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(Ms. BALDWIN) was added as a cospon-
sor of S. 942, a bill to eliminate dis-
crimination and promote women’s
health and economic security by ensur-
ing reasonable workplace accommoda-
tions for workers whose ability to per-
form the functions of a job are limited
by pregnancy, childbirth, or a related
medical condition.
S. 949
At the request of Mr. JOHANNS, the
name of the Senator from Georgia (Mr.
ISAKSON) was added as a cosponsor of S.
949, a bill to amend the Truth in Lend-
ing Act to improve upon the definitions
provided for points and fees in connec-
tion with a mortgage transaction.
S. 1011
At the request of Mr. JOHANNS, the
name of the Senator from Arizona (Mr.
McCAIN) was added as a cosponsor of S.
1011, a bill to require the Secretary of
the Treasury to mint coins in com-
memoration of the centennial of Boys
Town, and for other purposes.
S. 1143
At the request of Mr. TESTER, the
name of the Senator from South Da-
kota (Mr. JOHNSON) was added as a co-
sponsor of S. 1143, a bill to amend title
XVIII of the Social Security Act with
respect to physician supervision of
therapeutic hospital outpatient serv-
ices.
S. 1158
At the request of Mr. WARNER, the
name of the Senator from South Da-
kota (Mr. JOHNSON) was added as a co-
sponsor of S. 1158, a bill to require the
Secretary of the Treasury to mint
coins commemorating the 100th anni-
versary of the establishment of the Na-
tional Park Service, and for other pur-
poses.
S. 1187
At the request of Ms. STABENOW, the
name of the Senator from Oregon (Mr.
MERKLEY) was added as a cosponsor of
S. 1187, a bill to prevent homeowners
from being forced to pay taxes on for-
given mortgage loan debt.
S. 1208
At the request of Mr. TESTER, the
name of the Senator from Montana
(Mr. BAUCUS) was added as a cosponsor
of S. 1208, a bill to require meaningful
disclosures of the terms of rental-pur-
chase agreements, including disclo-
sures of all costs to consumers under
such agreements, to provide certain
substantive rights to consumers under
such agreements, and for other pur-
poses.
S. 1262
At the request of Mr. NELSON, the
name of the Senator from Connecticut
(Mr. BLUMENTHAL) was added as a co-
sponsor of S. 1262, a bill to require the
Secretary of Veterans Affairs to estab-
lish a veterans conservation corps, and
for other purposes.
S. 1291
At the request of Mr. REED, the name
of the Senator from Oregon (Mr.
MERKLEY) was added as a cosponsor of
S. 1291, a bill to strengthen families’
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engagement in the education of their
children.
S. 1364
At the request of Mr. WYDEN, the
name of the Senator from Nevada (Mr.
HELLER) was added as a cosponsor of S.
1364, a bill to promote neutrality, im-
plicity, and fairness in the taxation of
digital goods and digital services.
S. 1419
At the request of Mr. WYDEN, the
name of the Senator from Oregon (Mr.
MERKLEY) was added as a cosponsor of
S. 1419, a bill to promote research, de-
velopment, and demonstration of ma-
rine and hydrokinetic renewable en-
ergy technologies, and for other pur-
poses.
S. 1456
At the request of Ms. AYOTTE, the
names of the Senator from Nevada (Mr.
REID) and the Senator from Alaska
(Mr. BEGICH) were added as cosponsors
of S. 1456, a bill to award the Congres-
sional Gold Medal to Shimon Peres.
S. 1462
At the request of Mr. THUNE, the
name of the Senator from New Hamp-
shire (Ms. AYOTTE) was added as a co-
sponsor of S. 1462, a bill to extend the
positive train control system imple-
mentation deadline, and for other pur-
poses.
S. 1622
At the request of Ms. HEITKAMP, the
names of the Senator from California
(Mrs. FEINSTEIN), the Senator from
Minnesota (Mr. FRANKEN) and the Sen-
ator from North Dakota (Mr. HOEVEN)
were added as cosponsors of S. 1622, a
bill to establish the Alyce Spotted Bear
and Walter Soboleff Commission on
Native Children, and for other pur-
poses.
S. 1644
At the request of Mrs. BOXER, the
names of the Senator from Virginia
(Mr. WARNER), the Senator from Min-
nesota (Ms. KLOBUCHAR) and the Sen-
ator from Indiana (Mr. DONNELLY) were
added as cosponsors of S. 1644, a bill to
amend title 10, United States Code, to
provide for preliminary hearings on al-
leged offenses under the Uniform Code
of Military Justice.
S. 1661
At the request of Mr. CRUZz, the
names of the Senator from Florida (Mr.
RUBIO) and the Senator from Texas
(Mr. COrRNYN) were added as cosponsors
of S. 1661, a bill to require the Sec-
retary of State to offer rewards of up
to $5,000,000 for information regarding
the attacks on the United States diplo-
matic mission at Benghazi, Libya that
began on September 11, 2012.
S. 1675
At the request of Mr. WHITEHOUSE,
the name of the Senator from Ohio
(Mr. PORTMAN) was added as a cospon-
sor of S. 1675, a bill to reduce recidi-
vism and increase public safety, and for
other purposes.
S. 1683
At the request of Mr. MENENDEZ, the
name of the Senator from Indiana (Mr.
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CoATs) was added as a cosponsor of S.
1683, a bill to provide for the transfer of
naval vessels to certain foreign recipi-
ents, and for other purposes.
S.J. RES. 15
At the request of Mr. CARDIN, the
name of the Senator from New Mexico
(Mr. UDpALL) was added as a cosponsor
of S.J. Res. 15, a joint resolution re-
moving the deadline for the ratifica-
tion of the equal rights amendment.
S. RES. 203
At the request of Mrs. FEINSTEIN, the
name of the Senator from Oregon (Mr.
MERKLEY) was added as a cosponsor of
S. Res. 203, a resolution expressing the
sense of the Senate regarding efforts by
the United States to resolve the
Israeli-Palestinian conflict through a
negotiated two-state solution.
S. RES. 284
At the request of Mr. RISCH, the
name of the Senator from Missouri
(Mr. BLUNT) was added as a cosponsor
of S. Res. 284, a resolution calling on
the Government of Iran to immediately
release Saeed Abedini and all other in-
dividuals detained on account of their
religious beliefs.

———————

STATEMENTS ON INTRODUCED
BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTIONS

By Mr. LEAHY (for himself, Mr.
PORTMAN, Mr. DURBIN, Ms. KLO-
BUCHAR, Mr. FRANKEN, Mr.
MURPHY, Mr. BROWN, Ms. LAN-
DRIEU, and Mr. MENENDEZ):

S. 1690. A bill to reauthorize the Sec-
ond Chance Act of 2007; to the Com-
mittee on the Judiciary.

Mr. LEAHY. Mr. President, today I
join with Senator PORTMAN to intro-
duce the bipartisan Second Chance Re-
authorization Act, a bill that builds on
recent successes and takes important
new steps to ensure that people coming
out of prison have the opportunity to
turn their lives around, rather than re-
turning to a life of crime. Investing in
community-based reentry programs
prevents crime, reduces prison costs,
improves public safety, and saves tax-
payer dollars. It is also the right thing
to do.

This important legislation improves
Federal reentry policy and funds col-
laborations between State and local
corrections agencies, nonprofits, edu-
cational institutions, service providers,
and families to ensure that former of-
fenders have the resources and support
they need to become contributing
members of the community. Our bill
also seeks to expand upon the successes
of the original Second Chance Act by
continuing, improving, and consoli-
dating its programs, while reauthor-
izing these important grant programs
at reduced levels in recognition of cur-
rent fiscal constraints.

In 2008, I joined with Senators BIDEN,
SPECTER, and BROWNBACK as an origi-
nal cosponsor of the Second Chance
Act, and helped to shepherd that legis-
lation through the Senate. I was proud
when the Senate recognized the value
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of the Second Chance Act and, after a
great deal of work and compromise,
passed the bill unanimously.

The bipartisan spirit of this legisla-
tion also continues in the House, where
today Representatives SENSENBRENNER
and DAVIS will introduce an identical
version of the Senate bill authored by
myself and Senator PORTMAN. To-
gether, we have been working hard for
the past several months to reach an
agreement that is fair, fiscally respon-
sible, and meets the needs of key
stakeholders. As a result, we have the
support of faith groups, law enforce-
ment, and community groups who pro-
vide services to the mentally ill and
those struggling with addiction. This
broad coalition has one thing in com-
mon—we all want to see our justice
system work better.

In the past few decades, Congress and
the states have passed new criminal
laws creating longer sentences for
more and more crimes. As a result, our
country currently incarcerates more
than two million people, and more than
13 million people spend some time in
jail or prison each year. This has re-
sulted in severely stretched budgets
and we have fewer resources for pro-
grams that actually prevent crime in
the first place. We cannot afford to
stay on our current path, and I am
working on separate legislation to ad-
dress the exploding costs of our Federal
prisons. The Second Chance Reauthor-
ization Act helps support innovative
reentry programs at the state and local
level which have brought down costs
and reduced recidivism, and the federal
system should replicate these efforts.

More than 650,000 ex-offenders are re-
leased from prison each year. The expe-
rience inmates have in prison, how we
prepare them to rejoin society, and
how we integrate them into the broad-
er community when they are released
are issues that profoundly affect the
communities in which we live.

The Second Chance Act funds grants
for key reentry programs and requires
that these programs demonstrate
measurable positive results, including
a reduction in recidivism.

The Second Chance Act of 2008 au-
thorized research into educational
methods used in prisons and jails. To-
day’s reauthorization bill directs the
Attorney General to review that re-
search, identify best practices, and im-
plement them in our prisons and jails.

The bill also makes nonprofit organi-
zations eligible for grants promoting
family-based substance abuse treat-
ment and training in technology ca-
reers. It gives priority consideration to
applicants that conduct individualized
post-release employment planning,
demonstrate connections to employers
within the local community, or track
and monitor employment outcomes.

This legislation also makes improve-
ments to federal reentry policy that
have the added benefit of reducing Bu-
reau of Prison costs. It continues the
successful Elderly and Family Reunifi-
cation for Certain Non-Violent Offend-
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ers Pilot Program and expands the pool
of inmates eligible to apply for the pro-
gram.

Finally, the Second Chance Reau-
thorization Act promotes account-
ability by requiring periodic audits of
grantees to ensure that federal dollars
are spent responsibly. Grantees who
have unresolved audit problems will
not be eligible for funding in future
years.

As a former prosecutor, I believe
strongly in securing tough and appro-
priate prison sentences for people who
break our laws. But it is also impor-
tant that we do everything we can to
ensure that when people get out of
prison, they enter our communities as
productive members of society, so we
can start to reverse the dangerous
cycle of recidivism and violence. The
Second Chance Reauthorization Act
helps break this cycle.

I thank Senator PORTMAN, Represent-
ative SENSENBRENNER, and Representa-
tive DAVIS for their hard work and co-
operation in leading these efforts. We
have come together in a truly excep-
tional way in this bipartisan, bi-
cameral effort. I am proud of the work
we have done so far and I look forward
to joining with Democrats and Repub-
licans to get this bill passed and signed
into law.

Mr. President, President, I ask unan-
imous 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. 1690

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
Chance Reauthorization Act of 2013”’.
SEC. 2. IMPROVEMENTS TO EXISTING PRO-

GRAMS.

(a) REAUTHORIZATION OF ADULT AND JUVE-
NILE OFFENDER STATE AND LOCAL DEM-
ONSTRATION PROJECTS.—Section 2976 of title I
of the Omnibus Crime Control and Safe
Streets Act of 1968 (42 U.S.C. 3797Tw) is
amended—

(1) by striking subsection (a) and inserting
the following:

‘“‘(a) GRANT AUTHORIZATION.—The Attorney
General shall make grants to States, local
governments, territories, or Indian tribes, or
any combination thereof (in this section re-
ferred to as an ‘eligible entity’), in partner-
ship with interested persons (including Fed-
eral corrections and supervision agencies),
services providers, and nonprofit organiza-
tions for the purpose of strategic planning
and implementation of adult and juvenile of-
fender reentry projects.’’;

(2) in subsection (b)—

(A) in paragraph (3), by inserting ‘‘or re-
entry courts,” after ‘‘community,’’;

(B) in paragraph (6), by striking ‘‘and” at
the end;

(C) in paragraph (7), by striking the period
at the end and inserting ‘‘; and’’; and

(D) by adding at the end the following:

‘(8) promoting employment opportunities
consistent with the Transitional Jobs strat-
egy (as defined in section 4 of the Second
Chance Act of 2007 (42 U.S.C. 17502)).”";

(3) by striking subsections (d), (e), and (f)
and inserting the following:

‘“‘Second
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“(d) COMBINED GRANT APPLICATION; PRI-
ORITY CONSIDERATION.—

‘(1) IN GENERAL.—The Attorney General
shall develop a procedure to allow applicants
to submit a single application for a planning
grant under subsection (e) and an implemen-
tation grant under subsection (f).

‘“(2) PRIORITY CONSIDERATION.—The Attor-
ney General shall give priority consideration
to grant applications under subsections (e)
and (f) that include a commitment by the ap-
plicant to partner with a local evaluator to
identify and analyze data that will—

‘“(A) enable the grantee to target the in-
tended offender population; and

‘“(B) serve as a baseline for purposes of the
evaluation.

‘‘(e) PLANNING GRANTS.—

‘(1) IN GENERAL.—Except as provided in
paragraph (3), the Attorney General may
make a grant to an eligible entity of not
more than $75,000 to develop a strategic, col-
laborative plan for an adult or juvenile of-
fender reentry demonstration project as de-
scribed in subsection (h) that includes—

‘“(A) a budget and a budget justification;

‘‘(B) a description of the outcome measures
that will be used to measure the effective-
ness of the program in promoting public
safety and public health;

‘(C) the activities proposed;

‘(D) a schedule for completion of the ac-
tivities described in subparagraph (C); and

‘“(E) a description of the personnel nec-
essary to complete the activities described
in subparagraph (C).

‘(2) MAXIMUM TOTAL GRANTS AND GEO-
GRAPHIC DIVERSITY.—

“(A) MAXIMUM AMOUNT.—The Attorney
General may not make planning grants and
implementation grants to 1 eligible entity in
a total amount that is more than a $1,000,000.

‘(B) GEOGRAPHIC DIVERSITY.—The Attorney
General shall make every effort to ensure eq-
uitable geographic distribution of grants
under this section and take into consider-
ation the needs of underserved populations,
including rural and tribal communities.

‘“(3) PERIOD OF GRANT.—A planning grant
made under this subsection shall be for a pe-
riod of not longer than 1 year, beginning on
the first day of the month in which the plan-
ning grant is made.

¢“(f) IMPLEMENTATION GRANTS.—

‘(1) APPLICATIONS.—An eligible entity de-
siring an implementation grant under this
subsection shall submit to the Attorney Gen-
eral an application that—

‘““(A) contains a reentry strategic plan as
described in subsection (h), which describes
the long-term strategy and incorporates a
detailed implementation schedule, including
the plans of the applicant to fund the pro-
gram after Federal funding is discontinued;

‘(B) identifies the local government role
and the role of governmental agencies and
nonprofit organizations that will be coordi-
nated by, and that will collaborate on, the
offender reentry strategy of the applicant,
and certifies the involvement of such agen-
cies and organizations;

‘(C) describes the evidence-based method-
ology and outcome measures that will be
used to evaluate the program funded with a
grant under this subsection, and specifically
explains how such measurements will pro-
vide valid measures of the impact of that
program; and

‘(D) describes how the project could be
broadly replicated if demonstrated to be ef-
fective.

‘(2) REQUIREMENTS.—The Attorney General
may make a grant to an applicant under this
subsection only if the application—

““(A) reflects explicit support of the chief
executive officer, or their designee, of the
State, unit of local government, territory, or
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Indian tribe applying for a grant under this
subsection;

‘“(B) provides extensive discussion of the
role of Federal corrections, State corrections
departments, community corrections agen-
cies, juvenile justice systems, and tribal or
local jail systems in ensuring successful re-
entry of offenders into their communities;

‘(C) provides extensive evidence of collabo-
ration with State and local government
agencies overseeing health, housing, child
welfare, education, substance abuse, victims
services, and employment services, and with
local law enforcement agencies;

‘(D) provides a plan for analysis of the
statutory, regulatory, rules-based, and prac-
tice-based hurdles to reintegration of offend-
ers into the community;

‘(E) includes the use of a State, local, ter-
ritorial, or tribal task force, described in
subsection (i), to carry out the activities
funded under the grant;

““(F') provides a plan for continued collabo-
ration with a local evaluator as necessary to
meeting the requirements under subsection
(h); and

‘“(G) demonstrates that the applicant par-
ticipated in the planning grant process or en-
gaged in comparable planning for the reentry
project.

¢“(3) PRIORITY CONSIDERATIONS.—The Attor-
ney General shall give priority to grant ap-
plications under this subsection that best—

‘“(A) focus initiative on geographic areas
with a disproportionate population of offend-
ers released from prisons, jails, and juvenile
facilities;

“(B) include—

‘(i) input from nonprofit organizations, in
any case where relevant input is available
and appropriate to the grant application;

‘(i) consultation with crime victims and
offenders who are released from prisons,
jails, and juvenile facilities;

‘“(iii) coordination with families of offend-
ers;

‘(iv) input, where appropriate, from the ju-
venile justice coordinating council of the re-
gion;

“(v) input, where appropriate, from the re-
entry coordinating council of the region; and

‘‘(vi) other interested persons, as appro-
priate;

‘(C) demonstrate effective case assessment
and management abilities in order to provide
comprehensive and continuous reentry, in-
cluding—

‘(i) planning for prerelease transitional
housing and community release that begins
upon admission for juveniles and jail in-
mates, and, as appropriate, for prison in-
mates, depending on the length of the sen-
tence;

‘‘(ii) establishing prerelease planning pro-
cedures to ensure that the eligibility of an
offender for Federal, tribal, or State benefits
upon release is established prior to release,
subject to any limitations in law, and to en-
sure that offenders obtain all necessary re-
ferrals for reentry services, including assist-
ance identifying and securing suitable hous-
ing; and

‘‘(iii) delivery of continuous and appro-
priate mental health services, drug treat-
ment, medical care, job training and place-
ment, educational services, vocational serv-
ices, and any other service or support needed
for reentry;

‘(D) review the process by which the appli-
cant adjudicates violations of parole, proba-
tion, or supervision following release from
prison, jail, or a juvenile facility, taking
into account public safety and the use of
graduated, community-based sanctions for
minor and technical violations of parole,
probation, or supervision (specifically those
violations that are not otherwise, and inde-
pendently, a violation of law);
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‘‘(E) provide for an independent evaluation
of reentry programs that include, to the
maximum extent possible, random assign-
ment and controlled studies to determine the
effectiveness of such programs;

‘“(F) target moderate and high-risk offend-
ers for reentry programs through validated
assessment tools; and

‘“(G) target offenders with histories of
homelessness, substance abuse, or mental ill-
ness, including a prerelease assessment of
the housing status of the offender and behav-
ioral health needs of the offender with clear
coordination with mental health, substance
abuse, and homelessness services systems to
achieve stable and permanent housing out-
comes with appropriate support service.

‘“(4) AMOUNT.—The amount of a grant made
under this subsection may not be more than
$925,000.

‘“(5) PERIOD OF GRANT.—A grant made
under this subsection shall be effective for a
2-year period—

““(A) beginning on the date on which the
planning grant awarded under subsection (e)
concludes; or

‘“(B) in the case of an implementation
grant awarded to an eligible entity that did
not receive a planning grant, beginning on
the date on which the implementation grant
is awarded.”’;

(4) in subsection (h)—

(A) by redesignating paragraphs (2) and (3)
as paragraphs (3) and (4), respectively; and

(B) by striking paragraph (1) and inserting
the following:

‘(1) IN GENERAL.—As a condition of receiv-
ing financial assistance under subsection (f),
each application shall develop a comprehen-
sive reentry strategic plan that—

‘““(A) contains a plan to assess inmate re-
entry needs and measurable annual and 3-
year performance outcomes;

‘“(B) uses, to the maximum extent possible,
randomly assigned and controlled studies, or
rigorous quasi-experimental studies with
matched comparison groups, to determine
the effectiveness of the program funded with
a grant under subsection (f); and

“(C) includes as a goal of the plan to re-
duce the rate of recidivism for offenders re-
leased from prison, jail or a juvenile facility
with funds made available under subsection
(f).

“(2) LOCAL EVALUATOR.—A partnership
with a local evaluator described in sub-
section (d)(2) shall require the local eval-
uator to use the baseline data and target
population characteristics developed under a
subsection (e) planning grant to derive a fea-
sible and meaningful target goal for recidi-
vism reduction during the 3-year period be-
ginning on the date of implementation of the
program.’’;

(5) in subsection (i)(1)—

(A) in the matter preceding subparagraph
(A), by striking ‘‘under this section” and in-
serting ‘‘under subsection (f)”’; and

(B) in subparagraph (B), by striking ‘‘sub-
section (e)(4)”’ and inserting ‘‘subsection
H@D);

(6) in subsection (j)—

(A) in paragraph (1), by inserting ‘‘for an
implementation grant under subsection (f)”’
after ‘‘applicant’;

(B) in paragraph (2)—

(i) in subparagraph (E), by inserting °‘,
where appropriate’ after ‘‘support’; and

(ii) by striking subparagraphs (F), (G), and
(H), and inserting the following:

‘(F) increased number of staff trained to
administer reentry services;

‘(G) increased proportion of individuals
served by the program among those eligible
to receive services;

‘“(H) increased number of individuals re-
ceiving risk screening needs assessment, and
case planning services;
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“(I) increased enrollment in, and comple-
tion of treatment services, including sub-
stance abuse and mental health services
among those assessed as needing such serv-
ices;

“(J) increased enrollment in and degrees
earned from educational programs, including
high school, GED, vocational training, and
college education;

‘“(K) increased number of individuals ob-
taining and retaining employment;

‘(L) increased number of individuals ob-
taining and maintaining housing;

‘(M) increased self-reports of successful
community living, including stability of liv-
ing situation and positive family relation-
ships;

‘(N) reduction in drug and alcohol use; and

‘(0) reduction in recidivism rates for indi-
viduals receiving reentry services after re-
lease, as compared to either baseline recidi-
vism rates in the jurisdiction of the grantee
or recidivism rates of the control or com-
parison group.’’;

(C) in paragraph (3), by striking ‘‘facili-
ties.” and inserting ‘‘facilities, including a
cost-benefit analysis to determine the cost
effectiveness of the reentry program.”’;

(D) in paragraph (4), by striking ‘‘this sec-
tion” and inserting ‘‘subsection (f)’’; and

(E) in paragraph (5), by striking ‘‘this sec-
tion” and inserting ‘‘subsection (f)’’;

(7) in subsection (k)(1), by striking ‘‘this
section’ each place the term appears and in-
serting ‘‘subsection (f)’’;

(8) in subsection (1)—

(A) in paragraph (2), by inserting ‘‘begin-
ning on the date on which the most recent
implementation grant is made to the grantee
under subsection (f)’ after ‘‘2-year period’’;
and

(B) in paragraph (4), by striking ‘‘over a 2-
year period” and inserting ‘‘during the 2-
year period described in paragraph (2)’’;

(9) in subsection (0)(1), by striking ‘‘appro-
priated” and all that follows and inserting
the following: ‘‘appropriated $35,000,000 for
each of fiscal years 2014 through 2018.”’; and

(10) by adding at the end the following:

“‘(p) DEFINITION.—In this section, the term
‘reentry court’ means a program that—

‘(1) monitors juvenile and adult eligible
offenders reentering the community;

“(2) provides continual judicial
vision;

‘“(3) provides juvenile and adult eligible of-
fenders reentering the community with co-
ordinated and comprehensive reentry serv-
ices and programs, such as—

““(A) drug and alcohol testing and assess-
ment for treatment;

‘(B) assessment for substance abuse from a
substance abuse professional who is approved
by the State or Indian tribe and licensed by
the appropriate entity to provide alcohol and
drug addiction treatment, as appropriate;

“‘(C) substance abuse treatment from a pro-
vider that is approved by the State or Indian
tribe, and licensed, if necessary, to provide
medical and other health services;

‘(D) health (including mental health) serv-
ices and assessment;

‘“(E) aftercare and case management serv-
ices that—

‘(i) facilitate access to clinical care and
related health services; and

‘“(ii) coordinate with such clinical care and
related health services; and

“(F) any other services needed for reentry;

‘“(4) convenes community impact panels,
victim impact panels, or victim impact edu-
cational classes;

‘() provides and coordinates the delivery
of community services to juvenile and adult
eligible offenders, including—

‘“(A) housing assistance;

‘(B) education;

“(C) job training;

super-
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‘(D) conflict resolution skills training;

‘“(E) batterer intervention programs; and

‘“(F) other appropriate social services; and

‘(6) establishes and implements graduated
sanctions and incentives.”.

(b) GRANTS FOR FAMILY-BASED SUBSTANCE
ABUSE TREATMENT.—Part DD of title I of the
Omnibus Crime Control and Safe Streets Act
of 1968 (42 U.S.C. 3797s et seq.) is amended—

(1) in section 2921 (42 U.S.C. 3797s), in the
matter preceding paragraph (1), by inserting
“nonprofit organizations,” before ‘‘and In-
dian’’;

(2) in section 2923 (42 U.S.C. 3797s-2), by
adding at the end the following:

‘‘(c) PRIORITY CONSIDERATIONS.—The Attor-
ney General shall give priority consideration
to grant applications for grants under sec-
tion 2921 that are submitted by a nonprofit
organization that demonstrates a relation-
ship with State and local criminal justice
agencies, including—

‘(1) within the judiciary and prosecutorial
agencies; or

‘“(2) with the local corrections agencies,
which shall be documented by a written
agreement that details the terms of access to
facilities and participants and provides in-
formation on the history of the organization
of working with correctional populations.”;
and

(3) by striking section 2926(a) (42 U.S.C.
3797s-5(a)), and inserting the following:

‘‘(a) IN GENERAL.—There are authorized to
be appropriated to carry out this part
$10,000,000 for each of fiscal years 2014
through 2018.”.

(¢c) GRANT PROGRAM TO EVALUATE AND IM-
PROVE EDUCATIONAL METHODS AT PRISONS,
JAILS, AND JUVENILE FACILITIES.—Title I of
the Omnibus Crime Control and Safe Streets
Act of 1968 (42 U.S.C. 3711 et seq.) is amend-
ed—

(1) by redesignating part KK (42 U.S.C.
3797ee et seq.) as part LL;

(2) by redesignating the second part des-
ignated as part JJ, as added by the Second
Chance Act of 2007 (Public Law 110-199; 122
Stat. 677), relating to grants to evaluate and
improve educational methods, as part KK;

(3) by redesignating the second section des-
ignated as section 3001 and section 3002 (42
U.S.C. 3797dd and 3797dd-1), as added by the
Second Chance Act of 2007 (Public Law 110-
199; 122 Stat. 677), relating to grants to evalu-
ate and improve educational methods, as
sections 3005 and 3006, respectively;

(4) in section 3005, as so redesignated—

(A) in subsection (a)—

(i) in paragraph (2), by striking ‘‘and” at
the end;

(ii) in paragraph (3), by striking the period
at the end and inserting ‘‘; and’’; and

(iii) by adding at the end the following:

‘“(4) implement methods to improve aca-
demic and vocational education for offenders
in prisons, jails, and juvenile facilities con-
sistent with the best practices identified in
subsection (c).”’;

(B) by redesignating subsection (c) as sub-
section (d); and

(C) by inserting after subsection (b), the
following:

‘‘(c) BEST PRACTICES.—Not later than 180
days after the date of enactment of the Sec-
ond Chance Reauthorization Act of 2013, the
Attorney General shall identify and publish
best practices relating to academic and voca-
tional education for offenders in prisons,
jails, and juvenile facilities. The best prac-
tices shall consider the evaluations per-
formed and recommendations made under
grants made under subsection (a) before the
date of enactment of the Second Chance Re-
authorization Act of 2013.”’; and

(5) in section 3006, as so redesignated, by
striking ‘“‘to carry’” and all that follows
through ‘2010’ and inserting ‘‘for each of fis-
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cal years 2014, 2015, 2016, 2017, and 2018 for
grants for purposes described in section
3005(a)(4)”.

(d) CAREERS TRAINING DEMONSTRATION
GRANTS.—Section 115 of the Second Chance
Act of 2007 (42 U.S.C. 17511) is amended—

(1) in subsection (a)—

(A) by striking ‘““and Indian’ and inserting
‘“‘nonprofit organizations, and Indian’’; and

(B) by striking ‘‘technology career training
to prisoners’ and inserting ‘‘career training,
including subsidized employment, when part
of a training program, to prisoners and reen-
tering youth and adults’;

(2) in subsection (b)—

(A) by striking ‘‘technology careers train-
ing”’;

(B) by striking ‘‘technology-based’’; and

(C) by inserting ‘‘, as well as upon transi-
tion and reentry into the community’ after
“facility”’;

(3) by striking subsections (c) and (e);

(4) by inserting after subsection (b) the fol-
lowing:

“(c) PRIORITY CONSIDERATION.—Priority
consideration shall be given to any applica-
tion under this section that—

‘(1) provides assessment of local demand
for employees in the geographic areas to
which offenders are likely to return;

‘“(2) conducts individualized reentry career
planning upon the start of incarceration or
post-release employment planning for each
offender served under the grant;

‘(3) demonstrates connections to employ-
ers within the local community; or

‘“(4) tracks and monitors employment out-
comes.”’; and

(5) by adding at the end the following:

‘‘(e) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.—
There are authorized to be appropriated to
carry out this section $10,000,000 for each of
fiscal years 2014, 2015, 2016, 2017, and 2018.”".

(e) OFFENDER REENTRY SUBSTANCE ABUSE
AND CRIMINAL JUSTICE COLLABORATION PRO-
GRAM.—Section 201(f)(1) of the Second
Chance Act of 2007 (42 U.S.C. 17521(f)(1)) is
amended to read as follows:

‘(1) IN GENERAL.—There are authorized to
be appropriated to carry out this section
$15,000,000 for each of fiscal years 2014
through 2018.”".

(f) COMMUNITY-BASED MENTORING  AND
TRANSITIONAL SERVICE GRANTS TO NONPROFIT
ORGANIZATIONS.—

(1) IN GENERAL.—Section 211 of the Second
Chance Act of 2007 (42 U.S.C. 17531) is amend-
ed—

(A) in the header, by striking ‘MEN-
TORING GRANTS TO NONPROFIT ORGANI-
ZATIONS” and inserting ‘“COMMUNITY-
BASED MENTORING AND TRANSITIONAL
SERVICE GRANTS TO NONPROFIT ORGA-
NIZATIONS’;

(B) in subsection (a), by striking ‘‘men-
toring and other’’;

(C) in subsection (b), by striking paragraph
(2) and inserting the following:

“(2) transitional services to assist in the
reintegration of offenders into the commu-
nity, including—

‘‘(A) educational, literacy, and vocational,
services and the Transitional Jobs strategy;

‘(B) substance abuse treatment and serv-
ices;

‘“(C) coordinated supervision and com-
prehensive services for offenders, including
housing and mental and physical health
care;

‘(D) family services; and

‘‘(E) validated assessment tools to assess
the risk factors of returning inmates; and’’;
and

(D) in subsection (f), by striking ‘‘this sec-
tion”” and all that follows and inserting the
following: ‘‘this section $15,000,000 for fiscal
yvears 2014 through 2018.”".
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(2) TABLE OF CONTENTS AMENDMENT.—The
table of contents in section 2 of the Second
Chance Act of 2007 (42 U.S.C. 17501 note) is
amended by striking the item relating to
section 211 and inserting the following:

“Sec. 211. Community-based mentoring and
transitional service grants.”.

(g) DEFINITIONS.—

(1) IN GENERAL.—Section 4 of the Second
Chance Act of 2007 (42 U.S.C. 17502) is amend-
ed to read as follows:

“SEC. 4. DEFINITIONS.

“In this Act—

‘(1) the term ‘exoneree’ means an indi-
vidual who—

‘“(A) has been convicted of a Federal, trib-
al, or State offense that is punishable by a
term of imprisonment of more than 1 year;

‘(B) has served a term of imprisonment for
not less than 6 months in a Federal, tribal,
or State prison or correctional facility as a
result of the conviction described in subpara-
graph (A); and

‘(C) has been determined to be factually
innocent of the offense described in subpara-
graph (A);

‘(2) the term ‘Indian tribe’ has the mean-
ing given in section 901 of the Omnibus
Crime Control and Safe Streets Act of 1968
(42 U.S.C. 3191);

‘“(3) the term
exoneree; and

‘“(4) the term ‘Transitional Jobs strategy’
means an employment strategy for youth
and adults who are chronically unemployed
or those that have barriers to employment
that—

““(A) is conducted by State, tribal, and
local governments, State, tribal, and local
workforce boards, and nonprofit organiza-
tions;

‘(B) provides time-limited employment
using individual placements, team place-
ments, and social enterprise placements,
without displacing existing employees;

‘(C) pays wages in accordance with appli-
cable law, but in no event less than the high-
er of the rate specified in section 6(a)(1) of
the Fair Labor Standards Act of 1938 (29
U.S.C. 206(a)(1)) or the applicable State or
local minimum wage law, which are sub-
sidized, in whole or in part, by public funds;

‘(D) combines time-limited employment
with activities that promote skill develop-
ment, remove barriers to employment, and
lead to unsubsidized employment such as a
thorough orientation and individual assess-
ment, job readiness and life skills training,
case management and supportive services,
adult education and training, child support-
related services, job retention support and
incentives, and other similar activities;

‘““(E) places participants into unsubsidized
employment; and

‘“(F) provides job retention, re-employment
services, and continuing and vocational edu-
cation to ensure continuing participation in
unsubsidized employment and identification
of opportunities for advancement.”’.

(2) TABLE OF CONTENTS AMENDMENT.—The
table of contents in section 2 of the Second
Chance Act of 2007 (42 U.S.C. 17501 note) is
amended by striking the item relating to
section 4 and inserting the following:

‘“‘Sec. 4. Definitions.”.

(h) EXTENSION OF THE LENGTH OF SECTION
2976 GRANTS.—Section 6(1) of the Second
Chance Act of 2007 (42 U.S.C. 17504(1)) is
amended by inserting ‘‘or under section 2976
of the Omnibus Crime Control and Safe
Streets Act of 1968 (42 U.S.C. 3797w)”’ after
“and 212”.

SEC. 3. AUDIT AND ACCOUNTABILITY OF GRANT-
EES.

(a) DEFINITION.—In this section, the term

“unresolved audit finding” means an audit

‘offender’ includes an
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report finding or recommendation that a
grantee has used grant funds for an unau-
thorized expenditure or otherwise unallow-
able cost that is not closed or resolved dur-
ing a 1-year period beginning on the date of
an initial notification of the finding or rec-
ommendation.

(b) AUDIT REQUIREMENT.—Beginning in fis-
cal year 2013, and every 3 years thereafter,
the Inspector General of the Department of
Justice shall conduct an audit of not less
than 5 percent of all grantees that are
awarded funding under—

(1) section 2976(b) of title I of the Omnibus
Crime Control and Safe Streets Act of 1968
(42 U.S.C. 37197Tw(b));

(2) part CC of title I of the Omnibus Crime
Control and Safe Streets Act of 1968 (42
U.S.C. 38797q et seq.), as amended by this Act;

(3) part DD of title I of the Omnibus Crime
Control and Safe Streets Act of 1968 (42
U.S.C. 3797s et seq.);

(4) part JJ of title I of the Omnibus Crime
Control and Safe Streets Act of 1968 (42
U.S.C. 3797dd et seq.); or

(5) section 115, 201, or 211 of the Second
Chance Act of 2007 (42 U.S.C. 17511, 17521, and
17531).

(c) MANDATORY EXCLUSION.—A grantee that
is found to have an unresolved audit finding
under an audit conducted under subsection
(b) may not receive grant funds under the
grant programs described in paragraphs (1)
through (5) of subsection (b) in the fiscal
year following the fiscal year to which the
finding relates.

(d) PRIORITY OF GRANT AWARDS.—The At-
torney General, in awarding grants under
the programs described in paragraphs (1)
through (5) of subsection (b) shall give pri-
ority to eligible entities that during the 2-
year period preceding the application for a
grant have not been found to have an unre-
solved audit finding.

SEC. 4. FEDERAL REENTRY IMPROVEMENTS.

(a) RESPONSIBLE REINTEGRATION OF OF-
FENDERS.—Section 212 of the Second Chance
Act of 2007 (42 U.S.C. 175632) is repealed.

(b) FEDERAL PRISONER REENTRY INITIA-
TIVE.—Section 231 of the Second Chance Act
of 2007 (42 U.S.C. 17541) is amended—

(1) in subsection (g)—

(A) in paragraph (3), by striking ‘‘carried
out during fiscal years 2009 and 2010’ and in-
serting ‘‘carried out during fiscal years 2014
through 2018’’; and

(B) in paragraph (5)(A)—

(i) in clause (i), by striking ‘65 years’ and
inserting ‘60 years’’; and

(ii) in clause (ii), by striking ‘‘or 75 per-
cent’ and inserting ‘‘or 25”’;

(2) by striking subsection (h);

(3) by redesignating subsection (i) as sub-
section (h); and

(4) in subsection (h), as so redesignated, by
striking ‘2009 and 2010’ and inserting ‘2014
through 2018.

(c) ENHANCING REPORTING REQUIREMENTS
PERTAINING TO COMMUNITY CORRECTIONS.—
Section 3624(c) of title 18, United States
Code, is amended—

(1) in paragraph (5), in the second sentence,
by inserting ‘‘, and number of prisoners not
being placed in community corrections fa-
cilities for each reason set forth’ before °°,
and any other information’’; and

(2) in paragraph (6), by striking ‘‘the Sec-
ond Chance Act of 2007 and inserting ‘‘the
Second Chance Reauthorization Act of 2013,

(d) TERMINATION OF STUDY ON EFFECTIVE-
NESS OF DEPOT NALTREXONE FOR HEROIN AD-
DICTION.—Section 244 of the Second Chance
Act of 2007 (42 U.S.C. 17554) is repealed.

(e) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS FOR
RESEARCH.—Section 245 of the Second
Chance Act of 2007 (42 U.S.C. 17555) is amend-
ed—
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(1) by striking ‘243, and 244"’ and inserting
“‘and 243”’; and

(2) by striking ‘“$10,000,000 for each of the
fiscal years 2009 and 20107 and inserting
€‘$5,000,000 for each of the fiscal years 2014,
2015, 2016, 2017, and 2018”°.

(f) FEDERAL PRISONER RECIDIVISM REDUC-
TION PROGRAMMING ENHANCEMENT.—

(1) IN GENERAL.—Section 3621 of title 18,
United States Code, is amended—

(A) by redesignating subsection (g) as sub-
section (h); and

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

‘(g) PARTNERSHIPS TO EXPAND ACCESS TO
REENTRY PROGRAMS PROVEN TO REDUCE RE-
CIDIVISM.—

‘(1) DEFINITION.—The term ‘demonstrated
to reduce recidivism’ means that the Direc-
tor of Bureau of Prisons has determined that
appropriate research has been conducted and
has validated the effectiveness of the type of
program on recidivism.

¢(2) ELIGIBILITY FOR RECIDIVISM REDUCTION
PARTNERSHIP.—A faith-based or community-
based nonprofit organization that provides
mentoring or other programs that have been
demonstrated to reduce recidivism is eligible
to enter into a recidivism reduction partner-
ship with a prison or community-based facil-
ity operated by the Bureau of Prisons.

‘“(3) RECIDIVISM REDUCTION PARTNERSHIPS.—
The Director of the Bureau of Prisons shall
develop policies to require wardens of pris-
ons and community-based facilities to enter
into recidivism reduction partnerships with
faith-based and community-based nonprofit
organizations that are willing to provide, on
a volunteer basis, programs described in
paragraph (2).

‘‘(4) REPORTING REQUIREMENT.—The Direc-
tor of the Bureau of Prisons shall submit to
Congress an annual report on the last day of
each fiscal year that—

‘“(A) details, for each prison and commu-
nity-based facility for the fiscal year just
ended—

‘“(i) the number of recidivism reduction
partnerships under this section that were in
effect;

‘“(ii) the number of volunteers that pro-
vided recidivism reduction programming;
and

‘(iii) the number of recidivism reduction
programming hours provided; and

‘(B) explains any disparities between fa-
cilities in the numbers reported under sub-
paragraph (A).”.

(2) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments
made by paragraph (1) shall take effect 180
days after the date of enactment of this Act.

(2) REPEALS.—

(1) Section 2978 of title I of the Omnibus
Crime Control and Safe Streets Act of 1968
(42 U.S.C. 379Tw—2) is repealed.

(2) Part CC of title I of the Omnibus Crime
Control and Safe Streets Act of 1968 (42
U.S.C. 3797q et seq.) is repealed.

SEC. 5. TASK FORCE ON FEDERAL PROGRAMS
AND ACTIVITIES RELATING TO RE-
ENTRY OF OFFENDERS.

(a) TASK FORCE REQUIRED.—The Attorney
General, in consultation with the Secretary
of Housing and Urban Development, the Sec-
retary of Labor, the Secretary of Education,
the Secretary of Health and Human Services,
the Secretary of Veterans Affairs, the Sec-
retary of Agriculture, and the heads of such
other agencies of the Federal Government as
the Attorney General considers appropriate,
and in collaboration with interested persons,
service providers, nonprofit organizations,
States, tribal, and local governments, shall
establish an interagency task force on Fed-
eral programs and activities relating to the
reentry of offenders into the community (re-
ferred to in this section as the ‘Task
Force”).
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(b) DuTIES.—The Task Force shall—

(1) identify such programs and activities
that may be resulting in overlap or duplica-
tion of services, the scope of such overlap or
duplication, and the relationship of such
overlap and duplication to public safety,
public health, and effectiveness and effi-
ciency;

(2) identify methods to improve collabora-
tion and coordination of such programs and
activities;

(3) identify areas of responsibility in which
improved collaboration and coordination of
such programs and activities would result in
increased effectiveness or efficiency;

(4) develop innovative interagency or
intergovernmental programs, activities, or
procedures that would improve outcomes of
reentering offenders and children of offend-
ers;

(5) develop methods for increasing regular
communication among agencies that would
increase interagency program effectiveness;

(6) identify areas of research that can be
coordinated across agencies with an empha-
sis on applying evidence-based practices to
support, treatment, and intervention pro-
grams for reentering offenders;

(7) identify funding areas that should be
coordinated across agencies and any gaps in
funding; and

(8) in collaboration with the National
Adult and Juvenile Offender Reentry Re-
sources Center, identify successful programs
currently operating and collect best prac-
tices in offender reentry from demonstration
grantees and other agencies and organiza-
tions, determine the extent to which such
programs and practices can be replicated,
and make information on such programs and
practices available to States, localities, non-
profit organizations, and others.

(¢) REPORT.—

(1) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 1 year after
the date of the enactment of this Act, the
Task Force shall submit a report, including
recommendations, to Congress on barriers to
reentry.

(2) CONTENTS.—The report required under
paragraph (1) shall identify Federal and
other barriers to successful reentry of of-
fenders into the community and analyze the
effects of such barriers on offenders and on
children and other family members of offend-
ers, including—

(A) admissions and evictions from Federal
housing programs;

(B) child support obligations and proce-
dures;

(C) Social Security benefits, veterans bene-
fits, food stamps, and other forms of Federal
public assistance;

(D) Medicaid Program and Medicare Pro-
gram procedures, requirements, regulations,
and guidelines;

(E) education programs, financial assist-
ance, and full civic participation;

(F) Temporary Assistance for Needy Fami-
lies program funding criteria and other wel-
fare benefits;

(G) employment and training;

(H) reentry procedures, case planning, and
transitions of persons from the custody of
the Federal Bureau of Prisons to a Federal
parole or probation program or community
corrections;

(I) laws, regulations, rules, and practices
that may require a parolee to return to the
same county that they were living in before
their arrest and therefore prevent offenders
from changing their setting upon release;
and

(J) trying to establish pre-release planning
procedures for prisoners to ensure that a
prisoner’s eligibility for Federal or State
benefits (including Medicaid, Medicare, So-
cial Security and veterans benefits) upon re-
lease is established prior to release, subject
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to any limitations in law, and to ensure that
prisoners are provided with referrals to ap-
propriate social and health services or are
referred to appropriate nonprofit organiza-
tions.

(d) UPDATED REPORTS.—On an annual basis,
the Task Force shall submit to Congress an
updated report on the activities of the Task
Force, including specific recommendations
on issues described in subsections (b) and (c).

By Mr. HARKIN (for himself and
Mr. HELLER):

S. 1694. A bill to amend the Internal
Revenue Code of 1986 to allow a credit
against income tax for the purchase of
hearing aids; to the Committee on Fi-
nance.

Mr. HARKIN. 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. 1694

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 ‘‘Hearing Aid
Assistance Tax Credit Act”.

SEC. 2. CREDIT FOR HEARING AIDS.

(a) IN GENERAL.—Subpart A of part IV of
subchapter A of chapter 1 of the Internal
Revenue Code of 1986 (relating to nonrefund-
able personal credits) is amended by insert-
ing after section 25D the following new sec-
tion:

“SEC. 25E. CREDIT FOR HEARING AIDS.

‘‘(a) ALLOWANCE OF CREDIT.—In the case of
an individual, there shall be allowed as a
credit against the tax imposed by this chap-
ter an amount equal to the amount paid dur-
ing the taxable year, not compensated by in-
surance or otherwise, by the taxpayer for the
purchase of any qualified hearing aid.

““(b) MAXIMUM AMOUNT.—The amount al-
lowed as a credit under subsection (a) shall
not exceed $500 per qualified hearing aid.

‘‘(c) QUALIFIED HEARING AID.—For purposes
of this section, the term ‘qualified hearing
aid’ means a hearing aid—

(1) which is described in sections 874.3300
and 874.3305 of title 21, Code of Federal Regu-
lations, and is authorized under the Federal
Food, Drug, and Cosmetic Act for commer-
cial distribution, and

‘(2) which is intended for use—

“(A) by the taxpayer, or

‘(B) by an individual with respect to whom
the taxpayer, for the taxable year, is allowed
a deduction under section 151(c) (relating to
deduction for personal exemptions for de-
pendents).

‘(d) ELECTION ONCE EVERY 5 YEARS.—This
section shall apply with respect to any indi-
vidual for any taxable year only if there is
an election in effect with respect to such in-
dividual (at such time and in such manner as
the Secretary may by regulations prescribe)
to have this section apply for such taxable
year. An election to have this section apply
with respect to any individual may not be
made for any taxable year if such an election
is in effect with respect to such individual
for any of the 4 taxable years preceding such
taxable year.

‘‘(e) DENIAL OF DOUBLE BENEFIT.—No credit
shall be allowed under subsection (a) for any
expense for which a deduction or credit is al-
lowed under any other provision of this chap-
ter.”.

(b) CLERICAL AMENDMENT.—The table of
sections for subpart A of part IV of sub-
chapter A of chapter 1 of the Internal Rev-

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — SENATE

enue Code of 1986 is amended by inserting
after the item relating to section 25D the fol-
lowing new item:
‘‘Sec. 25E. Credit for hearing aids.”’.

(c) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments
made by this section shall apply to taxable
years beginning after December 31, 2013.

By Mr. MARKEY:

S. 1698. A bill to provide for the es-
tablishment of clean technology con-
sortia to enhance the economic, envi-
ronmental, and energy security of the
United States by promoting domestic
development, manufacture, and deploy-
ment of clean technologies; to the
Committee on Energy and Natural Re-
sources.

Mr. MARKEY. Mr. President, today I
am introducing the Consortia-Led En-
ergy and Advanced Manufacturing Net-
works Act.

For more than a century, America’s
innovation community has been the
foundation of our high-tech economy
and generated broad-based growth to
support a strong middle class. While
our innovators remain the best in the
world, we have seen a disturbing trend
in recent years. When it comes to mov-
ing innovations out of the lab and into
the factory, we are getting beat.
Breakthroughs achieved in U.S. re-
search universities and laboratories are
all too often being commercialized and
manufactured overseas. As recent re-
search by the Massachusetts Institute
of Technology and others has dem-
onstrated, innovation and production
are closely related. When manufac-
turing facilities move overseas, we lose
more than just those manufacturing
jobs. We can lose our ability to con-
tinue to innovate in that industry and
lose our hold on those jobs forever.

At the same time, we have some in-
dustries in the United States domi-
nated by deeply entrenched companies
that are resistant to innovation or ad-
aptation of century-old business mod-
els. In those sectors, we need to look at
ways of partnering with our innovators
on proof-of-concept and demonstration
projects so that more breakthroughs
can bridge the so-called ‘‘Valley of
Death’” between the lab bench and
commercialization of a new tech-
nology. That will ensure that innova-
tive and potentially disruptive tech-
nologies can actually reach the mar-
ket, and provide badly needed competi-
tion in industries where incumbents
may be failing to innovate. This is
what my legislation is intended to ad-
dress.

In order to reach their full market
potential, scientific breakthroughs
must be translated into commercial
applications, demonstrated, connected
to appropriate markets, and scaled up.
The bill T am introducing today would
fertilize America’s innovation eco-
systems by making available $100 mil-
lion to 6 or more consortia to support
these types of activities and help shep-
herd innovations through the commer-
cialization process. Consortia could in-
clude a mix of research universities,
large and small companies, national
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laboratories, venture capital, and state
and nonprofit entities with expertise in
technology commercialization. The bill
includes rigorous cost-share require-
ments to ensure that taxpayers are
only partnering on the best ideas in
which the private sector also has sig-
nificant capital committed.

We have seen the benefits of regional
innovation ecosystems in places like
Silicon Valley; Boston, Cambridge and
the Route 128 Corridor; the Research
Triangle in North Carolina; Austin,
TX; and elsewhere. The geographic
proximity of institutions in these areas
improves the flow of information be-
tween scientists, engineers, and entre-
preneurs, and it facilitates the sharing
of skilled human resources and facili-
ties. Most critically when it comes to
commercializing innovations, these re-
gions have demonstrated a unique abil-
ity to pull investor capital off the side-
lines and channel it into new produc-
tion. We need to bolster these existing
ecosystems and help nurture new ones.

America’s universities and research
institutions are truly national treas-
ures. Our venture capitalists and entre-
preneurs are the sharpest in the world.
When we sprinkle the right mix of sci-
entific brain power and capitalist
drive, we get something uniquely
American and extremely potent.

This legislation will help link inven-
tors with investors, professors with
producers, and get technologies out of
laboratories and into factories. It pro-
vides the type of responsible and for-
ward-looking partnership that we need
with the private sector right now. This
legislation builds on provisions I in-
cluded in both the Waxman-Markey
bill and the America COMPETES reau-
thorization, bills that passed the U.S.
House of Representatives in 2009 and
2010, respectively.

———

SUBMITTED RESOLUTIONS

SENATE RESOLUTION 292—EX-
PRESSING SUPPORT FOR THE
VICTIMS OF THE TYPHOON IN
THE PHILIPPINES AND THE SUR-
ROUNDING REGION

Mr. SCHATZ (for himself, Mr.
MENENDEZ, Mr. DURBIN, Mr. CARDIN,
Mr. RUBIO, Ms. HIRONO, Mr. UDALL of
New Mexico, Mrs. BOXER, and Mr.
BEGICH) submitted the following reso-
lution; which was referred to the Com-
mittee on Foreign Relations:

S. RES. 292

Whereas on November 8, 2013, Typhoon Yo-
landa, also known as Typhoon Haiyan,
struck the Republic of the Philippines and
the surrounding region;

Whereas Typhoon Yolanda is the strongest
typhoon in recorded history to make land-
fall;

Whereas President Benigno Aquino III de-
clared a state of national calamity after Ty-
phoon Yolanda hit the central Philippines;

Whereas the typhoon caused widespread
flooding and landslides, particularly in the
provinces of Eastern Samar and Leyte,
which experienced storm surges of up to 13
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