after the signing of this agreement, it seems very clear that Iran
does not want a new relationship, and
this is the biggest flaw of the agreement. It amounts to a high-stakes
bet—the highest of stakes: the security
of the United States—that Iran will
change its behavior.
What I fear the most is if they don’t
change—and there is no sign that they
are going to—within 10 years, by its
own terms, this agreement will enable
Iran to have a much stronger economy,
a significant ballistic missile capability, to be on the verge of a nuclear
bomb and still be the world’s largest
sponsor of state terrorism. This is a
huge risk for the security of our country and our allies in the Middle East.
It doesn’t have to be this way. This
agreement could have mitigated these
risks. We do this all the time in diplomacy. We tell countries that we negotiate with: If you improve your behavior, you will get rewarded incrementally, step by step—step by difficult
step. For example, during the debate
we had on the Iran Nuclear Agreement
Review Act, I offered an amendment
that was simple, but it was based on
this issue: Sanctions would be lifted on
Iran once Iran came off the list of
countries that sponsored state terrorism. Simple. If you improve your behavior, you will get rewarded. This
agreement does not do that. Instead,
when you look at the structure of this
agreement, it allows Iran to get almost
all of the benefits up front.
Almost half of this agreement is
about our obligations to lift sanctions
in very minute detail—our obligations
to lift sanctions on Iran within the
next several months. Think about that.
We had the leverage. The countries
that negotiated this are among the
most powerful in the world. We had
Iran on the ropes with strong, American-led sanctions. We had the leverage, and we lost it with this agreement
on the hope that Iran will change its
behavior.
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So far, it is clear that their leaders
did not get the memo on the change of
behavior or on the new relationship.
Iran is still destabilizing the Middle
East, holding Americans hostage,
threatening Israel, and supporting terrorist groups, such as Hezbollah and
others, throughout the world. In fact,
Iran, which is a nation that has had
imperial ambitions throughout the
Middle East for centuries, could very
well accelerate its destabilizing activities as a result of the power and prestige this agreement provides them.
Supporters of this agreement, including the President, are arguing: Look,
United States, we have done this before. We have negotiated with our enemies to a positive end. President
Reagan did it with the Soviet Union.
He got a constructive deal. But this is
a flawed analogy both strategically and
tactically. When we negotiated with
the Soviet Union, it was a negotiation
between the world’s two superpowers
that were armed with nuclear weapons,
similar military strength—thousands
of military weapons. Here, however, we
are bringing a nuclear pariah into the
club of nuclear powers. This is very different.
Tactically, Team Obama has never
demonstrated the desire to walk away
from this deal. This wasn’t the case
with President Reagan. He famously
walked away from the Soviets in Reykjavik, Iceland, over a verification
issue on the INF agreement. ‘‘This
meeting is over,’’ President Reagan
said to George Shultz, his Secretary of
State, when he thought we were giving
away too much. ‘‘Let’s go, George.
We’re leaving,’’ said the President. And
they did. They left. A year later, Mikhail Gorbachev came back to the
table and agreed to onsite inspections
of their nuclear facilities. America and
the USSR signed the INF treaty, and
Soviet power began to unravel. Contrast that to the experience we have
heard about in the last few months of
these negotiations on the issue of conventional weapons and ballistic missiles.
The Chairman of the Joint Chiefs of
Staff, GEN Martin Dempsey, testified
in front of the Armed Services Committee very recently. He said: ‘‘Under
no circumstances should we relieve
pressure on Iran relative to ballistic
missile capabilities and arms trafficking.’’ That was said by the No. 1
military adviser to the President of the
United States. But we did. Within 7
days of that statement, we did. The
embargo on conventional weapons and
ballistic missiles is going to be lifted
as part of this agreement. When the
Russians and the Chinese pushed this
position at the very end of these negotiations, Secretary Kerry should have
listened to General Dempsey’s military
advice and he should have done what
Secretary Shultz did. He should have
walked. He should have walked away to
get a better deal.
Finally, I wish to conclude by underscoring what everybody, from the
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President to Members of this body, has
agreed should be the principal negotiation objective of this agreement, which
has always been to keep Iran from developing a nuclear weapon and to dismantle its nuclear capability.
In fact, this body weighed in last
year—March of 2014—in a letter written by 81 U.S. Senators to the President of the United States about these
negotiations. The letter had a number
of benchmarks for the negotiators. One
stated that sanctions ‘‘must continue
until Iran abandons its efforts to build
a nuclear weapon.’’
The letter then goes on to cite another critical basic goal of the agreement. It states: ‘‘We believe any agreement must dismantle Iran’s nuclear
weapons program and prevent it from
ever having a uranium or plutonium
path to a nuclear bomb.’’ Last year, 81
Senators stated that. Let me repeat
that: ‘‘We believe any agreement must
dismantle Iran’s nuclear weapons program and prevent it from ever having a
uranium or plutonium path to a nuclear bomb.’’ I agree with the 81 Senators. Mr. President, 40 Democrats, 40
Republicans, and 1 Independent signed
that letter, and 72 of those Senators
are still Members of this body. But
they need to ask themselves: Are they
sure this goal has been achieved?
I have read this entire agreement. I
believe this goal has not been achieved,
and that should deeply concern all
Members of the U.S. Senate.
Let me conclude by quoting someone
I normally do not quote on the floor of
the U.S. Senate—Iranian Supreme
Leader Ayatollah Khamenei, who just
this past Saturday stated the following: ‘‘Even after this deal our policy
towards the arrogant United States
will not change,’’ and then he led the
crowd he was before into chanting
‘‘Death to America.’’ That is the country that we are hoping and risking our
future on that will change, that we will
have a ‘‘new relationship’’ with, as the
agreement states.
To the American people: We will continue to debate this critical issue.
In the words of my colleague from
Maine, we will bring the fire to the debate and a truth will emerge. Unfortunately, here is one truth that I find
self-evident: Iran is not changing anytime soon. That is because this agreement didn’t force it to.
I yield the floor.
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The assistant Democratic leader.
FOR-PROFIT COLLEGES AND UNIVERSITIES

Mr. DURBIN. Mr. President, if we
ask most people in America what is the
most heavily subsidized industry in
America, which industry, which sector
of our economy receives the highest
level of Federal subsidy in America, I
guess they would get it wrong, because
it turns out the sector that gets the
highest degree of Federal subsidy is
for-profit colleges and universities—
for-profit colleges and universities.
I wish to say a word or two about the
current status of the largest of these
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for-profit colleges and universities and
the tactics they are using to become
even fatter at the expense of the American taxpayers.
I will read a quote about the for-profit college industry:
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They are not educators and they’re looking
to manipulate this model to make money.
There is nothing wrong with making money,
but I think anyone making money in an educational activity has a higher standard of accountability.

Some might think that was a quote
from some speech I gave here. They
would be wrong. That was a quote from
John Murphy, a cofounder of the University of Phoenix, during a recent
interview he gave to Deseret News National. As the article rightly observes,
the University of Phoenix is the
‘‘grand-daddy’’ of the for-profit industry, but the enterprise has experienced
a dramatic shift in priorities since it
became a publicly traded company, according to Mr. Murphy, one of the cofounders. The reason for the change,
according to Murphy, is the combination of the new corporate entity—forprofit University of Phoenix—chasing
stock prices with the temptation of the
open spigot of Federal funds. Mr. Murphy calls the Federal student loan
money ‘‘the juice’’ of the for-profit college industry. And for its part, the University of Phoenix is swimming in the
juice. They received 84 percent of their
revenue from Federal title IV funding
in 2012 and 2013. How much? It was $3.5
billion.
According to law, for-profit colleges
are prohibited—we don’t want them to
become too dependent on the Federal
Government, so we prohibit them from
receiving any more than 90 percent of
their revenue from title IV Federal
funding—90 percent.
When I think of the outrage I hear
from those in Washington who track
Federal money, I can’t believe they are
overlooking this industry. A major
loophole, however, allows the University of Phoenix to not include veterans’
GI Bill benefits or Department of Defense tuition assistance programs in
their Federal revenue calculation. So I
joined with Senator TOM CARPER of
Delaware and others to fix this, to
close this loophole, to hold the forprofit colleges to no more than 90 percent of the revenue coming directly
from the Federal Government.
A recent article by Aaron Glantz
published by the Center for Investigative Reporting provides a troubling
look into the world of for-profit college
recruitment of America’s veterans and
members of our military. The article
details how the University of Phoenix
has become a major sponsor of military
events. In one instance, they paid
$25,000 to sponsor a concert for military members and their families. The
company gave away Galaxy computer
tablets and wrapped the stage in a
giant University of Phoenix banner. In
other instances, the Center for Investigative Reporting found that the University of Phoenix sponsored ‘‘resume
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workshops’’ which essentially amounted to recruitment drives for their university. According to the article, the
company sponsored hundreds of events
on military bases, including rock concerts, Super Bowl parties, fatherdaughter dances, Easter egg hunts,
chocolate festivals, fashion shows, and
even brunch with Santa.
University of Phoenix paid $250,000—
a quarter of a million dollars—to sponsor events over the last 3 years at Fort
Campbell, KY. Private sponsorship of
military events is not unusual, but it
has to raise some eyebrows when the
company whose profits depend on recruiting servicemembers are paying for
these programs. Let’s face it. That is
what these events are for—recruitment
events for the company.
In the name of corporate sponsorship,
the University of Phoenix could gain
direct access to military bases with a
nod and a wink to servicemembers:
Come to Phoenix. We care about the
military.
Boy, has it paid off for Phoenix and
what Mr. Murphy called ‘‘the juice’’ of
Federal funds.
The University of Phoenix is the
fourth largest recipient of Department
of Defense tuition assistance funds
which help servicemembers continue
their education. In fiscal year 2014, the
University of Phoenix received more
than $20 million of these benefits. But
hold on tight. Here is where the juice
gets deep. When it comes to veterans’
GI Bill funding, the University of Phoenix is a top recipient in America of
these funds—$272 million. In return,
the company offers servicemembers
and veterans degrees of questionable
value, below-average graduation rates,
and—get this—a student loan default
rate almost 40 percent higher than the
national average. That is what we are
offering to members of our military
and veterans through the University of
Phoenix and their programs.
I don’t think this type of behavior by
the University of Phoenix is what the
President had in mind when he signed
Executive Order 13607, intended to prevent for-profit colleges from gaining
preferential access to our military.
I have written to Secretary of Defense Ash Carter about the outrage. If
it is a matter of University of Phoenix
not following DOD rules, I want the
Department to take action. If the University of Phoenix’s actions outlined in
this report are within the rules, the
rules need to be changed.
I want to say a word about another
story by the Center for Investigative
Reporting last week. This is almost incredible. It is difficult for me—I can’t—
to recount the details of the story I am
about to relate, and my colleagues will
understand why in a moment.
According to the Center for Investigative
Reporting,
nearly
2,000
unaccredited
institutions
received
more than $260 million in GI Bill benefits between 2009 and 2014. Some of
them are for profit; all are totally
unaccredited. When someone serves in
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our military, we offer them GI Bill benefits—once-in-a-lifetime benefits—for
the betterment of themselves and their
family. Once they have used the benefits, they are gone.
One example of one of these
unaccredited institutions that is receiving these benefits for our military—GI Bill benefits—is a sexual therapy school in San Francisco. The name
of it is the Institute For Advanced
Study
of
Human
Sexuality—
unaccredited. The activities that are
described in the article about this
school I cannot say on the floor of the
Senate. The institute openly brags—
this unaccredited institute receiving
GI Bill benefits openly brags about its
massive collection of pornography, and
we sent this institution GI Bill funding. That is outrageous.
Seven other Senators joined me in
writing to Secretary McDonald of the
VA last week asking him to investigate
and explain. I also expect to speak with
him by next week, and I hope to hear
that the VA is taking action. The GI
Bill is too important for our veterans
to have these benefits ever questioned
because of a scandal such as this.
Stories such as these abuses by the
for-profit college industry and these
unaccredited so-called schools are appearing more frequently. In newspapers
and other media outlets across America, this issue has never received so
much attention. Unfortunately, here in
the Halls of Congress, you can still
hear the crickets when it comes to this
issue. I hope this changes. If we are serious about really caring about our
military and their families and our veterans, if we are serious about caring
about taxpayers’ dollars, if we are honest about this industry that is fleecing
the American taxpayers and members
of our military, this Congress should
act on a bipartisan basis. But some of
these schools have friends in high
places. Every time I have tried to call
them out, someone has stepped in to
their defense, usually in a private manner so the public doesn’t know.
The day of reckoning is coming for
these for-profit schools. The stock market is catching up with them. Stockholders are catching up with them.
Students and their families are catching up with the fact that they are a
waste of time and money. Now we have
to make sure the taxpayers have their
day and their attention directed toward this outrageous exploitation.
5TH ANNIVERSARY OF DODD-FRANK

Mr. DURBIN. Mr. President, July 21
marks the fifth anniversary of the enactment of the Dodd-Frank Wall Street
Reform and Consumer Protection Act.
Let’s remember what was happening
when the law was created. In 2008, we
were staring in the face of the greatest
economic meltdown since the Great
Depression. Wall Street banks and financial companies had built a multitrillion dollar house of cards. They
built it out of subprime and predatory
mortgage lending, mortgage-backed securities with inflated credit ratings,

E:\CR\FM\G23JY6.087

S23JYPT1

SSpencer on DSK4SPTVN1PROD with SENATE

July 23, 2015

and unregulated derivatives based on
these mortgages. It was enormously
complex and risky, and our financial
regulatory system was ill-equipped to
oversee it. It all started coming apart
when several mortgage lenders went
under, and Bear Stearns began wobbling.
Then in March 2008 Bear Stearns
went down. By September 2008 one
giant financial company after another
started collapsing: Lehman Brothers,
Merrill Lynch, AIG, Washington Mutual, Wachovia. It was a time of panic.
Credit markets froze. The stock market swung wildly. Congress had to take
dramatic steps to stop the economy
from going into free fall. Who suffered
the most from Wall Street’s misbehavior? Main Street Americans.
As a result of the financial crisis, unemployment went up over 10 percent.
Nearly nine million Americans lost
their jobs. Millions of families faced
foreclosure on their homes. More than
$19 trillion in household and retirement wealth was wiped away.
It was clear we had to act to get out
of this ‘‘great recession,’’ and we did.
We saved the auto industry, passed the
Recovery Act to boost the economy,
and stabilized the economy. We have
now had 64 consecutive months of job
growth, and the unemployment rate is
down to 5.3 percent. But it was clear to
all of us who lived through that financial crisis that we needed to reform our
financial regulatory system and curb
risky and predatory financial practices.
Five years ago, we did just that by
enacting the Dodd-Frank Wall Street
Reform and Consumer Protection Act.
It took months of legislating—dozens
of hearings, extended debate and
amendments in committees and on the
floor, and a robust conference committee process. The result was a landmark reform law that reined in the
worst abuses of Wall Street and provided critical new protections for consumers and Main Street businesses.
One of those was the creation of the
Consumer Financial Protection Bureau, or CFPB. I remember back in 2007
when a law professor named ELIZABETH
WARREN told me about all the tricks
and traps that banks and mortgage
companies were using on consumers.
She said we need an agency that is focused like a laser on making sure that
there is transparency and fairness in
consumer financial products. I agreed.
So in 2008 I introduced the first bill
that sought to create this consumer financial protection agency.
I could not have been prouder when
this agency was established by the
Dodd-Frank Act. This was a landmark
win not only for consumers but for our
overall economy.
When consumers have transparent
and accurate information about financial products, they are empowered to
make better choices. Senator WARREN
did an admirable job of getting the
CFPB up and running. And now, under
the leadership of Richard Cordray, the
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CFPB has achieved great success in
protecting consumers, especially those
most often targeted by wrongdoers—
students; older Americans; servicemembers, veterans and their families;
and the economically disadvantaged.
To date, the CFPB has obtained over
$10 billion in relief to consumers
through its enforcement actions.
The CFPB went after several of the
Nation’s largest credit card companies
for targeting their customers with deceptive and fraudulent activities. This
resulted in nearly $2 billion being paid
back to more than 12 million customers nationwide. To further protect
students and their families, the CFPB
has brought action against for-profit
colleges for their predatory lending
practices.
In November 2013, the CFPB announced its first enforcement action in
the predatory payday lending industry.
This led to $14 million in restitution
from Cash America for targeting servicemembers and their families and violating the Military Lending Act in the
process. Since then, the CFPB has continued to limit the ability of payday
lenders to prey on vulnerable families
across America.
The CFPB is a tremendous success
story. But the successes of Dodd-Frank
don’t stop there.
When the Dodd-Frank bill was on the
Senate floor, I offered an amendment
that dealt with the issue of debit card
swipe fees. This amendment was adopted by the Senate with 64 votes—47
Democrats and 17 Republicans—and it
was enacted into law. My amendment
marked the first time that Congress
acted to rein in excessive swipe fees,
which were lining the pockets of big
banks and costing billions for merchants and their consumers. I am
pleased to report this reform has
achieved significant success.
For those who don’t remember, swipe
fees are fees fixed by Visa and
MasterCard, and are paid by merchants
to card-issuing banks whenever a purchase is made with a card. Because
Visa and MasterCard set the fees on behalf of all banks, there is no competition between banks on the fee rates—so
the rates always went up. By 2009, the
banks were collecting about $16 billion
per year in debit swipe fees from merchants. And merchants had to pass
that cost on to their customers in the
form of higher prices. Of course, the
banks didn’t need all of this swipe fee
money to conduct debit transactions.
The actual cost to process a debit
transaction is just a few cents. But the
banks and card companies exploited
the swipe fee system so they would receive far more than they would ever
need—an average of 44 cents per transaction.
It didn’t have to be this way. Many
other countries have thriving debit
card systems with swipe fees strictly
regulated or prohibited altogether. But
in the U.S., swipe fees were spinning
out of control. There were no market
forces working to keep fees at a reason-
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able level. So I offered my amendment
to bring some reasonable regulation to
this system.
My amendment said that if the Nation’s biggest banks are going to let
Visa and MasterCard fix swipe fee rates
for them, then the rates must be reasonable and proportional to the cost of
processing a transaction. And my
amendment also said there needs to be
a real choice of card networks available for each debit transaction. This
reform cut the average debit swipe fee
in half, from about 44 cents to about 24
cents.
This is actually pretty modest reform. Most other countries have gone
much further in regulating swipe fees.
But boy, did the big banks scream
about it. They said swipe fee regulation
would be the end of the world. They
claimed it would kill the debit card
system, devastate small banks and
credit unions, and cause banks to jack
up other fees on consumers. Well, the
law took effect in 2011, so we have had
some time to see how it has worked.
And as it turns out, the horror stories
that the banks predicted turned out to
be pure fiction.
Let us look at the facts. First, swipe
fee reform hasn’t hurt the growth of
the debit system. Debit card use continues to grow each year, according to
the Federal Reserve. And it hasn’t hurt
small banks and credit unions, either.
My amendment exempted all but the
biggest one percent of card-issuing
banks from fee regulation. The Fed announced in May 2013 that this small
issuer exemption ‘‘is working as intended.’’
Credit unions and small banks have
thrived since the amendment took effect, because the amendment has enabled them to receive higher fees than
their big bank competitors. It has
helped level the playing field between
the big banks and the little guys.
Don’t take it from me. Here is what
press releases from the Credit Union
National Association have said since
my amendment took effect in 2011:
November 2012: ‘‘Credit Unions Growing at
Sustained, Increasingly Strong Pace.’’
March 2013: ‘‘The credit union movement is
healthy, vibrant and on the rise.’’
Last February: ‘‘Credit unions experience
fast growth on all fronts in 2014 . . . 2015 expected to surpass banner year.’’

I know the small banks and credit
unions will never thank me for this reform. But the reality is they have
gained
a
competitive
advantage
through this reform. It has helped
them.
And how about consumers? Well, the
banks said my amendment would cause
consumer checking fees to go through
the roof—and they still try to pretend
that is the case. But the facts say otherwise.
Last September the Wall St. Journal
reported that ‘‘After peaking in 2009,
the annual account fees collected at
U.S. commercial banks have declined
markedly, even as the volume of bank
deposits has swelled.’’ Transparency
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and competition is helping keep fees
down.
The American Bankers Association
reported last year that 62 percent of
Americans pay nothing at all for bank
services. And this year Bankrate.com
found that 72 percent of credit union
checking accounts came with no maintenance fees.
And what about savings to consumers? Well, noted economist Robert
Shapiro did a study in 2013 and estimated that swipe fees overall were reduced by about $8.5 billion in 2012. He
estimated that about $6 billion of these
reductions were passed along from merchants to consumers in the form of
lower prices.
While it may be hard to see those
price reductions when you spread the
savings across the entire economy, the
fact is that the savings are real. Unfortunately, the savings should have been
even greater. When the Federal Reserve drafted a proposed rule for my
amendment, they planned for a fee cap
of 7 to 12 cents—far closer to the actual
cost of processing a debit transaction.
But the banks lobbied the Fed hard to
double the proposed cap, and the Fed
gave in to the bank lobbyists. Of
course, the banks and card companies
promptly took advantage of the watered-down regulation and turned the
fee cap into a fee floor. As a result,
there are still excessive swipe fees
begin charged in the debit system—not
to mention credit card swipe fees,
which have not been reformed at all.
There is no doubt that swipe fees
continue to distort the incentives in
our payments system. Banks and card
companies continue to shape the system to maximize fees instead of efficiency and security. Just look at the
issue of card security technology. The
banks ignored this for years—until my
amendment made part of the debit
swipe fee contingent on having effective fraud prevention technology in
place.
Just a few weeks after my amendment took effect in 2011, Visa finally
announced a roadmap to promote adoption of smart-chip cards in the United
States. MasterCard soon followed. That
is good news, but unfortunately the
banks and card networks are still
steering away from using PINs on
cards—even though the rest of the
world uses a chip-and-PIN system and
PINs mean lower fraud. Why avoid
PINs? Because several other card companies
compete
with
Visa
and
MasterCard on PIN transactions, and
the competition means the fees are
lower. Further reform is needed to correct these skewed incentives.
We have more work to do to make
sure our credit and debit card systems
are competitive, transparent and fair. I
hope the Federal Reserve and my colleagues in both parties will work with
me in this effort.
Unfortunately, when it comes to
Dodd-Frank, Republicans in Congress
have spent the past 5 years trying to
undermine this legislation. We must
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not forget the lessons we learned from
the financial crisis. We can’t go back
to the system we had before DoddFrank. Instead let’s work together to
protect what works, make constructive
improvements, and expand DoddFrank’s reforms where needed.
Remember, Wall Street used to get
its way all the time around here, and
they led us down a path that almost
took our economy off a cliff. Let’s not
go back there. Let’s promise the American people that never again will Congress allow financial tricks and traps
to bring our economy to near-ruin.
I see one of my colleagues on the
floor, and I yield the floor.
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Arkansas.
TROOP SAFETY

Mr. BOOZMAN. Mr. President, the
dangers our troops face extend beyond
war zones and unfortunately to within
our Nation’s borders, and it is time our
policies reflect their risks no matter
where they are stationed.
Just like the attack at the Little
Rock Army recruiting station and the
tragedy at Fort Hood, the recent senseless shootings in Chattanooga happened when our troops were unarmed,
leaving them no way to defend themselves.
I fully support the actions of Arkansas Governor Asa Hutchinson to do
what is necessary to protect the Arkansas National Guard by allowing
members to be armed at guard installations. However, the Governor only has
authority over the Arkansas National
Guard. While Governors of other States
have issued similar directives, I urge
Secretary of Defense Ashton Carter
and President Obama to order protective measures at Department of Defense installations.
HONORING MARINE STAFF SERGEANT DAVID
WYATT AND THE OTHER SERVICEMEMBERS
WHO LOST THEIR LIVES IN THE CHATTANOOGA
TRAGEDY

Mr. President, the vicious attack in
Chattanooga changed the lives of the
families of GySgt Thomas Sullivan,
LCpl
Squire
Wells,
Sgt
Carson
Holmquist, SSgt David Wyatt, and PO2
Randall Smith.
The attack hit especially close to
home for Arkansas, where SSgt David
Wyatt grew up. While he no longer
called Arkansas home, the State always had a fond place in Staff Sergeant
Wyatt’s heart. He often visited his family who still live in the Natural State
and taught his children how to call the
hogs.
He was a 1998 graduate of Russellville
High School. Staff Sergeant Wyatt was
active in athletics and played in the
school band. He also earned the Eagle
Scout, the highest rank of the Boy
Scouts. His Scoutmasters, classmates,
and teachers fondly recalled David as a
young man who was a natural leader
with a lot of enthusiasm and a unique
sense of humor.
A career in the military was a natural fit for Staff Sergeant Wyatt, who
came from a long line of military serv-
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ice. He enlisted in the Marines following the events of 9/11. During his 11
years in the military, Staff Sergeant
Wyatt served in locations all over the
world. He was well aware of the dangers of wearing the Nation’s uniform,
having served deployments in Iraq and
Afghanistan. His mom, Deborah Wyatt
Boen, told the Russellville Courier that
her son was proud to be a U.S. marine
and called his fellow marines ‘‘brothers.’’
No one could have predicted the violence that targeted his life while he
was working to protect and defend our
Nation with his band of brothers. But
with the nature of the current threats
we face and with increased calls from
groups such as ISIS to attack U.S.
servicemembers at home, it is vital
that we reevaluate our security practices for all our military installations
and fix any vulnerabilities that put our
personnel at risk.
On Thursday, July 16, 2015, SSgt
David Wyatt made the ultimate sacrifice for his selfless service to our Nation. SSgt David Wyatt is a true American hero.
I ask my colleagues to keep his wife
Lorri, daughter Rebecca, son Heith,
and the rest of his family and friends in
their thoughts and prayers.
On behalf of our grateful Nation, I
humbly offer my appreciation and gratitude for his selfless service and sacrifice.
I yield the floor.
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The majority whip.
Mr. CORNYN. Mr. President, today
the Senate has begun work on legislation that would provide our States and
communities across this great land the
resources and reliability they need to
soundly invest in our transportation
infrastructure. After a full stumble
start when our friends across the aisle
decided to block our ability to proceed,
they reconsidered, thankfully, and I
am glad to see them join us to move
forward on this sensible, bipartisan
bill.
To this Senator, the most important
part of the bill is that it doesn’t kick
the can down the road—at least not in
the way we have done more than 30 different times. We have had more than 30
short-term
transportation
patches,
which is a terrible way to do business,
and frankly it should be embarrassing
to us that we haven’t been able to
come up with a better solution.
While a 3-year transportation bill is
no panacea, it represents progress and
avoids a lot of the unpredictability and
wait-and-see problems our States have
had when it comes to planning longer
term
projects.
Fortunately,
this
multiyear bill restores some sanity by
providing resources over a consistent
and dependable period of time. It is actually a 6-year bill. We have come up
with a bipartisan group of pay-fors to
take us 3 years out, but then hopefully
we will continue to work on trying to
find a way to pay for the last 3 years
without adding to the deficit and debt,
as has happened in the past.
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This bill is really forward-looking,
and this legislation provides the foundation for more commerce, more efficient travel, and more public safety by
enhancing our transportation networks. In doing so, it provides for a
more stable economic climate for the
next generation, as our States plan to
meet the needs of a continually growing population.
I am thankful in Texas that with
strong economic growth and a lot of
people moving there—voting with their
feet, as I like to say—from other parts
of the country, we know the value of
good infrastructure. And when the
highway fights in Washington, DC,
froze to a standstill, Texas stepped up
to the plate and refused to wait.
One example of that action that I
mentioned earlier this week came last
fall when Texans voted last November
to overwhelmingly approve a measure
that would provide an additional $1.7
billion to upgrade and maintain our
vast
transportation
infrastructure.
This came from a surplus in our rainy
day fund. That proposal was approved
with more than 80 percent of the vote,
and in so doing, Texans clearly
prioritized improved infrastructure and
understood that by making our roads
more efficient, we can decrease the 44
hours of car time that Texans spend
stuck in traffic annually.
The vote also showed that Texans realized that our State is poised to grow
significantly. In fact, our economy,
which grew 5.2 percent last year compared to 2.2 percent nationwide—one
reason our economy is growing is because people are coming to Texas to
pursue their dreams. We are going to
need better roadways to absorb the estimated 18 million vehicles expected to
be added to our roads by the year 2040.
This bill will help Texas manage the
influx of people and vehicles so that we
will have the transportation infrastructure to support the millions of
new people who will call Texas home in
the not too distant future.
Texas has long known that good
transportation infrastructure is part of
what has made us the economic powerhouse we are today. Take, for example,
the farm-to-market roads that opened
more than 70 years ago, with the idea
that our farmers and ranchers needed a
reliable transportation network to get
their livestock and crops to town. So
basically our farm-to-market roads
gave our rural areas more access to the
towns and cities that purchased those
goods. This helped Texas agriculture—
a substantial part of our economy—and
made it even more competitive by providing a reliable method to transport
our grown and raised goods to market—first around the local community,
then around the State, and now around
the country.
Of course, I was pleased, along with a
lot of folks in the agriculture sector in
Texas, that we passed trade promotion
authority with the promise of opening
up even more markets around the
world.

VerDate Sep 11 2014

04:16 Jul 24, 2015

S5507

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — SENATE

Jkt 049060

Many generations have benefited
from the investments we made in infrastructure to help them get efficiently
from point A to point B.
Just as the farm-to-market roads
provided a more reliable transportation
network
throughout
rural
Texas, this legislation includes vital
resources that will upgrade rural
routes and freight corridors in addition
to improving the overall safety and efficiency of nearly 20,000 miles of major
roadways in Texas.
While it is not perfect, as the Presiding Officer knows, this bill represents some progress. I wish I could
say we have solved our transportation
problems in perpetuity, but I don’t
think that is possible. But doing it for
3 years beats the dickens out of another short-term patch, as I mentioned
a moment ago, and kicking this can
down the road does nothing to support
the next chapter of population and economic growth.
As we continue to discuss and review
this legislation, I am going to continue
to encourage our colleagues to consider
just how much our entire country
needs to strengthen the infrastructure
projects that will hopefully help that
2.2 percent growth which we experienced in 2014 nationwide go upward and
upward because that will create more
jobs and more opportunity.
We have also seen that under new
leadership, starting this last January,
we have been able to make incremental
progress in a number of areas on a bipartisan basis. Frankly, given the response I heard from many of my constituents last year when they complained to me about the dysfunction
here in Washington, DC—even though,
again, they are not necessarily saying
we have met the mark, they are seeing
that we are trying to work hard on a
bipartisan basis to meet their needs,
and I think this bill represents that
kind of progress.
Mr. President, I yield the floor.
The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr.
SASSE). The Senator from Georgia.
VA ACCOUNTABILITY

Mr. ISAKSON. Mr. President, as
chairman of the Veterans’ Affairs Committee of the U.S. Senate, I am proud
to be joined by other members of the
committee for a colloquy and a report
to the American people on the progress
we are making to hold the VA accountable for our veterans and our taxpayers.
As all will remember, there was a
terrible tragedy at the VA hospital in
Phoenix last year. Because of missed
appointments, erased records, consults
that were removed, veterans waiting
for services never got them, and in
three cases they died. That was malfeasance in office and brought a great
scandal to the VA.
In January, when our committee
took hold, we decided to go to the Justice Department and the inspector general and say: Go into the VA, investigate these incidents that took place,
and if we find criminal wrongdoing or
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civil wrongdoing, we should prosecute
these people to make sure it doesn’t
happen again.
I am never happy when anybody is
indicted, but I was satisfied that last
Friday the first indictment came down
from the Justice Department against a
VA hospital employee—unfortunately,
in my State of Georgia at the VA hospital in Augusta—for 50 counts of falsifying medical records, the results of
which ended up benefiting the employees and hurting veterans.
I promise the American people and
Members of the Senate that this is not
going to be the last indictment. We are
going to see to it that people are held
accountable for their actions and that
they do what is right morally and what
is right legally. We owe nothing less
and we owe nothing more to our veterans than that type of treatment.
Yesterday the VA committee met,
and we approved two great bills in our
effort to bring about greater accountability. One of those bills was the
Rubio-Johnson bill, which allows the
firing and holding of accountability of
VA employees for malfeasance and
misconduct in office for cause.
As many people know, the VA oftentimes in disciplining people just moved
them to another job at the same pay
because they can’t move them out of
the system. So the accountability
never takes place, there is no sense of
accountability, and veterans are not
well served. Thanks to the Rubio-Johnson bill, people who for cause are terminated will have a brief hearing and a
chance to justify their case, and if
their case is not justified, they will be
removed from the Veterans’ Administration health services agency and
they will be fired. That is the type of
accountability every American who is
employed at their job has, and we
think that is the same accountability
every employee ought to have at the
VA.
After that, we then passed the Cassidy-Ayotte bill, a bill that I was very
proud of because Senator CASSIDY and
Senator AYOTTE said the following: It
is just not right for somebody who is
not doing their job to get a bonus.
As many people know, bonuses were
paid in the VA last year to employees
who were being reprimanded for misconduct and bad behavior. You cannot
take a benefit away retroactively, and
this bill does not do that, but it says to
the VA prospectively that rewards and
bonuses cannot be earned by those who
are not conducting their job in the way
they should.
These are the types of accountability
measures that people in the United
States expect.
As chairman of the committee, I always want to brag about the good
things VA employees do, and they do a
lot of good things. For every one scandal you hear about, there are hundreds
of thousands of benefits veterans are
receiving because of good, loyal employees. But the best employees in the
world are brought down a notch when
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those who are not good are allowed to
continue to stay on the job even if they
are not performing or get bonuses when
they are not performing.
I am so proud of the Cassidy-Ayotte
bill and Johnson-Rubio bill, which say
to the American people that we are
going to have accountability; we are
going to pay bonuses for good behavior,
not bad behavior; and if somebody
doesn’t do their job, they will lose that
job if that cause is justified. That is
what the American people expect of the
Senate, that is what they expect of our
committee, and I am proud to report to
the Senate today that started.
I am also proud to yield to the Senator from Louisiana, Mr. CASSIDY, a
physician, a doctor who understands
health services and who brought one of
these accountability issues to the committee yesterday.
Senator CASSIDY.
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Louisiana.
Mr. CASSIDY. Mr. President, I thank
the chairman.
This week, the VA committee passed
out of committee S. 627, which establishes guidelines for the Secretary to
deny bonuses to employees who have
violated VA policy or law. It also ensures information on reprimands will
be kept in the employee’s permanent
record. Our veterans deserve this bill.
When the VA scandal erupted in
Phoenix last year, then-VA Secretary
Eric Shinseki rescinded the performance award given in 2013 to the career
senior executive who ran this Phoenix
VA health care hospital—a bonus that
the Department said was awarded because of an administrative error. The
employee appealed and a Federal judge
directed the VA to repay the bonus despite the fact that the employee had
improperly accepted more than $13,000
in gifts from a lobbyist and failed to report them and manipulated data to
conceal excessive wait times for veterans seeking health care.
The judge determined, however, that
the VA did not have the authority to
rescind her bonus. This is why many
veterans do not trust the VA. Here is
an administrator who, again, took
$13,000 in gifts from a lobbyist, did not
report them, manipulated data and,
nonetheless, gets a bonus. This is, by
the way, while veterans were allegedly
dying prematurely because of the care
not given at this facility.
If we want to improve the VA system, we need to focus on the quality of
the workforce. Workforce morale was
seriously affected by those who abused
their authority and nonetheless received bonuses or those who do not
have information on reprimands retained in their permanent record,
meaning it is that much harder to dismiss those employees who are not
good.
How does this incentivize honest
workers to do a better job if we reward
those who do not do good jobs? This is
a commonsense solution that the
American people will view as a signal
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that Congress is serious about improving veterans health care. In addition,
S. 1082, the Department of Veterans Affairs Accountability Act, a bill introduced by Senators RUBIO and JOHNSON,
would give the VA Secretary more
flexibility to remove corrupt or poorperforming employees, not just top officials. The bill would expand the authority of the 2014 Veterans Access,
Choice, and Accountability Act to the
entire workforce of the VA, which has
made it easier to remove senior executives for wrongdoing.
This bill would also extend the probationary period for new VA employees.
A veteran once told me that his perception was that the VA system was run
for the benefit of employees, not for
the benefit of the veteran who is the
patient. This is incredibly unfair to the
dedicated VA employees. But on the
other hand, giving bonuses to those
such as this Phoenix VA supervisor
makes it understandable why he has
this perception.
The legislation I have spoken of
today helps restore accountability to
the VA system so that all will know
that the VA is run first, foremost, and
always for the veterans seen there as
patients.
I yield the floor to my colleague Senator ROUNDS.
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from South Dakota.
Mr. ROUNDS. Mr. President, I rise
today also to speak with regard to the
work of the Veterans’ Affairs Committee. The Senate Veterans’ Affairs
Committee yesterday passed some very
critical legislation. It is great to see
the chairman and the ranking member
and how they worked together side by
side—Republican and Democratic colleagues working together to improve
the lives of our veterans and truly to
begin the process of reforming a broken
VA system.
More than a year ago, the VA wait
list scandal was made public. One of
the biggest reasons the problem grew
so large was the lack of accountability
within the VA. Yesterday, with bipartisan support, we reported out five
bills. Among those were two bills focused on bringing accountability to the
VA. I would like to talk about that
process and about what I learned as a
freshman Senator, stepping in and
watching—after listening to all of the
stories about how the Senate was dysfunctional and things were not working
right; Republicans would not work
with Democrats, and Democrats would
not
work
with
Republicans—how
Chairman ISAKSON and Ranking Member BLUMENTHAL worked their way
through these bills and unanimously
passed them out of committee.
I also watched as some members offered amendments. The chairman suggested, strongly, that perhaps they
should withdraw them because we did
not have what we call pay-fors with
them, where there might have been an
expense, or we did not have a report
saying whether it would add cost to a
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VA system that was also already short
on funding in those particular areas.
Rather than simply having votes and
having acrimony, what those Members
said was this: Would you work with us
to see that our goals would be accomplished? I watched as our chairman,
along
with
Ranking
Member
BLUMENTHAL, work to get the job done
to make things better for veterans. It
was not acrimonious. It was a matter
of members of this committee working
side by side committing to help each
other make the VA perform better
than what they have in the past.
That is the type of work that we need
in the Senate. It is what our people
want us to do. It is what veterans want
to have happen. So I am here to say
this can be done and it can be done correctly. I will also tell you that in talking with members of that committee
afterwards, there was real interest. Republicans and Democrats side by side
were saying: Look, there were some
good ideas offered in that committee,
and they would make good amendments to the bill, but we had to know
what the costs were. The commitment
on both sides of the aisle was to find a
way to work together. I commend the
chairman, and I commend the ranking
member for their work and the way
that they worked through some very
serious issues.
The first one of those bills that I
wanted to talk about was S. 1082, the
Department of Veterans Affairs Accountability Act. It was introduced by
Senators MARCO RUBIO and RON JOHNSON. Senator JOHNSON I am sure will be
here to speak because he understands
exactly from his constituents what the
need is to reform the system.
This bill would allow for the removal
or the demotion of employees of the
VA based on performance or misconduct. It also gives the employee
ample time to appeal the removal or
demotion. Finally, it extended the probationary period for Senior Executive
Service employees to make sure the
high-ups are doing their jobs correctly.
The second one is S. 627, the AyotteCassidy accountability bill. You have
heard a little bit about it already. This
bill would force VA employees who purposefully manipulated wait lists for
veterans’ health care to repay their
bonus. It seems like only common
sense—the kind of common sense we
have in South Dakota and that we like
to have. I know the Presiding Officer’s
home State in Nebraska has that kind
of common sense. It says: If you are
doing something wrong, you should not
get paid a bonus and be allowed to continue on.
This behavior of any VA employee
should not be tolerated—let alone rewarded. I am happy to see that this
passed the committee, and it sends a
message to the other hard-working employees of the VA administration that
their hard work is not going to be
tainted by individuals who are not
doing their job correctly. Let me just
share this. I just have to share this
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story. Some things you think you
would not see, and yet, in South Dakota, I have a good friend who is 83
years old. He is a veteran.
All he wanted to do was to get a new
set of glasses. He has diabetes. He
wanted to get it through the VA. He
had gone to his own optometrist because in our part we don’t have contracts yet in the central part of South
Dakota through the VA for optometrists. So he had gone in and had separately paid for the work of the optometrist. The optometrist had written a
prescription.
This veteran only wanted the VA to
take care of the cost of the glasses.
They expected him to travel over 150
miles to get to a VA facility to go get
glasses. We sure don’t want him driving. Yet that was the expectation—to
come up.
Look, this is the kind of stuff that
makes people irritated with the system
that should be helping veterans. Our
office got involved with it. In fact, I offered to go on out and meet with the
VA in Sturgis, SD, to find out what the
problem was and why they would not
deliver this. My staff suggested that I
should simply stop by if they could not
take care of the problem.
The VA indicated at that point they
would get it taken care of. But later
they came back and suggested: Well,
you know, we don’t know why this guy
should get new glasses more than every
2 years. That is because their contract
would not allow for it. That is not the
type of attitude we want among VA officials. That is not the way we should
be treating our veterans.
This is the reason that we want accountability within the VA system. We
found Republicans and Democrat side
by side saying: We are going to fix it.
Now, we have a long way to go. We
have a man at the head of the VA right
now that truly wants to fix it. He
walked into the middle of a swamp, and
he is up to his butt in alligators. But
he is there to fix a problem. We want to
do everything we can to give him the
tools to get the job done right.
Hopefully, next week we will start
with fixing a budget problem they have
by simply allowing them the flexibility
to take the resources that are already
there within the Department and move
them into locations where they are
more appropriate. That is what this is
all about—using a little bit of common
sense in Washington, DC, to fix a problem for veterans that has gone on way
too long.
Today I wish to say thank you to our
veterans, to those men and women that
wear the uniform of the United States
of America. We cannot say enough
about what they have done for the rest
of us here. But we can continue to tell
them thank you time and again and to
send a message that we are not going
to allow them to go without the services that they are entitled to, the services that we want to render to them in
an appropriate fashion, and that we
will work until we get it done and get
it done correctly.
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I yield the floor.
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Wisconsin.
Mr. JOHNSON. Mr. President, I rise
also to join my colleagues in support of
a couple of bills that are supporting
the finest among us. I certainly want
to underscore the thanks that the Senator from South Dakota expressed to
the men and women of our military,
people to whom we owe a huge debt of
gratitude for defending this Nation and
fighting for our freedoms.
I also really want to thank the good
Senator from Georgia, the chairman of
the Veterans’ Affairs Committee, for in
a very expeditious fashion taking up
some very good pieces of legislation
that will hold accountable those individuals who are caring for the finest
among us in our veterans health care
centers.
But before I address those bills, let
me make a couple of points about the
vast majority of men and women who
are working in those VA health care
centers. They are dedicated individuals, and they are doing a great job
providing health care to the men and
women of our Armed Forces. Upon becoming a Senator for Wisconsin, I
started visiting the VA medical facilities within our State and also in Minneapolis, a center that also serves veterans from Wisconsin.
What I found did not surprise me at
all. I found those dedicated individuals,
and they are providing excellent health
care. The veterans I spoke to in the
halls and throughout the State were
very satisfied with the health care they
were getting. They were more than satisfied. They heaped praise upon their
care providers.
The wait times were pretty long. The
parking lots were pretty full. But
again, they underscored certainly what
I saw—that the vast majority of those
men and women—the nurses, the doctors, the administrators—in our VA
health care facilities are really dedicated to the task, and they are doing a
great job for our veterans. But the fact
of the matter is that they are not all
doing a good job. It is not a perfect system—not by a long shot. I give the
press corps a great deal of credit for
breaking stories, first in Arizona,
where we saw those long wait times actually resulting in the deaths of some
veterans.
Then, in early January, I first became aware, because of a news report,
of a real problem in the Tomah, WI, VA
health care facility. I think maybe the
best way to approach this is to provide
a timeline that I provided in a field
hearing that we held. It was a joint
field hearing between my committee,
the Senate Committee on Homeland
Security and Governmental Affairs,
and the Veterans’ Affairs Committee in
the House raising the issue in the community.
It was an excellent hearing. It afforded the surviving family members of
some of the veterans who had died in
the care of the Tomah VA center the
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ability to tell their stories, to make an
impression, and to get the attention of
the administrators of the VA to start
correcting the problems. But in my
opening statement, I laid out a
timeline that I would like to repeat
here.
In April of 2003, Dr. David Houlihan
was disciplined by the Iowa Board of
Medicine for having an inappropriate
relationship with a psychiatric patient.
According to the executive director of
the Iowa Board of Medicine, the sanctions should have been a serious concern for future employers.
That was April of 2003. In 2004, Dr.
Houlihan was hired as a psychiatrist by
the Tomah VA Medical Center. In August of 2005, Dr. Houlihan became chief
of staff of the Tomah Medical Center.
In November 2007, Kraig Ferrington, a
veteran who sought treatment for
medication management, died from a
lethal mixture of drugs. Autopsy results showed Mr. Ferrington had seven
drugs in his system. In April 2009, it
was known and documented by employees of Tomah VA that many patients
had called him the Candy Man and that
veterans were ‘‘prescribed large quantities of narcotics.’’ Again, that was
April of 2009.
In June of 2009, Dr. Noelle Johnson
was fired from Tomah for refusing to
fill prescriptions she believed to be unsafe. Dr. Johnson had raised concerns
to her superiors, had sought guidance
from the Iowa medical licensing board,
and later spoke with the Drug Enforcement
Administration
about
Dr.
Houlihan.
In July of 2009, Dr. Chris Kirkpatrick
was fired from Tomah. Dr. Kirkpatrick
had raised concerns to his union about
overmedication at Tomah. Tragically,
later that day, on the day of his termination, Dr. Kirkpatrick committed suicide.
In August of 2011, the VA Office of Inspector General received an anonymous
complaint about overprescription and
retaliation by Dr. Houlihan at Tomah.
In March of 2012, a second anonymous
complaint was filed with the IG against
Dr. Houlihan. The OIG examined 32
separate examinations during his 21⁄2year-long inspection.
In March of last year, 2014, the Office
of Inspector General finished its inspection of Tomah and administratively closed the case without making
it public.
On August 30 of 2014, Jason
Simcakoski died in the Tomah mental
health wing as a result of a mixed drug
toxicity. Simcakoski was a patient of
Dr. Houlihan. His autopsy revealed he
had over a dozen different medications
in his system.
In September 2014, Ryan Honl began
lodging
whistleblower
complaints
about patient safety and quality of
care at Tomah.
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On January 8, 2015, the Center for Investigative Reporting published an article detailing overprescription and retaliation at Tomah. The article revealed that veterans and employees referred to the Tomah VA Medical Center
as ‘‘Candy Land.’’
On January 12, 2015, Candace Delis
brought her father, Thomas Baer, to
the Tomah VA Medical Center with
stroke-like symptoms. Mr. Baer waited
over 2 hours for attention. That day
the facility’s CT scanner was down for
‘‘routine preventive maintenance.’’ Mr.
Baer passed away 2 days later.
On February 26, 2015, the Office of Inspector General finally posted its
Tomah health care inspection report
on its Web site.
I called Candace Delis, the daughter
of Thomas Baer, shortly after I heard
of the tragic death of her father. I will
never forget what she told me. She
said: Ron, had I known the problems at
the Tomah VA Medical Center, I never
would have taken my father to the facility, and my father would be alive
today.
I believe that to be a true statement.
Accountability is something that is
crucial in any organization. I ran a
manufacturing plant for 31 years. I
can’t tell you how corrosive it is to an
organization if individuals within that
organization are not doing their job,
not pulling their full weight, undermining the shared goals of the organization. It is corrosive.
I was surprised when I offered a piece
of legislation and the chairman of the
VA committee allowed me to present
that piece of legislation to the committee, the Ensuring Veterans Safety
Through Accountability Act, and the
VA representatives at that hearing
were opposed to holding medical professionals accountable.
Fortunately, the chairman, the Senator from Georgia, agreed with me that
the only way we are going to reform
this system, the only way we can make
sure we honor promises through our
VA health centers to the finest among
us—the men and women of the military—is by holding individuals accountable, which is exactly how the
bill was reported out, sponsored by the
Senator from Florida.
I truly thank him for his leadership
on this issue, and I am pleased to join
him as the lead sponsor of that bill.
The Department of Veterans Affairs
Accountability Act of 2015 will hold
every employee within the VA accountable. That is crucial.
Again, I thank our veterans, I thank
the Senator from Florida, the Senator
from Georgia, and I urge my colleagues
to support this piece of legislation.
Let’s get it passed. Let’s start holding
those few bad apples—and I truly believe that. I think it is just a few people who need to be held accountable.
A little postscript to my timeline,
and I think one of the reasons this
piece of legislation is so important is
even with that record dating back to
2004—and by the way, our own commit-
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tee’s investigation shows there are employees of the Tomah VA who were referring to the Tomah VA back then as
‘‘Candy Land.’’ It is crucial we hold
those people accountable. But to date,
nobody—after multiple deaths caused
by the overprescription of opiates,
after the death of Thomas Baer, a veteran who basically died of neglect—has
been held accountable by being fired,
by being terminated.
Again, there is not, from my perspective, any joy in terminating an employee, but for the good of the organization or to honor the promise of the
finest among us, that type of accountability is absolutely necessary.
With that, I yield the floor.
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Colorado.
Mr. GARDNER. Mr. President, I rise
to speak about the west coast port
slowdown and comments that were
made by the administration as they relate to that slowdown, along with legislation I have introduced called the
PORTS Act, legislation I hope to pursue during the transportation debate
we are going to commence with over
the next several days and also as it relates to that west coast port slowdown,
the economic impact that slowdown
had on our economy.
On June 30 of last year, the labor
contract that covered nearly 20,000
workers at 29 west coast ports expired.
Port management and the ILWU began
negotiations a year before, but in September of 2014 those talks ground to a
standstill. Instead of remaining at the
table and trying to find a solution and
negotiating in good faith, both parties
decided to begin jockeying for leverage.
The
longshoremen
purposefully
slowed down their work and drastically
decreased productivity while still taking home a full day’s pay. In the real
world, employees can’t show up at
work and not do their work or slow it
down dramatically, not have the productivity they are expected to, and
still get everything they want, but in
the back worlds of labor union politics
at the ports, that is business as usual.
And business has been good at the
ports.
According to employer data, a fulltime longshoreman earns about $130,000
a year, full-time employment $130,000 a
year, while foremen earn about
$210,000. That is a pretty good paycheck, and the contract raises these
wages even higher.
Workers pay nothing for health coverage that includes no premiums and $1
prescriptions. Providing this health
care costs employers about $35,000 per
employee per year. They are also eligible for a maximum pension of over
$80,000 per year upon retirement, so
$130,000 salary for a longshoreman,
$210,000 if you are a foreman, $35,000 for
health benefits, and $80,000 per year
worth of pension upon retirement.
But what happened for the rest of us
this past year when the slowdown occurred on the 29 west coast ports, the
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effect of the slowdowns weren’t just
limited to the port owners. When the
longshoremen decided to slow down
their work, the goods flowing through
these ports backed up and international trade ground to a halt.
This has had devastating economic
impacts in States far beyond the west
coast and around the Nation as a
whole. Nine excruciating months after
the labor contract expired, the parties
finally reached a deal but not before
costing U.S. businesses and consumers
billions upon billions of dollars and ruining the credibility of our exporters
abroad.
When it comes to the administration,
though, the response was pretty alarming as well. Labor Secretary Perez was
just asked about this economic disaster
of the west coast ports slowdown when
visiting the ports of Los Angeles and
Long Beach. His response: ‘‘The collective bargaining process worked.’’
As a result of the west coast port
slowdown, the administration’s response was: ‘‘The collective bargaining
process worked.’’
The Labor Secretary made these
comments while visiting Los Angeles,
Long Beach, the two busiest ports of
the country. So let’s take a look at
what the collective bargaining process
did at those ports. This is a ship finder
map of Los Angeles and Long Beach
showing ships anchored offshore this
week. This is recent data. These are
ships that are anchored off the shore of
Los Angeles and Long Beach just this
past week. This is what it looks like
when the ports are operating and functioning normally.
You will notice there is a lot of blue
ocean and not many ships anchored offshore. Ships can quickly unload imported products and load Americanmade exports for distribution around
the world. There is no backup, no congestion, and no disruption to our country’s economy.
But this is what Los Angeles and
Long Beach—the ports of Los Angeles
and Long Beach—looked like during
the slowdown during the crisis. Dozens
upon dozens of ships anchored and idled
waiting for ships in port to be unloaded.
You can see all the ships that are
backed up compared to the previous
chart. The Journal of Commerce reported that there were 32 ships anchored off the ports of Los Angeles and
Long Beach at one point during the
slowdown. There has been a lot of discussion recently about the need for a
long-term surface transportation bill
that invests in 21st century infrastructure, but just take a look at the kind
of dysfunction antiquated labor laws
can cause.
This is an aerial shot. You can see
this is off the wing of an airplane
where you can see all of the ships that
are backed up waiting at these ports to
be unloaded, ships that carry the goods
for our economy, the goods that make
our economy run. Congestion like this
is a nightmare for American farmers,
businesses, and consumers.
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Farm exporters were charged exorbitant fees for warehouse space to store
their agricultural goods as they rotted
and spoiled. Meat and poultry companies alone faced port charges in excess
of $30 million per week. So if people
were earning $130,000 a year and not
doing their work unloading ships,
American farmers, poultry, and meat
producers were charged $30 million per
week. Businesses further up the supply
chain were also affected.
One large U.S. base manufacturer has
calculated the cost of lost sales, warehouse space, additional inventory, and
transportation at $100 million in total
as a result of the delays at the west
coast ports. Those are just the direct
costs.
American businesses also lost credibility and future customers as the foreign buyers turned to other nations for
more stable supplies.
The Wall Street Journal recently reported that the west coast port delays
forced layoffs and downsizing in the
U.S. leather industry. Chinese tanners
are now turning to European and Brazilian producers to fill their orders.
This is a $3 billion industry that had to
lay off workers because of the dispute
of the west coast ports.
Apparently, the administration again
thinks the process worked just as it
was supposed to work. Efficient trade
through U.S. ports is critical to maintaining and growing economic opportunity in States across this country.
According to the American Association
of Port Authorities, U.S. ports support
23 million jobs, and the value of related
economic activity accounts for 26 percent of our national GDP. Twenty-six
percent of our national GDP comes
from our ports system. Contract negotiations related to labor disputes at
our ports clog up these vital arteries
and cause problems throughout our national supply chain.
If you need further proof of whether
this impacted our economy—that picture we just saw of all the ships
stacked up at L.A. and the ports in
California—according to Federal Reserve economists, the disruptions on
the west coast were great enough to affect the entire economic output of the
country.
This chart shows the quarterly
change in national GDP. Once negotiations stalled, you will notice GDP
growth started to decline. So here we
are in the third quarter of 2014. Remember, we started talking about September of 2014, when the slowdowns
really started. By the time we get to
the last quarter of 2014 and the first
quarter of 2015, you can see the labor
dispute contributing to the decline of
our national GDP. Our economy
shrank as a result of port slowdown.
In the first quarter of this year, when
the slowdowns were in full swing, the
economy actually shrank by 0.2 percent. You can see it, in the third quarter—this is the last quarter—to the
first quarter of this year. Twenty-six
percent of our GDP depends on these
ports.
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The Fed economists also found that
disruptions disproportionately affected
exporters
sending
American-made
goods abroad for sale overseas. Exporters didn’t have access to imported raw
materials and parts they needed to
build their products. This caused supply chains to back up and eventually
reduced output and employment.
So the Fed is telling us that the collective bargaining process at the ports
measurably reduced economic growth
and American jobs across the country
by crippling American businesses, but
only in the backward worlds of labor
union politics could this economic disaster be considered everything is working just fine. Only in a union-dominated industry could this catastrophe
be considered a success.
That is why I have introduced the
PORTS Act. Our legislation would discourage disruptions at U.S. ports and
incentivize speedy resolution of disputes by strengthening and expanding
the well-known Taft-Hartley process.
Over 100 national agricultural, manufacturing, and retail organizations support the PORTS Act because they are
fed up with the status quo. They disagree with the administration, which
thinks shrinking our economy is everything working just fine.
There are some who oppose the
PORTS Act, and those are the labor
unions. In fact, earlier this month, the
AFL–CIO put out a statement saying
legislation like the PORTS Act was not
needed. You can see what has happened
without the PORTS Act is economic
decline, people being laid off, farmers
losing millions of dollars, products rotting in warehouses because of the
backups.
In just 5 years—5 years from now—
the labor contracts on both the east
coast and the west coast will expire.
Imagine what would happen if we had
labor disputes occurring on the west
coast and the east coast at the same
time, people who were willing to
threaten that 26 percent of our national GDP over a dispute, while the
administration says everything is
working just fine. It is critical we have
the necessary tools in place to prevent
another debilitating crisis.
If we learned anything from this past
dispute, it is that Labor Secretary
Perez is wrong—the current process
does not work. And the AFL–CIO is
wrong—legislation like the PORTS Act
is desperately needed.
I urge my colleagues in the Senate to
join me in supporting this important
legislation. Let us not pinch our economy in an economic vice from the east
and the west. Let’s find economic opportunity to grow our Nation together.
Mr. President, I yield the floor.
I suggest the absence of a quorum.
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
clerk will call the roll.
The senior assistant legislative clerk
proceeded to call the roll.
Mr. MCCONNELL. Mr. President, I
ask unanimous consent that the order
for the quorum call be rescinded.
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, it is so ordered.
Mr. MCCONNELL. Mr. President, for
the information of all Senators, regular order would have produced a vote
on the motion to proceed at 2 a.m. tonight. For the information of all Senators, that vote will actually occur at
9 a.m. tomorrow. So there will be no
further votes tonight.
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Washington.
STRATEGIC PETROLEUM RESERVE

Ms. CANTWELL. Mr. President, Senator MURKOWSKI and I released a bipartisan energy bill. We hope to mark up
that bill next week, but critical to that
Energy bill is the modernization of the
Strategic Petroleum Reserve.
Forty years ago, we created the Strategic Petroleum Reserve to prevent
economic distress caused by oil disruption. People remember exactly what
happened with the Arab oil embargo in
1973. The law that created the SPRO—
the Energy Policy Conservation Act—
was enacted in 1975 specifically to help
protect the U.S. economy from energy
disruptions.
The core policy reason for having the
reserve really hasn’t changed, nor
should it. The Strategic Petroleum Reserve is an important asset to our energy security. We need it as much
today as we did then. Perhaps even
more so now that we have so much volatility.
Clearly, we have seen dramatic
changes in our energy policy landscape.
Instead of importing a lot of oil, we
have become a bigger producer in the
United States, and our oil infrastructure and refining capacity has reduced
our ability to make sure SPR is available in case of an emergency.
In fact, the Department of Energy
did a test sale in 2014 and identified a
series of challenges associated with the
way the SPR distribution works today.
That is why I think it is so important.
These very supplies that make us more
secure in one respect are also stressing
our national infrastructure and may
actually lessen our ability to respond
in an emergency. That is why it is so
important to modernize the SPRO, to
use the resources we have there, to
make sure we make investments.
Some may have seen the Quadrennial
Energy Review recently produced and
released. Its key findings—I am now
reading from the report—show that
multiple factors affect U.S. energy security. These include U.S. oil demand,
the level of oil imports, the adequacy
of emergency response systems, fuel inventory levels, fuel substitution capacity, energy system resilience, and the
flexibility, transparency, and competitiveness of the global energy marketplace.
The report goes on to say the United
States is the world’s largest producer
of petroleum and natural gas. Combined with new clean energy technologies and improved fuel efficiency,
U.S. energy security is stronger than it
has been in over half a century.
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But the report goes on to say: Nonetheless, challenges remain in maximizing that energy security benefits of
our resources in a way that enhances
our competitiveness and minimizes our
environmental impacts of their use.
The network of the oil distribution has
changed significantly.
So the Strategic Petroleum Reserve’s
ability to offset future energy supply
disruption has been adversely affected
by global domestic and global market
development, and so there is a need for
an upgrade.
I think people can all agree it needs
an upgrade. So that is why we raise a
question about a transportation bill on
the floor that takes money out of the
Strategic Petroleum Reserve not to upgrade that energy security need but to
put it into highways, which will do
nothing to secure us if there is an energy supply disruption.
The report goes on to say the capacity of the Strategic Petroleum Reserve
to protect the U.S. economy from severe economic harm in the event of a
supply emergency associated with
spikes has been diminished. It has been
diminished.
Changes in U.S. energy production
are stressing and transforming the way
energy commodities are transported in
the United States. Some of these commodities, the report goes on to say,
such as coal and ethanol have traditionally relied on rail and barge transport to move these products. These
transportation modes, such as rail,
barge, and truck transport, are also
shared by agriculture and other major
commodities and are being joined by
significant growth in the use of transport of oil and refined petroleum products.
So it creates a limited infrastructure
capacity among these commodities.
The report goes on to say that those
costs are being increased in shipping
and then being passed on to the consumer. So literally, by taking money
out of the SPR and not investing it in
the modernization of our energy infrastructure and security—we are taking
money and building highways—we are
making it more expensive for consumers to get products and to secure
our economy.
The Department of Agriculture has
indicated that disruptions to agricultural shipments—that is, agricultural
products that can’t get on the rails because we have so much oil, natural gas,
coal, and all these other things or just
sand for drilling—are basically causing
a disruption so big that it is bigger
than the disruption to agriculture
caused by Katrina.
So we have supply. But the economic
challenge of having other products displaced or having the cost to consumers
go up is what is threatening us. Even
the ability to maintain adequate coal
stockpiles at some electric powerplants
has been affected by rail congestion.
That comes directly from the report.
Why is that so important? Because all
these energy commodities are impor-
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tant to us. These agricultural commodities are important for us.
The quadrennial review calls for an
update to the Strategic Petroleum Reserve. The Department of Energy
should make infrastructure investments to the Strategic Petroleum Reserve and its distribution systems to
optimize the SPR’s ability to protect
the U.S. economy in an energy emergency. That is right from the report.
The report calls for creating a
multimodal freight program to make
sure we improve investment in freight
and to make sure there is Federal action on shared transportation infrastructure that makes sure we can move
our energy products.
It says we have to work on our waterways as well because the waterways
are critical to moving our energy products around.
The report goes on to say that the
Federal facility that consists of a network of 62 salt caverns at four geographically dispersed storage sites
need upgrading. A lot of this is happening in the south of our country, in
Louisiana and Texas. We need to make
sure our economy does not see another
disruption or price spike without our
ability to update the SPR and actually
get the product out.
The report called on DOE to make a
$2 billion investment to increase the
incremental distribution of SPR by
adding a dedicated marine loadingdock capacity at a gulf coast terminus—my guess, again, is probably in
Texas or Louisiana—and that Congress
should update the SPR to be more effective in preventing serious economic
hardships to the U.S. energy supply
and making sure we optimize our capacity for infrastructure distribution.
The report also calls for an additional
$2.5 billion over 10 years to make sure
we are making these connectors.
So not only are we required to do
this as a country—to make sure that
our country is safe and secure and that
we take advantage of the product we
have—but we are also a member of the
International Energy Program. As to
members, they make sure every country is doing what they should to make
sure there is an increase in supply and
that we can withstand anything—a
world event, a natural disaster, a hurricane or critical infrastructure destruction by some cyber event or by an
actual attack. So the SPR is like a
rainy day fund, an account that makes
that infrastructure work.
There are two things in particular we
should consider when we are thinking
about the drawdown of this product
that is not specifically tied to an emergency.
First, we should make sure this investment is an upgrade to the SPR’s
infrastructure and for its emergency
capabilities. That is, if we are going to
take money out, it should go to infrastructure in responding to emergencies
and not just to the highway bill for
highways. We need to make sure the
SPR’s critical systems and equipment,
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which are nearing their life-end operational capacity—that in fact there is
the $2 billion that is needed to repair
that. I am not even sure you can sell
money out of the SPR now onto the
marketplace
because
all
of
the
apparatuses and the functioning capabilities for it don’t work correctly now.
I know we want to mark up a transportation bill that has this money in here,
but we may not even be able to collect
on it. Let’s make sure we do our repairs.
Secondly, let’s make sure the receipts from the SPR sale should be
used to improve the critical urgency
and energy infrastructure investments
that we need.
Now, some of my colleagues talk
about how expensive this oil was when
we bought it and now what we are selling it for. I could say taxpayers are
definitely not getting their fair share.
But one way to make sure they get
their fair share on this investment is
to make sure it is invested in the energy security infrastructure that our
Nation needs. Now would not be the
time to damage our Nation’s emergency preparedness by giving this
money away in a transportation deal
that is only about highways.
I hope, my colleagues, if we are really serious about this effort, if we are
going to sell SPR at any price and affect the American taxpayers, that we
will follow the recommendations of the
Department of Energy’s Quadrennial
Energy Review that found that many
different areas of our energy infrastructure need investing. We could
make investments in resiliency, reliability, and security, and focusing on
hardening our infrastructure, particularly our transportation systems,
which are going to be critical for how
we move this product around in the future, and, also so that we have port
connectors, which are challenged by
the movement of critical freight in
critical freight corridors.
We want our country to continue to
be self-reliant and to have the great
products we are exporting through our
ports, but they too need the infrastructure investment. Multiple commodities
are competing, and they can’t even get
on the tracks or through our port corridors without making further investment.
I believe the Secretary of Energy
needs the flexibility to manage the
SPR and the SPR assets. I believe, if
the Secretary of Energy or the President of the United States thought it
was such a great idea to sell money out
of the SPR for highways only, we
would hear them saying so. We don’t.
I think we need to provide the Secretary with the dependability to make
these decisions about our energy security and make the right investments
for our future. I hope we can get this
right before this bill is done here in the
Senate. Otherwise, we will not be doing
ourselves any favor when it comes to
energy or energy security.
I yield the floor.
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Connecticut.
(The remarks of Mr. BLUMENTHAL
pertaining to the introduction of S.
1856 are printed in today’s RECORD
under ‘‘Statements on Introduced Bills
and Joint Resolutions.’’)
Mr. BLUMENTHAL. I suggest the absence of a quorum.
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
clerk will call the roll.
The legislative clerk proceeded to
call the roll.
Mr. SULLIVAN. Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent that the order for
the quorum call be rescinded.
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, it is so ordered.
f

MORNING BUSINESS
Mr. SULLIVAN. Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent that the Senate be
in a period of morning business, with
Senators permitted to speak therein
for up to 10 minutes each.
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, it is so ordered.
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f

AMERICANS WITH DISABILITIES
ACT 25TH ANNIVERSARY
Mr. SANDERS. Mr. President, July
26, 2015, marks the 25th anniversary of
the enactment of the Americans with
Disabilities Act. I would like to take a
moment to discuss the importance of
this landmark legislation and to highlight the strides we have made in making our communities more inclusive.
It is estimated that nearly one in five
Americans have a disability. Upon its
passage, the ADA was hailed as the
world’s first comprehensive declaration
of equality for people with disabilities.
It established a clear national mandate
that we as a nation have a moral responsibility to ensure that all Americans have access to the programs and
the support needed to contribute to society, live with dignity, and achieve a
high quality of life. Over the past 25
years, the ADA has expanded opportunities for Americans with disabilities
by reducing barriers and changing perceptions and increasing full participation in all areas of public life, including the workforce, education, and
transportation. Because of this legislation, we have made tremendous
progress in eliminating barriers to everyday life for Americans living with
disabilities.
Unfortunately, even after 25 years,
we still live in a world where people
with disabilities have fewer work opportunities and higher rates of unemployment than people without disabilities. We still have more work to do to
ensure that the basic civil rights of
persons with disabilities are fully protected and respected, but the ADA was
an important step forward in achieving
these goals.
Through passage of the ADA, we have
made more progress on this issue than
anyone ever dreamed of 25 years ago.
We should be proud of these efforts to
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make our communities more inclusive,
and we should honor this important anniversary by continuing our efforts to
ensure that no person with a disability
experiences prejudice, discrimination,
or barriers to living full and productive
lives.
f

REMEMBERING TROY ELAM
Mr. PORTMAN. Mr. President, I wish
to honor the life of Troy B. Elam, of
Middletown, OH, and to recognize his
legacy and service to our Nation.
Troy was born in Knox County, KY,
on May 31, 1926. He was the son of John
Nathan Elam and Alice (Clouse) Elam
and passed away on July 17, 2015.
Part of our ‘‘greatest generation,’’
Troy Elam served his country valiantly
in WWII. A decorated WWII combat
veteran, Troy Elam was awarded two
Bronze Stars for service on the front
lines as part of a U.S. Army machine
gun squad in the Battle of the Bulge
and the Battle of Remagen. His unit
liberated a Nazi concentration camp
and Troy was proud to be part of the
honor guard 21-gun salute for a Dutch
soldier who died after being liberated.
In addition to being a WWII veteran,
he was a longtime and dedicated mechanic at the Portman Equipment
Company. Troy raised his family in
Middletown, OH, and is survived by his
wife of 71 years, Dorothy Mae (Helton)
Elam, his children Diane McCowan,
Troy D. Elam, Don Elam, and Jerry
Elam, 9 grandchildren, and 14 greatgrandchildren.
Troy Elam was an American hero. He
will be missed, but his legacy will not
be forgotten.
f

ADDITIONAL STATEMENTS
SAMUEL SHAPIRO & COMPANY
100TH ANNIVERSARY
∑ Mr. CARDIN. Mr. President, I wish to
pay tribute to Samuel Shapiro & Company, a Baltimore-based customs
broker and freight forwarder, on the
occasion of the firm’s 100th anniversary. Founded by Samuel Shapiro in
1915, Shapiro & Co. has since become
one of our country’s leaders in domestic and international shipping, with locations across the eastern seaboard.
From navigating the intricacies of
international cargo management to
providing client consultation on import and export compliance, Shapiro &
Co. has distinguished itself as a center
of innovation, extensive business acumen, and creativity. Strong family and
community ties lie at the real heart of
the company, which has been familyowned since its founding.
Samuel Shapiro, a son of Russian immigrants, founded Samuel Shapiro &
Company at age 20 just as our Nation
was beginning to emerge onto the global stage, economically, politically, and
socially. Our European allies were in
the midst of war, driving the need for
American-made goods ever higher. Des-
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ignated by the U.S. Government as the
Port of Baltimore’s distribution broker
for grain exports, Shapiro & Co.,
though small, began to build a reputation for effectiveness and reliability
among European businesses during the
postwar
reconstruction
period.
Throughout the 1920s, 1930s, and 1940s,
Shapiro & Co. continued to expand,
helping to cement the city of Baltimore as one of the Nation’s premier
commercial ports.
In the 1950s, Shapiro & Co., driven by
the strong leadership of Samuel and his
son Sigmund, emerged as an influential
force in lobbying for the establishment
of the Maryland Port Authority in 1956
and in advocating for the growth of the
port, supporting the construction of
the Dundalk Marine Terminal in the
late 1950s and early 1960s. Shapiro & Co.
continued to serve as an economic
force through some of Baltimore’s
most difficult times, throughout the
eras of upheaval and relocation in the
1960s and 1970s.
After a lifetime of devotion to the
city of Baltimore, Samuel Shapiro
passed away at the age of 92 in the mid1980s. Today, the company is headed by
president and CEO Marjorie Shapiro,
Samuel’s granddaughter. Shapiro, as
the company is known today, has
evolved from a one-room office with a
$5 roll-top desk to a well-respected and
highly regarded industry leader and
Baltimore institution. The Port of Baltimore is more vibrant than ever, due
in part to the stewardship of Shapiro &
Co. In 2014, the Port brought in 29.5
million tons of foreign exports at a
value of $52.5 billion. I ask my colleagues to join me in celebrating the
legacy of this outstanding company,
which embodies the values that we
honor most as Americans: hard work, a
commitment to family, and tireless
dedication.∑
f

TRIBUTE TO LESLEY ROBINSON
∑ Mr. DAINES. Mr. President, I wish to
recognize Lesley Robinson, the newly
elected member of the Executive Committee of the National Association of
Counties, NACo, as Montanan of the
Week. Mrs. Robinson was recognized
during NACo’s 80th Annual Conference
and will now act as the regional representative for the western region of
the United States. Mrs. Robinson will
also serve as vice chair of NACo’s Public Lands Steering Committee, which
oversees all matters pertaining to federally-owned public lands.
As a rancher from Dodson, MT, Mrs.
Robinson understands the western lifestyle and hopes to protect the interests
of Montana and other western counties
while working on the executive committee. Mrs. Robinson wants to highlight issues regarding resource management, endangered species protection, and wildfire prevention.
Beyond her work at NACo, Mrs. Robinson is also an active member of her
community. She works with local organizations like the Bear Paw Development Corporation, Phillco Economic

E:\CR\FM\G23JY6.104

S23JYPT1

S5514

Council, Phillips Transit Authority
and the Joint Powers Trust, and the
Montana Stockgrowers Association. I
am proud to see Montana being represented by women like Mrs. Robinson,
who have dedicated their lives to improving the betterment of Montana and
the west for all.∑
f

TRIBUTE TO CARA BECK
∑ Mr. ROUNDS. Mr. President, today I
recognize Cara Beck, an intern in my
Washington, DC, office, for all of the
hard work she has done for me, my
staff, and the State of South Dakota.
Cara is a graduate of Mitchell High
School in Mitchell, SD. Currently, she
is attending Augustana College, where
she is majoring in history and political
science. She is a dedicated and diligent
worker who has been devoted to getting the most out of her internship experience.
I extend my sincere thanks and appreciation to Cara for all of the fine
work she has done and wish her continued success in the years to come.∑
f

TRIBUTE TO LEAH GOSCH
∑ Mr. ROUNDS. Mr. President, today I
recognize Leah Gosch, an intern in my
Washington, DC, office, for all of the
hard work she has done for me, my
staff, and the State of South Dakota.
Leah is a graduate of Great Plains
Lutheran High School and is from
Rapid City, SD. Currently, she is attending South Dakota State University, where she is majoring in electrical engineering. She is smart, hardworking, and has been an incredible
asset to our office.
I extend my sincere thanks and appreciation to Leah for all of the fine
work she has done and wish her continued success in the years to come.∑
f

formed Christian School. Currently, he
is attending the University of South
Dakota, where he is majoring in political science. He is a hard worker who
has been dedicated to getting the most
out of his internship experience.
I extend my sincere thanks and appreciation to Brandon for all of the fine
work he has done and wish him continued success in the years to come.∑
f

TRIBUTE TO JULIA ALVAREZ
HIERRO
∑ Mr. RUBIO. Mr. President, today I
recognize Julia Alvarez Hierro, a 2015
summer intern in my Washington, DC,
office, for all of the hard work she has
done for me, my staff, and the people of
the State of Florida.
Julia is a student at the Universidad
Pontificia de Comillas, where she is
double majoring in international relations and translating and interpreting.
She is a dedicated and diligent worker
who has been devoted to getting the
most out of her internship experience.
I extend my sincere thanks and appreciation to Julia for all the fine work
she has done and wish her continued
success in the years to come.∑
f

TRIBUTE TO GABRIELLE GERECHT
∑ Mr. RUBIO. Mr. President, today I
recognize Gabrielle Gerecht, a 2015
summer intern in my Washington, DC,
office, for all of the hard work she has
done for me, my staff, and the people of
the State of Florida.
Gabrielle is a student at McGill University where she is majoring in international development. She is a dedicated and diligent worker who has been
devoted to getting the most out of her
internship experience.
I extend my sincere thanks and appreciation to Gabrielle for all the fine
work she has done and wish her continued success in the years to come.∑

Caleb is a rising senior at Abilene
Christian University, where he is majoring in political science and sociology. He is a dedicated and diligent
worker who has been devoted to getting the most out of his internship experience.
I extend my sincere thanks and appreciation to Caleb for all the fine
work he has done and wish him continued success in the years to come.∑
f

TRIBUTE TO WILL PIERESON
∑ Mr. RUBIO. Mr. President, today I
recognize Will Piereson, a 2015 summer
intern in my Washington, DC, office,
for all of the hard work he has done for
me, my staff, and the people of the
State of Florida.
Will is a student at Harvard Law
School where he is studying national
security and cyber law. He is a dedicated and diligent worker who has been
devoted to getting the most out of his
internship experience.
I extend my sincere thanks and appreciation to Will for all the fine work
he has done and wish him continued
success in the years to come.∑
f

TRIBUTE TO DANIELA RAMIREZ
∑ Mr. RUBIO. Mr. President, today I
recognize Daniela Ramirez, a 2015 summer intern in my Washington, DC, office, for all of the hard work she has
done for me, my staff, and the people of
the State of Florida.
Daniela is a student at the University of Tampa, where she is majoring in
both criminology and government and
world affairs. She is a dedicated and
diligent worker who has been devoted
to getting the most out of her internship experience.
I extend my sincere thanks and appreciation to Daniela for all the fine
work she has done and wish her continued success in the years to come.∑

f

f

f

TRIBUTE TO RYAN HOGAN
∑ Mr. RUBIO. Mr. President, today I
recognize Ryan Hogan, a 2015 summer
intern in my Washington, DC, office,
for all of the hard work he has done for
me, my staff, and the people of the
State of Florida.
Ryan is a student at Ohio State University where he is majoring in psychology. He is a dedicated and diligent
worker who has been devoted to getting the most out of his internship experience.
I extend my sincere thanks and appreciation to Ryan for all the fine work
he has done and wish him continued
success in the years to come.∑

TRIBUTE TO ANDREW RIDDAUGH
∑ Mr. RUBIO. Mr. President, today I
recognize Andrew Riddaugh, a 2015
summer intern in my Washington, DC,
office, for all of the hard work he has
done for me, my staff, and the people of
the State of Florida.
Andrew is a student at Florida State
University, where he is majoring in political science. He is a dedicated and
diligent worker who has been devoted
to getting the most out of his internship experience.
I extend my sincere thanks and appreciation to Andrew for all the fine
work he has done and wish him continued success in the years to come.∑

TRIBUTE TO BRANDON VANBEEK
∑ Mr. ROUNDS. Mr. President, today I
recognize Brandon VanBeek, an intern
in my Washington, DC, office, for all of
the hard work he has done for me, my
staff, and the State of South Dakota.
Brandon is from Beresford, SD and is
a graduate of the Netherlands Re-

f

f

TRIBUTE TO CALEB ORR
∑ Mr. RUBIO. Mr. President, today I
recognize Caleb Orr, a 2015 summer intern in my Washington, DC, office, for
all of the hard work he has done for
me, my staff, and the people of the
State of Florida.

TRIBUTE TO KEVIN RUBIO
∑ Mr. RUBIO. Mr. President, today I
recognize Kevin Rubio, a 2015 summer
intern in my Washington, DC, office,
for all of the hard work he has done for
me, my staff, and the people of the
State of Florida.

TRIBUTE TO DUSTIN SANTJER
∑ Mr. ROUNDS. Mr. President, today I
recognize Dustin Santjer, an intern in
my Washington, DC, office, for all of
the hard work he has done for me, my
staff, and the State of South Dakota.
Dustin is a graduate of Central High
School in Aberdeen, SD. Currently, he
is attending the University of South
Dakota, where he is majoring in finance and political science. He is intelligent, hardworking, and has truly
made the most of his internship here.
I extend my sincere thanks and appreciation to Dustin for all of the fine
work he has done and wish him continued success in the years to come.∑
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Kevin is a student at the University
of South Carolina, where he is majoring in both history and political
science. He is a dedicated and diligent
worker who has been devoted to getting the most out of his internship experience.
I extend my sincere thanks and appreciation to Kevin for all the fine
work he has done and wish him continued success in the years to come.∑

Richard is a student at the University of Florida, where he is majoring in
business administration. He is a dedicated and diligent worker who has been
devoted to getting the most out of his
internship experience.
I extend my sincere thanks and appreciation to Richard for all the fine
work he has done and wish him continued success in the years to come.∑

litical science. He is a dedicated and
diligent worker who has been devoted
to getting the most out of his internship experience.
I extend my sincere thanks and appreciation to Artem for all the fine
work he has done and wish him continued success in the years to come.∑

f

f

TRIBUTE TO DEIDRE FRAGAPANE
∑ Mr. RUBIO. Mr. President, today I
recognize Deidre Fragapane, a 2015
Summer intern in my Orlando, FL, office for all of the hard work she has
done for me, my staff, and the people of
the State of Florida.
Deidre is a student at the University
of Central Florida, where she is majoring in political science. She is a dedicated and diligent worker who has been
devoted to getting the most out of her
internship experience.
I extend my sincere thanks and appreciation to Deidre for all the fine
work she has done and wish her continued success in the years to come.∑

TRIBUTE TO BRITTANY SHAUL
∑ Mr. RUBIO. Mr. President, today I
recognize Brittany Shaul, a 2015 summer intern in my Orlando, FL, office
for all of the hard work she has done
for me, my staff, and the people of the
State of Florida.
Brittany is a student at the University of Central Florida, where she is
majoring in political science. She is a
dedicated and diligent worker who has
been devoted to getting the most out of
her internship experience.
I extend my sincere thanks and appreciation to Brittany for all the fine
work she has done and wish her continued success in the years to come.∑

TRIBUTE TO JARED BLACKBURN
∑ Mr. RUBIO. Mr. President, today I
recognize Jared Blackburn, a 2015 summer intern in my Orlando, FL, office
for all of the hard work he has done for
me, my staff, and the people of the
State of Florida.
Jared is a student at the University
of Florida, where he is majoring in political science. He is a dedicated and
diligent worker who has been devoted
to getting the most out of his internship experience.
I extend my sincere thanks and appreciation to Jared for all the fine
work he has done and wish him continued success in the years to come.∑
f

TRIBUTE TO STEPHANIE BONTELL
∑ Mr. RUBIO. Mr. President, today I
recognize Stephanie Bontell, a 2015
summer intern in my Orlando, FL, office for all of the hard work she has
done for me, my staff, and the people of
the State of Florida.
Stephanie is a student at Southeastern University, where she is majoring in legal studies. She is a dedicated
and diligent worker who has been devoted to getting the most out of her internship experience.
I extend my sincere thanks and appreciation to Stephanie for all the fine
work she has done and wish her continued success in the years to come.∑
f

TRIBUTE TO SERGIO DE LA TORRE
∑ Mr. RUBIO. Mr. President, today I
recognize Sergio De La Torre, a 2015
summer intern in my Orlando, FL, office for all of the hard work he has
done for me, my staff, and the people of
the State of Florida.
Sergio is a student at the University
of Florida, where he is majoring in political science. He is a dedicated and
diligent worker who has been devoted
to getting the most out of his internship experience.
I extend my sincere thanks and appreciation to Sergio for all the fine
work he has done and wish him continued success in the years to come.∑
f
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TRIBUTE TO RICHARD EL-RASSY
∑ Mr. RUBIO. Mr. President, today I
recognize Richard El-Rassy, a 2015
summer intern in my Orlando, FL, office for all of the hard work he has
done for me, my staff, and the people of
the State of Florida.
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f

TRIBUTE TO SABRINA JEROME
∑ Mr. RUBIO. Mr. President, today I
recognize Sabrina Jerome, a 2015 summer intern in my Orlando, FL, office
for all of the hard work she has done
for me, my staff, and the people of the
State of Florida.
Sabrina is a student at the University of Central Florida, where she is
majoring in legal studies. She is a dedicated and diligent worker who has been
devoted to getting the most out of her
internship experience.
I extend my sincere thanks and appreciation to Sabrina for all the fine
work she has done and wish her continued success in the years to come.∑
f

TRIBUTE TO ROBERT MILLER
∑ Mr. RUBIO. Mr. President, today I
recognize Robert Miller, a 2015 summer
intern in my Orlando, FL, office for all
of the hard work he has done for me,
my staff, and the people of the State of
Florida.
Robert is a student at the University
of Central Florida, where he is majoring in political science. He is a dedicated and diligent worker who has been
devoted to getting the most out of his
internship experience.
I extend my sincere thanks and appreciation to Robert for all the fine
work he has done and wish him continued success in the years to come.∑
f

TRIBUTE TO ARTEM POLOVIKOV
∑ Mr. RUBIO. Mr. President, today I
recognize Artem Polovikov, a 2015 summer intern in my Orlando, FL, office
for all of the hard work he has done for
me, my staff, and the people of the
State of Florida.
Artem is a student at the University
of Florida, where he is majoring in po-
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TRIBUTE TO STEPHEN SOTO
∑ Mr. RUBIO. Mr. President, today I
recognize Stephen Soto, a 2015 summer
intern in my Orlando, FL, office for all
of the hard work he has done for me,
my staff, and the people of the State of
Florida.
Stephen is a student at Florida State
University, where he is majoring in political science. He is a dedicated and
diligent worker who has been devoted
to getting the most out of his internship experience.
I extend my sincere thanks and appreciation to Stephen for all the fine
work he has done and wish him continued success in the years to come.∑
f

TRIBUTE TO MARC SZNAPSTAJLER
∑ Mr. RUBIO. Mr. President, today I
recognize Marc Sznapstajler, a 2015
summer intern in my Orlando, FL, office for all of the hard work he has
done for me, my staff, and the people of
the State of Florida.
Marc is a student at the University
of Central Florida, where he is majoring in political science. He is a dedicated and diligent worker who has been
devoted to getting the most out of his
internship experience.
I extend my sincere thanks and appreciation to Marc for all the fine work
he has done and wish him continued
success in the years to come.∑
f

TRIBUTE TO GRACE WILLOUGHBY
∑ Mr. RUBIO. Mr. President, today I
recognize Grace Willoughby, a 2015
summer intern in my Orlando, FL, office for all of the hard work she has
done for me, my staff, and the people of
the State of Florida.
Grace is a student at the University
of Florida, where she is majoring in political science. She is a dedicated and
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diligent worker who has been devoted
to getting the most out of her internship experience.
I extend my sincere thanks and appreciation to Grace for all the fine
work she has done and wish her continued success in the years to come.∑
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RECOGNIZING SIX C FABRICATION
∑ Mr. VITTER. Mr. President, small
businesses are often able to provide
specialized customer service in their
industries, with the ability to attract
talented employees who are motivated
to work hard and focus on innovation.
This week, I am proud to recognize Six
C Fabrication of Winnfield, LA, as
Small Business of the Week.
Robin Cummings founded Six C Fabrication in 1990 as a small shop in
Winnfield, LA, with the name originating from the ‘‘C’’ of the family
name and ‘‘six’’ counting for the members of the Cummings family, including
Robin, his wife, and their four children.
Robin’s intent with Six C Fabrication
was to provide Louisiana with the best
available and most efficient service for
fabrication. The Louisiana-based business was originally focused on lumber,
but later expanded to other divisions—
leading to exponential growth in revenue and employees. Today, Six C has
425 employees between its headquarters
in North Louisiana and two facilities
in Ohio. Cummings and his team now
specialize in fabrication of compressor
stations, power piping, process piping,
petrochemical
operations,
pressure
valves, and pulp and paper industries,
in addition to their original lumber
services. Additionally, Six C Fabrication offers a full range of welding services using state of the art equipment—
all aimed at meeting the spectrum of
their customers’ needs.
In recent years, the company has
made tremendous strides toward success, from once having a gross income
of $300,000 to now averaging a gross income of $46 million. Six C’s central location provides optimal transportation
options, resulting in timely turnaround and an additional extension of
their unrivaled customer service. Six C
has received numerous awards and recognitions, including the 2008 Business
of the Year for Winnfield, LA, Louisiana Workers’ Compensation Corporation 70 Safest Companies of 2010 award,
and 2011 Kisatchie-Delta Entrepreneur
of the Year, among others.
Congratulations again to Six C Fabrication for being selected as Small
Business of the Week. We appreciate
and recognize your success and contribution to Louisiana’s manufacturing
industry and local economy.∑
f

MESSAGES FROM THE PRESIDENT
Messages from the President of the
United States were communicated to
the Senate by Mr. Pate, one of his secretaries.
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EXECUTIVE MESSAGES REFERRED
As in executive session the Presiding
Officer laid before the Senate messages
from the President of the United
States submitting sundry nominations
which were referred to the Committee
on Armed Services.
(The messages received today are
printed at the end of the Senate proceedings.)
f

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE
At 11:56 a.m., a message from the
House of Representatives, delivered by
Mr. Novotny, one of its reading clerks,
announced that the House has passed
the following bill, in which it requests
the concurrence of the Senate:
H.R. 1734. An act to amend subtitle D of
the Solid Waste Disposal Act to encourage
recovery and beneficial use of coal combustion residuals and establish requirements for
the proper management and disposal of coal
combustion residuals that are protective of
human health and the environment.
f

EXECUTIVE AND OTHER
COMMUNICATIONS
The following communications were
laid before the Senate, together with
accompanying papers, reports, and documents, and were referred as indicated:
EC–2352. A communication from the Acting
Under Secretary of Defense (Personnel and
Readiness), transmitting the report of an officer authorized to wear the insignia of the
grade of brigadier general in accordance with
title 10, United States Code, section 777; to
the Committee on Armed Services.
EC–2353. A communication from the Secretary of Defense, transmitting a report on
the approved retirement of Lieutenant General Kenneth J. Glueck, Jr., United States
Marine Corps, and his advancement to the
grade of lieutenant general on the retired
list; to the Committee on Armed Services.
EC–2354. A communication from the Senior
Vice President/Chief Financial Officer, Federal Home Loan Bank of San Francisco,
transmitting, pursuant to law, the Bank’s
2014 Annual Report, 2014 Management Report, Statement on the System of Internal
Controls, and Audited Financial Statements;
to the Committee on Banking, Housing, and
Urban Affairs.
EC–2355. A communication from the General Counsel, Department of Housing and
Urban Development, transmitting, pursuant
to law, a report relative to a vacancy in the
position of Chief Financial Officer, Department of Housing and Urban Development, received during adjournment of the Senate in
the Office of the President of the Senate on
July 17, 2015; to the Committee on Banking,
Housing, and Urban Affairs.
EC–2356. A communication from the President of the United States, transmitting, pursuant to law, a report relative to the continuation of the national emergency with respect to the former Liberian regime of
Charles Taylor that was established in Executive Order 13348 on July 22, 2004; to the
Committee on Banking, Housing, and Urban
Affairs.
EC–2357. A communication from the Director, Office of Management and Budget, Executive Office of the President, transmitting,
pursuant to law, a report entitled ‘‘Mid-Session Review of the Budget of the U.S. Government for Fiscal Year 2016’’; to the Committees on Appropriations; and the Budget.
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EC–2358. A communication from the General Counsel, Federal Energy Regulatory
Commission, transmitting, pursuant to law,
the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Revised Exhibit
Submission Requirements for Commission
Hearings’’ (Docket No. RM15–5–000) received
during adjournment of the Senate in the Office of the President of the Senate on July
17, 2015; to the Committee on Energy and
Natural Resources.
EC–2359. A communication from the Assistant General Counsel for Legislation, Regulation and Energy Efficiency, Office of Energy
Efficiency and Renewable Energy, Department of Energy, transmitting, pursuant to
law, the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Energy
Conservation Program for Certain Industrial
Equipment: Energy Conservation Standards
and Test Procedures for Commercial Heating, Air-Conditioning, and Water-Heating
Equipment’’ ((RIN1904–AD23) (Docket No.
EERE–2014–BT–STD–0015)) received during
adjournment of the Senate in the Office of
the President of the Senate on July 17, 2015;
to the Committee on Energy and Natural Resources.
EC–2360. A communication from the Director of the Regulatory Management Division,
Environmental Protection Agency, transmitting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Approval and Promulgation of Air
Quality Implementation Plans; Rhode Island; Control of Volatile Organic Compounds
from Adhesives and Sealants’’ (FRL No. 9930–
94–Region 1) received during adjournment of
the Senate in the Office of the President of
the Senate on July 17, 2015; to the Committee on Environment and Public Works.
EC–2361. A communication from the Chief
of the Publications and Regulations Branch,
Internal Revenue Service, Department of the
Treasury, transmitting, pursuant to law, the
report of a rule entitled ‘‘Update of Weighted
Average Interest Rates, Yield Curves, and
Segment Rates’’ (Notice 2015–50) received
during adjournment of the Senate in the Office of the President of the Senate on July
17, 2015; to the Committee on Finance.
EC–2362. A communication from the Chief
of the Publications and Regulations Branch,
Internal Revenue Service, Department of the
Treasury, transmitting, pursuant to law, the
report of a rule entitled ‘‘Modification of Notice 2015–4’’ (Notice 2015–51) received during
adjournment of the Senate in the Office of
the President of the Senate on July 17, 2015;
to the Committee on Finance.
EC–2363. A communication from the Chief
Counsel, Federal Emergency Management
Agency, Department of Homeland Security,
transmitting, pursuant to law, the report of
a rule entitled ‘‘Suspension of Community
Eligibility’’ ((44 CFR Part 64) (Docket No.
FEMA–2015–0001)) received during adjournment of the Senate in the Office of the President of the Senate on July 20, 2015; to the
Committee on Banking, Housing, and Urban
Affairs.
EC–2364. A communication from the Deputy Director, Office of the National Coordinator for Health Information Technology,
Department of Health and Human Services,
transmitting, pursuant to law, the report of
a rule entitled ‘‘Health Resources Priority
and
Allocations
Systems
(HRPAS)’’
(RIN0991–AB94) received in the Office of the
President of the Senate on July 16, 2015; to
the Committee on Health, Education, Labor,
and Pensions.
EC–2365. A communication from the Director of Regulations and Policy Management
Staff, Food and Drug Administration, Department of Health and Human Services,
transmitting, pursuant to law, the report of
a rule entitled ‘‘Food Labeling; Nutrition
Labeling of Standard Menu Items in Restaurants and Similar Retail Food Establishments; Extension of Compliance Date’’
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((RIN0910–AG57) (Docket No. FDA–2011–N–
0172)) received during adjournment of the
Senate in the Office of the President of the
Senate on July 17, 2015; to the Committee on
Health, Education, Labor, and Pensions.
EC–2366. A communication from the Director of Regulations and Policy Management
Staff, Food and Drug Administration, Department of Health and Human Services,
transmitting, pursuant to law, the report of
a rule entitled ‘‘Regulatory Hearing Before
the Food and Drug Administration; Technical Amendment’’ (Docket No. FDA–2015–N–
0011) received during adjournment of the
Senate in the Office of the President of the
Senate on July 20, 2015; to the Committee on
Health, Education, Labor, and Pensions.
EC–2367. A communication from the Senior
Vice President and Chief Financial Officer,
Potomac Electric Power Company, transmitting, pursuant to law, the Company’s Balance Sheet as of December 31, 2014; to the
Committee on Homeland Security and Governmental Affairs.
EC–2368. A communication from the Chairman of the Council of the District of Columbia, transmitting, pursuant to law, a report
on D.C. Act 21–99, ‘‘Fiscal Year 2016 Budget
Request Act of 2015’’; to the Committee on
Homeland Security and Governmental Affairs.
EC–2369. A communication from the
Human Resources Specialist (Executive Resources), Small Business Administration,
transmitting, pursuant to law, a report relative to a vacancy in the position of Deputy
Administrator, Small Business Administration, received during adjournment of the
Senate in the Office of the President of the
Senate on July 17, 2015; to the Committee on
Small Business and Entrepreneurship.
EC–2370. A communication from the Executive Director, Consumer Product Safety
Commission, transmitting, pursuant to law,
the Commission’s 2013 Annual Report to the
President and Congress; to the Committee on
Commerce, Science, and Transportation.
EC–2371. A communication from the Secretary of Transportation, transmitting, pursuant to law, an annual report relative to accomplishments made under the Airport Improvement Program for fiscal year 2011; to
the Committee on Commerce, Science, and
Transportation.
EC–2372. A communication from the Secretary of Transportation, transmitting, pursuant to law, a report entitled ‘‘2015 Annual
Report: The U.S. Department of Transportation’s (DOT) Status of Actions Addressing
the Safety Issue Areas on the National
Transportation Safety Board’s (NTSB) Most
Wanted List’’; to the Committee on Commerce, Science, and Transportation.
EC–2373. A communication from the Associate Bureau Chief, Wireline Competition
Bureau, Federal Communications Commission, transmitting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Numbering Policies
for Modern Communications, IP–Enabled
Services . . . Connect America Fund, and
Numbering
Resource
Optimization’’
((RIN3060–AK36) (FCC 15–70)) received during
adjournment of the Senate in the Office of
the President of the Senate on July 20, 2015;
to the Committee on Commerce, Science,
and Transportation.
EC–2374. A communication from the Director of Regulations and Policy Management
Staff, Food and Drug Administration, Department of Health and Human Services,
transmitting, pursuant to law, the report of
a rule entitled ‘‘Canned Pacific Salmon;
Technical Amendment’’ (Docket No. FDA–
2015–N–0011) received during adjournment of
the Senate in the Office of the President of
the Senate on July 17, 2015; to the Committee on Health, Education, Labor, and
Pensions.

VerDate Sep 11 2014

04:16 Jul 24, 2015

S5517

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — SENATE

Jkt 049060

EC–2375. A communication from the Congressional Review Coordinator, Animal and
Plant Health Inspection Service, Department
of Agriculture, transmitting, pursuant to
law, the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Khapra
Beetle; New Regulated Countries and Regulated Articles’’ (Docket No. APHIS–2013–0079)
received in the Office of the President of the
Senate on July 21, 2015; to the Committee on
Agriculture, Nutrition, and Forestry.
EC–2376. A communication from the Acting
Under Secretary of Defense (Personnel and
Readiness), transmitting, pursuant to law, a
report relative to the Department of Defense
(DoD) intending to assign women to previously closed positions in the Army; to the
Committee on Armed Services.
EC–2377. A communication from the Assistant General Counsel for Legislation, Regulation and Energy Efficiency, Office of Energy
Efficiency and Renewable Energy, Department of Energy, transmitting, pursuant to
law, the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Energy
Conservation Program: Energy Conservation
Standards for Packaged Terminal Air Conditioners and Packaged Terminal Heat
Pumps’’ ((RIN1904–AC82) (Docket No. EERE–
2012–BT–STD–0029)) received in the Office of
the President of the Senate on July 21, 2015;
to the Committee on Energy and Natural Resources.
EC–2378. A communication from the Chairman of the United States International
Trade Commission, transmitting, pursuant
to law, a report entitled ‘‘The Year in Trade
2014’’; to the Committee on Finance.
EC–2379. A communication from the Assistant Secretary, Legislative Affairs, Department of State, transmitting, pursuant to
law, a report relative to section 36(c) of the
Arms Export Control Act (DDTC 14–135); to
the Committee on Foreign Relations.
EC–2380. A communication from the Associate General Counsel for General Law, Department of Homeland Security, transmitting, pursuant to law, a report relative to a
vacancy in the position of Assistant Secretary/Administrator, Transportation Security Administration, Department of Homeland Security, received in the Office of the
President of the Senate on July 22, 2015; to
the Committee on Commerce, Science, and
Transportation.
EC–2381. A communication from the Secretary of Transportation, transmitting, pursuant to law, a report entitled ‘‘Annual Report for 2014 on Disability-Related Air Travel
Complaints’’; to the Committee on Commerce, Science, and Transportation.
f

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS
The following petitions and memorials were laid before the Senate and
were referred or ordered to lie on the
table as indicated:
POM–52. A resolution adopted by the House
of Representatives of the State of Louisiana
memorializing the United States Congress to
take such actions as are necessary to designate Grambling State University as a
United States Department of Agriculture
1890 land-grant institution; to the Committee on Agriculture, Nutrition, and
Forestry.
HOUSE RESOLUTION NO. 102
Whereas, a land-grant college or university
is a postsecondary education institution that
has been designated to receive the benefits of
the federal Morrill Acts of 1862 or 1890; and
Whereas, there is at least one land-grant
institution in every state and territory of
the United States, as well as the District of
Columbia, and over the years, land-grant
status has been associated with several types
of federal support; and
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Whereas, two universities in this state,
Louisiana State University (LSU) and
Southern University (SU), are designated as
land-grant institutions; LSU received this
designation in 1862, and in 1890, what is
known as the Second Morrill Act conferred
land-grant status to several historically
black colleges and universities, commonly
referred to as ‘‘1890 land-grant institutions’’,
and SU is among this group; and
Whereas, Grambling State University, located in Grambling, Louisiana, is seeking
designation as an 1890 land-grant institution
under the banner of the Second Morrill Act;
and
Whereas, Grambling State University was
founded in 1901 by the North Louisiana Colored Agriculture Relief Association; in 1905,
it moved to its present location and was renamed the North Louisiana Agricultural and
Industrial School; in 1946, it became Grambling College; and in 1949, it earned its first
accreditation by the Southern Association of
Colleges and Schools; and
Whereas, in 1974, the school began to offer
graduate programs in early childhood and elementary education and acquired the name
Grambling State University; over the years,
several new academic programs have been
incorporated and new facilities added to the
384-acre campus; and
Whereas, Grambling now offers more than
eight hundred courses and forty-seven degree
programs in five colleges, including an honors college, two professional schools, a graduate school, and a Division of Continuing
Education; and
Whereas, Grambling combines the academic strengths of a major university with
the benefits of a small college, and its students grow and learn in a serene and positive
environment; and
Whereas, in addition to being one of the
country’s top producers of African American
graduates, Grambling is home to the internationally renowned Tiger Marching Band
and remains proud of the legacy of the late
Eddie Robinson, Sr., a truly legendary football coach; and
Whereas, Grambling places an emphasis on
the value and importance of each student,
which is exemplified by its motto, ‘‘Where
Everybody is Somebody’’; and
Whereas, after more than a decade since its
founding, Grambling remains an important
influence in the quality of lives and communities of generations of North Louisiana residents; and
Whereas, the designation of Ohio’s Central
State University as an 1890 land-grant institution in the 2014 Farm Bill set a very recent
precedent for the addition of a university to
the land-grant system; and
Whereas, the nation’s system of land-grant
institutions would be strengthened by the inclusion of Grambling State University; and
Whereas, as a historically black university
with a strong record of academics, research,
and service, Grambling, with its rich history
and traditions, would bring a unique perspective to the land-grant system; and
Whereas, for one hundred twenty-five
years, the 1890 land-grant institutions have
played a vital role in ensuring access to
higher education and opportunity for underserved communities, and as such an institution, Grambling would have access to increased resources that it could direct to
serving such communities and to providing
research, extension, and public services in
North Louisiana, an area where these services are not currently being provided sufficiently; and
Whereas, such designation would be consistent with Grambling’s agricultural origins
and its mission and history of service to African American students and the people of
Louisiana and would strengthen Grambling’s
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research and teaching in science, technology,
engineering, and mathematics (STEM) programs and enhance existing programs and facilitate the development of new programs in
agricultural business, biotechnology, economics, environment and natural resources,
family and consumer science, and engineering technology; and
Whereas, Grambling State University has
made the same extraordinary contributions
to the education of African Americans in the
state of Louisiana as other 1890 land-grant
universities have made in their respective
states; and
Whereas, as the only Historically Black
College or University (HBCU) in the University of Louisiana System, the role that
Grambling plays in the state is critical; and
Whereas, a land-grant designation would
enhance greatly Grambling’s service to the
people of Louisiana, and it is appropriate
that Congress take all necessary measures to
grant such designation to Grambling State
University: Now, therefore, be it
Resolved, That the House of Representatives of the Legislature of Louisiana does
hereby memorialize the United States Congress to take such actions as are necessary
to designate Grambling State University as
a United States Department of Agriculture
1890 land-grant institution; and be it further
Resolved, That a copy of this Resolution be
transmitted to the presiding officers of the
Senate and the House of Representatives of
the Congress of the United States of America
and to each member of the Louisiana congressional delegation.
POM–53. A joint resolution adopted by the
Legislature of the State of California memorializing the President of the United States
and the United States Congress to recognize
the unique military value of California’s defense installations and the disproportionate
sacrifices California has endured in previous
base realignment and closure (BRAC) rounds;
to the Committee on Armed Services.
ASSEMBLY JOINT RESOLUTION NO. 11
Whereas, The federal Department of Defense conducted base realignment and closure (BRAC) rounds in 1988, 1991, 1993, 1995,
and 2005. The previous BRAC rounds resulted
in the closure of 25 major bases in California
and the realignment of eight other facilities;
and
Whereas, A sixth BRAC round for 2017 has
been proposed in the fiscal year 2016 federal
budget; and
Whereas, California has been the state
hardest hit by the Department of Defense’s
previous BRAC rounds. In the first four
BRAC rounds, for example, the state absorbed 25 percent of the total base closures
nationally and 11 percent of the base realignments; and
Whereas, California absorbed 54 percent of
personnel cuts in the first four BRAC rounds,
losing more federal military jobs from the
closure of its military bases than the combined losses in all other states. Additionally,
300,000 private sector defense industry jobs in
California were eliminated as a result of
those base closures; and
Whereas, These base closures had a severe
impact on local governments and communities, some of which continue to struggle
with the transition and reuse of these closed
bases; and
Whereas, There are currently more than 30
major federal military installations and
commands remaining in California that
could be closed or realigned as a result of another BRAC process; and
Whereas, The Department of Defense and
the defense industry represent a major industry in California today, totaling more
than $71 billion in direct spending and em-
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ploying more than 350,000 Californians. Total
effects on the economy far exceed these
numbers; and
Whereas, For over half of a century, California’s workers, businesses, industries, and
universities have contributed to our national
security, utilizing their talents, capital, and
skills to develop and manufacture new technologies, aircraft, satellites, missiles, and
advanced weapons systems; and
Whereas, Military installations provide the
foundation for United States defense efforts.
Maintaining these installations is, therefore,
critical to supporting America’s national security. California is vital to the mission and
might of our United States military. Our
seaports and airports, bases and equipment,
research labs and testing grounds support
the finest fighting force in the world; and
Whereas, As our nation faces new security
threats in the 21st century, California remains ready to confront these dangers. In
space, cyberspace, over land, at sea, and in
the air, California is helping the military
meet the challenges of today and tomorrow.
From troop deployment to systems development and cybersecurity, training to logistics, the future of our military is here in
California; and
Whereas, Having been the leader in the nation’s defense effort, California state government must lead by articulating the national
security imperative of maintaining military
installations within its borders; and
Whereas, In an effort to be proactive in retaining military facilities within California
that are essential to national security, and
to provide for a single, focused strategy to
defend these installations, in March 2013
Governor Edmund G. Brown Jr. established
the Governor’s Military Council, in an effort
to protect and expand the military’s vital
role in national security and California’s
economy. The council has met regularly
throughout the state since its creation, and
is continuing to work to protect California’s
military installations and operations and to
assist in recruiting new defense missions and
operations to the state: Now, therefore, be it
Resolved by the Assembly and the Senate of
the State of California, jointly, That California’s military installations possess critical
military value and that California is ready
to help the Department of Defense meet its
goals now and in the future; and be it further
Resolved, That the Legislature of the State
of California respectfully memorializes the
President and the Congress of the United
States, to not only recognize the unique
military value of California’s defense installations, but also continue to take into consideration all of the following:
(a) California’s unparalleled land, air, and
sea ranges that provide the ability to train
all types of forces, year round, in every type
of warfare effectively, efficiently, and economically.
(b) California’s strategic location in the
Pacific Theater is a critical factor in executing the National Defense Strategy strategic shift to the Pacific region by allowing
for rapid deployment to trouble spots in
Asia.
(c) California’s ability to recruit and train
highly skilled and educated personnel.
(d) The existing synergies between military installations and the private sector.
(e) The economic impact on existing communities in the vicinity of military installations.
(f) Our incomparable quality of life, which
enhances personnel retention.
(g) The vast intellectual capital that has
been developed in California since World War
II.
(h) The disproportionate sacrifices California has endured in previous BRAC rounds;
and be it further
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Resolved, That the Chief Clerk of the Assembly transmit copies of this resolution to
the President and Vice President of the
United States, to the Speaker of the House
of Representatives, to the Majority Leader of
the Senate, to each Senator and Representative from California in the Congress of the
United States, and to the author for appropriate distribution.
POM–54. A joint resolution adopted by the
Legislature of the State of California urging
the President of the United States and the
United States Congress to enact legislation
to establish guarantees by the federal government to support the responsible sale of
postearthquake bonds by financially sound
residential-earthquake-insurance programs
operated by any of the several states on an
actuarially sound basis; to the Committee on
Banking, Housing, and Urban Affairs.
ASSEMBLY JOINT RESOLUTION NO. 6
Whereas, Over the last 30 years, California
has experienced 1,451 earthquakes of magnitude 4.0 or greater, ranging from 16 to 168
per year; and
Whereas, Most Californians live within 20
miles of a major earthquake fault capable of
producing damaging earthquakes; and
Whereas, On the morning of August 24,
2014, many residents of Napa discovered they
lived closer to such a fault than they believed. A magnitude 6.0 earthquake struck
American Canyon, south of Napa, at 3:20
a.m., leading to one death and many injuries.
The earthquake seriously damaged nearly
100 homes, as well as many historic downtown buildings. It cost local wineries millions of dollars in spilled wine and damaged
equipment, and numerous people were injured. The overall damage and effects of the
earthquake demonstrated how even a moderate-sized earthquake can have a large impact on a community; and
Whereas, In June 2014, the Los Angeles
Times reported that the first five months of
the year were marked by five earthquakes
larger than magnitude 4.0, after what had
been a relatively quiet period of seismic activity for the Los Angeles area. That number
of earthquakes at that magnitude had not
occurred in a year since 1994, the year of the
Northridge earthquake; and
Whereas, Faced with the certainty of its
peril from earthquakes, over the last three
decades California has repeatedly shown that
smart public policy choices can help Californians prepare for a catastrophic earthquake.
Milestone innovations across this era include
the following:
(a) In the year following the 1983 Coalinga
earthquake, California passed the Earthquake Insurance Act, requiring residential
property insurers to offer homeowners earthquake coverage, to ensure homeowners considered the possibility of protecting their
home from earthquake damage.
(b) In the year after the 1989 Loma Prieta
earthquake, California began examining how
a state-based financial pool might be constructed to improve protection for homeowners. This effort, the California Residential Earthquake Recovery Fund (CRERF),
was intended to cover the cost of earthquake
insurance deductibles. While this plan was
repealed in 1992 as potentially actuarially
unsound, it pointed the way to further innovations.
(c) Since 1996, the multipart funding mechanism of the California Earthquake Authority (CEA), a public instrumentality of the
State of California, has succeeded as the primary source of earthquake insurance for
California homeowners seeking to protect
their homes from earthquakes; and
Whereas, Despite the growing successes of
the CEA since its 1996 formation, how it can
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be improved has become clear. Almost every
news story about California earthquake insurance and the CEA notes that residential
earthquake insurance is costly for homeowners and the deductibles are high. The
high cost and high deductibles are seen as a
key factor behind why only 12 percent of
Californians who buy homeowners’ insurance
also buy earthquake insurance; and
Whereas, There is no better way to prepare
California for the inevitability of disastrous
earthquakes than to make earthquake insurance work better for its residents. The limitations of the existing system are wellknown. Now is the time for the next key step
in policy innovation to make the state’s
earthquake insurance system work better for
renters and homeowners; and
Whereas, As the CEA approaches two decades of operation, it has become clear that
the CEA has pushed the envelope on how a
single state-based pool can materially assist
in catastrophe readiness. But by law, the
CEA’s rates must be actuarially sound and
based on the best available scientific information for assessing earthquake frequency,
severity, and loss; these sensible conditions
also temper the CEA’s ability to cut the cost
of earthquake insurance; and
Whereas, As a public instrumentality of
the state, the CEA must cover all its risks,
including the possibility that at any time, a
truly catastrophic earthquake might hit the
state; and
Whereas, The CEA’s need, as a stand-alone,
risk-bearing public instrumentality of the
state, to always have a plan to cover the
chance of a catastrophic earthquake is what,
under the current system, keeps the price of
earthquake insurance high. For the level of
total exposure the policies represent, the
rates yield sufficient premiums to pay for a
backstop of reinsurance sufficient to offset
expected CEA losses in all but the most catastrophic earthquake; and
Whereas, A federal policy of certain access
to federal debt guarantees for postevent financing would strengthen the risk-bearing
capacity of actuarially sound state-based
disaster programs like the CEA and reduce
the preevent expense of providing that insurance. In recent sessions of the United States
Congress, a proposed federal partnership limited to prequalified, actuarially sound state
earthquake insurance programs has been estimated to expose the federal government to
a 10-year cost of only $25 million; and
Whereas, A state and federal partnership
to enhance the ability of prequalified, actuarially sound state earthquake funds to access postdisaster borrowing would enable
California and other states using actuarially
sound programs to manage risk with a dramatically better tool; and
Whereas, The CEA’s certain access to a
federal guarantee of its postearthquake borrowing would ensure access to the private
capital markets at reasonable rates, enhancing the claims-paying capacity for a catastrophic earthquake. That lower-cost capacity, in turn, would permit the CEA to adjust
its annual purchase of earthquake reinsurance and lower expenses, thus speeding longterm capital accumulation to help CEA modulate its cost of providing basic earthquake
insurance across the state: Now, therefore,
be it
Resolved by the Assembly and the Senate of
the State of California, jointly, That the Legislature urges the President and the Congress
of the United States to enact legislation to
establish guarantees by the federal government to support the responsible sale of
postearthquake bonds by financially sound
residential-earthquake-insurance programs
operated by any of the several states on an
actuarially sound basis; and be it further
Resolved, That the Chief Clerk of the Assembly transmit copies of this resolution to
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the President and Vice President of the
United States, to the Speaker of the House
of Representatives, to the Majority Leader of
the Senate, and to each Senator and Representative from the State of California in
the Congress of the United States.
POM–55. A joint resolution adopted by the
Legislature of the State of California urging
the United States Congress to support legislation reauthorizing the Export-Import Bank
of the United States; to the Committee on
Banking, Housing, and Urban Affairs.
ASSEMBLY JOINT RESOLUTION NO. 14
Whereas, The Export-Import Bank of the
United States (Ex-Im Bank) is the official
export credit agency of the United States
and exists for the purposes of financing and
insuring foreign purchases of United States
goods; and
Whereas, The mission of the Ex-Im Bank is
to create and sustain United States jobs by
financing sales of United States exports to
international buyers; and
Whereas, The Ex-Im Bank is the principal
government agency responsible for aiding
the export of American goods and services,
and thereby creating and sustaining United
States jobs, through a variety of loan, guarantee, and insurance programs for small and
large businesses; and
Whereas, The Ex-Im Bank has supported
more than $400 billion in United States exports in the past 70 years and helps to cover
critical trade finance gaps by providing loan
guaranties, export credit insurance, and direct loans for United States exports in developing markets where commercial bank financing is unavailable or insufficient. For
fiscal year 2014, the Ex-Im Bank provided
$20.5 billion in loan guarantees which leveraged $27.5 billion in exports while supporting
164,000 United States jobs. Since fiscal year
2009, the bank has supported more than 1.3
million American jobs in all 50 states; and
Whereas, The Ex-Im Bank is a self-sustaining agency, which operates at no cost to
the taxpayer and over the last three fiscal
years has generated more than $3 billion in
fees from its foreign customers which were
deposited in the United States Treasury to
reduce the United States deficit and indebtedness; and
Whereas, The Ex-Im Bank enables United
States companies large and small to turn export opportunities into sales that help to
create and maintain jobs in the United
States that contribute to a stronger national
economy. On average nearly 90 percent of the
Ex-Im Bank’s transactions support United
States small businesses; and
Whereas, Exports are particularly important to the California economy as California
is currently ranked second in exports among
all states. If California’s manufacturing base
is to grow, we must continue to expand our
ability to export goods from California facilities. Given the key role the Ex-Im Bank
plays in facilitating export sales, failure to
reauthorize it would be devastating to existing industry and to those that we hope to
create in the future; and
Whereas, Over the past five years, the ExIm Bank has assisted more than 67 California
companies to export their products. Nearly
200 of those companies are owned by women
or minorities and over 700 are small businesses. These companies export their products and services around the globe totaling
more than $21 billion in sales. Fifty-two of
the 53 congressional districts in California
had companies benefit from the Ex-Im Bank
loans; and
Whereas, A reauthorization of the Ex-Im
Bank is critical to the ability of many
United States exporters to compete on a
level playing field in a commercial market
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where current and future competitors continue to enjoy aggressive support from their
countries’ export credit agencies; and
Whereas, A failure to reauthorize the ExIm Bank would amount to unilateral disarmament in the face of other nations’ aggressive trade finance programs that favor their
domestic companies over American companies; and
Whereas, Economic growth depends on increasing exports from both small and large
manufacturers and service providers in California and reauthorization means support for
California exports and California jobs; and
Whereas, in the 114th United States Congress, 1st Session, legislation is pending that
would continue the Ex-Im Bank’s capacity
for creating jobs while also making its practices more accountable and transparent, as
well as making the bank more solvent and
self-sufficient: Now, therefore, be it
Resolved by the Assembly and the Senate of
the State of California, jointly, That the Legislature urges Congress to support Export-Import Bank of the United States; and be it further
Resolved, That the Chief Clerk of the Assembly transmit copies of this resolution to
the President and Vice President of the
United States, to the Speaker of the House
of Representatives, to the Majority Leader of
the Senate, and to each Senator and Representative from California in the Congress
of the United States.
POM–56. A concurrent memorial adopted
by the Legislature of the State of Arizona
urging the United States Government to immediately dispose of the public lands within
Arizona’s borders directly to the State of Arizona; to the Committee on Energy and Natural Resources.
HOUSE CONCURRENT MEMORIAL 2005
Whereas, at the time of Arizona’s Enabling
Act, the course and practice of the United
States Congress with all prior states admitted to the Union had been to fully dispose,
within a reasonable time, of all lands within
the boundaries of such states, except for
those Indian lands, or lands otherwise expressly reserved to the exclusive jurisdiction
of the United States; and
Whereas, the State of Arizona did not contemplate, and could not have contemplated,
the United States failing or refusing to dispose of all lands within its defined boundaries within a reasonable time such that the
State of Arizona and its permanent fund for
its public schools could never realize the anticipated benefit of the deployment, taxation
and economic benefit of all the lands within
its defined boundaries; and
Whereas, Arizona’s Enabling Act contemplates that Arizona’s temporary suspension of its sovereign right to tax the public
lands within its borders for the benefit of its
public schools and the common good of the
state ends the very moment that the national government discharges of its trust obligation to immediately dispose of Arizona’s
public lands within its borders; and
Whereas, under Article I, section 8, clause
17 of the United States Constitution, the national government is constitutionally authorized to exercise right, title and jurisdiction only over lands that are ‘‘purchased by
the Consent of the Legislature of the State
in which the Same shall be, for the Erection
of Forts, Magazines, Arsenals, dock-Yards,
and other needful Buildings’’; and
Whereas, the United States Congress never
purchased land designated as national parks
nor did it ever seek or obtain the consent of
the Arizona Legislature as required under
Article I, section 8, clause 17 of the United
States Constitution; and
Whereas, because of the failure of the national government to immediately dispose of
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land within the borders of Arizona, this state
bears the burden of the inestimable entanglements and expectations over the multiple
use of these public lands that were required
to be disposed of that have accumulated for
more than one hundred years; and
Whereas, Arizona should have had total
control over its public lands from 1912, plus
a reasonable time for disposition of the
lands; and
Whereas, Arizona has been substantially
damaged in its ability to provide funding for
education because the national government
has unduly retained control of much of the
land lying within Arizona’s borders; and
Whereas, had the national government sold
the land in or about 1912, much of the net
proceeds should have been applied to paying
down the national public debt, and some
should have gone to the state of Arizona’s
permanent fund for the support of the public
schools; and
Whereas, Arizona consistently ranks high
among all states in class size and low in per
pupil funding for education; and
Whereas, had the national government disposed of the land in or about 1912, Arizona
would have generated, from that point forward, substantial tax revenues to the benefit
of its public schools and to the common good
of the state; and
Whereas, the national government gives
Arizona less than half of the proceeds of mineral lease revenues and severance taxes generated from the lands within this state’s borders; and
Whereas, Arizona has been substantially
damaged in mineral lease revenues and severance taxes in that, had the national government disposed of land in or about 1912,
Arizona would realize 100% of the mineral
lease revenues and severance taxes from the
lands; and
Whereas, Arizona has been damaged by the
inordinate cost and substantial uncertainty
regarding the national government’s infringement on Arizona’s sovereign control of
public lands within its borders; and
Whereas, County of Shoshone v. United
States (unpublished), which confirmed that
state law controls in determining what constitutes sufficient public use, Shelby County
v. Holder, which clarified that ‘‘the fundamental principle of equal sovereignty remains highly pertinent in assessing [post-admission] disparate treatment of states’’ and
People for the Ethical Treatment of Property Owners v. United States Fish and Wildlife Service, which confirmed the federal
government’s abuse of the Commerce Clause
authority, all lend support to the notion that
the public lands within Arizona’s borders
should be transferred to Arizona: and
Whereas, because of the breach of Arizona’s Enabling Act, and the damages resulting from it, the United States Congress
should immediately dispose of the public
lands lying within the State of Arizona directly to the State of Arizona; and
Whereas, the national government has an
obligation to present and future generations
to pay the public debt, yet it has demonstrated a reckless disregard for the growing national debt even as it continues to
worsen at an exponential rate.
Wherefore your memorialist, the House of
Representatives of the State of Arizona, the
Senate concurring, prays:
1. That the United States government immediately and not later than December 31,
2019 dispose of the public lands within Arizona’s borders directly to the State of Arizona.
2. That the United States Congress engage
in good faith communication, cooperation,
coordination and consultation with the
State of Arizona regarding the immediate
disposal of the public lands directly to this
state.
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3. That the Secretary of State of the State
of Arizona transmit copies of this Memorial
to the President of the United States Senate,
the Speaker of the United States House of
Representatives, the Secretary of the United
States Department of the Interior, the Chief
of the United States Forest Service, the
Chairperson of the United States House Committee on Natural Resources, the Chairperson of the United States Senate Committee on Energy and Natural Resources and
each Member of Congress from the State of
Arizona.
POM–57. A concurrent memorial adopted
by the Legislature of the State of Arizona
urging the United States Congress to vote to
approve the Keystone XL oil pipeline; to the
Committee on Energy and Natural Resources.
SENATE CONCURRENT MEMORIAL 1006
Whereas, the United States relies, and will
continue to rely for many years, on gasoline,
diesel and jet fuel for sources of energy; and
Whereas. in order to fuel our economy, the
United States will need more oil and natural
gas in addition to alternative energy
sources; and
Whereas, the United States currently depends on foreign imports for more than half
of its petroleum usage and is the largest consumer of petroleum in the world; and
Whereas, United States dependence on
overseas oil has created difficult geopolitical
relationships with potentially damaging consequences for our national security; and
Whereas, oil deposits in the Bakken Reserves of Montana, North Dakota and South
Dakota are an increasingly important crude
oil resource; and
Whereas, there is not enough pipeline capacity to deliver crude oil supplies from
Montana, North Dakota, South Dakota,
Oklahoma and Texas to American refineries;
and
Whereas, Canadian oil reserves total 174
billion barrels, of which 169 billion barrels
can be recovered from the oil sands using today’s technology; and
Whereas, Canada is the single largest supplier of crude oil to the United States at 3.05
million barrels per day and has the capacity
to significantly increase that rate; and
Whereas, the southern leg of the Keystone
XL pipeline ties into the existing Keystone
pipeline that already runs to Canada, bringing up to 700,000 barrels of oil a day to refineries in Texas. At peak capacity, the pipeline
will deliver 830,000 barrels of oil per day; and
Whereas, according to the United States
State Department’s fifth Final Supplemental
Environmental Impact Statement (Final
SEIS), which was issued on January 31, 2014,
the Keystone XL pipeline will be the safest
pipeline ever constructed on American soil,
will have minimal impact on the environment, will create thousands of much-needed
jobs and bolster the United States’ energy
security; and
Whereas, according to the Final SEIS, the
Keystone XL pipeline will support approximately 42,100 direct, indirect and induced
jobs and result in approximately $2 billion in
earnings throughout the United States; and
Whereas, the Final SEIS predicts that the
Keystone XL pipeline will contribute approximately $3.4 billion to the United States
gross domestic product and provide a substantial increase in tax revenues for local
counties along the pipeline route, with 17 to
27 counties expected to see tax revenues increase by 10% or more; and
Whereas, the Oklahoma-Texas leg of the
Keystone pipeline system, also referred to as
the Gulf Coast segment, went into service in
late January 2014; and
Whereas, according to a recent economic
analysis report conducted by noted econo-
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mist Bud Weinstein at Southern Methodist
University Cox School of Business, the Gulf
Coast segment injected $2.14 billion into the
Oklahoma economy and more than $3.6 billion into the Texas economy; and
Whereas, a recent study by the United
States Department of Energy found that increasing delivery of crude oil from Montana,
North Dakota, South Dakota and Alberta, as
well as Texas and Oklahoma, to American
refineries has the potential to substantially
reduce our country’s dependency on sources
outside of North America: and
Whereas, Canada sends more than 99% of
its oil exports to the United States, the bulk
of which goes to Midwestern refineries: and
Whereas, oil companies are investing huge
sums to expand and upgrade refineries in the
Midwest and elsewhere to make gasoline and
other refined products from Canadian oil derived from oil sands, and the expansion and
upgrade projects will create many new construction jobs over the next five years; and
Whereas, 90% of the money used to buy Canadian oil will likely later be spent directly
on United States goods and services; and
Whereas, since 2011, nearly 30 public opinion polls have repeatedly confirmed that
building the Keystone XL pipeline is in the
best interest of the vast majority of Americans: and
Whereas, supporting the continued shift
towards reliable and secure sources of North
American oil is of vital interest to the
United States and the State of Arizona.
Wherefore your memorialist, the Senate of
the State of Arizona, the House of Representatives concurring, prays:
1. That the United States Congress vote to
approve the Keystone XL oil pipeline.
2. That the Secretary of State of the State
of Arizona transmit copies of this Memorial
to the President of the United States, the
President of the United States Senate, the
Speaker of the United States House of Representatives and each Member of Congress
from the State of Arizona.
POM–58. A concurrent memorial adopted
by the Legislature of the State of Arizona
urging the United States Congress to oppose
the designation of the Grand Canyon Watershed National Monument in northern Arizona; to the Committee on Energy and Natural Resources.
SENATE CONCURRENT MEMORIAL 1001
Whereas, Arizonans value the Grand Canyon as a national and world treasure and as
an economic engine; and
Whereas, there is no threat to the Grand
Canyon National Park and its surrounding
lands; and
Whereas, existing laws and regulations, including the National Environmental Policy
Act, the Federal Land Policy and Management Act, the Archaeological Resources Protection Act and many others, ensure the protection and responsible use of the Grand
Canyon National Park and its surrounding
lands; and
Whereas, as of 2012, Arizona had the third
highest total designated wilderness acreage
in the United States with 4.5 million acres.
Additionally, another 5.8 million acres were
affected by special land use designations, including national monuments; and
Whereas, only three members of the eleven-member Arizona congressional delegation
and others have requested that the President
of the United States use his authority under
the Antiquities Act to designate an estimated 1.7 million acres in northern Arizona
as the Grand Canyon Watershed National
Monument; and
Whereas, this proposed designation would
almost double the amount of acreage designated as national monuments in Arizona
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and would be the nation’s second largest national monument after the neighboring
Grand Staircase-Escalante National Monument in southern Utah, which is over 1.8 million acres; and
Whereas, the federal government granted
lands at statehood to the State of Arizona to
be held in trust to provide a source of income
for schools and other beneficiaries; and
Whereas, the proposed monument designation would severely impact thousands of
acres of state trust lands locked up within
its boundaries and deny their beneficial use
to the trust; and
Whereas, this taking of state trust lands
within the proposed national monument
without just compensation would be a breach
of the sacred trust between the State of Arizona and the federal government that was
agreed on in this state’s enabling act and
harms Arizona’s school children; and
Whereas, withdrawal of this vast amount
of lands from multiple-use management
eliminates or restricts reasonable and
thoughtful use of these natural resources for
multiple purposes, such as recreation, grazing, mining, energy development and forestry; and
Whereas, multiple-use management of
these lands by the United States Bureau of
Land Management and the United States
Forest Service is based on resource management plans that were developed with public
input and have framed the use of these lands
since the passage of the Federal Land Policy
and Management Act in 1976; and
Whereas, responsible use of natural resources provides a substantial economic benefit to northern Arizona and there is no reason to eliminate this benefit for a nonexistent threat; and
Whereas, the conservation of wildlife resources across Arizona is the trust responsibility of the Arizona Game and Fish Commission; and
Whereas, the Arizona Game and Fish Commission voted to oppose the proposed Grand
Canyon Watershed National Monument on
May 11, 2012 and its analysis found that
monument designation can lead to restrictions on proactive wildlife management, including hunting and fishing access; and
Whereas, national monument designation
requires a very narrow management regime
and could severely restrict forest management activities, such as scientifically established fire management, erosion control and
invasive species treatments; and
Whereas, in addition, Arizona’s proper
management of state forest lands, which includes selective logging, has made for a
healthy and prolific environment for naturally occurring habitat and has proven effective in preventing habitat loss, as has occurred on federally managed forest lands,
through wildfire; and
Whereas, consideration of the effects on
the customs, cultures and economic wellbeing of our local communities as well as important historic and cultural aspects of our
local heritage; and
Whereas, the cost benefit of this proposal
must be considered; and
Whereas, while a minority caucus of three
of the eleven-member Arizona congressional
delegation and a small, yet vocal, group of
others advocate to transfer state resources
to the federal government, the State of Arizona desires to uphold the congressional designation of the multiple-use policy as per the
Federal Land Management Policy Act as
being best for our citizens and Arizona’s
economy.
Wherefore your memorialist, the Senate of
the State of Arizona, the House of Representatives concurring, prays:
1. That the President of the United States
does not designate the Grand Canyon Water-
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shed National Monument in northern Arizona.
2. That the United States Congress oppose
the designation of the Grand Canyon Watershed National Monument in northern Arizona.
3. That any new monuments, including the
proposed Grand Canyon Watershed National
Monument, have express state and congressional approval before they are so designated
by the President.
4. That the Governor and the Attorney
General of the State of Arizona take appropriate actions to implement this Memorial.
5. That the Secretary of State of the State
of Arizona transmit copies of this Memorial
to the President of the United States, the
President of the United States Senate, the
Speaker of the United States House of Representatives, each Member of Congress from
the State of Arizona, the Secretary of the Interior, the Governor of the State of Arizona
and the Attorney General of the State of Arizona.
POM–59. A concurrent memorial adopted
by the Legislature of the State of Arizona
urging the United States Congress to pass
H.R. 594; to the Committee on Environment
and Public Works.
SENATE CONCURRENT MEMORIAL 1004
Whereas, on April 21, 2014, the United
States Environmental Protection Agency
and the United States Army Corps of Engineers published a proposed rule in the Federal Register that defines ‘‘Waters of the
United States’’ under the Clean Water Act;
and
Whereas, the final rule is projected to be
published in the Federal Register by August
31, 2015; and
Whereas, the rule purports to clarify issues
raised in two United States Supreme Court
decisions, Solid Waste Agency of Northern
Cook County v. U.S. Army Corps of Engineers and Rapanos v. United States, that created uncertainty over the Clean Water Act’s
scope and application; and
Whereas, the rule will expand the scope of
the Clean Water Act, resulting in greater impacts to this state, as well as on local governments, their citizens and their businesses;
and
Whereas, the rule will subject almost all
physical areas with a connection, or a ‘‘significant nexus,’’ to downstream navigable
waters, including features such as ditches,
natural or manmade ponds and floodplains,
to the jurisdiction of the Clean Water Act;
and
Whereas, the rule will apply to all programs under the Clean Water Act; and
Whereas, the rule change will cause significant harm to local farmers, stall the development of businesses and strip local providers of their control of land use for sustainable food production; and
Whereas, the cost to our municipalities
and taxpayers will be enormous; and
Whereas, the rule is contrary to the ruling
of the United States Supreme Court in
Rapanos as it appears to rely heavily on the
minority opinion’s concept of ‘‘significant
nexus,’’ which was rejected by the Court’s
prevailing opinion; and
Whereas, the term ‘‘significant nexus’’
does not appear in the Clean Water Act: and
Whereas, under the rule, groundwater may
be used in making determinations of a ‘‘significant nexus,’’ which is an overreach of the
federal agencies as groundwater systems are
under the jurisdiction of the states and
should not be broadly used in justifying a determination of jurisdictional water of the
United States; and
Whereas, in Solid Waste Agency of Northern Cook County, the United States Supreme
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Court stated that the use of ‘‘case by case’’
determinations should be the exception, not
the rule, and the rule allows for broad use of
case by case determinations, which inserts
needless uncertainty into the development
process; and
Whereas, the rule grants the United States
Environmental Protection Agency and the
United States Army Corps of Engineers authorities not specifically granted to them by
the Clean Water Act; and
Whereas, the proposed rule, should it become effective, will hamper beneficial development, increase costs of infrastructure construction and maintenance and result in an
unacceptable level of uncertainty in the permitting process; and
Whereas, the Constitution of the United
States was meant to reserve to the states exclusive jurisdiction over their respective
nonnavigable, intrastate waters and waterways within their boundaries except as expressly delegated to the federal government
by the Constitution or prohibited by it to the
states. and the federal government’s power
to regulate navigable waters cannot constitutionally reach nonnavigable, intrastate
waters and waterways that have no significant connection to navigable waters; and
Whereas, it is impractical for the federal
government to regulate every ditch, pond
and rain puddle that may have some tenuous
connection, miles away, to a body of water
that is currently defined as ‘‘navigable.’’
Wherefore your memorialist, the Senate of
the State of Arizona, the House of Representatives concurring, prays:
1. That the United States Congress pass
H.R. 594, which prohibits the United States
Environmental Protection Agency and the
United States Army Corps of Engineers from
developing, finalizing, adopting, implementing, applying, administering or enforcing the proposed federal rule that defines
‘‘Waters of the United States’’ under the
Clean Water Act.
2. That the Secretary of State of the State
of Arizona transmit copies of this Memorial
to the President of the United States, the
President of the United States Senate, the
Speaker of the United States House of Representatives, each Member of Congress from
the State of Arizona, the Administrator of
the United States Environmental Protection
Agency and the Commanding General and
Chief of Engineers of the United States
Army Corps of Engineers.
POM–60. A concurrent memorial adopted
by the Legislature of the State of Arizona
urging the United States Environmental
Protection Agency to refrain from reducing
the ozone concentration standard; to the
Committee on Environment and Public
Works.
SENATE CONCURRENT MEMORIAL 1014
Whereas, the United States Environmental
Protection Agency (EPA) is proposing to reduce the national ambient air quality standard for ozone from 75 parts per billion to 65
to 70 parts per billion, while taking comment
on a level as low as 60 parts per billion; and
Whereas, the Clean Air Act requires the
EPA to review the ozone concentration
standard every five years, and the EPA last
updated this standard in 2008, setting it at 75
parts per billion; and
Whereas, if the EPA reduced the standard
to 70 parts per billion, nine out of 11 counties
monitored for ozone levels in Arizona would
be out of compliance; and
Whereas, if the EPA reduced the standard
to 65 parts per billion, all 11 counties monitored for ozone levels in Arizona would be
out of compliance, and the four rural counties that are not currently monitored might
also be out of compliance; and
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Whereas, a revised ozone standard of 65 to
70 parts per billion would result in widespread nonattainment designations in areas
of the nation that already meet the current
ozone standards; and
Whereas, based on 2011 through 2013 monitoring data, the EPA reports that 358 counties in the nation would violate a standard of
70 parts per billion and that an additional 200
counties would violate a standard of 65 parts
per billion; and
Whereas, nonattainment area designations
would limit economic and job growth by restricting new and expanded industrial and
manufacturing facilities, imposing emission
‘‘offset’’ requirements on new sources of nitrogen oxides and volatile organic compounds emissions, constraining oil and gas
extraction and raising electricity prices for
industries and consumers; and
Whereas, low-income and fixed-income
citizens would bear the brunt of higher energy costs and utility bills; and
Whereas, according to the National Association of manufacturers, the EPA’s proposal
could be the most expensive regulation ever
issued on the American public, costing the
nation $270 billion to $360 billion annually;
and
Whereas, according to the National Association of Manufacturers, the proposed ozone
regulations could cost Arizona $28 billion in
gross state product loss from 2017 to 2040,
19,982 lost jobs or job equivalents per year,
$639 million in total compliance costs and a
$520 drop in average household consumption
per year; and
Whereas, the National Association of Manufacturers predicts that the EPA’s proposed
standards could result in a 15% increase in
residential electricity prices, a 32% increase
in residential natural gas prices and an 8%
reduction in Arizona’s coal-fired generating
capacity; and
Whereas, the EPA has identified only 46%
of the controls needed to meet the proposed
standards, and the remaining 54% would
have to be met with unknown controls that
the EPA has not yet identified but that
would likely have to include early shutdowns
and scrappage of existing facilities, equipment and vehicles; and
Whereas, early retirement and scrappage of
power plants, industrial facilities, heavyduty trucks and equipment and automobiles
would be much more costly ways to remove
each additional ton of emissions than the
controls the EPA has identified; and
Whereas, air quality continues to improve,
and nitrogen oxide emissions are already
down to 60% nationwide since 1980, which,
after adjusting for economic growth, implies
a 90% reduction in emission rates from the
relatively uncontrolled 1990 rates for nitrogen oxide-emitting sources; and
Whereas, average ozone concentrations
have decreased significantly in both urban
and rural areas over the past two decades in
response to state and federal emission control programs; and
Whereas, states are on track to be fully in
attainment with the current standards, but
some have not yet reached full attainment;
and
Whereas, instead of giving states enough
time to meet the current standards through
ongoing emission reduction programs, the
EPA now wants to move the goalpost by imposing a lower standard; and
Whereas, retaining the current ozone
standards would provide for continued air
quality improvement throughout the nation
as emission reduction programs under existing EPA regulations are implemented.
Wherefore your memorialist, the Senate of
the State of Arizona, the House of Representatives concurring, prays:
1. That the EPA refrain from reducing the
ozone concentration standard from 75 parts
per billion to 65 to 70 parts per billion.
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2. That the Secretary of State of the State
of Arizona transmit copies of this Memorial
to the Administrator of the United States
Environmental Protection Agency, the
President of the United States, the President
of the United States Senate. the Speaker of
the United States House of Representatives
and each Member of Congress from the State
of Arizona.
POM–61. A concurrent memorial adopted
by the Legislature of the State of Arizona
urging the United States Fish and Wildlife
Service to focus future Mexican wolf introduction efforts on remote areas within the
northern Sierra Madre Occidental mountain
range, to halt additional introductions of
Mexican wolves in Arizona, and to shift the
responsibility for the Mexican wolf introduction to the Arizona Game and Fish Department; to the Committee on Environment and
Public Works.
SENATE CONCURRENT MEMORIAL 1003
Whereas, on January 16, 2015, United
States Fish and Wildlife Service (USFWS)
issued a revised experimental population
rule under section 10(j) of the Endangered
Species Act (ESA) that provides for a population objective of 300 to 325 wolves in Arizona and New Mexico and expands the areas
within which Mexican wolves can occupy and
disperse with the goal of phasing the releases
westward over a period of twelve years; and
Whereas, the revised experimental population rule raises concerns regarding the creation of an unmanageable Mexican wolf population, fails to consider state and local interests and remains silent on Mexican wolf
recovery; and
Whereas, Congress enacted section 10(j) of
the ESA to mitigate fears that reestablishing populations of endangered species
would negatively impact landowners and
other private parties, recognizing that flexible rules, developed in consultation with
local governments and private citizens,
could encourage recovery partners to actively assist in the establishment and
hosting of endangered populations on their
lands; and
Whereas, to the maximum extent practicable, section 10(j) rules are intended to
represent an agreement between the USFWS,
affected state and federal agencies and persons holding any interest in land that may
be affected by the establishment of an experimental population; and
Whereas, the objective of 1982 Mexican
Wolf Recovery Plan is the establishment of a
viable, self-sustaining population of at least
100 Mexican wolves in the wild; and
Whereas, at the end of 2014, there were a
minimum of 109 wolves in the wild in Arizona and New Mexico, all of which were conceived and born in the wild as a direct result
of previous wolf introduction efforts; and
Whereas, the costs to date of this program
have exceeded $7.3 million; and
Whereas, the implementation of the revised experimental population rule will
allow additional wolves to be introduced
within Arizona and New Mexico; and
Whereas, the introduction of wolves into
Arizona and New Mexico has resulted in significant adverse impacts on private landowners and resource users, as well as hunting
and other recreational activities, which are
vital to our local and regional economy; and
Whereas, under its regulations, the USFWS
must consult with appropriate state fish and
wildlife agencies, local governmental entities, affected federal agencies and affected
private landowners in developing and implementing experimental population rules; and
Whereas, in developing its experimental
population rules for the Mexican wolf, the
USFWS has failed to meaningfully consult

PO 00000

Frm 00046

Fmt 0624

Sfmt 0634

with local governmental entities, whose citizens will be adversely affected by the introduction of wolves, and with private land and
resource users who will be adversely impacted by the introduction of wolves; and
Whereas, the adopted experimental population rule for the Mexican wolf will create
even greater conflicts with private landowners and resource users; and
Whereas, the Arizona Game and Fish Department provided the USFWS and the
United States Department of the Interior
with a notice of intent to bring a civil action
pursuant to section 11(g)(1)(C) of the ESA for
the Secretary of the Interior’s failure to develop a recovery plan for the Mexican gray
wolf that meets the legal requirements in
section 4(f) of the ESA; and
Whereas, the federal government has failed
to take into consideration the customs, cultures, historic heritage and local and state
economic well-being of areas that have been
identified as habitats for this species; and
Whereas, the Secretary of the Interior has
a nondiscretionary duty under section 4(f) to
develop a recovery plan that incorporates
‘‘objective. measurable criteria which when
met, would result in a determination, in accordance with the provisions of this section,
that the species be removed from the list.’’
Wherefore your memorialist, the Senate of
the State of Arizona, the House of Representatives concurring, prays:
1. That the USFWS focus future Mexican
wolf introduction efforts on remote areas
within the northern Sierra Madre Occidental
mountain range, which contains substantial
habitat suitable for Mexican wolves and, in
many places, is largely uninhabited.
2. That the USFWS halt additional introductions of Mexican wolves in Arizona.
3. That the USFWS shift the primary responsibility for the administration of the
Mexican wolf introduction program in Arizona to the Arizona Game and Fish Department.
4. That the Secretary of the Interior comply with the Secretary of the Interior’s duty
under section 4(f) of the ESA to develop a recovery plan that incorporates ‘‘objective,
measureable criteria which when met, would
result in a determination, in accordance
with the provisions of this section, that the
species be removed from the list.’’
5. That the Governor and the Attorney
General of the State of Arizona take appropriate actions to uphold this state’s responsibilities with respect to the recovery plan
and defend this state against overreaching
federal regulations.
6. That the Secretary of State of the State
of Arizona transmit copies of this Memorial
to the Director of the United States Fish and
Wildlife Service, the Secretary of the United
States Department of the Interior, the Attorney General of the State of Arizona, the
Governor of the State of Arizona, the President of the United States, the President of
the United States Senate, the Speaker of the
United States House of Representatives and
each Member of Congress from the State of
Arizona.
POM–62. A concurrent resolution adopted
by the Legislature of the State of Arizona
commending the nation of Israel for its cordial and mutually beneficial relationship
with the United States and with the State of
Arizona; to the Committee on Foreign Relations.
SENATE CONCURRENT RESOLUTION 1019
Whereas, Israel has been granted her land
under and through the oldest recorded deed,
as recorded in the Old Testament, scripture
that is held sacred and revered by Jews and
Christians alike, the acts and words of God;
and
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Whereas, the claim and presence of the
Jewish people in Israel has remained constant throughout the past 4,000 years of history; and
Whereas, the legal basis for the establishment of the modern State of Israel was a
binding act of international law established
in the San Remo Resolution, which was
unanimously adopted by the League of Nations in 1922 and subsequently affirmed by
both houses of the United States Congress;
and
Whereas, this resolution affirmed the establishment of a national home for the Jewish people in the historical region of the
Land of Israel, including the areas of Judea,
Samaria and Jerusalem; and
Whereas, Article 80 of the United Nations
Charter recognized the continued validity of
the rights granted to states or peoples that
already existed under international instruments, and, therefore, the 1922 League of Nations resolution remains valid and the 650,000
Jews currently residing in the areas of
Judea, Samaria and eastern Jerusalem reside
there legitimately; and
Whereas, Israel declared its independence
and self-governance on May 14, 1948, with the
goal of reestablishing its God-given and legally recognized land as a homeland for the
Jewish people; and
Whereas, the United States, as the first
country to recognize Israel as an independent nation and as Israel’s principal ally,
has enjoyed a close and mutually beneficial
relationship with Israel and her people; and
Whereas, Israel is the greatest friend and
ally of the United States in the Middle East,
and the values of our two nations are so
intertwined that it is impossible to separate
one from the other; and
Whereas, there are those in the Middle
East who have continually sought to destroy
Israel from the time of its inception as a
state, and those same enemies of Israel also
hate and seek to destroy the United States;
and
Whereas, the State of Arizona and Israel
have enjoyed cordial and mutually beneficial
relations since 1948, a friendship that continues to strengthen with each passing year;
and
Whereas, Israeli Prime Minister Benjamin
Netanyahu spoke before a joint session of
Congress on March 3, 2015 and urged the
United States to stand with Israel to ‘‘stop
Iran’s march of conquest, subjugation and
terror’’ and warned the United States that
an emerging nuclear agreement with Iran
‘‘paves Iran’s path to the bomb’’: Now, therefore, be it
Resolved by the Senate of the State of Arizona, the House of Representatives concurring:
1. That the Members of the Legislature
commend Israel for its cordial and mutually
beneficial relationship with the United
States and with the State of Arizona and
support Israel as a Jewish state in its legal,
historical, moral and God-given right of selfgovernance and self-defense on the entirety
of its own lands, recognizing that Israel is
not an occupier of the lands of others and
that peace can be afforded in the region only
through a whole and united Israel.
2. That the Secretary of State transmit
copies of this Resolution to the President of
the United States, each member of Congress
from the State of Arizona and the Governor
of the State of Arizona.

for patient participation, and to promote effective partnerships with the community to
achieve solutions; to the Committee on
Health, Education, Labor, and Pensions.
SENATE RESOLUTION 590
Whereas, developing new medicines and
other treatment options is a complex process
that involves clinical trials to explore
whether a medical strategy, treatment, or
device is safe and effective for humans; and
Whereas, volunteer participation is necessary to evaluate potential therapies for
safety and effectiveness in clinical studies;
and
Whereas, often the enrolled patient population is not representative of United States
demographics or subpopulations impacted by
the particular disease; and
Whereas, groups such as African Americans and Hispanics are significantly underrepresented in clinical trials; according to
the Food and Drug Administration, African
Americans represent 12 percent of the United
States population but only 5 percent of clinical trial participants, and Hispanics comprise 16 percent of the population but only 1
percent of clinical trial participants; and
Whereas, despite a congressional mandate
that research financed by the National Institutes of Health (NIH) include minorities,
non-whites comprise fewer than 5 percent of
participants in NIH-supported studies; and
Whereas, certain medical conditions have
been known to affect particular demographic
groups more than others, including Type 2
diabetes for which African Americans and
Hispanics are twice as likely to be diagnosed
on average; and
Whereas, according to the Centers for Disease Control and Prevention, sickle cell trait
is common among African Americans and occurs in about one in 12, and sickle cell disease occurs in about one out of every 500 African American births, compared to about
one out of every 36,000 Hispanic American
births; and
Whereas, race and ethnicity have also been
demonstrated to affect the efficacy of and response
to
certain
drugs,
such
as
antihypertensive therapies in the treatment
of hypertension in African Americans and
antidepressants in Hispanics; and
Whereas, many barriers exist that account
for the low rate of participation among diverse communities, including patient fear of
experimentation and lack of understanding
or education with regard to the importance
of clinical trials in creating new treatments
and cures: Now, therefore, be it
Resolved by the Senate, That the members
of this body encourage the representation of
diverse populations of different racial and
ethnic backgrounds in clinical research and
the dedication of additional community resources to increase awareness on the importance of participating in clinical trials, to
provide support for patient participation,
and to promote effective partnerships with
the community to achieve solutions; and be
it further
Resolved, That the Secretary of the Senate
is authorized and directed to make appropriate copies of this resolution available for
distribution to the President of the United
States, the Vice President of the United
States, the Georgia delegation to the United
States Congress, and other federal and state
government officials as appropriate.

POM–63. A resolution adopted by the Senate of the State of Georgia encouraging the
representation of diverse populations of different racial and ethnic backgrounds in clinical research and the dedication of additional community resources to increase
awareness on the importance of participating in clinical trials, to provide support

POM–64. A concurrent resolution adopted
by the Legislature of the State of Iowa urging the United states Congress to repeal the
Act of June 30, 1948, Public Law Number 846,
62 Statute 1161, which conferred on the State
of Iowa jurisdiction over offenses committed
by or against Indians on the Meskwaki Settlement and to take whatever steps are nec-
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essary to achieve such a repeal; to the Committee on Indian Affairs.
SENATE CONCURRENT RESOLUTION 5
Whereas, the Sac and Fox Tribe of the Mississippi in Iowa (the Meskwaki) is a federally
recognized tribe organized in accordance
with Section 16 of the federal Indian Reorganization Act of June 18, 1934, 48 Stat. 984, as
amended by the federal Act of June 15, 1935,
49 Stat. 378, under a Constitution and Bylaws
approved by the Secretary of the Interior on
December 20, 1937; and
Whereas, in 1857, the Meskwaki purchased
80 acres in Tama County which was held in
trust by the State of Iowa as permitted by
then Governor James Grimes and for the
next 30 years the Meskwaki governed themselves virtually free from interference from
both the federal and state governments; and
Whereas, the jurisdictional status of the
Meskwaki during this period of time was unclear as the tribe was recognized by the federal government but also had a continuing
relationship with the State of Iowa due to
the Meskwaki’s private ownership of land
which was held in trust by the Governor of
the State of Iowa; and
Whereas, in 1895, in order to clear up any
ambiguities, the State of Iowa ceded to the
federal government all jurisdiction over the
Meskwaki with the stipulation that nothing
in the transfer of the tribal lands would prevent the State of Iowa from exercising jurisdiction over crimes against the laws of Iowa
committed either by Indians or others on the
Meskwaki Settlement; and
Whereas, during what is now known as the
Indian Termination Era, the United States
government tried to end its trusteeship over
Indian reservations throughout the country
and in part passed the federal Act of June 30,
1948, which conferred jurisdiction over criminal offenses committed on the Meskwaki
Settlement to the State of Iowa; and
Whereas, the federal Act of June 30, 1948,
was passed at a time when there was a perception that there was lawlessness on the
Meskwaki Settlement and an absence of adequate tribal institutions for law enforcement; and
Whereas the passage of the federal Act of
June 30, 1948, provided no federal funding to
the State of Iowa to assume this responsibility which has amounted to an unfunded
federal mandate and the resulting cost over
the years has been unfairly borne by the taxpayers of Tama County; and
Whereas, in the past 67 years much has
changed at the federal, state, and tribal levels in the area of criminal law enforcement
and in the development of laws in general on
the Meskwaki Settlement; and
Whereas, the federal Tribal Law and Order
Act of 2010, Pub. L. No. 111–211, authorized
Indian tribes to expand the prosecution and
punishment of criminal offenders if certain
due process requirements were followed; and
Whereas, Indian tribes have recently
achieved more authority to prosecute criminal offenses committed on tribal lands as
evidenced by the enactment of the federal
Violence Against Women Reauthorization
Act of 2013, Pub. L. No. 113–4, which for the
first time allowed tribal enforcement over
non-natives who commit domestic violence
on tribal lands; and
Whereas, the State of Iowa was the first in
the nation to pass Native American grave
protection legislation, commonly known as
the Iowa Graves Protection Act, 1976 Iowa
Acts, ch. 1158, §7, that came into law before
the federal version and before the more recent passage of Iowa’s Recognition and Enforcement of Tribal Civil Judgments Act,
2007 Iowa Acts, ch. 192, which followed the
development of the Meskwaki Tribal Court
System in 2005, with its first case being tried
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in 2006, and 2003 state legislation, 2003 Iowa
Acts, ch. 87, recognizing the Meskwaki Tribal Police and allowing them to participate in
the Iowa Law Enforcement Academy and to
become state certified; and
Whereas, the Meskwaki has greatly enhanced at its own expense the tribe’s criminal justice system and now provides a fully
functioning court system through the establishment of a state certified police force, legally trained and licensed public defenders,
prosecutors and judges, and a full-time probation officer, and provides for the publication of its tribal laws; and
Whereas, the Iowa Coalition Against Sexual Assault and the Iowa Coalition against
Domestic Violence have noted that the victims of domestic violence on the Meskwaki
Settlement prefer that prosecution and other
court services be handled by the tribal court
of the Meskwaki Settlement: Now, therefore,
be it
Resolved by the Senate, the House of Representatives concurring, That the Iowa General Assembly urges the members of the
United States Senate and the United States
House of Representatives to repeal the Act of
June 30, 1948, Pub. L. No. 846, 62 Stat. 1161,
which conferred on the State of Iowa jurisdiction over offenses committed by or
against Indians on the Meskwaki Settlement
and to take whatever steps are necessary to
achieve such a repeal; and be it further
Resolved, That upon passage of this resolution, the Secretary of the Senate shall transmit copies of this resolution to the President
of the United States Senate, the Speaker of
the United States House of Representatives,
and the members of Iowa’s congressional delegation.
POM–65. A concurrent memorial adopted
by the Legislature of the State of Arizona
urging the United States Congress to enact
legislation similar to the Mohave County
Radiation Compensation Act of 2013; to the
Committee on the Judiciary.
HOUSE CONCURRENT MEMORIAL 2004
Whereas, the United States conducted
nearly 200 atmospheric nuclear weapons development tests from 1945 to 1962; and
Whereas, essential to the nation’s nuclear
weapons development was uranium mining
and processing, which was carried out by
tens of thousands of workers; and
Whereas, following cessation of the tests in
1962, many of these workers filed class action
lawsuits alleging exposure to known radiation hazards; and
Whereas, these suits were dismissed by the
appellate courts, but the United States Congress responded with the Radiation Exposure
Compensation Act (RECA), which devised a
program allowing partial restitution to individuals who developed serious illnesses after
exposure to radiation released during the atmospheric nuclear tests or after employment
in the uranium industry; and
Whereas, RECA presents an apology and
monetary compensation to individuals who
contracted certain cancers and other serious
diseases following exposure to radiation released during the atmospheric nuclear weapons tests or following occupational exposure
to radiation while employed in the uranium
industry during the Cold War arsenal buildup; and
Whereas, RECA was designed to serve as an
expeditious, low-cost alternative to litigation; and
Whereas, Mohave County was not included
as an affected area for purposes of making
claims under RECA based on exposure to atmospheric nuclear testing; and
Whereas, in 2013, United States Representative Paul Gosar introduced H.R. 424, known
as the Mohave County Radiation Compensa-
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tion Act of 2013, which sought to include Mohave County as an affected area for purposes
of making claims under RECA; and
Whereas, H.R. 424 was not enacted.
Wherefore your memorialist, the House of
Representatives of the State of Arizona, the
Senate concurring, prays:
1. That the Members of the United States
Congress enact legislation similar to United
States Representative Paul Gosar’s Mohave
County Radiation Compensation Act of 2013
that adds Mohave County as an affected area
for purposes of making claims under RECA.
2. That the Secretary of State of the State
of Arizona transmit copies of this Memorial
to the President of the United States Senate,
the Speaker of the United States House of
Representatives and each Member of Congress from the State of Arizona.
POM–66. A concurrent memorial adopted
by the Legislature of the State of Arizona
urging the Congress of the United States and
Department of Veterans Affairs to review
the disability rating process; to the Committee on Veterans’ Affairs.
SENATE CONCURRENT MEMORIAL 1008
Whereas, military veterans with similar
disabilities are receiving disparate disability
ratings because of different standards, policies and procedures used by the physical
evaluation boards operated by the military
departments; and
Whereas, achieving consistent disability
ratings regardless of service is an important
objective that will ensure service members
are treated equitably; and
Whereas, disability significantly increases
the veteran poverty rate; the rate of increase
is nearly twice that of the nonveteran disabled population; and
Whereas, even those veterans who receive
Social Security Disability or Supplemental
Security Income benefits have incomes
under $9,000 per year; and
Whereas, 60% of hiring organizations
polled in a June 2010 Society for Human Resource Management survey said that translating military skills to a civilian job experience could pose a challenge in hiring veterans and 46% said the same about hiring
those who suffer from posttraumatic stress
disorder and other mental health issues; and
Whereas, while service members are often
promised saleable skills and job opportunities they would not have access to otherwise,
the reality is that veterans often feel discriminated against and overlooked in the
workplace; and
Whereas, veterans who are granted a Total
Disability Rating Based on Individual
Unemployability are subject to earning restrictions.
Wherefore your memorialist, the Senate of
the State of Arizona, the House of Representatives concurring, prays:
1. That the United States Department of
Veterans Affairs review the disability rating
process to ensure that similar disabilities
are rated similarly.
2. That the United States Department of
Veterans Affairs review the limitations on
employment of veterans with disabilities and
the ways in which veteran benefits are impacted if a veteran with a disability becomes
employed to ensure that veterans with disabilities are not hindered from joining the
workforce.
3. That the United States Department of
Veterans Affairs remove the earning restriction associated with the Total Disability
Rating Based on Individual Unemployability.
4. That the United States Department of
Veterans Affairs develop programs and incentives to encourage employers to hire veterans with disabilities.
5. That the United States Congress enact
legislation that codifies into the United
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States Code the text of 38 Code of Federal
Regulations section 4.16, which provides that
employment in a protected environment is
not considered substantially gainful employment for the purposes of a Total Disability
Rating Based on Individual Unemployability.
6. That the United States Congress define
‘‘protected environment’’ to include businesses that make special accommodations
for veterans with disabilities.
7. That the United States Congress enact
legislation that prevents the United States
Department of Veterans Affairs from decreasing a Total Disability Rating Based on
Individual Unemployability if the veteran is
marginally employed in a protected environment.
8. That the Secretary of State of the State
of Arizona transmit a copy of this Memorial
to the Secretary of the United States Department of Veterans Affairs, the President
of the United States, the President of the
United States Senate, the Speaker of the
United States House of Representatives and
each Member of Congress from the State of
Arizona.
POM–67. A joint resolution adopted by the
Legislature of the State of Maine memorializing the Congress of the United States to
pass necessary legislation that will help all
our veterans, from all our wars and conflicts,
from World War II to present-day Iraq and
Afghanistan to the extent necessary; to the
Committee on Veterans’ Affairs.
JOINT RESOLUTION S.P. 474
We your Memorialists, the Members of the
One Hundred and Twenty-seventh Legislature of the State of Maine now assembled in
the First Regular Session, most respectfully
present and petition the United States Congress as follows:
Whereas, military personnel from the
State of Maine have answered the call to
serve our Nation many times and Maine is
estimated to be 3rd in the Nation per capita
for military service. According to Veterans
Administration records, Maine has had 11,531
military members serve since the tragic
events of 9/11; and
Whereas, members of the Maine National
Guard and Reservists have been deployed
many times over and many have returned
from the wars in Iraq and Afghanistan needing assistance and medical care; and
Whereas, 55 of Maine’s services members
have been killed in action in Iraq and Afghanistan; and
Whereas, more than 320 have received the
Purple Heart for wounds received in combat;
and
Whereas, many have returned home with
post-traumatic stress disorder, traumatic
brain injury, hearing problems and other
physical and mental disabilities; and
Whereas, many communities in Maine need
someone who can meet with veterans and
survivors to explain benefits and to get the
word out to veterans and theirfamilies concerning frequently changing Veterans Administration benefits and eligibility; and
Whereas, major issues for returning veterans concerning increasing suicide rates,
homelessness, unemployment and education
were brought before the 113th Congress with
little or no substantive results; and
Whereas, as the 114th Congress begins, veterans and their families in Maine and across
the Nation hope that the new Congress will
be responsive and helpful and aggressively
address the many issues facing the veterans
of the wars in Iraq and Afghanistan; and
Whereas, the men and women who serve
our State and Nation so faithfully deserve to
have access to care, housing, medical treatment and mental and physical therapy: Now,
therefore, be it
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Resolved, That We, your Memorialists, on
behalf of the people we represent, take this
opportunity to urge the United States Congress to take the lead in passing necessary
legislation that will help all our veterans,
from all our wars and conflicts, from World
War II to present-day Iraq and Afghanistan
to the extent necessary; and be it further
Resolved, That suitable copies of this resolution, duly authenticated by the Secretary
of State, be transmitted to the President of
the United States Senate, to the Speaker of
the United States House of Representatives
and to each Member of the Maine Congressional Delegation.
POM–68. A resolution adopted by the California State Lands Commission supporting
S.414, the California Desert Conservation and
Recreation Act of 2015; to the Committee on
Energy and Natural Resources.
POM–69. A concurrent resolution adopted
by the Legislature of the Commonwealth of
Puerto Rico expressing firm support to the
decision of the President of the United
States to restore diplomatic relations between the government of the United States
and the government of the Republic of Cuba;
to the Committee on Foreign Relations.
f

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES
The following reports of committees
were submitted:
By Mr. JOHNSON, from the Committee on
Homeland Security and Governmental Affairs, without amendment:
S. 242. A bill to amend title 5, United
States Code, to provide leave to any new
Federal employee who is a veteran with a
service-connected disability rated at 30 percent or more for purposes of undergoing medical treatment for such disability, and for
other purposes (Rept. No. 114–89).
By Mr. THUNE, from the Committee on
Commerce, Science, and Transportation,
with an amendment in the nature of a substitute:
S. 764. A bill to reauthorize and amend the
National Sea Grant College Program Act,
and for other purposes (Rept. No. 114–90).
S. 834. A bill to amend the law relating to
sport fish restoration and recreational boating safety, and for other purposes (Rept. No.
114–91).
H.R. 720. A bill to improve intergovernmental planning for and communication during security incidents at domestic airports,
and for other purposes (Rept. No. 114–92).
f
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EXECUTIVE REPORTS OF
COMMITTEES
The following executive reports of
nominations were submitted:
By Mr. MCCAIN for the Committee on
Armed Services.
Air Force nomination of Maj. Gen. John N.
T. Shanahan, to be Lieutenant General.
Army nomination of Maj. Gen. Michael X.
Garrett, to be Lieutenant General.
Navy nomination of Capt. Darse E.
Crandall, to be Rear Admiral (lower half).
Navy nomination of Rear Adm. Joseph E.
Tofalo, to be Vice Admiral.
Air Force nomination of Gen. Paul J.
Selva, to be General.
Marine Corps nomination of Gen. Joseph F.
Dunford, Jr., to be General.
Air Force nomination of Gen. Darren W.
McDew, to be General.
Air Force nomination of Maj. Gen. David
J. Buck, to be Lieutenant General.
Air Force nomination of Lt. Gen. Tod D.
Wolters, to be Lieutenant General.

VerDate Sep 11 2014

06:34 Jul 24, 2015

S5525

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — SENATE

Jkt 049060

Air Force nomination of Lt. Gen. Russell
J. Handy, to be Lieutenant General.
Air Force nomination of Col. Frank H.
Stokes, to be Brigadier General.
Air Force nomination of Lt. Gen. John W.
Raymond, to be Lieutenant General.
Army nomination of Col. James E. Porter,
Jr., to be Brigadier General.
Army nomination of Maj. Gen. Robert P.
Ashley, Jr., to be Lieutenant General.
Army nomination of Maj. Gen. Daniel R.
Hokanson, to be Lieutenant General.
Navy nomination of Rear Adm. Kevin D.
Scott, to be Vice Admiral.
Navy nomination of Rear Adm. Kevin M.
Donegan, to be Vice Admiral.
Army nomination of Maj. Gen. Michael H.
Shields, to be Lieutenant General.
Army nomination of Brig. Gen. Victor J.
Braden, to be Major General .
Navy nomination of Rear Adm. Richard P.
Breckenridge, to be Vice Admiral.
Air Force nominations beginning with
Colonel David W. Ashley and ending with
Colonel Richard W. Wedan, which nominations were received by the Senate and appeared in the Congressional Record on July
9, 2015. (minus 1 nominee: Colonel Robert A.
Meyer, Jr.)
Air Force nomination of Col. Steven A.
Schaick, to be Brigadier General.
Army nomination of Col. Jeffrey A. Doll,
to be Brigadier General.
Air Force nomination of Lt. Gen. Carlton
D. Everhart II, to be General.
Air Force nomination of Col. Dondi E.
Costin, to be Major General.
Army nomination of Maj. Gen. Stephen R.
Lyons, to be Lieutenant General.
Navy nomination of Rear Adm. John C.
Aquilino, to be Vice Admiral.
Navy nomination of Vice Adm. Robert L.
Thomas, Jr., to be Vice Admiral.
Marine Corps nomination of Maj. Gen.
Lawrence D. Nicholson, to be Lieutenant
General.

Mr. MCCAIN. Mr. President, for the
Committee on Armed Services I report
favorably the following nomination
lists which were printed in the RECORD
on the dates indicated, and ask unanimous consent, to save the expense of
reprinting on the Executive Calendar
that these nominations lie at the Secretary’s desk for the information of
Senators.
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, it is so ordered.
Air Force nomination of Robert B. A.
MacGregor, to be Major.
Air Force nominations beginning with
Jane E. Boomer and ending with Matthew D.
Van Dalen, which nominations were received
by the Senate and appeared in the Congressional Record on June 24, 2015.
Air Force nominations beginning with
Afsana Ahmed and ending with Reggie D.
Yager, which nominations were received by
the Senate and appeared in the Congressional Record on June 24, 2015.
Air Force nominations beginning with
John C. Rockwell and ending with Stephen
J. Torres, which nominations were received
by the Senate and appeared in the Congressional Record on June 24, 2015.
Air Force nominations beginning with Ana
M. Apoltan and ending with Aldo Ttinoco,
which nominations were received by the Senate and appeared in the Congressional
Record on June 24, 2015.
Air Force nominations beginning with
Brian H. Adams and ending with Mary Jean
Wood, which nominations were received by
the Senate and appeared in the Congressional Record on June 24, 2015.
Air Force nominations beginning with
Allen Kipp Albright and ending with Bradley
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Duncan White, which nominations were received by the Senate and appeared in the
Congressional Record on July 15, 2015.
Army nomination of David G. Jones, to be
Colonel.
Army nomination of Raymond L. Phua, to
be Colonel.
Army nomination of John M. Bradford, to
be Major.
Army nominations beginning with Steve J.
Chun and ending with Benjamin R. Siebert,
which nominations were received by the Senate and appeared in the Congressional
Record on June 24, 2015.
Army nomination of Steven L. Isenhour, to
be Colonel.
Army nomination of Joseph D. Gramling,
to be Colonel.
Army nomination of Mark S. Snyder, to be
Colonel.
Army nomination of Keith J. McVeigh, to
be Colonel.
Army nomination of Lisa M. Stremel, to be
Major.
Army nominations beginning with Michael
N. Cleveland and ending with Michael W.
Summers, which nominations were received
by the Senate and appeared in the Congressional Record on June 24, 2015.
Army nominations beginning with Matthew H. Brooks and ending with Jay D. Hanson, which nominations were received by the
Senate and appeared in the Congressional
Record on June 24, 2015.
Army nominations beginning with Gil A.
Diazcruz and ending with Soliman G. Valdez,
which nominations were received by the Senate and appeared in the Congressional
Record on June 24, 2015.
Army nominations beginning with Nicholas R. Cabano and ending with James W.
Pratt, which nominations were received by
the Senate and appeared in the Congressional Record on July 8, 2015.
Army nominations beginning with Kimberly D. Brenda and ending with Carrie A.
Storer, which nominations were received by
the Senate and appeared in the Congressional Record on July 8, 2015.
Army nominations beginning with Eric J.
Ansorge and ending with D011713, which
nominations were received by the Senate and
appeared in the Congressional Record on
July 8, 2015.
Army nominations beginning with John L.
Ament and ending with Wendy G. Woodall,
which nominations were received by the Senate and appeared in the Congressional
Record on July 8, 2015.
Army nomination of Laura M. Hudson, to
be Major.
Army nomination of Mark R. Read, to be
Colonel.
Marine Corps nomination of John R. Barclay, to be Lieutenant Colonel.
Navy nomination of Thomas F. Murphy III,
to be Captain.
Navy nominations beginning with Arslan
S. Chaudhry and ending with Andrew D.
Silvestri, which nominations were received
by the Senate and appeared in the Congressional Record on June 24, 2015.
Navy nomination of Benjamin M. Boche, to
be Lieutenant Commander.
Navy nomination of Michael J. Elliott, to
be Captain.
Navy nominations beginning with Christopher N. Andrews and ending with Nicholas
J. Vandyke, which nominations were received by the Senate and appeared in the
Congressional Record on July 8, 2015.
By Mr. GRASSLEY for the Committee on
the Judiciary.
Michael C. McGowan, of Delaware, to be
United States Marshal for the District of
Delaware, for the term of four years.

(Nominations without an asterisk
were reported with the recommendation that they be confirmed.)
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INTRODUCTION OF BILLS AND
JOINT RESOLUTIONS
The following bills and joint resolutions were introduced, read the first
and second times by unanimous consent, and referred as indicated:
By Mr. HOEVEN (for himself, Ms. STABENOW, Ms. HEITKAMP, Mr. GRASSLEY,
Ms. KLOBUCHAR, Mr. THUNE, Mr.
BROWN, Mr. ENZI, and Mr. ROUNDS):
S. 1844. A bill to amend the Agricultural
Marketing Act of 1946 to provide for voluntary country of origin labeling for beef,
pork, and chicken; to the Committee on Agriculture, Nutrition, and Forestry.
By Mr. HATCH:
S. 1845. A bill to amend the Wild FreeRoaming Horses and Burros Act to provide
for State and tribal management and protection of wild free-roaming horses and burros,
and for other purposes; to the Committee on
Energy and Natural Resources.
By Mr. JOHNSON (for himself and Mr.
CRUZ):
S. 1846. A bill to amend the Homeland Security Act of 2002 to secure critical infrastructure against electromagnetic threats,
and for other purposes; to the Committee on
Homeland Security and Governmental Affairs.
By Mr. SCHATZ (for himself, Ms. WARREN, Mr. BLUMENTHAL, Mr. SANDERS,
Mr. MERKLEY, and Mrs. MCCASKILL):
S. 1847. A bill to enhance the accuracy of
credit reporting and provide greater rights
to consumers who dispute errors in their
credit reports, and for other purposes; to the
Committee on Banking, Housing, and Urban
Affairs.
By Mr. LEE (for himself and Mr. CORNYN):
S. 1848. A bill to amend the Federal Reserve Act to improve the functioning and
transparency of the Board of Governors of
the Federal Reserve System and the Federal
Open Market Committee, and for other purposes; to the Committee on Banking, Housing, and Urban Affairs.
By Ms. MURKOWSKI (for herself, Mr.
INHOFE, Mr. PAUL, Mr. CASSIDY, and
Mr. BARRASSO):
S. 1849. A bill to amend title XVIII of the
Social Security Act to establish a Medicare
payment option for patients and eligible professionals to freely contract, without penalty, for Medicare fee-for-service items and
services, while allowing Medicare beneficiaries to use their Medicare benefits; to
the Committee on Finance.
By Mr. CASEY (for himself and Mr.
PAUL):
S. 1850. A bill to amend the Juvenile Justice and Delinquency Prevention Act of 1974
to eliminate the use of valid court orders to
secure lockup of status offenders, and for
other purposes; to the Committee on the Judiciary.
By Mr. SCHUMER (for himself and Mr.
CORNYN):
S. 1851. A bill to amend the Juvenile Justice and Delinquency Prevention Act of 1974
to require States to eliminate the use of restraints on pregnant juveniles in State correction facilities, and for other purposes; to
the Committee on the Judiciary.
By Mr. CASEY:
S. 1852. A bill to amend title XIX of the Social Security Act to ensure health insurance
coverage continuity for former foster youth;
to the Committee on Finance.
By Mr. CRUZ:
S. 1853. A bill to limit the availability of
funding for contributions to the United Nations if the arms embargo on Iran pursuant
to United Nations Security Council Resolutions 1747 and 1929 is lifted; to the Committee on Foreign Relations.
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By Mr. BOOKER:
S. 1854. A bill to amend title 39, United
States Code, to improve the United States
Postal Service, and for other purposes; to the
Committee on Homeland Security and Governmental Affairs.
By Ms. HIRONO (for herself, Mr. RUBIO,
Mr. MENENDEZ, and Mr. JOHNSON):
S. 1855. A bill to provide special foreign
military sales status to the Philippines; to
the Committee on Foreign Relations.
By Mr. BLUMENTHAL (for himself,
Mrs. MURRAY, Mr. SANDERS, Mr.
BROWN, Mr. TESTER, and Ms. HIRONO):
S. 1856. A bill to amend title 38, United
States Code, to provide for suspension and
removal of employees of the Department of
Veterans Affairs for performance or misconduct that is a threat to public health or
safety and to improve accountability of employees of the Department, and for other
purposes; to the Committee on Veterans’ Affairs.
By Mrs. FISCHER (for herself, Ms.
AYOTTE, and Mr. SCOTT):
S. 1857. A bill to amend the Small Business
Act to provide for expanded participation in
the microloan program, and for other purposes; to the Committee on Small Business
and Entrepreneurship.
By Mr. MERKLEY (for himself, Ms.
BALDWIN, Mr. BOOKER, Mr. BENNET,
Mr. BLUMENTHAL, Mrs. BOXER, Mr.
BROWN, Ms. CANTWELL, Mr. CARDIN,
Mr. CARPER, Mr. COONS, Mr. DURBIN,
Mrs. FEINSTEIN, Mr. FRANKEN, Mrs.
Mr.
HEINRICH,
Ms.
GILLIBRAND,
HIRONO, Mr. KAINE, Mr. KING, Ms.
KLOBUCHAR, Mr. LEAHY, Mr. MARKEY,
Mrs. MCCASKILL, Mr. MENENDEZ, Ms.
MIKULSKI, Mr. MURPHY, Mrs. MURRAY, Mr. PETERS, Mr. REED, Mr. REID,
Mr. SANDERS, Mr. SCHATZ, Mr. SCHUMER, Mrs. SHAHEEN, Ms. STABENOW,
Mr. UDALL, Mr. WARNER, Ms. WARREN,
Mr. WHITEHOUSE, and Mr.
WYDEN):
S. 1858. A bill to prohibit discrimination on
the basis of sex, gender identity, and sexual
orientation, and for other purposes; to the
Committee on the Judiciary.
By Mr. UDALL:
S. 1859. A bill to assure equity in contracting between the Federal Government
and small business concerns, and for other
purposes; to the Committee on Small Business and Entrepreneurship.
By Mr. DURBIN (for himself and Mr.
LEAHY):
S. 1860. A bill to protect and promote international religious freedom; to the Committee on the Judiciary.
f

SUBMISSION OF CONCURRENT AND
SENATE RESOLUTIONS
The following concurrent resolutions
and Senate resolutions were read, and
referred (or acted upon), as indicated:
By Ms. AYOTTE (for herself, Ms. STABENOW, Ms. BALDWIN, Mrs. BOXER, Mr.
BROWN, Mr. BURR, Mr. COONS, Mr.
DURBIN, Mrs. FEINSTEIN, Mr. MORAN,
Mr. PETERS, Mr. RUBIO, Mr. SCHUMER,
and Mr. MENENDEZ):
S. Res. 228. A resolution designating September 2015 as ‘‘National Ovarian Cancer
Awareness Month’’; to the Committee on the
Judiciary.
By Mr. WARNER (for himself, Ms. MIKULSKI, Mr. BURR, Mrs. FEINSTEIN,
Mr. BLUNT, Mr. RISCH, Mr. DURBIN,
Mr. KAINE, Mr. KING, Mr. RUBIO, Mr.
WHITEHOUSE, Mr. LANKFORD, Mr.
HEINRICH, Mr. COTTON, and Ms.
HIRONO):
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S. Res. 229. A resolution designating July
26, 2015, as ‘‘United States Intelligence Professionals Day’’; considered and agreed to.
f

ADDITIONAL COSPONSORS
S. 174

At the request of Mr. WHITEHOUSE,
the name of the Senator from Maryland (Ms. MIKULSKI) was added as a cosponsor of S. 174, a bill to end offshore
tax abuses, to preserve our national defense and protect American families
and businesses from devastating cuts,
and for other purposes.
S. 284

At the request of Mr. CARDIN, the
name of the Senator from Delaware
(Mr. COONS) was added as a cosponsor
of S. 284, a bill to impose sanctions
with respect to foreign persons responsible for gross violations of internationally recognized human rights,
and for other purposes.
S. 314

At the request of Mr. GRASSLEY, the
name of the Senator from Minnesota
(Mr. FRANKEN) was added as a cosponsor of S. 314, a bill to amend title XVIII
of the Social Security Act to provide
for coverage under the Medicare program of pharmacist services.
S. 512

At the request of Mr. HATCH, the
name of the Senator from North Dakota (Mr. HOEVEN) was added as a cosponsor of S. 512, a bill to amend title
18, United States Code, to safeguard
data stored abroad from improper government access, and for other purposes.
S. 571

At the request of Mr. INHOFE, the
names of the Senator from Iowa (Mrs.
ERNST) and the Senator from Iowa (Mr.
GRASSLEY) were added as cosponsors of
S. 571, a bill to amend the Pilot’s Bill
of Rights to facilitate appeals and to
apply to other certificates issued by
the Federal Aviation Administration,
to require the revision of the third
class medical certification regulations
issued by the Federal Aviation Administration, and for other purposes.
S. 804

At the request of Ms. COLLINS, the
names of the Senator from New Jersey
(Mr. BOOKER) and the Senator from
Montana (Mr. TESTER) were added as
cosponsors of S. 804, a bill to amend
title XVIII of the Social Security Act
to specify coverage of continuous glucose monitoring devices, and for other
purposes.
S. 812

At the request of Mr. MORAN, the
name of the Senator from Georgia (Mr.
ISAKSON) was added as a cosponsor of S.
812, a bill to enhance the ability of
community financial institutions to
foster economic growth and serve their
communities, boost small businesses,
increase individual savings, and for
other purposes.
S. 862

At the request of Ms. MIKULSKI, the
names of the Senator from New York
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(Mr. SCHUMER) and the Senator from
Washington (Ms. CANTWELL) were
added as cosponsors of S. 862, a bill to
amend the Fair Labor Standards Act of
1938 to provide more effective remedies
to victims of discrimination in the
payment of wages on the basis of sex,
and for other purposes.
S. 864

At the request of Mrs. BOXER, the
name of the Senator from Vermont
(Mr. SANDERS) was added as a cosponsor of S. 864, a bill to amend the Public
Health Service Act to establish direct
care registered nurse-to-patient staffing ratio requirements in hospitals,
and for other purposes.
S. 928

At the request of Mrs. GILLIBRAND,
the name of the Senator from Montana
(Mr. TESTER) was added as a cosponsor
of S. 928, a bill to reauthorize the
World Trade Center Health Program
and the September 11th Victim Compensation Fund of 2001, and for other
purposes.
S. 993

At the request of Mr. FRANKEN, the
name of the Senator from Maine (Ms.
COLLINS) was added as a cosponsor of S.
993, a bill to increase public safety by
facilitating collaboration among the
criminal justice, juvenile justice, veterans treatment services, mental
health treatment, and substance abuse
systems.
S. 1143

At the request of Ms. CANTWELL, the
name of the Senator from Oregon (Mr.
MERKLEY) was added as a cosponsor of
S. 1143, a bill to make the authority of
States of Washington, Oregon, and
California to manage Dungeness crab
fishery permanent and for other purposes.
S. 1169

At the request of Mr. WHITEHOUSE,
the names of the Senator from Connecticut (Mr. BLUMENTHAL), the Senator from Minnesota (Ms. KLOBUCHAR)
and the Senator from California (Mrs.
FEINSTEIN) were added as cosponsors of
S. 1169, a bill to reauthorize and improve the Juvenile Justice and Delinquency Prevention Act of 1974, and for
other purposes.
S. 1170

At the request of Mrs. FEINSTEIN, the
name of the Senator from Hawaii (Ms.
HIRONO) was added as a cosponsor of S.
1170, a bill to amend title 39, United
States Code, to extend the authority of
the United States Postal Service to
issue a semipostal to raise funds for
breast cancer research, and for other
purposes.
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S. 1345

At the request of Mrs. SHAHEEN, the
name of the Senator from Montana
(Mr. TESTER) was added as a cosponsor
of S. 1345, a bill to amend title XVIII of
the Social Security Act to improve access to diabetes self-management
training by authorizing certified diabetes educators to provide diabetes selfmanagement training services, includ-
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ing as part of telehealth services, under
part B of the Medicare program.
S. 1387

At the request of Mr. BROWN, the
name of the Senator from Connecticut
(Mr. BLUMENTHAL) was added as a cosponsor of S. 1387, a bill to amend title
XVI of the Social Security Act to update eligibility for the supplemental
security income program, and for other
purposes.
S. 1608

At the request of Mrs. FEINSTEIN, the
name of the Senator from California
(Mrs. BOXER) was added as a cosponsor
of S. 1608, a bill to protect the safety of
the national airspace system from the
hazardous
operation
of
consumer
drones, and for other purposes.
S. 1640

At the request of Mr. SESSIONS, the
name of the Senator from Georgia (Mr.
ISAKSON) was added as a cosponsor of S.
1640, a bill to amend the Immigration
and Nationality Act to improve immigration law enforcement within the interior of the United States, and for
other purposes.
S. 1641

At the request of Ms. BALDWIN, the
name of the Senator from Minnesota
(Mr. FRANKEN) was added as a cosponsor of S. 1641, a bill to improve the use
by the Department of Veterans Affairs
of opioids in treating veterans, to improve patient advocacy by the Department, and to expand availability of
complementary and integrative health,
and for other purposes.
S. 1648

At the request of Mr. GRASSLEY, the
name of the Senator from Mississippi
(Mr. COCHRAN) was added as a cosponsor of S. 1648, a bill to amend title
XVIII of the Social Security Act to create a sustainable future for rural
healthcare.
S. 1659

At the request of Mr. LEAHY, the
name of the Senator from Missouri
(Mrs. MCCASKILL) was added as a cosponsor of S. 1659, a bill to amend the
Voting Rights Act of 1965 to revise the
criteria for determining which States
and political subdivisions are subject
to section 4 of the Act, and for other
purposes.
S. 1688

At the request of Mr. CARPER, the
name of the Senator from Missouri
(Mrs. MCCASKILL) was added as a cosponsor of S. 1688, a bill to provide for
the admission of the State of New Columbia into the Union.
S. 1704

At the request of Mr. BARRASSO, the
name of the Senator from Minnesota
(Mr. FRANKEN) was added as a cosponsor of S. 1704, a bill to amend the Indian Tribal Justice Act to secure urgent resources vital to Indian victims
of crime, and for other purposes.
S. 1746

At the request of Mr. CARDIN, the
name of the Senator from Wisconsin
(Ms. BALDWIN) was added as a cospon-
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sor of S. 1746, a bill to require the Office of Personnel Management to provide complimentary, comprehensive
identity protection coverage to all individuals whose personally identifiable
information was compromised during
recent data breaches at Federal agencies.
S. 1785

At the request of Mr. LEE, the name
of the Senator from Idaho (Mr. RISCH)
was added as a cosponsor of S. 1785, a
bill to repeal the wage rate requirements of the Davis-Bacon Act.
S. 1812

At the request of Mr. GRASSLEY, the
name of the Senator from Louisiana
(Mr. CASSIDY) was added as a cosponsor
of S. 1812, a bill to protect public safety
by incentivizing State and local law
enforcement to cooperate with Federal
immigration law enforcement to prevent the release of criminal aliens into
communities.
S. 1814

At the request of Mr. VITTER, the
name of the Senator from Louisiana
(Mr. CASSIDY) was added as a cosponsor
of S. 1814, a bill to withhold certain
Federal funding from sanctuary cities.
S. 1832

At the request of Mr. SANDERS, the
name of the Senator from New York
(Mrs. GILLIBRAND) was added as a cosponsor of S. 1832, a bill to provide for
increases in the Federal minimum
wage.
S. 1836

At the request of Mr. LANKFORD, the
name of the Senator from Oklahoma
(Mr. INHOFE) was added as a cosponsor
of S. 1836, a bill to provide for a moratorium on Federal funding to Planned
Parenthood Federation of America,
Inc.
S. RES. 226

At the request of Mr. CRUZ, the name
of the Senator from Florida (Mr.
RUBIO) was added as a cosponsor of S.
Res. 226, a resolution expressing the
sense of the Senate that the street between the intersections of 16th Street,
Northwest and Fuller Street, Northwest and 16th Street, Northwest and
Euclid Street, Northwest in Washington, District of Columbia, should be
designated as ‘‘Oswaldo Paya Way’’ .
AMENDMENT NO. 2268

At the request of Mr. PAUL, the name
of the Senator from South Dakota (Mr.
ROUNDS) was added as a cosponsor of
amendment No. 2268 intended to be proposed to H.R. 22, a bill to amend the Internal Revenue Code of 1986 to exempt
employees with health coverage under
TRICARE or the Veterans Administration from being taken into account for
purposes of determining the employers
to which the employer mandate applies
under the Patient Protection and Affordable Care Act.
AMENDMENT NO. 2272

At the request of Mr. TESTER, the
name of the Senator from Virginia (Mr.
WARNER) was added as a cosponsor of
amendment No. 2272 intended to be proposed to H.R. 22, a bill to amend the Internal Revenue Code of 1986 to exempt
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employees with health coverage under
TRICARE or the Veterans Administration from being taken into account for
purposes of determining the employers
to which the employer mandate applies
under the Patient Protection and Affordable Care Act.
AMENDMENT NO. 2276

At the request of Mr. PAUL, the name
of the Senator from Missouri (Mr.
BLUNT) was added as a cosponsor of
amendment No. 2276 intended to be proposed to H.R. 22, a bill to amend the Internal Revenue Code of 1986 to exempt
employees with health coverage under
TRICARE or the Veterans Administration from being taken into account for
purposes of determining the employers
to which the employer mandate applies
under the Patient Protection and Affordable Care Act.
AMENDMENT NO. 2281

At the request of Mr. LEE, the names
of the Senator from Georgia (Mr.
PERDUE) and the Senator from Idaho
(Mr. RISCH) were added as cosponsors of
amendment No. 2281 intended to be proposed to H.R. 22, a bill to amend the Internal Revenue Code of 1986 to exempt
employees with health coverage under
TRICARE or the Veterans Administration from being taken into account for
purposes of determining the employers
to which the employer mandate applies
under the Patient Protection and Affordable Care Act.
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STATEMENTS ON INTRODUCED
BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTIONS
By Mr. HOEVEN (for himself, Ms.
STABENOW, Ms. HEITKAMP, Mr.
GRASSLEY, Ms. KLOBUCHAR, Mr.
THUNE, Mr. BROWN, Mr. ENZI,
and Mr. ROUNDS):
S. 1844. A bill to amend the Agricultural Marketing Act of 1946 to provide
for voluntary country of origin labeling for beef, pork, and chicken; to the
Committee on Agriculture, Nutrition,
and Forestry.
Mr. HOEVEN. Mr. President, today I
filed, along with a bipartisan group of
cosponsors, the Voluntary Country of
Origin Labeling and Trade Enhancement Act of 2015. I wish to thank the
cosponsors on the legislation. The lead
cosponsor on the Democratic side is
Senator DEBBIE STABENOW, ranking
member on the Senate Agriculture
Committee. Also joining us in this bipartisan group are Senator JOHN THUNE
from South Dakota, another member of
the agriculture committee, Senator
AMY
KLOBUCHAR,
Senator
CHUCK
GRASSLEY, Senator HEIDI HEITKAMP,
Senator MIKE ENZI, and Senator
SHERROD BROWN. With the exception of
Senator ENZI, all of the cosponsors are
members of our agriculture committee.
What we are trying to do is come up
with a solution to the country-of-origin labeling issue. This is an issue that
has been in a WTO court for some time
and involves the United States, Canada, and Mexico, our very good trading
partners. Essentially what we are
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working to do is to find a solution that
addresses the WTO issues as far as
country-of-origin labeling in a way
that makes sure that we are WTO compliant so that there are no duties or
tariffs that can be levied against any of
our agricultural exports or any other
exports. At the same time, for those
who want to use country-of-origin labeling on a voluntary basis, they are
able to do so. That would preserve
what is known as the ‘‘Grade A’’ label,
which simply means born, raised, and
slaughtered or processed in the United
States. So for beef, pork, and chicken,
if it is born and raised and processed in
the United States, one can still use
that ‘‘Grade A’’ label, but it is a voluntary program, it is not a mandatory
program. We do that purposely so that
we meet the WTO requirements. I have
spoken with the U.S. Trade Representative’s office about that issue, which I
will go into in just a minute.
What we have done is we have simply
taken the House legislation—sponsored
by the Agriculture Committee chairman in the House, Representative MIKE
CONAWAY, which passed in the House—
essentially, we take the same bill, the
same language as far as repealing mandatory COOL. So we repeal mandatory
COOL, which puts us in compliance
with what the WTO is asking for, then
we simply add some language that allows for a voluntary program, so that
for processors, marketers, and producers that want to participate in a
voluntary program, they can. If they
believe consumers want to know, then
they have that opportunity to provide
their product with the ‘‘Grade A’’ label
on a voluntary basis. That is reasonable because that is what Canada does.
Canada has a voluntary program. It is
called their ‘‘Product of Canada’’ label.
So all we are doing is what Canada
does. We repeal the mandatory program and we put in place a voluntary
program just as our good friends and
neighbors do in Canada.
When I spoke with the U.S. Trade
Representative about this issue, essentially what they said is whether we repeal mandatory COOL by itself or repeal mandatory COOL and have a voluntary program, essentially we are in
the same position vis-a-vis meeting the
WTO requirements.
So this is really an effort to build bipartisan support for a solution to the
COOL issue, which has been a challenging issue. This is an issue we
worked on on the farm bill. I was one
of the conferees on the conference committee, and COOL and some of the
other issues were some of the last—
dairy, for example—issues we were able
to resolve in finally getting an agreement on a farm bill.
Again, this is an effort in a practical
way to bring people together on both
sides of the issue to solve the problem.
We make sure we are WTO compliant.
Then, on a voluntary basis, there is the
option for people to label as they want
to. We work to create enough bipartisan support in this body so we can
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deal with the issue now, so we can resolve the issue now and pass this legislation and then get it to conference
with the House and have a resolution
before the end of this month and before
the August recess so that this issue is
taken care of.
I look forward to working with everybody involved on both sides of the
aisle, including our esteemed chairman
of the Agriculture Committee, Senator
ROBERTS. I appreciate all the time we
have spent working together on this
issue. I look forward to working with
Members on both sides of the aisle,
both on the Agriculture Committee
and everyone else, to craft a solution,
advance it through this body, and get
it to conference with the House.
As I said, I have spoken with Chairman CONAWAY, the Agriculture Committee chairman in the House. We have
a good relationship, and we had a good
dialogue about the sooner we get to
work together to resolve this, the better, and we look forward to that.
Again, I ask my colleagues to join
with us, our bipartisan group, in a bipartisan way. Let’s get this done and
make sure we not only have addressed
the issue with the World Trade Organization court so there are no duties but
also make sure we have put forward a
solution that works for the American
consumer and for the American agriculture industry, that on a voluntary
basis gives them the opportunity to
provide country-of-origin labeling as
well as solving the WTO challenge.
By Mr. BLUMENTHAL (for himself, Mrs. MURRAY, Mr. SANDERS, Mr. BROWN, Mr. TESTER,
and Ms. HIRONO):
S. 1856. A bill to amend title 38,
United States Code, to provide for suspension and removal of employees of
the Department of Veterans Affairs for
performance or misconduct that is a
threat to public health or safety and to
improve accountability of employees of
the Department, and for other purposes; to the Committee on Veterans’
Affairs.
Mr. BLUMENTHAL. Mr. President,
going back to my colleagues who have
appeared to talk about issues of accountability for the Department of
Veterans Affairs, I want to say how
grateful I am for the spirit of collaboration that prevailed yesterday in our
meeting.
Very generously and responsibly, the
chairman of that committee, Senator
ISAKSON—my good friend and distinguished colleague from Georgia—offered and committed to continue the
effort to improve the measures we approved yesterday in our committee to
hold accountable the Department of
Veterans Affairs and all of its employees—just as we do any other agency of
government—to make sure we keep
faith with our veterans and leave no
veteran behind.
Our Nation needs to make sure we
provide the robust resources and the
prompt delivery of health care services
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and other measures to our veterans
with the honest and efficient management our veterans deserve.
So many of us were repulsed and outraged by the revelation just a little
more than 1 year ago about delays in
health care, irresponsible and reprehensible and, indeed, criminal obstruction of justice in cooking the
books that prevailed at health care facilities of the Department of Veterans
Affairs around the country, and the
ramifications were sweeping. There
were indeed changes in management,
beginning at the very top, with a new
Secretary. There were also measures
approved by this Congress in the last
session, the Veterans Access, Choice
and Accountability Act, to make sure
no veteran suffering 30 days or more in
delays in health care be denied a private provider if he or she chooses one
or is living more than 40 miles from
any facility.
We are working on additional measures, constructive and positive measures, to make sure this Nation fulfills
its promise of prompt, world-class,
first-class health care to every veteran
who needs it, regardless of what that
need is, the specialty or the illness, and
to make sure we also cure the other deficiencies, such as the delays in disability claims, homelessness, joblessness, the need for job training and
skills among our veterans.
Part of our task is accountability to
make sure members of the Department
of Veterans Affairs are held accountable. That is one reason why I insisted
and urged from the very beginning of
those revelations of wrongdoing and
criminality in the Department of Veterans Affairs that there be a Department of Justice investigation. I called
on the Attorney General of the United
States to investigate, not the inspector
general of the Department of Veterans
Affairs, the Attorney General of the
United States because only the Department of Justice has the resources and
expertise, direction, and leadership to
successfully pursue the wide-ranging
criminality and wrongdoing that I
thought was revealed.
For all of us who hope there is honesty and fair dealing in our government, regrettably there has now been a
criminal indictment. The indications
are that more should follow, that there
was and is reason for a Department of
Justice investigation, that there are
and need to be continued reports and
results of the IG investigation. I have
called in hearing after hearing that we
be given those reports and results of
the ongoing inspector general investigation, and we still are lacking in the
full work product from that office.
There is clearly more work to be done
on the wrongdoing that has been committed in the past, and there is clearly
more work to be done to prevent it in
the future.
Part of what needs to be done is to
protect the whistleblowers. Indeed,
those revelations of wrongdoing came
in part from whistleblowers who had
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the courage and fortitude to step forward and who were intimidated and ostracized and sometimes persecuted
within the VA. They need protection.
One part of what we need to do is to
make sure they are protected.
There ought to be accountability
going forward in disciplining employees within the VA when there is malfeasance or waste or fraud. That involves eliminating some of the redtape
and rigaramole that in the past have
hampered the VA Secretary or other
managers in making sure that there is
accountability. That is why I welcome
the focus of our committee on assuring
accountability and transparency.
Those changes in the law are necessary to enable the VA Secretary and
his team to make sure that there is not
only accurate and effective prompt discipline but also the appearance of it so
that employees at the VA will know
that there is a standard of conduct and
it will be enforced and it will be upheld
in the courts when it is challenged.
That is true not only in the VA but of
every department of the U.S. Government. There needs to be that perception and reality of the enforcement of
codes of conduct and ethics.
There needs to be a recognition that
it is in the interest not only of the
American taxpayer but the employees
of the U.S. Government themselves.
The majority of them are honest and
hard-working. Those nurses, counselors, therapists, doctors, and administrators at the VA who are doing their
job—in fact, working overtime often
without additional pay—who are serving valiantly and responsibly, their clients deserve that wrongdoers be rooted
out and held accountable. They are the
vast majority of those honest and hardworking employees, and we owe them
thanks for what they do to serve our
veterans, but the wrongdoers need to
be disciplined.
The idea that they should receive bonuses is absolutely abhorrent. I welcome legislation that stops bonuses for
employees who fail the most basic notions of effective and honest service.
They deserve that those bonuses be
stopped.
My colleague Senator ISAKSON has
spoken about S. 627, the bill that has
been sponsored by Senator AYOTTE and
was approved yesterday. I want to
make sure in the improvements I am
going to offer to it and that my colleague Senator BROWN offered yesterday—that we actually make it more effective. That is the nature of this deliberative process, that we try to improve
on what we are doing to make enforcement more effective.
I know as an enforcer, as a former
U.S. attorney and a Federal and State
official, enforcement is key to making
the law work. The same is true of S.
1082, sponsored by our colleague Senator RUBIO, which also was approved
yesterday by our committee. I have offered a bill that will improve the measure we approved yesterday in a number
of different respects.
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First of all, there are serious questions about the constitutionality of the
provision approved yesterday. I think
in fairness to all of the American taxpayers as well as this body, we should
face whatever deficiencies there are
constitutionally in the law before that
law becomes unenforceable.
The importance of making sure a law
is constitutional goes to enforcement.
A law that is unconstitutional, that
fails to provide sufficient notice, a
statement of causes, a right to be
heard, an opportunity to achieve basic
constitutional protection that the U.S.
Security Court has repeatedly said is
necessary, those deficiencies can make
law unenforceable.
As I said yesterday in our committee
meeting, as a former attorney general,
and there are others in this body, we
know how difficult the task is to defend a law or defend State action that
is based on a constitutional and firm
statute.
A law that is unenforceable is worse
than no law at all because it creates a
false sense of security, an expectation
that never can be fulfilled because a
law that is unenforceable will never be
effective in preventing the wrong that
it is designed to do.
I want to improve S. 1082—in fact, to
make it more effective—but to make
sure it is done in a way that can be
upheld, also to protect those whistleblowers, and to make sure that if there
are firings and disciplines, it is done on
the merits, that it is done on the basis
of real cause and evidence, not as part
of a political witch hunt.
We have been through the spoils system. This Nation has lived through a
time when, in effect, offices were
bought and sold. That certainly is nobody’s intention here, and I am sure
my colleagues and I can work together
to move toward a measure that fulfills
our common shared objective in making sure that merit and effective action
is rewarded with bonuses and through
other means and that wrongdoing is
punished and deterred.
There can be no enforcement unless
the law is framed as well as possible,
and there can be no deterrence unless
there is enforcement. That is what we
want to do: prevent this kind of wrongdoing going forward, not just looking
backward and pursuing and prosecuting the wrongdoers, which I hope
will be done. There is more than ample
evidence to support it but also to prevent it going forward.
I am tremendously heartened by our
committee chairman’s commitment to
work with me and others on that committee. He said to me very explicitly,
and it is on the record, that he will, in
fact, work with us. We will engage in
collaboration.
I think we are going to improve these
measures. They may not be huge or
sweeping changes in what we approved
yesterday, but we all know that words
can sometimes lead to courts concluding that there are defects in the
law that were never intended by the
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Framers. That is a consequence, an unintended result that we should avoid if
possible. It may seem like lawyer talk,
but it has ramifications in the courts.
That is the reason we heard from the
DAV at our June 24 hearing that it is
‘‘vitally important to VA’s long-term
future to create an environment in
which the best and brightest professionals choose VA over other Federal
or private employers.’’
We need those best of the best in the
VA, not working in the private sector
alone. Fairness and due process in our
workplace will encourage talented doctors, lawyers, nurses, and other professionals to come to the VA, which is
where we need them, for the strength
of that system.
As the independent U.S. Merit Systems Protection Board stated in its
statement for the record in the committee’s June 24th hearing, there is a
need to follow and respect constitutional due process. The Partnership for
Public Service said much of the same
thing in this letter of July 21, 2015.
Mr. President, I ask unanimous consent that the letter be printed in the
RECORD.
There being no objection, the material was ordered to be printed in the
RECORD, as follows:
PARTNERSHIP FOR PUBLIC SERVICE,
Washington DC, July 21, 2015.
SENATE COMMITTEE ON VETERANS AFFAIRS,
U.S. Senate, Washington, DC.
DEAR MEMBERS OF THE SENATE VETERANS
AFFAIRS COMMITTEE: On behalf of the Partnership for Public Service, a nonpartisan,
nonprofit organization dedicated to improving the effectiveness of our federal government, I am writing to express my views on S.
1082, the Department of Veterans Affairs Accountability Act of 2015, and a substitute
amendment to be offered by Senator
Blumenthal, which would address employee
accountability and broader management
challenges at the Department of Veterans
Affairs (VA).
As members of the Senate Veterans Affairs
Committee, you have a unique opportunity
to fix serious problems at the Department
and improve the ability of the Department
to deliver on its mission to provide highquality services to veterans. Unfortunately,
the reforms promoted in S. 1082 will not accomplish these objectives. As drafted, the
bill eliminates due process protections for
employees—which will silence the very whistleblowers we rely on to sound the alarm—
and could lead to removals for partisan or
discriminatory reasons. The bill will also
have an adverse impact on the ability of VA
to recruit and retain top talent, as seasoned
reformers may be less inclined to pursue VA
leadership positions without due process protections. In addition, the bill expedites the
appeals process without providing additional
resources, which, according to a statement
for the record from the Merit Systems Protection Board (MSPB), could overwhelm
MSPB’s capacity to manage its workload.
The Partnership strongly agrees that poor
performance is a real problem at VA and
that federal employees at all agencies must
be held accountable for their performance
and conduct. We have recommended dozens
of reforms to the current civil service system
that, we believe, will lead to a better managed government and a higher performing
workforce. However, moving to at-will employment will have many unintended con-
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sequences and will not solve the critical
management challenges that are hobbling
VA and jeopardizing the care of our veterans.
We believe a better solution lies in Sen.
Blumenthal’s substitute amendment that
would give the Secretary an additional tool
to remove individuals who are a threat to
public health or safety, and improve the
management of the Department.
Among other things, the substitute amendment would do the following:
Hold senior political leaders accountable
in performance plans for recruiting and selecting the right people for employment at
the agency, engaging and motivating employees, training and developing employees
and holding managers accountable for making difficult performance decisions. Accountability for management in government
starts at the very top and this provision will
ensure all leaders, career and political, are
held accountable.
Ensure managers are fully using the probationary period to develop high-potential employees and to remove someone if they are
not the right fit for the position. The amendment would require managers to make an affirmative decision as to whether an individual who serves in a probationary period
has demonstrated successful performance
and should continue past the probationary
period. It also requires new supervisors to
demonstrate management competencies, in
addition to technical skills, in order to remain in a management position.
Require periodic training for managers on
the rights of whistleblowers and how to address an employee allegation of a hostile
work environment, reprisal or harassment;
how to effectively motivate, manage and reward employees; and how to effectively manage employees who are performing at an unacceptable level.
Hold VA managers accountable in performance plans for taking action to address poor
performance and misconduct and for taking
steps to improve or sustain high levels of
employee engagement.
Create a separate promotion track for
technical experts so they can advance in
their careers without having to go into management positions for which they are illsuited. Too often we hear that supervisors
promote their employees to management positions because they want to pay them more,
even when the employees are technical experts who may be uninterested or unskilled
in managing people.
Require GAO to study the implementation
of Section 707 of the Veterans Access,
Choice, and Accountability Act of 2014,
which was enacted last year, to understand
its impact on performance, accountability,
recruitment and retention at VA, particularly at the executive level. The provision
would also require GAO to review VA’s internal policies for dealing with performance
issues and make recommendations for how
the Department could expedite the process
for addressing performance and misconduct
administratively.
The challenges at VA are critical and must
be addressed. We encourage the Committee
to adopt the substitute amendment and ensure these critical management provisions
are included as the bill moves to the floor.
Our veterans deserve the very best care and
this is the time for real reform, not simple
expediency.
Very best wishes,
MAX STIER,
President and CEO.

Mr. BLUMENTHAL. I ask that my
colleagues join in this collaboration
because I know how deeply you and I
feel, how we share that common goal,
not just in our committee. I ask that

PO 00000

Frm 00054

Fmt 0624

Sfmt 0634

we work to incorporate the measure I
have introduced today, S. 1856, with the
cosponsorship Senators MURRAY, SANDERS, BROWN, TESTER, and HIRONO, my
colleagues on the Veterans’ Affairs
Committee, the Department of Veterans Affairs Equitable Employee Accountability Act. This measure is introduced today, and it will help us improve and enhance S. 1082 and the supremely important objectives that motivate it.
I thank my colleagues for our work
together, and I look forward to pursuing it.
I thank the Presiding Officer, and I
yield the floor.
By Mr. MERKLEY (for himself,
Ms. BALDWIN, Mr. BOOKER, Mr.
BENNET, Mr. BLUMENTHAL, Mrs.
BOXER, Mr. BROWN, Ms. CANTWELL, Mr. CARDIN, Mr. CARPER,
Mr. COONS, Mr. DURBIN, Mrs.
FEINSTEIN, Mr. FRANKEN, Mrs.
GILLIBRAND, Mr. HEINRICH, Ms.
HIRONO, Mr. KAINE, Mr. KING,
Ms. KLOBUCHAR, Mr. LEAHY, Mr.
MARKEY, Mrs. MCCASKILL, Mr.
MENENDEZ, Ms. MIKULSKI, Mr.
MURPHY, Mrs. MURRAY, Mr.
PETERS, Mr. REED, Mr. REID,
Mr. SANDERS, Mr. SCHATZ, Mr.
SCHUMER, Mrs. SHAHEEN, Ms.
STABENOW, Mr. UDALL, Mr.
WARNER, Ms. WARREN, Mr.
WHITEHOUSE, and Mr. WYDEN):
S. 1858. A bill to prohibit discrimination on the basis of sex, gender identity, and sexual orientation, and for
other purposes; to the Committee on
the Judiciary.
Mr. MERKLEY. Mr. President, I rise
today to introduce the Equality Act of
2015—comprehensive civil rights legislation for our LGBT community.
There are few concepts as fundamentally American as equality. We were
founded on this principle with these
simple words:
We hold these truths to be
that all men are created equal,
dowed by their Creator with
Rights, that among these are
and the pursuit of happiness.

self-evident,
they are enunalienable
life, liberty,

For more than two centuries, we
have been working to fulfill that vision
of equality. We have taken direct action as a nation so that our laws align
more closely with these founding
ideals. We have challenged unjust rules
and destructive prejudices and chosen
to advance basic civil rights.
Martin Luther King put forth the vision that the arc of the moral universe
is long but it bends towards justice. He
knew that in the 1950s and 1960s Americans were hard at work making that
moral arc of the universe bend towards
justice. That is the work we continue
here in the Senate, here on Capitol
Hill, here in the House of Representatives just 100 yards away.
Step by step, stride by stride, the
barriers that once prevented people
from enjoying the full measure of liberty, the full measure of opportunity,
the full measure of equality have broken down.
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At the same time, we recognize there
is much more to be done to secure that
reality for each and every American. In
cities and towns across our Nation,
many of our citizens do not receive
equal treatment, not because of anything they have done but because of
who they are—lesbian, gay, bisexual,
transgender, whom they love, and who
they are.
Yes, we have made progress in advancing rights for the LGBT community. We passed the Matthew Shepard
Hate Crimes Prevention Act after I
came to the Senate in 2009. We repealed
don’t ask, don’t tell, which prevented
all Americans from serving openly in
the U.S. military. We reauthorized the
Violence Against Women Act, or
VAWA, with protections for services
for the LGBT community. We passed
the Affordable Care Act so that no one
could be denied health care because of
their sexual orientation or gender identity. And we have seen landmark victories in the Supreme Court, first in
the Edith Windsor case when the Court
ruled it was unconstitutional for the
Federal Government to discriminate
and just last month when the Court reaffirmed that ‘‘love is love’’ and ensured that marriage equality would
come to all 50 States.
That is a significant number of steps,
a significant number of strides on the
path toward full equality, and it happened in a relatively short period of
time. But we are far from where we
need to be—full equality for every
American. As long as people are afraid
to put their spouse’s photo on their
desk at work, as long as they are worried about being evicted from their
apartment if they do not pretend to be
just roommates, we have a lot of work
to do.
The harsh reality remains that in far
too many States there are still no laws
specifically prohibiting discrimination
against LGBT Americans. Nearly twothirds of the LGBT community reports
they have faced discrimination in their
lives. In Pennsylvania, a transgender
woman can be denied service and
kicked out of a restaurant just for
being who she is and it would be perfectly legal. In Michigan, a newly married couple can be denied the chance to
buy their first house just because they
are both women and that would be perfectly legal. In North Carolina, a gay
man can be fired from his job today
just for being gay and that would be
perfectly legal.
Only 22 States and the District of Columbia have passed legislation that
prevents workers from being fired because they are gay. Only 19 of those
States and the District of Columbia include language protecting against gender identity bias.
The time has come to right this
wrong. The time has come for us as a
nation to be bolder and better at ensuring full rights and full equality for the
LGBT community. Not only is it within our power, it is something America
must work to lead. And the most pow-
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erful form of leadership is the example
we set.
In 1962, Bobby Kennedy said:
Nations around the world look to us for
leadership not merely by strength of arms,
but by the strength of our convictions. We
not only want, but we need, the free exercise
of rights by every American.

Our commitment to the vision of
equality and fairness is a significant
part of America’s soul. It makes us
strong. It makes us who we are as a
people. And we should settle for nothing less. These fundamental principles
served as the guiding force behind the
comprehensive legislation—the Equality Act of 2015—we are introducing
today here in the Senate and the House
of Representatives.
I thank my lead cosponsors in the
Senate, CORY BOOKER and TAMMY
BALDWIN, who have done enormous
good work in setting the stage for today’s introduction.
I thank four staff members who
worked very hard on this on my team,
including my chief of staff, Michael
Zamore; my legislative director, Jeremiah Baumann; my legislative assistant, Adrian Snead; and my legislative
correspondent, Elizabeth Eickelberg.
There are many other members of the
team who pitched in, but they have
worked day and night to help make
this moment arrive.
We have had support, such critical
support and involvement from numerous outside groups.
Mr. President, I ask unanimous consent to have printed in the RECORD a
list of dozens of groups endorsing this
legislation.
There being no objection, the material was ordered to be printed in the
RECORD, as follows:
NATIONAL ORGANIZATIONS THAT ENDORSE THE
LEGISLATION:

9to5, National Association of Working
Women, Advocates for Youth, Aids United,
American Civil Liberties Union, American
Federation of Teachers, American Federation of Teachers, Anti-Defamation League,
Athlete Ally, Bend the Arc Jewish Action,
CenterLink: The Community of LGBT Centers, Central Conference of American Rabbis,
Family Equality Council, Family Equality
Council, Freedom to Work, Generation
Progress, GLSEN, Hindu American Foundation, Human Rights Campaign, Interfaith Alliance, JWI.
Lambda Legal, NARAL Pro-Choice America, National Black Justice Coalition, National Center for Lesbian Rights, National
Center for Transgender Equality, National
Council of La Raza (NCLR), National Education Association, National Education Association,
National
Employment
Law
Project, National Gay & Lesbian Chamber of
Commerce, National LGBTQ Task Force Action Fund, National Organization for
Women, National Partnership for Women &
Families, National Women’s Law Center,
People For the American Way, PFLAG National, PFLAG National, Planned Parenthood Federation of America, Secular Coalition for America, Sexuality Information and
Education Council of the U.S. (SIECUS), The
Trevor Project, Union for Reform Judaism.
STATE ORGANIZATIONS THAT ENDORSE THE
LEGISLATION:

9to5 California, CA; 9to5 Colorado, CO; 9to5
Georgia, GA; 9to5 Wisconsin, WI; Equality
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Michigan, MI; Equality Michigan, MI; Gender Justice, MN and Upper Midwest; Gender
Rights Maryland, MD; PROMO (Missouri),
MO; Southwest Women’s Law Center, NM.

Mr. MERKLEY. Mr. President, I particularly want to draw attention to
several organizations that played a
leading role, and I apologize to others
that were also very involved. The
Human Rights Campaign played a central role in organizing today’s introduction. I also thank the American
Civil Liberties Union, the National
Council of La Raza, the National
LGBTQ Task Force Action Fund, the
National Women’s Law Center, and so
many others.
The Equality Act will create uniform
Federal standards to protect all LGBT
Americans from discrimination in
housing, in workplaces, in schools, in
public accommodations, and in financial transactions. It is a vision of
equality deeply rooted in the 1964 Civil
Rights Act. It is setting the same foundation to end discrimination for the
LGBT community that was set for ethnicity and set for gender and set for
race. That is the foundation for the vision of eliminating discrimination in
area after area, and it is time we place
LGBT nondiscrimination on that same
foundation. That is what we are doing
today—comprehensively taking on discrimination.
The bill also addresses gaps in legal
protections against sex discrimination—ensuring women are treated
equally in all aspects of their lives. The
Equal Employment Opportunity Commission and a steadily increasing number of courts have recognized that sexual orientation and gender identity discrimination are properly understood as
forms of sex discrimination in light of
multiple controlling sex discrimination
cases. The EEOC has done this through
several decisions, most notably Macy
v. Holder in 2012, which held that
transgender discrimination is sex discrimination, and Baldwin v. Foxx very
recently, which held that sexual orientation discrimination is sex discrimination.
The bill we are introducing today,
the Equality Act, codifies this understanding, making it clear that sexual
orientation and gender identity are
correctly understood as sex discrimination.
In addition, the bill adds the terms
‘‘sexual orientation’’ and ‘‘gender identity’’ to the list of protected characteristics throughout the code. This change
should not be read to mean that sexual
orientation and gender identity are not
correctly understood as sex discrimination. These additions were made so
covered entities as well as LGBT people can clearly see that these protections exist. Employers, businesses, and
institutions are often not aware of the
decisions by the EEOC and the courts
holding that sexual orientation or gender identity are protected.
This bill represents a paradigm shift
in two ways. First, our civil rights
community has worked incredibly hard
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to defend the principles established in
the 1964 Civil Rights Act, and today we
are asking for their engagement to not
simply defend this act but to expand
this act. Second, we have worked very
hard to take on pieces of discrimination, whether it be don’t ask, don’t
tell, whether it be Federal benefits for
same-sex partners. But today we are
saying we need a vision of comprehensive nondiscrimination. That is the expression of full opportunity. You cannot access full opportunity if the door
is closed in financial transactions or
jury selection or public accommodations if you can still be turned away
from a restaurant because of whom you
love or whom you are. Every American
deserves equality in every basic function of our society. Discrimination has
no place in our Nation’s laws.
If it is wrong in marriage, as the
Court has held, as numerous States
have established, it is wrong also in
employment. If it is wrong in employment, it is wrong in housing. If it is
wrong in housing, it is wrong, too, in
education.
Overwhelmingly, Americans believe
discrimination is wrong. Overwhelmingly, they believe it is already illegal,
and they believe it has no place in our
society and no place being condoned by
our laws.
Even though the Equality Act addresses multiple dimensions of discrimination, it is quite simple. It says
that people deserve to live free from
fear, free from violence, and free from
discrimination, regardless of who they
are or whom they love.
Writing these protections into law
will bring us another stride forward in
our Nation’s long march toward inclusion and equality. It will extend the
full promise of America to every American. I will keep fighting until this bill
is on the President’s desk. I will not be
satisfied until everyone in the lesbian,
gay, bisexual, transgender community
is guaranteed the dignity and the freedom they deserve, the whole sense of
opportunity provided through participation in American society. A full
measure of equality: equal citizen.
I urge all of my colleagues to join me
in this fight. I thank the 40 Senators
who stood up today to be original cosponsors of the Equality Act of 2015.
Let’s make our democracy more inclusive and our freedom more perfect by
bringing our laws and our actions in
line with the founding principle that
all are created equal.
Mr. LEAHY. Mr. President, last
month, the Supreme Court took a significant step towards a more perfect
union when it ruled that every American has the right to marry the person
they love and have that lawful marriage recognized. It was a victory for
love and justice over bigotry and intolerance. This historic milestone should
be celebrated, but we must remember
that the journey is not complete. The
Fourteenth Amendment’s principles of
liberty and equality safeguard all couples’ right to marry, and also serves as
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a bulwark against discriminatory
treatment in the other aspects of everyday life, including where we live,
where we work, and our interactions
with the government.
While LGBT Americans are now able
to marry the person they love, they
continue to experience discrimination
in many other aspects of their lives.
Achieving full equality means that
LGBT individuals should be able to
provide security for their families
without fear that they will be fired
from their jobs or denied housing. It
means that a restaurant cannot refuse
to serve an LGBT couple because the
owner disapproves of that couple’s relationship.
These are not abstract concepts. In
our country today, LGBT Americans
continue to experience discrimination,
and it must end. In a June 27 article in
the New York Times, entitled ‘‘Next
Fight for Gay Rights: Bias in Jobs and
Housing,’’ the author Erik Eckholm
provides clear documentation of such
discrimination. A landlord in East
Nashville, TN, refused to rent his
apartment to two women in a loving
relationship after he learned of their
partnership because it made him ‘‘uncomfortable.’’ He refused their rental
application even after they offered to
raise the rent by $150. A transgender
individual was fired from her job as an
industrial electrician because, according to her boss, her identity was becoming ‘‘too much of a distraction,’’ in
spite of the fact that she was doing
‘‘great work.’’
If such discrimination were based on
race, religion, sex, or national origin,
these individuals would be protected
under Federal law. But because Federal
civil rights law, as well as many state
and local laws, do not provide explicit
protections based on sexual orientation
and gender identity, these individuals
continue to experience discrimination
without any legal protection. Their
stories show us that LGBT Americans
continue to be treated as second class
citizens in their daily lives.
That is why I am an original cosponsor of the Equality Act. The bill would
amend existing Federal law to provide
explicit civil rights protections for
LGBT individuals. This non-discrimination bill would ensure that sexual
orientation and gender identity are
protected under Federal law in the
same way that race, sex, religion, national origin, and disability are also
protected classes. The result would be
to protect LGBT individuals against
discrimination in public accommodations, federally-funded programs, employment, housing, education, credit,
and other aspects of daily life. This is
the kind of equality and security that
all American families should enjoy.
I am proud that Vermont was one of
the first States to pass a comprehensive law prohibiting discrimination on
the basis of sexual orientation in 1992,
and also passed a law explicitly prohibiting discrimination on the basis of
gender identity in 2007. All Vermonters

PO 00000

Frm 00056

Fmt 0624

Sfmt 0634

are protected from discrimination in
employment, places of public accommodation, housing, credit, and other
services. This is what we need on the
Federal level as well.
Mr. President, I ask unanimous consent that the New York Times article
referenced above be printed in the
RECORD.
There being no objection, the material was ordered to be printed in the
RECORD, as follows:
[From the New York Times, June 27, 2015]
NEXT FIGHT FOR GAY RIGHTS: BIAS IN JOBS
AND HOUSING
(By Erik Eckholm)
Exhilarated by the Supreme Court’s endorsement of same-sex marriage, gay rights
leaders have turned their sights to what they
see as the next big battle: obtaining federal,
state and local legal protections in employment, housing, commerce and other arenas,
just like those barring discrimination based
on race, religion, sex and national origin.
The proposals pit advocates against many
of the same religious conservatives who opposed legalizing same-sex marriage, and who
now see the protection of what they call religious liberty as their most urgent task.
These opponents argue that antidiscrimination laws will inevitably be used to force religious people and institutions to violate
their beliefs, whether by providing services
for same-sex weddings or by employing gay
men and lesbians in church-related jobs.
Nationally, antidiscrimination laws for
gay people are a patchwork with major geographic inequities, said Brad Sears, executive director of the Williams Institute at the
School of Law of the University of California, Los Angeles. ‘‘Those who don’t live
on the two coasts or in the Northeast have
been left behind in terms of legal protection,’’ he said.
At least 22 states bar discrimination based
on sexual orientation, and most of them also
offer protections to transgender people.
Tennessee is one of the majority of states
that do not bar such discrimination. There,
in East Nashville, Tiffany Cannon and
Lauren Horbal thought they had found the
perfect house to share with a friend, and the
landlord seemed ready to rent when they applied in April.
Then he called them to ask what their relationship with each other was, Ms. Horbal,
26, recalled.
She said that when the landlord learned
that she and Ms. Cannon, 25, were partners,
he said, ‘‘I’m not comfortable with that.’’ He
refused to process their application, even
after they offered to raise their rent by $150,
to $700 a month, Ms. Horbal said.
The women, both restaurant workers, are
still looking for a place to live.
In many states, some local governments
have antidiscrimination laws, but they are
often weak or poorly enforced, said Ruth
Colker, an expert on discrimination law at
Moritz College of Law at Ohio State University.
‘‘Typically, the penalty for violating a city
ordinance is more akin to a traffic violation,’’ she said. ‘‘State-level penalties can be
much more significant.’’
As they push for more state and local safeguards, rights advocates are also starting a
long-term campaign for a broad federal
shield that would give sexual orientation and
gender identity protected status under the
Civil Rights Act of 1964.
The goal is to achieve overlapping local,
state and federal laws, an approach that has
proved effective in curbing other kinds of
discrimination, said Sarah Warbelow, legal
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director at the Human Rights Campaign, a
gay rights advocacy group. Visible laws can
not only permit lawsuits, she said, but also
deter employers and others from biased behavior.
Although a majority of states lack such
protections, federal orders and court decisions, especially in employment, are gradually offering more safeguards.
With executive orders last year, President
Obama barred discrimination based on sexual orientation and gender identity by federal agencies and federal contractors, including companies employing about one in five
American workers, Mr. Sears said.
At the same time, the Equal Employment
Opportunity Commission, charged with enforcing federal law in the workplace, has determined that discrimination against gay
men, lesbians and transgender people
amounts to illegal sex discrimination under
Title VII of the Civil Rights Act, and it is
bringing or endorsing lawsuits under that
provision.
That application of existing law is still
being tested in court and is more established
for transgender workers than for gay and lesbian workers. In the past two years, the
agency has successfully pursued 223 cases involving gay or transgender people who faced
workplace harassment or other discrimination, gaining settlements or court orders,
said Chai R. Feldblum, one of the agency’s
five commissioners.
Patricia Dawson of Pangburn, Ark., 46,
hopes to join that list. Ms. Dawson, who
grew up as Steven, had more than 15 years’
experience as an industrial electrician and
had been a rising employee at H & H Electric, an industrial contractor, for four years
when she informed her boss in 2012 that she
was transitioning to female and had changed
her name.
The boss, she said in a Title VII-based lawsuit brought by the American Civil Liberties
Union, told her to keep her plans secret and
not to ‘‘rock the boat’’ with clients.
When her identity became obvious and gossip raged at the work site, she said, the boss
said to her, ‘‘I’m sorry, Steve, you do great
work, but you are too much of a distraction,
and I am going to have to let you go.’’
Ms. Dawson said she was devastated by her
treatment. ‘‘I love what I do; I get the greatest joy out of fixing things,’’ she said in an
interview. ‘‘Treating us as second-class citizens, it’s hurtful.’’
Civil rights groups worked for years for an
employment antidiscrimination act, an effort that was blocked by House Republicans
and collapsed this year over discord about
religious exemptions. Buoyed by the rapid
advance of same-sex marriage, these groups
are now determined to seek a far wider law.
‘‘I think there’s a very strong consensus
now among advocacy groups that we need a
broader bill that puts discrimination based
on sexual orientation and gender identity on
the same footing as race, religion and gender,’’ said Shannon P. Minter, legal director
at the National Center for Lesbian Rights.
‘‘No court decision could accomplish all of
that,’’ Mr. Minter said.
Senator Jeff Merkley, Democrat of Oregon,
said he planned to introduce a bill within the
next few months to add protections for gays
and transgender people to the Civil Rights
Act.
‘‘People are going to realize that you can
get married in the morning and be fired from
your job or refused entry to a restaurant in
the afternoon,’’ Mr. Merkley said. ‘‘That is
unacceptable.’’
But the effort will take years, he said, because it appears unlikely that Republican
committee heads in Congress will advance
such a bill.
In the emerging state-by-state battles for
antidiscrimination laws, the strongest oppo-
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sition has come from conservative religious
groups that have been alarmed by a few wellpublicized cases, like that of a florist in
Washington State who was fined for refusing
to provide flowers for a same-sex wedding.
‘‘We’ve got good reason to be concerned
about these laws, because they’ve been found
to be coercive where they’ve been enacted,’’
said Greg Scott, vice president of communications at Alliance Defending Freedom, a
Christian legal group.
Russell Moore, president of the Ethics and
Religious Liberty Commission of the Southern Baptist Convention, said that it was
wrong to equate religious objections to homosexual behavior with racism, and that
proposed antidiscrimination laws could ‘‘do
more harm than good.’’
‘‘Some have suggested that we work out a
compromise, addressing housing and employment discrimination and protecting religious
freedom for those who dissent from the ideas
of the sexual revolution,’’ he said. ‘‘But I
have yet to see any proposal that would do
both of those things well.’’
There is some common ground. For example, under the Civil Rights Act, religious organizations have the right to give preference
in hiring to those of their faith, Ms.
Warbelow of the Human Rights Campaign
noted. In housing, federal rules exempt
owner-occupied rentals with four or fewer
units from discrimination provisions.
‘‘We wouldn’t expect these things to
change,’’ Ms. Warbelow said. ‘‘We really
want L.G.B.T. people to be protected the
same as those in other protected categories.’’
But some disagreements, especially involving private businesses, may be unbridgeable.
The major gay and civil rights groups are
united in their opposition to ‘‘religious liberty’’ bills, a priority of conservative Christian advocates, which would allow religious
vendors to refuse to serve gay couples or
wedding celebrations.
‘‘Religious liberty does not authorize discrimination,’’ said James D. Esseks, the director of gay rights issues at the American
Civil Liberties Union.
‘‘It’s profoundly harmful to walk into a
business open to the public and be told, ‘No,
we don’t actually serve your kind here,’ ’’ he
said. ‘‘That’s not how America works.’’

Mr. REID. Mr. President, I am proud
to join in sponsoring the Equality Act.
Last month, the Supreme Court ruled
on the right side of history by deciding
that loving and committed same-sex
couples have the right to be married.
While same-sex couples now can be legally wed, Federal law still does not
protect them from being fired or evicted from their homes on the basis of
their sexual identity or gender identity. The Equality Act addresses this
issue and represents a major step forward in protecting the civil rights of
all Americans.
At the same time we celebrate this
historic bill, we must ensure that religious institutions have the right to
their own views of marriage. As the Supreme Court noted in its decision, ‘‘it
must be emphasized that religions, and
those who adhere to religious doctrines, may continue to advocate with
utmost, sincere conviction that, by divine precepts, same-sex marriage
should not be condoned.’’ I look forward to working with colleagues to address these issues as the bill advances
through the legislative process.

PO 00000

By Mr. DURBIN (for himself and
Mr. LEAHY):

Frm 00057

Fmt 0624

Sfmt 0634

S. 1860. A bill to protect and promote
international religious freedom; to the
Committee on the Judiciary.
Mr. DURBIN. Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent that the text of the
bill be printed in the RECORD.
There being no objection, the text of
the bill was ordered to be printed in
the RECORD, as follows:
S. 1860
Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of America in
Congress assembled,
SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE.

This Act may be cited as the ‘‘Further
Independence of Religion for Security and
Tolerance Freedom Act of 2015’’ or the
‘‘FIRST Freedom Act’’.
SEC. 2. FINDINGS; SENSE OF CONGRESS.
(a) FINDINGS.—Congress finds the

following:
(1) Many of our Nation’s founders fled religious persecution and placed great importance on religious freedom. President George
Washington summed up the prevailing view
of our founders when he wrote, in 1793, ‘‘in
this Land of equal liberty it is our boast,
that a man’s religious tenets will not forfeit
the protection of the Laws’’.
(2) In 1791, the First Amendment to the
Constitution was ratified, enshrining freedom of religion as the ‘‘First Freedom’’ of all
Americans and becoming an inspiration to
people all over the world who struggle to
throw off the yoke of religious persecution.
(3) Throughout our Nation’s history, the
United States has sought to protect and promote fundamental human rights, including
religious freedom, in the United States and
throughout the world.
(4) After World War II, under Eleanor Roosevelt’s leadership, the United States spearheaded the ratification of the Universal Declaration of Human Rights, adopted at Paris
December 10, 1948, which recognized freedom
of religion as a fundamental right of all people. Article 18 of that treaty states ‘‘Everyone has the right to freedom of thought, conscience and religion; this right includes freedom to change his religion or belief, and
freedom either alone or in community with
others and in public or private, to manifest
his religion or belief in teaching, practice,
worship and observance.’’.
(5) The International Covenant on Civil
and Political Rights, adopted at New York
December 16, 1966, and which was ratified by
the United States in 1992, states, ‘‘Everyone
shall have the right to freedom of thought,
conscience and religion. This right shall include freedom to have or to adopt a religion
or belief of his choice, and freedom, either
individually or in community with others
and in public or private, to manifest his religion or belief in worship, observance, practice and teaching.’’.
(6) Since the enactment of the International Religious Freedom Act of 1998 (Public Law 105–292), referred to in this section as
‘‘IRFA’’, which established the Department
of State’s Office on International Religious
Freedom, the Ambassador at Large for International Religious Freedom, and the United
States Commission on International Religious Freedom (referred to in this section as
‘‘USCIRF’’), the state of religious freedom
throughout the world has significantly worsened.
(7) In section 2(a)(4) of IRFA (2 U.S.C.
6401(a)(4)), Congress stated, ‘‘More than onehalf of the world’s population lives under regimes that severely restrict of prohibit the
freedom of their citizens to study, believe,
observe, and freely practice the religious
faith of their choice.’’.
(8) According to ‘‘Rising Tide of Restrictions on Religion,’’ the most recent report of
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the Pew Research Center’s Forum on Religion & Public Life, three-quarters of the
world’s population lives in countries in
which restrictions on religion were high or
very high.
(9) According to the 2014 USCIRF Annual
Report, ‘‘The past 10 years have seen a worsening of the already-poor religious freedom
environment in Pakistan, a continued dearth
of religious freedom in Turkmenistan, backsliding in Vietnam, rising violations in
Egypt before and after the Arab Spring, and
Syria’s decent [sic] into sectarian civil war
with all sides perpetrating egregious religious freedom violations.’’.
(10) Under section 402 of IRFA (22 U.S.C.
6442), the President is required to designate a
country as a country of particular concern
(referred to in this section as ‘‘CPC’’) if the
government of the country has engaged in or
tolerated systematic, ongoing and egregious
violations of religious freedom.
(11) According to the 2015 USCIRF Annual
Report, since October 1999, when the first
countries were designated as CPCs, ‘‘the list
has been largely unchanged. Of the nine
countries designated as CPCs in July 2014,
most had been named as CPCs for over a decade . . . Since IRFA’s inception, only one
country has been removed from the State
Department’s CPC list due to diplomatic activity.’’ This track record calls into serious
question the utility of the CPC mechanism
and the utility of IRFA to improve the state
of religious freedom throughout the world.
(12) The United States has a long tradition
of providing safe haven to refugees, including members of religious minority groups
and those fleeing religious persecution. Following the international community’s tragic
failure to shelter Jewish refugees fleeing the
Nazi genocide, the United States played a
leadership role in establishing the international legal regime for the protection of
refugees. Since that time, the American people have generously welcomed millions of
refugees fleeing war and totalitarian regimes, and the United States traditionally
accepts at least 50 percent of resettlement
cases handled by the Office of the United Nations High Commissioner for Refugees (referred to in this section as ‘‘UNHCR’’).
(13) According to the 2014 UNHCR Global
Trends Report, more than 59,500,000 people
were forcibly displaced in 2014—
(A) which is equal to 1 displacement for
every 122 people worldwide;
(B) which is the most displacements in a
year in recorded history;
(C) including—
(i) 38,200,000 individuals who were internally displaced within their own country;
(ii) 19,500,000 refugees; and
(iii) 1,800,000 asylum-seekers;
(D) many of whom were victims of serious
human rights violations, including religious
persecution; and
(E) many are whom are members of vulnerable populations, including religious minorities.
(14) The ongoing conflict in Syria has led
to the world’s worst ongoing humanitarian
crisis and worst refugee crisis since World
War II. More than 50 percent of Syria’s
23,000,000 people have been forcibly displaced
from their homes and, as of 2015, 20 percent
of the world’s refugees are Syrians. UNHCR
is seeking to resettle 130,000 Syrian refugees
during 2015 and 2016, with a particular focus
on vulnerable individuals such as religious
minorities. Although the United States traditionally accepts at least 50 percent of
UNHCR resettlement cases, the United
States has only accepted approximately 800
Syrian refugees since the beginning of the
Syrian conflict, which is an unacceptably
low number.
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(15) There are several steps that would facilitate the efforts of the United States Government to protect and provide safe haven to
refugees from religious persecution. The 2015
USCIRF Annual Report recommends that
Congress ‘‘work to provide the President
with permanent authority to designate as
refugees specifically-defined groups based on
shared characteristics identifying them as
targets for persecution on account of race,
religion, nationality, membership in a particular social group, or political opinion’’.
(16) The United States Government has
limited tools to hold accountable the perpetrators of religious freedom violations.
Section
604
of
IRFA
added
section
212(a)(2)(G) of the Immigration and Nationality Act (8 U.S.C. 1182(a)(2)(G)), which made
foreign government officials who commit
particularly severe violations of religious
freedom inadmissible to the United States,
but it has only been applied once, to deny
entry to Narendra Modi, who was Chief Minister of Gujarat, India. In its 2015 Annual Report, USCIRF recommends that the State
Department: ‘‘Make greater efforts to ensure
foreign government officials are denied entry
into the United States due to their inadmissibility under U.S. law for their responsibility for religious freedom violations
abroad.’’ The effectiveness of this law is also
limited because it does not apply to nonstate actors, such as international terrorists,
and it can only be used to deny entry to a
perpetrator who has not yet arrived in the
United States, not to deport a perpetrator
who has already entered the country.
(17) In the 2015 USCIRF Annual Report,
USCIRF recommended that the United
States Government ‘‘should call for or support a referral by the UN Security Council to
the International Criminal Court to investigate ISIL violations in Iraq and Syria
against religious and ethnic minorities, following the models used in Sudan and Libya,
or encourage the Iraqi government to accept
ICC jurisdiction to investigate ISIL violations in Iraq after June 2014’’. Given the
weakness of the international criminal justice system, particularly that an ICC referral
is subject to a UN Security Council veto, the
United States Government should have the
ability to prosecute members of ISIL in
United States courts for crimes against humanity, including religious persecution.
(18) Under United States law, it is a crime
for a non-United States national to commit
genocide, torture, terrorism, or several other
violations of the law of nations, but it is not
a crime under United States law to commit
crimes against humanity, including religious
persecution. Since the United States Government is unable to prosecute perpetrators of
these crimes, many foreign war criminals
have found safe haven in this country.
(19) In 2006, the United States Government
learned that Marko Boskic, a man who participated in the Srebrenica massacre in the
Bosnian conflict, was living in Massachusetts. Rather than charging him with crimes
against humanity, or religious persecution,
Mr. Boskic was charged with visa fraud and
sentenced to only 5 years in prison.
(20) There is bipartisan agreement about
the need for the United States Government
to promote and protect international human
rights, including religious freedom. USCIRF
is, by design, a bipartisan organization, with
Commissioners appointed by the President
and Congressional leaders. USCIRF can most
effectively promote religious freedom on a
bipartisan basis.
(21) In its 2014 Annual Report entitled ‘‘Additional Opportunities to Reduce Fragmentation, Overlap, and Duplication and
Achieve Other Financial Benefits’’, which
identifies unnecessary duplication in the
Federal government, the Government Ac-
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countability Office (referred to in this section as ‘‘GAO’’)—
(A) highlighted the lack of coordination
and overlapping missions of USCIRF and the
Office of International Religious Freedom in
the Department of State;
(B) found that ‘‘the lack of a definition regarding how State and the Commission are
to interact has sometimes created foreign
policy tensions that State has had to mitigate.’’; and
(C) concluded that the lack of coordination
between the USCIRF and the Department of
State may undermine the efforts of the
United States Government to promote international religious freedom by sending mixed
messages to foreign governments and
human-rights activists who are fighting to
defend religious freedom in their countries.
(22) Congress, which is responsible for overseeing the work of USCIRF and ensuring
that it is effectively pursuing its mission,
should
provide
greater
oversight
of
USCIRF’s practices, including addressing
concerns regarding financial irregularities
and the work environment for religious minorities.
(b) SENSE OF CONGRESS.—It is the sense of
Congress that—
(1) the protection and promotion of international human rights, including religious
freedom, should be an important priority for
the United States Government; and
(2) the United States Government should
pursue new strategies for protecting and promoting religious freedom throughout the
world, including—
(A) the creation of new tools—
(i) to deter and punish the perpetrators of
particularly severe violations of religious
freedom, including non-state actors; and
(ii) to protect the victims of such violations; and
(B) increased diplomatic engagement that
does not focus primarily on CPC designations.
SEC. 3. ENHANCED PROTECTIONS FOR REFUGEES AND ASYLEES FLEEING RELIGIOUS PERSECUTION.
(a) AUTHORITY TO DESIGNATE CERTAIN
GROUPS OF REFUGEES FOR CONSIDERATION.—

Section 207(c)(1) of the Immigration and Nationality Act (8 U.S.C. 1157(c)(1)) is amended—
(1) by inserting ‘‘(A)’’ before ‘‘Subject to
the numerical limitations’’; and
(2) by adding at the end the following:
‘‘(B)(i) The Secretary of State, in consultation with the Secretary of Homeland Security, may designate specifically defined
groups of aliens—
‘‘(I) whose resettlement in the United
States is justified by humanitarian concerns
or is otherwise in the national interest; and
‘‘(II) who—
‘‘(aa) share common characteristics that
identify them as targets of persecution on
account of race, religion, nationality, membership in a particular social group, or political opinion; or
‘‘(bb) having been identified as targets
under item (aa), share a common need for resettlement due to a specific vulnerability.
‘‘(ii) An alien who establishes membership
in a group designated under clause (i) to the
satisfaction of the Secretary of Homeland
Security shall be considered a refugee for
purposes of admission as a refugee under this
section unless the Secretary of Homeland Security determines that such alien ordered,
incited, assisted, or otherwise participated in
the persecution of any person on account of
race, religion, nationality, membership in a
particular social group, or political opinion.
‘‘(iii) A designation under clause (i) is for
purposes of adjudicatory efficiency and may
be revoked by the Secretary of State at any
time after notification to Congress.
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‘‘(iv) Categories of aliens established under
section 599D(b) of the Foreign Operations,
Export Financing, and Related Programs Appropriations Act, 1990 (Public Law 101–167; 8
U.S.C. 1157 note)—
‘‘(I) shall be designated under clause (i)
until the end of the first fiscal year commencing after the date of the enactment of
the FIRST Freedom Act; and
‘‘(II) shall be eligible for designation thereafter at the discretion of the Secretary of
State, considering, among other factors,
whether a country under consideration has
been designated as a country of particular
concern under section 402 of International
Religious Freedom Act of 1998 (22 U.S.C. 6442)
for engaging in or tolerating systematic, ongoing, and egregious violations of religious
freedom.
‘‘(v) A designation under clause (i) shall
not influence decisions to grant, to any
alien, asylum under section 208, protection
under section 241(b)(3), or protection under
the Convention Against Torture and Other
Cruel, Inhuman or Degrading Treatment or
Punishment, done at New York December 10,
1984.
‘‘(vi) A decision to deny admission under
this section to an alien who establishes to
the satisfaction of the Secretary of Homeland Security that the alien is a member of
a group designated under clause (i) shall—
‘‘(I) be in writing; and
‘‘(II) state, to the maximum extent feasible, the reason for the denial.
‘‘(vii) Refugees admitted pursuant to a designation under clause (i)—
‘‘(I) shall be subject to the numerical limitations under subsection (a); and
‘‘(II) shall be admissible under this section.’’.
(b) TIME LIMITS FOR FILING FOR ASYLUM.—
Section 208(a)(2) of the Immigration and Nationality Act (8 U.S.C. 1158(a)(2)) is amended—
(1) in subparagraph (A), by inserting ‘‘or
the Secretary of Homeland Security’’ after
‘‘Attorney General’’ both places such term
appears;
(2) by striking subparagraphs (B) and (D);
(3) by redesignating subparagraph (C) as
subparagraph (B);
(4) in subparagraph (B), as redesignated, by
striking ‘‘subparagraph (D)’’ and inserting
‘‘subparagraphs (C) and (D)’’; and
(5) by inserting after subparagraph (B), as
redesignated, the following:
‘‘(C) CHANGED CIRCUMSTANCES.—Notwithstanding subparagraph (B), an application
for asylum of an alien may be considered if
the alien demonstrates, to the satisfaction of
the Attorney General or the Secretary of
Homeland Security, the existence of changed
circumstances that materially affect the applicant’s eligibility for asylum.
‘‘(D) MOTION TO REOPEN CERTAIN MERITORIOUS CLAIMS.—Notwithstanding subparagraph (B) or section 240(c)(7), an alien may
file a motion to reopen an asylum claim during the 2-year period beginning on the date
of the enactment of the FIRST Freedom Act
if the alien—
‘‘(i) was denied asylum based solely upon a
failure to meet the 1-year application filing
deadline in effect on the date on which the
application was filed;
‘‘(ii) was granted withholding of removal
pursuant to section 241(b)(3) and has not obtained lawful permanent residence in the
United States pursuant to any other provision of law;
‘‘(iii) is not subject to the safe third country exception under subparagraph (A) or a
bar to asylum under subsection (b)(2) and
should not be denied asylum as a matter of
discretion; and
‘‘(iv) is physically present in the United
States when the motion is filed.’’.
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(c) CONDITIONS FOR GRANTING ASYLUM.—
Section 208(b)(1)(B)(i) of the Immigration
and Nationality Act (8 U.S.C. 1158(b)(1)(B)(i))
is amended by striking ‘‘at least one central
reason for persecuting the applicant’’ and inserting ‘‘a factor in the applicant’s persecution or fear of persecution’’.
(d) STUDY ON THE EFFECT OF EXPEDITED REMOVAL AND PROCESSING DELAYS ON ASYLUM
CLAIMS.—
(1) STUDY.—
(A) DEFINITIONS.—In this paragraph—
(i) the term ‘‘immigration officer’’ means
an officer of the Department of Homeland
Security performing duties under section
235(b) of the Immigration and Nationality
Act (8 U.S.C. 1225(b)) with respect to aliens
who—
(I) are apprehended after entering the
United States; and
(II) may be eligible to apply for asylum
under section 208 or 235 of such Act; and
(ii) the term ‘‘improper conduct’’ means
conduct whereby an immigration officer—
(I) improperly encourages an alien described in clause (i) to withdraw or retract
claims for asylum;
(II) incorrectly fails to refer such an alien
for an interview by an immigration officer to
determine whether the alien has a credible
fear of persecution (as defined in section
235(b)(1)(B)(v) of such Act (8 U.S.C.
1225(b)(1)(B)(v)));
(III) incorrectly removes such an alien to a
country in which the alien may be persecuted; or
(IV) detains such an alien improperly or
under inappropriate conditions.
(B) AUTHORIZATION.—The United States
Commission on International Religious Freedom (referred to in this section as the ‘‘Commission’’) is authorized to conduct a study to
determine—
(i) whether immigration officers are engaging in improper conduct; and
(ii) the impact of delays in interviews by
immigration officers and immigration court
hearings on asylum claims.
(2) REPORT.—Not later than 2 years after
the date on which the Commission initiates
the study under subsection (a), the Commission shall submit a report containing the results of the study to—
(A) the Committee on Homeland Security
and Governmental Affairs of the Senate;
(B) the Committee on the Judiciary of the
Senate;
(C) the Committee on Foreign Relations of
the Senate;
(D) the Committee on Homeland Security
of the House of Representatives;
(E) the Committee on the Judiciary of the
House of Representatives; and
(F) the Committee on Foreign Affairs of
the House of Representatives.
(3) STAFF.—
(A) FROM OTHER AGENCIES.—
(i) IDENTIFICATION.—The Commission may
identify employees of the Department of
Homeland Security, the Department of Justice, and the Government Accountability Office who have significant expertise and
knowledge of refugee and asylum issues.
(ii) DESIGNATION.—At the request of the
Commission, the Secretary of Homeland Security, the Attorney General, and the Comptroller General of the United States shall authorize staff identified under subparagraph
(A) to assist the Commission in conducting
the study under paragraph (1).
(B) ADDITIONAL STAFF.—The Commission
may hire additional staff and consultants to
conduct the study under paragraph (1).
(C) ACCESS TO PROCEEDINGS.—
(i) IN GENERAL.—Except as provided in
clause (ii), the Secretary of Homeland Security and the Attorney General shall provide
staff designated under subparagraph (A) or
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hired under subparagraph (B) with unrestricted access to all stages of all proceedings conducted under section 235(b) of
the Immigration and Nationality Act (8
U.S.C. 1225(b)).
(ii) EXCEPTIONS.—The Secretary of Homeland Security and the Attorney General may
not permit unrestricted access under clause
(i) if—
(I) the alien subject to a proceeding under
such section 235(b) objects to such access; or
(II) the Secretary or Attorney General determines that the security of a particular
proceeding would be threatened by such access.
SEC. 4. ACCOUNTABILITY FOR SEVERE VIOLATIONS OF INTERNATIONAL RELIGIOUS FREEDOM.
(a) PARTICULARLY SEVERE VIOLATIONS OF
RELIGIOUS FREEDOM.—
(1) INADMISSIBILITY.—Section 212(a)(2)(G) of

the Immigration and Nationality Act (8
U.S.C. 1182(a)(2)(G)) is amended to read as
follows:
‘‘(G) ALIENS WHO HAVE COMMITTED PARTICULARLY SEVERE VIOLATIONS OF RELIGIOUS FREEDOM.—Any alien who was responsible for, or
directly carried out, at any time, particularly severe violations of religious freedom
(as defined in section 3 of the International
Religious Freedom Act of 1998 (22 U.S.C.
6402)) is inadmissible.’’.
(2) REMOVABILITY.—Section 237(a)(4)(E) of
the Immigration and Nationality Act (8
U.S.C. 1227(a)(4)(E)) is amended to read as
follows:
‘‘(E) ALIENS WHO HAVE COMMITTED PARTICULARLY SEVERE VIOLATIONS OF RELIGIOUS FREEDOM.—Any alien who was responsible for, or
directly carried out, at any time, particularly severe violations of religious freedom
(as defined in section 3 of the International
Religious Freedom Act of 1998 (22 U.S.C.
6402)) is deportable.’’.
(b) RELIGIOUS PERSECUTION.—Chapter 118 of
title 18, United States Code, is amended by
adding at the end the following:
‘‘§ 2443. Religious persecution
‘‘(a) OFFENSE.—Any person who outside the
United States commits, or attempts or conspires to commit, religious persecution—
‘‘(1) shall be fined under this title, imprisoned for not more than 20 years, or both; and
‘‘(2) if the death of any person results from
the violation of this subsection, shall be
fined under this title and imprisoned for any
term of years or for life.
‘‘(b) JURISDICTION.—There is jurisdiction
over an offense under subsection (a), and any
attempt or conspiracy to commit such an offense, if—
‘‘(1) the victim is a United States person;
‘‘(2) the offender is a United States person
or an alien residing in the United States, regardless of whether the alien is lawfully admitted for permanent residence;
‘‘(3) the offender is a stateless person
whose habitual residence is in the United
States; or
‘‘(4) after the conduct required for the offense occurs, the offender is brought into or
found in the United States, even if the conduct required for the offense occurs outside
the United States.
‘‘(c) DEFINITIONS.—In this section:
‘‘(1) ADMISSION TO THE UNITED STATES;
ALIEN; IMMIGRANT; LAWFULLY ADMITTED FOR
PERMANENT RESIDENCE; NONIMMIGRANT.—The
terms ‘admission to the United States’,
‘alien’, ‘immigrant’, ‘lawfully admitted for
permanent residence’, and ‘nonimmigrant’
have the meanings given such terms in section 101(a) of the Immigration and Nationality Act (8 U.S.C. 1101(a)).
‘‘(2) RELIGIOUS PERSECUTION.—The term ‘religious persecution’ means conduct that—
‘‘(A) is intended—
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‘‘(i) to obstruct any person in the free exercise of religious belief or practice; or
‘‘(ii) to terrorize or coerce any person because of the actual or perceived religion of
any person; and
‘‘(B) if the conduct described in subparagraph (A) occurred in the United States or in
the special maritime and territorial jurisdiction of the United States, would violate—
‘‘(i) section 81 (relating to arson);
‘‘(ii) section 1111 (relating to murder);
‘‘(iii) section 1201(a) (relating to kidnapping), regardless of whether the offender is
the parent of the victim;
‘‘(iv) section 1203 (relating to hostage taking), notwithstanding any exception under
subsection (b) of such section;
‘‘(v) section 1581(a) (relating to peonage);
‘‘(vi) section 1583(a)(1) (relating to kidnapping or carrying away individuals for involuntary servitude or slavery);
‘‘(vii) section 1584(a) (relating to sale into
involuntary servitude);
‘‘(viii) section 1589(a) (relating to forced
labor);
‘‘(ix) section 1590(a) (relating to trafficking
with respect to peonage, slavery, involuntary servitude, or forced labor);
‘‘(x) section 1591(a) (relating to sex trafficking of children or by force, fraud, or coercion);
‘‘(xi) section 2241(a) (relating to aggravated
sexual abuse by force or threat);
‘‘(xii) section 2242 (relating to sexual
abuse); or
‘‘(xiii) section 2340A (relating to torture),
regardless of whether the offender is acting
under color of law.
‘‘(3) UNITED STATES PERSON.—The term
‘United States person’ has the meaning given
such term in section 3077.’’.
(c) STATUTE OF LIMITATIONS.—Chapter 213
of title 18, United States Code is amended by
adding at the end the following:
‘‘§ 3302. Religious persecution
‘‘No person may be prosecuted, tried, or
punished for a violation of section 2443 unless the indictment or the information is
filed not later than 10 years after the commission of the offense.’’.
AMENDMENTS.—Title
18,
(d)
CLERICAL
United States Code, is amended—
(1) in the table of sections for chapter 118,
by adding at the end the following:
‘‘2443. Religious persecution.’’.
(2) in the table of sections for chapter 213,
by adding at the end the following:
‘‘3302. Religious persecution.’’.
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SEC. 5. REFORM AND REAUTHORIZATION OF
UNITED STATES COMMISSION ON
INTERNATIONAL RELIGIOUS FREEDOM.
(a) ESTABLISHMENT AND COMPOSITION.—
(1) LEADERSHIP.—Section 201(d) of the

International Religious Freedom Act of 1998
(22 U.S.C. 6431(d)) is amended to read as follows:
‘‘(d) ELECTION OF CHAIR.—At the first meeting of the Commission after May 30 of each
year, a majority of the members of the Commission present and voting shall elect the
Chair and Vice Chair of the Commission,
subject to the following requirements:
‘‘(1) INITIAL ELECTIONS.—At the first meeting of the Commission after May 30, 2016, the
members of the Commission shall elect—
‘‘(A) as Chair, a member of the Commission
who was appointed by an elected official of
the political party that is not the political
party of the President; and
‘‘(B) as Vice Chair, a member of the Commission who was appointed by an elected official of the political party of the President.
‘‘(2) FUTURE ELECTIONS.—
‘‘(A) NEXT ELECTION.—At the first meeting
of the Commission after May 30, 2017, the
members of the Commission shall elect—
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‘‘(i) as Chair, a member of the Commission
who was appointed by an elected official of
the political party of the President; and
‘‘(ii) as Vice Chair, a member of the Commission who was appointed by an elected official of the political party that is not the
political party of the President.
‘‘(B) SUBSEQUENT ELECTIONS.—After the
election described in subparagraph (A), the
positions of Chair and Vice Chair shall continue to rotate on an annual basis between
members of the Commission appointed by
elected officials of each political party.
‘‘(3) TERM LIMITS.—No member of the Commission is eligible to be elected as—
‘‘(A) Chair of the Commission for a second
term; or
‘‘(B) Vice Chair of the Commission for a
second term.’’.
(2) ATTENDANCE AT MEETINGS OF AMBASSADOR AT LARGE FOR INTERNATIONAL RELIGIOUS FREEDOM.—Section 201(f) of such Act
(22 U.S.C. 6431(f)) is amended by adding at
the end the following: ‘‘The Ambassador at
Large shall be given advance notice of all
Commission meetings and may attend all
Commission meetings as a nonvoting member of the Commission.’’.
(3) APPOINTMENTS IN CASES OF VACANCIES.—
Section 201(g) of such Act (22 U.S.C. 6431(g))
is amended by striking the second sentence.
(b) POWERS OF THE COMMISSION.—Section
203(e) of the International Religious Freedom Act of 1998 (22 U.S.C. 6432a(e)) is amended to read as follows:
‘‘(e) VIEWS OF THE COMMISSION.—
‘‘(1) PRIVATE SPEECH.—Members of the
Commission may speak in their capacity as
private citizens. A member of the Commission may be identified as a member of the
Commission when making oral or written
statements in their private or other professional capacity if the member states clearly
that the statement—
‘‘(A) is not on behalf of the Commission;
and
‘‘(B) does not necessarily reflect the views
of the Commission.
‘‘(2) OFFICIAL STATEMENTS.—
‘‘(A) WRITTEN STATEMENTS.—All statements on behalf of the Commission shall be
issued in writing over the names of the members of the Commission.
‘‘(B) STATUTORY AUTHORITY.—In its written
statements, the Commission shall clearly describe its statutory authority, distinguishing
that authority from that of appointed or
elected officials of the United States Government. Oral statements of the Commission
shall include a similar description, to the extent practicable.
‘‘(C) CONSENSUS.—Members of the Commission shall make every effort to reach consensus on all oral or written statements on
behalf of the Commission.
‘‘(D) APPROVAL.—All views of the Commission on pending legislation or any other matter under the jurisdiction of the Commission
shall be approved by an affirmative vote of
at least 6 of the 9 members of the Commission. Each member of the Commission may
include the individual or dissenting views of
the member.
‘‘(E) ACCURACY.—All oral or written statements by members or staff of the Commission on behalf of the Commission, including
testimony, press releases, articles, and public or private correspondence, shall accurately reflect approved views of the Commission in accordance with subparagraph (D).’’.
(c) COMMISSION PERSONNEL MATTERS.—Section 204 of the International Religious Freedom Act of 1998 (22 U.S.C.6432b) is amended—
(1) in subsection (a)—
(A) by striking ‘‘or terminate an Executive
Director’’ and inserting ‘‘an Executive Director and additional personnel’’; and
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(B) by adding at the end the following:
‘‘The decision to terminate an Executive Director and additional personnel shall be
made by an affirmative vote of at least 5 of
the 9 members of the Commission.’’;
(2) by redesignating subsections (b)
through (g) as subsections (c) through (h);
(3) by inserting after subsection (a) the following:
‘‘(b) EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR.—
‘‘(1) APPOINTMENT.—Not later than 60 days
after the date of the enactment of the FIRST
Freedom Act, the Commission shall appoint
an Executive Director by an affirmative vote
of at least 6 of the 9 members of the Commission.
‘‘(2) TERM OF SERVICE.—Each Executive Director—
‘‘(A) may serve for a 4-year term; and
‘‘(B) may serve an additional, consecutive
4-year term if reappointed by the Commission by an affirmative vote of at least 6 of
the 9 members of the Commission.’’.
(4) in subsection (d), as redesignated, by
striking ‘‘and the Executive Director’’;
(5) in subsection (g), as redesignated, by
striking ‘‘the commission, for the executive
director,’’ and inserting ‘‘the Commission,
for the Executive Director,’’; and
(6) in subsection (h), as redesignated—
(A) by striking ‘‘For purposes’’ and inserting the following:
‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—For purposes’’;
(B) by inserting ‘‘(including discrimination
on the bases of race, color, religion, sex, national origin, age, or disability)’’ after ‘‘employment discrimination’’; and
(C) by adding at the end the following:
‘‘(2) TREATMENT OF DISCRIMINATION ON
BASIS OF SEXUAL ORIENTATION OR GENDER
IDENTITY.—In applying paragraph (1) to

rights and protections that pertain to employment discrimination on the basis of sex,
and the remedies and procedures available to
address alleged violations of such rights and
protections, the laws, rules, and regulations
that provide such rights and protections to
employees whose pay is disbursed by the Secretary of the Senate or the Chief Administrative Officer of the House of Representatives shall be deemed to recognize discrimination on the basis of sexual orientation or
gender identity as forms of discrimination
on the basis of sex and shall treat such discrimination in the same manner as discrimination on the basis of sex.’’.
(d) REPORT OF COMMISSION.—Section 205 of
the International Religious Freedom Act of
1998 (22 U.S.C. 6433) is amended—
(1) in subsection (a), by striking ‘‘Not later
than May 1 of each year,’’ and inserting
‘‘Each year, between 30 and 90 days after the
publication of the Department of State’s Annual Report on International Religious Freedom,’’; and
(2) by amending subsection (c) to read as
follows:
‘‘(c) INDIVIDUAL OR DISSENTING VIEWS.—
Members of the Commission shall make
every effort to reach consensus on the report
under this section. When such consensus is
not possible, the report shall be approved by
an affirmative vote of at least 6 of the 9
members of the Commission. Each member
of the Commission may include the individual or dissenting views of the member in
the report.’’.
(e) APPLICABILITY OF THE FREEDOM OF INFORMATION ACT.—
(1) Section 206 of the International Religious Freedom Act of 1998 (22 U.S.C. 6434) is
amended—
(A) by inserting ‘‘(a) FEDERAL ADVISORY
COMMITTEE ACT’’ before ‘‘The’’; and
(B) by adding at the end the following:
‘‘(b) FREEDOM OF INFORMATION ACT.—Notwithstanding section 551 of title 5, United
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States Code, the Commission shall be considered to be an agency for purposes of section
552 of such title.’’.
(f) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.—
Section 207(a) of the International Religious
Freedom Act of 1998 (22 U.S.C. 6435(a)) is
amended by striking ‘‘2015’’ and inserting
‘‘2017’’.
(g) TERMINATION.—Section 209 of the International Religious Freedom Act of 1998 (22
U.S.C. 6436) is amended by striking ‘‘September 30, 2015’’ and inserting ‘‘September
30, 2017’’.
f

SUBMITTED RESOLUTIONS
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SENATE RESOLUTION 228—DESIGNATING
SEPTEMBER
2015
AS
‘‘NATIONAL
OVARIAN
CANCER
AWARENESS MONTH’’
Ms. AYOTTE (for herself, Ms. STABENOW, Ms. BALDWIN, Mrs. BOXER, Mr.
BROWN, Mr. BURR, Mr. COONS, Mr. DURBIN, Mrs. FEINSTEIN, Mr. MORAN, Mr.
PETERS, Mr. RUBIO, Mr. SCHUMER, and
Mr. MENENDEZ) submitted the following resolution; which was referred
to the Committee on the Judiciary:
S. RES. 228
Whereas ovarian cancer is the deadliest of
all gynecologic cancers;
Whereas ovarian cancer is the fifth leading
cause of cancer deaths among women in the
United States;
Whereas, in 2015, approximately 21,290 new
cases of ovarian cancer will be diagnosed,
and 14,180 women will die of ovarian cancer
in the United States;
Whereas the mortality rate for ovarian
cancer has not significantly decreased since
the ‘‘War on Cancer’’ was declared more than
40 years ago;
Whereas 25 percent of women will die within 1 year of diagnosis with ovarian cancer
and over 50 percent will die within 5 years;
Whereas while there is the mammogram to
detect breast cancer and the Pap smear to
detect cervical cancer, there is no reliable
early detection test for ovarian cancer;
Whereas the lack of an early detection test
means that approximately 80 percent of
cases of ovarian cancer are detected at an
advanced stage;
Whereas all women are at risk for ovarian
cancer, and approximately 20 percent of
women diagnosed with ovarian cancer have a
hereditary predisposition to ovarian cancer,
which places them at even higher risk;
Whereas scientists and physicians have uncovered changes in the BRCA genes that
some women inherit from their parents,
which may make them 30 times more likely
to develop ovarian cancer;
Whereas the family history of a woman has
been found to play an important role in accurately assessing the risk of that woman of
developing ovarian cancer and medical experts believe that family history should be
taken into consideration during the annual
well woman visit of any woman;
Whereas many experts in health prevention now recommend genetic testing for
young women with a family history of breast
and ovarian cancer;
Whereas women who know they are at high
risk of breast and ovarian cancer may undertake prophylactic measures to help reduce
the risk of developing these diseases;
Whereas the Society of Gynecologic Oncology now recommends that all women diagnosed with ovarian cancer receive counseling
and genetic testing;
Whereas many people are unaware that the
symptoms of ovarian cancer often include
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bloating, pelvic or abdominal pain, difficulty
eating or feeling full quickly, urinary symptoms, and several other symptoms that are
easily confused with other diseases;
Whereas awareness of the symptoms of
ovarian cancer by women and health care
providers can lead to a quicker diagnosis;
Whereas, in June 2007, the first national
consensus statement on ovarian cancer
symptoms was developed to provide consistency in describing symptoms to make it
easier for women to learn and remember the
symptoms; and
Whereas each year during the month of
September, the Ovarian Cancer National Alliance and partner members hold a number
of events to increase public awareness of
ovarian cancer: Now, therefore, be it
Resolved, That the Senate—
(1) designates September 2015 as ‘‘National
Ovarian Cancer Awareness Month’’; and
(2) supports the goals and ideals of National Ovarian Cancer Awareness Month.
f

SENATE RESOLUTION 229—DESIGNATING
JULY
26,
2015,
AS
‘‘UNITED STATES INTELLIGENCE
PROFESSIONALS DAY’’
Mr. WARNER (for himself, Ms. MIKULSKI, Mr. BURR, Mrs. FEINSTEIN, Mr.
BLUNT, Mr. RISCH, Mr. DURBIN, Mr.
KAINE, Mr. KING, Mr. RUBIO, Mr. WHITEHOUSE, Mr. LANKFORD, Mr. HEINRICH,
Mr. COTTON, and Ms. HIRONO) submitted
the following resolution; which was
considered and agreed to:
S. RES. 229
Whereas on July 26, 1908, Attorney General
Charles Bonaparte ordered newly-hired Federal investigators to report to the Office of
the Chief Examiner of the Department of
Justice, which subsequently was renamed
the Federal Bureau of Investigation;
Whereas on July 26, 1947, President Truman signed the National Security Act of 1947
(50 U.S.C. 3001 et seq.), creating the Department of Defense, the National Security
Council, the Central Intelligence Agency,
and the Joint Chiefs of Staff, thereby laying
the foundation for today’s intelligence community;
Whereas the National Security Act of 1947,
which appears in title 50 of the United States
Code, governs the definition, composition,
responsibilities, authorities, and oversight of
the intelligence community of the United
States;
Whereas the intelligence community is defined by section 3(4) of the National Security
Act of 1947 (50 U.S.C. 3003(4)) to include the
Office of the Director of National Intelligence, the Central Intelligence Agency, the
National Security Agency, the Defense Intelligence Agency, the National Geospatial-Intelligence Agency, the National Reconnaissance Office, other offices within the Department of Defense for the collection of specialized national intelligence through reconnaissance programs, the intelligence elements of
the Army, the Navy, the Air Force, the Marine Corps, the Coast Guard, the Federal Bureau of Investigation, the Drug Enforcement
Administration, and the Department of Energy, the Bureau of Intelligence and Research of the Department of State, the Office
of Intelligence and Analysis of the Department of the Treasury, the elements of the
Department of Homeland Security concerned
with the analysis of intelligence information, and other elements as may be designated;
Whereas July 26, 2015, is the 68th anniversary of the signing of the National Security
Act of 1947 (50 U.S.C. 3001 et seq.);
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Whereas the Intelligence Reform and Terrorism Prevention Act of 2004 (Public Law
108–458; 118 Stat. 3638) created the position of
the Director of National Intelligence to serve
as the head of the intelligence community
and to ensure that national intelligence be
timely, objective, independent of political
considerations, and based upon all sources
available;
Whereas Congress has previously passed
joint resolutions, signed by the President, to
designate Peace Officers Memorial Day on
May 15, Patriot Day on September 11, and
other commemorative occasions, to honor
the sacrifices of law enforcement officers and
of those who lost their lives on September 11,
2001;
Whereas the United States has increasingly relied upon the men and women of the
intelligence community to protect and defend the security of the United States in the
decade since the attacks of September 11,
2001;
Whereas the men and women of the intelligence community, both civilian and military, have been increasingly called upon to
deploy to theaters of war in Iraq, Afghanistan, and elsewhere since September 11, 2001;
Whereas numerous intelligence officers of
the elements of the intelligence community
have been injured or killed in the line of
duty;
Whereas intelligence officers of the United
States are routinely called upon to accept
personal hardship and sacrifice in the furtherance of their mission to protect the
United States, to undertake dangerous assignments in the defense of the interests of
the United States, to collect reliable information within prescribed legal authorities
upon which the leaders of the United States
rely in life-and-death situations, and to
‘‘speak truth to power.’’ by providing their
best assessments to decision makers, regardless of political and policy considerations;
Whereas the men and women of the intelligence community have on numerous occasions succeeded in preventing attacks upon
the United States and allies of the United
States, saving numerous innocent lives; and
Whereas intelligence officers of the United
States must of necessity often remain unknown and unrecognized for their substantial achievements and successes: Now, therefore, be it
Resolved, That the Senate—
(1) designates July 26, 2015, as ‘‘United
States Intelligence Professionals Day’’;
(2) acknowledges the courage, fidelity, sacrifice, and professionalism of the men and
women of the intelligence community of the
United States; and
(3) encourages the people of the United
States to observe this day with appropriate
ceremonies and activities.
f

AMENDMENTS SUBMITTED AND
PROPOSED
SA 2284. Mrs. SHAHEEN (for herself and
Mr. KAINE) submitted an amendment intended to be proposed by her to the bill H.R.
22, to amend the Internal Revenue Code of
1986 to exempt employees with health coverage under TRICARE or the Veterans Administration from being taken into account
for purposes of determining the employers to
which the employer mandate applies under
the Patient Protection and Affordable Care
Act; which was ordered to lie on the table.
SA 2285. Mr. WICKER (for himself, Mr.
COCHRAN, and Mrs. FEINSTEIN) submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed by him
to the bill H.R. 22, supra; which was ordered
to lie on the table.
SA 2286. Mr. MARKEY (for himself, Mr.
NELSON, and Mr. BLUMENTHAL) submitted an
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amendment intended to be proposed by him
to the bill H.R. 22, supra; which was ordered
to lie on the table.
SA 2287. Mr. MARKEY (for himself, Mr.
NELSON, and Mr. BLUMENTHAL) submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed by him
to the bill H.R. 22, supra; which was ordered
to lie on the table.
SA 2288. Mr. MARKEY (for himself and Mr.
BLUMENTHAL) submitted an amendment intended to be proposed by him to the bill H.R.
22, supra; which was ordered to lie on the
table.
SA 2289. Mr. WICKER (for himself and Mr.
BOOKER) submitted an amendment intended
to be proposed to amendment SA 2266 submitted by Mr. MCCONNELL and intended to be
proposed to the bill H.R. 22, supra; which was
ordered to lie on the table.
SA 2290. Mr. BROWN submitted an amendment intended to be proposed by him to the
bill H.R. 22, supra; which was ordered to lie
on the table.
SA 2291. Mr. MARKEY (for himself, Mr.
NELSON, and Mr. BLUMENTHAL) submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed by him
to the bill H.R. 22, supra; which was ordered
to lie on the table.
SA 2292. Mr. CRUZ submitted an amendment intended to be proposed by him to the
bill H.R. 22, supra; which was ordered to lie
on the table.
SA 2293. Mrs. FISCHER submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed by her
to the bill H.R. 22, supra; which was ordered
to lie on the table.
SA 2294. Ms. AYOTTE submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed by her
to the bill H.R. 22, supra; which was ordered
to lie on the table.
SA 2295. Mr. RUBIO (for himself and Mr.
LEE) submitted an amendment intended to
be proposed by him to the bill H.R. 22, supra;
which was ordered to lie on the table.
SA 2296. Mr. THUNE submitted an amendment intended to be proposed to amendment
SA 2266 submitted by Mr. MCCONNELL and intended to be proposed to the bill H.R. 22,
supra; which was ordered to lie on the table.
SA 2297. Mr. CRUZ submitted an amendment intended to be proposed by him to the
bill H.R. 22, supra; which was ordered to lie
on the table.
SA 2298. Mr. CRUZ (for himself, Mr. RUBIO,
and Mr. VITTER) submitted an amendment
intended to be proposed by him to the bill
H.R. 22, supra; which was ordered to lie on
the table.
SA 2299. Mr. CRUZ submitted an amendment intended to be proposed by him to the
bill H.R. 22, supra; which was ordered to lie
on the table.
SA 2300. Mr. CRUZ submitted an amendment intended to be proposed by him to the
bill H.R. 22, supra; which was ordered to lie
on the table.
SA 2301. Mr. CRUZ submitted an amendment intended to be proposed by him to the
bill H.R. 22, supra; which was ordered to lie
on the table.
SA 2302. Mr. ROBERTS (for himself, Mr.
ALEXANDER, Mr. BURR, Mr. CORNYN, Mr. COTTON, Mr. GARDNER, Mr. RISCH, Mr. SASSE, Mr.
TILLIS, Mr. BOOZMAN, and Mr. PERDUE) submitted an amendment intended to be proposed by him to the bill H.R. 22, supra; which
was ordered to lie on the table.
SA 2303. Mr. BARRASSO (for himself and
Mr. CRAPO) submitted an amendment intended to be proposed to amendment SA 2266
submitted by Mr. MCCONNELL and intended
to be proposed to the bill H.R. 22, supra;
which was ordered to lie on the table.
SA 2304. Mr. FLAKE submitted an amendment intended to be proposed by him to the
bill H.R. 22, supra; which was ordered to lie
on the table.
SA 2305. Mr. FLAKE (for himself and Mr.
ALEXANDER) submitted an amendment in-
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tended to be proposed by him to the bill H.R.
22, supra; which was ordered to lie on the
table.
SA 2306. Mr. FLAKE submitted an amendment intended to be proposed by him to the
bill H.R. 22, supra; which was ordered to lie
on the table.
SA 2307. Mr. FLAKE (for himself and Mr.
VITTER) submitted an amendment intended
to be proposed by him to the bill H.R. 22,
supra; which was ordered to lie on the table.
SA 2308. Mr. FLAKE submitted an amendment intended to be proposed to amendment
SA 2266 submitted by Mr. MCCONNELL and intended to be proposed to the bill H.R. 22,
supra; which was ordered to lie on the table.
SA 2309. Mr. FLAKE submitted an amendment intended to be proposed to amendment
SA 2266 submitted by Mr. MCCONNELL and intended to be proposed to the bill H.R. 22,
supra; which was ordered to lie on the table.
SA 2310. Mr. FLAKE submitted an amendment intended to be proposed to amendment
SA 2266 submitted by Mr. MCCONNELL and intended to be proposed to the bill H.R. 22,
supra; which was ordered to lie on the table.
SA 2311. Mr. FLAKE submitted an amendment intended to be proposed by him to the
bill H.R. 22, supra; which was ordered to lie
on the table.
SA 2312. Mr. FLAKE (for himself and Mr.
MCCAIN) submitted an amendment intended
to be proposed by him to the bill H.R. 22,
supra; which was ordered to lie on the table.
SA 2313. Mr. MANCHIN submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed to
amendment SA 2266 submitted by Mr.
MCCONNELL and intended to be proposed to
the bill H.R. 22, supra; which was ordered to
lie on the table.
SA 2314. Mrs. SHAHEEN submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed to
amendment SA 2266 submitted by Mr.
MCCONNELL and intended to be proposed to
the bill H.R. 22, supra; which was ordered to
lie on the table.
SA 2315. Ms. STABENOW (for herself, Mr.
BROWN, Mr. PETERS, Mr. REED, and Mr.
MENENDEZ) submitted an amendment intended to be proposed by her to the bill H.R.
22, supra; which was ordered to lie on the
table.
SA 2316. Mr. TOOMEY (for himself and Mr.
MERKLEY) submitted an amendment intended to be proposed by him to the bill H.R.
22, supra; which was ordered to lie on the
table.
SA 2317. Mr. TOOMEY submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed by him
to the bill H.R. 22, supra; which was ordered
to lie on the table.
SA 2318. Mr. TOOMEY submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed by him
to the bill H.R. 22, supra; which was ordered
to lie on the table.
SA 2319. Mr. WYDEN (for himself and Mr.
CRAPO) submitted an amendment intended to
be proposed by him to the bill H.R. 22, supra;
which was ordered to lie on the table.
SA 2320. Mr. WYDEN (for himself and Mr.
CRAPO) submitted an amendment intended to
be proposed by him to the bill H.R. 22, supra;
which was ordered to lie on the table.
SA 2321. Mr. WYDEN (for himself and Mr.
CRAPO) submitted an amendment intended to
be proposed by him to the bill H.R. 22, supra;
which was ordered to lie on the table.
SA 2322. Mr. WYDEN (for himself and Mr.
CRAPO) submitted an amendment intended to
be proposed by him to the bill H.R. 22, supra;
which was ordered to lie on the table.
SA 2323. Mr. WYDEN submitted an amendment intended to be proposed by him to the
bill H.R. 22, supra; which was ordered to lie
on the table.
SA 2324. Mr. PERDUE (for himself and Mr.
SCOTT) submitted an amendment intended to
be proposed by him to the bill H.R. 22, supra;
which was ordered to lie on the table.
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SA 2325. Mrs. GILLIBRAND submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed by her
to the bill H.R. 22, supra; which was ordered
to lie on the table.
SA 2326. Mr. SULLIVAN (for Mr. VITTER
(for himself, Mrs. SHAHEEN, Mr. RISCH, Mr.
COONS, and Mr. PETERS)) proposed an amendment to the bill H.R. 2499, to amend the
Small Business Act to increase access to capital for veteran entrepreneurs, to help create
jobs, and for other purposes.
f

TEXT OF AMENDMENTS
SA 2284. Mrs. SHAHEEN (for herself
and Mr. KAINE) submitted an amendment intended to be proposed by her to
the bill H.R. 22, to amend the Internal
Revenue Code of 1986 to exempt employees with health coverage under
TRICARE or the Veterans Administration from being taken into account for
purposes of determining the employers
to which the employer mandate applies
under the Patient Protection and Affordable Care Act; which was ordered
to lie on the table; as follows:
At the end of division F, insert the following:
SEC. ll. SENSE OF THE SENATE ON SEQUESTRATION.

It is the Sense of the Senate that—
(1) the Nation’s fiscal challenges are a top
priority for Congress, and sequestration,
non-strategic, across-the-board budget cuts,
remains an unreasonable and inadequate
budgeting tool to address the Nation’s deficits and debt;
(2) sequestration relief must be accomplished for fiscal years 2016 and 2017;
(3) sequestration relief should include
equal defense and non-defense relief; and
(4) sequestration relief should be offset
through targeted changes in mandatory and
discretionary categories and revenues.

SA 2285. Mr. WICKER (for himself,
Mr. COCHRAN, and Mrs. FEINSTEIN) submitted an amendment intended to be
proposed by him to the bill H.R. 22, to
amend the Internal Revenue Code of
1986 to exempt employees with health
coverage under TRICARE or the Veterans Administration from being taken
into account for purposes of determining the employers to which the employer mandate applies under the Patient Protection and Affordable Care
Act; which was ordered to lie on the
table; as follows:
At the appropriate place, insert the following:
SEC. lll. DISBURSEMENT AUTHORITY FOR THE
NATIONAL TELECOMMUNICATIONS
AND INFORMATION ADMINISTRATION.
(a) IN GENERAL.—Notwithstanding section

1552 of title 31, United States Code, funds
made available for the Broadband Technology Opportunities Program (including
funds that have expired, but have not been
cancelled) under title II of division A of the
American Recovery and Reinvestment Act of
2009 (Public Law 111–5) shall remain available for expenditure through fiscal year 2020
for the purpose of liquidating valid obligations of active grants under such program.
(b) DEFINED TERM.—In this section, the
term ‘‘active grants’’ means grants for which
the period of performance has expired but
are not finally closed out.

SA 2286. Mr. MARKEY (for himself,
Mr. NELSON, and Mr. BLUMENTHAL) submitted an amendment intended to be
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proposed by him to the bill H.R. 22, to
amend the Internal Revenue Code of
1986 to exempt employees with health
coverage under TRICARE or the Veterans Administration from being taken
into account for purposes of determining the employers to which the employer mandate applies under the Patient Protection and Affordable Care
Act; which was ordered to lie on the
table; as follows:
On page 582, between lines 13 and 14, insert
the following:
SEC. 34216. PUBLIC AVAILABILITY OF EARLY
WARNING DATA.
(a) RULEMAKING.—Not later than 2 years

after the date of the enactment of this Act,
the Secretary of Transportation shall promulgate regulations establishing categories
of information provided to the Secretary
under section 30166(m) of title 49, United
States Code, as amended by section 34217,
which shall be made available to the public.
The Secretary may establish categories of
information that are exempt from public disclosure under section 552(b) of title 5, United
States Code.
(b) CONSULTATION.—In conducting the rulemaking under subsection (a), the Secretary
shall consult with—
(1) the Director of the Office of Government Information Services of the National
Archives and Records Administration; and
(2) the Director of the Office of Information Policy of the Department of Justice.
(c) PRESUMPTION.—In promulgating regulations under subsection (a), vehicle safety defect information related to incidents involving death or injury shall presumptively not
be eligible for protection under section 552(b)
of title 5, United States Code.
(d) NULLIFICATION OF PRIOR REGULATIONS.—
Beginning 2 years after the date of the enactment of this Act, the regulations establishing early warning reporting class determinations in appendix C of part 512 of title
49, Code of Federal Regulations, shall have
no force or effect.
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SEC. 34217. ADDITIONAL EARLY WARNING REPORTING REQUIREMENTS.

Section 30166(m) is amended—
(1) in paragraph (3)(C)—
(A) by striking ‘‘The manufacturer’’ and
inserting the following:
‘‘(i) IN GENERAL.—The manufacturer’’; and
(B) by adding at the end the following:
‘‘(ii) FATAL INCIDENTS.—If an incident described in clause (i) involves a fatality, the
Secretary shall require the manufacturer to
submit, as part of its incident report—
‘‘(I) all initial claim or notice documents
(as defined by the Secretary through regulation) except media reports, that notified the
manufacturer of the incident;
‘‘(II) any police reports or other documents
that—
‘‘(aa) describe or reconstruct the incident
(as defined by the Secretary through regulation);
‘‘(bb) relate to the initial claim or notice
(except for documents that are protected by
attorney-client privilege or work product
privileges that are not already publicly
available); and
‘‘(cc) are in the physical possession or control of the manufacturer at the time the incident report is submitted; and
‘‘(III) any police reports or other documents that describe or reconstruct the incident that are obtained by the manufacturer
after the submission of its incident report.’’;
(2) in paragraph (4), by amending subparagraph (C) to read as follows:
‘‘(C) DISCLOSURE.—The information provided to the Secretary under this subsection—
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‘‘(i) shall be disclosed publicly after the
Secretary redacts or confirms the redaction
of any information that is withholdable
under sections 552 and 552a of title 5; and
‘‘(ii) shall be entered into the early warning reporting database in a manner specified
by the Secretary through regulation that is
searchable by manufacturer name, vehicle or
equipment make and model name, model
year, and reported system or component.’’;
and
(3) by adding at the end the following:
‘‘(6) PUBLIC DISCLOSURE OF INFORMATION.—
Any requirement for the Secretary to publicly disclose information under this subsection shall be construed in a manner that
is consistent with the requirements under
sections 552 and 552a of title 5.’’.

SA 2287. Mr. MARKEY (for himself,
Mr. NELSON, and Mr. BLUMENTHAL) submitted an amendment intended to be
proposed by him to the bill H.R. 22, to
amend the Internal Revenue Code of
1986 to exempt employees with health
coverage under TRICARE or the Veterans Administration from being taken
into account for purposes of determining the employers to which the employer mandate applies under the Patient Protection and Affordable Care
Act; which was ordered to lie on the
table; as follows:
Beginning on page 450, strike line 13 and
all that follows through page 453, line 16.

SA 2288. Mr. MARKEY (for himself
and Mr. BLUMENTHAL) submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed by
him to the bill H.R. 22, to amend the
Internal Revenue Code of 1986 to exempt employees with health coverage
under TRICARE or the Veterans Administration from being taken into account for purposes of determining the
employers to which the employer mandate applies under the Patient Protection and Affordable Care Act; which
was ordered to lie on the table; as follows:
At the end of subtitle D of title XXXIV,
add the following:
PART IV—SPY CAR ACT OF 2015
SEC. 34441. SHORT TITLE.

This part may be cited as the ‘‘Security
and Privacy in Your Car Act of 2015’’ or the
‘‘SPY Car Act of 2015’’.
SEC. 34442. CYBERSECURITY STANDARDS FOR
MOTOR VEHICLES.
(a) IN GENERAL.—Chapter 301 is amended—

(1) in section 30102(a)—
(A) by redesignating paragraphs (4)
through (11) as paragraphs (10) through (17),
respectively;
(B) by redesignating paragraphs (1)
through (3) as paragraphs (4) through (6), respectively;
(C) by inserting before paragraph (3), as redesignated, the following:
‘‘(1) ‘Administrator’ means the Administrator of the National Highway Traffic Safety Administration;
‘‘(2) ‘Commission’ means the Federal Trade
Commission;
‘‘(3) ‘critical software systems’ means software systems that can affect the driver’s
control of the vehicle movement;’’; and
(D) by inserting after paragraph (6), as redesignated, the following:
‘‘(7) ‘driving data’ include, but are not limited to, any electronic information collected
about—
‘‘(A) a vehicle’s status, including, but not
limited to, its location or speed; and
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‘‘(B) any owner, lessee, driver, or passenger
of a vehicle;
‘‘(8) ‘entry points’ include, but are not limited to, means by which—
‘‘(A) driving data may be accessed, directly
or indirectly; or
‘‘(B) control signals may be sent or received either wirelessly or through wired
connections;
‘‘(9) ‘hacking’ means the unauthorized access to electronic controls or driving data,
either wirelessly or through wired connections;’’; and
(2) by adding at the end the following:
‘‘§ 30129. Cybersecurity standards
‘‘(a) CYBERSECURITY STANDARDS.—
‘‘(1) REQUIREMENT.—All motor vehicles
manufactured for sale in the United States
on or after the date that is 2 years after the
date on which final regulations are prescribed pursuant to section 2(b)(2) of the SPY
Car Act of 2015 shall comply with the cybersecurity standards set forth in paragraphs (2)
through (4).
‘‘(2) PROTECTION AGAINST HACKING.—
‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—All entry points to the
electronic systems of each motor vehicle
manufactured for sale in the United States
shall be equipped with reasonable measures
to protect against hacking attacks.
‘‘(B) ISOLATION MEASURES.—The measures
referred to in subparagraph (A) shall incorporate isolation measures to separate critical software systems from noncritical software systems.
‘‘(C) EVALUATION.—The measures referred
to in subparagraphs (A) and (B) shall be evaluated for security vulnerabilities following
best security practices, including appropriate applications of techniques such as
penetration testing.
‘‘(D) ADJUSTMENT.—The measures referred
to in subparagraphs (A) and (B) shall be adjusted and updated based on the results of
the evaluation described in subparagraph (C).
‘‘(3) SECURITY OF COLLECTED INFORMATION.—All driving data collected by the electronic systems that are built into motor vehicles shall be reasonably secured to prevent
unauthorized access—
‘‘(A) while such data are stored onboard
the vehicle;
‘‘(B) while such data are in transit from
the vehicle to another location; and
‘‘(C) in any subsequent offboard storage or
use.
‘‘(4) DETECTION, REPORTING, AND RESPONDING TO HACKING.—Any motor vehicle that
presents an entry point shall be equipped
with capabilities to immediately detect, report, and stop attempts to intercept driving
data or control the vehicle.
‘‘(b) PENALTIES.—A person that violates
this section is liable to the United States
Government for a civil penalty of not more
than $5,000 for each violation in accordance
with section 30165.’’.
(b) RULEMAKING.—
(1) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 18 months
after the date of the enactment of this Act,
the Administrator of the National Highway
Traffic Safety Administration, after consultation with the Federal Trade Commission, shall issue a Notice of Proposed Rulemaking to carry out section 30129 of title 49,
United States Code, as added by subsection
(a).
(2) FINAL REGULATIONS.—Not later than 3
years after the date of the enactment of this
Act, the Administrator, after consultation
with the Commission, shall issue final regulations to carry out section 30129 of title 49,
United States Code, as added by subsection
(a).
(3) UPDATES.—Not later than 3 years after
final regulations are issued pursuant to paragraph (2) and not less frequently than once
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every 3 years thereafter, the Administrator,
after consultation with the Commission,
shall—
(A) review the regulations issued pursuant
to paragraph (2); and
(B) update such regulations, as necessary.
(c) CLERICAL AMENDMENT.—The table of
sections for chapter 301 is amended by striking the item relating to section 30128 and inserting the following:
‘‘30128. Vehicle rollover prevention and crash
mitigation.
‘‘30129. Cybersecurity standards.’’.
AMENDMENT.—Section
(d)
CONFORMING
30165(a)(1) is amended by inserting ‘‘30129,’’
after ‘‘30127,’’.
SEC. 34443. CYBER DASHBOARD.
(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 32302 is amended

by inserting after subsection (b) the following:
‘‘(c) CYBER DASHBOARD.—
‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—All motor vehicles manufactured for sale in the United States on or
after the date that is 2 years after the date
on which final regulations are prescribed
pursuant to section 3(b)(2) of the SPY Car
Act of 2015 shall display a ‘cyber dashboard’,
as a component of the label required to be affixed to each motor vehicle under section
32908(b).
‘‘(2) FEATURES.—The cyber dashboard required under paragraph (1) shall inform consumers, through an easy-to-understand,
standardized graphic, about the extent to
which the motor vehicle protects the cybersecurity and privacy of motor vehicle owners, lessees, drivers, and passengers beyond
the minimum requirements set forth in section 30129 of this title and in section 27 of the
Federal Trade Commission Act.’’.
(b) RULEMAKING.—
(1) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 18 months
after the date of the enactment of this Act,
the Administrator of the National Highway
Traffic Safety Administration, after consultation with the Federal Trade Commission, shall prescribe regulations for the cybersecurity and privacy information required
to be displayed under section 32302(c) of title
49, United States Code, as added by subsection (a).
(2) FINAL REGULATIONS.—Not later than 3
years after the date of the enactment of this
Act, the Administrator, after consultation
with the Commission, shall issue final regulations to carry out section 32302 of title 49,
United States Code, as added by subsection
(a).
(3) UPDATES.—Not less frequently than
once every 3 years, the Administrator, after
consultation with the Commission, shall—
(A) review the regulations issued pursuant
to paragraph (2); and
(B) update such regulations, as necessary.
SEC. 34444. PRIVACY STANDARDS FOR MOTOR VEHICLES.
(a) IN GENERAL.—The Federal Trade Com-

mission Act (15 U.S.C. 41 et seq.) is amended
by inserting after section 26 (15 U.S.C. 57c–2)
the following:
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‘‘SEC. 27. PRIVACY STANDARDS FOR MOTOR VEHICLES.
‘‘(a) IN GENERAL.—All motor vehicles man-

ufactured for sale in the United States on or
after the date that is 2 years after the date
on which final regulations are prescribed
pursuant to subsection (e) shall comply with
the features required under subsections (b)
through (d).
‘‘(b) TRANSPARENCY.—Each motor vehicle
shall provide clear and conspicuous notice,
in clear and plain language, to the owners or
lessees of such vehicle of the collection,
transmission, retention, and use of driving
data collected from such motor vehicle.
‘‘(c) CONSUMER CONTROL.—
‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—Subject to paragraphs (2)
and (3), owners or lessees of motor vehicles
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shall be given the option of terminating the
collection and retention of driving data.
‘‘(2) ACCESS TO NAVIGATION TOOLS.—If a
motor vehicle owner or lessee decides to terminate the collection and retention of driving data under paragraph (1), the owner or
lessee shall not lose access to navigation
tools or other features or capabilities, to the
extent technically possible.
‘‘(3) EXCEPTION.—Paragraph (1) shall not
apply to driving data stored as part of the
electronic data recorder system or other
safety systems on-board the motor vehicle
that are required for post-incident investigations, emissions history checks, crash avoidance or mitigation, or other regulatory compliance programs.
‘‘(d) LIMITATION ON USE OF PERSONAL DRIVING INFORMATION.—
‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—A manufacturer (including an original equipment manufacturer)
may not use any information collected by a
motor vehicle for advertising or marketing
purposes without affirmative express consent
by the owner or lessee.
‘‘(2) REQUESTS.—Consent requests under
paragraph (1)—
‘‘(A) shall be clear and conspicuous;
‘‘(B) shall be made in clear and plain language; and
‘‘(C) may not be a condition for the use of
any nonmarketing feature, capability, or
functionality of the motor vehicle.
‘‘(e) ENFORCEMENT.—A violation of this
section shall be treated as an unfair and deceptive act or practice in violation of a rule
prescribed under section 18(a)(1)(B).’’.
(b) RULEMAKING.—
(1) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 18 months
after the date of the enactment of this Act,
the Federal Trade Commission, after consultation with the Administrator of the National Highway Traffic Safety Administration, shall prescribe regulations, in accordance with section 553 of title 5, United States
Code, to carry out section 27 of the Federal
Trade Commission Act, as added by subsection (a).
(2) FINAL REGULATIONS.—Not later than 3
years after the date of the enactment of this
Act, the Commission, after consultation
with the Administrator, shall issue final regulations, in accordance with section 553 of
title 5, United States Code, to carry out section 27 of the Federal Trade Commission Act,
as added by subsection (a).
(3) UPDATES.—Not less frequently than
once every 3 years, the Commission, after
consultation with the Administrator, shall—
(A) review the regulations prescribed pursuant to paragraph (2); and
(B) update such regulations, as necessary.

SA 2289. Mr. WICKER (for himself
and Mr. BOOKER) submitted an amendment intended to be proposed to
amendment SA 2266 submitted by Mr.
MCCONNELL and intended to be proposed to the bill H.R. 22, to amend the
Internal Revenue Code of 1986 to exempt employees with health coverage
under TRICARE or the Veterans Administration from being taken into account for purposes of determining the
employers to which the employer mandate applies under the Patient Protection and Affordable Care Act; which
was ordered to lie on the table; as follows:
On page 33, line 25, strike ‘‘65 percent’’and
‘‘64 percent’’.
On page 34, line 2, strike ‘‘29 percent’’ and
insert ‘‘30 percent’’.
On page 41, line 3, strike ‘‘55 percent’’ and
insert ‘‘67 percent’’.
On page 41, line 8, strike ‘‘45 percent’’ and
insert ‘‘33 percent’’.
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On page 41, strike lines 10 through 15 and
insert the following:
(B) by striking paragraph (3) and inserting
the following:
‘‘(3) ACCESS TO FUNDS FOR AREAS OF UNDER
200,000 POPULATION.—For purposes of clauses
(ii) and (iii) of paragraph (1)(A), excluding
funds a State has suballocated to metropolitan areas in the areas in described in those
clauses, before obligating funding for an area
with a population of less than 200,000, each
State, in coordination with local interested
parties, shall carry out an open and transparent competitive grant process to allow
local governments, metropolitan planning
organizations, regional transportation authorities, transit agencies, regional transportation planning organizations, and tribal
governments to submit projects for funding
that achieve the objectives established by
the State and the relevant metropolitan
planning organization for the performancebased planning process.’’;

SA 2290. Mr. BROWN submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed by
him to the bill H.R. 22, to amend the
Internal Revenue Code of 1986 to exempt employees with health coverage
under TRICARE or the Veterans Administration from being taken into account for purposes of determining the
employers to which the employer mandate applies under the Patient Protection and Affordable Care Act; which
was ordered to lie on the table; as follows:
At the appropriate place, insert the following:
SEC. llll. REDUCTION OF APPORTIONMENT
FOR CERTAIN FEDERAL-AID HIGHWAY PROGRAMS.

Section 104 of title 23, United States Code,
is amended by adding at the end the following:
‘‘(h) REDUCTION OF APPORTIONMENT FOR
CERTAIN FEDERAL-AID HIGHWAY PROGRAMS.—
The amount apportioned to a State under
paragraphs (1) and (2) of subsection (b) shall
be reduced by an amount equal to 5 percent
of those funds—
‘‘(1) effective beginning on October 1 of the
first fiscal year beginning after the date of
enactment of this subsection, for each fiscal
year in which the State issues a license plate
that contains an image of a flag of the Confederate States of America, including the
Battle Flag of the Confederate States of
America; and
‘‘(2) effective beginning on October 1 of the
second fiscal year beginning after the date of
enactment of this subsection, for each fiscal
year in which the State allows a license
plate described in paragraph (1) and issued
by the State before the first fiscal year referred to in that paragraph to be displayed
on a motor vehicle registered in the State.’’.

SA 2291. Mr. MARKEY (for himself,
Mr. NELSON, and Mr. BLUMENTHAL) submitted an amendment intended to be
proposed by him to the bill H.R. 22, to
amend the Internal Revenue Code of
1986 to exempt employees with health
coverage under TRICARE or the Veterans Administration from being taken
into account for purposes of determining the employers to which the employer mandate applies under the Patient Protection and Affordable Care
Act; which was ordered to lie on the
table; as follows:
Strike section 34205 and insert the following:
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(a) STATE NOTIFICATION OF OPEN SAFETY
RECALLS.—
(1) GRANT PROGRAM.—Not later than 2
years after the date of the enactment of this
Act, the Secretary shall establish a grant
program for States to notify registered
motor vehicle owners of safety recalls issued
by the manufacturers of those motor vehicles.
(2) ELIGIBILITY.—To be eligible for a grant
under this subsection, a State shall—
(A) submit an application in such form and
manner as the Secretary shall prescribe;
(B) agree that when a motor vehicle owner
registers the motor vehicle for use in that
State, the State will—
(i) search the recall database maintained
by the National Highway Traffic Safety Administration using the motor vehicle identification number;
(ii) determine all safety recalls issued by
the manufacturer of that motor vehicle that
have not been completed; and
(iii) notify the motor vehicle owner of the
safety recalls described in clause (ii); and
(C) provide such other information or notification as the Secretary may require.
(b) RECALL COMPLETION PILOT GRANT PROGRAM.—
(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall conduct a pilot program to evaluate the feasibility and effectiveness of a State process for
increasing the recall completion rate for
motor vehicles by requiring each owner or
lessee of a motor vehicle to have repaired
any open recall on that motor vehicle.
(2) GRANTS.—To carry out the program
under this subsection, the Secretary shall
award a grant to a State to be used to implement the pilot program described in paragraph (1) in accordance with the requirements under paragraph (3).
(3) ELIGIBILITY.—To be eligible for a grant
under this subsection, a State shall—
(A) submit an application in such form and
manner as the Secretary shall prescribe;
(B) meet the requirements and provide notification of safety recalls to registered
motor vehicle owners under the grant program described in subsection (a);
(C) except as provided in paragraph (4),
agree to require, as a condition of motor vehicle registration, including renewal, that
the motor vehicle owner or lessee complete
all remedies for defects and noncompliance
offered without charge by the manufacturer
or a dealer under section 30120 of title 49,
United States Code; and
(D) provide such other information or notification as the Secretary may require.
(4) EXCEPTION.—A State may exempt a
motor vehicle owner or lessee from the requirement under paragraph (3)(C) if—
(A) the recall occurred not earlier than 75
days before the registration or renewal date;
(B) the manufacturer, through a local dealership, has not provided the motor vehicle
owner or lessee with a reasonable opportunity to complete any applicable safety recall remedy due to a shortage of necessary
parts or qualified labor; or
(C) the motor vehicle owner or lessee
states that the owner or lessee has had no
reasonable opportunity to complete all applicable safety recall remedies, in which case
the State may grant a temporary registration, of not more than 90 days, during which
time the motor vehicle owner or lessee shall
complete all applicable safety recall remedies for which the necessary parts and
qualified labor are available.
(5) AWARD.—In selecting an applicant for a
grant under this subsection, the Secretary
shall consider the State’s methodology for—
(A) determining safety recalls on a motor
vehicle;
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(B) informing the owner or lessee of a
motor vehicle of the safety recalls;
(C) requiring the owner or lessee of a
motor vehicle to repair any safety recall
prior to issuing any registration, approval,
document, or certificate related to a motor
vehicle registration renewal; and
(D) determining performance in increasing
the safety recall completion rate.
(6) PERFORMANCE PERIOD.—A grant awarded
under this subsection shall require a performance period of at least 2 years.
(7) REPORT.—Not later than 90 days after
the completion of the performance period
under paragraph (6) and the obligations
under the pilot program, the grantee shall
submit a performance report to the Secretary that contains such information as the
Secretary considers necessary to evaluate
the extent to which safety recalls have been
remedied.
(8) EVALUATION.—Not later than 1 year
after the date on which the Secretary receives the report under paragraph (7), the
Secretary shall evaluate the extent to which
safety recalls identified under paragraph (3)
have been remedied.

SA 2292. Mr. CRUZ submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed by
him to the bill H.R. 22, to amend the
Internal Revenue Code of 1986 to exempt employees with health coverage
under TRICARE or the Veterans Administration from being taken into account for purposes of determining the
employers to which the employer mandate applies under the Patient Protection and Affordable Care Act; which
was ordered to lie on the table; as follows:
At the appropriate place in division F, insert the following:
SEC. lll. REQUIREMENTS FOR IANA STEWARDSHIP TRANSITION.
(a) SHORT TITLE.—This section may be

cited as the ‘‘Domain Openness Through
Continued Oversight Matters Act of 2015’’ or
the ‘‘DOTCOM Act of 2015’’.
(b) DEFINITIONS.—In this section:
(1) ASSISTANT SECRETARY.—The term ‘‘Assistant Secretary’’ means the Assistant Secretary of Commerce for Communications and
Information.
(2) ICANN.—The term ‘‘ICANN’’ means the
Internet Corporation for Assigned Names
and Numbers.
(3) JOINT RESOLUTION.—The term ‘‘joint
resolution’’ means a joint resolution—
(A) that does not have a preamble;
(B) the title of which is as follows: ‘‘Joint
resolution approving the proposal relating to
the transition of the stewardship of the
Internet Assigned Numbers Authority functions’’; and
(C) the matter after the resolving clause of
which is as follows: ‘‘That Congress approves
the proposal relating to the transition of the
stewardship of the Internet Assigned Numbers Authority functions as described in the
report of the Assistant Secretary of Commerce for Communications and Information
submitted to Congress on lllllll.’’,
with the blank space being filled with the appropriate date.
(4) LEGISLATIVE DAY.—The term ‘‘legislative day’’ does not include Saturdays, Sundays, legal public holidays, or days either
House of Congress is adjourned for more than
3 days during a session of Congress.
(5) NTIA.—The term ‘‘NTIA’’ means the
National Telecommunications and Information Administration.
(c) REQUIREMENTS FOR IANA STEWARDSHIP
TRANSITION.—Until the date that is 30 legislative days after the submission to Congress
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of the report described in subsection (d), and
unless a joint resolution is enacted on or before that date, the Assistant Secretary may
not permit the NTIA’s role in the performance of the Internet Assigned Numbers Authority functions to terminate, lapse, be cancelled, or otherwise cease to be in effect.
(d) REPORT DESCRIBED.—The report described in this subsection is a report that
contains—
(1) the proposal relating to the transition
of the NTIA’s stewardship of the Internet Assigned Numbers Authority functions that
was developed in a process convened by
ICANN at the request of the NTIA; and
(2) a certification by the Assistant Secretary that—
(A) such proposal—
(i) supports and enhances the multistakeholder model of Internet governance;
(ii) maintains the security, stability, and
resiliency of the Internet domain name system;
(iii) meets the needs and expectations of
the global customers and partners of the
Internet Assigned Numbers Authority services;
(iv) maintains the openness of the Internet; and
(v) does not replace the role of the NTIA
with a government-led or intergovernmental
organization solution; and
(B) the required changes to ICANN’s bylaws contained in the final report of ICANN’s
Cross Community Working Group on Enhancing ICANN Accountability and the
changes to ICANN’s bylaws required by
ICANN’s IANA Stewardship Transition Coordination Group have been adopted.
(e) REQUIREMENT OF CONGRESSIONAL APPROVAL.—
(1) EXPEDITED CONSIDERATION IN THE HOUSE
OF REPRESENTATIVES.—
(A) REPORTING AND DISCHARGE.—
(i) IN GENERAL.—Any committee of the
House of Representatives to which a joint
resolution is referred shall report it to the
House of Representatives not later than 10
days after the date on which the joint resolution is introduced.
(ii) DISCHARGE.—If a committee of the
House of Representatives fails to report a
joint resolution within the period specified
in clause (i), the committee shall be discharged from further consideration of the
joint resolution, and the joint resolution
shall be referred to the appropriate calendar.
(B) PROCEEDING TO CONSIDERATION.—
(i) IN GENERAL.—After each committee authorized to consider a joint resolution reports it to the House of Representatives or
has been discharged from its consideration,
it shall be in order, not later than the 11th
day after the date on which the joint resolution is introduced, to move to proceed to
consider the joint resolution in the House of
Representatives.
(ii) PROCEDURES.—If a motion to proceed to
a joint resolution is made—
(I) all points of order against the motion
are waived;
(II) the motion shall not be in order after
the House has disposed of a motion to proceed on the joint resolution;
(III) the previous question shall be considered as ordered on the motion to its adoption
without intervening motion;
(IV) the motion shall not be debatable; and
(V) a motion to reconsider the vote by
which the motion is disposed of shall not be
in order.
(C) CONSIDERATION.—If the House of Representatives proceeds to a joint resolution—
(i) the joint resolution shall be considered
as read;
(ii) all points of order against the joint resolution and against its consideration are
waived;
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(iii) the previous question shall be considered as ordered on the joint resolution to its
passage without intervening motion, except
2 hours of debate equally divided and controlled by the proponent and an opponent;
(iv) an amendment to the joint resolution
shall not be in order; and
(v) a motion to reconsider the vote on passage of the joint resolution shall not be in
order.
(2) EXPEDITED CONSIDERATION IN THE SENATE.—
(A) REPORTING AND DISCHARGE.—
(i) IN GENERAL.—Any committee of the
Senate to which a joint resolution is referred
shall report it to the Senate not later than 10
days after the date on which the joint resolution is introduced.
(ii) DISCHARGE.—If a committee of the Senate fails to report a joint resolution within
the period specified in clause (i), the committee shall be discharged from further consideration of the joint resolution, and the
joint resolution shall be placed on the calendar.
(B) MOTION TO PROCEED.—
(i) IN GENERAL.—Notwithstanding rule
XXII of the Standing Rules of the Senate, it
is in order, not later than the 11th day after
the date on which the joint resolution is introduced, to move to proceed to consider the
joint resolution in the Senate (even though a
previous motion to the same effect has been
disagreed to).
(ii) PROCEDURES.—If a motion to proceed to
a joint resolution is made—
(I) all points of order against the motion
(and against consideration of the joint resolution) are waived;
(II) the motion is not debatable;
(III) the motion is not subject to a motion
to postpone; and
(IV) a motion to reconsider the vote by
which the motion is agreed to or disagreed to
shall not be in order.
(iii) MOTION AGREED TO.—If a motion to
proceed to the consideration of a joint resolution is agreed to, the joint resolution shall
remain the unfinished business until disposed of.
(C) CONSIDERATION.—If the Senate proceeds
to a joint resolution—
(i) all points of order against the joint resolution are waived;
(ii) consideration of the joint resolution,
and on all debatable motions and appeals in
connection therewith, shall be limited to not
more than 10 hours, which shall be divided
equally between the majority and minority
leaders or their designees;
(iii) a motion further to limit debate is in
order and not debatable; and
(iv) an amendment to the joint resolution,
a motion to postpone, a motion to proceed to
the consideration of other business, or a motion to recommit the joint resolution are not
in order.
(D) VOTE ON PASSAGE.—The vote on passage
shall occur immediately following the conclusion of the debate on a joint resolution,
and a single quorum call at the conclusion of
the debate if requested in accordance with
the rules of the Senate.
(E) RULINGS OF THE CHAIR ON PROCEDURE.—
Appeals from the decisions of the Chair relating to the application of the rules of the
Senate to the procedure relating to a joint
resolution shall be decided without debate.
(3) RULES RELATING TO SENATE AND HOUSE
OF REPRESENTATIVES.—
(A) COORDINATION WITH ACTION BY OTHER
HOUSE.—If, before the passage by one House
of a joint resolution of that House, that
House receives from the other House a joint
resolution—
(i) the joint resolution of the other House
shall not be referred to a committee;
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(ii) with respect to a joint resolution of the
House receiving the resolution—
(I) the procedure in that House shall be the
same as if no joint resolution had been received from the other House; and
(II) the vote on passage shall be on the
joint resolution of the other House.
(B) TREATMENT OF JOINT RESOLUTION OF
OTHER HOUSE.—If one House fails to introduce or consider a joint resolution under this
subsection, the joint resolution of the other
House shall be entitled to expedited floor
procedures under this subsection.
(C) TREATMENT OF COMPANION MEASURES.—
If, following passage of the joint resolution
in the Senate, the Senate then receives the
companion measure from the House of Representatives, the companion measure shall
not be debatable.
(D) CONSIDERATION AFTER PASSAGE.—If the
President vetoes a joint resolution, debate
on a veto message in the Senate under this
subsection shall be 1 hour equally divided between the majority and minority leaders or
their designees.
(4) RULES OF HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES
AND SENATE.—This subsection is enacted by
Congress—
(A) as an exercise of the rulemaking power
of the Senate and House of Representatives,
respectively, and as such it is deemed a part
of the rules of each House, respectively, but
applicable only with respect to the procedure
to be followed in that House in the case of a
joint resolution, and it supersedes other
rules only to the extent that it is inconsistent with such rules; and
(B) with full recognition of the constitutional right of either House to change the
rules (so far as relating to the procedure of
that House) at any time, in the same manner, and to the same extent as in the case of
any other rule of that House.

SA 2293. Mrs. FISCHER submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed by
her to the bill H.R. 22, to amend the Internal Revenue Code of 1986 to exempt
employees with health coverage under
TRICARE or the Veterans Administration from being taken into account for
purposes of determining the employers
to which the employer mandate applies
under the Patient Protection and Affordable Care Act; which was ordered
to lie on the table; as follows:
At the end of title I, add the following:
Subtitle D—American Infrastructure Bank
SEC. 11301. SHORT TITLE.

This subtitle may be cited as the ‘‘Build
USA Act’’.
SEC. 11302. DEFINITIONS.

In this subtitle:
(1) BANK.—The term ‘‘Bank’’ means the
American Infrastructure Bank established
under section 11311(a).
(2) BOARD.—The term ‘‘Board’’ means the
Board of Directors of the Bank.
(3) CORE INFRASTRUCTURE PROJECT.—The
term ‘‘core infrastructure project’’ means a
Federal-aid highway or highway (as those
terms are defined in section 101 of title 23,
United States Code) project of a State that is
eligible for funding under chapter 1 of title
23, United States Code.
(4) STATE.—The term ‘‘State’’ has the
meaning given the term in section 101(a) of
title 23, United States Code.
PART I—AMERICAN INFRASTRUCTURE
BANK
SEC. 11311. ESTABLISHMENT OF AMERICAN INFRASTRUCTURE BANK.
(a) ESTABLISHMENT.—
(1) IN GENERAL.—There is established as a

wholly owned Government corporation sub-
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ject to chapter 91 of title 31, United States
Code (commonly known as the ‘‘Government
Corporation Control Act’’) (except as otherwise provided in this part), a bank to be
known as the ‘‘American Infrastructure
Bank’’.
(2) RESPONSIBILITY OF SECRETARY.—The
Secretary shall take such action as the Secretary determines to be necessary to assist
in implementing the establishment of the
Bank in accordance with this subtitle.
AMENDMENT.—Section
(3)
CONFORMING
9101(3) of title 31, United States Code, is
amended by inserting after subparagraph (N)
the following:
‘‘(O) the American Infrastructure Bank.’’.
(b) BOARD OF DIRECTORS.—
(1) MEMBERSHIP.—
(A) IN GENERAL.—The Bank shall have a bipartisan Board of Directors consisting of—
(i) 4 voting members, 1 of each who shall be
appointed, by and with the advice and consent of the Senate—
(I) by the Majority Leader of the Senate, in
consultation with the Chairperson of the
Committee on Environment and Public
Works of the Senate;
(II) by the Minority Leader of the Senate,
in consultation with the Ranking Member of
the Committee on Environment and Public
Works of the Senate;
(III) by the Speaker of the House of Representatives, in consultation with the Chairperson of the Committee on Transportation
and Infrastructure of the House of Representatives; and
(IV) by the Minority Leader of the House
of Representatives, in consultation with the
Ranking Member of the Committee on
Transportation and Infrastructure of the
House of Representatives; and
(ii) 1 nonvoting member, who shall be the
Secretary (or a designee).
(B) QUALIFICATIONS.—A Board member appointed under subparagraph (A)(i) shall have
relevant expertise in the fields of public or
private finance, infrastructure financing, or
transportation infrastructure policy.
(C) TERM.—A member of the Board shall be
appointed for a term of 3 years.
(D) DATE OF INITIAL APPOINTMENTS.—The
initial appointments to the Board under subparagraph (A)(i) shall be made not later than
180 days after the date of the enactment of
this Act.
(E) VACANCIES.—A vacancy on the Board—
(i) shall not affect the powers of the Board;
and
(ii) shall be filled in the same manner as
the original appointment was made.
(F) MEETINGS.—The Board shall meet at
the call of the chairperson.
(G) QUORUM.—A majority of the members
of the Board shall constitute a quorum.
(H) CHAIRPERSON AND VICE CHAIRPERSON.—
The Board shall select a chairperson and vice
chairperson from among the members of the
Board.
(I) COMPENSATION.—
(i) IN GENERAL.—Subject to clause (ii), the
Secretary shall determine compensation of
members of the Board in a manner that is
consistent with similar compensation for
members of other boards in the Federal Government.
(ii) FEDERAL EMPLOYEES AND OFFICIALS.—A
member of the Commission who is an officer
or employee of the Federal Government shall
serve without compensation in addition to
the compensation received for the services of
the member as an officer or employee of the
Federal Government.
(J) ADMINISTRATIVE COSTS.—
(i) IN GENERAL.—For the first 3 years beginning on the date of the enactment of this
Act, not more than 1⁄2 of 1 percent of the
funds made available under section 11322
shall be used for—
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(I) compensation for members of the Board
under subparagraph (I);
(II) compensation for employees of the
Board;
(III) administrative expenses; and
(IV) any other expenses incurred by the
Bank.
(ii) 3 YEARS AFTER THE DATE OF ENACTMENT.—For any year beginning after the
date that is 3 years after the date of the enactment of this Act, funds from interest received by the Bank shall be used to provide
funds for the expenses described in clause (i).
(2) DUTIES.—The Board shall—
(A) not later than 18 months after the date
of the enactment of this Act, commence operation of the Bank, including by establishing all operational and administrative
parameters of the Bank; and
(B) monitor and exercise oversight of core
infrastructure projects as necessary to
achieve the purposes of the Bank.
(3) POWERS.—The Board shall have the authority—
(A) in accordance with such terms as the
Board determines to be appropriate, to make
senior and subordinated loans, purchase senior and subordinated debt securities, and
enter into a binding commitment to make
any such loan or purchase any such security,
the proceeds of which are used to assist in
the financing or refinancing of the development of 1 or more core infrastructure
projects;
(B) to issue and sell debt securities of the
Bank on such terms as the Board determines
to be appropriate;
(C) to issue public benefit bonds and provide financing to core infrastructure projects
from amounts made available from the
issuance of those bonds;
(D) to make loan guarantees;
(E) to enter into agreements or contracts
with any individual or entity in support of
the business of the Bank;
(F) to purchase in the open market any
outstanding obligation of the Bank at any
time and at any price;
(G) to acquire, lease, pledge, exchange, and
dispose of real and personal property and
otherwise exercise all the usual incidents of
ownership of property to the extent the exercise of those powers are appropriate to, and
consistent with, the purposes of the Bank;
(H) to sue and be sued in a corporate capacity in any court of competent jurisdiction,
except that no attachment, injunction, or
similar process, may be issued against the
property of the Bank or against the Bank
with respect to that property;
(I) to indemnify the members of the Board
for liabilities arising out of the actions of
the Board, in accordance with, and subject to
the limitations contained in, this subtitle;
and
(J) to exercise all other lawful powers that
are necessary or appropriate to carry out,
and are consistent with, the purposes of the
Bank.
(4) LIMITATIONS.—
(A) ISSUANCE OF DEBT SECURITY.—The
Board may not issue any debt security without the consent of the Secretary.
(B) ISSUANCE OF VOTING SECURITY.—The
Board may not issue any voting security in
the Bank.
(c) AUDITS; REPORTS.—
(1) ACCOUNTING.—The book of accounts of
the Bank shall be—
(A) maintained in accordance with generally accepted accounting principles; and
(B) subject to an annual audit by an independent public accountant that is—
(i) appointed by the Board; and
(ii) of nationally recognized standing.
(2) REPORTS.—Not later than 90 days after
the last day of each fiscal year during which
the Bank is in operation, the Board shall
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submit to the President and the appropriate
committees of Congress a report that describes, with respect to the preceding fiscal
year—
(A) the operations of the Bank;
(B) a schedule of the obligations and outstanding capital securities of the Bank, together with a statement of the amounts
issued and redeemed or paid during that fiscal year; and
(C) the status of core infrastructure
projects receiving funding or other assistance pursuant to this subtitle, including disclosure of all entities with a development,
ownership, or operational interest in those
core infrastructure projects.
(3) BOOKS AND RECORDS.—
(A) IN GENERAL.—The Bank shall maintain
adequate books and records to support the financial transactions of the Bank, including a
description, to be maintained on a publically
accessible database, of—
(i) each financial transaction of the Bank
and each core infrastructure project that receives funding from the Bank; and
(ii) the amount of funding for each core infrastructure project.
(B) AUDITS.—The books and records of the
Bank shall be—
(i) maintained in accordance with recommended accounting practices; and
(ii) open to inspection by the Comptroller
General of the United States.

States under subsection (a)(1) to carry out
section 11313.

SEC. 11312. STATE REMITTANCE AGREEMENTS
WITH BANK.
(a) IN GENERAL.—A State may enter into

965 of the Internal Revenue Code of 1986 is
amended to read as follows:
‘‘(f) ELECTION.—
‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—The taxpayer may elect
to apply this section to the 3-taxable year
period beginning with—
‘‘(A) the taxpayer’s last taxable year which
begins before the date of the enactment of
the Build USA Act, or
‘‘(B) the taxpayer’s first taxable year
which begins during the 1-year period beginning on such date of enactment.
‘‘(2) TIME FOR MAKING ELECTION.—Any election made under this section shall be made
on or before the due date (including extensions) for filing the return of tax for the first
taxable year in the 3-taxable year period described in paragraph (1).
‘‘(3) DECLARATION OF AMOUNT REPATRIATED.—An election under this section shall
designate a limitation of the aggregate
amount of dividends to be taken into account under subsection (a) during the 3-taxable year period.’’.
(2) CONFORMING AMENDMENTS.—
(A) EXTRAORDINARY DIVIDENDS.—Section
965(b)(2) of such Code is amended by striking
‘‘June 30, 2003’’ and inserting ‘‘December 31,
2014’’, and
(B) DETERMINATIONS RELATING TO RELATED
PARTY INDEBTEDNESS.—Section 965(b)(3)(B) of
such Code is amended by striking ‘‘October 3,
2004’’ and inserting ‘‘December 31, 2014’’.
(C) DETERMINATIONS RELATING TO BASE PERIOD.—Section 965(c)(2) of such Code is
amended by striking ‘‘June 30, 2003’’ and inserting ‘‘December 31, 2014’’.
(b) AMOUNT OF DEDUCTION.—Paragraph (1)
of section 965(a) of the Internal Revenue
Code of 1986 is amended by striking ‘‘85 percent’’ and inserting ‘‘81.4 percent’’.
(c) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments
made by this section shall apply to taxable
years ending after the date of the enactment
of this Act.

an agreement of not less than 3 years with
the Bank, under which—
(1) the State agrees to remit not less than
60 percent of the total amount of funds received by the State in each year of the 3-year
period from the Federal Government for Federal-aid highway activities under sections
119(d) and 133(b) of title 23, United States
Code;
(2) the Board will issue to the State funds
from the Bank received under section 11322
in an amount equal to 90 percent of the
amount the State remitted to the Bank
under paragraph (1); and
(3) the State will use the funds received
from the Bank under paragraph (2) to carry
out core infrastructure projects in accordance with subsection (b).
(b) STATE DETERMINATION OF COMPLIANCE.—Notwithstanding any other provision
of law, in carrying out a project under subsection (a)(3), a State shall—
(1) have the authority to determine whether the State is in compliance with all Federal requirements of—
(A) environmental approvals relating to
the project;
(B) environmental permits relating to the
project;
(C) section 313 of title 23, United States
Code;
(D) the development and construction of
the project, including—
(i) preliminary design;
(ii) right-of-way acquisition;
(iii) construction engineering; and
(iv) final acceptance of the project;
(E) preapproval for preventative maintenance projects and procedures;
(F) project agreements and modifications
to project agreements; and
(G) consultant procurement services relating to the project;
(2) assume responsibility of and oversight
duties over compliance with the requirements described in paragraph (1); and
(3) to the maximum extent practicable, attempt to carry out the project in compliance
with all Federal requirements.
(c) USE OF STATE-REMITTED FUNDS.—The
Bank shall use an amount equal to 10 percent of the funds remitted to the Bank by
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SEC. 11313. LOANS TO STATES AND UNITS OF
LOCAL GOVERNMENT FOR TRANSPORTATION PROJECTS.
(a) IN GENERAL.—The Bank may grant a

loan to a State or a unit of local government
to carry out a core infrastructure project in
compliance with all applicable Federal laws
and requirements.
(b) SUBMISSION OF APPLICATIONS.—In order
to be eligible to receive a loan under subsection (a), a State or unit of local government shall submit to the Board an application at such time, in such manner, and containing such information as the Board may
reasonably require.
(c) INTEREST RATES FOR LOANS.—The Board
shall—
(1) set the interest rate for a loan provided
under subsection (a); and
(2) ensure that the interest rate remains at
a level that is more favorable than that of
similar infrastructure loans available on the
private market.
PART II—CAPITALIZATION OF BANK
SEC. 11321. ALLOWANCE OF TEMPORARY DIVIDENDS RECEIVED DEDUCTION FOR
DIVIDENDS RECEIVED FROM A CONTROLLED FOREIGN CORPORATION.
(a) APPLICABILITY OF TEMPORARY DIVIDENDS RECEIVED DEDUCTION.—
(1) IN GENERAL.—Subsection (f) of section

SEC. 11322. APPROPRIATIONS TO BANK.
(a) ESTIMATION OF REVENUES FROM REPATRIATION.—Not later than 60 days after the

date of the enactment of this Act, the Secretary of the Treasury (or the Secretary’s
designee) shall estimate the increase in the
amount of revenues to be received in the
Treasury after the date of the enactment of
this Act and before October 1, 2019, attributable to the amendments made by this part.
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(b) APPROPRIATION.—Out of any money in
the Treasury not otherwise appropriated,
there is hereby appropriated to the Bank an
amount equal to the amount described in
subsection (a), to remain available until expended.

SA 2294. Ms. AYOTTE submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed by
her to the bill H.R. 22, to amend the Internal Revenue Code of 1986 to exempt
employees with health coverage under
TRICARE or the Veterans Administration from being taken into account for
purposes of determining the employers
to which the employer mandate applies
under the Patient Protection and Affordable Care Act; which was ordered
to lie on the table; as follows:
At the appropriate place, insert the following:
lll.
STRENGTHENING
AMERICA’S
BRIDGES FUND.
(a) ESTABLISHMENT.—
(1) IN GENERAL.—There is established in the
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Treasury of the United States a fund, to be
known as the ‘‘Strengthening America’s
Bridges Fund’’ (referred to in this section as
the ‘‘Fund’’), consisting of such amounts as
may be appropriated to the Fund under paragraph (2).
(2) TRANSFERS TO FUND.—There is appropriated to the Fund an amount equivalent to
the increase in revenue received in the
Treasury due to the amendments made by
subsection (b), as determined by the Secretary of the Treasury (or a designee).
(3) EXPENDITURES FROM FUND.—Amounts in
the Fund shall be made available by the Secretary of Transportation for the purpose of
making grants, in accordance with the requirements of this subsection, to States for
the repair or maintenance of any bridges
classified as deficient in the National Bridge
Inventory, as authorized under section 144(b)
of title 23, United States Code.
(4) SELECTION PROCESS.—
(A) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall select the recipients of grants awarded under
this subsection in accordance with the criteria published under subparagraph (B) and
described in paragraph (5).
(B) PUBLICATION OF CRITERIA.—The Secretary shall publish selection criteria for any
grants awarded under this subsection not
earlier than 60 days after the date of enactment of this Act.
(C) TIMELINE FOR SUBMISSION.—Applications for grants under this section shall be
submitted not earlier than 120 days after the
date on which the criteria are published
under subparagraph (B).
(D) DEADLINE FOR SELECTION.—The Secretary shall select and announce all projects
selected under this paragraph not earlier
than 60 days after the last date of the submission period described in subparagraph
(C).
(5) CRITERIA.—In making grants under this
subsection, the Secretary shall ensure that—
(A) the distribution of funds is geographically equitable, including an appropriate balance in addressing the needs of urban and
rural areas;
(B) not more than 25 percent of the funds
made available under this section are awarded to projects in a single State;
(C) not less than 20 percent of the funds
provided under this section shall be for
projects located in rural areas;
(D) for projects located in rural areas, the
Secretary may increase the Federal share of
costs to more than 80 percent; and
(E) priority is given to projects that require a contribution of Federal funds in
order to complete an overall financing package.
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(6) RETENTION OF FUNDS.—To fund the provision and oversight of grants under this
subsection, the Secretary may—
(A) retain not more than 10 percent of the
funds made available to the Secretary under
paragraph (3); and
(B) transfer any portion of those funds to
the Administrator of the Federal Highway
Administration.
(7) FEDERAL SHARE.—Except as provided in
paragraph (5)(D), the Federal share of the
costs for which an expenditure is made under
this subsection shall be, at the option of the
recipient, not more than 80 percent.
(b) SOCIAL SECURITY NUMBER REQUIRED TO
CLAIM REFUNDABLE PORTION OF CHILD TAX
CREDIT.—
(1) IN GENERAL.—Subsection (e) of section
24 of the Internal Revenue Code of 1986 is
amended to read as follows:
‘‘(e) IDENTIFICATION REQUIREMENT WITH RESPECT TO QUALIFYING CHILDREN.—
‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—Subject to paragraph (2),
no credit shall be allowed under this section
to a taxpayer with respect to any qualifying
child unless the taxpayer includes the name
and taxpayer identification number of such
qualifying child on the return of tax for the
taxable year.
PORTION.—Subsection
‘‘(2)
REFUNDABLE
(d)(1) shall not apply to any taxpayer with
respect to any qualifying child unless the
taxpayer includes the name and social security number of such qualifying child on the
return of tax for the taxable year.’’.
(2) OMISSION TREATED AS MATHEMATICAL OR
CLERICAL ERROR.—Subparagraph (I) of section 6213(g)(2) of the Internal Revenue Code
of 1986 is amended to read as follows:
‘‘(I) an omission of a correct TIN under
section 24(e)(1) (relating to child tax credit)
or a correct Social Security number required
under section 24(e)(2) (relating to refundable
portion of child tax credit), to be included on
a return,’’.
(c) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments
made by this section shall apply to taxable
years beginning after the date of enactment
of this Act.

SA 2295. Mr. RUBIO submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed by
him to the bill H.R. 22, to amend the
Internal Revenue Code of 1986 to exempt employees with health coverage
under TRICARE or the Veterans Administration from being taken into account for purposes of determining the
employers to which the employer mandate applies under the Patient Protection and Affordable Care Act; which
was ordered to lie on the table; as follows:
In lieu of the matter proposed to be inserted, insert the following:
TITLE ll—TERMINATION OF EXPORTIMPORT BANK OF THE UNITED STATES
SEC. ll01. ABOLISHMENT OF EXPORT-IMPORT
BANK OF THE UNITED STATES.
(a) IN GENERAL.—Effective on the abolish-

ment date:
Export-Import
(1)
ABOLISHMENT.—The
Bank of the United States (in this title referred to as the ‘‘Bank’’) is abolished.
(2) TRANSFER OF FUNCTIONS.—All functions
that, on the day before the abolishment date
are authorized to be performed by the Bank,
the Board of Directors of the Bank, any officer or employee of the Bank acting in that
capacity, or any agency or office of the
Bank, are transferred to the Secretary of the
Treasury (in this title referred to as the
‘‘Secretary’’).
(3) TRANSFER OF ASSETS AND OBLIGATIONS.—
Except as otherwise provided in this title,
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the obligations, assets, personnel, property,
records, and unexpended balances of appropriations, allocations, and other funds employed, used, held, available, or to be made
available in connection with a function
transferred under paragraph (2) are transferred to the Secretary.
(b) ABOLISHMENT DATE DEFINED.—In this
title, the term ‘‘abolishment date’’ means
the date that is 30 days after the date of the
enactment of this Act.
SEC. ll02. RESOLUTION AND TERMINATION OF
BANK FUNCTIONS.
(a) RESOLUTION OF FUNCTIONS.—The Sec-

retary shall—
(1) complete the disposition and resolution
of functions of the Bank in accordance with
this title; and
(2) resolve all functions that are transferred to the Secretary under section ll01.
(b) TERMINATION OF FUNCTIONS.—All functions that are transferred to the Secretary
under section ll01 shall terminate on the
date all obligations of the Bank, and all obligations of others to the Bank, in effect on
the day before the abolishment date have
been sold under section ll03 or otherwise
satisfied, as determined by the Secretary.
(c) REPORT TO THE CONGRESS.—When the
Secretary makes the determination described in subsection (b), the Secretary shall
report the determination to the Committee
on Financial Services of the House of Representatives and the Committee on Banking,
Housing, and Urban Affairs of the Senate.
SEC. ll03. AUCTION OF BANK ASSETS AND OBLIGATIONS.
(a) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 30 days

after the assets and obligations of the Bank
are transferred to the Secretary under this
title, the Secretary shall conduct an auction
to sell such assets and obligations to nonFederal entities.
(b) REMAINING ASSETS AND OBLIGATIONS.—
The Secretary shall service any assets and
obligations not sold pursuant to subsection
(a) until such assets and obligations reach
maturity.
(c) DEPOSIT IN GENERAL FUND.—The proceeds of the auction required by subsection
(a) shall be deposited in the general fund of
the Treasury and used for the purpose of deficit reduction.
SEC. ll04. AUTHORITY AND RESPONSIBILITY OF
THE SECRETARY OF THE TREASURY.

The Secretary shall—
(1) be responsible for the implementation
of this title; and
(2) have the authority to carry out any
tasks necessary to provide for the transfer of
any assets or obligations under section ll01
or the auction required by section ll03.
SEC. ll05. PERSONNEL.

Effective on the abolishment date, there
are transferred to the Department of the
Treasury all individuals, other than members of the Board of Directors of the Bank,
who—
(1) immediately before the abolishment
date, were officers or employees of the Bank;
and
(2) in their capacity as such an officer or
employee, performed functions that are
transferred to the Secretary under section
ll01.
SEC. ll06. TRANSFER OF INSPECTOR GENERAL
DUTIES.
(a) TERMINATION OF THE OFFICE OF INSPECTOR GENERAL FOR THE EXPORT-IMPORT BANK
OF THE UNITED STATES.—Notwithstanding

any other provision of law, the Office of Inspector General for the Bank shall terminate
on the abolishment date, and the assets and
obligations of the Office shall be transferred
to the Office of the Inspector General for the
Department of the Treasury or otherwise
disposed of.
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(b) AUTHORITY AND RESPONSIBILITY FOR
TRANSFER OR DISPOSAL.—The Secretary shall
have the authority and responsibility for
transfer or disposal under subsection (a).
(c) SAVINGS PROVISION.—The provisions of
this section shall not affect the performance
of any pending audit, investigation, inspection, or report by the Office of the Inspector
General for the Bank as of the abolishment
date, with respect to functions transferred
by this section. Nothing in this subsection
shall be deemed to prohibit the discontinuance or modification of any performance
under the same terms and conditions and to
the same extent that such performance could
have been discontinued or modified if this
section had not been enacted.
SEC. ll07. EXERCISE OF AUTHORITIES.

Except as otherwise provided by law, the
Secretary may, for purposes of performing a
function transferred by this title, exercise
all authorities under any other provision of
law that were available with respect to the
performance of that function to the Bank on
the day before the effective date of the transfer of the function under this title.
SEC. ll08. AVAILABILITY OF EXISTING FUNDS.
(a) IN GENERAL.—Existing appropriations

and funds available for the performance of
functions, programs, and activities terminated pursuant to this title shall remain
available, for the duration of their period of
availability, for necessary expenses in connection with the termination and resolution
of such functions, programs, and activities.
(b) DEPOSIT IN GENERAL FUND.—Any appropriations or other funds described in subsection (a) not used for necessary expenses in
connection with the termination and resolution of functions, programs, and activities
under this title shall be deposited in the general fund of the Treasury and used for the
purpose of deficit reduction.
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SEC. ll09. CONFORMING AMENDMENTS AND REPEALS.
(a) REPEAL OF PRIMARY AUTHORIZING STATUTE.—The Export-Import Bank Act of 1945

(12 U.S.C. 635 et seq.) is repealed.
(b) ELIMINATION OF RELATED AUTHORIZING
PROVISIONS.—
(1) Section 103 of the International Development and Finance Act of 1989 (Public Law
101–240; 12 U.S.C. 635 note) is repealed.
(2) Section 303 of the Support for East European Democracy (SEED) Act of 1989 (Public Law 101–179; 12 U.S.C. 635 note) is repealed.
(3) Section 1908 of the Export-Import Bank
Act Amendments of 1978 (12 U.S.C. 635a–1) is
amended—
(A) by striking ‘‘(a)’’; and
(B) by striking subsection (b).
(4) Sections 1911 and 1912 of the Export-Import Bank Act Amendments of 1978 (12 U.S.C.
635a–2 and 635a–3) are repealed.
(5) Section 206 of the Bank Export Services
Act (12 U.S.C. 635a–4) is repealed.
(6) Sections 1 through 5 of Public Law 90–
390 (12 U.S.C. 635j through 635n) are repealed.
(7) Sections 641 through 647 of the Trade
and Development Enhancement Act of 1983
(12 U.S.C. 635o note and 12 U.S.C. 536o
through 635t) are repealed.
(8) Section 534 of the Foreign Operations,
Export Financing, and Related Programs Appropriations Act, 1990 (Public Law 101–167; 12
U.S.C. 635g note) is amended by striking subsection (d).
(9) Section 3302 of the Omnibus Trade and
Competitiveness Act of 1988 (Public Law 100–
418; 12 U.S.C. 635i–3 note) is amended by
striking subsection (a).
(10) Section 1105(a) of title 31, United
States Code, is amended by striking paragraph (34) and redesignating the succeeding
paragraphs of such section as paragraphs (34)
through (38), respectively.
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(11) Section 9101(3) of title 31, United
States Code, is amended by striking subparagraph (C).
(c) ELIMINATION OF RELATED COMPENSATION
PROVISIONS.—
(1) POSITION AT LEVEL III.—Section 5314 of
title 5, United States Code, is amended by
striking the following item:
‘‘President of the Export-Import Bank of
Washington.’’.
(2) POSITIONS AT LEVEL IV.—Section 5315 of
title 5, United States Code, is amended—
(A) by striking the following item:
‘‘First Vice President of the Export-Import
Bank of Washington.’’; and
(B) by striking the following item:
‘‘Members, Board of Directors of the Export-Import Bank of Washington.’’.
(d) ELIMINATION OF OFFICE OF INSPECTOR
GENERAL FOR THE BANK.—Section 12 of the
Inspector General Act of 1978 (5 U.S.C. App.)
is amended—
(1) in paragraph (1), by striking ‘‘the President of the Export-Import Bank;’’; and
(2) in paragraph (2), by striking ‘‘the Export-Import Bank,’’.
(e) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The repeals and
amendments made by this section shall take
effect on the abolishment date.
(f) REPORT TO THE CONGRESS ON OTHER
AMENDMENTS TO FEDERAL STATUTE.—The
Secretary shall submit to the Committee on
Financial Services of the House of Representatives and the Committee on Banking,
Housing, and Urban Affairs of the Senate a
written report that contains suggestions for
such other amendments to Federal statutes
as may be necessary or appropriate as a result of this title.
SEC. ll10. REFERENCES.

Any reference in any other Federal law,
Executive order, rule, regulation, or delegation of authority, or any document of or pertaining to Bank shall be deemed to be a reference to the Secretary.

SA 2296. Mr. THUNE submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed to
amendment SA 2266 submitted by Mr.
MCCONNELL and intended to be proposed to the bill H.R. 22, to amend the
Internal Revenue Code of 1986 to exempt employees with health coverage
under TRICARE or the Veterans Administration from being taken into account for purposes of determining the
employers to which the employer mandate applies under the Patient Protection and Affordable Care Act; which
was ordered to lie on the table; as follows:
At the end of title V of division A, add the
following:
SEC. 15lll. LIMITATION ON WITHHOLDING OF
APPORTIONMENTS
FOR
NONCOMPLIANCE WITH AIR QUALITY
STANDARDS.
(a) IN GENERAL.—Chapter 1 of title 23,

United States Code, is amended by inserting
after section 159 the following:
‘‘§ 160. Noncompliance with air quality standards
‘‘The Secretary may withhold amounts required to be apportioned under section 104(b)
or any other provision of this title or title 49
for Federal-aid highway projects for a fiscal
year from a State that contains an area that
has not attained an applicable national primary or secondary ambient air quality
standard under the Clean Air Act (42 U.S.C.
7401 et seq.) (including regulations promulgated pursuant to that Act) only if—
‘‘(1) the rule establishing the standard has
been finalized and implemented before the
date of enactment of the DRIVE Act; or
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‘‘(2) in a case in which the rule establishing
the standard is finalized and implemented on
or after the date of enactment of the DRIVE
Act, the Administrator of the Environmental
Protection Agency includes in each regulatory impact analysis regarding the proposed and final rule at least 1 analysis that
does not include—
‘‘(A) any other proposed rule;
‘‘(B) any other rule that, as of the date of
the analysis—
‘‘(i) has been finalized by the Administrator; but
‘‘(ii) has not been implemented; and
‘‘(C) any calculation of benefits resulting
from reducing emissions of any other criteria pollutant.’’.
(b) CONFORMING AMENDMENT.—The analysis
for title 23, United States Code, is amended
by inserting after the item relating to section 159 the following:
‘‘160. Noncompliance with air quality standards.’’.

SA 2297. Mr. CRUZ submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed by
him to the bill H.R. 22, to amend the
Internal Revenue Code of 1986 to exempt employees with health coverage
under TRICARE or the Veterans Administration from being taken into account for purposes of determining the
employers to which the employer mandate applies under the Patient Protection and Affordable Care Act; which
was ordered to lie on the table; as follows:
At the appropriate place, insert the following:
SEC. ll. REPEAL OF THE PATIENT PROTECTION
AND AFFORDABLE CARE ACT AND
THE HEALTH CARE AND EDUCATION
RECONCILIATION ACT OF 2010.
(a) IN GENERAL.—
(1) PATIENT PROTECTION AND AFFORDABLE
CARE ACT.—Effective on the date that is 180

days after the date of enactment of this Act,
the Patient Protection and Affordable Care
Act (Public Law 111–148) is repealed and the
provisions of law amended or repealed by
such Act are restored or revived as if such
Act had not been enacted.
(2) HEALTH CARE AND EDUCATION RECONCILIATION ACT OF 2010.—Effective on the date that
is 180 days after the date of enactment of
this Act, the Health Care and Education Reconciliation Act of 2010 (Public Law 111–152) is
repealed and the provisions of law amended
or repealed by such Act are restored or revived as if such Act had not been enacted.
(b) BUDGETARY EFFECTS OF THIS SECTION.—
The budgetary effects of this section, for the
purpose of complying with the Statutory
Pay-As-You-Go Act of 2010, shall be determined by reference to the latest statement
titled ‘‘Budgetary Effects of PAYGO Legislation’’ for this section, submitted for printing
in the Congressional Record by the Chairman of the Committee on the Budget of the
House of Representatives, as long as such
statement has been submitted prior to the
vote on passage of this section.

SA 2298. Mr. CRUZ (for himself, Mr.
RUBIO, and Mr. VITTER) submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed by
him to the bill H.R. 22, to amend the
Internal Revenue Code of 1986 to exempt employees with health coverage
under TRICARE or the Veterans Administration from being taken into account for purposes of determining the
employers to which the employer mandate applies under the Patient Protection and Affordable Care Act; which
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was ordered to lie on the table; as follows:
At the appropriate place, insert the following:
SEC. ll. HEALTH INSURANCE COVERAGE FOR
CERTAIN
CONGRESSIONAL
MEMBERS AND MEMBERS OF THE EXECUTIVE BRANCH.
(a) IN GENERAL.—Notwithstanding section

1312(d)(3)(D) of the Patient Protection and
Affordable Care Act (42 U.S.C. 18032(d)(3)(D)),
Members of Congress, the President, Vice
President, and all other political appointees
shall purchase health insurance coverage
through a health exchange established under
such Act and shall receive no Federal subsidy or contribution to the costs of such coverage that is not also otherwise available to
individuals at a similar income level.
(b) DEFINITIONS.—In this section:
(1) MEMBER OF CONGRESS.—The term
‘‘Member of Congress’’ shall have the meaning
given
such
term
in
section
1312(d)(3)(D)(ii)(I) of the Patient Protection
and
Affordable
Care
Act
(42
U.S.C.
18032(d)(3)(D)(ii)(I)).
(2) POLITICAL APPOINTEE.—The term ‘‘political appointee’’ means any individual who—
(A) is employed in a position described
under sections 5312 through 5316 of title 5,
United States Code, (relating to the Executive Schedule);
(B) is a limited term appointee, limited
emergency appointee, or noncareer appointee in the Senior Executive Service, as
defined under paragraphs (5), (6), and (7), respectively, of section 3132(a) of title 5, United
States Code;
(C) is employed in a position in the executive branch of the Government of a confidential or policy-determining character under
schedule C of subpart C of part 213 of title 5
of the Code of Federal Regulations; or
(D) is employed in or under the Executive
Office of the President in a position that is
excluded from the competitive service by
reason of its confidential, policy-determining, policy-making, or policy-advocating
character.

SA 2299. Mr. CRUZ submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed by
him to the bill H.R. 22, to amend the
Internal Revenue Code of 1986 to exempt employees with health coverage
under TRICARE or the Veterans Administration from being taken into account for purposes of determining the
employers to which the employer mandate applies under the Patient Protection and Affordable Care Act; which
was ordered to lie on the table; as follows:
At the appropriate place, insert the following:
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SEC. lll. CONDITION ON RECEIPT OF FEDERAL
FUNDS.

Notwithstanding any other provision of
law, no Federal funds shall be made available to any entity unless the entity certifies
that, during the period beginning on the date
of receipt of such funds and ending on the
date such funds are exhausted, the entity
will not perform, and will not provide any
funds to any other entity that performs, an
abortion unless in reasonable medical judgment, the abortion is necessary to save the
life of a pregnant woman whose life is endangered by a physical disorder, physical illness,
or physical injury, including a life-endangering physical condition caused by or arising from the pregnancy itself, but not including psychological or emotional conditions.

SA 2300. Mr. CRUZ submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed by
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him to the bill H.R. 22, to amend the
Internal Revenue Code of 1986 to exempt employees with health coverage
under TRICARE or the Veterans Administration from being taken into account for purposes of determining the
employers to which the employer mandate applies under the Patient Protection and Affordable Care Act; which
was ordered to lie on the table; as follows:
At the appropriate place, insert the following:
SEC. ll. PROHIBITION ON FEDERAL FUNDING
OF CERTAIN ENTITIES.

Notwithstanding any other provision of
law, no Federal funds shall be made available to any entity that—
(1) is the target of an investigation by an
agency of the Federal government; and
(2) performs, or provides any funds to any
other entity that performs, an abortion unless in the reasonable medical judgment of
the physician involved, the abortion is necessary to save the life of a pregnant woman
whose life is endangered by a physical disorder, physical illness, or physical injury, including a life-endangering condition caused
by or arising from the pregnancy itself, but
not including psychological or emotional
conditions.

SA 2301. Mr. CRUZ submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed by
him to the bill H.R. 22, to amend the
Internal Revenue Code of 1986 to exempt employees with health coverage
under TRICARE or the Veterans Administration from being taken into account for purposes of determining the
employers to which the employer mandate applies under the Patient Protection and Affordable Care Act; which
was ordered to lie on the table; as follows:
At the appropriate place, insert the following:
SEC. ll. PROHIBITION ON SANCTIONS RELIEF
FOR IRAN.

Notwithstanding any other provision of
law, the President may not waive, suspend,
reduce, provide relief from, or otherwise
limit the application of statutory sanctions
with respect to Iran under any provision of
law or refrain from applying any such sanctions pursuant to an agreement with Iran relating to Iran’s nuclear program until—
(1) the Government of Iran has recognized
Israel’s right to exist; and
(2) the Government of Iran has released all
American prisoners of conscience who are
being unjustly held in Iranian jails, including Saeed Abedini, Amir Hekmati, and Jason
Rezaian, and located and returned Robert
Levinson.

SA 2302. Mr. ROBERTS (for himself,
Mr. ALEXANDER, Mr. BURR, Mr. CORNYN, Mr. COTTON, Mr. GARDNER, Mr.
RISCH, Mr. SASSE, Mr. TILLIS, Mr.
BOOZMAN, and Mr. PERDUE) submitted
an amendment intended to be proposed
by him to the bill H.R. 22, to amend the
Internal Revenue Code of 1986 to exempt employees with health coverage
under TRICARE or the Veterans Administration from being taken into account for purposes of determining the
employers to which the employer mandate applies under the Patient Protection and Affordable Care Act; which
was ordered to lie on the table; as follows:
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At the appropriate place, insert the following:
SEC. ll. REPEAL OF COUNTRY OF ORIGIN LABELING REQUIREMENTS FOR BEEF,
PORK, AND CHICKEN.

(a) DEFINITIONS.—Section 281 of the Agricultural Marketing Act of 1946 (7 U.S.C. 1638)
is amended—
(1) by striking paragraphs (1) and (7);
(2) by redesignating paragraphs (2), (3), (4),
(5), (6), (8), and (9) as paragraphs (1), (2), (3),
(4), (5), (6), and (7), respectively; and
(3) in paragraph (1)(A) (as so redesignated)—
(A) by striking clause (i) and inserting the
following new clause:
‘‘(i) muscle cuts of lamb and venison;’’;
(B) by striking clause (ii) and inserting the
following new clause:
‘‘(ii) ground lamb and ground venison;’’;
(C) by striking clause (viii); and
(D) by redesignating clauses (ix), (x), and
(xi) as clauses (viii), (ix), and (x), respectively.
(b) NOTICE OF COUNTRY OF ORIGIN.—Section
282 of the Agricultural Marketing Act of 1946
(7 U.S.C. 1638a) is amended—
(1) in subsection (a)(2)—
(A) in the heading, by striking ‘‘BEEF,
LAMB,
PORK,
CHICKEN,’’
and
inserting
‘‘LAMB,’’;
(B) by striking ‘‘beef, lamb, pork, chicken,’’ and inserting ‘‘lamb,’’ each place it appears in subparagraphs (A), (B), (C), and (D);
and
(C) in subparagraph (E)—
(i) in the heading, by striking ‘‘GROUND
BEEF, PORK, LAMB, CHICKEN,’’ and inserting
‘‘GROUND LAMB,’’; and
(ii) by striking ‘‘ground beef, ground pork,
ground lamb, ground chicken,’’ each place it
appears and inserting ‘‘ground lamb,’’; and
(2) in subsection (f)(2)—
(A) by striking subparagraphs (B) and (C);
and
(B) by redesignating subparagraphs (D) and
(E) as subparagraphs (B) and (C), respectively.

SA 2303. Mr. BARRASSO (for himself
and Mr. CRAPO) submitted an amendment intended to be proposed to
amendment SA 2266 submitted by Mr.
MCCONNELL and intended to be proposed to the bill H.R. 22, to amend the
Internal Revenue Code of 1986 to exempt employees with health coverage
under TRICARE or the Veterans Administration from being taken into account for purposes of determining the
employers to which the employer mandate applies under the Patient Protection and Affordable Care Act; which
was ordered to lie on the table; as follows:
In section 11001(b)(1) (relating to research,
technology, and education authorizations of
appropriations)—
(1) in subparagraph (A) (relating to the
highway research and development program), reduce the amounts made available
for each of fiscal years 2016 through 2021 by
$15,000,000; and
(2) in subparagraph (D) (relating to the intelligent transportation systems program),
reduce the amounts made available for—
(A) each of fiscal years 2016 through 2020 by
$5,000,000; and
(B) fiscal year 2021 by $4,315,400.
In subsection (b)(2) of section 11009 (relating to flexibility for certain rural road and
bridge projects), strike ‘‘section 1316(b) of
MAP–21’’ and insert ‘‘section 1316(a) of MAP–
21 (as amended by section 11304)’’.
At the end of title I, add the following:

E:\CR\FM\A23JY6.054

S23JYPT1

July 23, 2015

Subtitle D—Tribal Infrastructure and Roads
Enhancement and Safety
SEC. 11301. SHORT TITLE.

This subtitle may be cited as the ‘‘Tribal
Infrastructure and Roads Enhancement and
Safety Act’’ or ‘‘TIRES Act’’.
SEC. 11302. DEFINITIONS.

In this subtitle:
(1) INDIAN RESERVATION.—The term ‘‘Indian
reservation’’ has the meaning given the term
‘‘reservation’’ in section 3 of the Indian Financing Act of 1974 (25 U.S.C. 1452).
(2) SECRETARY.—The term ‘‘Secretary’’
means the Secretary of the Interior.
SEC. 11303. APPLICATION OF CATEGORICAL EXCLUSIONS TO CERTAIN TRIBAL
TRANSPORTATION FACILITIES.
(a) CATEGORICAL EXCLUSIONS.—
(1) IN GENERAL.—Effective on the date of

enactment of this Act, a highway project, including projects administered by the Bureau
of Indian Affairs, located on a road eligible
for assistance under section 202 of title 23,
United States Code, is deemed to be an action categorically excluded from the requirements relating to environmental assessments or environmental impact statements
under section 1508.4 of title 40, Code of Federal Regulations (as in effect on the date of
enactment of this Act), if the project—
(A) qualifies for categorical exclusion
under—
(i) MAP–21 (Public Law 112–141; 126 Stat.
405) or an amendment made by that Act; or
(ii) section 771.117 of title 23, Code of Federal Regulations (or successor regulations);
or
(B) would meet those requirements if the
project sponsor were a State agency.
(2) MAP–21 CATEGORICAL EXCLUSIONS TO
CERTAIN
TRIBAL
TRANSPORTATION
FACILITIES.—Section 1317 of MAP–21 (23 U.S.C. 109
note; 126 Stat. 550) (as amended by section
11101 (relating to categorical exclusions for
projects of limited Federal assistance)) is
amended by adding at the end the following:
‘‘(c) APPLICATION OF CATEGORICAL EXCLUSIONS TO CERTAIN TRIBAL TRANSPORTATION
FACILITIES.—With respect to a project described in subsection (a) that is located on a
road eligible for assistance under section 202
of title 23, United States Code, for the first
full fiscal year after the date of enactment of
the TIRES Act, and each fiscal year thereafter, the amount referred to in subsection
(a)(1)(A) shall be adjusted to reflect changes
for the 12-month period ending the preceding
November 30 in the Consumer Price Index for
All Urban Consumers published by the Bureau of Labor Statistics of the Department
of Labor.’’.
(b) ADMINISTRATION.—The Secretary may
issue guidance or rules for the administration of this section.
(c) EFFECTIVE DATE.—
(1) IN GENERAL.—The categorical exclusions described in subsection (a), and the
amendments made by subsection (a), take effect on the date of enactment of this Act.
(2) FAILURE OF SECRETARY TO ACT.—The
failure of the Secretary to promulgate any
final regulations or guidance shall not affect
the qualification for the categorical exclusions described in subsection (a).
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SEC. 11304. STREAMLINING FOR TRIBAL PUBLIC
SAFETY PROJECTS WITHIN EXISTING OPERATIONAL RIGHTS-OF-WAY.

Section 1316 of MAP–21 (23 U.S.C. 109 note;
126 Stat. 549) is amended—
(1) in subsection (b)—
(A) by striking ‘‘(b) DEFINITION OF AN OPERATIONAL RIGHT-OF-WAY.—In this section, the’’
and inserting the following:
‘‘(b) DEFINITIONS.—In this section:
‘‘(1) OPERATIONAL RIGHT-OF-WAY.—
‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—The’’; and
(B) by adding at the end the following:
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‘‘(B) INCLUSION.—For purposes of subparagraph (A), if a real property interest on an
Indian reservation has not been formally
designated an operational right-of-way, an
Indian tribe may determine the scope and
boundaries of that real property interest as
an operational right-of-way, subject to the
approval of the Bureau of Indian Affairs and
the Secretary.
‘‘(2) TRIBAL PUBLIC SAFETY PROJECT.—
‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—The term ‘tribal public
safety project’ means a project subject to
this section that—
‘‘(i) corrects or improves a hazardous road
location or feature; or
‘‘(ii) addresses a highway safety problem.
‘‘(B) INCLUSIONS.—The term ‘tribal public
safety project’ includes a project for 1 or
more of the following:
‘‘(i) An intersection safety improvement.
‘‘(ii) Pavement and shoulder widening, including addition of a passing lane to remedy
an unsafe condition.
‘‘(iii) Installation of a rumble strip or
other warning device, if the rumble strip or
other warning device does not adversely affect the safety or mobility of bicyclists, pedestrians, or the disabled.
‘‘(iv) Installation of a skid-resistant surface at an intersection or other location with
a high frequency of accidents.
‘‘(v) An improvement for pedestrian or bicyclist safety or safety of the disabled.
‘‘(vi) Construction of any project for the
elimination of hazards at a railway-highway
crossing that is eligible for funding under
section 130 of title 23, United States Code, including the separation or protection of
grades at railway-highway crossings.
‘‘(vii) Construction of a railway-highway
crossing safety feature, including installation of protective devices.
‘‘(viii) The conduct of a model traffic enforcement activity at a railway-highway
crossing.
‘‘(ix) Construction of a traffic calming feature.
‘‘(x) Elimination of a roadside obstacle.
‘‘(xi) Improvement of highway signage and
pavement markings.
‘‘(xii) Installation of a priority control system for emergency vehicles at signalized
intersections.
‘‘(xiii) Installation of a traffic control or
other warning device at a location with high
accident potential.
‘‘(xiv) Safety-conscious planning.
‘‘(xv) Improvements in the collection and
analysis of crash data.
‘‘(xvi) Planning integrated interoperable
emergency
communications
equipment,
operational activities, or traffic enforcement
activities, including police assistance, relating to workzone safety.
‘‘(xvii) Installation of guardrails, barriers,
including barriers between construction
work zones and traffic lanes for the safety of
motorists and workers, and crash attenuators.
‘‘(xviii) The addition or retrofitting of
structures or other measures to eliminate or
reduce accidents involving vehicles and wildlife.
‘‘(xix) Installation and maintenance of
signs, including fluorescent, yellow-green
signs, at pedestrian-bicycle crossings and in
school zones.
‘‘(xx) Construction and yellow-green signs
at pedestrian-bicycle crossings and in school
zones.
‘‘(xxi) Construction and operational improvements on high-risk rural roads.
‘‘(xxii) Any other project that the Secretary determines qualifies.’’;
(2) by redesignating subsections (a) and (b)
as subsections (b) and (a), respectively, and
moving the subsections so as to appear in alphabetical order;
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(3) in subsection (b) (as so redesignated), in
the subsection heading, by striking ‘‘IN GENERAL’’ and inserting ‘‘DESIGNATION’’; and
(4) by adding at the end the following:
‘‘(c) PROJECTS WITHIN EXISTING OPERATIONAL RIGHTS-OF-WAY.—
‘‘(1) APPLICABILITY.—This subsection applies to a project within an existing operational right-of-way on an Indian reservation (as defined in section 3 of the Indian Financing Act of 1974 (25 U.S.C. 1452)) that is—
‘‘(A) for a maintenance or preservation activity, whether or not federally funded, within the existing operational right-of-way, including for roadside ditches; or
‘‘(B) a project that—
‘‘(i) is a tribal public safety project or a
project that the tribal department of transportation or the equivalent (or in the case of
an Indian tribe without a tribal department
of transportation or equivalent, an official
representing the Indian tribe) certifies to the
Secretary as providing a safety benefit to
the public; and
‘‘(ii) is an action that—
‘‘(I) is categorically excluded under section
771.117 of title 23, Code of Federal Regulations (or successor regulations); or
‘‘(II) would be categorically excluded under
section 771.117 of title 23, Code of Federal
Regulations (or successor regulations), if the
applicant were a State agency.
‘‘(2) FINAL ACTION.—Except as provided in
paragraph (3), a Federal agency shall take
final action on an application by an Indian
tribe for a permit, approval, or jurisdictional
determination for a project described in
paragraph (1) not later than 45 days after the
date of receipt of the application.
‘‘(3) EXTENSIONS.—A Federal agency may
extend the period to take final action on an
application by an Indian tribe under paragraph (2) by an additional 30 days by providing to the Secretary and the Indian tribe
notice of the extension, including a statement of the need for the extension.
‘‘(4) CONSTRUCTIVE APPROVAL.—If a Federal
agency does not take final action on an application by an Indian tribe under paragraphs (2) and (3)—
‘‘(A) the permit or approval for the project
described in paragraph (1) shall be considered
approved; and
‘‘(B) the Indian tribe shall notify the Secretary of approval under this paragraph.
‘‘(5) REPORT.—Not later than 4 years after
the date of enactment of the ‘TIRES Act’,
the Secretary shall submit to Congress a report that describes the operation of this subsection, including any recommendations.’’.
SEC. 11305. OPTION OF ASSUMING NEPA APPROVAL AUTHORITY.

(a) DEFINITION OF SECRETARY.—In this section, the term ‘‘Secretary’’ means the Secretary of the Interior or the Secretary of
Transportation, as applicable.
(b) ASSUMPTION OF FEDERAL RESPONSIBILITIES.—An Indian tribe participating in tribal self-governance or a contract or agreement under subsection (a)(2) or (b)(7) of section 202 of title 23, United States Code, and
carrying out construction projects on the Indian reservation over which the Indian tribe
has jurisdiction, may elect to assume all
Federal responsibilities under the National
Environmental Policy Act of 1969 (42 U.S.C.
4321 et seq.), division A of subtitle III of title
54, United States Code, and other applicable
Federal law that would apply if the Secretary were to undertake a construction
project if the Indian tribe—
(1) designates an officer—
(A) to represent the Indian tribe; and
(B) to assume the status of a responsible
Federal official under those laws; and
(2) accepts the jurisdiction of the Federal
court for the purpose of enforcement of the
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responsibilities of the responsible Federal official under those laws.
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SEC. 11306. TRIBAL GOVERNMENT TRANSPORTATION SAFETY DATA REPORT.
(a) FINDINGS.—Congress finds that—

(1) in many States, the Native American
population is disproportionately represented
in fatalities and crash statistics;
(2) improved crash reporting by tribal law
enforcement agencies would facilitate safety
planning and would enable Indian tribes to
apply more successfully for State and Federal funds for safety improvements;
(3) the causes of underreporting of crashes
on Indian reservations include—
(A) tribal law enforcement capacity, including—
(i) staffing shortages and turnover; and
(ii) lack of equipment, software, and training; and
(B) lack of standardization in crash reporting forms and protocols; and
(4) without more accurate reporting of
crashes on Indian reservations and rural
roads located in or around Alaska Native villages and within the boundaries of Regional
Corporations (within the meaning of the
Alaska Native Claims Settlement Act (43
U.S.C. 1601 et seq.)), it is difficult or impossible to fully understand the nature of the
problem and develop appropriate countermeasures, which may include effective transportation safety planning and programs
aimed at—
(A) DUI prevention;
(B) pedestrian safety;
(C) roadway safety improvements;
(D) seat belt usage; and
(E) proper use of child restraints.
(b) REPORT TO CONGRESS.—
(1) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 1 year after
the date of enactment of this Act, the Secretary, after consultation with the Secretary
of Transportation, the Secretary of Health
and Human Services, the Attorney General,
and Indian tribes, shall submit to the Committee on Indian Affairs of the Senate and
the Committee on Natural Resources of the
House of Representatives a report describing
the quality of transportation safety data collected by States and counties for transportation safety systems and the relevance of
that data to improving the collection and
sharing of data on crashes on or near—
(A) Indian reservations; or
(B) rural roads located in or around Alaska
Native villages and within the boundaries of
Regional Corporations (within the meaning
of the Alaska Native Claims Settlement Act
(43 U.S.C. 1601 et seq.)).
(2) PURPOSES.—The purposes of the report
described in paragraph (1) are—
(A) to improve the collection and sharing
of data on crashes on or near Indian reservations; and
(B) to develop data that Indian tribes can
use to recover damages to tribal property
caused by motorists.
(3) PAPERLESS DATA REPORTING.—In preparing the report under paragraph (1), the
Secretary shall provide Indian tribes with
options and best practices for transition to a
paperless transportation safety data reporting system that—
(A) improves the collection of crash reports;
(B) stores, archives, queries, and shares
crash records; and
(C) uses data exclusively—
(i) to address traffic safety issues on—
(I) Indian reservations; and
(II) rural roads located in or around Alaska
Native villages and within the boundaries of
Regional Corporations (within the meaning
of the Alaska Native Claims Settlement Act
(43 U.S.C. 1601 et seq.)); and
(ii) to identify and improve problem areas
on—
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(I) public roads on Indian reservations; and
(II) rural roads located in or around Alaska
Native villages and within the boundaries of
Regional Corporations (within the meaning
of the Alaska Native Claims Settlement Act
(43 U.S.C. 1601 et seq.)).
(4) ADDITIONAL BUDGETARY RESOURCES.—
The Secretary shall include in the report
under paragraph (1) the identification of
Federal transportation funds provided to Indian tribes by agencies in addition to the Department of the Interior.
SEC. 11307. BUREAU OF INDIAN AFFAIRS ROAD
SAFETY STUDY.

Not later than 2 years after the date of enactment of this Act, the Secretary, acting
through the Assistant Secretary for Indian
Affairs, in consultation with the Secretary
of Transportation, the Attorney General,
and States, shall—
(1) complete a study that identifies and
evaluates options for improving safety on—
(A) public roads on or near Indian reservations; and
(B) rural roads located in or around Alaska
Native villages and within the boundaries of
Regional Corporations (within the meaning
of the Alaska Native Claims Settlement Act
(43 U.S.C. 1601 et seq.)); and
(2) submit to the Committee on Indian Affairs of the Senate and the Committee on
Natural Resources of the House of Representatives a report describing the results
of the study.
SEC. 11308. TRIBAL TRANSPORTATION FUNDING.
(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 1101(a)(3) of

MAP–21 (Public Law 112–141; 126 Stat. 414) is
amended—
(1) by striking subparagraph (A) and inserting the following:
‘‘(A) TRIBAL TRANSPORTATION PROGRAM.—
For the tribal transportation program under
section 202 of title 23, United States Code
(other than subsection (d) of that section),
there are authorized to be appropriated—
‘‘(i) $468,180,000 for fiscal year 2016;
‘‘(ii) $477,540,000 for fiscal year 2017;
‘‘(iii) $487,090,000 for fiscal year 2018;
‘‘(iv) $496,830,000 for fiscal year 2019;
‘‘(v) $506,770,000 for fiscal year 2020; and
‘‘(vi) $516,905,400 for fiscal year 2021.’’; and
(2) by adding at the end the following:
‘‘(D) TRIBAL TRANSPORTATION FACILITY
BRIDGE PROGRAM.—For the tribal transportation facility bridge program under section
202(d) of title 23, United States Code, there
are authorized to be appropriated—
‘‘(i) $16,000,000 for fiscal year 2016;
‘‘(ii) $18,000,000 for fiscal year 2017;
‘‘(iii) $20,000,000 for fiscal year 2018;
‘‘(iv) $22,000,000 for fiscal year 2019;
‘‘(v) $24,000,000 for fiscal year 2020; and
‘‘(vi) $26,000,000 for fiscal year 2021.’’.
TRANSPORTATION
FACILITY
(3)
TRIBAL
BRIDGE PROGRAM.—Section 202(d) of title 23,
United States Code (as amended by sections
11023(c)(2) (relating to asset management)
and 11024(2) (relating to a tribal transportation program amendment)), is amended by
striking paragraph (2) and inserting the following:
‘‘(2) TRIBAL TRANSPORTATION FACILITY
BRIDGE PROGRAM.—The Secretary shall use
funds made available to carry out this subsection—
‘‘(A) to carry out any planning, design, engineering, preconstruction, construction,
and inspection of new or replacement tribal
transportation facility bridges;
‘‘(B) to replace, rehabilitate, seismically
retrofit, paint, apply calcium magnesium acetate, sodium acetate/formate, or other environmentally acceptable, minimally corrosive
anti-icing and deicing composition; or
‘‘(C) to implement any countermeasure for
deficient
tribal
transportation
facility
bridges, including multiple-pipe culverts.’’.
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In section 34101(6) (relating to authorization of appropriations for administrative expenses), reduce the amounts made available
for each of fiscal years 2016 through 2020 by
$10,000,000.

SA 2304. Mr. FLAKE submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed by
him to the bill H.R. 22, to amend the
Internal Revenue Code of 1986 to exempt employees with health coverage
under TRICARE or the Veterans Administration from being taken into account for purposes of determining the
employers to which the employer mandate applies under the Patient Protection and Affordable Care Act; which
was ordered to lie on the table; as follows:
At the appropriate place, insert the following:
SEC.

ll.

NATIONAL AMBIENT
STANDARDS.

AIR

QUALITY

Section 109(d) of the Clean Air Act (42
U.S.C. 7409(d)) is amended—
(1) in paragraph (1)—
(A) in the first sentence, by striking ‘‘(d)(1)
Not later than December 31, 1980, and at fiveyear intervals’’ and inserting the following:
‘‘(d) REVIEW AND REVISION OF CRITERIA AND
STANDARDS; INDEPENDENT SCIENTIFIC REVIEW
COMMITTEE; APPOINTMENT; ADVISORY FUNCTIONS.—
‘‘(1) REVIEW AND REVISION OF CRITERIA AND
STANDARDS.—
‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—Except as provided in
subparagraph (C), not later than December
31, 1980, and at 10-year intervals’’;
(B) in the second sentence, by striking
‘‘The Administrator’’ and inserting the following:
‘‘(B) EARLY AND FREQUENT REVIEW AND REVISION.—Except with respect to any national
ambient air quality standard promulgated
under this section for ozone concentrations,
the Administrator’’; and
(C) by adding at the end the following:
‘‘(C) NATIONAL AMBIENT AIR QUALITY STANDARDS FOR OZONE CONCENTRATIONS.—Not earlier than February 1, 2018, but not later than
December 31, 2018, and at 10-year intervals
thereafter, the Administrator shall, with respect to national ambient air quality standards for ozone concentrations—
‘‘(i) complete a thorough review of any
standard promulgated under this section;
and
‘‘(ii) make revisions to the standards described in clause (i) and promulgate new
standards as may be appropriate in accordance with section 108 and subsection (b).’’;
and
(2) in paragraph (2)(B)—
(A) by striking ‘‘(B) Not later than January 1, 1980, and at five-year intervals’’ and
inserting the following:
‘‘(B) REVIEW.—
‘‘(i) IN GENERAL.—Except as provided in
clause (ii), not later than January 1, 1980,
and at 10-year intervals’’; and
(B) by adding at the end the following:
‘‘(ii) NATIONAL AMBIENT AIR QUALITY STANDARDS FOR OZONE CONCENTRATIONS.—Not earlier than February 1, 2018, and at 10-year intervals thereafter, the committee referred to
in subparagraph (A) shall, with respect to
national ambient air quality standards for
ozone concentrations—
‘‘(I) complete a review of any standard promulgated under this section; and
‘‘(II) recommend to the Administrator any
new standard and any revision to the standards described in subclause (I) as may be appropriate under section 108 and subsection
(b).’’.
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SA 2305. Mr. FLAKE (for himself and
Mr. ALEXANDER) submitted an amendment intended to be proposed by him
to the bill H.R. 22, to amend the Internal Revenue Code of 1986 to exempt employees with health coverage under
TRICARE or the Veterans Administration from being taken into account for
purposes of determining the employers
to which the employer mandate applies
under the Patient Protection and Affordable Care Act; which was ordered
to lie on the table; as follows:
At the appropriate place, insert the following:

SSpencer on DSK4SPTVN1PROD with SENATE

SEC. lll. AGREEMENT TO KEEP PUBLIC LAND
OPEN DURING A GOVERNMENT
SHUTDOWN.
(a) DEFINITIONS.—In this section:
(1) COVERED UNIT.—The term ‘‘covered

unit’’ means—
(A) public land;
(B) units of the National Park System;
(C) units of the National Wildlife Refuge
System; or
(D) units of the National Forest System.
(2) PUBLIC LAND.—The term ‘‘public land’’
has the meaning given the term ‘‘public
lands’’ in section 103 of the Federal Land
Policy and Management Act of 1976 (43
U.S.C. 1702).
(3) SECRETARY.—The term ‘‘Secretary’’
means—
(A) the Secretary of the Interior, with respect to land under the jurisdiction of the
Secretary of the Interior; or
(B) the Secretary of Agriculture, with respect to land under the jurisdiction of the
Secretary of Agriculture.
(b) AUTHORIZATION OF AGREEMENT.—Subject to subsection (c), if a State or political
subdivision of the State offers, the Secretary
shall enter into an agreement with the State
or political subdivision of the State under
which the United States may accept funds
from the State or political subdivision of the
State to reopen, in whole or in part, any covered unit within the State or political subdivision of the State during any period in
which there is a lapse in appropriations for
the covered unit.
(c) APPLICABILITY.—The authority under
subsection (b) shall only be in effect during
any period in which the Secretary is unable
to operate and manage covered units at normal levels, as determined in accordance with
the terms of agreement entered into under
subsection (b).
(d) REFUND.—The Secretary shall refund to
the State or political subdivision of the
State all amounts provided to the United
States under an agreement entered into
under subsection (b)—
(1) on the date of enactment of an Act
retroactively appropriating amounts sufficient to maintain normal operating levels at
the covered unit reopened under an agreement entered into under subsection (b); or
(2) on the date on which the State or political subdivision establishes, in accordance
with the terms of the agreement, that, during the period in which the agreement was in
effect, fees for entrance to, or use of, the covered units were collected by the Secretary.
(e) VOLUNTARY REIMBURSEMENT.—If the requirements for a refund under subsection (d)
are not met, the Secretary may, subject to
the availability of appropriations, reimburse
the State and political subdivision of the
State for any amounts provided to the
United States by the State or political subdivision under an agreement entered into
under subsection (b).

SA 2306. Mr. FLAKE submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed by
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him to the bill H.R. 22, to amend the
Internal Revenue Code of 1986 to exempt employees with health coverage
under TRICARE or the Veterans Administration from being taken into account for purposes of determining the
employers to which the employer mandate applies under the Patient Protection and Affordable Care Act; which
was ordered to lie on the table; as follows:
At the appropriate place, insert the following:
SEC. ll. UNUSED EARMARKS.
(a) SHORT TITLE.—This section

may be
cited as the ‘‘Jurassic Pork Act’’.
(b) DEFINITIONS.—In this section—
(1) the term ‘‘agency’’ has the meaning
given the term ‘‘Executive agency’’ under
section 105 of title 5, United States Code;
(2) the term ‘‘earmark’’ means—
(A) a congressionally directed spending
item, as defined in rule XLIV of the Standing
Rules of the Senate; and
(B) a congressional earmark, as defined in
rule XXI of the Rules of the House of Representatives; and
(3) the term ‘‘unused DOT earmark’’ means
an earmark of funds provided for the Department of Transportation as to which more
than 90 percent of the dollar amount of the
earmark of funds remains available for obligation at the end of the 9th fiscal year following the fiscal year during which the earmark was made available.
(c) RESCISSION OF UNUSED DOT EARMARKS.—
(1) IN GENERAL.—Except as provided in
paragraph (2), effective on October 1 of the
10th fiscal year after funds under an unused
DOT earmark are made available, all unobligated amounts made available under the unused DOT earmark are rescinded and shall be
transferred to the Highway Trust Fund.
(2) EXCEPTION.—The Secretary of Transportation may delay the rescission of amounts
made available under an unused DOT earmark for 1 year if the Secretary determines
that an additional obligation of amounts
from the earmark is likely to occur during
the 10th fiscal year after funds under the unused DOT earmark are made available.
(d) AGENCY-WIDE IDENTIFICATION AND REPORT.—
(1) AGENCY IDENTIFICATION.—Each agency
shall identify and submit to the Director of
the Office of Management and Budget an annual report—
(A) that identifies each earmark for a
project of the agency that is ineligible for
funding; and
(B) that discusses each project of the agency for which—
(i) amounts are made available under an
earmark; and
(ii) as of the end of a fiscal year, unobligated balances remain available.
(2) ANNUAL REPORT.—The Director of the
Office of Management and Budget shall submit to Congress and publically post on the
website of the Office of Management and
Budget an annual report regarding earmarks
(including any earmark that is ineligible for
funding) that includes—
(A) a listing and accounting for earmarks
for which unobligated balances remain available, summarized by agency, which shall include, for each earmark—
(i) the amount of funds made available
under the original earmark;
(ii) the amount of the unobligated balances
that remain available;
(iii) the fiscal year through which the
funds are made available, if applicable; and
(iv) recommendations and justifications
for whether the earmark should be rescinded
or retained in the next fiscal year;
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(B) the number of rescissions resulting
from this section and the annual savings resulting from this section for the previous fiscal year; and
(C) a listing and accounting for earmarks
provided for the Department of Transportation scheduled to be rescinded under subsection (c) at the end of the fiscal year during which the report is submitted.

SA 2307. Mr. FLAKE (for himself and
Mr. VITTER) submitted an amendment
intended to be proposed by him to the
bill H.R. 22, to amend the Internal Revenue Code of 1986 to exempt employees
with health coverage under TRICARE
or the Veterans Administration from
being taken into account for purposes
of determining the employers to which
the employer mandate applies under
the Patient Protection and Affordable
Care Act; which was ordered to lie on
the table; as follows:
At the appropriate place, insert the following:
SEC. ll. USE OF PROJECT LABOR AGREEMENTS
IN CONSTRUCTION PROJECTS.
(a) CIVILIAN CONTRACTS.—
(1) IN GENERAL.—Division C of subtitle I of

title 41, United States Code, is amended by
adding at the end the following new section:
‘‘§ 4713. Prohibition on awarding of construction contracts based on awardees entering
into agreements with labor organizations
‘‘(a) IN GENERAL.—The head of an executive
agency may not in any solicitation, bid specification, project agreement, or other controlling document—
‘‘(1) require or prohibit bidders, offerors,
contractors, or subcontractors to enter into
or adhere to agreements with one or more
labor organizations; or
‘‘(2) discriminate against or give preference to bidders, offerors, contractors, or
subcontractors based on their entering or refusing to enter into such an agreement.
‘‘(b) RULE OF CONSTRUCTION.—Nothing in
this section shall prohibit a contractor or
subcontractor from voluntarily entering into
such an agreement, as is protected by the
National Labor Relations Act (29 U.S.C. 151
et seq.).’’.
(2) CLERICAL AMENDMENT.—The table of
sections for division C of subtitle I of title 41,
United States Code, is amended by inserting
after the item relating to section 4712 the
following new item:
‘‘4713. Prohibition on awarding of construction contracts based on awardees entering into agreements
with labor organizations.’’.
(b) DEFENSE CONTRACTS.—
(1) IN GENERAL.—Chapter 137 of title 10,
United States Code, is amended by adding at
the end the following new section:
‘‘§ 2338. Prohibition on awarding of construction contracts based on awardees entering
into agreements with labor organizations
‘‘(a) IN GENERAL.—The head of an agency
may not in any solicitation, bid specification, project agreement, or other controlling
document—
‘‘(1) require or prohibit bidders, offerors,
contractors, or subcontractors to enter into
or adhere to agreements with one or more
labor organizations; or
‘‘(2) discriminate against or give preference to bidders, offerors, contractors, or
subcontractors based on their entering or refusing to enter into such an agreement.
‘‘(b) RULE OF CONSTRUCTION.—Nothing in
this section shall prohibit a contractor or
subcontractor from voluntarily entering into
such an agreement, as is protected by the
National Labor Relations Act (29 U.S.C. 151
et seq.).’’.
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(2) CLERICAL AMENDMENT.—The table of
sections for chapter 137 of title 10, United
States Code, is amended by inserting after
the item relating to section 2337 the following new item:
‘‘2338. Prohibition on awarding of construction contracts based on awardees entering into agreements
with labor organizations.’’.
(c) APPLICATION OF AMENDMENTS.—The
amendments made by subsections (a) and (b)
shall not apply to construction contracts
awarded before the date of the enactment of
this Act.

SA 2308. Mr. FLAKE submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed to
amendment SA 2266 submitted by Mr.
MCCONNELL and intended to be proposed to the bill H.R. 22, to amend the
Internal Revenue Code of 1986 to exempt employees with health coverage
under TRICARE or the Veterans Administration from being taken into account for purposes of determining the
employers to which the employer mandate applies under the Patient Protection and Affordable Care Act; which
was ordered to lie on the table; as follows:
On page 888, strike lines 7 through 20 and
insert the following:
‘‘(i) reduction of long-term congestion, including impacts on a national, regional, and
statewide basis;
‘‘(ii) an increase in the speed, reliability,
and accessibility of the movement of people
or freight; or
‘‘(iii) improvement of transportation safety, including reducing transportation accident and serious injuries and fatalities;
‘‘(G) is justified based on the ability of the
project to achieve generation of national
economic benefits that reasonably exceed
the costs of the project; and
‘‘(H) is supported by a sufficient amount

SA 2309. Mr. FLAKE submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed to
amendment SA 2266 submitted by Mr.
MCCONNELL and intended to be proposed to the bill H.R. 22, to amend the
Internal Revenue Code of 1986 to exempt employees with health coverage
under TRICARE or the Veterans Administration from being taken into account for purposes of determining the
employers to which the employer mandate applies under the Patient Protection and Affordable Care Act; which
was ordered to lie on the table; as follows:
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Strike paragraph (1) of section 15002(b) (relating to authorization of appropriations for
the Appalachian regional development program)) and insert the following:
(1) by striking paragraph (5) of subsection
(a) and inserting the following:
‘‘(5) $90,000,000 for each of fiscal years 2016
through 2021.’’;

SA 2310. Mr. FLAKE submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed to
amendment SA 2266 submitted by Mr.
MCCONNELL and intended to be proposed to the bill H.R. 22, to amend the
Internal Revenue Code of 1986 to exempt employees with health coverage
under TRICARE or the Veterans Administration from being taken into account for purposes of determining the
employers to which the employer man-
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date applies under the Patient Protection and Affordable Care Act; which
was ordered to lie on the table; as follows:
At the end of division H, add the following:
SEC.

800lll. ADJUSTMENT OF AUTHORIZATIONS TO MATCH FUNDING.

Notwithstanding any other provision of
this Act, the Secretary of the Treasury shall
determine the total amount of revenue generated by this Act and the amendments
made by this Act and adjust, on a fiscal year
basis, each extension or authorization of authority provided under this Act or an amendment made by this Act so that the total
amount of revenue generated offsets the
total revenue obligated.

SA 2311. Mr. FLAKE submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed by
him to the bill H.R. 22, to amend the
Internal Revenue Code of 1986 to exempt employees with health coverage
under TRICARE or the Veterans Administration from being taken into account for purposes of determining the
employers to which the employer mandate applies under the Patient Protection and Affordable Care Act; which
was ordered to lie on the table; as follows:
At the appropriate place, insert the following:
SEC. lll. PROHIBITION ON EARMARKS.
(a) IN GENERAL.—None of the funds appro-

priated under this Act or an amendment
made by this Act may be used for an earmark.
(b) DEFINITION.—In this section, the term
‘‘earmark’’ means—
(1) a congressionally directed spending
item, as defined in rule XLIV of the Standing
Rules of the Senate; and
(2) a congressional earmark, as defined in
rule XXI of the Rules of the House of Representatives.

SA 2312. Mr. FLAKE (for himself and
Mr. MCCAIN) submitted an amendment
intended to be proposed by him to the
bill H.R. 22, to amend the Internal Revenue Code of 1986 to exempt employees
with health coverage under TRICARE
or the Veterans Administration from
being taken into account for purposes
of determining the employers to which
the employer mandate applies under
the Patient Protection and Affordable
Care Act; which was ordered to lie on
the table; as follows:
At the appropriate place, insert the following:
SEC. ll. EXTENSION OF COMPLIANCE DEADLINE FOR CARBON DIOXIDE EMISSIONS RULE.
(a) DEFINITION OF COMPLIANCE DATE.—
(1) IN GENERAL.—In this section, the term

‘‘compliance date’’ means the date by which
any State, local, or tribal government or
other person is required to comply with any
requirement in a final rule that succeeds—
(A) the proposed rule entitled ‘‘Carbon Pollution Emission Guidelines for Existing Stationary Sources: Electric Utility Generating
Units’’ (79 Fed. Reg. 34830 (June 18, 2014)); or
(B) the supplemental proposed rule entitled ‘‘Carbon Pollution Emission Guidelines
for Existing Stationary Sources: EGUs in Indian Country and U.S. Territories; Multi-Jurisdictional Partnerships’’ (79 Fed. Reg. 65482
(November 4, 2014)).
(2) INCLUSION.—The term ‘‘compliance
date’’ includes the date by which State plans
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are required to be submitted to the Administrator of the Environmental Protection
Agency under any final rule described in
paragraph (1).
(b) EXTENSIONS.—If any person files a petition for review to challenge a final rule described in subsection (a)(1), each compliance
date shall be extended by the time period
equal to the period of days that—
(1) begins on the date that is 60 days after
the date on which notice of promulgation of
a final rule described in subsection (a)(1) appears in the Federal Register; and
(2) ends on the date that is 60 days after
the date on which judgment becomes final,
and no longer subject to further appeal or review, in all actions (including any action
filed pursuant to section 307 of the Clean Air
Act (42 U.S.C. 7607)) that—
(A) are filed during the time period described in paragraph (1); and
(B) seek review of any aspect of the rule.

SA 2313. Mr. MANCHIN submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed to
amendment SA 2266 submitted by Mr.
MCCONNELL and intended to be proposed to the bill H.R. 22, to amend the
Internal Revenue Code of 1986 to exempt employees with health coverage
under TRICARE or the Veterans Administration from being taken into account for purposes of determining the
employers to which the employer mandate applies under the Patient Protection and Affordable Care Act; which
was ordered to lie on the table; as follows:
In section 52203, strike ‘‘$1,000,000,000’’ and
insert ‘‘$15,000,000,000’’.

SA 2314. Mrs. SHAHEEN submitted
an amendment intended to be proposed
to amendment SA 2266 submitted by
Mr. MCCONNELL and intended to be proposed to the bill H.R. 22, to amend the
Internal Revenue Code of 1986 to exempt employees with health coverage
under TRICARE or the Veterans Administration from being taken into account for purposes of determining the
employers to which the employer mandate applies under the Patient Protection and Affordable Care Act; which
was ordered to lie on the table; as follows:
At the end of subtitle A of title I, add the
following:
SEC. 11ll. STRENGTHEN AND FORTIFY EXISTING BRIDGES.
(a) DEFINITIONS.—In this section:
(1) BRIDGE.—The term ‘‘bridge’’ means a

bridge on a public road, without regard to
whether the bridge is on a Federal-aid highway.
(2) ELIGIBLE BRIDGE.—The term ‘‘eligible
bridge’’ means a bridge that is—
(A) structurally deficient;
(B) functionally obsolete; or
(C) fracture critical.
(3) FEDERAL-AID HIGHWAY.—The term ‘‘Federal-aid highway’’ has the meaning given the
term in section 101(a) of title 23, United
States Code.
(4) FRACTURE CRITICAL.—The term ‘‘fracture critical’’ means, with respect to a
bridge, a bridge with a steel member in tension, or with a tension element, the failure
of which would likely cause a portion of the
bridge or the entire bridge to collapse.
(5) FUNCTIONALLY OBSOLETE.—The term
‘‘functionally obsolete’’ means, with respect
to a bridge, a bridge that, as determined by
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the Secretary, no longer meets the most current design standards for the traffic demands
on the bridge.
(6) PUBLIC ROAD.—The term ‘‘public road’’
has the meaning given the term in section
101(a) of title 23, United States Code.
(7) REHABILITATION.—The term ‘‘rehabilitation’’ means, with respect to a bridge, the
carrying out of major work necessary, as determined by the Secretary—
(A) to restore the structural integrity of
the bridge; or
(B) to correct a major safety defect of the
bridge.
(8) REPLACEMENT.—The term ‘‘replacement’’ means, with respect to a bridge, the
construction of a new facility that, as determined by the Secretary, is in the same general traffic corridor as the replaced bridge.
(9) STATE.—The term ‘‘State’’ means—
(A) a State; and
(B) the District of Columbia.
(10) STRUCTURALLY DEFICIENT.—The term
‘‘structurally deficient’’ means, with respect
to a bridge, a bridge that, as determined by
the Secretary—
(A) has significant load-carrying elements
that are in poor or worse condition due to
deterioration, damage, or both;
(B) has a load capacity that is significantly
below truckloads using the bridge and that
requires replacement; or
(C) has a waterway opening causing frequent flooding of the bridge deck and approaches resulting in significant traffic
interruptions.
(b) ESTABLISHMENT.—Not later than 30 days
after the date of enactment of this Act, the
Secretary shall establish a program to assist
States to rehabilitate or replace eligible
bridges.
(c) APPORTIONMENT OF FUNDS.—
(1) IN GENERAL.—Amounts made available
to carry out the program established under
subsection (b) for a fiscal year shall be apportioned to each State according to the
ratio that—
(A) the total cost to rehabilitate or replace
structurally deficient and functionally obsolete bridges in that State; bears to
(B) the total cost to rehabilitate or replace
structurally deficient and functionally obsolete bridges in all States.
(2) CALCULATION OF TOTAL COST.—
(A) CATEGORIES OF BRIDGES.—The Secretary shall place each structurally deficient
or functionally obsolete bridge into 1 of the
following categories:
(i) Federal-aid highway bridges eligible for
rehabilitation.
(ii) Federal-aid highway bridges eligible for
replacement.
(iii) Bridges not on Federal-aid highways
eligible for rehabilitation.
(iv) Bridges not on Federal-aid highways
eligible for replacement.
(B) CALCULATION.—For purposes of the calculation under paragraph (1), the Secretary
shall multiply the deck area of structurally
deficient and functionally obsolete bridges in
each category described in subparagraph (A)
by the respective unit price on a State-byState basis, as determined by the Secretary,
to determine the total cost to rehabilitate or
replace bridges in each State.
(C) DATA USED IN MAKING DETERMINATIONS.—The Secretary shall make determinations under this subsection based on the
latest available data, which shall be updated
not less than annually.
(D) USE OF EXISTING INVENTORIES.—To the
extent practicable, the Secretary shall make
determinations under this subsection using
inventories prepared under section 144 of
title 23, United States Code.
(d) USE OF FUNDS.—Funds apportioned to a
State under the program established under
subsection (b) shall—
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(1) be used by that State for the rehabilitation and replacement of eligible bridges;
(2) except as otherwise specified in this
section, be administered as if apportioned
under chapter 1 of title 23, United States
Code, except that the funds shall not be
transferable;
(3) be subject to the requirements described in section 1101(b) of MAP–21 (23
U.S.C. 101 note; 126 Stat. 414) in the same
manner as amounts made available for programs under divisions A and B of that Act;
and
(4) not be subject to any limitation on obligations for Federal-aid highways or highway
safety construction programs set forth in
any Act.
(e) CONDITION AT PROJECT COMPLETION.—A
bridge that is rehabilitated or replaced under
the program established under subsection (b)
may not be structurally deficient, functionally obsolete, or fracture critical upon the
completion of the rehabilitation or replacement.
(f) FEDERAL SHARE.—The Federal share of
the cost of a project carried out with funds
apportioned to a State under the program established under subsection (b) shall be 100
percent.
(g) REAPPORTIONMENT OF UNOBLIGATED
FUNDS.—Any funds apportioned to a State
under the program established under subsection (b) and not obligated by that State
at the end of the third fiscal year beginning
after the fiscal year during which the funds
were apportioned shall be withdrawn from
that State and reapportioned by the Secretary to States that have not had funds
withdrawn under this subsection in accordance with the formula specified in subsection
(b).
(h) NONSUBSTITUTION.—In carrying out the
program established under subsection (b),
the Secretary shall ensure that funding
made available to a State under the program
supplements, and does not supplant—
(1) other Federal funding made available
for the rehabilitation or replacement of eligible bridges; and
(2) the planned obligations of that State
with respect to eligible bridges.
(i) REPORT.—Not later than 1 year after the
date of enactment of this Act, and each year
thereafter if States obligated funds apportioned under the program established under
subsection (b) during that year, the Secretary shall submit to the Committee on
Transportation and Infrastructure of the
House of Representatives and the Committee
on Environment and Public Works of the
Senate a report that describes the amounts
obligated by each State for projects under
the program.
(j) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.—
There is authorized to be appropriated out of
the Highway Trust Fund (other than the
Mass Transit Account) to carry out this section (other than subsection (k)) $2,000,000,000
for each of fiscal years 2016 through 2018.
(k) OFFSET.—
(1) IN GENERAL.—Section 7701 of the Internal Revenue Code of 1986 is amended by redesignating subsection (p) as subsection (q)
and by inserting after subsection (o) the following new subsection:
‘‘(p) CERTAIN CORPORATIONS MANAGED AND
CONTROLLED IN THE UNITED STATES TREATED
AS DOMESTIC FOR INCOME TAX.—
‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—Notwithstanding subsection (a)(4), in the case of a corporation described in paragraph (2) if—
‘‘(A) the corporation would not otherwise
be treated as a domestic corporation for purposes of this title, but
‘‘(B) the management and control of the
corporation occurs, directly or indirectly,
primarily within the United States,
then, solely for purposes of chapter 1 (and
any other provision of this title relating to
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chapter 1), the corporation shall be treated
as a domestic corporation.
‘‘(2) CORPORATION DESCRIBED.—
‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—A corporation is described in this paragraph if—
‘‘(i) the stock of such corporation is regularly traded on an established securities
market, or
‘‘(ii) the aggregate gross assets of such corporation (or any predecessor thereof), including assets under management for investors,
whether held directly or indirectly, at any
time during the taxable year or any preceding taxable year is $50,000,000 or more.
‘‘(B) GENERAL EXCEPTION.—A corporation
shall not be treated as described in this paragraph if—
‘‘(i) such corporation was treated as a corporation described in this paragraph in a preceding taxable year,
‘‘(ii) such corporation—
‘‘(I) is not regularly traded on an established securities market, and
‘‘(II) has, and is reasonably expected to
continue to have, aggregate gross assets (including assets under management for investors, whether held directly or indirectly) of
less than $50,000,000, and
‘‘(iii) the Secretary grants a waiver to such
corporation under this subparagraph.
‘‘(3) MANAGEMENT AND CONTROL.—
‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall prescribe regulations for purposes of determining cases in which the management and
control of a corporation is to be treated as
occurring primarily within the United
States.
‘‘(B) EXECUTIVE OFFICERS AND SENIOR MANAGEMENT.—Such regulations shall provide
that—
‘‘(i) the management and control of a corporation shall be treated as occurring primarily within the United States if substantially all of the executive officers and senior
management of the corporation who exercise
day-to-day responsibility for making decisions involving strategic, financial, and
operational policies of the corporation are
located primarily within the United States,
and
‘‘(ii) individuals who are not executive officers and senior management of the corporation (including individuals who are officers
or employees of other corporations in the
same chain of corporations as the corporation) shall be treated as executive officers
and senior management if such individuals
exercise the day-to-day responsibilities of
the corporation described in clause (i).
‘‘(C) CORPORATIONS PRIMARILY HOLDING INVESTMENT ASSETS.—Such regulations shall
also provide that the management and control of a corporation shall be treated as occurring primarily within the United States
if—
‘‘(i) the assets of such corporation (directly
or indirectly) consist primarily of assets
being managed on behalf of investors, and
‘‘(ii) decisions about how to invest the assets are made in the United States.’’.
(2) REVENUES PLACED IN HIGHWAY TRUST
FUND.—Section 9503(b) of the Internal Revenue Code of 1986 is amended by adding at
the end the following new paragraph:
‘‘(7) CERTAIN OTHER AMOUNTS.—There are
hereby appropriated to the Highway Trust
Fund amounts equivalent to the revenues received in the Treasury which are attributable to the amendments made by section
11ll (k)(1) of the DRIVE Act.’’.
(3) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments
made by paragraph (1) shall apply to taxable
years beginning on or after the date which is
2 years after the date of the enactment of
this Act, whether or not regulations are
issued under section 7701(p)(3) of the Internal
Revenue Code of 1986, as added by this subsection.
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SA 2315. Ms. STABENOW (for herself,
Mr. BROWN, Mr. PETERS, Mr. REED, and
Mr. MENENDEZ) submitted an amendment intended to be proposed by her to
the bill H.R. 22, to amend the Internal
Revenue Code of 1986 to exempt employees with health coverage under
TRICARE or the Veterans Administration from being taken into account for
purposes of determining the employers
to which the employer mandate applies
under the Patient Protection and Affordable Care Act; which was ordered
to lie on the table; as follows:
Strike section 52301.

SA 2316. Mr. TOOMEY (for himself
and Mr. MERKLEY) submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed by
him to the bill H.R. 22, to amend the
Internal Revenue Code of 1986 to exempt employees with health coverage
under TRICARE or the Veterans Administration from being taken into account for purposes of determining the
employers to which the employer mandate applies under the Patient Protection and Affordable Care Act; which
was ordered to lie on the table; as follows:
At the appropriate place, insert the following:
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SEC. ll. GRANTS TO STATES.

Chapter 311 of title 49, United States Code,
is amended—
(1) in section 31101—
(A) by redesignating paragraphs (2), (3),
and (4) as paragraphs (3), (4), and (5), respectively;
(B) by inserting after paragraph (1) the following:
‘‘(2) ‘covered farm vehicle’ means a motor
vehicle (including an articulated motor vehicle)—
‘‘(A) that—
‘‘(i) is registered or otherwise designated
by the State for use in, or transportation activities related to, the operation of farms;
‘‘(ii) is equipped with a special registration
plate or other State-issued designation to
allow for identification of the vehicle as a
farm vehicle by law enforcement personnel;
‘‘(iii) is traveling in the State of registration or designation or in another State;
‘‘(iv) is operated by—
‘‘(I) a farm owner or operator;
‘‘(II) a ranch owner or operator; or
‘‘(III) an employee or family member of an
individual specified in subclause (I) or (II);
‘‘(v) is transporting to or from a farm or
ranch—
‘‘(I) agricultural commodities;
‘‘(II) livestock;
‘‘(III) agricultural supplies; or
‘‘(IV) machinery, including machinery
being transported for the purpose of performance of agricultural production activity or
for the purpose of servicing or repairing the
item being transported;
‘‘(vi) is not used in the operations of a forhire motor carrier;
‘‘(vii) has a gross vehicle weight rating or
gross vehicle weight, whichever is greater,
that is—
‘‘(I) 26,001 pounds or less; or
‘‘(II) greater than 26,001 pounds and is traveling within the State of registration or designation or within 150 air miles of the farm
or ranch with respect to which the vehicle is
being operated; and
‘‘(viii) is not transporting materials that
require a placard; or
‘‘(B) that—
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‘‘(i) meets the requirements under subparagraph (A) (other than clause (vi) of such subparagraph);
‘‘(ii) is operated pursuant to a crop share
farm lease agreement;
‘‘(iii) is owned by a tenant with respect to
that agreement; and
‘‘(iv) is transporting the landlord’s portion
of the crops under that agreement.’’; and
(2) in section 31102—
(A) in subsection (b)(2)(E), by striking the
period at the end and inserting a semicolon;
(B) by redesignating subsection (e) as subsection (f); and
(C) by inserting after subsection (d) the following:
‘‘(e) LIMITATION OF AUTHORITY; STATE
STANDARDS FOR COVERED FARM VEHICLES AND
DRIVERS.—The Secretary may not terminate,
reduce, limit, or otherwise interfere with the
amount or timing of grants that a State is
otherwise eligible to receive under this title
or title 23 as a result of any minimum standard or exemption provided by the State for a
covered farm vehicle or the driver of such vehicle that is less stringent than the requirements for commercial motor vehicles and
drivers established under title 49, Code of
Federal Regulations, including requirements
pertaining to—
‘‘(1) controlled substances and alcohol use
and testing;
‘‘(2) commercial driver’s licensing;
‘‘(3) driver qualifications;
‘‘(4) medical certifications;
‘‘(5) driving and operating commercial vehicles;
‘‘(6) parts and accessories for the safe operation of commercial vehicles;
‘‘(7) the maximum hours of service of drivers;
‘‘(8) vehicle inspection repair and maintenance;
‘‘(9) employee safety and health standards;
and
‘‘(10) recordkeeping related to compliance
with such standards.’’.

SA 2317. Mr. TOOMEY submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed by
him to the bill H.R. 22, to amend the
Internal Revenue Code of 1986 to exempt employees with health coverage
under TRICARE or the Veterans Administration from being taken into account for purposes of determining the
employers to which the employer mandate applies under the Patient Protection and Affordable Care Act; which
was ordered to lie on the table; as follows:
At the end of subtitle A of title I, add the
following:
SEC. 10ll. EMERGENCY EXEMPTIONS.

Any road, highway, railway, bridge, or
transit facility that is damaged by an emergency that is declared by the Governor of the
State and concurred in by the Secretary of
Homeland Security or declared as an emergency by the President pursuant to the Robert T. Stafford Disaster Relief and Emergency Assistance Act (42 U.S.C. 5121 et seq.)
and that is in operation or under construction on the date on which the emergency occurs—
(1) may be reconstructed in the same location with the same capacity, dimensions, and
design as before the emergency; and
(2) shall be exempt from any environmental reviews, approvals, licensing, and
permit requirements under—
(A) the National Environmental Policy Act
of 1969 (42 U.S.C. 4321 et seq.);
(B) sections 402 and 404 of the Federal
Water Pollution Control Act (33 U.S.C. 1342,
1344);
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(C) division A of subtitle III of title 54,
United States Code;
(D) the Migratory Bird Treaty Act (16
U.S.C. 703 et seq.);
(E) the Wild and Scenic Rivers Act (16
U.S.C. 1271 et seq.);
(F) the Fish and Wildlife Coordination Act
(16 U.S.C. 661 et seq.);
(G) the Endangered Species Act of 1973 (16
U.S.C. 1531 et seq.), except when the reconstruction occurs in designated critical habitat for threatened and endangered species;
(H) Executive Order 11990 (42 U.S.C. 4321
note; relating to the protection of wetland);
and
(I) any Federal law (including regulations)
requiring no net loss of wetland.

SA 2318. Mr. TOOMEY submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed by
him to the bill H.R. 22, to amend the
Internal Revenue Code of 1986 to exempt employees with health coverage
under TRICARE or the Veterans Administration from being taken into account for purposes of determining the
employers to which the employer mandate applies under the Patient Protection and Affordable Care Act; which
was ordered to lie on the table; as follows:
At the appropriate place, insert the following:
TITLE llEXPORT-IMPORT BANK OF THE
UNITED STATES
SEC. ll01. SHORT TITLE.

This title may be cited as the ‘‘Restoring
Competition in Export Financing Act of
2015’’.
SEC. ll02. EXTENSION OF AUTHORITY.
(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 7 of the Export-

Import Bank Act of 1945 (12 U.S.C. 635f) is
amended by striking ‘‘September 30, 2014’’
and inserting ‘‘June 30, 2025’’.
(b) DUAL-USE EXPORTS.—Section 1(c) of
Public Law 103–428 (12 U.S.C. 635 note) is
amended by striking ‘‘September 30, 2014’’
and inserting ‘‘June 30, 2025’’.
(c) SUB-SAHARAN AFRICA ADVISORY COMMITTEE.—Section 2(b)(9)(B)(iii) of the ExportImport Bank Act of 1945 (12 U.S.C.
635(b)(9)(B)(iii)) is amended by striking ‘‘September 30, 2014’’ and inserting ‘‘June 30,
2025’’.
SEC. ll03. AGGREGATE LOAN, GUARANTEE, AND
INSURANCE AUTHORITY.
(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 6(a)(2) of the Ex-

port-Import Bank Act of 1945 (12 U.S.C.
635e(a)(2)) is amended to read as follows:
‘‘(2) APPLICABLE AMOUNT.—In paragraph (1),
the term ‘applicable amount’ means—
‘‘(A) during fiscal year 2015, $120,000,000,000;
‘‘(B) during fiscal year 2016, $115,000,000,000;
‘‘(C) during fiscal year 2017, $103,500,000,000;
‘‘(D) during fiscal year 2018, $92,000,000,000;
‘‘(E) during fiscal year 2019, $80,500,000,000;
‘‘(F) during fiscal year 2020, $69,000,000,000;
‘‘(G) during fiscal year 2021, $57,500,000,000;
‘‘(H) during fiscal year 2022, $46,000,000,000;
‘‘(I) during fiscal year 2023, $34,500,000,000;
‘‘(J) during fiscal year 2024, $23,000,000,000;
and
‘‘(K)
during
fiscal
year
2025,
$11,500,000,000.’’.
(b) MEASURES TO ENSURE COMPLIANCE.—
Section 6(a) of the Export-Import Bank Act
of 1945 (12 U.S.C. 635e(a)), as amended by subsection (a), is further amended—
(1) by redesignating paragraph (3) as paragraph (5); and
(2) by inserting after paragraph (2) the following:
‘‘(3) AUTHORITY TO SELL SEASONED LOANS
AND GUARANTEES TO COMPLY WITH LIMITATION.—The Bank may sell seasoned loans and
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guarantees to private investors to comply
with the decreasing limitation on outstanding loans, guarantees, and insurance
under this subsection.
‘‘(4) CONSEQUENCES OF EXCEEDING LIMITATION.—
‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—If the Bank exceeds the
limitation on outstanding loans, guarantees,
and insurance under this subsection in a fiscal year, the Bank—
‘‘(i) may not provide any new loans, guarantees, or insurance on or after the date on
which the Bank exceeds that limitation; and
‘‘(ii) the President of the Bank shall submit to Congress a report describing the reasons the Bank exceeded that limitation and
the efforts of the Bank to come into compliance with the limitation.
‘‘(B) TESTIMONY.—The Committee on Banking, Housing, and Urban Affairs of the Senate and the Committee on Financial Services
of the House of Representatives may compel
the President of the Bank to testify with respect to a report described in subparagraph
(A)(ii).’’.
SEC. ll04. REPORT ON WINDING DOWN OF OPERATIONS.
(a) REPORT BY EXPORT-IMPORT BANK.—Not

later than one year after the date of the enactment of this Act, the Export-Import Bank
of the United States shall submit to Congress and the Comptroller General of the
United States a plan on how the Bank
plans—
(1) to manage the orderly wind-down of the
portfolio and operations of the Bank by June
30, 2025; and
(2) to comply with the decreasing limitation on the aggregate loan, guarantee, and
insurance authority of the Bank under section 6(a) of the Export-Import Bank Act of
1945, as amended by section ll03.
(b) REPORT BY COMPTROLLER GENERAL OF
THE UNITED STATES.—After receiving the report required by subsection (a), the Comptroller General of the United States shall
submit to Congress an assessment of the
plan and such recommendations as the
Comptroller General considers appropriate
with respect to the plan and the orderly
wind-down of the portfolio and operations of
the Export-Import Bank of the United
States.
SEC. ll05. EFFECTIVE DATE.

The provisions of and amendments made
by this title shall take effect on June 30,
2015.

SA 2319. Mr. WYDEN (for himself and
Mr. CRAPO) submitted an amendment
intended to be proposed by him to the
bill H.R. 22, to amend the Internal Revenue Code of 1986 to exempt employees
with health coverage under TRICARE
or the Veterans Administration from
being taken into account for purposes
of determining the employers to which
the employer mandate applies under
the Patient Protection and Affordable
Care Act; which was ordered to lie on
the table; as follows:
At the end of division F, add the following:
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SEC. lll. SECURE RURAL SCHOOLS AND COMMUNITY SELF-DETERMINATION PROGRAM.
(a) SECURE PAYMENTS FOR STATES AND
COUNTIES CONTAINING FEDERAL LAND.—
(1) DEFINITIONS.—Section 3(11) of the Se-

cure Rural Schools and Community Self-Determination Act of 2000 (16 U.S.C. 7102) is
amended—
(A) in subparagraph (B), by striking ‘‘and’’
at the end;
(B) in subparagraph (C)—
(i) by striking ‘‘fiscal year 2012 and each
fiscal year thereafter’’ and inserting ‘‘each of
fiscal years 2012 through 2015’’; and
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(ii) by striking ‘‘year.’’ and inserting
‘‘year; and’’; and
(C) by adding at the end the following:
‘‘(D) for each of fiscal years 2016 through
2018, the amount that is equal to 150 percent
of the full funding amount for fiscal year
2011.’’.
(2) CALCULATION OF PAYMENTS.—Section 101
of the Secure Rural Schools and Community
Self-Determination Act of 2000 (16 U.S.C.
7111) is amended by striking ‘‘2015’’ each
place it appears and inserting ‘‘2018’’.
(3) ELECTIONS.—Section 102(b) of the Secure
Rural Schools and Community Self-Determination Act of 2000 (16 U.S.C. 7112(b)) is
amended—
(A) in paragraph (1)—
(i) in subparagraph (A), by striking ‘‘August 1, 2013 (or as soon thereafter as the Secretary concerned determines is practicable),
and August 1 of each second fiscal year
thereafter’’ and inserting ‘‘August 1 of each
fiscal year (or a later date specified by the
Secretary concerned for the fiscal year)’’;
and
(ii) by adding at the end the following:
‘‘(D) PAYMENT FOR FISCAL YEARS 2016
THROUGH 2018.—A county election otherwise
required by subparagraph (A) shall not apply
for fiscal years 2016 through 2018 if the county elects to receive a share of the State payment or the county payment in 2013.’’; and
(B) in paragraph (2)(B)—
(i) by inserting ‘‘or any subsequent year’’
after ‘‘2013’’; and
(ii) by striking ‘‘2015’’ and inserting ‘‘2018’’.
(4) ELECTION AS TO USE OF BALANCE.—Section 102(d)(1) of the Secure Rural Schools and
Community Self Determination Act of 2000
(16 U.S.C. 7112(d)(1)) is amended—
(A) in subparagraph (B)(ii), by striking
‘‘not more than 7 percent of the total share
for the eligible county of the State payment
or the county payment’’ and inserting ‘‘any
portion of the balance’’; and
(B) by striking subparagraph (C) and inserting the following:
‘‘(C) COUNTIES WITH MAJOR DISTRIBUTIONS.—
In the case of each eligible county to which
$350,000 or more is distributed for any fiscal
year pursuant to either or both of paragraphs (1)(B) and (2)(B) of subsection (a), the
eligible county shall elect to do 1 or more of
the following with the balance of any funds
not expended pursuant to subparagraph (A):
‘‘(i) Reserve any portion of the balance for
projects in accordance with title II.
‘‘(ii) Reserve not more than 7 percent of
the total share for the eligible county of the
State payment or the county payment for
projects in accordance with title III.
‘‘(iii) Return to the Treasury of the United
States the portion of the balance not reserved under clauses (i) and (ii).’’.
TO
ELECT.—Section
(5)
FAILURE
102(d)(3)(B)(ii) of the Secure Rural Schools
and Community Self-Determination Act of
2000 (16 U.S.C. 7112(d)(3)(B)(ii)) is amended by
striking ‘‘purpose described in section
202(b)’’ and inserting ‘‘purposes described in
section 202(b), section 203(c), or section
204(a)(5)’’.
(6) DISTRIBUTION OF PAYMENTS TO ELIGIBLE
COUNTIES.—Section 103(d)(2) of the Secure
Rural Schools and Community Self-Determination Act of 2000 (16 U.S.C. 7113(d)(2)) is
amended by striking ‘‘2015’’ and inserting
‘‘2018’’.
(b) CONTINUATION OF AUTHORITY TO CONDUCT SPECIAL PROJECTS ON FEDERAL LAND.—
(1) PILOT PROGRAM.—Section 204(e) of the
Secure Rural Schools and Community SelfDetermination Act of 2000 (16 U.S.C. 7124(e))
is amended by striking paragraph (3).
(2) AVAILABILITY OF PROJECT FUNDS.—Section 207(d)(2) of the Secure Rural Schools and
Community Self-Determination Act of 2000
(16 U.S.C. 7127(d)(2)) is amended by striking
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‘‘subparagraph (B)’’ and inserting ‘‘subparagraph (B)(i)’’.
(3) TERMINATION OF AUTHORITY.—Section
208 of the Secure Rural Schools and Community Self-Determination Act of 2000 (16
U.S.C. 7128) is amended—
(A) in subsection (a), by striking ‘‘2017’’
and inserting ‘‘2020’’; and
(B) in subsection (b), by striking ‘‘2018’’
and inserting ‘‘2021’’.
(c) CONTINUATION OF AUTHORITY TO USE
COUNTY FUNDS.—
(1) FUNDING FOR SEARCH AND RESCUE.—Section 302(a) of the Secure Rural Schools and
Community Self-Determination Act of 2000
(16 U.S.C. 7142(a)) is amended by striking
paragraph (2) and inserting the following:
‘‘(2) to reimburse the participating county
or sheriff for amounts paid for by the participating county or sheriff, as applicable, for—
‘‘(A) search and rescue and other emergency services, including firefighting, that
are performed on Federal land; and
‘‘(B) emergency response vehicles or aircraft but only in the amount attributable to
the use of the vehicles or aircraft to provide
the services described in subparagraph (A).’’.
(2) TERMINATION OF AUTHORITY.—Section
304 of the Secure Rural Schools and Community Self-Determination Act of 2000 (16
U.S.C. 7144) is amended—
(A) in subsection (a), by striking ‘‘2017’’
and inserting ‘‘2020’’ and
(B) in subsection (b), by striking ‘‘2018’’
and inserting ‘‘2021’’.
(d) NO REDUCTION IN PAYMENT.—Title IV of
the Secure Rural Schools and Community
Self-Determination Act of 2000 (16 U.S.C. 7151
et seq.) is amended by adding at the end the
following:
‘‘SEC. 404. NO REDUCTION IN PAYMENTS.

‘‘Payments under this Act for fiscal year
2016 and each fiscal year thereafter shall be
exempt from direct spending reductions
under section 251A of the Balanced Budget
and Emergency Deficit Control Act of 1985 (2
U.S.C. 901a).’’.

SA 2320. Mr. WYDEN (for himself and
Mr. CRAPO) submitted an amendment
intended to be proposed by him to the
bill H.R. 22, to amend the Internal Revenue Code of 1986 to exempt employees
with health coverage under TRICARE
or the Veterans Administration from
being taken into account for purposes
of determining the employers to which
the employer mandate applies under
the Patient Protection and Affordable
Care Act; which was ordered to lie on
the table; as follows:
At the end of division F, add the following:
SEC. 6lllll. WILDFIRE DISASTER FUNDING.
(a) DISASTER FUNDING.—Section 251(b)(2)(D)

of the Balanced Budget and Emergency Deficit Control Act of 1985 (2 U.S.C. 901(b)(2)(D))
is amended—
(1) in clause (i)—
(A) in subclause (I), by striking ‘‘and’’ at
the end and inserting ‘‘plus’’;
(B) in subclause (II), by striking the period
at the end and inserting ‘‘; less’’; and
(C) by adding the following:
‘‘(III) the additional new budget authority
provided in an appropriation Act for wildfire
suppression operations pursuant to subparagraph (E) for the preceding fiscal year.’’; and
(2) by adding at the end the following:
‘‘(v) Beginning in fiscal year 2018, and for
each fiscal year thereafter, the calculation
of the ‘average funding provided for disaster
relief over the previous 10 years’ shall include, for each year within that average, the
additional new budget authority provided in
an appropriation Act for wildfire suppression
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operations pursuant to subparagraph (E) for
the preceding fiscal year.’’.
SUPPRESSION.—Section
(b)
WILDFIRE
251(b)(2) of the Balanced Budget and Emergency Deficit Control Act of 1985 (2 U.S.C.
901(b)(2)) is amended by adding at the end the
following:
‘‘(E) WILDFIRE SUPPRESSION.—
‘‘(i) DEFINITIONS.—In this subparagraph:
‘‘(I) ADDITIONAL NEW BUDGET AUTHORITY.—
The term ‘additional new budget authority’
means the amount provided for a fiscal year
in an appropriation Act that is—
‘‘(aa) in excess of 100 percent of the average
costs for wildfire suppression operations over
the previous 10 years; and
‘‘(bb) specified to pay for the costs of wildfire suppression operations.
‘‘(II) WILDFIRE SUPPRESSION OPERATIONS.—
The term ‘wildfire suppression operations’
means the emergency and unpredictable aspects of wildland firefighting, including—
‘‘(aa) support, response, and emergency
stabilization activities;
‘‘(bb) other emergency management activities; and
‘‘(cc) the funds necessary to repay any
transfers needed for the costs of wildfire suppression operations.
‘‘(ii) ADDITIONAL NEW BUDGET AUTHORITY.—
If a bill or joint resolution making appropriations for a fiscal year is enacted that
specifies an amount for wildfire suppression
operations in the Wildland Fire Management
accounts at the Department of Agriculture
or the Department of the Interior, then the
adjustments for that fiscal year shall be the
amount of additional new budget authority
provided in that Act for wildfire suppression
operations for that fiscal year, but shall not
exceed—
‘‘(I) for fiscal year 2016, $1,460,000,000 in additional new budget authority;
‘‘(II) for fiscal year 2017, $1,557,000,000 in additional new budget authority;
‘‘(III) for fiscal year 2018, $1,778,000,000 in
additional new budget authority;
‘‘(IV) for fiscal year 2019, $2,030,000,000 in
additional new budget authority;
‘‘(V) for fiscal year 2020, $2,319,000,000 in additional new budget authority; and
‘‘(VI) for fiscal year 2021, $2,650,000,000 in
additional new budget authority.
‘‘(iii) AVERAGE COST CALCULATION.—The average costs for wildfire suppression operations over the previous 10 years shall be calculated annually and reported in the budget
of the President submitted under section
1105(a) of title 31, United States Code, for
each fiscal year.’’.
(c) REPORTING REQUIREMENTS.—
(1) SUPPLEMENTAL APPROPRIATIONS.—If the
Secretary of the Interior or the Secretary of
Agriculture determines that supplemental
appropriations are necessary for a fiscal year
for wildfire suppression operations, a request
for the supplemental appropriations shall
promptly be submitted to Congress.
(2) NOTICE OF NEED FOR ADDITIONAL
FUNDS.—Prior to the obligation of any of the
additional new budget authority for wildfire
suppression operations specified for purposes
of section 251(b)(2)(E)(ii) of the Balanced
Budget and Emergency Deficit Control Act
of 1985 (2 U.S.C. 901(b)(2)(E)(ii)), the Secretary of the Interior or the Secretary of Agriculture, as applicable, shall submit to the
Committees on Appropriations and the Budget of the House of Representatives and the
Committees on Appropriations and the Budget of the Senate written notification that describes—
(A) that the amount for wildfire suppression operations to meet the terms of section
251(b)(2)(E) of that Act for that fiscal year
will be exhausted imminently; and
(B) the need for additional new budget authority for wildfire suppression operations.
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(3) ACCOUNTING, REPORTS AND ACCOUNTABILITY.—
(A) ACCOUNTING AND REPORTING REQUIREMENTS.—For each fiscal year, the Secretary
of the Interior and the Secretary of Agriculture shall account for and report on the
amounts used from the additional new budget authority for wildfire suppression operations provided to the Secretary of the Interior or Secretary of Agriculture, as applicable, in an appropriations Act pursuant to
section 251(b)(2)(E)(ii) of the Balanced Budget and Emergency Deficit Control Act of 1985
(2 U.S.C. 901(b)(2)(E)(ii)).
(B) ANNUAL REPORT.—
(i) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 180 days
after the end of the fiscal year for which additional new budget authority is used, pursuant to section 251(b)(2)(E)(ii) of the Balanced
Budget and Emergency Deficit Control Act
of 1985 (2 U.S.C. 901(b)(2)(E)(ii)), the Secretary of the Interior or the Secretary of Agriculture, as applicable, shall—
(I) prepare an annual report with respect
to the additional new budget authority;
(II) submit to the Committees on Appropriations, the Budget, and Natural Resources
of the House of Representatives and the
Committees on Appropriations, the Budget,
and Energy and Natural Resources of the
Senate the annual report prepared under
subclause (I); and
(III) make the report prepared under subclause (I) available to the public.
(ii) COMPONENTS.—The annual report prepared under clause (i) shall—
(I) document risk-based factors that influenced management decisions with respect to
wildfire suppression operations;
(II) analyze a statistically significant sample of large fires, including an analysis for
each fire of—
(aa) cost drivers;
(bb) the effectiveness of risk management
techniques and whether fire operations strategy tracked the risk assessment;
(cc) any resulting ecological or other benefits to the landscape;
(dd) the impact of investments in wildfire
suppression operations preparedness;
(ee) effectiveness of wildfire suppression
operations, including an analysis of resources lost versus dollars invested;
(ff) effectiveness of any fuel treatments on
fire behavior and suppression expenditures;
(gg) suggested corrective actions; and
(hh) any other factors the Secretary of the
Interior or Secretary of Agriculture determines to be appropriate;
(III) include an accounting of overall fire
management and spending by the Department of the Interior or the Department of
Agriculture, which shall be analyzed by fire
size, cost, regional location, and other factors;
(IV) describe any lessons learned in the
conduct of wildfire suppression operations;
and
(V) include any other elements that the
Secretary of the Interior or the Secretary of
Agriculture determines to be necessary.

SA 2321. Mr. WYDEN (for himself and
Mr. CRAPO) submitted an amendment
intended to be proposed by him to the
bill H.R. 22, to amend the Internal Revenue Code of 1986 to exempt employees
with health coverage under TRICARE
or the Veterans Administration from
being taken into account for purposes
of determining the employers to which
the employer mandate applies under
the Patient Protection and Affordable
Care Act; which was ordered to lie on
the table; as follows:
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SEC. 6llll. WILDFIRE DISASTER FUNDING AUTHORITY.
(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 251(b)(2) of the

Balanced Budget and Emergency Deficit
Control Act of 1985 (2 U.S.C. 901(b)(2)) is
amended by adding at the end the following:
‘‘(E) FLAME WILDFIRE SUPPRESSION.—
‘‘(i) If a bill or joint resolution making appropriations for a fiscal year is enacted that
specifies an amount for wildfire suppression
operations in the Wildland Fire Management
accounts at the Department of Agriculture
or the Department of the Interior, then the
adjustments for that fiscal year shall be the
amount of additional new budget authority
provided in that Act for wildfire suppression
operations for that fiscal year, but shall not
exceed—
‘‘(I) for fiscal year 2016, $1,410,000,000 in additional new budget authority;
‘‘(II) for fiscal year 2017, $1,460,000,000 in additional new budget authority;
‘‘(III) for fiscal year 2018, $1,560,000,000 in
additional new budget authority;
‘‘(IV) for fiscal year 2019, $1,780,000,000 in
additional new budget authority;
‘‘(V) for fiscal year 2020 $2,030,000,000 in additional new budget authority;
‘‘(VI) for fiscal year 2021, $2,320,000,000 in
additional new budget authority;
‘‘(VII) for fiscal year 2022, $2,650,000,000 in
additional new budget authority;
‘‘(VIII) for fiscal year 2023, $2,690,000,000 in
additional new budget authority;
‘‘(IX) for fiscal year 2024, $2,690,000,000 in
additional new budget authority; and
‘‘(X) for fiscal year 2025, $2,690,000,000 in additional new budget authority.
‘‘(ii) As used in this subparagraph—
‘‘(I) the term ‘additional new budget authority’ means the amount provided for a fiscal year, in excess of 70 percent of the average costs for wildfire suppression operations
over the previous 10 years, in an appropriation Act and specified to pay for the costs of
wildfire suppression operations; and
‘‘(II) the term ‘wildfire suppression operations’ means the emergency and unpredictable aspects of wildland firefighting including support, response, and emergency stabilization activities; other emergency management activities; and funds necessary to
repay any transfers needed for these costs.
‘‘(iii) The average costs for wildfire suppression operations over the previous 10
years shall be calculated annually and reported in the President’s Budget submission
under section 1105(a) of title 31, United
States Code, for each fiscal year.’’.
(b) DISASTER FUNDING.—Section 251(b)(2)(D)
of the Balanced Budget and Emergency Deficit Control Act of 1985 (2 U.S.C. 901(b)(2)(D))
is amended—
(1) in clause (i)—
(A) in subclause (I), by striking ‘‘and’’ and
inserting ‘‘plus’’;
(B) in subclause (II), by striking the period
and inserting ‘‘; less’’; and
(C) by adding the following:
‘‘(III) the additional new budget authority
provided in an appropriation Act for wildfire
suppression operations pursuant to subparagraph (E) for the preceding fiscal year.’’; and
(2) by adding at the end the following:
‘‘(v) Beginning in fiscal year 2018 and in
subsequent fiscal years, the calculation of
the ‘average funding provided for disaster relief over the previous 10 years’ shall include
the additional new budget authority provided in an appropriation Act for wildfire
suppression operations pursuant to subparagraph (E) for the preceding fiscal year.’’.
(c) REPORTING REQUIREMENTS.—If the Secretary of the Interior or the Secretary of Agriculture determines that supplemental appropriations are necessary for a fiscal year
for wildfire suppression operations, such Secretary shall promptly submit to Congress—
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(1) a request for such supplemental appropriations; and
(2) a plan detailing the manner in which
such Secretary intends to obligate the supplemental appropriations by not later than
30 days after the date on which the amounts
are made available.

SA 2322. Mr. WYDEN (for himself and
Mr. CRAPO) submitted an amendment
intended to be proposed by him to the
bill H.R. 22, to amend the Internal Revenue Code of 1986 to exempt employees
with health coverage under TRICARE
or the Veterans Administration from
being taken into account for purposes
of determining the employers to which
the employer mandate applies under
the Patient Protection and Affordable
Care Act; which was ordered to lie on
the table; as follows:
At the end of division F, add the following:

SSpencer on DSK4SPTVN1PROD with SENATE

SEC. lll. SECURE RURAL SCHOOLS AND COMMUNITY SELF-DETERMINATION PROGRAM.
(a) SECURE PAYMENTS FOR STATES AND
COUNTIES CONTAINING FEDERAL LAND.—
(1) DEFINITIONS.—Section 3(11) of the Se-

cure Rural Schools and Community Self-Determination Act of 2000 (16 U.S.C. 7102) is
amended—
(A) in subparagraph (B), by striking ‘‘and’’
at the end;
(B) in subparagraph (C)—
(i) by striking ‘‘fiscal year 2012 and each
fiscal year thereafter’’ and inserting ‘‘each of
fiscal years 2012 through 2015’’; and
(ii) by striking ‘‘year.’’ and inserting
‘‘year; and’’; and
(C) by adding at the end the following:
‘‘(D) for each of fiscal years 2016 through
2021, the amount that is equal to 150 percent
of the full funding amount for fiscal year
2011.’’.
(2) CALCULATION OF PAYMENTS.—Section 101
of the Secure Rural Schools and Community
Self-Determination Act of 2000 (16 U.S.C.
7111) is amended by striking ‘‘2015’’ each
place it appears and inserting ‘‘2021’’.
(3) ELECTIONS.—Section 102(b) of the Secure
Rural Schools and Community Self-Determination Act of 2000 (16 U.S.C. 7112(b)) is
amended—
(A) in paragraph (1)—
(i) in subparagraph (A), by striking ‘‘August 1, 2013 (or as soon thereafter as the Secretary concerned determines is practicable),
and August 1 of each second fiscal year
thereafter’’ and inserting ‘‘August 1 of each
fiscal year (or a later date specified by the
Secretary concerned for the fiscal year)’’;
and
(ii) by adding at the end the following:
‘‘(D) PAYMENT FOR FISCAL YEARS 2016
THROUGH 2021.—A county election otherwise
required by subparagraph (A) shall not apply
for fiscal years 2016 through 2021 if the county elects to receive a share of the State payment or the county payment in 2013.’’; and
(B) in paragraph (2)(B)—
(i) by inserting ‘‘or any subsequent year’’
after ‘‘2013’’; and
(ii) by striking ‘‘2015’’ and inserting ‘‘2021’’.
(4) ELECTION AS TO USE OF BALANCE.—Section 102(d)(1) of the Secure Rural Schools and
Community Self Determination Act of 2000
(16 U.S.C. 7112(d)(1)) is amended—
(A) in subparagraph (B)(ii), by striking
‘‘not more than 7 percent of the total share
for the eligible county of the State payment
or the county payment’’ and inserting ‘‘any
portion of the balance’’; and
(B) by striking subparagraph (C) and inserting the following:
‘‘(C) COUNTIES WITH MAJOR DISTRIBUTIONS.—
In the case of each eligible county to which
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$350,000 or more is distributed for any fiscal
year pursuant to either or both of paragraphs (1)(B) and (2)(B) of subsection (a), the
eligible county shall elect to do 1 or more of
the following with the balance of any funds
not expended pursuant to subparagraph (A):
‘‘(i) Reserve any portion of the balance for
projects in accordance with title II.
‘‘(ii) Reserve not more than 7 percent of
the total share for the eligible county of the
State payment or the county payment for
projects in accordance with title III.
‘‘(iii) Return to the Treasury of the United
States the portion of the balance not reserved under clauses (i) and (ii).’’.
TO
ELECT.—Section
(5)
FAILURE
102(d)(3)(B)(ii) of the Secure Rural Schools
and Community Self-Determination Act of
2000 (16 U.S.C. 7112(d)(3)(B)(ii)) is amended by
striking ‘‘purpose described in section
202(b)’’ and inserting ‘‘purposes described in
section 202(b), section 203(c), or section
204(a)(5)’’.
(6) DISTRIBUTION OF PAYMENTS TO ELIGIBLE
COUNTIES.—Section 103(d)(2) of the Secure
Rural Schools and Community Self-Determination Act of 2000 (16 U.S.C. 7113(d)(2)) is
amended by striking ‘‘2015’’ and inserting
‘‘2021’’.
(b) CONTINUATION OF AUTHORITY TO CONDUCT SPECIAL PROJECTS ON FEDERAL LAND.—
(1) PILOT PROGRAM.—Section 204(e) of the
Secure Rural Schools and Community SelfDetermination Act of 2000 (16 U.S.C. 7124(e))
is amended by striking paragraph (3).
(2) AVAILABILITY OF PROJECT FUNDS.—Section 207(d)(2) of the Secure Rural Schools and
Community Self-Determination Act of 2000
(16 U.S.C. 7127(d)(2)) is amended by striking
‘‘subparagraph (B)’’ and inserting ‘‘subparagraph (B)(i)’’.
(3) TERMINATION OF AUTHORITY.—Section
208 of the Secure Rural Schools and Community Self-Determination Act of 2000 (16
U.S.C. 7128) is amended—
(A) in subsection (a), by striking ‘‘2017’’
and inserting ‘‘2023’’; and
(B) in subsection (b), by striking ‘‘2018’’
and inserting ‘‘2024’’.
(c) CONTINUATION OF AUTHORITY TO USE
COUNTY FUNDS.—
(1) FUNDING FOR SEARCH AND RESCUE.—Section 302(a) of the Secure Rural Schools and
Community Self-Determination Act of 2000
(16 U.S.C. 7142(a)) is amended by striking
paragraph (2) and inserting the following:
‘‘(2) to reimburse the participating county
or sheriff for amounts paid for by the participating county or sheriff, as applicable, for—
‘‘(A) search and rescue and other emergency services, including firefighting, that
are performed on Federal land; and
‘‘(B) emergency response vehicles or aircraft but only in the amount attributable to
the use of the vehicles or aircraft to provide
the services described in subparagraph (A).’’.
(2) TERMINATION OF AUTHORITY.—Section
304 of the Secure Rural Schools and Community Self-Determination Act of 2000 (16
U.S.C. 7144) is amended—
(A) in subsection (a), by striking ‘‘2017’’
and inserting ‘‘2023’’ and
(B) in subsection (b), by striking ‘‘2018’’
and inserting ‘‘2024’’.
(d) NO REDUCTION IN PAYMENT.—Title IV of
the Secure Rural Schools and Community
Self-Determination Act of 2000 (16 U.S.C. 7151
et seq.) is amended by adding at the end the
following:
‘‘SEC. 404. NO REDUCTION IN PAYMENTS.

‘‘Payments under this Act for fiscal year
2016 and each fiscal year thereafter shall be
exempt from direct spending reductions
under section 251A of the Balanced Budget
and Emergency Deficit Control Act of 1985 (2
U.S.C. 901a).’’.
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SA 2323. Mr. WYDEN submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed by
him to the bill H.R. 22, to amend the
Internal Revenue Code of 1986 to exempt employees with health coverage
under TRICARE or the Veterans Administration from being taken into account for purposes of determining the
employers to which the employer mandate applies under the Patient Protection and Affordable Care Act; which
was ordered to lie on the table; as follows:
At the appropriate place in division F, insert the following:
SEC. lllll. INDUSTRIAL HEMP FARMING.
(a) SHORT TITLE.—This section may

be
cited as the ‘‘Industrial Hemp Farming Act
of 2015’’.
(b) EXCLUSION OF INDUSTRIAL HEMP FROM
DEFINITION OF MARIHUANA.—Section 102 of
the Controlled Substances Act (21 U.S.C. 802)
is amended—
(1) in paragraph (16)—
(A) by striking ‘‘(16) The’’ and inserting
‘‘(16)(A) The’’; and
(B) by adding at the end the following:
‘‘(B) The term ‘marihuana’ does not include industrial hemp.’’; and
(2) by adding at the end the following:
‘‘(57) The term ‘industrial hemp’ means the
plant Cannabis sativa L. and any part of
such plant, whether growing or not, with a
delta-9 tetrahydrocannabinol concentration
of not more than 0.3 percent on a dry weight
basis.’’.
(c) INDUSTRIAL HEMP DETERMINATION BY
STATES.—Section 201 of the Controlled Substances Act (21 U.S.C. 811) is amended by
adding at the end the following:
‘‘(i) INDUSTRIAL HEMP DETERMINATION.—If a
person grows or processes Cannabis sativa L.
for purposes of making industrial hemp in
accordance with State law, the Cannabis
sativa L. shall be deemed to meet the concentration limitation under section 102(57),
unless the Attorney General determines that
the State law is not reasonably calculated to
comply with section 102(57).’’.

SA 2324. Mr. PERDUE (for himself
and Mr. SCOTT) submitted an amendment intended to be proposed by him
to the bill H.R. 22, to amend the Internal Revenue Code of 1986 to exempt employees with health coverage under
TRICARE or the Veterans Administration from being taken into account for
purposes of determining the employers
to which the employer mandate applies
under the Patient Protection and Affordable Care Act; which was ordered
to lie on the table; as follows:
At the appropriate place, insert the following:
SEC. lllll. SAVINGS PROVISION.

Notwithstanding any other provision of
this Act, any authorization or appropriation
for each of fiscal years 2019, 2020, and 2021
shall have no force or effect.

SA 2325. Mrs. GILLIBRAND submitted an amendment intended to be
proposed by her to the bill H.R. 22, to
amend the Internal Revenue Code of
1986 to exempt employees with health
coverage under TRICARE or the Veterans Administration from being taken
into account for purposes of determining the employers to which the employer mandate applies under the Patient Protection and Affordable Care
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Act; which was ordered to lie on the
table; as follows:
At the appropriate place in subtitle A of
title I, add the following:
SEC. 11ll. BRIDGES NOT ON NATIONAL HIGHWAY SYSTEM.

Section 119(d)(2) of title 23, United States
Code, is amended by adding at the end the
following:
‘‘(Q) Replacement (including replacement
with fill material), rehabilitation, preservation, and protection (including scour countermeasures, seismic retrofits, impact protection measures, security countermeasures,
and protection against extreme events) of
bridges on Federal-aid highways (other than
on the National Highway System).’’.

SA 2326. Mr. SULLIVAN (for Mr. VITSHAHEEN, Mr.
Mr. PETERS))
proposed an amendment to the bill
H.R. 2499, to amend the Small Business
Act to increase access to capital for
veteran entrepreneurs, to help create
jobs, and for other purposes; as follows:

TER (for himself, Mrs.
RISCH, Mr. COONS, and

At the end, add the following:
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SEC. 4. BUSINESS LOANS PROGRAM.
(a) SECTION 7(a) FUNDING LEVELS.—The
third proviso under the heading ‘‘BUSINESS
LOANS PROGRAM ACCOUNT’’ under the heading
‘‘SMALL BUSINESS ADMINISTRATION’’ under

title V of division E of the Consolidated and
Further Continuing Appropriations Act, 2015
(Public Law 113–235; 128 Stat. 2371) is amended by striking ‘‘$18,750,000,000’’ and inserting
‘‘$23,500,000,000’’.
(b) LOAN LIMITATIONS.—Section 7(a)(1) of
the Small Business Act (15 U.S.C. 636(a)(1)) is
amended—
(1) in subparagraph (A)—
(A) by striking ‘‘No financial assistance’’
and inserting the following:
‘‘(i) IN GENERAL.—No financial assistance’’;
and
(B) by adding at the end the following:
‘‘(ii) LIQUIDITY.—On and after October 1,
2015, the Administrator may not guarantee a
loan under this subsection if the lender determines that the borrower is unable to obtain credit elsewhere solely because the liquidity of the lender depends upon the guaranteed portion of the loan being sold on the
secondary market.’’; and
(2) by adding at the end the following:
‘‘(C) LENDING LIMITS OF LENDERS.—On and
after October 1, 2015, the Administrator may
not guarantee a loan under this subsection if
the sole purpose for requesting the guarantee
is to allow the lender to exceed the legal
lending limit of the lender.’’.
(c) REPORTING.—
(1) DEFINITIONS.—In this subsection—
(A) the term ‘‘Administrator’’ means the
Administrator of the Small Business Administration;
(B) the term ‘‘business loan’’ means a loan
made or guaranteed under section 7(a) of the
Small Business Act (15 U.S.C. 636(a));
(C) the term ‘‘cancellation’’ means that
the Administrator approves a proposed business loan, but the prospective borrower determines not to take the business loan; and
(D) the term ‘‘net dollar amount of business loans’’ means the difference between the
total dollar amount of business loans and the
total dollar amount of cancellations.
(2) REQUIREMENT.—During the 3-year period beginning on the date of enactment of
this Act, the Administrator shall submit to
Committee on Small Business and Entrepreneurship and the Committee on Appropriations of the Senate and the Committee on
Small Business and the Committee on Appropriations of the House of Representatives
a quarterly report regarding the loan pro-
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grams carried out under section 7(a) of the
Small Business Act (15 U.S.C. 636(a)), which
shall include—
(A) for the fiscal year during which the report is submitted and the 3 fiscal years before such fiscal year—
(i) the weekly total dollar amount of business loans;
(ii) the weekly total dollar amount of cancellations;
(iii) the weekly net dollar amount of business loans—
(I) for all business loans; and
(II) for each category of loan amount described in clause (i), (ii), or (iii) of section
7(a)(18) of the Small Business Act (15 U.S.C.
636(a)(18));
(B) for the fiscal year during which the report is submitted—
(i) the amount of remaining authority for
business loans, in dollar amount and as a
percentage; and
(ii) estimates of the date on which the net
dollar amount of business loans will reach
the maximum for such business loans based
on daily net lending volume and extrapolations based on year to date net lending volume, quarterly net lending volume, and
quarterly growth trends;
(C) the number of early defaults (as determined by the Administrator) during the
quarter covered by the report;
(D) the total amount paid by borrowers in
early default during the quarter covered by
the report, as of the time of purchase of the
guarantee;
(E) the number of borrowers in early default that are franchisees;
(F) the total amount of guarantees purchased by the Administrator during the
quarter covered by the report; and
(G) a description of the actions the Administrator is taking to combat early defaults
administratively and any legislative action
the Administrator recommends to address
early defaults.
f

AUTHORITY FOR COMMITTEES TO
MEET
COMMITTEE ON ARMED SERVICES

Mr. INHOFE. Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent that the Committee on Armed Services be authorized to meet during the session of the
Senate on July 23, 2015, at 9:30 a.m.
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, it is so ordered.
COMMITTEE ON BANKING, HOUSING, AND URBAN
AFFAIRS

Mr. INHOFE. Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent that the Committee on Banking, Housing, and
Urban Affairs be authorized to meet
during the session of the Senate on
July 23, 2015, at 9:30 a.m., to conduct a
hearing entitled ‘‘Measuring the Systemic Importance of U.S. Bank Holding
Companies.’’
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, it is so ordered.

mittee on Foreign Relations be authorized to meet during the session of the
Senate on July 23, 2015, at 10 a.m., to
conduct a hearing entitled ‘‘Iran Nuclear Agreement Review.’’
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, it is so ordered.
COMMITTEE ON HEALTH, EDUCATION, LABOR,
AND PENSIONS

Mr. INHOFE. Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent that the Committee on Health, Education, Labor,
and Pensions be authorized to meet
during the session of the Senate, on
July 23, 2015, at 10 a.m., in room SD–430
of the Dirksen Senate Office Building
to conduct a hearing entitled ‘‘Achieving the Promise of Health Information
Technology: Information Blocking and
Potential Solutions.’’
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, it is so ordered.
COMMITTEE ON HOMELAND SECURITY AND
GOVERNMENTAL AFFAIRS

Mr. INHOFE. Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent that the Committee on Homeland Security and Governmental Affairs be authorized to
meet during the session of the Senate
on July 23, 2015, at 10 a.m.
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, it is so ordered.
COMMITTEE ON THE JUDICIARY

Mr. INHOFE. Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent that the Committee on the Judiciary be authorized
to meet during the session of the Senate on July 23, 2015, at 10 a.m., in room
SD–226 of the Dirksen Senate Office
Building.
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, it is so ordered.
SELECT COMMITTEE ON INTELLIGENCE

Mr. INHOFE. Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent that the Select
Committee on Intelligence be authorized to meet during the session of the
Senate on July 23, 2015, at 2:30 p.m.
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, it is so ordered.
SUBCOMMITTEE ON THE CONSTITUTION

Mr. INHOFE. Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent that the Committee
on
the
Judiciary,
Subcommittee on the Constitution, be authorized to meet during the session of
the Senate, on July 23, 2015, at 2 p.m.,
in room SD–226 of the Dirksen Senate
Office Building, to conduct a hearing
entitled ‘‘The Administrative State v.
The Constitution: Dodd-Frank at Five
Years.’’
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, it is so ordered.
f

COMMITTEE ON FINANCE

Mr. INHOFE. Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent that the Committee on Finance be authorized to
meet during the session of the Senate
on July 23, 2015, at 10 a.m., in room SD–
215 of the Dirksen Senate Office Building.
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, it is so ordered.
COMMITTEE ON FOREIGN RELATIONS

Mr. INHOFE. Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent that the Com-
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PRIVILEGES OF THE FLOOR
Mr. THUNE. Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent that Katherine
White, Federal Trade Commission, and
LCDR Robert Donnell, U.S. Coast
Guard, detailees on the Commerce
Committee, be granted floor privileges
throughout the debate on the highway
bill.
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, it is so ordered.
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NATIONAL
WINDSTORM
IMPACT
REDUCTION ACT REAUTHORIZATION OF 2015
Mr. SULLIVAN. Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent that the Senate
proceed to the immediate consideration of Calendar No. 114, H.R. 23.
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
clerk will report the bill by title.
The legislative clerk read as follows:
A bill (H.R. 23) to reauthorize the National
Windstorm Impact Reduction Program, and
for other purposes.

There being no objection, the Senate
proceeded to consider the bill, which
had been reported from the Committee
on Commerce, Science, and Transportation, with an amendment to strike
all after the enacting clause and insert
in lieu thereof the following:
H.R. 23
SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE.

This Act may be cited as the ‘‘National Windstorm Impact Reduction Act Reauthorization of
2015’’.
SEC. 2. DEFINITIONS.
(a) DIRECTOR.—Section 203(1) of the National

Windstorm Impact Reduction Act of 2004 (42
U.S.C. 15702(1)) is amended by striking ‘‘Director of the Office of Science and Technology Policy’’ and inserting ‘‘Director of the National Institute of Standards and Technology’’.
(b) LIFELINES.—Section 203 of the National
Windstorm Impact Reduction Act of 2004 (42
U.S.C. 15702) is further amended—
(1) by redesignating paragraphs (2) through
(4) as paragraphs (3) through (5), respectively;
and
(2) by inserting after paragraph (1) the following new paragraph:
‘‘(2) LIFELINES.—The term ‘lifelines’ means
public works and utilities, including transportation facilities and infrastructure, oil and gas
pipelines, electrical power and communication
facilities and infrastructure, and water supply
and sewage treatment facilities.’’.
(c) WINDSTORM.—Paragraph (5) of such section, as redesignated by subsection (b), is
amended by inserting ‘‘northeaster,’’ after
‘‘tropical storm,’’.
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SEC. 3. NATIONAL WINDSTORM IMPACT REDUCTION PROGRAM.

Section 204 of the National Windstorm Impact
Reduction Act of 2004 (42 U.S.C. 15703) is
amended—
(1) by striking subsections (a), (b), and (c) and
inserting the following:
‘‘(a) ESTABLISHMENT.—There is established
the National Windstorm Impact Reduction Program, the purpose of which is to achieve major
measurable reductions in the losses of life and
property from windstorms through a coordinated Federal effort, in cooperation with other
levels of government, academia, and the private
sector, aimed at improving the understanding of
windstorms and their impacts and developing
and encouraging the implementation of cost-effective mitigation measures to reduce those impacts.
‘‘(b) RESPONSIBILITIES OF PROGRAM AGENCIES.—
‘‘(1) LEAD AGENCY.—The National Institute of
Standards and Technology shall have the primary responsibility for planning and coordinating the Program. In carrying out this paragraph, the Director shall—
‘‘(A) ensure that the Program includes the
necessary components to promote the implementation of windstorm risk reduction measures by
Federal, State, and local governments, national
standards and model building code organizations, architects and engineers, and others with
a role in planning and constructing buildings
and lifelines;

VerDate Sep 11 2014

S5557

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — SENATE

04:46 Jul 24, 2015

Jkt 049060

‘‘(B) support the development of performancebased engineering tools, and work with appropriate groups to promote the commercial application of such tools, including through wind-related model building codes, voluntary standards, and construction best practices;
‘‘(C) request the assistance of Federal agencies other than the Program agencies, as necessary to assist in carrying out this Act;
‘‘(D) coordinate all Federal post-windstorm
investigations to the extent practicable; and
‘‘(E) when warranted by research or investigative findings, issue recommendations to assist in informing the development of model
codes, and provide information to Congress on
the use of such recommendations.
‘‘(2) NATIONAL INSTITUTE OF STANDARDS AND
TECHNOLOGY.—In addition to the lead agency
responsibilities described under paragraph (1),
the National Institute of Standards and Technology shall be responsible for carrying out research and development to improve model building codes, voluntary standards, and best practices for the design, construction, and retrofit of
buildings, structures, and lifelines.
‘‘(3) NATIONAL SCIENCE FOUNDATION.—The
National Science Foundation shall support research in—
‘‘(A) engineering and the atmospheric sciences
to improve the understanding of the behavior of
windstorms and their impact on buildings,
structures, and lifelines; and
‘‘(B) economic and social factors influencing
windstorm risk reduction measures.
‘‘(4) NATIONAL OCEANIC AND ATMOSPHERIC ADMINISTRATION.—The National Oceanic and Atmospheric Administration shall support atmospheric sciences research to improve the understanding of the behavior of windstorms and
their impact on buildings, structures, and lifelines.
‘‘(5) FEDERAL EMERGENCY MANAGEMENT AGENCY.—The
Federal Emergency Management
Agency shall—
‘‘(A) support—
‘‘(i) the development of risk assessment tools
and effective mitigation techniques;
‘‘(ii) windstorm-related data collection and
analysis;
‘‘(iii) public outreach and information dissemination; and
‘‘(iv) promotion of the adoption of windstorm
preparedness and mitigation measures, including for households, businesses, and communities, consistent with the Agency’s all-hazards
approach; and
‘‘(B) work closely with national standards
and model building code organizations, in conjunction with the National Institute of Standards and Technology, to promote the implementation of research results and promote better
building practices within the building design
and construction industry, including architects,
engineers, contractors, builders, and inspectors.’’;
(2) by redesignating subsection (d) as subsection (c), and by striking subsections (e) and
(f); and
(3) by inserting after subsection (c), as so redesignated, the following new subsections:
‘‘(d) BUDGET ACTIVITIES.—The Director of the
National Institute of Standards and Technology, the Director of the National Science
Foundation, the Director of the National Oceanic and Atmospheric Administration, and the
Director of the Federal Emergency Management
Agency shall each include in their agency’s annual budget request to Congress a description of
their agency’s projected activities under the
Program for the fiscal year covered by the budget request, along with an assessment of what
they plan to spend on those activities for that
fiscal year.
‘‘(e) INTERAGENCY COORDINATING COMMITTEE
ON WINDSTORM IMPACT REDUCTION.—
‘‘(1) ESTABLISHMENT.—There is established an
Interagency Coordinating Committee on Windstorm Impact Reduction, chaired by the Director
or the Director’s designee.
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‘‘(2) MEMBERSHIP.—In addition to the chair,
the Committee shall be composed of—
‘‘(A) the heads or such designees of—
‘‘(i) the Federal Emergency Management
Agency;
‘‘(ii) the National Oceanic and Atmospheric
Administration;
‘‘(iii) the National Science Foundation;
‘‘(iv) the Office of Science and Technology
Policy; and
‘‘(v) the Office of Management and Budget;
and
‘‘(B) the head of any other Federal agency, or
such designee, the chair considers appropriate.
‘‘(3) MEETINGS.—The Committee shall meet
not less than once a year at the call of the Director of the National Institute of Standards
and Technology.
‘‘(4) GENERAL PURPOSE AND DUTIES.—The
Committee shall oversee the planning and coordination of the Program.
‘‘(5) STRATEGIC PLAN.—The Committee shall
develop and submit to Congress, not later than
one year after the date of enactment of the National Windstorm Impact Reduction Act Reauthorization of 2015, a Strategic Plan for the Program that includes—
‘‘(A) prioritized goals for the Program that
will mitigate against the loss of life and property from future windstorms;
‘‘(B) short-term, mid-term, and long-term research objectives to achieve those goals;
‘‘(C) a description of the role of each Program
agency in achieving the prioritized goals;
‘‘(D) the methods by which progress towards
the goals will be assessed; and
‘‘(E) an explanation of how the Program will
foster the transfer of research results into outcomes, such as improved model building codes.
‘‘(6) PROGRESS REPORT.—Not later than 18
months after the date of enactment of the National Windstorm Impact Reduction Act Reauthorization of 2015, the Committee shall submit
to the Congress a report on the progress of the
Program that includes—
‘‘(A) a description of the activities funded
under the Program, a description of how these
activities align with the prioritized goals and research objectives established in the Strategic
Plan, and the budgets, per agency, for these activities;
‘‘(B) the outcomes achieved by the Program
for each of the goals identified in the Strategic
Plan;
‘‘(C) a description of any recommendations
made to change existing building codes that
were the result of Program activities; and
‘‘(D) a description of the extent to which the
Program has incorporated recommendations
from the Advisory Committee on Windstorm Impact Reduction.
‘‘(7) COORDINATED BUDGET.—The Committee
shall develop a coordinated budget for the Program, which shall be submitted to the Congress
not later than 60 days after the date of the
President’s budget submission for each fiscal
year.’’.
SEC. 4. NATIONAL ADVISORY COMMITTEE ON
WINDSTORM IMPACT REDUCTION.

Section 205 of the National Windstorm Impact
Reduction Act of 2004 (42 U.S.C. 15704) is
amended to read as follows:
‘‘SEC. 205. NATIONAL ADVISORY COMMITTEE ON
WINDSTORM IMPACT REDUCTION.
‘‘(a) IN GENERAL.—The Director of the Na-

tional Institute of Standards and Technology
shall establish an Advisory Committee on Windstorm Impact Reduction, which shall be composed of at least 7 and not more than 15 members who are qualified to provide advice on
windstorm impact reduction and represent related scientific, architectural, and engineering
disciplines, none of whom may be employees of
the Federal Government, including—
‘‘(1) representatives of research and academic
institutions;
‘‘(2) industry standards development organizations;
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‘‘(3) emergency management agencies;
‘‘(4) State and local government; and
‘‘(5) business communities, including the insurance industry.
‘‘(b) ASSESSMENTS.—The Advisory Committee
on Windstorm Impact Reduction shall offer assessments and recommendations on—
‘‘(1) trends and developments in the natural,
engineering, and social sciences and practices of
windstorm impact mitigation;
‘‘(2) the priorities of the Program’s Strategic
Plan;
‘‘(3) the coordination of the Program;
‘‘(4) the effectiveness of the Program in meeting its purposes; and
‘‘(5) any revisions to the Program which may
be necessary.
‘‘(c) COMPENSATION.—The members of the Advisory Committee established under this section
shall serve without compensation.
‘‘(d) REPORTS.—At least every 2 years, the Advisory Committee shall report to the Director on
the assessments carried out under subsection (b)
and its recommendations for ways to improve
the Program.
section
‘‘(e)
CHARTER.—Notwithstanding
14(b)(2) of the Federal Advisory Committee Act
(5 U.S.C. App.), the Advisory Committee shall
not be required to file a charter subsequent to its
initial charter, filed under section 9(c) of such
Act, before the termination date specified in
subsection (f) of this section.
‘‘(f) TERMINATION.—The Advisory Committee
shall terminate on September 30, 2017.
‘‘(g) CONFLICT OF INTEREST.—An Advisory
Committee member shall recuse himself from any
Advisory Committee activity in which he has an
actual pecuniary interest.’’.
SEC. 5. AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.

Section 207 of the National Windstorm Impact
Reduction Act of 2004 (42 U.S.C. 15706) is
amended to read as follows:
‘‘SEC. 207. AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.
‘‘(a) FEDERAL EMERGENCY MANAGEMENT
AGENCY.—There are authorized to be appro-
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priated to the Federal Emergency Management
Agency for carrying out this title—
‘‘(1) $5,332,000 for fiscal year 2015;
‘‘(2) $5,332,000 for fiscal year 2016; and
‘‘(3) $5,332,000 for fiscal year 2017.
‘‘(b) NATIONAL SCIENCE FOUNDATION.—There
are authorized to be appropriated to the National Science Foundation for carrying out this
title—
‘‘(1) $9,682,000 for fiscal year 2015;
‘‘(2) $9,682,000 for fiscal year 2016; and
‘‘(3) $9,682,000 for fiscal year 2017.
‘‘(c) NATIONAL INSTITUTE OF STANDARDS AND
TECHNOLOGY.—There are authorized to be appropriated to the National Institute of Standards and Technology for carrying out this
title—
‘‘(1) $4,120,000 for fiscal year 2015;
‘‘(2) $4,120,000 for fiscal year 2016; and
‘‘(3) $4,120,000 for fiscal year 2017.
‘‘(d) NATIONAL OCEANIC AND ATMOSPHERIC
ADMINISTRATION.—There are authorized to be
appropriated to the National Oceanic and Atmospheric Administration for carrying out this
title—
‘‘(1) $2,266,000 for fiscal year 2015;
‘‘(2) $2,266,000 for fiscal year 2016; and
‘‘(3) $2,266,000 for fiscal year 2017.’’.

Mr. SULLIVAN. I ask unanimous
consent that the committee-reported
substitute be agreed to, that the bill,
as amended, be read a third time and
passed, and that the motion to reconsider be considered made and laid upon
the table.
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, it is so ordered.
The committee-reported amendment
in the nature of a substitute was
agreed to.

VerDate Sep 11 2014

July 23, 2015

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — SENATE

04:46 Jul 24, 2015

Jkt 049060

The amendment was ordered to be
engrossed, and the bill to be read a
third time.
The bill was read the third time.
The bill (H.R. 23), as amended, was
passed.
f

VETERANS ENTREPRENEURSHIP
ACT OF 2015
Mr. SULLIVAN. Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent that the Senate
proceed to the immediate consideration of Calendar No. 149, H.R. 2499.
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
clerk will report the bill by title.
The legislative clerk read as follows:
A bill (H.R. 2499) to amend the Small Business Act to increase access to capital for veteran entrepreneurs, to help create jobs, and
for other purposes.

There being no objection, the Senate
proceeded to consider the bill.
Mr. SULLIVAN. I ask unanimous
consent that the Vitter amendment at
the desk be agreed to, that the bill, as
amended, be read a third time and
passed, and that the motion to reconsider be considered made and laid upon
the table.
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, it is so ordered.
The amendment (No. 2326) was agreed
to, as follows:
(Purpose: To improve the bill)
At the end, add the following:
SEC. 4. BUSINESS LOANS PROGRAM.
(a) SECTION 7(a) FUNDING LEVELS.—The
third proviso under the heading ‘‘BUSINESS
LOANS PROGRAM ACCOUNT’’ under the heading
‘‘SMALL BUSINESS ADMINISTRATION’’ under

title V of division E of the Consolidated and
Further Continuing Appropriations Act, 2015
(Public Law 113–235; 128 Stat. 2371) is amended by striking ‘‘$18,750,000,000’’ and inserting
‘‘$23,500,000,000’’.
(b) LOAN LIMITATIONS.—Section 7(a)(1) of
the Small Business Act (15 U.S.C. 636(a)(1)) is
amended—
(1) in subparagraph (A)—
(A) by striking ‘‘No financial assistance’’
and inserting the following:
‘‘(i) IN GENERAL.—No financial assistance’’;
and
(B) by adding at the end the following:
‘‘(ii) LIQUIDITY.—On and after October 1,
2015, the Administrator may not guarantee a
loan under this subsection if the lender determines that the borrower is unable to obtain credit elsewhere solely because the liquidity of the lender depends upon the guaranteed portion of the loan being sold on the
secondary market.’’; and
(2) by adding at the end the following:
‘‘(C) LENDING LIMITS OF LENDERS.—On and
after October 1, 2015, the Administrator may
not guarantee a loan under this subsection if
the sole purpose for requesting the guarantee
is to allow the lender to exceed the legal
lending limit of the lender.’’.
(c) REPORTING.—
(1) DEFINITIONS.—In this subsection—
(A) the term ‘‘Administrator’’ means the
Administrator of the Small Business Administration;
(B) the term ‘‘business loan’’ means a loan
made or guaranteed under section 7(a) of the
Small Business Act (15 U.S.C. 636(a));
(C) the term ‘‘cancellation’’ means that
the Administrator approves a proposed business loan, but the prospective borrower determines not to take the business loan; and
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(D) the term ‘‘net dollar amount of business loans’’ means the difference between the
total dollar amount of business loans and the
total dollar amount of cancellations.
(2) REQUIREMENT.—During the 3-year period beginning on the date of enactment of
this Act, the Administrator shall submit to
Committee on Small Business and Entrepreneurship and the Committee on Appropriations of the Senate and the Committee on
Small Business and the Committee on Appropriations of the House of Representatives
a quarterly report regarding the loan programs carried out under section 7(a) of the
Small Business Act (15 U.S.C. 636(a)), which
shall include—
(A) for the fiscal year during which the report is submitted and the 3 fiscal years before such fiscal year—
(i) the weekly total dollar amount of business loans;
(ii) the weekly total dollar amount of cancellations;
(iii) the weekly net dollar amount of business loans—
(I) for all business loans; and
(II) for each category of loan amount described in clause (i), (ii), or (iii) of section
7(a)(18) of the Small Business Act (15 U.S.C.
636(a)(18));
(B) for the fiscal year during which the report is submitted—
(i) the amount of remaining authority for
business loans, in dollar amount and as a
percentage; and
(ii) estimates of the date on which the net
dollar amount of business loans will reach
the maximum for such business loans based
on daily net lending volume and extrapolations based on year to date net lending volume, quarterly net lending volume, and
quarterly growth trends;
(C) the number of early defaults (as determined by the Administrator) during the
quarter covered by the report;
(D) the total amount paid by borrowers in
early default during the quarter covered by
the report, as of the time of purchase of the
guarantee;
(E) the number of borrowers in early default that are franchisees;
(F) the total amount of guarantees purchased by the Administrator during the
quarter covered by the report; and
(G) a description of the actions the Administrator is taking to combat early defaults
administratively and any legislative action
the Administrator recommends to address
early defaults.

The amendment was ordered to be
engrossed, and the bill to be read a
third time.
The bill was read the third time.
The bill (H.R. 2499), as amended, was
passed.
f

DHS IT DUPLICATION REDUCTION
ACT OF 2015
Mr. SULLIVAN. Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent that the Committee on Homeland Security and Governmental Affairs be discharged from
further consideration of H.R. 1626 and
the Senate proceed to its immediate
consideration.
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, it is so ordered.
The clerk will report the bill by title.
The legislative clerk read as follows:
A bill (H.R. 1626) to reduce duplication of
information technology at the Department
of Homeland Security, and for other purposes.
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There being no objection, the Senate
proceeded to consider the bill.
Mr. SULLIVAN. Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent that the bill be
read a third time and passed and the
motion to reconsider be considered
made and laid upon the table.
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, it is so ordered.
The bill (H.R. 1626) was ordered to a
third reading, was read the third time,
and passed.
f

UNITED STATES INTELLIGENCE
PROFESSIONALS DAY
Mr. SULLIVAN. Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent that the Senate
proceed to the consideration of S. Res.
229, submitted earlier today.
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
clerk will report the resolution by
title.
The legislative clerk read as follows:
A resolution (S. Res. 229) designating July
26, 2015, as ‘‘United States Intelligence Professionals Day.’’

There being no objection, the Senate
proceeded to consider the resolution.
Mr. SULLIVAN. Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent that the resolution
be agreed to, the preamble be agreed
to, and the motions to reconsider be
considered made and laid upon the
table with no intervening action or debate.
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, it is so ordered.
The resolution (S. Res. 229) was
agreed to.
The preamble was agreed to.
(The resolution, with its preamble, is
printed in today’s RECORD under ‘‘Submitted Resolutions.’’)
f

ORDERS FOR FRIDAY, JULY 24, 2015
Mr. SULLIVAN. Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent that when the Senate completes its business today, it adjourn until 9 a.m., Friday, July 24; that
following the prayer and pledge, the
morning hour be deemed expired, the
Journal of proceedings be approved to
date, and the time for the two leaders
be reserved for their use later in the
day; that following leader remarks, all
postcloture time on the motion to proceed to H.R. 22 be deemed expired.
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, it is so ordered.

IN THE ARMY
THE FOLLOWING ARMY NATIONAL GUARD OF THE
UNITED STATES OFFICERS FOR APPOINTMENT IN THE
RESERVE OF THE ARMY TO THE GRADE INDICATED
UNDER TITLE 10, U.S.C., SECTIONS 12203 AND 12211:
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COLONEL
COLONEL
COLONEL
COLONEL

BRETT W. ANDERSEN
WALLACE S. BONDS
JOHN C. BOYD
DAVID L. BOYLE
MARK N. BROWN
ROBERT D. BURKE
THOMAS M. CARDEN, JR.
PATRICK J. CENTER
LAURA L. CLELLAN
JOHANNA P. CLYBORNE
ALAN C. CRANFORD
ANITA K.W. CURINGTON
DARRELL D. DARNBUSH
AARON R. DEAN II
DAMIAN T. DONAHOE
JOHN H. EDWARDS, JR.
LEE M. ELLIS
PABLO ESTRADA, JR.
JAMES R. FINLEY
THOMAS C. FISHER
LAPTHE C. FLORA
MICHAEL S. FUNK
MICHAEL J. GARSHAK
HARRISON B. GILLIAM
MICHAEL J. GLISSON
WALLACE A. HALL, JR.
KENNETH S. HARA
MARCUS R. HATLEY
GREGORY J. HIRSCH
JOHN E. HOEFERT
LEE W. HOPKINS
LYNDON C. JOHNSON
RUSSELL D. JOHNSON
PETER S. KAYE
JESSE J. KIRCHMEIER
RICHARD C. KNOWLTON
MARTIN A. LAFFERTY
EDWIN W. LARKIN
BRUCE C. LINTON
KEVIN D. LYONS
ROBERT B. MCCASTLAIN
MARK D. MCCORMACK
MARSHALL T. MICHELS
MICHAEL A. MITCHELL
SHAWN M. O’BRIEN
DAVID F. O’DONAHUE
JOHN O. PAYNE
TROY R. PHILLIPS
RAFAEL A. RIBAS
EDWARD D. RICHARDS
HAMILTON D. RICHARDS
JOHN W. SCHROEDER
SCOTT C. SHARP
CARY A. SHILLCUTT
BENNETT E. SINGER
RAYMOND G. STRAWBRIDGE
TRACEY J. TRAUTMAN
SUZANNE P. VARES–LUM
DAVID N. VESPER
CLINT E. WALKER
JAMES B. WASKOM
MICHAEL J. WILLIS
KURTIS J. WINSTEAD
DAVID E. WOOD
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To be lieutenant general
LT. GEN. ROBERT R. RUARK

IN THE AIR FORCE
THE FOLLOWING NAMED AIR NATIONAL GUARD OF THE
UNITED STATES OFFICER FOR APPOINTMENT TO THE
GRADE INDICATED IN THE RESERVE OF THE AIR FORCE
UNDER TITLE 10, U.S.C., SECTIONS 12203 AND 12212:

To be colonel
JOHN C. BOSTON
THE FOLLOWING NAMED OFFICER FOR APPOINTMENT
TO THE GRADE INDICATED IN THE UNITED STATES AIR
FORCE AND AS PERMANENT PROFESSOR AT THE UNITED
STATES AIR FORCE ACADEMY UNDER TITLE 10, U.S.C.,
SECTIONS 9333(B) AND 9336(A):

To be colonel
JOHN A. CHRIST

IN THE ARMY
THE FOLLOWING NAMED OFFICER IN THE GRADE INDICATED IN THE RESERVE OF THE ARMY UNDER TITLE 10,
U.S.C., SECTION 12203:

To be colonel
STEPHEN T. WOLPERT
THE FOLLOWING NAMED OFFICER FOR APPOINTMENT
TO THE GRADE INDICATED IN THE UNITED STATES ARMY
UNDER TITLE 10, U.S.C., SECTION 624:

To be lieutenant colonel
JENIFER E. HEY
THE FOLLOWING NAMED OFFICER FOR APPOINTMENT
TO THE GRADE INDICATED IN THE UNITED STATES ARMY
UNDER TITLE 10, U.S.C., SECTION 624:

To be major
MICHAEL R. STARKEY
THE FOLLOWING NAMED INDIVIDUAL FOR REGULAR
APPOINTMENT TO THE GRADE INDICATED IN THE
UNITED STATES ARMY MEDICAL SERVICE CORPS UNDER
TITLE 10, U.S.C., SECTIONS 531 AND 3064:

To be major
DEEPA HARIPRASAD

THE FOLLOWING ARMY NATIONAL GUARD OF THE
UNITED STATES OFFICER FOR APPOINTMENT IN THE RESERVE OF THE ARMY TO THE GRADE INDICATED UNDER
TITLE 10, U.S.C., SECTIONS 12203 AND 12211:

To be brigadier general
COL. WILLIAM J. EDWARDS
THE FOLLOWING ARMY NATIONAL GUARD OF THE
UNITED STATES OFFICER FOR APPOINTMENT IN THE RESERVE OF THE ARMY TO THE GRADE INDICATED UNDER
TITLE 10, U.S.C., SECTIONS 12203 AND 12211:

To be major general

f

NOMINATIONS
Executive nominations received by
the Senate:

04:46 Jul 24, 2015

THE FOLLOWING NAMED OFFICER FOR APPOINTMENT
TO THE GRADE OF LIEUTENANT GENERAL IN THE
UNITED STATES MARINE CORPS WHILE ASSIGNED TO A
POSITION OF IMPORTANCE AND RESPONSIBILITY UNDER
TITLE 10, U.S.C., SECTION 601:

COL. LAURA L. YEAGER

Jkt 049060

BRIG. GEN. ROBERT W. ENZENAUER
THE FOLLOWING ARMY NATIONAL GUARD OF THE
UNITED STATES OFFICERS FOR APPOINTMENT IN THE
RESERVE OF THE ARMY TO THE GRADE INDICATED
UNDER TITLE 10, U.S.C., SECTIONS 12203 AND 12211:

To be major general

PO 00000

GENERAL
GENERAL
GENERAL
GENERAL
GENERAL
GENERAL
GENERAL
GENERAL
GENERAL
GENERAL
GENERAL
GENERAL
GENERAL
GENERAL
GENERAL

Frm 00083

RANDY A. ALEWEL
CRAIG E. BENNETT
ALLEN E. BREWER
BRIAN R. COPES
BENJAMIN J. CORELL
PETER L. COREY
STEVEN FERRARI
RALPH H. GROOVER III
WILLIAM A. HALL
BRIAN C. HARRIS
RICHARD J. HAYES, JR.
SAMUEL L. HENRY
BARRY D. KEELING
KEITH A. KLEMMER
WILLIAM J. LIEDER

Fmt 0624
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IN THE MARINE CORPS
THE FOLLOWING NAMED OFFICER FOR APPOINTMENT
AS COMMANDER, MARINE FORCES RESERVE, AND APPOINTMENT TO THE GRADE INDICATED IN THE UNITED
STATES MARINE CORPS WHILE ASSIGNED TO A POSITION
OF IMPORTANCE AND RESPONSIBILITY UNDER TITLE 10,
U.S.C., SECTIONS 601 AND 5144:

To be lieutenant general

To be brigadier general

BRIGADIER
BRIGADIER
BRIGADIER
BRIGADIER
BRIGADIER
BRIGADIER
BRIGADIER
BRIGADIER
BRIGADIER
BRIGADIER
BRIGADIER
BRIGADIER
BRIGADIER
BRIGADIER
BRIGADIER

BRIGADIER GENERAL DANA L. MCDANIEL
BRIGADIER GENERAL RAFAEL O’FERRALL
BRIGADIER GENERAL JOANNE F. SHERIDAN

MAJ. GEN. REX C. MCMILLIAN

THE FOLLOWING ARMY NATIONAL GUARD OF THE
UNITED STATES OFFICER FOR APPOINTMENT IN THE RESERVE OF THE ARMY TO THE GRADE INDICATED UNDER
TITLE 10, U.S.C., SECTIONS 12203 AND 12211:

f

ADJOURNMENT UNTIL 9 A.M.
TOMORROW
Mr. SULLIVAN. Mr. President, if
there is no further business to come before the Senate, I ask unanimous consent that it stand adjourned under the
previous order.
There being no objection, the Senate,
at 8:07 p.m., adjourned until Friday,
July 24, 2015, at 9 a.m.
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THE FOLLOWING NAMED OFFICER FOR APPOINTMENT
TO THE GRADE INDICATED IN THE RESERVE OF THE
ARMY UNDER TITLE 10, U.S.C., SECTION 12203:

To be colonel
DALE T. WALTMAN
THE FOLLOWING NAMED OFFICERS FOR APPOINTMENT
TO THE GRADE INDICATED IN THE RESERVE OF THE
ARMY UNDER TITLE 10, U.S.C., SECTION 12203:

To be colonel
VINCENT E. BUGGS
DEXTER E. CASTON
ROBERT C. DOTSON
JOHNNIE E. EDMONDS
DENNIS C. EDWARDS
RICHARD D. ERENBAUM
DERRICK M. FISHBACK
ANDREW L. FLAGLER
STEPHEN K. FREEMAN
LEE D. HYDER
BRYAN A. JONES
GEORGE LEWIS
MICHAEL A. LOCKWOOD
JAMES E. MARTIN, JR.
ROBERTO MARTINEZGONZALEZ
DAVID E. MEYER
JOSEPH P. NEUWIRTH
JOHN T. NOVAK
MICHAEL O. PETZINGER
SANDY C. SADLER
KIRK R. SLAUGHTER
DORA E. TERAN
JOHN M. TERRIZZI
GUSTAVUS A. WALTERS
WILLIAM A. WYMAN, JR.
JAMES M. ZEPP III
THE FOLLOWING NAMED OFFICERS FOR APPOINTMENT
TO THE GRADE INDICATED IN THE RESERVE OF THE
ARMY UNDER TITLE 10, U.S.C., SECTION 12203:

To be colonel
SHONTELLE C. ADAMS
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ROGER T. AESCHLIMAN
IREDRELL K. AGEE III
ALAN B. ALEXANDER
MICHAEL J. ALLEN
BRENT F. ANDERSON
JASON M. AWADI
CRAIG W. BAKER
KEVIN M. BAKER
JOHNATHON W. BALLARD
NICOLE M. BALLIET
CHRISTOPHER S. BARIL
RAYMOND J. BARNES
STEVEN D. BARNEY
BRENT R. BAXTER
JEMAL J. BEALE
GLENN A. BEARD, JR.
MARK M. BECKLER
ALFRED S. BELLUCHE
KEVIN K. BENDER
DANIEL T. BILKO
KEVIN M. BLACK
DOUGLAS W. BOGENHAGEN
JOSEPH W. BOLER
JULIAN H. BOND
CHARLES F. BOOZE III
RODNEY C. BOYD
MICHAEL S. BOYLE
JAMES D. BRIGGS
JEFFREY L. BROWN
VICTOR R. BROWN
SCOTT K. BURNHOPE
MIRIAM D. CARLISLEWESTFALL
ALLAN W. CARTER
CHRISTOPHER C. CERNIAUSKAS
JAMES P. CHALLENDER
ANDREW J. CHEVALIER
DIRK A. CHRISTIAN
GREGG T. CLARK
RAMON COLON
MARK D. COLVIN
THOMAS L. CONERLY
RYAN E. CONNELLY
REGINALD L. COOK
DAVID E. COOPER
WILLIAM F. COST, JR.
CALVIN J. COVANY, JR.
LEVON E. CUMPTON
XAVIER R. DASHIELL
MARION D. DAVIS
DANIEL A. DEGELOW
BRIAN S. DEMERS
ROBERT S. DIVNEY
STEPHEN P. DOWDIE
THOMAS P. DOWNEY
DANA L. DUGGINS
BILLY A. EASTERLY
TODD W. EDGAR
LESLEY F. EDWARDS, JR.
ANDREW W. ENGELHARDT
JONATHAN J. ERICKSON
JAMES D. ERIKSEN, JR.
CHRISTOPHER S. EVANS
WILLIAM T. EWING
MICHAEL J. FALK
PATRICIA T. FANT
SCOTT D. FARISH
JAMES P. FREEHART
WILLIAM K. FREEMAN, JR.
MATTHEW W. FRYMAN
KEVIN A. FUJIMOTO
LOUIS J. FUSARO, JR.
SCOTT A. GAINES
ROS L. GAMMON IV
KEVIN L. GARNER
JOHN T. GENTRY, JR.
RAUL E. GIERBOLINI
STEVEN A. GILBERT
DOYLE GILLIS, JR.
BOBBY M. GINN, JR.
GARLAND H. GOODRICH
RICHARD A. GRAY
LEO GRIEGO, JR.
TAMMY L. GROSS
LAWRENCE H. GUENTHER
JOEL D. HAGY
EDWARD H. HALLENBECK
ERIC H. HALLSTROM
GRETCHEN E. HARBIN
RODNEY HARRIS
PAUL D. HARRON
ROBERT J. HAYDEN IV
TIMOTHY A. HEAD
JAMISON A. HERRERA
HECTOR R. HERRERACAMERON
MARK E. HOLLAND
CHRISTOPHER S. HOLMES
MURRAY E. HOLT II
MICHAEL A. HONEYCUTT
ROBIN A. HOSSFELD
LYNN J. ISHII
ROBERT T. JARRETT, JR.
CLARK V. JOHNSON
RONALD N. JONAS
CRAIG W. JONES
JAMES M. JONES
STEPHEN P. JONES
GARY A. JORGENSEN, JR.
JASON D. KAUL
MATTHEW J. KENNEDY
THOMAS C. KIMBALL
PATRICK A. KIRBY
MICHAEL E. KITCHENS
HAROLD W. KNIGHT III
CHARLES L. KNOWLES
DENNIS E. KONKEL
JAMES P. KOPKO
ALLYSA A. KROPP

04:46 Jul 24, 2015

BYRON E. CAPPS
DIANA K. S. CHOI
COLLIN R. CLATANOFF
LEE M. COTE, JR.
LOGAN R. CURTIS
NHANAM D. DO
ANDREW W. DULLNIG
ELENA G. FURDUICARR
THOMAS P. GRAHAM
JESSE P. HALL
JOSHUA L. HALL
MICHAEL B. HARPER
ELSIE A. HINZ
CHRISTA E. HIRLEMAN
ERICK A. JANSSON
JOHN G. KEETON
JOHN M. K. KIM
SUNG S. KIM
BRIAN J. KIRKWOOD
VIVIAN Y. W. KO
MARK M. KOMFORTI
JASON C. LACOURSE
ADAM J. LANE
ANDRE C. LEDOUX
BRIAN J. LEE
JOSHUA H. LEE
TERRENCE O. LEWIS
JACOB V. LILJENQUIST
KOURTNEY R. LOGAN
SCOTT C. MARSHALL
JAMES M. MCCANN
PETER B. MCCLELLAN
JASON MCDANIEL
LUIS F. MISSURA
DUKE P. NGUYEN
IRIS A. PANOS
STEPHEN B. PETERMAN
KEVIN D. PRIEST
TEJDEEP S. RATTAN
VEJAY K. RAVINDRAN
ROHTAZ K. SANDHU
STEPHEN J. SEBASTIAN
PAUL SEIBEL
JAMES T. SHANER
KRISTOFER P. SIVANICH
KEVIN D. SMITH
ANDREW D. TAYLOR
BENJAMIN L. THOMPSON
CHRISTOPHER O. TORRES
MATTHEW J. WALKER
HILARY F. WHEELESS
SPENCER W. WILSON
AARON J. YARNELL
GIOVANNY F. ZALAMAR

CLAYTON E. KUETEMEYER
CHRISTOPHER LAMBESIS
ROBERT J. LARKIN
CHRISTOPHER L. LARRABEE
CHRISTOPHER J. LAWSON
MARK D. LEBEAU
JEFFREY D. LEE
LOREN R. LEGRAND
MICHAEL J. LINS
EDWARDS S. LITTLE, JR.
HOWARD R. LLOYD, JR.
KEVIN W. LOCHTEFELD
FREDERICK D. LONG
PATRICK R. MACKLIN
KIMBERLY M. MARTINDALE
MICHAEL M. MAY
RORY B. MCCORMACK
GORDON MCCOY
KIMBERLY J. MCDONALD
MIMI Y. H. MCEWING
MARK E. MCGUIRE
LAURA A. MCHUGH
MICHAEL A. MCLEAN
NORMAND G. MICHAUD
JOSEPH A. MITCHELL
WILLIAM S. MITCHELL
PAUL J. MOCARSKI
BENNIE L. MORRIS
CHRISTOPHER M. MURPHY
MICHAEL T. MURPHY
PAUL NEMA
ANTHONY F. NOLL
FRANK J. OLIVEIRA
BRYAN K. OUELLETTE
ROBERT A. PAOLUCCI
WARREN L. PAULING
KARL S. POND
DAVID K. PRITCHETT
JERRY F. PROCHASKA
STEVEN E. REECE
ANTHONY L. RIVERA
CARLOS J. RIVERAROMAN
GENE T. ROACH, JR.
JAMES M. ROBERTS II
BRETT D. ROBISTOW
MAURICE E. ROCHELLE
GREGORY W. ROGERS
KIM S. ROLSTONE
ISRAEL ROMERO
STACY L. ROTH
EDITH C. SAILOR
GUSTAVO V. SANTIAGO, JR.
SHANNON D. SAUCY
MATTHEW J. SAXTON
ANTHONY SCIARAFFA
STEVEN G. SHEPHERD
GARY L. SHEPPARD
SCOTT M. SHERMAN
STEVEN G. SHERROD
CHAD H. SMITH
DOUGLAS R. SMITH
EDWARD S. SMITH
ISABEL R. SMITH
JEFFERY M. SMITH
JODY M. SMITH
ROBERT E. SOWARDS
TODD A. SPAFFORD
HENRY L. STEVENS
KEVIN M. STEWART
PAUL C. SUSKIE
FREDERICK F. TADY, JR.
ERIC J. TEEGERSTROM
MARK E. TELLIER
DENNIS A. TILSON
GREGORY C. TINE
FRANK TOMINEZ, JR.
CHUNG T. TRAN
JOHN A. TREUFELDT, JR.
PERRY L. TURNER
TYRONE T. TWYMAN
THOMAS E. VERN, JR.
KEVIN L. VINES
CHRISTIAN J. VONWUPPERFELD
BART R. WAGNER
EDWARD C. WALLER
GLEN H. WALTERS
LELAND D. WARD
ROBERT F. WEIR
DAVID A. WEISBERG
KENNETH R. WHITE
MARK K. WHITLOCK
JOHN W. WHITMIRE
JAMES C. WILKINS
KEITH L. WILLIAMS
JOHN M. WINDLE
ROBERT T. WOOLDRIDGE II
ROBERT S. WRIGHT
JOSEPH S. ZUFFANTI

THE FOLLOWING NAMED OFFICERS FOR APPOINTMENT
TO THE GRADE INDICATED IN THE UNITED STATES ARMY
MEDICAL CORPS UNDER TITLE 10, U.S.C., SECTIONS 624
AND 3064:

To be major

THE FOLLOWING NAMED OFFICERS FOR APPOINTMENT
TO THE GRADE INDICATED IN THE UNITED STATES ARMY
DENTAL CORPS UNDER TITLE 10, U.S.C., SECTIONS 624
AND 3064:

To be major
ANDREA C. ALICEA
ASHLEY G. ARAGONA
HUGO R. ASURZA
GILBERT C. BARRETT II
BARRETT N. BEARDSLEY
DANIEL W. BJORGE
ABBY N. BOSCHERT
ADAM W. BROCK
DAWN L. BROYLES
PHILIP T. BUCKLER
JASON M. BULLOCK
JOSEPH F. CAPETILLO
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ERIC B. ABDUL
ALAIN M. P. ABELLADA
DAVID J. S. ACIERTO
DANIKA L. ALEXANDER
GEOFFREY C. ALEXANDER
DAVID E. ANDERSON
RONALD D. ANDERSON
MICHAEL D. APRIL
CRUZ N. J. ARBELO
JOEL L. ARTER
BENJAMIN T. ARTHUR
TIENEKA M. BAKER
ERIC M. BALENT
JEDIDIAH A. BALLARD
MATTHEW M. BANTI
JULIANN BARRETT
DANIEL W. BEAUCHAMP
KATHERINE M. BEDIGREW
MICHAEL A. BELLAMY
MICHAEL D. BERVEN
AARON S. BIRCH
KRISTINA A. BOWEN
NATHAN L. BOYER
MICHAEL R. BRACKMAN
AARON W. BROTHERS
ROBERT A. BROWN, JR.
CHARLES E. BRYANT
JEFFREY H. BURKET
BRANDY M. BUTLER
MICHAEL BYBEL, JR.
EVAN R. CAMERON
AMANDA M. CARNES
VINCENT E. CASIANO
IAN M. CASSADAY
ASHLEY N. CHAFFINDEMPSEY
MICHAEL M. CHAMBERLIN
STEPHEN H. CHO
JOON S. CHOI
LAURA C. COOKMAN
ALISSA M. COONEY
SETH L. CORNELL
JOANNA R. CROSSETT
JENNIFER M. CRUMBAILEY
MICHAELFLYNN L. CULLEN
JOHN W. DAULA
KELLY T. DAVISON
RYAN M. DECORT
JONATHAN M. DEETH
JONATHAN R. DIAZ
GREGORY R. DION
MARK N. DONOVAN
SETH DUKES
KENNETH C. DUNSTONE
AMANDA R. DUTTLINGER
RICHARD P. EIDE III
DIANE U. ELEGINOSTEFFENS
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ISAAC D. ERBELE
RICHARD J. ERNST
JAMES J. ESPOSITO
CAITLIN M. FINK
EMILIE B. FITZPATRICK
FRANCISCO J. FLETES
JOHN J. FOWLER
KLAUS A. FREELAND
JEFFREY T. FREEMAN
JOSIAH D. FREEMYER
IAN D. FUNNELL
ABRAHAM J. FURA
MARY S. GELNETT
ALAN A. GEORGE
MICHELE A. GLASS
JASON A. GLOW
BENJAMIN E. GOOD
NICHOLAS P. GORHAM
TROY B. GRAYBEAL
VANESSA R. GREEN
LIESL S. GRENIER
KENNETH H. GRIER
STEPHANIE A. GROTZKE
AMBER K. GRUTERS
ELIZABETH S. GUINTO
ROY E. GUINTO
JARRED A. HAGAN
LAELA M. HAJIAGHAMOHSENI
ASHLEY U. HALL
CHRISTOPHER P. HALL
NOAH M. HALL
JUSTIN A. HAMILTON
JONATHAN T. HARDIN
QUINTON M. HATCH
NATHANAEL E. HATHAWAY
CHRISTINE Y. H. HAYES
COURTNEY J. HAYES
MEREDITH A. HAYS
DANA T. HENSLEY, JR.
MATTHEW E. HERBERG
MICHELLE M. HILL
GRAYSON W. HOOPER
DONALD N. HOPE
ERICA R. HOPE
GERALD J. HOPKINS, JR.
PAUL M. HOUGHTALING
ROBERT HOUSTON IV
JAMES A. HULA, JR.
ADAM L. HUNZEKER
JOSHUA B. HVIDDING
GARETT E. JACKSON
SELINA A. JEANISE
REBEKAH J. JOHNSON
MILISSA U. JONES
CHARLES L. KATZ
DONALD E. KEEN, JR.
BRIAN P. KEENE
LAURA M. KELLER
LINDSAY E. KELLEY
JOSEPH R. KELLY
CHONNA L. KENDRICK
JIYOON KIM
MICHAEL KIM
MYUNGJIN G. KIM
SARAH A. KINKENNON
JOHN G. KNIGHT
MICHAEL A. KOREN
BRYAN K. KUJAWA
NJI G. T. KUM
NICHOLAS J. KUNTZ
MARIA T. KURTZ
JOSHUA L. LAGRANT
CHRISTOPHER W. LARSON
SHANE L. LARSON
MATTHEW D. LAUGHLIN
LUAT N. C. LE
DANIEL J. LEE
JOSHUA S. LEE
DAVID A. LEITMAN II
BRYAN J. LIMING
CHARLES K. LIN
PHILLIP C. LINDHOLM
LUKE J. LINDLEY
COLIN T. LINTHICUM
KEVIN T. LOK
QUINTON D. LORDS
VICTORIA A. R. MAHAR
PAMELA C. MASELLA
KYLE M. MASTERS
PATRICK J. MASTIN
BRETT A. MATZEK
JEREMY R. MCCALLUM
MARK A. MCCONNELL
REBECCA L. MCCONNELL
EMILY C. MCDUFFEE
RAVI S. MENON
NORMAN K. MESSENGER, JR.
SARA E. MICHAEL
MARY E. MILLER
JOSEPH G. MOLLURA
CARDONA A. L. MORALES
EMILY N. MORGAN
TYLER A. MOSS
MATT T. MURAMOTO
VINCENTE S. NELSON
JAMES Q. NGUYEN
MOROMOKE O. ODINA
MARY T. M. ODONNELL
CHRISTINE M. OLANREWAJU
DAVID L. OLIVER
NICOLAS M. ORTIZ
REBECCA M. ORTOLANO
SCOTT R. OSTRANDER
BRETT A. OZANICH
SARAH A. PACE
ROBERT D. PAISLEY
ALEXIS C. PALBUS

OTTO W. PANTOJA
JIGARKUMAR A. PATEL
ANTHONY B. PATTERSON
BRIAN L. PATTON
JOSEPH J. PAVELITES
IRINA M. PECHENKO
GREGORY S. PEIRCE
MIGUEL PEREZABREU
JOSEPH L. PETFIELD
MICHAEL D. PHILLIPS
ADAM M. PICKETT
GREGORY R. PITTMAN
JASON E. POLCHINSKI
AUGUSTAH J. POUTRE
JEFFREY D. PRICHARD
ROBERT QUARCOO
LAURA J. RADEL
ARWYN E. RAINA
DINESH S. RAO
TYLER R. REESE
DANIEL S. RHOADES
PEDRO J. RIOSMORALES
RACHEL C. ROBBINS
CHRISTOPHER A. ROBERTS
CHRISTOPHER R. ROHRBOUGH
DAVID M. ROMANO
CABALLERO M. ROMERO
RACHEL A. ROSENBAUM
OLGA O. ROSENBERRY
MEGHAN R. ROSENQUIST
JACOB C. L. RUMLEY
GEORGE N. RYMARCZUK
REBECCA J. SAINATO
MICHAEL A. SAMUELS
JOY SARKAR
AUDREY L. M. SATO
STEVEN G. SCHAUER
CARLA W. SCHNITZLEIN
JEREMY D. SCHROEDER
ERIC L. SCOFIELD
JASON S. SEDARSKY
JARED R. SEIBERT
JONATHAN J. SEXTON
LISA M. SHAPCOTT
NICHOLAS J. SHARBINI
ZACHARY J. SHAUB
ASHLEY G. SHAW
WILLIAM E. SHERMAN
WILLIAM J. SHERMAN
SEAN R. SHIRLEY
ELIZABETH G. SIMMONS
ADAM J. SMITH
JONATHAN S. P. SMITH
PATRICK R. SMITH
THOMAS B. SMITH
CHE A. SOLLA
MARICEL Z. SOTO
MARIO A. SOTO
MICHELLE K. STEGENGA
CHRISTOPHER D. STEWART
DOUGLAS R. STODDARD
MATTHEW A. STRODE
JOSHUA J. STROMMEN
NICHOLAS R. TENEYUQUE
JESSICA S. THOMAS
JORDAN L. THOMSON
REGINALD TREVINO
JASON A. UNGER
BLARCUM G. S. VAN
CHARLENE A. VESTERMARK
NICOLE O. VIETOR
ROBERT C. VIETOR
BERNADETTE VILLARREAL
WILLIAM J. WADZINSKI
JENNIFER A. WAGNER
IAN M. WARD
KRISTIE M. WAVERS
JAMES W. WEIGHTMAN
MEGHAN L. WEISBECK
KIMBERLY A. WERNER
JONATHAN E. WIESE
JOSEPH R. C. WILLIAMS
TA R. K. WILLS
JAMES H. WINEGARNER
CAMERON S. WOLTERSTORFF
DIFU WU
GERALD E. WYNNE
MATTHEW J. ZAK
DEREK G. ZICKGRAF
SARA I. ZOESCH
THE FOLLOWING NAMED OFFICERS FOR APPOINTMENT
TO THE GRADE INDICATED IN THE RESERVE OF THE
ARMY UNDER TITLE 10, U.S.C., SECTION 12203:

To be colonel
GARY S. ANSELMO
TIMOTHY J. ARSENEAU
DEANNA M. BAGUE
CHRISTOPHER Z. BARRA
MICHAEL E. BEANE
JUAN R. BERRIOS
MARK A. BLANEK
ERIC BOETTCHER
CHARLES V. BOLLES II
WAYNE H. BOWEN
TIMOTHY E. BRENNAN
RICHARD E. BROWN
PAUL J. BUCKWALTER
KEVIN S. BUNTON
JERRY B. BUSH
LORING Q. BUSH
JEFFREY A. CANTOR
RANDALL S. CARTMILL
TIMOTHY D. CHAPMAN
MICHAEL C. CLAY
RICARDO COBIAN
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SHAWN P. COCHRAN
FRANCES E. COFFEY
CLIFFORD A. CONKLIN
JOHN A. CONKLIN
KAREN A. CONNICK
JEANINE S. CUNLIFFE
GARY D. CURRY
ROBERT C. CUTAJAR
JAMES Y. DAFFRON
KIRK P. DAILEY
MICHAEL A. DALESANDRO
DAVID J. DAUB
JAMES E. DAVIS
KEVIN E. DAVIS
MARSHA L. DEFELICE
GREG B. DEGUZMAN
MARI E. DEPORRES
JOHN E. DETHLEFS
DARRELL D. DODGE
FRED M. DORSEY, JR.
CHRISTOPHER J. DZIUBEK
BARRY E. EDBERG
OSCAR F. EICHHORN
NORMAN M. FABIAN
GERALD A. FAUNT
RODNEY J. FISCHER
JOHN M. FISHER
BRETT J. GARDNER
KELLY E. GARRETT
DONALD W. GATES
KIM A. GATEWOOD
JOHN M. GERMANN
SETH A. GLADSTONE
ROGER A. GLENN
JASON K. GRAAF
LEONARD D. GRANT
JEFFERY G. GREENE
ROBERT J. HAILEY
DEAN E. HALE
DAVID L. HARRIS
DAVID E. HEFLIN
WILLIAM P. HEYLAND
WILLIAM P. HIGGINS
ERIC S. HOLLIDAY
DOUGLAS L. HOPLER
CAROL V. HRICZOV
JOHN T. HUBERT
MICHELLE M. HUCKINS
ELVIS HUGEE
DOUGLAS R. HURST
TRISTRAM T. HYDE V
MARTIN B. INMAN
EURIKA L. JENNINGS
JOHN W. JOSEPH
MARIA A. JUAREZ
ROBIN D. JULCH
VICTOR G. KELLY
JULIANNE M. L. KERR
JAMES M. KISIEL
GAYLON L. KRAVIG
DUANE LACLAIR
STEVE C. LAI
ROBERT LALOR
BETHANY L. LEE
MARLON E. LEWIS
TODD C. LIEBIG
RANDY W. LUKE
WILLIAM M. MAGUIRE
JEFFREY D. MAHAN
MICHAEL C. MALONE
RUDOLPH V. MALONE
ANTHONY E. MANETTA
JESSE C. MANNING
CHRISTOPHER L. MATSON
PAUL J. MATTERN
WALTER C. MATTIL
CARLOS D. MAYS
CLEA O. MCCAA
DARYL S. MCCORMICK
TIMOTHY E. MCGOWAN
RANDALL L. MEDEIROS
JOHN K. MEEHAN
SAMUEL C. MEMBRERE
WILLIAM G. MERGNER
PAUL V. MILLER
KAREN S. MONDAYGRESHAM
DANNY C. MORGAN
KIMBERLY S. MOROS
LINDAN A. MOYA
SCOTT A. NELSON
DAVID A. NIESEN
HALLAH E. NILSEN
MANUEL OCASIO, JR.
KEVIN D. OLIVER
THOMAS W. OLSEN
STANLEY B. OSWALD
GREGORY V. PASS
MICHAEL C. PECKHAM
AHMAD J. PELZER
JOHN J. A. PERREL
EDWARD L. PESCE
LONG PHAM
ROBERT T. PHILLIPS
ANTHONY PICKENS
KENNETH R. POWELL
GREGORY P. PUCCETTI
JEFFREY D. PUGH
TIMOTHY G. PULLEY
EDWARD W. RADGOWSKI, JR.
DAVID K. RAINEY
RICHARD G. REED
KENNETH D. REID
TODD L. RESSEL
RODGER T. REYNOLDS
MARY B. REYNOLDS
VINCE A. RICE
JEFFREY L. RICHAR
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To be commander

To be lieutenant commander
AUDRY T. OXLEY
THE FOLLOWING NAMED OFFICER FOR APPOINTMENT
IN THE GRADE INDICATED IN THE UNITED STATES NAVY
RESERVE UNDER TITLE 10, U.S.C., SECTION 12203:

To be captain
MARK B. LYLES
THE FOLLOWING NAMED OFFICERS FOR APPOINTMENT
TO THE GRADE INDICATED IN THE UNITED STATES NAVY
UNDER TITLE 10, U.S.C., SECTION 624:

To be commander
RUSSELL P. BATES
DAVID GLOVER
RAFAELDIONIS MEDINA
HORACIO G. TAN
THE FOLLOWING NAMED OFFICERS FOR APPOINTMENT
TO THE GRADE INDICATED IN THE UNITED STATES NAVY
UNDER TITLE 10, U.S.C., SECTION 624:

To be commander
SYLVESTER C. ADAMAH
GREGGORY A. BENTON
CHARLES W. BISGARD
TROY M. BROWN
RYAN P. CAREY
JAMES W. EVANS
CATHERINE U. EYRICH
MATTHEW C. GUNDERSON
GREGORY P. JENNINGS
SAMUEL A. JOHNSON
STEPHEN M. LAMPERT
CHRISTOPHER S. LANDESS
MICHAEL W. MCCAIN
DANIEL J. MULLER
JEREMY D. RAMBERG
JEFFREY A. RICHER
KENNETH E. SCHWALBE
CONSTANCE L. SOLINA
CHRISTOPHER E. STEELE
ROBERT D. STILES
JULIANA M. STRIETER
LI SUNG
PRESTON D. TAYLOR
CHADWICK D. WHITE
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THE FOLLOWING NAMED OFFICERS FOR APPOINTMENT
TO THE GRADE INDICATED IN THE UNITED STATES NAVY
UNDER TITLE 10, U.S.C., SECTION 624:

IN THE NAVY

ACCURSIA A. BALDASSANO
BRIAN A. BARBER
RACHEL R. BAUDEK
KRYSTAL M. BAUMAN
KAREN A. BELCAR
RHONDA L. BENNETT
RAYMOND L. BONDS
PHILLIP A. BOYER
TIMOTHY P. BRENDER
NATHAN S. BREZOVIC
CARMEN M. BROSINSKI
TYMESIA V. CORTEZ
COBY S. CROFT
RICHARD J. CURLEY
DAVID A. DEIKE
KERRY L. EBUENG
BRIDGETTE D. FERGUSON
JERVIA I. FICKENS
LYDIA B. HAASE
ROBIN A. HARRIS
CAMBRAI E. HARTY
VIRGINIA C. HAZLETT
KIRSTEN L. HILL
BETH A. HOFFMAN
LINDA A. HUBER
TERRI L. JANDRON
JODY L. KING
SOPHIA M. LAWRENCE
PANDORA J. LIPTROT
VALERIE V. LITTLEFIELD
JILL M. MALDARELLIDREY
CRAIG T. MALLOY
BRENT M. MCDUFFIE
KAZMER MESZAROS, JR.
PATRICIA J. MILLER
DAWN E. MITCHELL
MEGAN Z. NASWORTHY
LOUISE B. NELLUMS
ERIC J. PAULI
DANIEL F. RICE
ANNA A. ROSS
WILLIAM J. ROULAINE
ELIOT D. SPENCER
SUSAN M. TILLMON
MATTHEW A. TRUDEAU
JERROL B. WALLACE
JOEL P. WEMETTE
AMY C. WHITE
JANICE A. WHITE
JACQUELINE R. WILLIAMS

To be commander
WILLIAM M. ANDERSON
YASIR F. BAHRANI
CECILIA M. BROWN
DEA L. BRUEGGEMEYER
AMY L. BRYER
KATHLEEN D. BUSS
SHERRY A. CARAVEO
JAMES T. CORBETT
BART M. CRAGEN
MATTHEW C. DART
JEFFREY A. DRAUDE
NICOLE C. EISENBERG
KRISTI E. ERICKSON
PATRICK J. FOX, JR.
BRIAN J. GUERRIERI
BROOK W. JONES
BYUNG J. JOO
JOHN J. NEAL
IAN M. J. VALECRUZ
DAVID S. WELDON
JEFFREY R. WESSEL
THE FOLLOWING NAMED OFFICERS FOR APPOINTMENT
TO THE GRADE INDICATED IN THE UNITED STATES NAVY
UNDER TITLE 10, U.S.C., SECTION 624:

To be commander

To be commander

To be commander
RUBEN A. ALCOCER
ROBERT G. ALEXANDER III
DONALD E. BAKER
PATRICK W. BROWN
CHRISTOPHER M. BUCZKOWSKI
KEITH A. CAPPER
TRAVIS P. COLLERAN
CHRISTOPHER P. COUSINO
JODY M. DANIEL
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JASON S. AYEROFF
LAURA E. BISHOP
PHILLIP A. CHOCKLEY
CHRIS W. CZAPLAK
PHILIP J. HAMON
CLIFTON H. HUTCHINSON II
ELIZABETH H. JOSEPHSON
HAYES C. LARSEN
AMANDA R. MYERS
STEVEN M. MYERS
STEVEN R. OBERT
PETER P. PASCUCCI
KATHERINE S. PASIETA
MARY B. POHANKA
ELIZABETH A. ROSSO
RYAN STORMER
ANGELA J. TANG
BRENT E. TROYAN
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JERRY J. BAILEY
TIMOTHY D. BARNES
MATT D. BEERY
KERRI L. BROWNE
ROGER S. CARON
WILLIE D. CARTER
BRENT N. CASADY
GEORGE P. COAN III
ROBERT E. COMEAU
JOHN P. CONZA
MARIA C. COON
NOEL M. CORPUS
RANDY S. DEE
CARRIE L. DREYER
JOSEPHINE C. FAJARDO
DIANA M. GARCIA
ADRIAN D. GASKIN
REBECCA V. GELS
RICHARD GILLIARD, JR.
JEFFERSON D. GRUBB
LESLIE C. HAIR
ANDREW M. HAYES
JONATHAN A. HOILES
MATTHEW H. JAMERSON
JOSEPH S. JENKINS
PAULA JOHNSTON
DANIEL KACHENCHAI
MICHELLE L. KEE
MELISSA D. H. LAUBY
ROBERT D. LIPPY
JOSEPH A. MASTRANGELO
ROBERT T. MCMAHON III
RACHELLE MCPHERSON
KENNETH J. MEEHAN
JOHN G. MEETING
STACIE A. MILAVEC
KELLY E. MOKAY
JASON T. MORAREND
MARCY M. MORLOCK
BRENT A. OLDE
RANDY L. PANKE
ANTHONY M. RABAIOTTI
JANEL B. ROSSETTO
WILLIAM R. SCHEELER
STEVEN D. SCHUTT
DOUGLAS P. SCHWEIKHART
ROBERT P. SENKO
ELIZABETH SMITH
BRUCE H. THOMPSON
ERIN R. WILFONG
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THE FOLLOWING NAMED OFFICERS FOR APPOINTMENT
TO THE GRADE INDICATED IN THE UNITED STATES NAVY
UNDER TITLE 10, U.S.C., SECTION 624:

SAMUEL V. FONTE
TERRI L. GABRIEL
JOSEPH M. GILMORE
STEPHEN K. GULICK
JEFFREY S. HARRIS
PETER J. HOLDORF
DAVID J. HUBER
COLLEEN L. JACKSON
KENNETH J. JACKSON
EDELIO P. JOLOYA
JOANNA D. KALVIG
KEITH B. KLEMM
CARL W. KOCH
PHILIP R. LINDLEY
ERIC D. LOCKETT
PHILIP W. LOWREY
CASS K. MADSON
FRANK D. MILLER
GREGORY P. MITCHELL
SHAWN M. MORGHEIM
DOUGLAS R. MURPHY
CHRISTOPHER A. NEWELL
ALLEN M. OWENS, JR.
DAVID W. PAVLIK
JOSEPH C. PESTAR, JR.
JOSEPH H. PETH
DERWIN B. PROBY
CHARLES M. REED
MICHAEL R. SCHILLING
SETH D. THORNHILL
JOHN H. TIPTON
SEAN W. TOOLE
SALVADOR TORRESACOSTA
JAMES A. TROUT
JAMES L. VENCKUS
ALEXANDER D. WALLACE III
MELISSIA A. WILLIAMS

THE FOLLOWING NAMED OFFICER FOR APPOINTMENT
IN THE GRADE INDICATED IN THE REGULAR NAVY
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CHANDRA M. ROBERTS
MICHAEL L. ROBERTSON
ANTHONY L. ROCKEMORE
JOHN L. RODRIGUEZ
BURNIE L. ROPER, JR.
CHRISTINE V. RUMMEL
WILLIAM J. RUMMEL
DORIL SANDERS
RAY D. SARTAIN
JOHN H. SCOTT
MARCUS A. SCOTT
DOUGLAS E. SHARP
ALAN R. SHEARD
MICHAEL A. SHERMAN
PAMELA L. SHIELDS
RAYMOND SHORT
JOHN D. SLAVIN
KEVIN M. SMITH
ANTHONY T. SNIDER
TIMOTHY M. SNYDER
MARK M. STEWART
JOHN A. STOKES, JR.
DOUGLAS M. STONE
GARY K. STOVER, JR.
MICHAEL S. SULLIVAN
APRIL L. THOMAS
DEAN P. THOMPSON
SAMMIE L. THURMAN, JR.
WILLIAM E. TILLERY
RENEA L. TIMKO
MARCI D. TOLER
STEPHEN L. TREMBLAY
GERALD E. TUCKER
DOYLE R. TUISL
ANTHONY E. ULRICH
MARK P. VAKOS
ROBERT A. VAUGHAN
ERNST C. VONARNSWALDT
JOHN G. VONGLIS
JEFFREY L. WAKELYN
MALCOLM T. WALKER
WILLIAM A. WILKE
WENDETTA N. WILLIAMS
DAVID L. WILLIS
JOSEPH A. WOLL
KENNETH J. YEASKY
JOHN G. ZIERDT
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MARIA A. ALAVANJA
TERRENCE D. ANDERSON
CHRISTOPHER M. ANDREWS
STEVEN R. BANKS
MICHAEL J. BARRY
RICHARD L. BECKER
DEIRDRE A. BELL
CURT A. BERGSTROM
KASINA J. BLEVINS
JASON B. BLITZ
ROGER BOODOO
WESLEY D. BOOSE
NORMAN Y. BRIONES
CAROL L. BUDZIK
KEVIN A. BYRD
MARIO J. CARDOSO
ROBERT N. CLAPP
MAX A. CLARK II
JUSTIN M. COX
TRAVIS G. DEATON
MARK R. DEBUSE
JAMES G. DEMITRACK
JOY U. DIERKS
TAI A. DO
RODERICK H. DOSS
BENJAMIN J. DRINKWINE
JONATHAN N. ELLIOT
DANIEL P. ELLIOTT
OCTAVIANO ESPINOSA
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SAMUEL G. ESPIRITU
MICHAEL C. FLANAGAN
IAN M. FOWLER
WARREN K. FREY
MARCIA L. FRYE
JACOB J. GLASER
JASON A. GORDON
WENDY T. GORDON
DANIEL J. GRABO, JR.
THANH D. HOANG
ASHLEY E. HUMPHRIES
DONALD W. HURST
MARK D. JOHNSON
GRANT A. KIDD
JENNIFER F. M. KLIMPEL
THAD D. KLIMPEL
BRIAN S. KNIPP
RICHARD A. KOCH
ROBERT J. KRAUSE
JOHN T. LANDERS
MARK F. LUND
MONICA A. LUTGENDORF

JUNEWAI L. REOMA
DUSTIN J. ROBERTS
JASON H. ROCKWOOD
JESSE J. ROHLOFF
OMAR SAEED
MARK R. SEIGH
ROBERT G. SHEU
WAYNE R. SMITH
STEPHEN J. STAUB
HUNTER S. STOLLDORF
BRIAN D. TERRIEN
JOSEPH B. THIES
ELLIE L. VENTURA
MICHAEL L. VILLARROEL
SARAH A. VILLARROEL
RICHARD J. WACLAWSKI
LESLIE A. WALDMAN
PATRICK D. WEBB
DENISE A. WHITFIELD
GEOFFREY W. WILSON
TAMARA J. WORLTON
VINCENT A. I. ZIZAK

DAVID M. MANN
MERLE B. MARTIN
JAMES MASTERSON
JACQUELINE C. MCDOWELL
MICHAEL G. MERCADO
ANIS MILADI
ALICEA M. MINGO
JOHN D. MOORE
NICOLAS B. MOYADELPINO
JOSEPH A. NELLIS
CAMERON J. L. NELSON
WILLIAM B. NGUYEN
KATE E. OLIVER
MARIUSZ A. OLSZEWSKI
CHARLES J. OSIER, JR.
CHRISTOPHER R. OXNER
MICHELLE A. PERKINS
GREGORY R. POMICTER
TODD A. QUACKENBUSH
ALBIN S. QUIKO
JAMES C. RAPLEY III
JENNIFER M. REEM
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EXTENSIONS OF REMARKS
IN HONOR OF THE 75TH ANNIVERSARY OF THE WELLES DECLARATION

HON. GEORGE HOLDING
OF NORTH CAROLINA

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Thursday, July 23, 2015
Mr. HOLDING. Mr. Speaker, I rise today to
honor the 75th anniversary of the Welles Declaration.
Issued on July 23, 1940, by United States
Under Secretary of State Sumner Welles, this
declaration condemned the Soviet Union’s aggression against, and annexation of, Estonia,
Latvia, and Lithuania.
This strong statement was the first announcement of the historic policy of non-recognition that was pivotal to empowering the
resistance by democratic movements behind
the Iron Curtain.
Until the restoration of their independence,
the United States maintained strong support
for the freedom of these Baltic States and
their people.
Mr. Speaker, at this particular moment in
history, I believe this anniversary holds even
more significance.
History has a way of repeating itself Mr.
Speaker, and as we see aggressive military
campaigns seeking to illegally gain dominance
over nations’ sovereign territory, we must have
the same courage of our predecessors to
stand against tyranny and support those who
yearn for democracy, freedom, and independence.
Mr. Speaker, I am proud to remember the
role our nation had 75 years ago supporting
Estonia, Latvia, and Lithuania in their aspirations for freedom, and commend those nations
today for their commitment to democratic governance, their contributions to NATO, and the
critical role they each play in promoting democratic ideals worldwide.
f

HONORING BILL TOWNSEND

HON. JARED HUFFMAN
OF CALIFORNIA

Emcdonald on DSK67QTVN1PROD with REMARKS

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Thursday, July 23, 2015
Mr. HUFFMAN. Mr. Speaker, I rise today to
recognize Bill Townsend, who will be ninetynine years old on August 13, 2015, for his
many years of service to Mendocino County.
Since 1947, Mr. Townsend has dedicated
his time, talent, and energy to the health of
our forests and rivers, and to the youth of
Mendocino County. A lifelong sportsman, Mr.
Townsend has demonstrated an enduring
commitment to preserving our natural resources for future generations. For sixty years,
he has volunteered his time, beginning with
his work at the Iron Gate Fish Hatchery in
1955. His contributions have included everything from fish ladders, Pike Minnow Derbies,
stream restoration projects, and 43 years of

grilling fish at the ‘‘World’s Largest Salmon
Barbeque’’ in Fort Bragg, California, which
raises funds for fisheries.
With his dedication to fish habitat restoration, it was fitting that in 1973 the Mendocino
County Board of Supervisors appointed Bill to
the Mendocino County Fish and Game Commission where he served as chairman for 15
years until he retired in 1988. Throughout his
tenure on the commission, Mr. Townsend
worked tirelessly to support healthy fisheries
and integrate youth education into the Commission’s projects.
Mr. Townsend served as president of Salmon Unlimited for three years starting in 1991,
where he played an instrumental role in the
development of the hatchery on Rowdy Creek
on the Smith River. Included in his legacy of
accomplishments is his work to secure the fish
hatchery at Coyote Dam, which was completed in 1996 and renamed the ‘‘Bill Townsend Fish Hatchery’’ in 2004. He also served
his community on the Russian River Flood
Control Board for five years from 2005–2010,
‘‘retiring’’ at the age of 97.
Mr. Speaker, it is fitting to honor and thank
Bill Townsend for his many years of dedicated
service. I am privileged to express deep appreciation to Mr. Townsend for his profound
impacts on our rivers and convey to him my
best wishes on his ninety-ninth birthday.
f

est hour that has driven her efforts to expand
services in the Commonwealth.
In addition to her tireless efforts for Kentucky Drug Courts, Connie has conducted
workshops for the National Association of
Drug Court Professionals, the Kentucky
School of Alcohol and Other Drug Studies, the
Department of Vocational Rehabilitation and
Community Corrections and countless other
partners and stakeholders impacted by the national drug abuse epidemic.
Connie’s passion and drive to help addicts
achieve long-term recovery has been instrumental to the growth and success of Drug
Courts across the Commonwealth. In fact, she
has developed an expertise in training judges,
teams and staff in nearly every county, helping
each leader confront the daily challenges of
Drug Court with tremendous grace.
Mr. Speaker, I ask my colleagues to join me
in recognizing the incredible impact that
Connie Neal has made in the efficiency and
effectiveness of Drug Courts in Kentucky, evidenced by the thousands of individuals who
have been reunited with loved ones and are
now living as productive, drug-free citizens of
the Commonwealth. May her years of retirement be richly blessed.
f

CELEBRATING SHAPIRO & COMPANY’S 100 YEARS OF SERVICE

TRIBUTE FOR CONNIE NEAL

HON. JOHN P. SARBANES

HON. HAROLD ROGERS

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

OF KENTUCKY

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Thursday, July 23, 2015
Mr. ROGERS of Kentucky. Mr. Speaker, I
rise today to pay tribute to a leader in the fight
against drug abuse in Kentucky, Ms. Connie
Neal, upon her upcoming retirement from the
Administration Office of the Courts, as the
Drug Court General Manager for Kentucky.
Connie Neal received her Bachelor’s Degree in Social Work from Morehead State University in 1985 and a Master’s Degree from
the University of Kentucky in 1992. She has
more than 22 years of experience in the field,
ranging from working with court committed juvenile offenders, to the dually diagnosed mentally ill, to Child Protective Services, to Drug
Courts. Since the inception of the Kentucky
Drug Court Department in 1996, Connie has
dedicated her career to this life-changing program, working her way up through the ranks
and taking the helm as General Manager in
2012. Thanks in large part to her leadership,
more than 7,000 participants have successfully completed the program, more than 1,000
babies have been born drug free, $5.3 million
in child support has been collected, and $5.7
million court obligations have been paid.
Today, Kentucky has more than 54 Adult Drug
Courts, 5 Veteran Treatment Courts, one Mental Health Court, as well as one DUI Court. It
is her sheer courage and conviction to provide
individuals with a second chance in their dark-

OF MARYLAND

Thursday, July 23, 2015
Mr. SARBANES. Mr. Speaker, I rise today
to congratulate Samuel Shapiro & Company,
Inc., a Customs brokerage and freight forwarding firm in Baltimore, on 100 years of
service to the international trade community.
In 1915, Samuel Shapiro, a newly licensed
Customs House broker, opened a one-room
office at 29 S Gay Street with a $5 roll top
desk and two employees. He built his company on a foundation of integrity, respect and
the ability to create change. During World War
I, Samuel’s young firm managed the U.S. government’s grain exports to war-torn European
countries out of the Port of Baltimore. As business expanded internationally, Shapiro & Co.
earned a reputation as the most trustworthy
shipping firm in Baltimore. Samuel became an
influential leader in the expansion of the Port
and advocated for an autonomous Maryland
Port Authority. Samuel’s son, Sigmund,
strengthened the company’s relationship with
government officials at the local, state and national level, becoming a voice for the industry
on regulation.
More than a family business, Shapiro & Co.
is a family that cares for its own and its community. Samuel began the tradition of philanthropy early. At the close of his first full year
of business, and having made a modest profit
of $50, he gave 20% to the American Jewish
Relief Fund. That spirit of generosity has continued with the deep community involvement
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of Sig and Barbara Shapiro and the next generation leadership of Samuel’s granddaughter,
Marjorie. Shapiro & Co. sponsors a logistics
class at the University of Baltimore Business
School, consults with nonprofit organizations
pro bono, matches its employees’ charitable
contributions and helps its employees’ children
pay for college. With annual retreats and crab
feasts, birthday celebrations, and a company
cookbook, the people at Shapiro & Co. enjoy
the time they spend together. It is little wonder
that Shapiro is consistently ranked one of the
top places to work in Baltimore.
Over the last century, Shapiro & Co. has
managed not only to adapt to new challenges
but to flourish. Its offices now reach from New
York to Georgia, but Shapiro continues to
value the same old-fashioned customer service established at Sam’s roll-top desk in 1915.
I thank Shapiro & Co. for 100 years of dedication to its customers, care for its employees,
and leadership in its community, and I look
forward to the 100 years to come.
f

INTRODUCTION OF H.R. 3175, THE
ASSURING CONTRACTING EQUITY
ACT

HON. SUZANNE BONAMICI
OF OREGON

Emcdonald on DSK67QTVN1PROD with REMARKS

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Thursday, July 23, 2015
Ms. BONAMICI. Mr. Speaker, today I am
proud to introduce H.R. 3175, the Assuring
Contracting Equity Act.
This legislation promotes economic development for many of the small businesses and
communities that were hit the hardest by our
country’s recession and are still struggling to
recover.
As I tour small businesses in my district, I
am constantly reminded of the critical contribution they make to our communities. But too
often our small businesses can’t access or are
unable to take advantage of federal contracting opportunities. By raising the contracting goal, the government will need to be
more proactive in its outreach to small businesses. More contracts will help small businesses grow and hire more workers, empowering them to continue to give back to our
communities.
The Assuring Contracting Equity Act will expand opportunities for small businesses to secure contracts with the federal government;
particularly businesses owned by women, veterans, and minorities. The bill also provides increased access to government contracts for
small businesses located in economically distressed areas known as Historically Underutilized Business Zones, or HUBZones.
In addition, the ACE Act improves accountability and transparency by requiring the Small
Business Administration to report the percentage of all federal contracting dollars that are
awarded to small businesses as well as direct
agencies to prioritize large contractors that
maximize subcontracts to small businesses.
In my district and across the country, small
business owners are striving to succeed. The
Assuring Contracting Equity Act could redirect
an additional $10 billion in business every
year to the nation’s smallest companies, giving
entrepreneurs the potential to expand their
businesses and continue creating jobs and
growing our economy.
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I look forward to working with my colleagues
on the Assuring Contracting Equity Act to provide a greater opportunity for success to the
small businesses that deserve it the most.
f

THE UNFOLDING CRISIS IN
BURUNDI

HON. CHRISTOPHER H. SMITH
OF NEW JERSEY

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Thursday, July 23, 2015
Mr. SMITH of New Jersey. Mr. Speaker, a
hearing that I convened yesterday was extremely timely, as events are unfolding in real
time in Burundi—a small nation that is often
overlooked by the international community, including those of us here in Congress.
Many are familiar with the horrific genocidal
violence that gripped Rwanda in the 1990s, as
Hutu and Tutsi butchered each other in paroxysms of ethnic hatred.
Few know, however, that Burundi also went
through a protracted Tutsi versus Hutu ethnic
struggle that also amounted to genocide in the
1990s.
Few know that Burundi, without much fanfare and without the largess that the international community showered upon Rwanda,
overcame its divisive civil war and, following a
peace brokered by Nelson Mandela solemnized in the Arusha Accords of 2000, has
sought to heal the wounds of the past and rebuild a nation.
Today, however, this peace is under the
threat of unraveling. The sitting President of
Burundi, Pierre Nkurunziza, in apparent defiance of the term limits set forth in the Arusha
Accords and memorialized in the Constitution,
is seeking a third term. While the constitutional
issue is complex and unsettled, the rising political violence and tension—not to mention the
roughly 160,000 people displaced and seeking
refuge in neighboring countries—is easy to understand, and serves as a canary in the coal
mine.
Now there is a window of opportunity for action, where immediate and sustained attention
can prevent the situation from escalating out
of control.
As in the case of the Central African Republic, over which we held two critical hearings in
the last Congress, timely attention and targeted intervention can stop an incipient conflict from metastasizing. Burundi is now approaching a tipping point, though it has yet to
topple over.
There is still time, and we in Congress have
a role to play in sounding the alarm and prodding the administration to take action, followed
by oversight. We also need to avoid the temptation to be penny wise and pound foolish. As
several of our witnesses explain, by spending
a small amount to further democracy and governance efforts in fragile states such as Burundi, we can avoid much greater cost down
the road—and I mean not simply the dollarand-cents expense of humanitarian interventions, but more importantly, in terms of blood
lost and lives shattered.
In Burundi, the administration must do more.
While often-lonely voices such as that of
Samantha Power have called attention to the
need for atrocity prevention, too often the administration policy has been one of, if not malign neglect, then certainly non-benign neglect.
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We saw this, for example, in the foot-dragging that accompanied the appointment of a
Special Envoy for the Great Lakes Region. In
January of this year, then-Special Envoy Russ
Feingold announced that he was stepping
down. I called on the administration to find a
replacement as soon as possible, as the circle
of violence was beginning to widen in Burundi.
In May, for example, I stated that a failure
to do so signaled a ‘‘disengagement when
lives are at stake.’’ I was afraid that we would
see a repeat of the administration’s inaction
with respect to the Middle East, where to date
it has yet to appoint a Special Envoy to Promote Religious Freedom of Religious Minorities in the Near East and South Central Asia,
despite Congress having created that position
last August—almost one year ago.
At the beginning of this month, however, the
administration finally appointed a Special
Envoy.
In 2012, the administration, to much fanfare,
created an Atrocities Prevention Board, following a Presidential Study directive which
stated that ‘‘Preventing mass atrocities and
genocide is a core national security interest
and a core moral responsibility of the United
States.’’ The APB is supposed to provide early
warning of mass atrocities, and mobilize interagency resources to stop such atrocities.
In Burundi, we can still make a difference.
f

TRIBUTE TO FORMER OHIO
CONGRESSMAN LOUIS STOKES

HON. MARCIA L. FUDGE
OF OHIO

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Thursday, July 23, 2015
Ms. FUDGE. Mr. Speaker, I rise today in
tribute to my friend, mentor and predecessor,
former Congressman Louis Stokes. Earlier this
week the world learned of his cancer diagnosis.
When the Congressman first told me about
his condition, I didn’t know quite what to say.
He had still been out, attending events and
doing things. He never stops. It is easy to
think he is immortal. Because he is a fighter.
For more than 30 years, he tirelessly fought
for the people of Ohio, and he is still fighting
today. The first African American elected to
Congress from Ohio, Congressman Stokes is
the epitome of a public servant.
While in Washington, he was a trailblazer.
He was the first African American to serve on
the powerful House Appropriations Committee,
and was a founder of the CBC Health
Braintrust. He constantly fought to combat pervasive health disparities plaguing the AfricanAmerican community and served as a voice
for people of color and all of our nation’s most
vulnerable.
Congressman Stokes once said, ‘‘I’m going
to keep on denouncing the inequities of this
system, but I’m going to work within it. To go
outside the system would be to deny myself—
to deny my own existence.’’ His work has affected thousands. There is no one in Washington that does not know the name Louis
Stokes, and no one who was not touched in
some way by his work and his kindness.
He is always a gentleman, someone who
made you feel good about being represented
by him or just being in his company. When he
speaks, people listen. Congressman Stokes
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exudes leadership, vision, and purpose. He’s
a giant of a man, an example for us all. It is
a privilege to work with him and walk in his
Congressional footsteps.
Thank you, Congressman Louis Stokes for
everything you have done. The nation is indebted to you. We are grateful for your service. As you continue to battle this diagnosis,
my thoughts and prayers are with you, your
family and your doctors. Let us all continue to
uplift and encourage the Stokes family.
f

HONORING LOU LENART

HON. BRAD SHERMAN
OF CALIFORNIA

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Thursday, July 23, 2015
Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. Speaker, I rise today to
honor the life of Lou Lenart, a hero to both the
United States and Israel, who passed away
July 20, 2015 at the age of 94. Today we remember Lou for his service in the Marines
during World War II as well as in the Israel Air
Force in 1948 when he was dubbed ‘‘The Man
Who Saved Tel Aviv.’’
Lou Lenart was born in 1921 to Jewish
farmers in a small village in Hungary. When
Lenart was 10, his family moved to the United
States to escape widespread anti-Semitism.
Sadly, he and his family were subjected to
anti-Semitic taunting in his new home of
Wilkes-Barre, Pennsylvania. At 17, Lenart enlisted in the U.S. Marine Corps where he
fought in World War II and won the Gold Star
flying in Okinawa. In 1948 Lenart became one
of the first members of Israel’s budding Air
Force, which at that time had just four Czechbuilt German Messerschmitt fighter planes.
On May 29, 1948, Egyptian forces of about
500 vehicles were closing in on Tel Aviv,
threatening the very existence of the two-week
old state of Israel. Israeli commanders decided
to risk all four planes to attack the advance.
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As the most experienced pilot in the group
(and in fact the only pilot with combat experience), Lenart led the attack, with future President Ezer Weizman as his wingman. Stunned
by the sight of bona fide Israeli fighter planes,
the Egyptians stopped their advance and were
forced to retreat. Lenart’s key role in this mission earned him the title, in many news reports, as ‘‘The Man Who Saved Tel Aviv.’’
Lenart later told the IAF journal, ‘‘It was the
most important event in my life . . . I survived
World War II so I could lead this mission.’’
Following the war, Lenart helped in airlifting
Iraqi Jews to Israel in Operation Ezra and Nehemiah. He also became a pilot for El Al Airlines and spent time living in Southern California, where he produced six feature films including Iron Eagle and Iron Eagle II.
Lou Lenart’s legacy will live on in both Israel
and the United States. He fought in our armed
services to protect our freedom, and then
risked his life again for Israel in its vulnerable
and early stages. His life and story are an inspiration for those seeking hope and strength
in the face of persecution. I send my sincerest
condolences to his family.
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HONORING THE ‘‘EASTLAND’’
DISASTER

HON. DANIEL LIPINSKI
OF ILLINOIS

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Thursday, July 23, 2015
Mr. LIPINSKI. Mr. Speaker, I rise today to
honor the victims of the Eastland disaster—a
shipwreck which resulted in the deaths of 844
passengers and crew—on the 100th anniversary of the tragedy.
One hundred years ago, thousands of employees of Western Electric were preparing for
a rare day off of work, taking a boat ride
across Lake Michigan to enjoy an annual picnic. Tragically, for 844 passengers and crew
on the Eastland, their vessel listed and tipped
over, and they soon drowned in the Chicago
River. Many were immigrants from Central and
Eastern Europe, living in Berwyn, Cicero, and
the surrounding Chicagoland area, and their
loss left an enduring mark on these communities—22 families were completely wiped out,
and 19 families were left without parents. I will
always remember my grandmother talking
about the tragedy and the mark it left on her.
The Eastland shipwreck remains to this day
the greatest loss of life in a single disaster in
Illinois history. It is a shame that the victims
and heroes of the Eastland disaster have
been largely forgotten by the American people. That is why I have introduced a resolution
commemorating the Eastland. I believe it is
absolutely necessary that we here in Congress pay our respects to the working class
families who lost their lives on that terrible
summer day. Along with honoring the victims
and survivors of the disaster, my resolution includes references to the historical significance
of the sinking of the Eastland and recognizes
the brave first responders who risked their
own lives to save hundreds of passengers and
crew.
I would like to thank my colleagues from Illinois for cosponsoring this measure. I think it
is also important to commend the hard work
that the Eastland Disaster Historical Society
has done in researching, promoting, and educating the public about this important historical
event, and its broader effect on Chicagoland.
Mr. Speaker, I ask my colleagues to remember the victims and heroes of the Eastland disaster, and to remain dedicated to avoiding
such tragedies in the future.
f

CONGRATULATING
THE
DOWNTOWN FLINT OPTIMIST CLUB ON
ITS 80TH ANNIVERSARY

HON. DANIEL T. KILDEE
OF MICHIGAN

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Thursday, July 23, 2015
Mr. KILDEE. Mr. Speaker, I ask the United
States House of Representatives to join me in
recognizing The Downtown Flint Optimist Club
on the occasion of their 80th anniversary.
Optimist International is a worldwide volunteer organization made up of more than 2,500
local Clubs whose members work each day to
make the future brighter by bringing out the
best in children, in their communities, and in
themselves.
The Optimist Club of Downtown Flint was
chartered in 1934. It is believed to be the sec-
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ond oldest Optimist Club in Michigan. Since its
inception, the Optimist Club of Downtown Flint
has organized several other Optimist Clubs in
the Flint area. The Club currently meets at the
Flint Golf Club, but historically has met in the
Durant Hotel, Italia Gardens, and the Sarvis
Center.
The Optimist Club of Downtown Flint’s mission is to foster an optimistic way of life for the
improvement of individuals and society
through a network of Optimists dedicated to
ever-expanding service to its members, the
youth, the community and the world.
The Club’s projects and service programs
over the years are copious. To name only a
few, the Optimist Club of Downtown Flint has
been in partnership with Boys & Girls Club,
Whaley Children’s Center, The Salvation
Army, and Big Brothers Big Sisters.
Mr. Speaker, I applaud The Downtown Flint
Optimist Club and extend my deepest appreciation to them for their years of service to the
community.
f

TRIBUTE TO MR. LEROY JOSEPH
JONES, SR.

HON. DONALD M. PAYNE, JR.
OF NEW JERSEY

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Thursday, July 23, 2015
Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I ask my colleagues here in the House of Representatives
to join me as I rise to pay tribute to Mr. LeRoy
Joseph Jones, Sr., and the many contributions
he made as a dedicated public servant in the
State of New Jersey.
Born and raised in Orange, New Jersey, Mr.
Jones had an extensive career in public service and worked tirelessly to improve the lives
of the residents in his community. After graduating from Orange Public Schools in 1953,
Mr. Jones enlisted in the United States Navy
in 1954 and served his country honorably for
12 years. Following his military service, Mr.
Jones earned an Associate Degree in Urban
Studies from Essex County College. In 1972,
he attended the Community Action Training Institute at Rutgers University and later earned
a Bachelor’s Degree in Urban Studies at Shaw
University in Raleigh, North Carolina.
As a trailblazer, he served as President of
New Jersey State Interscholastic Athletic Association and Board 33 Referee Association,
where he became the first African American
President in the history of both organizations.
He was appointed by Governor Brendan
Byrne in 1980 to serve on the State of NJ Parole Board Juvenile Panel from 1980–1983.
Mr. Jones achieved another first, when he
served as senior hearing officer on the State
of New Jersey Parole Board. Some of his
other accomplishments included Director of
the Fellowship Civic Center in East Orange,
Assistant Director of Recreation for the City of
Orange, Acting Director of the Orange Community Development Program, member of the
Orange Chamber of Commerce, Board of
Trustee for the East Orange Neighborhood
Development Corporation, Coach of the East
Orange Tigers, and member of the management board for the YMCA of Orange.
His commitment to public service has
changed many lives throughout the state. His
contributions were recognized by numerous
organizations such as the National Council of
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Juvenile and Family Court Judges, the National District Attorney’s Association, NJ State
Interscholastic Athletic Association and the
American Correctional Association.
He was a devoted man that showed his love
for his family and his community through his
actions. My thoughts and prayers are with Mr.
LeRoy Jones, Sr.’s family. He is survived by
his beloved wife Rosan Jones, his four children LeRoy Joseph Jones, Jr., Leanne Jackson, Leisa Tynes-Merriweather and Lisa
Jones, his 11 grandchildren, 5 great-grandchildren, two brothers and two sisters, and a
host of other relatives and friends.
Mr. Speaker, I know my fellow members of
the House of Representatives agree that Mr.
LeRoy Joseph Jones, Sr. deserves to be recognized for a job well done and for his many
years of service to the citizens of the State of
New Jersey. This tribute recognizes his life’s
work, his stellar career and his personal commitment to improving the lives of his fellow
man.
f

HONORING BEHAILU ASSEFA

HON. JOHN GARAMENDI
OF CALIFORNIA

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Emcdonald on DSK67QTVN1PROD with REMARKS

Thursday, July 23, 2015
Mr. GARAMENDI. Mr. Speaker, I submit the
following Proclamation:
Whereas, friends, colleagues, and the Ethiopian Community and Cultural Center wish to
acknowledge a hard-working, beloved, and integral supporter of California’s Ethiopian community;
Whereas, Behailu Assefa has been an active cultural and business leader on the local,
state, and national level; and
Whereas, Behailu served as the President
of the Ethiopian Community and Cultural Center since its founding in 2001, he has also
served as the President of the Ethiopian Community in Minneapolis, was President of the
Ethiopian Sports Federation of North America
and was a member of the Oakland and City of
Bahir Dar Sister City Program; and
Whereas, as the founder ASC Engineering
Services, Behailu has provided professional
certification of electrical products and served
clients spanning over 4 continents and 40
states over the span of 20 years; and
Whereas, as founder of Terra Global Energy
Developers, Behailu has utilized the experiences of Ethiopian American Diaspora and
their ingenuity to introduce a new wind energy
project to the Ethiopian government; and
Whereas, as the co-founder of Global Enterprise Engineering, Behailu has expanded the
global presence of his company to Germany,
Taiwan, China, Ethiopia, and Senegal; and
therefore be it now
Resolved, that I, Congressman JOHN
GARAMENDI, of California’s 3rd District, do
hereby recognize the exemplary service of
Behailu Assefa, and encourage all to join me
in celebrating him in his lifetime of achievements.
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THANKING
FIRST
RESPONDERS
AND VOLUNTEERS FOR THEIR
SERVICE AFTER A DEVASTATING
TORNADO

HON. CHERI BUSTOS
OF ILLINOIS

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Thursday, July 23, 2015
Mrs. BUSTOS. Mr. Speaker, I rise today to
thank the first responders and volunteers who
have been working tirelessly in Cameron, Illinois after an EF2 tornado devastated this
small town in my district. While the storm
caused widespread property damage and several injuries, the good people from across the
region who rushed to Cameron to help give
me hope that this community will rebuild and
become stronger than ever.
First responders and volunteers stepped in
at a time of great need and continue to provide safety, material assistance and comfort to
the good people of Cameron. They came from
all over the region bringing bottled water, tarps
and even homemade blueberry pies to help
this town of 600 people get back on its feet
after 125 mile per hour winds tore through it
last week.
I spoke with many families who were affected by the tornado, and there was a recurring theme that resonated with me: Cameron
was bent, not broken. With over 50 homes
damaged, community members and other
helpers have been working tirelessly to support these families and straighten out all the
bends brought upon them by this disaster.
Mr. Speaker, my heart goes out to all the
families this terrible tornado impacted and I
am grateful for the brave and generous first
responders and volunteers who pour their
time, energy, and love into helping Cameron
recover.
f

CONGRATULATING
THE
WESTMINSTER
PRESBYTERIAN
CHURCH OF BAY CITY ON THEIR
150TH ANNIVERSARY

HON. DANIEL T. KILDEE
OF MICHIGAN

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Thursday, July 23, 2015
Mr. KILDEE. Mr. Speaker, I ask the United
States House of Representatives to join me in
recognizing Westminster Presbyterian Church
in Bay City, Michigan, on the occasion of their
150th anniversary.
Westminster’s sacred story began on August 23, 1865, when 15 members organized a
new Presbyterian Church in the Village of
Wenona. On the same day a cornerstone was
laid for a house of worship on two lots donated by Henry W. Sage on Catherine St. The
house of worship for ‘‘The First Presbyterian
Society of the Township of Bangor’’ was completed and dedicated on December 3, 1865
under the leadership of Missionary Donald B
Campbell.
His mission complete, Rev. Campbell left in
1868 and Rev. Elihu Turney Sanford became
the first ordained minister of the new church.
Westminster has been privileged to be led by
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a number of very capable leaders over the
past 150 years, to include our current minister
Rev. Matthew Schramm, who had the honor of
serving as a guest chaplain for the U.S.
House of Representatives in the summer of
2014.
In 1872, the name of the church was
changed to the ‘‘First Presbyterian Church of
Wenona’’, and finally in 1882 to ‘‘Westminster
Presbyterian Church.’’ Also in 1882 plans
were drawn for a new worship facility. Once
again Henry W. Sage came forward and donated four lots on Midland St where the
church is presently located. On Christmas Day
in 1883, the congregation worshipped in their
new semi-gothic style church.
In 1958, ground was broken for a new Fellowship Hall, classrooms and a kitchen, and in
1969 the congregation endorsed a building
program for the existing Sanctuary with formal
dedication ceremonies in September 1970. In
2015, Westminster will begin its next 150
years with a campaign to update the facility for
future generations.
The congregation has been active in ministry and service for 150 years. From working
in USO activities, collecting metal for scrap
drives, and sending care packages to servicemen during the war years, to hosting literacy
programs for children and adults, serving free
hot meals to those in need, and providing
quality Christian education for all ages today,
Westminster is well known in Bay City for its
community focus. The church is proud to have
been a charter organization for the Boy Scouts
for over 50 years, and to open its doors for
programs ranging from job training for special
needs young adults to music and theatre rehearsal, and to provide meeting space for
countless community organizations.
Westminster has been a proud partner with
the Good Samaritan Rescue Mission in Bay
City since its inception. Not only has the
church been an annual supporter during each
of the mission’s ten years of operation, it was
instrumental in the construction and opening
of the men’s wing of the mission in 2008. In
2015 Westminster helped sponsor the mission’s annual Golf Challenge Fund Raiser,
which earned a near record $73,000 to provide a place of hope and care for the needy
in and around Bay City.
Westminster actively supports missions in
Niger, India, Zambia, Thailand, and the Middle
East, while also supporting disaster relief efforts throughout the world. Both pastors and
members of the congregation have assumed
an active role in leading the Lake Huron Presbytery and the Presbyterian Church (USA)
General Assembly.
Through partnering with quality programs
and organizations, sharing fellowship and
service, inspiring teaching and worship, and
outwardly-focused and selfless mission, Westminster seeks to further its own legacy of
hope and care in Bay City since 1865, and
looks forward to the next 150 years serving
God and humanity, sharing the love of Jesus
through faith, hope and love, with an open and
genuine spirit.
Mr. Speaker, I applaud the work done by
the Westminster Presbyterian Church in Bay
City and thank them for the service they have
provided to the community.
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NATURAL GROCERS

HON. ED PERLMUTTER
OF COLORADO

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Thursday, July 23, 2015
Mr. PERLMUTTER. Mr. Speaker, I rise
today to recognize Natural Grocers efforts to
promote healthy eating through their free educational outreach over the last 60 years. I’m
happy to announce Governor Hickenlooper will
proclaim August 13, 2015 as ‘‘Natural Grocers
Day’’ in Colorado.
Natural Grocers by Vitamin Cottage was
founded by Margaret and Phillip Isely and is
based in Lakewood, Colorado. In 2015, they
were recognized as the 11th fastest growing
Colorado public company. Their mission is to
provide shoppers with an affordable, healthy
lifestyle as well as empower them to take control of their own wellbeing.
Not only does Natural Grocers supply Coloradans with healthy food options, they also
provide customers personalized nutrition information to help them meet their nutritional
goals. Since 1995, Natural Grocers has offered Coloradans free science-based nutrition
education programs with the creation of their
Nutritional Health Coach program. Their health
coaches organize nutritional outreach programs to numerous schools and businesses,
as well as hold in-store cooking demonstrations and nutrition classes. Additionally, I regularly hold my ‘‘Government in the Grocery’’
events at Natural Grocers stores around my
district. These events give me the opportunity
to visit with constituents in their communities
on topics ranging from veterans issues, the
economy and jobs to foreign policy.
Mr. Speaker, it is my privilege to congratulate Natural Grocers for their accomplishment
in promoting healthy eating through educational outreach and I commend them for
their dedication to providing extraordinary
services to Colorado customers. I wish Natural
Grocers all the best in their next 60 years of
operation.
f

FIFTH ANNIVERSARY OF DODDFRANK ACT
SPEECH OF

HON. JOYCE BEATTY
OF OHIO

Emcdonald on DSK67QTVN1PROD with REMARKS

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Wednesday, July 22, 2015
Mrs. BEATTY. Mr. Speaker, I thank Ranking
Member WATERS of the Financial Services
Committee for leading today’s important discussion on the Dodd-Frank Wall Street Reform and Consumer Protection Act.
Earlier this week, House Democrats recognized the 5th anniversary of Dodd-Frank—the
most sweeping financial regulatory reform in
the United States since the 1930s.
Signed into law by President Obama on July
21, 2010, Dodd-Frank has changed—for the
better—the way consumers, investors, and
other market participants interact with our financial system.
It has provided oversight to Wall Street, giving regulators the tools to end the era of ‘‘too
big to fail’’ entities and outrageous taxpayer
bailouts, and has eliminated loopholes that allowed risky and abusive practices to go unnoticed and unregulated.
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But how did we get here?
Five years ago, Dodd-Frank was enacted in
the wake of profound economic devastation as
our nation was reeling from the impact of the
2008 financial crisis.
Millions of Americans suffered job loss,
many small businesses closed down, foreclosures skyrocketed, the stock market suffered large drops, and a looming repeat of the
Great Depression was feared.
Specifically, in the six months before President Obama took office in February 2009, our
economy lost a total of nearly 4 million private
sector jobs—an unimaginable average of
650,000 jobs per month.
Nearly $13 trillion in economic growth and
$16 trillion in household wealth simply disappeared while close to 9 million individuals
were displaced from their homes.
2008 was truly one of the lowest economic
points in U.S. history.
Yet, the American people weathered this
storm and Congressional Democrats took action by passing legislation to restore responsibility and accountability in our financial system, and to give Americans confidence that
we were putting the tools in place to avoid another economic crisis.
In fact, since Dodd-Frank’s passage in July
2010, the American economy has experienced
vast improvement in private sector job growth
with nearly 12 million jobs added; a lower unemployment rate, to 5.3 percent from the peak
of 10.0 percent in October 2009, and a recovering housing market.
Indeed, because of Dodd-Frank, financial
regulators are now empowered to identify and
address risks to our financial system through
increased monitoring and stricter rules for our
nation’s biggest banks in a timely way.
Dodd-Frank also provided new authority to
the Securities and Exchange Commission
(SEC), which, since 2011, has recovered more
than $9.3 billion in civil fines and penalties despite Republicans’ repeated budget cuts to the
agency.
Like all comprehensive reform bills, however, Dodd-Frank is not perfect.
There are a few areas that I believe can be
improved.
Nonetheless, it is important that we do not
let the perfect be the enemy of the good.
I believe we also have a responsibility to
build upon and improve this legislation when
needed.
One area of concern for many stakeholders
in my district, and across the country, is the
manner in which Dodd-Frank requires the
Federal Reserve to subject bank holding companies with more than $50 billion in consolidated assets to enhanced regulatory supervision.
However, if we are to subject smaller, regional bank holding companies to the same or
similar supervisory requirements, then we
should do so in a way that balances our nation’s financial stability without placing excessive burdens on non-systemically important institutions by using a more deliberative assetsand-activities-based test should be considered
in determining the ‘‘systemic importance’’ of
bank holding companies.
Earlier this month, Chair Yellen testified that
she was open to raising a threshold for determining a bank’s systemic importance.
I look forward to working with her on this
issue and African-American job growth efforts.
This is at the top of my priority list for improving Dodd-Frank.
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Another area of concern for me lies in the
development of diversity assessment standards under Section 342 of Dodd-Frank, also
known as OMWI.
Though Section 342 is not very long, it is a
very significant step in the effort to improve
the hiring of women and minorities in the financial services industry in which these
groups remain woefully underrepresented.
However, due to misinterpretations of congressional intent, I am concerned that after
five years the federal financial regulators have
not developed standards requiring the disclosure of diversity data, which would provide
much needed transparency to this industry regarding the promotion of diversity in its workplace.
Like my congressional colleagues here
today, I celebrate substantial achievements of
Dodd-Frank and look forward to working together to find the appropriate tweaks to further
facilitate its positive lasting effects on the financial markets and for consumers far beyond
this five-year anniversary.
In order to continue being a successful nation, we must capitalize on our diversity and
tackle the inequality in wage and job growth in
African-American communities.
f

IN RECOGNITION OF MR. WANE A.
HAILES

HON. SANFORD D. BISHOP, JR.
OF GEORGIA

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Thursday, July 23, 2015
Mr. BISHOP of Georgia. Mr. Speaker, I rise
today to honor and commend an outstanding
citizen and respected community leader, Mr.
Wane A. Hailes, President and Publisher of
the Courier/Eco Latino, Columbus, Georgia’s
premier African-American and Latino newspaper. The Courier/Eco Latino will be celebrating ten years of providing the Tri-City Area
of Columbus, Georgia, Fort Benning, Georgia,
and Phenix City, Alabama with positive, high
quality information. In celebration of this special milestone, the Courier/Eco Latino will be
hosting the 2015 Community Service Awards
on Saturday, July 25, 2015 at the Columbus
Convention and Trade Center in Columbus,
Georgia.
Wane A. Hailes was born in Richmond, Virginia and grew up in Portsmouth, New Hampshire; New Brunswick, New Jersey; Clifton
Forge, Virginia; and Charlottesville, Virginia. In
1979, Wane graduated from Ottawa University
in Ottawa, Kansas. He then served for fifteen
years as Director of the YMCA in Missouri,
Wisconsin, Florida, and North Carolina. In
1990, the Chattahoochee Valley gained a passionate and dedicated community leader when
Wane A. Hailes arrived in Columbus, Georgia
to serve as the CEO of the A.J. McClung
YMCA.
With thirty-one years of radio and newspaper experience in cumulative sales, marketing, and public relations, Wane became a
driving force in the Columbus media. He
worked for the minority-owned radio station,
Davis Broadcasting Inc., as an on-air personality and sales consultant. He then worked at
the Columbus Ledger-Enquirer as the Real
Estate, Employment and Automotive Sales
Consultant, before working at the minorityowned Columbus Times as Vice President of
Advertising and Sales.
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In March 2005, Wane founded the Courier/
Eco Latino, a bi-weekly publication with a circulation of 15,000 dedicated to acting as ‘‘the
voice of the people.’’ It is published in English
and Spanish and remains the only bilingual
publication in the Tri-City area.
Wane’s goal in founding the Courier/Eco
Latino was to provide his readers with real
stories about the African-American and Latino
experience in Columbus. He continued to tell
those stories in his book, A View from a Pew,
a thoughtful examination of African-American
life and culture in the South.
As well as receiving local recognition for his
work, Wane received the prestigious Georgia
Minority Small Business Champion Award and
the Region IV Minority Small Business Champion Award from the U.S. Small Business Administration in 2007.
Dr. Benjamin E. Mays often said: ‘‘You
make your living by what you get; you make
your life by what you give.’’ Not only has
Wane established a legacy of multicultural
journalism in Columbus, Georgia, but he has
also done a tremendous job of giving back to
the city, and I am very grateful for his tireless
advocacy to make the community stronger. A
man of great integrity, his efforts, his dedication, and his expertise in his field are unparalleled.
There are not enough words to describe the
impact that Wane A. Hailes has had on the African-American and Latino communities of Columbus. Not only does he care about each
member of these communities, but he also
works tirelessly to unite them through the Courier/Eco Latino newspaper. I am very grateful
to Wane for his efforts to improve this diverse
community.
No hay suficientes palabras para describir el
impacto que Wane A. Hailes ha tenido sobre
las comunidades afroamericanas y latinas de
Columbus. No solo le importa la vida de cada
uno de los miembros de estas comunidades,
pero trabaja incansablemente para unirlos a
través del periódico Courier/Eco Latino. Me
siento muy agradecido a Wane por sus
esfuerzos para mejorar esta comunidad
diversa.
Mr. Speaker, I ask my colleagues to join
me, my wife, Vivian, and the more than
730,000 residents of Georgia’s Second Congressional District in honoring Mr. Wane A.
Hailes and thanking him for his meaningful
contributions to the Tri-City community.
f

BOSTON GLOBE STORY ON THE
NARROWS

HON. JAMES P. McGOVERN
OF MASSACHUSETTS

Emcdonald on DSK67QTVN1PROD with REMARKS

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Thursday, July 23, 2015
Mr. MCGOVERN. Mr. Speaker, for more
than 10 years I had the pleasure of representing Fall River, a great city with great potential. One of the jewels of the city is The
Narrows Center for the Arts.
Founded in 1995, it’s a vital part of the community that’s helping to promote the visual and
performing arts. Patrick Norton, one of my
former aides, is doing excellent work as the
Executive Director of The Narrows, making it
a one-of-a-kind destination.
I urge my colleagues to read this article in
The Boston Globe about The Narrows. The
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next time you visit New England, make sure
you visit The Narrows to see all that it’s doing
to showcase artists throughout the community.
[From The Boston Globe, July 22, 2015]
THE NARROWS IS A CLUB TO CALL HOME
(By Robert Kerr)
Tom Rush has taken his music to a lot of
places in 50 years, but no place quite like
The Narrows.
‘‘Those old, creaky floorboards—you can
almost imagine the ghosts of the people who
used to work there,’’ says Rush, who has sold
out the old mill music venue a record 11
times.
There is something in those floorboards
and in the slightly slanted ceiling and in the
big windows that provide a striking view of
the Braga Bridge and Mount Hope Bay.
There is history, reminders of a time when
people did indeed work hard in Fall River
mills and, among other things, produced
more cotton cloth than any other place on
earth.
And now there is music in this wonderfully
unlikely top floor place. There is music that
draws more and more people to listen in an
easy and intimate way. The musicians are
close and the audience has climbed those
stairs or ridden that elevator to listen and
savor and maybe chat up a favorite singer or
guitarist.
‘‘In 14 years, we’ve never had idiots,’’ says
Kathleen Duffy, referring to the clear absence of boozy hustle at The Narrows Center
for the Arts.
She is a retired speech therapist who bakes
the brownies that have become a part of
music nights at The Narrows. She is one of
the dozens of volunteers who keep this mill
town miracle going.
‘‘We couldn’t do it without volunteers,’’
says Patrick Norton. ‘‘They help load in
shows, load out, sell refreshments. Many
have been here eight to 10 years. They’re a
hard core, grizzled bunch.’’
Norton, a former aide to Congressman Jim
McGovern, is the executive director of The
Narrows.
‘‘I’ve been a music junkie my whole life.
I’ve been in bands. I wanted to be a rock
star.’’
Instead, he resides at the soundboard and
books the performers and does what has to
be done. He is one of the two people primarily responsible for making it all happen.
It began humbly, very humbly, about 20
years ago in Bert Harlow’s carpentry shop in
a mill on the bank of South Watuppa Pond.
It was in that part of Fall River known as
The Narrows that is between the North and
South Watuppa.
Harlow is a carpenter, a skilled woodworker who has worked in, among other
places, Trump Tower in New York City. He
even remembers sharing an elevator with
Trump, who didn’t say hello.
He is also a Marine veteran of Vietnam
whose combat memories play a part in shaping what is an enduring sense of community
obligation. With his skilled hands, he created an art gallery in the front of the mill
where his shop was. He had a vision of restoring the mill and creating a park.
‘‘I want to be involved in doing something
good,’’ says Harlow. ‘‘For me, it’s a way to
heal.’’
He thought a coffeehouse would be a good
idea. So there was a coffeehouse. It was created in the mid-’90s by a small group of
friends, including Norton, who moved some
of Harlow’s equipment to one side, cleared a
small performance space, put some coffee on,
and invited musicians to perform in a different kind of place.
It was the beginning. Audiences were small
at first, but there was something about
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music in that mill setting on the pond that
drew people. A move to an adjacent room,
where the brick walls were sandblasted and
some couches and chairs put in, broadened
the appeal.
Then a developer bought the mill.
‘‘He wanted four times the rent,’’ says Norton.
They couldn’t afford it. Norton and Harlow
went looking. At one point, the mayor of
New Bedford offered them free downtown
space.
‘‘But we’re Fall River guys,’’ says Norton.
They met Sam Shapiro, who owned a mill
on the waterfront that needed tenants.
‘‘He liked what we were doing,’’ says Norton. ‘‘From day one, he wanted to make this
work.’’
They moved in in July 2001. And it has
worked, but it hasn’t been easy. There was
the building inspector who showed up after
their first show to point out the need for a
few improvements, such as enclosing the
stairways.
‘‘When things look a little dicey, something seems to happen to pull us through,’’
says Norton.
There was also the time early on when
Harlow said to Norton, ‘‘Let’s book Richie
Havens.’’
Norton thought it was too big a reach. Havens, the man who kicked off Woodstock,
was going to cost four or five times what
they had ever paid anyone.
They gambled. They booked Havens.
‘‘The energy that came off that man was
incredible,’’ says Harlow. ‘‘That was our first
sellout.’’
And it was a message to people that there
is music in Fall River worth driving for.
Maybe settle in for some excellent Portuguese chow at a nearby restaurant, then
take in the kind of music people take personally. Tom Rush, Richard Thompson, Los
Lobos, Dr. John—all have come to The Narrows and claimed a unique stop on the musical road.
‘‘The audience there is special,’’ says Rush,
who returns in November. ‘‘They come for
the music. And they come for a good time,
and they’re not going to let me stop them.’’
Perhaps the one downside to the story of
The Narrows is that it has succeeded almost
in spite of the city it’s located in. Fall River,
a city too well known for squandering opportunity, has not been a big factor in The Narrows’ success. And when, on show nights,
someone asks for a show of hands from Fall
River residents, there are sometimes three
or four, sometimes none.
‘‘We’re attracting the Providence-Barrington crowd,’’ says Norton. ‘‘Maybe it’s
shabby chic.’’
Still, there is a local connection at The
Narrows that Norton and Harlow have insisted on and which extends their reach beyond the stage. It is the ‘‘community piece.’’
‘‘I feel lucky to be involved here,’’ says
Norton. ‘‘Being around Bert all these years,
he’s like a big brother. And we want to give
back to the community. We believe in Fall
River.’’
There are five artists’ studios at The Narrows and a gallery designed by Harlow.
There is a lot to look at before and after the
music. And kids come to learn about art and
music. The Narrows even provides buses.
Norton’s especially proud of the connection
with People Inc., the organization that does
such good work with the developmentally
disabled.
On a spring morning, musician Mark Cutler was onstage with some of the clients of
People Inc. He had been writing songs with
them—songs that include ‘‘Do You Hate
Mondays Too?’’ and ‘‘Mind Your Own Business.’’ Cutler played his guitar and his young
friends picked up microphones and sang in
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ways that amazed the people who work with
them every day. It was a wonderful show.
A few weeks later, Cutler was back onstage, this time leading the Schemers, the
iconic Rhode Island rock band. It was a CD
release party.
Cutler is positive The Narrows is the only
place he could have played those two gigs.

IN RECOGNITION OF THE 50TH ANNIVERSARY OF THE MATAWAN
ITALIAN
AMERICAN
ASSOCIATION

HON. FRANK PALLONE, JR.
OF NEW JERSEY

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

f

PERSONAL EXPLANATION

HON. SAM GRAVES
OF MISSOURI

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Thursday, July 23, 2015
Mr. GRAVES of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, on
Wednesday, July 22, I missed a series of Roll
Call votes. Had I been present, I would have
voted ‘‘YEA’’ on #450, #451, and #458. Additionally, I would have voted ‘‘NAY’’ on #452,
#453, #454, #455, #456, and #457.
f

RECOGNIZING NYA BARTON

HON. JOE WILSON
OF SOUTH CAROLINA

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Thursday, July 23, 2015
Mr. WILSON of South Carolina. Mr. Speaker, today I am grateful to welcome Nya Sole
Barton on her visit to the Capitol. Nya will attend Lemon Road Elementary School in Falls
Church, Virginia this fall.
Often named to the Honor Roll, Nya has
demonstrated superior academic achievement,
and is active in martial arts and dance. I congratulate her parents, Darlene and Jacob Barton, on raising an impressive young lady, and
I am confident in her future success.

Thursday, July 23, 2015
Mr. PALLONE. Mr. Speaker, I rise today to
congratulate the Matawan Italian American Association as its members celebrate its 50th anniversary this year.
Currently under the leadership of President
Frank Giammarino, the Matawan Italian American Association executive office consists of a
1st Vice President, Treasurer, Financial Secretary, Corresponding Secretary, Recording
Secretary and Sergeant at Arms. It is also advised by a Board of Trustees. Its membership
is comprised of residents of Italian descent
and their spouses who meet monthly in fellowship and community service.
For 50 years, the Matawan Italian American
Club has worked to preserve and promote
Italian heritage and improve the community
through charitable donations, scholarships and
activities. It supports various local and national
non-profits, humanitarian and community organizations, including the National MS Society,
Ronald McDonald House, and the Bayshore
Senior Center, among many others. Its efforts
to support the local community and to offer an
association of Italian culture are truly admirable and I am honored to be one of the past
recipients of the Man of the Year Award.
Once again, I sincerely hope that my colleagues will join me in congratulating the
Matawan Italian American Association on its
50th anniversary and recognizing its numerous
contributions to the community.
f

f

OF TEXAS

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES
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Thursday, July 23, 2015
Mr. OLSON. Mr. Speaker, I rise today to
congratulate Logos Preparatory Academy on
its 10 year anniversary.
Logos Prep opened their doors on August 6,
2005 and ever since, they have provided a
high quality, Christ-centered education to our
future leaders. Logos Prep began when four
families in Southwest Houston joined together
to create a Christ centered educational institute. In its first year, Logos offered 3rd–10th
grades with an initial enrollment of 232 students. Now, 10 years later, over 500 students
are enrolled in its K–12 college preparatory
program. The school’s superior academic
record speaks for itself—students are thriving.
Thank you to the teachers and staff at Logos
Prep for their dedication to seeing their students succeed.
On behalf of the Twenty-Second Congressional District of Texas, congratulations to
Logos Preparatory Academy for 10 successful
years educating our leaders of tomorrow.
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RECOGNIZING JOSEPH HAMILTON

HON. CHRIS COLLINS
OF NEW YORK

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Thursday, July 23, 2015
Mr. COLLINS of New York. Mr. Speaker, I
rise today to recognize the distinguished accomplishment of a constituent in my district,
Joseph Hamilton, on the occasion of his 2015
NFIB Young Entrepreneur Award.
Mr. Hamilton from Lancaster, New York
started ‘‘Charlie and Checkers’’ to provide live,
unique entertainment for people of all ages.
Joseph created the business alongside his
brother and they now perform a blend of comedy, magic, juggling, and music. The brothers
have also performed for the homeless, disabled, and elderly as a way to give back to
their community.
As a 2015 NFIB Young Entrepreneur Award
winner, Mr. Hamilton has earned a financial
scholarship and will be attending Canisius College next year.
I want to wish him nothing but the best for
his future entrepreneurial and educational endeavors.
f

OUR UNCONSCIONABLE NATIONAL
DEBT

HON. ALBIO SIRES

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

OF NEW JERSEY

Thursday, July 23, 2015
Mr. SIRES. Mr. Speaker, I rise today to
honor the upcoming 50th Anniversary of
Telemundo 47. Telemundo 47 began operation on July 30, 1965 as a television station
to serve Spanish-language viewers in the New
York Tri-State area. Since then, it has been
the main source of information and entertainment for the Spanish-speaking community
across the Tri-State area, including New Jersey.
Telemundo 47 has evolved with its audience
over the past 50 years, and recently experienced a boost in its local news operations.
Today, the station broadcasts more than 20
hours of local news and programming each
week and provides viewers with local newscasts seven days a week. To support this
boost in demand, Telemundo 47 has hired additional journalists and launched a new weekday newscast aired at 5:30 p.m.
A particular program worth noting is
Telemundo Responde, a new consumer investigative unit that is charged with fighting for
and helping consumers who have been
wronged. The unit has already recovered
more than $1.4 million for consumers, suc-
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HON. MIKE COFFMAN

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

HON. PETE OLSON

cessfully combining informative broadcasting
with consumer protection.
For the past 50 years, Telemundo 47 has
done an outstanding job of broadcasting both
entertaining and informative programs to many
viewers in my district. I am confident that
Telemundo 47’s success will continue for decades to come, and I congratulate them on this
important milestone.

TELEMUNDO 47’S 50-YEAR
ANNIVERSARY

HAPPY 10TH ANNIVERSARY TO
LOGOS PREP
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OF COLORADO

Thursday, July 23, 2015
Mr. COFFMAN. Mr. Speaker, on January
20, 2009, the day President Obama took office,
the
national
debt
was
$10,626,877,048,913.08.
Today, it is $18,151,821,652,004.79. We’ve
added $7,524,944,603,091.71 to our debt in 6
years. This is over $7.5 trillion in debt our nation, our economy, and our children could
have avoided with a balanced budget amendment.
f

INTRODUCTION OF THE LIFELONG
IMPROVEMENTS IN FOOD AND
EXERCISE (LIFE) ACT

HON. ELEANOR HOLMES NORTON
OF THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Thursday, July 23, 2015
Ms. NORTON. Mr. Speaker, today, as we
approach July 25, and the 6th annual National
Dance Day, I rise to reintroduce the Lifelong
Improvements in Food and Exercise (LIFE)
Act, authorizing a national initiative to attack a
major health problem in the United States that
cannot be remedied through the health care
system alone. Increasing rates of overweight

E:\CR\FM\A23JY8.003

E23JYPT1

Emcdonald on DSK67QTVN1PROD with REMARKS

E1118

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — Extensions of Remarks

and obesity are now found in Americans of
every age, race, and major demographic
group, and threaten the health of Americans
like no other single disease or condition. In
fact, the key to eliminating many of the most
serious health conditions is not only to reduce
overweight and obesity but also to encourage
exercise of all kinds. On National Dance Day
across the nation, Americans will be dancing,
one of the most enjoyable and popular forms
of exercise.
This bill would provide $25 million to the
Centers for Disease Control and Prevention
(CDC) for a coordinated national effort to reverse increasingly sedentary lifestyles and
diets that are high in fat and sugar.
We see rising consciousness of the need to
get moving, from the First Lady’s ‘‘Let’s Move’’
campaign for children and the television
shows ‘‘So You Think You Can Dance,’’ ‘‘The
Biggest Loser,’’ and ‘‘Extreme Weight Loss’’.
Yet, the United States continues to have startling rates of obesity among adults and children. In 2010, estimates from the CDC National Center for Health Statistics showed that
since 1980, the percentage of children who
are overweight has more than doubled, and
the percentage of adolescents who are overweight has tripled. Today, the 13 million overweight children have an 80 percent chance of
being overweight adults, with the health conditions that follow, such as high blood pressure,
heart disease, and cancer. The CDC reports
that Type 2 diabetes, considered an adult disease, is now widespread in children. The rising cost of the health care system, including
insurance premiums, reflects the epidemic.
The consequences for kids will follow them
throughout their lives if we do not act quickly
and decisively. If we are serious about controlling health care costs, we must start where the
most serious health conditions begin: overweight and obesity.
This bill seeks to provide the first national
strategy to combat the epidemic by directing
the CDC to do three things: train health professionals to recognize the signs of obesity
early and to educate people concerning
healthy lifestyles, such as proper nutrition and
regular exercise; conduct public education
campaigns about how to recognize and address overweight and obesity; and develop
intervention strategies to be used in everyday
life, such as in the workplace and in community settings. This legislation is the minimum
necessary to address our most important
health crisis. Today, chronic diseases, many
of which are caused or exacerbated by overweight and obesity, account for 70 percent of
all deaths in the U.S., and 60 percent of U.S.
medical care costs. According to the Surgeon
General’s Call to Action to Prevent and Decrease Overweight and Obesity, the cost of
obesity in the U.S. was more than $117 billion
in 2000. The CDC has highlighted a study that
estimates the annual cost to be $147 billion. It
is estimated that between 300,000 and
400,000 deaths per year are related to obesity.
A focused national health initiative would
provide guidance to the states to engage in
similar programs, as mayors of some cities
have done. National focus could lead to full
participation in high school physical education
classes, participation in which has dropped
from 42 percent in 1991 to 33 percent in 2005.
Changes in nutrition are equally critical because 60 percent of young people consume
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too much fat, a factor in the doubling of the
percentage of overweight youth. Data show an
increase in unhealthy eating habits for adults
and no change in physical activity.
According to a recent study conducted by
the American College of Sports Medicine, the
District of Columbia is the fittest city in the
United States, and yet, obesity continues to be
a severe problem even here. Most of the obesity epidemic is exercise-food-related. Onefifth of the District of Columbia is considered
to be obese, and if the number is this high in
the nation’s capital, one shudders to think how
high it is for other areas of the nation. We
need to act now.
I urge my colleagues to join me in support
of this important legislation to mobilize the
country now, before entirely preventable
health conditions, which often begin in childhood, overwhelm the nation’s health care system.
f

HONORING THE THOMPSONCLEMONS POST #200

HON. BENNIE G. THOMPSON
OF MISSISSIPPI

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Thursday, July 23, 2015
Mr. THOMPSON of Mississippi. Mr. Speaker, I rise today to honor The ThompsonClemons Post #200 of Greenwood, Mississippi.
The Thompson-Clemons Post #200 of
Greenwood, Mississippi was the first African
American Post established in the State of Mississippi and came about due to the perseverance of eighteen determined Black Veterans
of World War I and World War II in the Mississippi Delta.
These veterans attempted to join KeeslerHamrick-Gillespie Post #29 which refused
them membership. Given that this was the
1940s and Mississippi being a segregationist
state, Post #29 could not get a majority vote
of its members to allow black veterans to join
their post.
The eighteen black veterans filed a petition
to start a new post and presented it to the
Mississippi Department of the American Legion. Mr. Solomon N. Dickerson, a black veteran, postal worker and co-worker of Mr. Author H. Ritchter, the Adjutant of post #29,
worked to get the petition through the District.
It was due to their vigorous and persistent correspondence to the District and the Mississippi
Department of the American Legion that they
were allowed to form a separate post if they
could find a sponsor.
Keesler-Hamrick-Gillespie Post #29 agreed
to serve as a sponsor to assist ThompsonClemons Post #200 in getting the temporary
charter, paving the way for other charters to
be granted to other black veteran’s groups
throughout the state of Mississippi.
Originally, the post was called the Mississippi Delta Post #200. Mr. L.H. Threadgill,
principal of Stone Street High School, a veteran of World War II, proposed that the post
be named after two former students of Stone
Street High School, that were killed in action
during WWII. The motion carried and the
name was adopted. Thompson-Clemons Post
#200 was granted a permanent charter on
July 28, 1949, becoming the first Black post in
the State of Mississippi. The first Post Commander was Mr. Solomon N. Dickerson.

PO 00000

Frm 00008

Fmt 0626

Sfmt 9920

July 23, 2015

Mr. L.H. Threadgill and others in the community were instrumental in purchasing the
property, obtaining a deed, and getting a
building to establish a post headquarters
where it is still located today.
The Thompson-Clemons Post #200 of
Greenwood, Mississippi has a distinct track
record of encouragement to veterans with
issues, be they from serving abroad; in combat situations or statewide service. Issues
range from transportation to Regional Office
and VA Hospital for medical disability claims,
educational and skill training, housing and
other activities including establishing collaborative partnerships with community organizations to provide emergency services such as
utilities, homes for the homeless, counseling
and assistance in understanding the myriad of
services provided by the VA.
The VA community activities include sponsorship of little league baseball teams, voter
education classes, veterans day celebration,
adopt a school program, donations to needy
families, Boys State Program and the National
American Legion Oratorical Contest, where
candidates sponsored by Post #200, have
won the Mississippi State Championship four
times, and three out of the past four years.
Leadership activities include a weekly live
call in radio talk program aired on WGNL
104.3 FM in Greenwood, Mississippi where
veterans can actually dial up and talk about
issues that affect them and their community.
Partnering with organizations such as the National Association of the Advancement of Colored People (NAACP), Greenwood Voters
League, Mississippi Valley State University
and other community based groups that advocate for social justice.
Thompson-Clemons Post #200 is well integrated into the fabric and culture of the Mississippi Delta and should be recognized as a
Post that has the interest of our service men,
their families and community at heart.
The American Legion Post #200 is moving
forward to continue the legacy of those early
veterans who honorably served their country
and had the vision that through the American
Legion and its core principles, they could continue to protect and build an America and Mississippi.
Mr. Speaker, I ask my colleagues to join me
in recognizing a remarkable organization, The
Thompson-Clemons Post #200, for its dedication to serving our veterans and giving back to
the African American community.
f

CONGRATULATING
DR.
JAMES
COFER
ON
HIS
FULBRIGHT
SCHOLAR ACHIEVEMENT

HON. BILLY LONG
OF MISSOURI

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Thursday, July 23, 2015
Mr. LONG. Mr. Speaker, I rise today to recognize and congratulate Dr. James Cofer on
receiving a renowned Fulbright Scholar award.
Dr. Cofer, a Springfield resident and former
Missouri State University president, was
awarded a Fulbright Scholar grant to lecture
and perform research at Pontifical Catholic
University of Rio Grande do Sul in Brazil. As
a Missouri State University marketing professor, Dr. Cofer devoted his research efforts
while in Brazil to studying college and university administration and developing models for
the Brazilian higher education community.
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The Fulbright U.S. Scholar Program provides teaching and research grants to distinguished U.S. faculty and experienced professionals. Dr. Cofer has no doubt played a
major role in spreading American ideas and
contributions in Brazil.
The Missouri State University community
and Ozarks community at-large should be
proud to have a scholar like Dr. James Cofer
representing them abroad. I urge my colleagues to join me in congratulating Dr. Cofer
for his dedication to such significant research
and for receiving this esteemed award.
f

HONORING MARIA HARRISON

HON. ELEANOR HOLMES NORTON
OF THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Emcdonald on DSK67QTVN1PROD with REMARKS

Thursday, July 23, 2015
Ms. NORTON. Mr. Speaker, I rise today to
ask the House of Representatives to join me
in honoring Maria Harrison, an outstanding
public servant who retired after over 41 years
of dedicated service to the federal government.
On Monday, June 18, 1973, Maria Harrison
began her career in government with the Federal Aviation Administration (FAA). She was
one of many who benefited from Mayor Marion Barry’s jobs program he so famously created. On January 3, 2015 Maria retired from
the United States Department of Transportation (USDOT) after 41 years and 6 months
of service to our country as a federal employee. Except for 10 months at the Small
Business Administration, her career was spent
in the transportation field. Her exact sequence
of service follows:
Department of Transportation/FAA 06/18/
1973–07/30/1977.
Small Business Administration 07/31/1977–
05/20/1978.
Department of Transportation/Office of the
Secretary (OST) 05/21/1978–04/03/1982.
Department of Transportation/MARAD (Maritime) 04/04/1982–12/24/1983.
Department of Transportation/FAA 12/25/
1983–06/04/1988.
Department of Transportation/Federal Railroad Administration 6/05/1988–11/03/2001.
Department of Transportation/OST 11/04/
2001–Present.
Maria retired from the Office of Governmental Affairs at USDOT where she has been
of assistance to my office and constituents numerous times. I can say with certainty that
every office in the U.S. Senate and countless
offices in the U.S. House of Representatives
have benefited directly from her good work. As
much as her colleagues at USDOT will miss
her, she has earned the right to spend more
time with her friends and family, especially her
granddaughter whose pictures adorn the desk
of her office. Maria has also earned the deepest gratitude from those of us in the U.S. Congress. Above all else she has earned the
thanks of the country she has so unselfishly
served for over 41 years. Thank you, Ms. Harrison.
Mr. Speaker, I ask the House to join me in
honoring Maria Harrison for her more than
four decades of service to the federal government in the transportation field.
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THE 25TH ANNIVERSARY OF THE
AMERICANS WITH DISABILITIES
ACT

HON. JOYCE BEATTY
OF OHIO

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Thursday, July 23, 2015
Mrs. BEATTY. Mr. Speaker, since its enactment on July 26, 1990, the Americans with
Disabilities Act (ADA) has helped remove barriers to education, employment, and technology for people with disabilities.
For a quarter-century, this landmark legislation has enabled people with disabilities to
have the same civil rights and public use enjoyed by other citizens in all areas of public
life.
The signing of the ADA was a pivotal moment in history, not just for people with disabilities, but for all Americans.
The ADA protects individuals with disabilities from discrimination and allows them to
participate fully in the workforce and in their
communities.
Today, there are over 55 million people living with a disability in the United States.
In my home state of Ohio, the Ohio County
Boards of Developmental Disabilities serves
more than 90,000 children and adults in all 88
Ohio counties and many more receive services from nonprofit partners and organizations.
In the third congressional district of Ohio,
we have outstanding centers, such as the
Helping Hands Center for Special Needs,
which strives to meet the educational and
therapeutic needs of children with autism and
other developmental disabilities.
As it did twenty-five years ago in 1990, the
ADA continues to help individuals with disabilities achieve their goals, realize their dreams,
and give back to their communities.
Today, I celebrate the strides we have
made since the ADA’s enactment and honor
its goals of equality of opportunity, full participation, and high quality of life for Americans
with disabilities.
f

TRIBUTE TO JILL SWANSON

HON. DAVID YOUNG
OF IOWA

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Thursday, July 23, 2015
Mr. YOUNG of Iowa. Mr. Speaker, I rise
today to honor Jill Swanson, from Adair County Health System in Greenfield, Iowa. Ms.
Swanson was awarded the 2015 DAISY
Award Friday, June 12, 2015.
Jill Swanson was recognized for her accomplishments during the Fourth Annual DAISY
Award Ceremony at Mercy Medical Center in
Des Moines, Iowa. The award is given to a
nurse from each of their network’s facilities to
recognize their excellent work.
Jill is frequently requested by patients and
families when they visit because of her attentiveness and willingness to go above and beyond what is expected for each of her patients. Throughout her 27 years of service, she
has always been a team player who puts others before herself. Her genuine care for patients and hard work ethic make Adair County
Health Systems proud to have her as a member of their team.
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I applaud and congratulate Jill for receiving
this award and for providing excellent patient
care in Iowa’s 3rd Congressional district. I am
proud to represent her in the United States
Congress. I know that my colleagues join me
in congratulating her and wish her nothing but
continued success.
f

HONORING JERUSALEM OUTREACH
CHILD & ADULT LEARNING CENTER

HON. BENNIE G. THOMPSON
OF MISSISSIPPI

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Thursday, July 23, 2015
Mr. THOMPSON of Mississippi. Mr. Speaker, I rise today to honor the Jerusalem Outreach Child & Adult Learning Center in
Charleston, MS. It is locally referred to as
JOCI (Jerusalem Outreach Center Incorporated).
JOCI was established as a nonprofit organization in the year 2000. JOCI was one of the
partners in a countywide effort to provide service to citizens living in hard to reach and underserved communities in Tallahatchie County
like Paynes and Glendora. JOCI’s goal is to
meet the educational and health and social
welfare needs of both children and adults regardless of race. Their partner Glendora Economic and Community Development Corporation (GECDCo) focuses on the development
needs of the communities like housing, recreation, jobs, and more.
In order to achieve the above goals JOCI
hosts health fairs and provides a long list of
services. The services include, but are not limited to: personal counseling, referrals to outside resources, depending on the issue; social
therapy for special needs clients; child care;
after school care and services; educational
classes; tutoring; and more. Since 2000,
JOCI’s record of achievement has attracted
new partners to their effort: Mississippi State
University Early Childhood Institute, Quality
Stars, the Department of Human Services,
and the Tallahatchie Early Learning Alliance
(TELA).
Mr. Speaker, I ask my colleagues to join me
in recognizing the Jerusalem Outreach Child &
Adult Learning Center in Charleston, MS for
their work in those hard to reach communities
in Tallahatchie County, MS.
f

STOP WILDLIFE TRAFFICKING IN
ITS TRACKS

HON. TED POE
OF TEXAS

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Thursday, July 23, 2015
Mr. POE of Texas. Mr. Speaker, The Wildlife Conservation Society is doing great work
to save wildlife and wild places.
The public knows more about wildlife today
than they have at any other point in history.
New technology like Go-Pro cameras can
be put on top of birds to track their migration
patterns and see how they deal with their
young in the nest.
Scientists can dive deeper into the oceans
than ever before and are discovering new species that have not been identified.
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But with all this knowledge and fancy technology, in 2015 animals are still becoming extinct.
The situation for elephants and rhinos is
bad.
The elephant population in Tanzania has
dropped by 60 percent in just the last 5 years.
A total of only five northern white rhinos are
left in the world today.
A big reason why is money. The black-market price of ivory in Africa is over $1,000 per
pound.
Rhino horn is now worth about $27,000 per
pound. That’s twice the value of gold and platinum and more than cocaine or diamonds.
When a person lives on less than $2 a day
like many of the poachers do, that’s a lot of
money.
Poachers are willing to risk getting caught or
even shot because the payday is just too big.
One rhino horn is enough for them to support their whole family for a year.
That might be why some locals in the community refer to ‘‘rhinos’’ simply as ‘‘billions’’.
In all, the illegal wildlife trade is estimated
as a $10–20 billion per year business.
It is not just low level poachers getting most
of the profits.
Transnational criminal organizations and terrorist groups are getting billions of dollars a
year from this business. Al-Shabab [al-ShahBob] and Joseph Kony’s the LRA are two examples.
The same groups that traffick elephant ivory
and rhino horn also traffick drugs and weapons. So this isn’t just a wildlife problem. It is
a national security problem.
Currently, I have been working with my colleagues on the Foreign Affairs committee to
make sure the U.S. government is doing everything we can to stop wildlife trafficking.
Part of the solution is understanding the
problem.
Ranking Member on my Terrorism Subcommittee, Mr. KEATING and I have amended
the Intelligence Authorization bill to require the
Director of National Intelligence to produce a
report on wildlife trafficking, how terrorist organizations are involved, and its impact on U.S.
national security.
In addition to this a GAO study is being conducted to evaluate the job being done so far
at trying to stop wildlife trafficking. Both of
these should help us understand the problem
better.
I’m happy to be an original cosponsor of
Chairman ROYCE’s bill to encourage countries
to work together on this problem and elevate
wildlife trafficking as a predicate offense under
racketeering and money laundering statutes.
It is a strong bipartisan bill that I hope is
passed into law soon.
Working together will stop wildlife trafficking
in its tracks.
In the 1950s there were only a few hundred
white rhino left in the world. Thanks to the
work of people like Ian Player, today there are
over 15,000.
The threat has been beaten back before
and it can be done again.
And that’s just the way it is.
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THE IRAN DEAL: A DANGEROUS
GAMBLE FOR THE U.S. AND OUR
ALLIES

HON. KENNY MARCHANT
OF TEXAS

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Thursday, July 23, 2015
Mr. MARCHANT. Mr. Speaker, I rise in
strong opposition to the administration’s nuclear deal with Iran.
Earlier this year, over 350 Members of Congress—myself included—wrote the president
with objectives that a deal must reach before
we’d consider sanctions relief. We said there
must be anytime, anywhere site inspections.
Above all, it must stop Iran’s march toward a
nuclear weapon.
The deal before us does not meet these objectives. Yet, it gives Iran upwards of 100 billion dollars in sanctions relief almost immediately. Money it can use to finance the
spread of terrorism and violence.
This agreement is a dangerous gamble. The
security of America and our allies is on the
line, and the deck is stacked in favor of a
sworn adversary to the United States.
I will be voting to reject this bad deal. I encourage all my colleagues to do the same.
f

CELEBRATING THE CAREER OF
BRIAN SILAS

HON. BRIAN HIGGINS
OF NEW YORK

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Thursday, July 23, 2015
Mr. HIGGINS. Mr. Speaker, I rise today to
honor the brilliant career of Brian Silas, a renowned pianist from India. Mr. Silas is beloved
by many, not only for his music but for his
dedication to humanitarianism.
Mr. Silas’ passion for the piano began early
in his life. He was raised in Kanpur, where he
was immersed in music and tradition, leading
him to his affection for the piano. His instinct
and desire to perform drives his musical proficiency. Mr. Silas’ talent has led him to some
of the world’s largest stages and venues, without any formal training.
Mr. Silas’ desire to share his gift of music
has allowed him to perform his life’s work at
various venues across the globe. During his
career he has packed auditoriums, theatres
and runways from the United States to Mauritius. No matter the venue, Mr. Silas’ performances are met with the highest of praise. One
of his highest honors was in 1998, when Mr.
Silas was invited to perform at the United Nations to celebrate India’s 51st year of independence.
Mr. Silas’ gift to the world does not stop behind the piano. He donates his time to multiple
charitable organizations, who aid the underprivileged, sick and neglected. Mr. Silas is
deeply involved with the ‘‘Artists of Empowerment’’ who provide gender bias rehabilitation
for victimized women. He has striven to help
those affected by HIV by endorsing organizations such as ‘‘CORE’’ who strive to educate
police personnel on the virus. Mr. Silas also
frequently fundraises for organizations such as
‘‘Prayaas’’ who provide homes for the homeless.
Mr. Speaker, I thank you for allowing me to
honor Mr. Brian Silas. I ask my colleagues to
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join me in extending the highest regards and
wishes for continued success. Mr. Silas’ passion for music and humanitarianism will surely
continue to touch lives for years to come.
f

2015 NATIONAL SEAPERCH CHALLENGE MIDDLE SCHOOL CHAMPIONSHIP TEAM

HON. FRANK A. LoBIONDO
OF NEW JERSEY

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Thursday, July 23, 2015
Mr. LOBIONDO. Mr. Speaker, I come to the
floor today to celebrate the accomplishment of
the Egg Harbor Township Police Athletic
League’s SeaPerch Challenge Middle School
Team. The Submersibles placed first in both
the obstacle challenge and the finesse course
of the 2015 National SeaPerch Middle School
Championship.
This is a remarkable accomplishment stemming from months of hard work and determination and one in which these bright young
men can feel proud. Their accomplishments
this year, as well as their first place finish in
the 2014 championship, are certainly deserving of this special recognition.
On April 24, 2015 the team won the Philadelphia SeaPerch Regional competition at
Drexel University giving them the opportunity
to compete at The University of Massachusetts in Dartmouth on May 29th and 30th. At
the national championship, the team defeated
71 other teams nationwide to secure their second national SeaPerch title in 2 years.
SeaPerch is an innovative underwater robotics program that equips teachers and students
with the resources to build an underwater Remotely Operated Vehicle (ROV). The program
provides students the opportunity to learn
about robotics, engineering, science, math,
teamwork, leadership, and public speaking
while competing against their peers at a national level.
The National Championship team includes:
Jhadyn Seward (Egg Harbor Township), Aidan
Himley (Egg Harbor Township), James
Massey (Egg Harbor Township), Brandan
Kusnirik
(Hamilton
Township),
Anakin
Leatherwood (Egg Harbor Township), Luke
Williams (Northfield), and coaches Mike and
Denise Massey.
Again, I wish to extend my sincere congratulations to the Submersibles and I wish
them all the best in their future endeavors.
f

TRIBUTE TO CHANDRA MCCANN

HON. DAVID YOUNG
OF IOWA

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Thursday, July 23, 2015
Mr. YOUNG of Iowa. Mr. Speaker, I rise
today to honor and congratulate Chandra
McCann, from Greenfield, Iowa for her retirement from the Adair County Courthouse after
35 years of service.
Through her countless years of dedication
to the citizens of Adair County she was able
to provide valuable services to those who
passed through the Adair County Courthouse.
She always came to work with a smile on her
face and a willingness to serve.
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I applaud and congratulate Chandra for her
accomplishments and for providing excellent
customer service to Adair County and its citizens. I am proud to represent her in the
United States Congress. I know that my colleagues in the U.S. House of Representatives
join me in congratulating Chandra and wish
her nothing but the best in her retirement.
f

CELEBRATING THE 50TH ANNIVERSARY OF NORTHWEST NEW JERSEY COMMUNITY ACTION PARTNERSHIP

HON. RODNEY P. FRELINGHUYSEN
OF NEW JERSEY

Emcdonald on DSK67QTVN1PROD with REMARKS

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Thursday, July 23, 2015
Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. Mr. Speaker, I rise
today, to celebrate Northwest New Jersey
Community Action Partnership, otherwise
known as NORWESCAP, located in Morris
County, New Jersey, as it celebrates its Fiftieth Anniversary.
In 1965, NORWESCAP was incorporated by
a group of concerned citizens from Hunterdon,
Sussex and Warren counties, whose mission
was to eliminate poverty in the area.
NORWESCAP is one of twenty-three Community Action Agencies in the State of New Jersey. The agency actively supports low-income
households, as these citizens develop their
abilities to become self-reliant and build relationships within the community.
Over the past fifty years, the agency has expanded its reach into Morris, Somerset, and
Passaic Counties. NORWESCAP assists more
than 35,000 individuals each year, with a portfolio of emergency, preventative and self-sufficiency services. With 270 full and part-time
employees and 1,400 volunteers operating 15
unique programs, the agency has been working to improve the lives of low income individuals and families by ‘‘Creating Opportunities’’
and ‘‘Changing Lives.’’ An example of one of
their programs is the Family Success Center,
which brings together residents and leaders in
the community to address the struggles that
poverty-ridden families deal with every day.
Another
significant
program
that
NORWESCAP provides is the Child and Family Resource Services. With twenty-five years
of enhancing the accessibility and quality of
early care and education, the agency has
proven its dedication to strengthening families
and communities in the area. The Child and
Family Resource Service staff is committed to
the belief that all children deserve access to
quality affordable child care. Furthermore, by
providing information, referrals, various child
care subsidies, education and collaboration of
efforts among all those involved in child care,
this team has had a positive effect on the
community. CFRS has been cited for ‘‘a number of best practices regarding the management of the programs they implement.’’ They
became Child Care Aware Quality Assured in
2005; this identifies the agency as one that
strives for excellence.
It is apparent that NORWESCAP’s value to
the public is priceless, and I express great admiration for their service.
Mr. Speaker, please join me in congratulating NORWESCAP, its Board of Directors,
administration and employees, as it celebrates
its Fiftieth Anniversary.
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25TH
ANNIVERSARY
OF
THE
AMERICANS WITH DISABILITIES
ACT

HON. DAVID G. REICHERT
OF WASHINGTON

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Thursday, July 23, 2015
Mr. REICHERT. Mr. Speaker, today I rise to
recognize the 25th anniversary of the Americans with Disabilities Act (ADA). This landmark legislation was critical to ensuring all
Americans living with disabilities were guaranteed equal access to opportunities to live a full
and meaningful life without being discriminated
against. With over 55 million people living in
our nation with disabilities, it is sometimes
hard to realize that before 1990, so many barriers stood in their way to leading happy, successful lives.
My own godson lives with significant disabilities and if this law had not been enacted before he was born, his life would have turned
out very differently—it would have been difficult to access transportation, public and private spaces, and receive an education. It is so
important that we continue building upon the
successes of the ADA and that we do everything within our power for those who need us
to fight just a little bit extra for them, and that
is why we must remember this anniversary.
f

TRIBUTE TO JACOB ‘‘JAY’’
BOJORQUEZ

HON. JOHN R. CARTER
OF TEXAS

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Thursday, July 23, 2015
Mr. CARTER of Texas. Mr. Speaker, I rise
today to celebrate the life of Jacob ‘‘Jay’’
Bojorquez. A resident of Temple, Texas, Jay
became an angel on July 13, 2015. My
thoughts and prayers are with his family and
friends during this difficult time.
Jay was a native son of Monticello, New
Mexico. His was a life of service and devotion
to causes bigger than himself. Growing up in
the rugged Land of Enchantment instilled in
Jay a desire to protect our environment and,
as a young man, he volunteered to fight forest
fires in the scenic Black Range Mountains. As
a Korean War veteran, Jay experienced firsthand the sacrifices our men and women of the
armed forces make for the cause of freedom.
Blessed with a fierce intellect and aptitude
with numbers, Jay graduated from Western
New Mexico University with a bachelor’s degree in accounting. He applied his talents as
a financial auditor for El Paso’s Thomason
General Hospital.
Committed to public service, Jay played an
active part in making any community he resided in a great place to live and work. Jay
served as an elected member of the Horizon
Regional Municipal Utilities District Board of
Directors, Commander of the American Legion
Post, President of the Lion’s Club, President
of the Horizon Communities Improvement Association, Treasurer of the Horizon Volunteer
Fire Department, and a member of the Troop
Committee for Boy Scout Troop 55 (Yucca
Council). He also served on the City of Temple’s Tax Increment Finance Reinvestment
Zone Board.
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Jay was married to Betty, the love of his life,
47 years. During their joyous life together,
they lived, loved, and prospered as one.
Proud parents of seven children, grandparents
of eighteen, and great-grandparents of fourteen, Jay and Betty kept family at the center
of their lives.
While we mourn Jay Bojorquez’s passing,
his presence was a blessing for all who knew
him. The positive impacts he had on the lives
of others will live on and remain in our hearts
forever.
f

IN HONOR OF CORPORAL STEVEN
L. LEVY

HON. DONALD NORCROSS
OF NEW JERSEY

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Thursday, July 23, 2015
Mr. NORCROSS. Mr. Speaker, I rise today
to honor the memory of fallen officer Corporal
Steven Levy of the Washington Township Police Department in Gloucester County, New
Jersey, for his extraordinary sacrifice and exemplary service to the citizens of New Jersey
and the United States.
Corporal Levy was a decorated officer of the
Washington Township Police and a volunteer
member on the Gloucester County Critical Incident Team. Serving as a police officer is an
admirable quality in itself, but answering the
call of CIT duty requires a superior level of
dedication.
On October 21, 1999, Corporal Levy was
killed in the line of duty while responding to a
call about a domestic standoff in Woodbury,
NJ. His untimely death left behind his beloved
wife, Mrs. Janeen Levy and two children,
Kevin and Jessica.
I have the pleasure of knowing his son,
Kevin, who is following his father’s example of
public service and interning in my office this
summer. It is because of Kevin, and the families of fallen public safety officers like his, that
I decided to cosponsor The Children of Fallen
Heroes Scholarship Act, which makes the children of law enforcement officers, firefighters,
EMS workers, and fire police who died in the
line of duty eligible for the maximum available
Pell Grant.
Mr. Speaker, public safety workers like Corporal Steven Levy dedicate their careers to
serving their communities, putting their lives
on the line every day to protect us. The loss
of these selfless men and women is a devastating loss for our communities, but no one
suffers more than their families. Although
nothing can replace the loss of a loved one,
we owe it to local heroes, like Corporal Levy,
to honor their memory by taking positive action on behalf of their families.
f

TRIBUTE TO MARY O’RILEY

HON. DAVID YOUNG
OF IOWA

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Thursday, July 23, 2015
Mr. YOUNG of Iowa. Mr. Speaker, I rise
today to recognize and congratulate Mrs. Mary
O’Riley, of Creston, Iowa for being selected as
Union County’s 2015 inductee into the Iowa
4–H Hall of Fame.
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Mary will be inducted during a ceremony at
the Iowa State Fair on August 23, 2015. She
was chosen because of her long-standing devotion to 4–H and her commitment to helping
each child develop to their full potential. She
also is being recognized for 30 years of service as show ring announcer at the Union
County Fair. Mary’s additional contributions to
4–H include 13 years as a club leader, working with 4–H as an extension employee, judging 4–H project work, and serving as a member and officer of the Union County Friends of
4–H Foundation.
Mr. Speaker, the example set by Mary demonstrates the rewards of harnessing one’s talents and sharing them with the world. Her efforts embody the Iowa spirit and I am honored
to represent her, and Iowans like her, in the
United States Congress. I know that all of my
colleagues in the United States House of Representatives will join me in congratulating Mary
for her achievements and wish her nothing but
continued success.
f

PERSONAL EXPLANATION

HON. ELIZABETH H. ESTY
OF CONNECTICUT

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Thursday, July 23, 2015
Ms. ESTY. Mr. Speaker, I want to state that
on Wednesday, July 22, I unfortunately
missed three roll call votes as I was attending
a classified briefing at the White House Situation Room on the recently announced Joint
Comprehensive Plan of Action with Iran. Had
I been present I would have voted:
1. NO—Ordering the Previous Question
(Roll #450). I would have voted no in order to
allow a vote on H.R. 3064, the GROW AMERICA Act. I am a proud cosponsor of this robust
six-year expansion of funding for our America’s transportation and infrastructure, which
would provide much needed certainty for
those projects and the jobs that rely on them.
2. NO—Approving H. Res. 369 (Roll #451).
I would have voted no on H. Res. 369, which
prevented the House from considering either
H.R. 1599 or H.R. 1734 with the appropriate
deliberation and open debate such important
matters deserve.
3. AYE—Approving the Journal (Roll #452).
I would have voted AYE on approving the
Journal.

HONORING DEBORAH KALCEVIC ON
THE OCCASION OF HER RETIREMENT
FROM
THE
CONGRESSIONAL BUDGET OFFICE

HON. TOM PRICE
OF GEORGIA

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Thursday, July 23, 2015
Mr. TOM PRICE of Georgia. Mr. Speaker, I
along with Representative KLINE, Representative VAN HOLLEN, and Representative SCOTT
of Virginia wish to pay tribute to Deborah
Kalcevic, who is retiring this month after 40
years of distinguished service to the Congress
at the Congressional Budget Office (CBO).
She is the longest serving employee in the
history of CBO. Since joining CBO in 1975
she has spent most of her time in the Income
Security and Education Cost Estimates Unit.
Ms. Kalcevic has worked closely with the
Budget Committee and the authorizing committees on issues related to student loans and
higher education. As one of the foremost experts on student loans, Ms. Kalcevic has been
invaluable in helping the Budget Committee
fulfill our responsibilities under the Congressional Budget Act and in assisting the Education and the Workforce Committee with
countless reforms to the Higher Education Act.
Ms. Kalcevic is held in high esteem by both
Republicans and Democrats for her tireless
and diligent work. Her knowledge of student
loan programs is legendary, as is her ability
and willingness to help people more fully understand the important aspects and nuances
of those programs. The work she did was incredibly important, and we are grateful to Ms.
Kalcevic for her assistance, expertise, and
dedication over the last four decades.
In short, Ms. Kalcevic exemplifies CBO’s
high standard of professionalism, objectivity,
and nonpartisanship. In fact, she twice has received the CBO Director’s award, the agency’s
highest recognition for outstanding performance. As the Chairmen and Ranking Members, we greatly appreciate the commitment
that Ms. Kalcevic has shown in assisting the
Budget and Education and the Workforce
Committees and the Congress. We wish her
well in her future endeavors, including her desire to spend more time with her family and
close friends.
f

TRIBUTE TO STEPHANIE LOISELLE

HON. DAVID YOUNG
OF IOWA

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

f

PERSONAL EXPLANATION

HON. SCOTT GARRETT
Emcdonald on DSK67QTVN1PROD with REMARKS

OF NEW JERSEY

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Thursday, July 23, 2015
Mr. GARRETT. Mr. Speaker, on July 16,
2015, the House of Representatives considered H.R. 2898 and several amendments to
that bill. On that day, I was in New Jersey to
attend my daughter’s wedding and, therefore,
could not vote on that legislation.
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Thursday, July 23, 2015
Mr. YOUNG of Iowa. Mr. Speaker, I rise
today to recognize and congratulate Stephanie
Loiselle of Clive, Iowa for receiving a coveted
Fulbright award during the 2014–2015 Academic Year. Stephanie is a recent graduate of
the Monterey Institute of International Studies
with a Master’s degree in Teaching Foreign
Languages and International Education Management. She will travel to Colombia in August 2015 and begin working in an English
teaching assistantship.
Established by Congress in 1946, the Fulbright Program is funded through an annual
appropriation to the U.S. Department of State.
It serves as a valuable foreign affairs tools by
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making people-to-people connections. It also
gives participants a chance to help with important issues across the globe and gain valuable
skills, giving them the necessary experience to
lead our future generations. With over 360,000
participants since its creation, the Fulbright
Program serves an important role in educating
our young people and improving our diplomatic relations.
Mr. Speaker, it is with great respect and admiration that I recognize Stephanie today. It is
the young people like her who are willing to
work hard and make sacrifices for the betterment of society that will lead our future generations. I know my colleagues in the U.S.
House of Representatives join me in congratulating Stephanie on this outstanding achievement and wish her nothing but continued success moving forward.
f

PERSONAL EXPLANATION

HON. KEN CALVERT
OF CALIFORNIA

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Thursday, July 23, 2015
Mr. CALVERT. Mr. Speaker, I would like to
clarify my vote on H.R. 3009, Enforce the Law
for Sanctuary Cities Act (ROLL CALL 466). I
was on the floor and inserted my voting card
to record a ‘‘YES’’ vote for H.R. 3009. Unfortunately my vote failed to register. On the recorded final total tally, I am listed as having
‘‘NOT VOTED’’ even though I intended and attempted to vote in favor of the bill. Immediately prior to vote on final passage, my vote
against the Democratic Motion to Recommit is
recorded. I also spoke in favor of H.R. 3009
on the House Floor.
f

STUDENT TAX RELIEF ACT OF 2015

HON. JIM McDERMOTT
OF WASHINGTON

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Thursday, July 23, 2015
Mr. MCDERMOTT. Mr. Speaker, I rise today
to introduce the Student Tax Relief Act of
2015. This bill is meant to help the students
who attended Corinthian Colleges, Inc.
The legislation is designed to help students
affected by the sale of 53 Corinthian College
Inc., campuses to Zenith Education Group, a
subsidiary of Education Credit Management
Corporation (ECMC). It will also help students
who get debt relief as a result of a successful
in asserting in defense against repayments.
My bill, at the time of introduction, has 23
original cosponsors and has the support of
nine outside organizations—American Federation of Teachers (AFT), AFL–CIO, Campaign
for America’s Future, Consumers Union, National Education Association (NEA), New York
Students Rising (NYSR), One Wisconsin Now
(OWN), Young Invincibles, Student Debt Crisis.
Corinthian Colleges, Inc. was the parent of
several private, for-profit institutions of higher
education, the Everest Institute, Everest Colleges, Heald Colleges, and Wyotech Technical
Schools.
The Zenith formed for the purpose of buying
53 campuses form Corinthian Colleges, Inc,
and completed the purchase in 2015. As part
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of the final agreement Zenith agreed to provide $480 million in debt relief on Genesis
loans advanced by Corinthian Colleges, Inc.
As part of the agreement Zenith forgave 40%
of the principal balance on the Genesis loans.
The servicers who are servicing these loans
will write down the loans without a borrower
needing to take any action.
As many as 170,000 individuals may qualify
for this reduction. Under the tax code, generally, discharged income becomes taxable income to the taxpayer. Therefore, the amount
that is discharged from the Genesis loans will
result in the borrowers having to pay increased taxes.
However, this bill specifically prevents the
amount discharged under the agreement between the Education Department and the Consumer Protection Financial Bureau from being
included in gross income.
According to the Congressional Research
Service, ‘‘Borrowers who attended a Corinthian Colleges, Inc. school that was purchased
by Zenith and borrowers who attended a Corinthian Colleges, Inc. school that closed but
who are ineligible for closed school loan discharge may seek debt relief on their Federal
Family Education Loan or Direct Loan program loans by asserting certain defenses
against repayment. In certain circumstances,
borrowers of Direct Loan program loans may
be able to assert as a defense against repayment of their loan ‘acts or omissions of an institution of higher education,’ as specified in
regulation. ED has determined in regulation
that such acts and omissions are those that
would ‘give rise to a cause of action against
the school under applicable State law.’ ’’
‘‘If the borrower’s defense is successful,
Education Department will determine the
amount of debt relief to which the borrower is
entitled, which can include relief from repaying
all or part of the outstanding loan balance and
reimbursement for previous amounts paid toward the loan.’’
It is unknown how many individuals will ultimately end up using the Defense to Repayment provision, but the bill will provide tax relief for taxpayers who get their loans discharged under the Defense to Repayment provision. The bill will ensure that amounts discharged due to Defense to Repayment claims
will not be considered gross income to the taxpayer.
It is important that the students who attended Corinthian College Inc. schools and
have suffered already not have to suffer anymore by paying extra taxes on loans that get
discharged.
f

REMEMBERING THE FALLEN CAPITOL
POLICE
OFFICERS
J.J.
CHESTNUT AND JOHN GIBSON

HON. SHEILA JACKSON LEE
OF TEXAS

Emcdonald on DSK67QTVN1PROD with REMARKS

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Thursday, July 23, 2015
Ms. JACKSON LEE. Mr. Speaker, I rise in
remembrance of Jacob ‘‘J.J.’’ Chestnut and
John Gibson, who lost their lives on July 24,
1998, protecting the Members of this Chamber
and the public while rendering honorable service as members of the U.S. Capitol Police Department.
President John F. Kennedy once remarked:
‘‘A man does what he must in spite of per-
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sonal consequences, in spite of obstacles and
dangers and pressures, and that is the basis
of all human morality.’’
On July 24, 1998 this idea was given tangible expression when Officers Chestnut and
Gibson lost their lives while serving others in
the line of duty.
As the assailant opened fire in the hall of
the Capitol, Officers Chestnut and Gibson reacted by putting themselves between the gunman and the innocent persons and representatives present in the Capitol that day.
Who knows what carnage would have unfolded had Officer Gibson not brought an end
to this violence by neutralizing the assailants.
I vividly remember being here in this very
chamber when the shootout started in 1998,
and I know that their heroic actions saved
many lives.
Officer Chestnut was on his second tour of
public service, previously serving in the Vietnam War as an officer.
His military leadership skills translated
seamlessly into his Capitol Police Officer role
and were recognized when he was named
Capitol Police Officer of the Year.
Even though Officer Chestnut was close to
retirement his tireless effort to fulfill his role as
protector saved many lives on that tragic day.
Officer Gibson not only was active and respected by his colleagues here on Capitol Hill,
his commitment to his local community was
exemplary.
An eighteen year veteran of the department,
Officer Gibson was described as a model officer who always followed the golden rule and
treated others with respect whether in uniform
or not.
I would also like to thank all of the Capitol
Hill Police Officers who protect me and my
colleagues in Congress as well as the thousands of Americans who visit their national
Capitol every day.
These guardians protect more than the innocent people around them that day.
They serve as examples of the oath all of
our men and women in uniform take when volunteering to serve their nation as Capitol Police Officers:
We protect the legislative process, the symbol of our democracy, the people who carry
out the process, and the millions of visitors
who travel here to see democracy in action;
Every American who visits the Capitol, as
well as those visitors from around the world, is
a member of our protected community and
sees first-hand how we are the best of America’s spirit and diversity;
As an agency, we are a microcosm of
America, representational of many races, colors, religions, political affiliations, sexual orientations, and ages. Our workforce derives
from almost all 50 states and territories, with
some representation from other countries. We
embrace and celebrate a diverse workforce,
where we believe inclusion makes our workplace stronger and respecting each individual
as a person and as a professional is essential;
and;
We represent the best in American policing.
We act on the world stage every day of the
year, as a model in security, urban crime prevention, dignitary protection, specialty response capabilities, and homeland security.
We are often the first face that visitors and
employees encounter, and we leave a lasting
impression that is reflective of the Legislative
Branch and its role in America’s democracy.
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Officers Chestnut and Gibson exemplified
what the incredible sacrifice is that police officers make every day when they head out into
the community to protect and serve their family, friends, and neighbors.
Mr. Speaker, this is why I am proud to remember the heroic actions of the Capitol Police Officers J.J. Chestnut and John Gibson on
this day in 1998.
The Scriptures teach that no great love hath
any but that he lay down his life for another.
Officers Chestnut and Gibson showed great
love for their fellow men and women on July
24, 1998, and for their heroism, they will always be remembered.
f

RECOGNIZING THE LIFE OF PAT
EPSTEIN

HON. LUCILLE ROYBAL-ALLARD
OF CALIFORNIA

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Thursday, July 23, 2015
Ms. ROYBAL-ALLARD. Mr. Speaker, a dear
friend, Patricia (Tananbaum) Epstein, passed
away quietly on July 22, 2015, after a long
and wonderful life filled with extended family
and friends. She leaves her devoted husband
of more than 66 years, Jerry. Together, and
as individuals, they have been a very special
and unforgettable couple who have had a
meaningful impact on the lives of so many.
That is also true of the lives of my parents,
former Congressman Edward R. Roybal and
my mother Lucille Beserra Roybal. And it is
most certainly true of the joy and friendship
Pat and Jerry brought into my life and that of
my husband Ed. We loved having dinner with
them and hearing Pat’s laughter and the jokes
she loved to tell. And we loved seeing the examples of her talent in her beautiful works of
art.
Pat was born in Atlanta, Georgia, on May
28, 1924, the only child of Leo and Hannah
Tananbaum. She met Jerry, the love of her
life, when he was a student at Emory University after the end of World War II. They married on December 26, 1948, in a beautiful
ceremony at the Mayfair Club in Atlanta, attended by family and friends, many of whom
had traveled on a private train from New York
City for the event. Their wedding would be
only the first of many spectacular parties Pat
and Jerry would plan and host over the ensuing decades, as Pat became the consummate
gracious and lively hostess.
Pat and Jerry settled permanently in Los
Angeles in December 1949. For decades, including up to the last months of her life, Pat
was a sculptress, working primarily in alabaster and later in papier-mâché. Her work can
be found at St. John’s Hospital, the Jewish
Home for the Aging, and in many private
homes around the country.
Pat enjoyed her involvement with the Advisory Board of the Fashion Institute of Design
and Management (FIDM).
Pat was also active in Hadassah and the
Irene Dunne Guild of Saint John’s Hospital in
Santa Monica. The doctors, nurses, and staff
at St. John’s Hospital were not just caregivers,
but many became close friends for over four
decades, and their compassion and attention
were particularly meaningful during the last
months of Pat’s life.
Pat and Jerry’s generosity and dedication to
their many friends and family is legendary,
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and they leave a legacy of ‘‘adopted’’ children
and grandchildren who have and will continue
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Ed and I will miss Pat greatly, but feel
blessed that we had the good fortune to have
known such a great lady.

E:\CR\FM\A23JY8.035

E23JYPT1

Thursday, July 23, 2015

Daily Digest
Senate

Emcdonald on DSK67QTVN1PROD with DIGEST

Chamber Action
Routine Proceedings, pages S5477–S5563
Measures Introduced: Seventeen bills and two resolutions were introduced, as follows: S. 1844–1860,
Page S5526
and S. Res. 228–229.
Measures Reported:
S. 242, to amend title 5, United States Code, to
provide leave to any new Federal employee who is
a veteran with a service-connected disability rated at
30 percent or more for purposes of undergoing medical treatment for such disability. (S. Rept. No.
114–89)
S. 764, to reauthorize and amend the National Sea
Grant College Program Act, with an amendment in
the nature of a substitute. (S. Rept. No. 114–90)
S. 834, to amend the law relating to sport fish
restoration and recreational boating safety, with an
amendment in the nature of a substitute. (S. Rept.
No. 114–91)
H.R. 720, to improve intergovernmental planning
for and communication during security incidents at
domestic airports, with an amendment in the nature
Page S5525
of a substitute. (S. Rept. No. 114–92)
Measures Passed:
National Windstorm Impact Reduction Act Reauthorization: Senate passed H.R. 23, to reauthorize
the National Windstorm Impact Reduction Program, after agreeing to the committee amendment in
the nature of a substitute.
Pages S5557–58
Veterans Entrepreneurship Act: Senate passed
H.R. 2499, to amend the Small Business Act to increase access to capital for veteran entrepreneurs, to
help create jobs, after agreeing to the following
amendment proposed thereto:
Page S5558
Sullivan (for Vitter) Amendment No. 2326, relating to business loans program.
Page S5558
DHS IT Duplication Reduction Act: Committee
on Homeland Security and Governmental Affairs was
discharged from further consideration of H.R. 1626,
to reduce duplication of information technology at
the Department of Homeland Security, and the bill
was then passed.
Pages S5558–59

United States Intelligence Professionals Day:
Senate agreed to S. Res. 229, designating July 26,
2015, as ‘‘United States Intelligence Professionals
Day’’.
Page S5559
Measures Considered:
Hire More Heroes Act—Agreement: Senate continued consideration of the motion to proceed to
consideration of H.R. 22, to amend the Internal
Revenue Code of 1986 to exempt employees with
health coverage under TRICARE or the Veterans
Administration from being taken into account for
purposes of determining the employers to which the
employer mandate applies under the Patient Protection and Affordable Care Act.
Pages S5478–S5513
A unanimous-consent agreement was reached providing that at approximately 9 a.m., on Friday, July
24, 2015, all post-cloture time on the motion to
proceed to consideration of the bill be deemed expired.
Page S5559
Nominations Received: Senate received the following nominations:
85 Army nominations in the rank of general.
2 Marine Corps nominations in the rank of general.
Routine lists in the Air Force, Army, and Navy.
Pages S5559–63

Messages from the House:
Page S5516
Executive Communications:
Pages S5516–17
Petitions and Memorials:
Pages S5517–25
Executive Reports of Committees:
Page S5525
Additional Cosponsors:
Pages S5526–28
Statements on Introduced Bills/Resolutions:
Pages S5528–37

Additional Statements:
Pages S5513–16
Amendments Submitted:
Pages S5537–56
Authorities for Committees to Meet:
Page S5556
Privileges of the Floor:
Page S5556
Adjournment: Senate convened at 9:30 a.m. and
adjourned at 8:07 p.m., until 9 a.m. on Friday, July
24, 2015. (For Senate’s program, see the remarks of
D869
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Committee Meetings
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(Committees not listed did not meet)

BUSINESS MEETING
Committee on Appropriations: Committee ordered favorably reported an original bill entitled, ‘‘Financial
Services and General Government Appropriations
Act, 2016’’.
NOMINATION
Committee on Armed Services: Committee concluded a
hearing to examine the nomination of Lieutenant
General Robert B. Neller, USMC, to be General and
Commandant of the Marine Corps, after the nominee
testified and answered questions in his own behalf.
BUSINESS MEETING
Committee on Armed Services: Committee ordered favorably reported 559 nominations in the Army, Navy,
Air Force, and Marine Corps.
BANK HOLDING COMPANIES
Committee on Banking, Housing, and Urban Affairs:
Committee concluded a hearing to examine measuring the systemic importance of United States bank
holding companies, including S. 1484, a bill to improve accountability and transparency in the United
States financial regulatory system, protect access to
credit for consumers, provide sensible relief to financial institutions, after receiving testimony from Robert DeYoung, University of Kansas School of Business, Lawrence; Deborah J. Lucas, MIT Sloan School
of Management Center for Finance and Policy, Cambridge, Massachusetts; Jonathan R. Macey, Yale Law
School, New Haven, Connecticut, and Michael S.
Barr, University of Michigan Law School, Ann
Arbor.
NOMINATION
Committee on Finance: Committee concluded a hearing
to examine the nominations of W. Thomas Reeder,
Jr., of Virginia, to be Director of the Pension Benefit
Guaranty Corporation, and Marisa Lago, of New
York, to be a Deputy United States Trade Representative, with the rank of Ambassador, after the
nominees testified and answered questions in their
own behalf.
IRAN NUCLEAR AGREEMENT REVIEW
Committee on Foreign Relations: Committee concluded
a hearing to examine Iran nuclear agreement review,
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after receiving testimony from John F. Kerry, Secretary of State; Ernest Moniz, Secretary of Energy;
and Jacob J. Lew, Secretary of the Treasury.
NOMINATION
Committee on Homeland Security and Governmental Affairs: Committee concluded a hearing to examine the
nomination of Denise Turner Roth, of North Carolina, to be Administrator of General Services, General Services Administration, after the nominee testified and answered questions in her own behalf.
HEALTH INFORMATION TECHNOLOGY
Committee on Health, Education, Labor, and Pensions:
Committee concluded a hearing to examine achieving the promise of health information technology,
focusing on information blocking and potential solutions, after receiving testimony from David C.
Kendrick, MyHealth Access Network, Tulsa, Oklahoma; Michael J. Mirro, American College of Cardiology, Fort Wayne, Indiana; David C. Kibbe,
DirectTrust, Washington, D.C., on behalf of the
American Academy of Family Physicians; and Paul
Black, Allscripts, Chicago, Illinois.
BUSINESS MEETING
Committee on the Judiciary: Committee ordered favorably reported the following business items:
S. 1169, to reauthorize and improve the Juvenile
Justice and Delinquency Prevention Act of 1974,
with an amendment in the nature of a substitute;
and
The nomination of Michael C. McGowan, to be
United States Marshal for the District of Delaware,
Department of Justice, for the term of four years.
DODD-FRANK
Committee on the Judiciary: Subcommittee on the Constitution concluded a hearing to examine DoddFrank at five years, after receiving testimony from C.
Boyden Gray, Boyden Gray and Associates, PLLC,
Deepak Gupta, Gupta Wessler PLLC, Adam J.
Levitin, Georgetown University Law Center, and
Mark A. Calabria, Cato Institute, all of Washington,
D.C.; and Neomi Rao, George Mason University
School of Law, Arlington, Virginia.
INTELLIGENCE
Select Committee on Intelligence: Committee held closed
hearings on intelligence matters, receiving testimony
from officials of the intelligence community.
Committee recessed subject to the call.
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House of Representatives
Chamber Action
Public Bills and Resolutions Introduced: 41 public bills, H.R. 3173–3213; and 9 resolutions, H.J.
Res. 61; and H. Res. 372–379 were introduced.
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Pages H5464–67

Additional Cosponsors:
Pages H5468–70
Reports Filed: Reports were filed today as follows:
H.R. 2604, to improve and reauthorize provisions
relating to the application of the antitrust laws to
the award of need-based educational aid (H. Rept.
114–224); and
H.R. 1994, to amend title 38, United States
Code, to provide for the removal or demotion of employees of the Department of Veterans Affairs based
on performance or misconduct, and for other purposes, with an amendment (H. Rept. 114–225, Part
Page H5464
1).
Speaker: Read a letter from the Speaker wherein he
appointed Representative Duncan (TN) to act as
Speaker pro tempore for today.
Page H5407
Guest Chaplain: The prayer was offered by the
Guest Chaplain, Reverend Brian Bohlman, The Harvest Church, Lexington, South Carolina. Page H5407
Journal: The House agreed to the Speakers approval
of the Journal by voice vote.
Pages H5407, H5451
Safe and Accurate Food Labeling Act of 2015:
The House passed H.R. 1599, to amend the Federal
Food, Drug, and Cosmetic Act with respect to food
produced from, containing, or consisting of a bioengineered organism, the labeling of natural foods,
and for other purposes, by a recorded vote of 275
ayes to 150 noes, Roll No. 462.
Pages H5416–39
Rejected the Polis motion to amend the title by
a yea-and-nay vote of 87 yeas to 337 nays, Roll No.
463.
Pages H5438–39
Pursuant to the Rule, an amendment in the nature of a substitute consisting of the text of Rules
Committee Print 114–24, modified by the amendment printed in part A of H. Rept. 114–216, shall
be considered as an original bill for the purpose of
amendment under the five-minute rule, in lieu of
the amendment in the nature of a substitute recommended by the Committee on Agriculture now
printed in the bill.
Pages H5426–30
Rejected:
Pingree amendment in the nature of a substitute
(No. 4 printed in part B of H. Rept. 114–216) that
sought to strike the entire bill and add back the section that creates a non-GMO certification program
and label at USDA;
Page H5433
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DeFazio amendment (No. 1 printed in part B of
H. Rept. 114–216) that sought to establish that if
a U.S. company or their subsidiary labels their product as containing GMOs in any foreign country they
must label the equivalent product the same way in
the U.S. (by a recorded vote of 123 ayes to 303 noes,
Roll No. 459);
Pages H5430–31, H5436
Huffman amendment (No. 2 printed in part B of
H. Rept. 114–216) that sought to ensure tribal sovereignty to prohibit or restrict the cultivation of genetically engineered plants on tribal lands (by a recorded vote of 196 ayes to 227 noes, Roll No. 460);
and
Pages H5431–32, H5436–37
DeLauro amendment (No. 3 printed in part B of
H. Rept. 114–216) that sought to prohibit the use
of the term ‘‘natural’’ on food when a food consists
of a genetically engineered plan (by a recorded vote
of 163 ayes to 262 noes, Roll No. 461).
Pages H5432–33, H5437

H. Res. 369, the rule providing for consideration
of the bills (H.R. 1599) and (H.R. 1734) was agreed
to yesterday, July 22.
Enforce the Law for Sanctuary Cities Act: The
House passed H.R. 3009, to amend section 241(i) of
the Immigration and Nationality Act to deny assistance under such section to a State or political subdivision of a State that prohibits its officials from
taking certain actions with respect to immigration,
by a recorded vote of 241 ayes to 179 noes, Roll No.
466.
Pages H5409–16, H5439–51
Rejected the Jeffries motion to recommit to the
Committee on the Judiciary with instructions to report the same back to the House forthwith with an
amendment, by a yea-and-nay vote of 181 yeas to
239 nays, Roll No. 465.
Pages H5449–51
H. Res. 370, the rule providing for consideration
of the bill (H.R. 3009) was agreed to by a yea-andnay vote of 243 yeas to 174 nays, Roll No. 464,
after the previous question was ordered.
Pages H5439–40

Meeting Hour: Agreed by unanimous consent that
when the House adjourns today, it adjourn to meet
at 12 noon on Monday, July 27th for Morning Hour
debate.
Pages H5453, H5463
Senate Message: Message received from the Senate
by the Clerk and subsequently presented to the
House today appears on page H5409.
Senate Referral: S. 1599 was held at the desk.
Quorum Calls—Votes: Three yea-and-nay votes
and five recorded votes developed during the proceedings of today and appear on pages H5436,
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H5436–37, H5437, H5438, H5438–39, H5439–40,
H5450–51, H5451. There were no quorum calls.
Adjournment: The House met at 10 a.m. and adjourned at 6:19 p.m.
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Committee Meetings
EXAMINING THE COSTS AND
CONSEQUENCES OF THE
ADMINISTRATION’S OVERTIME PROPOSAL
Committee on Education and the Workforce: Subcommittee on Workforce Protections held a hearing
entitled ‘‘Examining the Costs and Consequences of
the Administration’s Overtime Proposal’’. Testimony
was heard from public witnesses.
MISCELLANEOUS MEASURES
Committee on Energy and Commerce: Subcommittee on
Health held a markup on H.R. 1344, the ‘‘Early
Hearing Detection and Intervention Act’’; H.R.
1462, the ‘‘Protecting Our Infants Act’’; H.R. 1725,
the ‘‘National All Schedules Prescription Electronic
Reporting Reauthorization Act (NASPER)’’; and
H.R. 2820, the ‘‘Stem Cell Therapeutic and Research Reauthorization Act’’. H.R. 1344 was forwarded to the full committee, as amended. The following bills were forwarded to the full committee,
without amendment: H.R. 1462, H.R. 1725, and
H.R. 2820.
MISCELLANEOUS MEASURES
Committee on Energy and Commerce: Subcommittee on
Commerce, Manufacturing, and Trade held a markup
on H.R. 985, the ‘‘Concrete Masonry Products, Research, Education, and Promotion Act of 2015’’; the
‘‘Child Nicotine Poisoning Prevention Act of 2015’’;
and H.R. 3154, the ‘‘E-Warranty Act of 2015’’. The
following bills were forwarded to the full committee,
as amended: H.R. 985 and the ‘‘Child Nicotine Poisoning Prevention Act of 2015’’. H.R. 3154 was forwarded to the full committee, without amendment.
ENDING ‘TOO BIG TO FAIL’: WHAT IS THE
PROPER ROLE OF CAPITAL AND
LIQUIDITY?
Committee on Financial Services: Full Committee held
a hearing entitled ‘‘Ending ‘Too Big to Fail’: What
is the Proper Role of Capital and Liquidity?’’. Testimony was heard from public witnesses.
NATIONAL CREDIT UNION
ADMINISTRATION OPERATIONS AND
BUDGET
Committee on Financial Services: Subcommittee on Financial Institutions and Consumer Credit held a
hearing entitled ‘‘National Credit Union Administration Operations and Budget’’. Testimony was heard
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from Debbie Matz, Chairman, National Credit
Union Administration.
AMERICA’S SECURITY ROLE IN THE SOUTH
CHINA SEA
Committee on Foreign Affairs: Subcommittee on Asia
and the Pacific held a hearing entitled ‘‘America’s
Security Role in the South China Sea’’. Testimony
was heard from public witnesses.
IMPLICATIONS OF A NUCLEAR
AGREEMENT WITH IRAN, PART III
Committee on Foreign Affairs: Full Committee held a
hearing entitled ‘‘Implications of a Nuclear Agreement with Iran, Part III’’. Testimony was heard from
public witnesses.
PURSUING NORTH AMERICAN ENERGY
INDEPENDENCE: MEXICO’S ENERGY
REFORMS
Committee on Foreign Affairs: Subcommittee on the
Western Hemisphere held a hearing entitled ‘‘Pursuing North American Energy Independence: Mexico’s Energy Reforms’’. Testimony was heard from
public witnesses.
MISCELLANEOUS MEASURES
Committee on Homeland Security: Subcommittee on
Transportation Security held a markup on H.R.
3102, the ‘‘Airport Access Control Security Improvement Act of 2015’’; a Committee Print consisting of
the ‘‘Transportation Security Administration Reform
and Improvement Act of 2015’’; and H.R. 3144, the
‘‘Partners for Aviation Security Act’’. The following
were reported to the full committee, as amended:
H.R. 3102 and the Committee Print consisting of
the ‘‘Transportation Security Administration Reform
and Improvement Act of 2015’’. H.R. 3144 was reported to the full committee, without amendment.
BUSINESS MEETING; SANCTUARY CITIES: A
THREAT TO PUBLIC SAFETY
Committee on the Judiciary: Subcommittee on Immigration and Border Security held a business meeting
to request Department of Homeland Security departmental reports on the beneficiaries of H.R. 422, for
the relief of Corina de Chalup Turcinovic; and H.R.
396, for the relief of Maria Carmen Castro Ramirez
and J. Refugio Carreno Rojas; and a hearing entitled
‘‘Sanctuary Cities: a Threat to Public Safety’’. The
request for Department of Homeland Security departmental reports on H.R. 422 and H.R. 396 was
approved. Testimony was heard from Scott Jones,
Sheriff, Sacramento County, California; Richard
Biehl, Chief of Police, Dayton Police Department,
Dayton, Ohio; and public witnesses.

Sfmt 0627

E:\CR\FM\D23JY5.REC

D23JYPT1

July 23, 2015

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — DAILY DIGEST

Emcdonald on DSK67QTVN1PROD with DIGEST

NEW AND INNOVATIVE IDEAS FOR THE
NEXT CENTURY OF OUR NATIONAL
PARKS
Committee on Natural Resources: Subcommittee on Federal Lands held a hearing entitled ‘‘New and Innovative Ideas for the Next Century of Our National
Parks’’. Testimony was heard from public witnesses.
LEGISLATIVE MEASURES
Committee on Natural Resources: Subcommittee on
Water, Power and Oceans held a hearing on H.R.
564, the ‘‘Endangered Salmon and Fisheries Predation Prevention Act’’; H.R. 1772, the ‘‘Delaware
River Basin Conservation Act of 2015’’; and H.R.
2168, the ‘‘West Coast Dungeness Crab Management Act’’. Testimony was heard from Representatives Herrera Beutler and Carney; Wendi Weber,
Northeast Regional Director, U.S. Fish and Wildlife
Service; Barry Thom, Deputy Regional Administrator, West Coast Region, National Marine Fisheries Service; and public witnesses.
MODERNIZING THE NATIONAL PARK
SERVICE CONCESSION PROGRAM
Committee on Oversight and Government Reform: Subcommittee on the Interior held a hearing entitled
‘‘Modernizing the National Park Service Concession
Program’’. Testimony was heard from Lena
McDowall, Chief Financial Officer, National Park
Service, Department of the Interior; and public witnesses.
THE EPA RENEWABLE FUEL STANDARD
MANDATE
Committee on Science, Space, and Technology: Subcommittee on Energy; and Subcommittee on Oversight, held a joint hearing entitled ‘‘The EPA Renewable Fuel Standard Mandate’’. Testimony was
heard from public witnesses.
MODERN TOOLS IN A MODERN WORLD:
HOW APP TECHNOLOGY IS BENEFITTING
SMALL BUSINESSES
Committee on Small Business: Subcommittee on Health
and Technology held a hearing entitled ‘‘Modern
Tools in a Modern World: How App Technology is
Benefitting Small Businesses’’. Testimony was heard
from public witnesses.
MISCELLANEOUS MEASURES
Committee on Transportation and Infrastructure: Full
Committee held a markup on General Services Ad-
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ministration Capital Investment and Leasing Program Resolutions; H.R. 2954, to designate the Federal building located at 617 Walnut Street in Helena, Arkansas, as the ‘‘Jacob Trieber Federal Building, United States Post Office, and United States
Court House’’; S. 261, to designate the United States
courthouse located at 200 NW 4th Street in Oklahoma City, Oklahoma, as the William J. Holloway,
Jr., United States Courthouse; and H.R. 3114, to
provide funds to the Army Corps of Engineers to
hire veterans and members of the Armed Forces to
assist the Corps with curation and historic preservation activities, and for other purposes. The General
Services Administration Capital Investment and
Leasing Program Resolutions were approved. H.R.
2954 and S. 261 were ordered reported, without
amendment. H.R. 3114 was ordered reported, as
amended.
INTERNAL REVENUE SERVICE’S AUDIT
SELECTION PROCESS AND INTERNAL
CONTROLS WITHIN THE TAX EXEMPT
AND GOVERNMENT ENTITIES DIVISION
Committee on Ways and Means: Subcommittee on
Oversight held a hearing on the Internal Revenue
Service’s audit selection process and internal controls
within the Tax Exempt and Government Entities division. Testimony was heard from Jay McTigue, Director, Strategic Issues, Government Accountability
Office; John Koskinen, Commissioner, Internal Revenue Service; and public witnesses.
ONGOING INTELLIGENCE ACTIVITIES
Permanent Select Committee on Intelligence: Subcommittee on Department of Defense Intelligence
and Overhead Architecture held a hearing on ongoing intelligence activities. This hearing was closed.

Joint Meetings

No joint committee meetings were held.
f

COMMITTEE MEETINGS FOR FRIDAY,
JULY 24, 2015
(Committee meetings are open unless otherwise indicated)

Senate
No meetings/hearings scheduled.
House
No hearings are scheduled.
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Next Meeting of the SENATE

Next Meeting of the HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

9 a.m., Friday, July 24

12 p.m., Monday, July 27

Senate Chamber

House Chamber

Program for Friday: Senate will vote on the motion to
proceed to consideration of H.R. 22, Hire More Heroes
Act.

Program for Monday: To be announced.
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