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S. CON. RES. 5
At the request of Mr. ROCKEFELLER,
the name of the Senator from Massa-
chusetts (Mr. BROWN) was added as a
cosponsor of S. Con. Res. 5, a concur-
rent resolution authorizing the use of
the rotunda of the Capitol to honor
Frank W. Buckles, the longest sur-
viving United States veteran of the
First World War.
S. RES. 20
At the request of Mr. JOHANNS, the
name of the Senator from Wyoming
(Mr. BARRASSO) was added as a cospon-
sor of S. Res. 20, a resolution express-
ing the sense of the Senate that the
United States should immediately ap-
prove the United States-Korea Free
Trade Agreement, the United States-
Colombia Trade Promotion Agreement,
and the United States-Panama Trade
Promotion Agreement.
AMENDMENT NO. 8
At the request of Mr. WHITEHOUSE,
the names of the Senator from Cali-
fornia (Mrs. FEINSTEIN) and the Sen-
ator from Hawaii (Mr. INOUYE) were
added as cosponsors of amendment No.
8 proposed to S. 223, a bill to modernize
the air traffic control system, improve
the safety, reliability, and availability
of transportation by air in the United
States, provide modernization of the
air traffic control system, reauthorize
the Federal Aviation Administration,
and for other purposes.
AMENDMENT NO. 11
At the request of Mr. LAUTENBERG,
the name of the Senator from New Jer-
sey (Mr. MENENDEZ) was added as a co-
sponsor of amendment No. 11 intended
to be proposed to S. 223, a bill to mod-
ernize the air traffic control system,
improve the safety, reliability, and
availability of transportation by air in
the United States, provide moderniza-
tion of the air traffic control system,
reauthorize the Federal Aviation Ad-
ministration, and for other purposes.
AMENDMENT NO. 19
At the request of Mr. PAUL, the name
of the Senator from Louisiana (Mr.
VITTER) was added as a cosponsor of
amendment No. 19 proposed to S. 223, a
bill to modernize the air traffic control
system, improve the safety, reliability,
and availability of transportation by
air in the United States, provide mod-
ernization of the air traffic control sys-
tem, reauthorize the Federal Aviation
Administration, and for other pur-
poses.
AMENDMENT NO. 27
At the request of Mr. WYDEN, the
name of the Senator from Oregon (Mr.
MERKLEY) was added as a cosponsor of
amendment No. 27 proposed to S. 223, a
bill to modernize the air traffic control
system, improve the safety, reliability,
and availability of transportation by
air in the United States, provide mod-
ernization of the air traffic control sys-
tem, reauthorize the Federal Aviation
Administration, and for other pur-
poses.
AMENDMENT NO. 29
At the request of Mr. NELSON of Ne-
braska, the names of the Senator from
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New Hampshire (Mrs. SHAHEEN), the
Senator from Rhode Island (Mr.
WHITEHOUSE) and the Senator from Ha-
waii (Mr. AKAKA) were added as cospon-
sors of amendment No. 29 intended to
be proposed to S. 223, a bill to mod-
ernize the air traffic control system,
improve the safety, reliability, and
availability of transportation by air in
the United States, provide moderniza-
tion of the air traffic control system,
reauthorize the Federal Aviation Ad-
ministration, and for other purposes.
AMENDMENT NO. 32

At the request of Mr. ENSIGN, the
name of the Senator from New Mexico
(Mr. BINGAMAN) was added as a cospon-
sor of amendment No. 32 proposed to S.
223, a bill to modernize the air traffic
control system, improve the safety, re-
liability, and availability of transpor-
tation by air in the United States, pro-
vide modernization of the air traffic
control system, reauthorize the Fed-
eral Aviation Administration, and for
other purposes.

AMENDMENT NO. 34

At the request of Mr. NELSON of Flor-
ida, the name of the Senator from Ohio
(Mr. BROWN) was added as a cosponsor
of amendment No. 34 proposed to S. 223,
a bill to modernize the air traffic con-
trol system, improve the safety, reli-
ability, and availability of transpor-
tation by air in the United States, pro-
vide modernization of the air traffic
control system, reauthorize the Fed-
eral Aviation Administration, and for
other purposes.

——————

STATEMENTS ON INTRODUCED
BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTIONS

By Mr. BROWN of Massachusetts:

S. 262. A bill to repeal the excise tax
on medical device manufacturers; to
the Committee on Finance.

Mr. BROWN of Massachusetts. Mr.
President, I rise today to introduce leg-
islation to repeal the tax imposed on
medical device manufacturers.

As my colleagues know, this 2.3 per-
cent sales tax imposed on medical de-
vice manufacturers—a tax that will ul-
timately be passed on to consumers—is
part-and-parcel of the Federal health
care reform bill that passed last Con-
gress.

Like others in this chamber, I am ex-
tremely concerned that this tax could
threaten jobs in my State, reduce do-
mestic investment in research and de-
velopment and ultimately diminish ac-
cess to life-saving medical devices for
patients.

Medical technology companies em-
ploy more than 375,000 workers in the
United States. In Massachusetts alone,
we have more than 225 medical device
firms, which employ more than 20,000
workers, and contribute nearly $1 bil-
lion in payroll. Medical devices are one
of our State’s top exports, contributing
$6 billion to our State’s economy.

These are powerfully good numbers.
These are the numbers that make my
State tick, help drive our economy,
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and keep people working. I want to
make certain that what happens in
Washington does not reverse these
numbers, does not undermine my
State’s ability to compete, and does
not hamper our chances to grow and
hire workers.

Massachusetts’ position as an indus-
try leader, a hub of innovation and en-
trepreneurship must be preserved. That
has been and will continue to be my
focus in the U.S. Senate.

So how do I intend to accomplish
this?

For starters it means working to
eliminate the medical device tax,
which I believe will diminish our abil-
ity to compete, will increase costs for
consumers, and could result in our
medical device and technology jobs
being sent overseas, where the costs of
labor and production are cheaper.

The effort that I am spearheading—
and that I ask my colleagues to join—
eliminates the medical device tax in a
way that does not add to the deficit. I
propose eliminating this harmful tax—
a tax that will stifle innovation, be
passed on to consumers, and increase
the cost of care—and propose that we
offset the cost by using unobligated
discretionary dollars. This is the same
source of funding, the same offset, that
81 of my colleagues supported yester-
day.

As my colleagues know, I worked on
an amendment that would repeal the
medical device tax last Congress. I will
continue this work because the harm-
ful effects of this tax are the last thing
Massachusetts needs—more industry
jobs lost, our workers at a competitive
disadvantage.

But the medical device tax doesn’t
just lead to job uncertainty, it leads to
investment uncertainty as well, which
results in private capital staying on
the sidelines rather than being in-
vested in Massachusetts based compa-
nies and their workers.

The medical device tax, coupled with
other provisions in the Federal health
reform bill, increases the level of un-
certainty at a time when businesses,
consumers and investors are craving
the exact opposite.

For example, some medical devices
are approved as combination products,
both as medical devices and drugs and/
or biologics. The Secretary has yet to
determine how these medical devices
will be captured under the law, how
they will be taxed.

I pledge to work with my Senate col-
leagues—and during the Medical De-
vice User Fee Modernization Act reau-
thorization slated for next year—to en-
sure that the medical device companies
whose products are approved as com-
bination products by the FDA are not
double-taxed by way of the medical de-
vice tax and the pharmaceutical tax.

With the rolling implementation of
the Federal health care reform bill,
this Congress will provide many oppor-
tunities for me to protect the interests
of and work on behalf of Massachusetts
families, Massachusetts taxpayers,
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Massachusetts workers, and Massachu-
setts businesses.

I hope my colleagues will join my ef-
forts to find opportunities to correct
what is wrong with the Federal health
reform law—to protect innovation, the
jobs, and the development and growth
that can occur in a sector that is vi-
tally important to our Nation’s health.

I know that a robust medical device
sector translates into a healthier
America—physically, economically,
and socially. The same is true for Mas-
sachusetts.

By Mr. WYDEN (for himself and
Mr. MERKLEY):

S. 270. A bill to direct the Secretary
of the Interior to convey certain Fed-
eral land to Deschutes County, Oregon;
to the Committee on Energy and Nat-
ural Resources.

Mr. WYDEN. Mr. President, today I
am pleased to introduce two bills that
will provide two important commu-
nities in rural Oregon with the means
to promote their cultural history and
their economic development opportuni-
ties. These are bills that I introduced
in the last Congress and were reported
out of the Energy and Natural Re-
sources Committee, but were unfortu-
nately not passed in the Senate. I am
pleased to be joined by Senator
MERKLEY in this effort.

These bills both are intended to help
leaders in rural communities in my
State continue to grow their economies
and make the most of the abundant re-
sources surrounding their commu-
nities. As in many rural communities
in my State and in many places in the
Western United States, not much hap-
pens without the Federal Government’s
involvement. In fact, the Federal Gov-
ernment owns much of the land sur-
rounding these small communities.
While many of these lands are treas-
ures, this high percentage of Federal
land ownership sometimes limits the
ability of local governments and civic
leaders to solve problems and serve the
public. I firmly believe the Federal
Government can and should be an ac-
tive partner in strengthening commu-
nities and improving a region’s quality
of life.

That is why I am re-introducing
these two pieces of legislation today.
These bills—both passed out of the
Senate Energy and Natural Resources
Committee in the last Congress with
minor modifications—demonstrate the
possibilities that can come when the
Federal Government partners with
proactive, innovative communities to
tackle challenging economic condi-
tions and the pattern of Federal land
ownership.

My first bill, the La Pine Land Con-
veyance Act, would convey two parcels
of property to Deschutes County, Or-
egon and a third parcel to the City of
La Pine. The bill directs the transfer of
Bureau of Land Management, BLM,
lands to Deschutes County and the
City of La Pine to enable the small
town of La Pine to develop rodeo and
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equestrian facilities, expand a sewage
treatment site, and develop the library
or other public facilities.

La Pine has a set of unique chal-
lenges but the town’s incorporation has
brought a feeling in the community
that good things can happen if they
work together to make their town as
good as it can possibly be.

My bill proposes the transfer of 150
acres of BLM land contiguous to the La
Pine city limit to enable construction
of public equestrian and rodeo facili-
ties that have become increasingly im-
portant in La Pine. In addition, the
land will provide a location for devel-
opment of ball fields, parks, and recre-
ation facilities, which can be developed
as the town grows and budgets allow.

My bill also directs the transfer of
approximately 750 acres of BLM lands
to Deschutes County for the purpose of
expanding the town’s wastewater treat-
ment operation. For several years this
has been the City’s top priority for a
land transfer under the Recreation and
Public Purposes Act. Although the
BLM began an administrative transfer
it was not completed, limiting this
small community’s ability to be com-
petitive for state and federal economic
stimulus funds. This project is too im-
portant to let languish.

Perhaps the most important issue af-
fecting water quality in Deschutes
County involves the threat to ground-
water and the Deschutes River from
household septic systems in southern
Deschutes County, the region around
La Pine. This project directly reduces
nitrate loading into south county
groundwater in two ways. First, by en-
abling expansion of the District service
boundary to residential areas where
septic systems are generating elevated
groundwater nitrate levels; and second,
by closing the current location for
spreading treated effluent, over a rel-
atively high groundwater area, to this
new location which is judged not to
threaten groundwater. That is why I
am introducing legislation today to
make sure this transfer moves forward.

The third parcel that would be trans-
ferred under this legislation would con-
vey approximately 10 acres to the City
of Lia Pine. This is a parcel right in the
heart of downtown La Pine. The City is
exploring its use for expansion of li-
brary space or using it as an open
space.

My second bill, S. 271, the Wallowa
Forest Service Compound Conveyance
Act would convey an old Forest Service
Ranger Station compound to the City
of Wallowa, OR. In Wallowa County,
this Forest Service compound was built
by the Civilian Conservation Corps in
the 1930’s. For many years it was the
center of town and this site continues
to represent the natural and cultural
history of one of Eastern Oregon’s
most beautiful communities. The City
of Wallowa, along with County Com-
missioners, the local arts organiza-
tions, and a broad group of community
leaders intend to restore this impor-
tant example of Pacific Northwest rus-
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tic architecture and tribute to bygone
times, making a valuable community
interpretive center at this site. The
conveyance of this property will allow
the community to move forward with
this project. The community worked
hard to list the Ranger Station on the
National Register of Historic Places,
and ownership by the City will allow
this coalition to restore the buildings
and again develop a vibrant commu-
nity center. Oregon Public Broad-
casting aired a segment depicting an
early 20th century railroad logging
community—a significant part of the
rich and diverse history and traditions
that will be preserved and celebrated as
this Forest Service Compound is devel-
oped as an interpretive center.

I want to express my thanks to all
the citizens and community Ileaders
who have worked to build their com-
munities and develop these projects.
They represent the pioneering spirit
and vision that defines my State.

By Mrs. HAGAN (for herself, Mr.
FRANKEN, Mr. BROWN of Ohio,
and Mr. JOHNSON of South Da-
kota):

S. 274. A Dbill to amend title XVIII of
the Social Security Act to expand ac-
cess to medication therapy manage-
ment services under the Medicare pre-
scription drug program; to the Com-
mittee on Finance.

Mrs. HAGAN. Mr. President, today, I
am proud to reintroduce the Medica-
tion Therapy Management, MTM, Em-
powerment Act of 2011, with my col-
leagues from Minnesota, Senator
FRANKEN, from Ohio, Senator BROWN,
and from South Dakota, Senator JOHN-
SON.

A recent analysis conducted by the
New England Healthcare Institute esti-
mates that the overall cost of medica-
tion nonadherence is as much as $290
billion per year. According to a recent
article published in the New England
Journal of Medicine, over $100 billion is
spent annually on avoidable hos-
pitalizations because patients do not
take their medications correctly.

Not only does nonadherence cost our
system billions of dollars, nonadher-
ence to medication regimens also af-
fects the quality of life for seniors and
may lead to early death. The elderly
typically take many more prescription
medicines than the general population
and therefore are at greater risk for
problems associated with improper use
of medications. For example, the same
New England Journal of Medicine arti-
cle I just referenced found that better
adherence to antihypertensive treat-
ment alone could prevent 89,000 pre-
mature deaths in the U.S. annually.

With as much as one half of all pa-
tients in the U.S. not following their
doctors’ orders regarding their medica-
tions, medication therapy management
could help reduce some of the wasted
health care costs in our system.

North Carolina has implemented
some very successful MTM programs.

The Asheville Project, which focuses
on diabetes, asthma, and cardio-
vascular disease, has seen improved
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health outcomes and significant sav-
ings among city employees since it
began in 1997. For example, in the
Asheville Project’s diabetes MTM
Project, they have seen a decrease in
medical costs of between $1,622 to $3,356
per patient per year; a decrease in in-
surance claims of $2,704 per patient in
year one and a $6,502 decrease in year
five; a 50 percent decrease in use of sick
days; and increased productivity gains
estimated at $18,000 annually.

In 2007, the North Carolina Health
and Wellness Trust Fund Commission
launched an innovative statewide pro-
gram, Checkmeds NC, to provide MTM
services to North Carolina seniors.
During the program’s first year, more
than 15,000 North Carolina seniors and
285 pharmacists participated. A total of
31,000 seniors have participated since
2007. The seniors bring all of their pre-
scriptions, over-the-counter medicines,
vitamins and supplements to the phar-
macy to be thoroughly reviewed in a
one-on-one session. The pharmacist fol-
lows up and educates the patient about
his or her medication regimen. The
program has saved an estimated $34
million to date, and countless health
problems have been avoided.

During consideration of health care
reform, I was pleased to have success-
fully secured language in the bill that
built off these North Carolina models
and implemented MTM nationally for
seniors suffering from two or more
chronic conditions.

The bill T am reintroducing today
takes MTM one step further. Specifi-
cally, this bill would expand MTM eli-
gibility to seniors with any chronic
condition that accounts for high spend-
ing in our health care system, such as
heart failure and diabetes. Currently,
only 12.9 percent of Part D bene-
ficiaries are eligible under the MTM
criteria for multiple chronic condi-
tions. However, of those, more than 85
percent have chosen to participate in
the benefit. Clearly this program is
very popular and widely utilized by
those who are already eligible. By ex-
panding eligibility to more seniors,
MTM will certainly result in Medicare
savings.

The bill also ensures access to MTM
for seniors at a pharmacy or with a
qualified health care provider of their
choice.

To ensure pharmacists and health
care providers are able to provide MTM
to seniors, this bill requires that they
are appropriately reimbursed for their
time and service. This provision will
permit pharmacies and other health
care providers to spend considerable
time and resources evaluating a per-
son’s drug routine and educating them
on proper usage—all critical compo-
nents of a successful MTM program.

Finally, this bill would establish
standards for data collection to evalu-
ate and improve the Part D MTM ben-
efit.

The value of MTM is widely known
and discussed. I am proud that North
Carolina is a leader in this arena. Ex-
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pansion of MTM to more seniors will
no doubt improve their overall health,
while at the same time reducing waste
in our health care system.

I urge my collegues to support this
bill.

By Mr. UDALL of Colorado (for
himself and Mr. BENNET):

S. 278. A bill to provide for the ex-
change of certain land located in the
Arapaho-Roosevelt National Forests in
the State of Colorado, and for other
purposes; to the Committee on Energy
and Natural Resources.

Mr. UDALL of Colorado. Mr. Presi-
dent, fighting fires is very serious busi-
ness in my home State of Colorado.
Just a few months ago, we experienced
the most expensive fire in our history—
the Fourmile Fire, near Boulder. This
fire destroyed more than 150 homes and
burned over 6,000 acres.

We could not have stopped this fire
without the dedicated efforts of hun-
dreds of public servants, including vol-
unteer firefighters from local fire dis-
tricts. These individuals saved lives
and property, often risking their own
lives. That is, in part, why I believe we
should do everything we can to help
these fire districts and the volunteers
who serve them.

One fire district involved in the
Fourmile Fire—the Sugar Loaf Fire
District—lost 17 homes in the fire. The
Sugar Loaf Fire District is critical to
protecting thousands of Coloradans,
but instead of being able to focus on
fighting fires this District has been
wrapped up trying to resolve a land
issue with the Forest Service for many
years now. It is a very simple land ex-
change to make sure that the Fire Dis-
trict owns the land under two of its
three fire stations.

The Fire District has occupied and
operated the fire stations on these
properties for nearly 40 years. If they
can secure ownership, the lands will
continue to be used as sites for fire sta-
tions and training. The Fire District is
willing to trade the property it owns,
an undeveloped inholding in Forest
Service land, for the property under
the stations. This is a simple and fair
exchange that will serve the public
good and help protect the local area
from growing wildfire threats.

The Fire District has made a strong,
persistent, and good faith effort to ac-
quire the land under the stations
through administrative means by
working with the Forest Service. Fur-
thermore, the Fire District has dem-
onstrated its sincere commitment to
this project by expending its monetary
resources and the time of its staff to
satisfy the requirements set forth by
the Forest Service.

However, those efforts have not suc-
ceeded and it has become evident that
legislation is required to resolve the
situation.

To help facilitate this land exchange,
I am introducing the Sugar Loaf Fire
Station Land Exchange Act of 2011
today. This language is the same as
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what passed the Senate Energy and
Natural Resources Committee in the
last Congress.

Under the bill, the land exchange will
proceed if the Fire District offers to
convey acceptable title to a specified
parcel of land amounting to about 5.17
acres. This land resides between the
communities of Boulder and Nederland
in an unincorporated part of Boulder
County within the boundaries of the
Arapaho-Roosevelt National Forest. In
return, the land—about 5.08 acres—
where the two fire stations are located
will be transferred to the Fire District.

The lands transferred to the Federal
Government will become part of the
Arapaho-Roosevelt National Forest
and managed accordingly.

This is a relatively minor bill but one
that is important to the Sugar Loaf
Fire District and the people it serves.
As public lands bills pile up in Congress
because of ideological obstruction, this
fire district is being forced into wast-
ing time and money trying to resolve
an otherwise commonsense and tech-
nical public lands fix. I think this bill
deserves enactment without unneces-
sary delay.

Mr. President, I ask unanimous con-
sent 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. 278

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

SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE.

This Act may be cited as the ‘“‘Sugar Loaf
Fire Protection District Land Exchange Act
of 2011”°.

SEC. 2. DEFINITIONS.

In this Act:

(1) DISTRICT.—The term ‘‘District” means
the Sugar Loaf Fire Protection District of
Boulder, Colorado.

(2) FEDERAL LAND.—The term
land’” means—

(A) the parcel of approximately 1.52 acres
of land in the National Forest that is gen-
erally depicted on the map numbered 1, enti-
tled ‘‘Sugarloaf Fire Protection District Pro-
posed Land Exchange’’, and dated November
12, 2009; and

(B) the parcel of approximately 3.56 acres
of land in the National Forest that is gen-
erally depicted on the map numbered 2, enti-
tled ‘‘Sugarloaf Fire Protection District Pro-
posed Land Exchange’’, and dated November
12, 2009.

(3) NATIONAL FOREST.—The term ‘‘National
Forest’” means the Arapaho-Roosevelt Na-
tional Forests located in the State of Colo-
rado.

(4) NON-FEDERAL LAND.—The term ‘‘non-
Federal land” means the parcel of approxi-
mately 5.17 acres of non-Federal land in un-
incorporated Boulder County, Colorado, that
is generally depicted on the map numbered 3,
entitled ‘‘Sugarloaf Fire Protection District
Proposed Land Exchange’, and dated No-
vember 12, 2009.

(6) SECRETARY.—The term ‘‘Secretary”’
means the Secretary of Agriculture.

SEC. 3. LAND EXCHANGE.

(a) IN GENERAL.—Subject to the provisions
of this Act, if the District offers to convey to
the Secretary all right, title, and interest of
the District in and to the non-Federal land,
and the offer is acceptable to the Secretary—

“Federal
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(1) the Secretary shall accept the offer; and

(2) on receipt of acceptable title to the
non-Federal land, the Secretary shall convey
to the District all right, title, and interest of
the United States in and to the Federal land.

(b) APPLICABLE LAW.—Section 206 of the
Federal Land Policy and Management Act of
1976 (43 U.S.C. 1716) shall apply to the land
exchange authorized under subsection (a),
except that—

(1) the Secretary may accept a cash equali-
zation payment in excess of 25 percent of the
value of the Federal land; and

(2) as a condition of the land exchange
under subsection (a), the District shall—

(A) pay each cost relating to any land sur-
veys and appraisals of the Federal land and
non-Federal land; and

(B) enter into an agreement with the Sec-
retary that allocates any other administra-
tive costs between the Secretary and the
District.

(c) ADDITIONAL TERMS AND CONDITIONS.—
The land exchange under subsection (a) shall
be subject to—

(1) valid existing rights; and

(2) any terms and conditions that the Sec-
retary may require.

(d) TIME FOR COMPLETION OF LAND EX-
CHANGE.—It is the intent of Congress that
the land exchange under subsection (a) shall
be completed not later than 1 year after the
date of enactment of this Act.

(e) AUTHORITY OF SECRETARY TO CONDUCT
SALE OF FEDERAL LAND.—

(1) IN GENERAL.—In accordance with para-
graph (2), if the land exchange under sub-
section (a) is not completed by the date that
is 1 year after the date of enactment of this
Act, the Secretary may offer to sell to the
District the Federal land.

(2) VALUE OF FEDERAL LAND.—The Sec-
retary may offer to sell to the District the
Federal land for the fair market value of the
Federal land.

(f) DISPOSITION OF PROCEEDS.—

(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall de-
posit in the fund established under Public
Law 90-171 (commonly known as the ‘‘Sisk
Act”) (16 U.S.C. 484a) any amount received
by the Secretary as the result of—

(A) any cash equalization payment made
under subsection (b); and

(B) any sale carried out under subsection
(e).

(2) USE OF PROCEEDS.—Amounts deposited
under paragraph (1) shall be available to the
Secretary, without further appropriation and
until expended, for the acquisition of land or
interests in land in the National Forest.

(g) MANAGEMENT AND STATUS OF ACQUIRED
LAND.—The non-Federal land acquired by the
Secretary under this section shall be—

(1) added to, and administered as part of,
the National Forest; and

(2) managed by the Secretary in accord-
ance with—

(A) the Act of March 1, 1911 (commonly
known as the “Weeks Law’’) (16 U.S.C. 480 et
seq.); and

(B) any laws (including regulations) appli-
cable to the National Forest.

(h) REVOCATION OF ORDERS; WITHDRAWAL.—

(1) REVOCATION OF ORDERS.—Any public
order withdrawing the Federal land from
entry, appropriation, or disposal under the
public land laws is revoked to the extent
necessary to permit the conveyance of the
Federal land to the District.

(2) WITHDRAWAL.—On the date of enact-
ment of this Act, if not already withdrawn or
segregated from entry and appropriation
under the public land laws (including the
mining and mineral leasing laws) and the
Geothermal Steam Act of 1970 (30 U.S.C. 1001
et seq.), the Federal land is withdrawn until
the date of the conveyance of the Federal
land to the District.
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By Mr. UDALL of Colorado (for
himself and Mr. BENNET):

S. 279. A bill to direct the Secretary
of the Interior to carry out a study to
determine the suitability and feasi-
bility of establishing Camp Hale as a
unit of the National Park System; to
the Committee on Energy and Natural
Resources.

Mr. UDALL of Colorado. Mr. Presi-
dent, today I am introducing the Camp
Hale Study Act of 2011, which would di-
rect the Secretary of the Interior to
study the feasibility and suitability of
establishing Camp Hale, near
Leadville, CO, as a national historic
district. Camp Hale is an important
part of our Nation’s proud national de-
fense legacy, and it deserves to be rec-
ognized and protected.

This bill concerns an important mili-
tary legacy from the World War II and
Cold War eras. Camp Hale, located in
the mountains of central Colorado, was
a training facility for combat in high
alpine and mountainous conditions.
Principally, it was a training venue for
the Army’s 10th Mountain Division and
other elements of the U.S. Armed
Forces. The geography of the area was
ideal for winter and high-altitude
training, with steep mountains sur-
rounding a level valley suitable for
housing and other facilities. The facil-
ity itself was located in Eagle County
along the Eagle River, and its training
boundary included lands in Eagle,
Summit, Lake, and Pitkin Counties.

In addition to the 10th Mountain Di-
vision, the 38th Regimental Combat
Team, 99th Infantry Battalion, and sol-
diers from Fort Carson were trained at
Camp Hale from 1942 to 1965. Through-
out this time, the Army tested a vari-
ety of weapons and equipment at Camp
Hale.

Between 1956 and 1965, the camp was
also used by the Central Intelligence
Agency as a secret center for training
Tibetan refugees in guerilla warfare to
resist the Chinese occupation of their
mountainous country. Just last year,
at my urging, the Forest Service put in
place a plaque honoring these Tibetan
Freedom Fighters. I joined many of
those brave Tibetans, their CIA train-
ers, and their families in a moving
ceremony to honor those who trained
at Camp Hale.

In July 1965, Camp Hale was deacti-
vated, and in 1966, control of the lands
was returned to the Forest Service.
Today the site is part of the White
River and San Isabel National Forests.
The U.S. Army Corps of Engineers is
working to clean up potentially haz-
ardous munitions left over from weap-
ons testing at the site, particularly in
the East Fork.

Camp Hale was placed on the Na-
tional Register of Historic Places in
1992, but this bill would direct the Sec-
retary of the Interior to complete a
special resource study of Camp Hale to
determine the suitability and feasi-
bility of designating Camp Hale as a
separate unit of the National Park Sys-
tem. That would include an analysis of

February 3, 2011

the significance of Camp Hale in rela-
tion to the defense of our Nation dur-
ing World War II and the Cold War, in-
cluding the use of Camp Hale for train-
ing of the 10th Mountain Division and
for training by the Central Intelligence

Agency of Tibetan refugees seeking to

resist the Chinese occupation of Tibet.

I have worked with Representative
LAMBORN on this bill since he first in-
troduced it in the House in the 110th
Congress, when I proudly cosponsored
it. I introduced this bill in the Senate
in the last Congress and shepherded it
through the Senate Energy and Nat-
ural Resources Committee. However,
because of opposition from a few Sen-
ators to all public lands bills, we could
not pass this bipartisan bill on the Sen-
ate floor.

Camp Hale should be recognized for
the role it played in our country’s na-
tional security. The people who trained
there are proud of their accomplish-
ments, and I am proud to join Rep-
resentative LAMBORN in supporting this
legislation. I am confident that we will
have more success in passing this legis-
lation in this Congress.

Mr. President, I ask unanimous con-
sent 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. 279

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

SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE.

This Act may be cited as the ‘“‘Camp Hale
Study Act’’.

SEC. 2. SPECIAL RESOURCE STUDY OF THE SUIT-
ABILITY AND FEASIBILITY OF ES-
TABLISHING CAMP HALE AS A UNIT
OF THE NATIONAL PARK SYSTEM.

(a) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary of the In-
terior, acting through the Director of the
National Park Service, (hereinafter referred
to as the ‘‘Secretary’’) shall complete a spe-
cial resource study of Camp Hale to deter-
mine—

(1) the suitability and feasibility of desig-
nating Camp Hale as a separate unit of the
National Park System; and

(2) the methods and means for the protec-
tion and interpretation of Camp Hale by the
National Park Service, other Federal, State,
or local government entities or private or
nonprofit organizations.

(b) STUDY REQUIREMENTS.—The Secretary
shall conduct the study in accordance with
section 8(c) of Public Law 91-383 (16 U.S.C.
la-5(c)).

(c) REPORT.—Not later than 3 years after
the date on which funds are made available
to carry out this Act, the Secretary shall
submit to the Committee on Natural Re-
sources of the House of Representatives and
the Committee on Energy and Natural Re-
sources of the Senate a report containing—

(1) the results of the study; and

(2) any recommendations of the Secretary.
SEC. 3. EFFECT OF STUDY.

Nothing in this Act shall affect valid exist-
ing rights or the exercise of such rights, in-
cluding—

(1) all interstate water compacts in exist-
ence on the date of the enactment of this Act
(including full development of any appor-
tionment made in accordance with the com-
pacts);
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(2) water rights decreed at the Camp Hale
site or flowing within, below, or through the
Camp Hale site;

(3) water rights in the State of Colorado;

(4) water rights held by the United States;

(5) the management and operation of any
reservoir, including the storage, manage-
ment, release, or transportation of water;
and

(6) the ability, subject to compliance with
lawful existing local, State, and Federal reg-
ulatory requirements, to construct and oper-
ate that infrastructure determined necessary
by those with decreed water rights to de-
velop and place to beneficial use such rights.

By Ms. COLLINS (for herself and
Ms. SNOWE):

S. 280. A bill to provide for flexibility
and improvements in elementary and
secondary education, and for other pur-
poses; to the Committee on Health,
Education, Labor, and Pensions.

Ms. COLLINS. Mr. President, I rise
today to introduce the No Child Left
Behind Flexibility and Improvements
Act. I am pleased to be joined in this
effort by my colleague from Maine,
Senator SNOWE. Our legislation would
give greater local control and flexi-
bility to Maine and other states in
their efforts to implement the No Child
Left Behind Act, NCLB. It provides
common sense reforms in the statute
while retaining elements to help ensure
transparency and accountability.

Since the enactment of NCLB 9 years
ago, I have had the opportunity to
meet with numerous Maine educators
to discuss their concerns with the law.
In response to their concerns, Senator
SNOWE and I commissioned the Maine
NCLB Task Force to examine the im-
plementation issues facing Maine
under both NCLB and the Maine Learn-
ing Results. Our task force included
members from every county in our
State, and had superintendents, teach-
ers, principals, school board members,
parents, business leaders, former State
legislators, special education special-
ists, assessment experts, officials from
the Maine Department of Education,
and was chaired by a former Maine
commissioner of education and a dean
from the University of Maine’s College
of Education and Human Development.
In other words, it was a broad-based
commission that brought a great deal
of expertise, experience, and perspec-
tive to the task force’s work.

After a year of study, the task force
presented us with its final report out-
lining recommendations for possible
statutory and regulatory changes to
the act. The task force recommenda-
tions highlighted the need for greater
flexibility for the Maine Department of
Education and local schools in order to
address various implementation con-
cerns facing Maine. The legislation we
are introducing today would make sig-
nificant statutory changes designed to
provide greater local control to Maine
and greater flexibility to all States in
their implementation efforts, not just
Maine.

First, our legislation would provide
greater flexibility to states in the ways
that they measure student progress in
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meeting state education standards.
Current NCLB law has proven to be too
restrictive. Our legislation would per-
mit states to use additional models to
more accurately track the progress of
all students over time. Specifically, it
would allow States to use a cohort
growth model, which tracks the
progress of the same group of students
over time. It would also permit the use
of an “‘indexing’ model, where progress
is measured based on the number of
students whose scores improve from,
for example, a ‘‘below-basic’” to a
“basic’ level, and not simply on the
number of students who cross the ‘‘pro-
ficient” line. Even if a school is unable
to meet the trajectory targets set by
the NCLB time-line, a school would not
be identified as failing to make AYP
provided it demonstrates improved stu-
dent achievement according to these
additional models. We would also re-
quire the Secretary to provide exam-
ples of these models to give practical
assistance to States in the design of
these systems. While the trajectory
goals set in the statute are certainly
valuable, our legislation seeks to clar-
ify that States should be granted
greater flexibility in the design of dif-
ferent accountability systems provided
that they are consistent with the prin-
ciple of improved student performance.

Second, our legislation would provide
schools with better notice regarding
possible performance issues, allowing
schools a chance to identify and work
with a particular group of students be-
fore being identified. It would expand
the existing ‘‘safe-harbor’” provisions
to allow more schools to qualify for
this important protection. The changes
made in our bill are in keeping with
what assessment experts and teachers
know—that significant gains in aca-
demic achievement tend to occur
gradually and over time. In addition,
the legislation addresses my concern
about the statute’s current require-
ment that all schools reach 100 percent
proficiency by 2013-2014 by requiring
the Secretary of Education to review
progress by the States toward meeting
this goal every three years, and allow-
ing him to modify the time-line as nec-
essary.

Furthermore, the Task Force report
raised important concerns that in some
schools, special education students fear
that they are being blamed for their
school not making adequate yearly
progress. Our legislation would allow
the members of a special education
student’s Individual Education Plan,
IEP, team to determine the best assess-
ment for that individual student, and
would permit the student’s perform-
ance on that assessment to count for
all NCLB purposes. This legislative
change is also based on principles of
fairness and common sense. Many
times, it simply does not make sense to
require a special needs student to take
a grade-level assessment that edu-
cators and parents know he or she is
not ready to take. Many special edu-
cation students are referred for special
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education services precisely because
they cannot meet grade-level expecta-
tions. Allowing the IEP team to deter-
mine the best test for each special
needs student will bring an important
improvement to the act while still en-
suring accountability.

Finally, our legislation would pro-
vide new flexibility for teachers of
multiple subjects at the secondary
school level to help them meet the
““highly qualified teacher’” require-
ments. Unfortunately, the current reg-
ulations place undue burdens on teach-
ers at small and rural schools who
often teach multiple subjects due to
staffing needs, and on special education
teachers who work with students on a
variety of subjects throughout the day.
Under the bill, provided these teachers
are highly qualified for omne subject
they teach, they will be provided addi-
tional time and less burdensome ave-
nues to satisfy the remaining require-
ments.

While it has been some time since
Maine’s Task Force issued its report,
its findings and recommendations re-
main valid. Our legislation is still nec-
essary to provide greater flexibility
and common sense modifications to ad-
dress those key NCLB challenges iden-
tified in Maine. Our goals remain the
same as those in NCLB: a good edu-
cation for each and every child; well-
qualified, committed teachers in every
classroom; and increased transparency
and accountability for every school. I
look forward to working with my col-
leagues on both sides of the aisle on
these issues during the upcoming
NCLB reauthorization process.

By Mrs. FEINSTEIN:

S. 289. A bill to extend expiring provi-
sions of the USA PATRIOT Improve-
ment and Reauthorization Act of 2005,
the Intelligence Reform and Terrorism
Prevention Act of 2004, and the FISA
Amendments Act of 2008 until Decem-
ber 31, 2013, and for other purposes;
read the first time.

Mrs. FEINSTEIN. Mr. President, on
January 25, I introduced S. 149, the
FISA Sunsets Extension Act of 2011 to
extend the three expiring provisions of
the Foreign Intelligence Surveillance
Act—the authority to conduct, subject
to court order, so-called ‘‘roving wire-
taps,” ‘‘lone wolf”’ surveillance, and
collection of business records. S. 149
was referred to the Committee on the
Judiciary.

Today, I am reintroducing that legis-
lation with a new, identical bill. This
new bill, just as S. 149 would do, will
extend these three authorities, other-
wise set to expire on February 28, to
December 31, 2013. The bill will also
change the expiration date of the intel-
ligence collection authorities provided
in the FISA Amendments Act of 2008 so
they, too, last until the end of 2013.

The sole purpose of reintroducing the
measure is to begin the process under
Senate rule XIV to place the reintro-
duced extension bill on the Senate cal-
endar. The three provisions of FISA
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will sunset in a little more than 3
weeks. One of those weeks is a congres-
sional recess. By placing the extension
bill on the Senate calendar, we will, at
least, be one procedural step closer to
acting.

On January 28, Attorney General
Eric Holder and Director of National
Intelligence James Clapper wrote to
urge Congress to grant a reauthoriza-
tion of sufficient duration to provide
intelligence and law enforcement agen-
cies with reasonable certainty and pre-
dictability concerning the tools avail-
able to them.

The FISA sunsets have most recently
been the subject of two short-term ex-
tensions: a 2-month extension from De-
cember 31, 2009 to February 28, 2010,
and then a 1-year extension from that
date to February 28, 2011.

In their January 28 letter, the DNI
and the Attorney General expressed
their concern about the devolution of
FISA sunsets ‘‘into a series of short-
term extensions that increase the un-
certainties borne by our intelligence
and law enforcement agencies in car-
rying out their missions.”

The letter states that ‘“S. 149, the
FISA Sunsets Extension Act of 2011,
would avoid these difficulties by reau-
thorizing the three expiring provisions
until December 2013, together with the
provisions of Title VII of FISA that are
currently scheduled to sunset next
year. We look forward to working with
you to ensure the prompt enactment of
this or similar legislation.”

Yesterday, the House and Senate In-
telligence Committees also received a
classified report from the Attorney
General and the DNI on the important
intelligence collection made possible
by authority that is subject to the ap-
proaching sunset. The Department of
Justice and the Office of the DNI have
asked for our assistance in making this
classified report available, in a secure
setting, directly and personally to any
Member of the Senate. We did so for a
similar report a year ago when Con-
gress considered the last sunset exten-
sion.

BEach Senator is invited to read this
classified report in the Intelligence
Committee’s offices in 211 Hart Senate
Office Building. The Attorney General
and DNI have offered to make Justice
Department and intelligence commu-
nity personnel available to meet with
any Member who has questions. Our In-
telligence Committee staff is also pre-
pared to meet with Members. Vice
Chairman CHAMBLISS and I are sending
a Dear Colleague letter to each Senator
conveying this invitation.

In concluding, I call upon my col-
leagues in the Senate and House to
heed the Attorney General’s and DNI’s
concern about the uncertainty created
by short-term extensions. The 3-year
extension that my legislation proposes
will give our law enforcement and in-
telligence officials the tools and cer-
tainty they need in protecting the Na-
tion. It will align the several sunsets so
that Congress can review FISA more
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comprehensively in 2013. In setting
that date Congress will wisely be sepa-
rating that review of FISA from the de-
bates of a presidential election.

Mr. President, I ask unanimous con-
sent that a letter of support be printed
in the RECORD.

There being no objection, the mate-
rial was ordered to be printed in the
RECORD, as follows:

Hon. JOHN BOEHNER,

Speaker, U.S. House of Representatives,

Washington, DC.

Hon. HARRY REID,

Majority Leader, U.S. Senate,

Washington, DC.

Hon. NANCY PELOSI,

Democratic Leader, U.S. House of Representa-
tives,

Washington, DC.

Hon. MITCH MCCONNELL,

Republican Leader, U.S. Senate,

Washington, DC.

DEAR SPEAKER BOEHNER AND LEADERS
REID, PELOSI, AND MCCONNELL:

In the current threat environment, it is
imperative that our intelligence and law en-
forcement agencies have the tools they need
to protect our national security. The For-
eign Intelligence Surveillance Act (“FISA’)
is a critical tool that has been used in nu-
merous highly sensitive intelligence collec-
tion operations. Three vital provisions of
FISA are scheduled to expire on February 28,
2011: section 206 of the USA PATRIOT Act,
which provides authority for roving surveil-
lance of targets who take steps that may
thwart FISA surveillance; section 215 of the
USA PATRIOT Act, which provides expanded
authority to compel production of business
records and other tangible things with the
approval of the FISA court; and section 6001
of the Intelligence Reform and Terrorism
Prevention Act, which provides the author-
ity under FISA to target non-United States
persons who engage in international ter-
rorism or activities in preparation therefor,
but are not necessarily associated with an
identified terrorist group (the so-called
‘‘lone wolf”” amendment).

It is essential that these intelligence tools
be reauthorized before they expire, and we
are committed to working with Congress to
ensure the speedy enactment of legislation
to achieve this result.

We also urge Congress to grant a reauthor-
ization of sufficient duration to provide
those charged with protecting our nation
with reasonable certainty and predictability.
When Congress enacted the PATRIOT Act, it
included a three-year sunset on these au-
thorities. While we welcome Congressional
oversight into the use of these tools, Con-
gress did not contemplate that this sunset
would devolve into a series of short-term ex-
tensions that increase the uncertainties
borne by our intelligence and law enforce-
ment agencies in carrying out their mis-
sions.

S. 149, the FISA Sunsets Extension Act of
2011, would avoid these difficulties by reau-
thorizing the three expiring provisions until
December 2013, together with the provisions
of Title VII of FISA that are currently
scheduled to sunset next year. We look for-
ward to working with you to ensure the
prompt enactment of this or similar legisla-
tion.

The Administration also remains open to
proposals that enhance protections for civil
liberties and privacy while maintaining the
effectiveness of these and other intelligence
collection tools.

Finally, we are prepared to provide addi-
tional information to Members concerning
these critical authorities in a classified set-
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ting, as we did in connection with the pre-
vious reauthorization of the expiring provi-
sions.

The Office of Management and Budget has
advised us that there is no objection to this
letter from the perspective of the Adminis-
tration’s program.

Sincerely,
JAMES R. CLAPPER,
Director of National Intelligence.
ERrIC H. HOLDER, JR.,
Attorney General.

By Mr. MCCONNELL (for himself,
Mr. GRASSLEY, and Mr.
CHAMBLISS):

S. 291. A bill to repeal the sunset pro-
visions in the USA PATRIOT Improve-
ment and Reauthorization Act of 2005
and other related provisions and per-
manently reauthorize the USA PA-
TRIOT Act; read the first time.

Mr. McCONNELL. 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. 291

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

SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE.

This Act may be cited as the “USA PA-
TRIOT Reauthorization Act of 2011.”.

SEC. 2. USA PATRIOT IMPROVEMENT AND REAU-
THORIZATION ACT REPEAL OF SUN-
SET PROVISIONS.

Section 102(b) of the USA PATRIOT Im-
provement and Reauthorization Act of 2005
(Public Law 109-177; 50 U.S.C. 1805 note, 50
U.S.C. 1861 note, and 50 U.S.C. 1862 note) is
repealed.

SEC. 3. REPEAL OF SUNSET RELATING TO INDI-
VIDUAL TERRORISTS AS AGENTS OF
FOREIGN POWERS.

Section 6001(b) of the Intelligence Reform
and Terrorism Prevention Act of 2004 (Public
Law 108-458; 50 U.S.C. 1801 note) is repealed.

By Mr. LEE (for himself, Mr.
KyL, Mr. BARRASSO, Mr. BURR,
Mr. DEMINT, Mr. GRAHAM, Mr.
PAUL, Mr. RISCH, Mr. RUBIO,

Mr. THUNE, Mr. TOOMEY, Mr.
VITTER, Mr. CRAPO, and Ms.
AYOTTE):

S.J. Res. 5. A joint resolution pro-
posing an amendment to the Constitu-
tion of the United States requiring
that the Federal budget be balanced; to
the Committee on the Judiciary.

Mr. LEE. Mr. President, I ask unani-
mous consent that the text of the joint
resolution be printed in the RECORD.

There being no objection, the text of
the joint resolution was ordered to be
printed in the RECORD, as follows:

S.J. RES. b

Resolved by the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives of the United States of America in
Congress assembled (two-thirds of each House
concurring therein), That the following article
is proposed as an amendment to the Con-
stitution of the United States, which shall be
valid to all intents and purposes as part of
the Constitution when ratified by the legis-
latures of three-fourths of the several States:

¢ ARTICLE—

“SECTION 1. Total outlays for any fiscal
year shall not exceed total receipts for that
fiscal year.
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‘““SECTION 2. Total outlays shall not exceed
18 percent of the gross domestic product of
the United States for the calendar year end-
ing prior to the beginning of such fiscal year.

““SECTION 3. The Congress may provide for
suspension of the limitations imposed by sec-
tion 1 or 2 of this article for any fiscal year
for which two-thirds of the whole number of
each House shall provide, by a roll call vote,
for a specific excess of outlays over receipts
or over 18 percent of the gross domestic prod-
uct of the United States for the calendar
year ending prior to the beginning of such
fiscal year.

‘““SECTION 4. Any bill to levy a new tax or
increase the rate of any tax shall not become
law unless approved by two-thirds of the
whole number of each House of Congress by
a roll call vote.

“SECTION 5. The limit on the debt of the
United States held by the public shall not be
increased, unless two-thirds of the whole
number of each House of Congress shall pro-
vide for such an increase by a roll call vote.

‘““‘SECTION 6. Any Member of Congress shall
have standing and a cause of action to seek
judicial enforcement of this article, when au-
thorized to do so by a petition signed by one-
third of the Members of either House of Con-
gress. No court of the United States or of
any State shall order any increase in rev-
enue to enforce this article.

“SECTION 7. The Congress shall have the
power to enforce this article by appropriate
legislation.

‘“SECTION 8. Total receipts shall include all
receipts of the United States except those
derived from borrowing. Total outlays shall
include all outlays of the United States ex-
cept those for repayment of debt principal.

‘“SECTION 9. This article shall become effec-
tive beginning with the second fiscal year
commencing after its ratification by the leg-
islatures of three-fourths of the several
States.”.

SUBMITTED RESOLUTIONS

SENATE RESOLUTION 41—EX-
PRESSING THE SENSE OF THE
SENATE THAT CONGRESS

SHOULD REDUCE SPENDING BY
THE AMOUNT RESULTING FROM
THE RECENTLY ANNOUNCED
EARMARK MORATORIUM

Mr. NELSON of Nebraska submitted
the following resolution; which was re-
ferred to the Committee on the Budget:

S. RES. 41

Whereas the debt of the United States ex-
ceeds $14,000,000,000,000;

Whereas it is important for Congress to use
all tools at its disposal to address the na-
tional debt crisis;

Whereas Congress will not earmark funds
for projects requested by Members of Con-
gress; and

Whereas the earmark ban should be uti-
lized to realize actual savings: Now, there-
fore, be it

Resolved, That it is the sense of the Senate
that Congress should reduce spending by the
amount resulting from the recently an-
nounced earmark moratorium.
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SENATE RESOLUTION 42—TO CON-
STITUTE THE MAJORITY PAR-
TY'S MEMBERSHIP ON CERTAIN
COMMITTEES FOR THE ONE HUN-
DRED TWELFTH CONGRESS, OR
UNTIL THEIR SUCCESSORS ARE
CHOSEN

Mr. REID of Nevada submitted the
following resolution; which was consid-
ered and agreed to:

S. RES. 42

COMMITTEE ON AGRICULTURE, NUTRI-
TION, and FORESTRY: Ms. Stabenow
(Chairman), Mr. Leahy, Mr. Harkin, Mr.
Conrad, Mr. Baucus, Mr. Nelson (Nebraska),
Mr. Brown (Ohio), Mr. Casey, Ms. Klobuchar,
Mr. Bennet, and Mrs. Gillibrand.

COMMITTEE ON APPROPRIATIONS: Mr.
Inouye (Chairman), Mr. Leahy, Mr. Harkin,
Ms. Mikulski, Mr. Kohl, Mrs. Murray, Mrs.
Feinstein, Mr. Durbin, Mr. Johnson (South
Dakota), Ms. Landrieu, Mr. Reed, Mr. Lau-
tenberg, Mr. Nelson (Nebraska), Mr. Pryor,
Mr. Tester, and Mr. Brown (Ohio).

COMMITTEE ON ARMED SERVICES: Mr.
Levin (Chairman), Mr. Lieberman, Mr. Reed,
Mr. Akaka, Mr. Nelson (Nebraska), Mr.
Webb, Mrs. McCaskill, Mr. Udall (Colorado),
Mrs. Hagan, Mr. Begich, Mr. Manchin, Mrs.
Shaheen, Mrs. Gillibrand, and Mr.
Blumenthal.

COMMITTEE ON BANKING, HOUSING,
AND URBAN AFFAIRS: Mr. Johnson (South
Dakota) (Chairman), Mr. Reed, Mr. Schumer,
Mr. Menendez, Mr. Akaka, Mr. Brown (Ohio),
Mr. Tester, Mr. Kohl, Mr. Warner, Mr.
Merkley, Mr. Bennet, and Mrs. Hagan.

COMMITTEE ON COMMERCE, SCIENCE,
AND TRANSPORTATION: Mr. Rockefeller
(Chairman), Mr. Inouye, Mr. Kerry, Mrs.
Boxer, Mr. Nelson (Florida), Ms. Cantwell,
Mr. Lautenberg, Mr. Pryor, Mrs. McCaskill,
Ms. Klobuchar, Mr. Udall (New Mexico), Mr.
Warner, and Mr. Begich.

COMMITTEE ON ENERGY AND NAT-
URAL RESOURCES: Mr. Bingaman (Chair-
man), Mr. Wyden, Mr. Johnson (South Da-
kota), Ms. Landrieu, Ms. Cantwell, Mr. Sand-
ers, Ms. Stabenow, Mr. Udall (Colorado),
Mrs. Shaheen, Mr. Franken, Mr. Manchin,
and Mr. Coons.

COMMITTEE ON THE ENVIRONMENT
AND PUBLIC WORKS: Mrs. Boxer (Chair-
man), Mr. Baucus, Mr. Carper, Mr. Lauten-
berg, Mr. Cardin, Mr. Sanders, Mr.
Whitehouse, Mr. Udall (New Mexico), Mr.
Merkley, and Mrs. Gillibrand.

COMMITTEE ON FINANCE: Mr. Baucus
(Chairman), Mr. Rockefeller, Mr. Conrad,
Mr. Bingaman, Mr. Kerry, Mr. Wyden, Mr.
Schumer, Ms. Stabenow, Ms. Cantwell, Mr.
Nelson (Florida), Mr. Menendez, Mr. Carper,
and Mr. Cardin.

COMMITTEE ON FOREIGN RELATIONS:
Mr. Kerry (Chairman), Mrs. Boxer, Mr.
Menendez, Mr. Cardin, Mr. Casey, Mr. Webb,
Mrs. Shaheen, Mr. Coons, Mr. Durbin, and
Mr. Udall (New Mexico).

COMMITTEE ON HEALTH, EDUCATION,
LABOR, AND PENSIONS: Mr. Harkin
(Chairman), Ms. Mikulski, Mr. Bingaman,
Mrs. Murray, Mr. Sanders, Mr. Casey, Mrs.
Hagan, Mr. Merkley, Mr. Franken, Mr. Ben-
net, Mr. Whitehouse, and Mr. Blumenthal.

COMMITTEE ON HOMELAND SECURITY
AND GOVERNMENTAL AFFAIRS: Mr.
Lieberman (Chairman), Mr. Levin, Mr.
Akaka, Mr. Carper, Mr. Pryor, Ms. Landrieu,
Mrs. McCaskill, Mr. Tester, and Mr. Begich.

COMMITTEE ON THE JUDICIARY: Mr.
Leahy (Chairman), Mr. Kohl, Mrs. Feinstein,
Mr. Schumer, Mr. Durbin, Mr. Whitehouse,
Ms. Klobuchar, Mr. Franken, Mr. Coons, and
Mr. Blumenthal.

SELECT COMMITTEE ON INTEL-
LIGENCE: Mrs. Feinstein (Chairman), Mr.
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Rockefeller, Mr. Wyden, Ms. Mikulski, Mr.
Nelson (Florida), Mr. Conrad, Mr. Udall (Col-
orado), and Mr. Warner.

COMMITTEE ON THE BUDGET: Mr.
Conrad (Chairman), Mrs. Murray, Mr.
Wyden, Mr. Nelson (Florida), Ms. Stabenow,
Mr. Cardin, Mr. Sanders, Mr. Whitehouse,
Mr. Warner, Mr. Merkley, Mr. Begich, and
Mr. Coons.

COMMITTEE ON RULES AND ADMINIS-
TRATION: Mr. Schumer (Chairman), Mr.
Inouye, Mrs. Feinstein, Mr. Durbin, Mr. Nel-
son (Nebraska). Mrs. Murray, Mr. Pryor, Mr.
Udall (New Mexico), Mr. Warner, and Mr.
Leahy.

COMMITTEE ON SMALL BUSINESS AND
ENTREPRENEURSHIP: Ms. Landrieu
(Chairman), Mr. Levin, Mr. Harkin, Mr.
Kerry, Mr. Lieberman, Ms. Cantwell, Mr.
Pryor, Mr. Cardin, Mrs. Shaheen, and Mrs.
Hagan.

COMMITTEE ON VETERANS’ AFFAIRS:
Mrs. Murray (Chairman), Mr. Rockefeller,
Mr. Akaka, Mr. Sanders, Mr. Brown (Ohio),
Mr. Webb, Mr. Tester, and Mr. Begich.

SPECIAL COMMITTEE ON AGING: Mr.
Kohl (Chairman), Mr. Wyden, Mr. Nelson
(Florida), Mr. Casey, Mrs. McCaskill, Mr.
Whitehouse, Mr. Udall (Colorado), Mr. Ben-
net, Mrs. Gillibrand, Mr. Manchin, and Mr.

Blumenthal.

JOINT ECONOMIC COMMITTEE: Mr.
Casey (Chairman), Mr. Bingaman, Ms.
Klobuchar, Mr. Webb, Mr. Warner, and Mr.
Sanders.

SELECT COMMITTEE ON ETHICS: Mrs.
Boxer (Chairman), Mr. Pryor, and Mr. Brown
(Ohio).

COMMITTEE ON INDIAN AFFAIRS: Mr.
Akaka (Chairman), Mr. Inouye, Mr. Conrad,
Mr. Johnson (South Dakota), Ms. Cantwell,
Mr. Tester, Mr. Udall (New Mexico), and Mr.
Franken.

———

SENATE RESOLUTION 43—TO CON-
STITUTE THE MINORITY PAR-
TY’S MEMBERSHIP ON CERTAIN
COMMITTEES FOR THE ONE HUN-
DRED TWELFTH CONGRESS, OR
UNTIL THEIR SUCCESSORS ARE
CHOSEN

Mr. MCCONNELL submitted the fol-
lowing resolution; which was consid-
ered and agreed to:

S. RES. 43

COMMITTEE ON AGRICULTURE, NUTRI-
TION, AND FORESTRY: Mr. Roberts, Mr.
Lugar, Mr. Cochran, Mr. McConnell, Mr.
Chambliss, Mr. Johanns, Mr. Boozman, Mr.
Grassley, Mr. Thune, and Mr. Hoeven.

COMMITTEE ON APPROPRIATIONS: Mr.
Cochran, Mr. McConnell, Mr. Shelby, Mrs.
Hutchison, Mr. Alexander, Ms. Collins, Ms.
Murkowski, Mr. Graham, Mr. Kirk, Mr.
Coats, Mr. Blunt, Mr. Moran, Mr. Hoeven,
and Mr. Johnson (Wisconsin).

COMMITTEE ON ARMED SERVICES: Mr.
McCain, Mr. Inhofe, Mr. Sessions, Mr.
Chambliss, Mr. Wicker, Mr. Brown (Massa-
chusetts), Mr. Portman, Ms. Ayotte, Ms. Col-
lins, Mr. Graham, Mr. Cornyn, and Mr.
Vitter.

COMMITTEE ON BANKING, HOUSING,
AND URBAN AFFAIRS: Mr. Shelby, Mr.
Crapo, Mr. Corker, Mr. DeMint, Mr. Vitter,
Mr. Johanns, Mr. Toomey, Mr. Kirk, Mr.
Moran, and Mr. Wicker.

COMMITTEE ON COMMERCE, SCIENCE,
AND TRANSPORTATION: Mrs. Hutchison,
Ms. Snowe, Mr. Ensign, Mr. DeMint, Mr.
Thune, Mr. Wicker, Mr. Isakson, Mr. Blunt,
Mr. Boozman, Mr. Toomey, Mr. Rubio, and
Ms. Ayotte.

COMMITTEE ON ENERGY AND NAT-
URAL RESOURCES: Ms. Murkowski, Mr.
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